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Consequentialism, Deontology, & Virtue Ethics 

Trolley Problem (Version One) 

A runaway trolley is racing through the railway 
and if it continues to stay on course, it will kill 
four people. You have a switch in your hand. If 
you click it, the trolley will change paths. The 
four people will be saved. But another person 
on the other path will be killed as a result of 
your action. Would you click on the switch 
button? Or would do nothing and allow for the 
deaths of four people?  

 

 



  

Trolley Problem (Version Two) 

A runaway trolley is racing through the railway 
and if it continues to stay on course, it will kill 
four people. You are standing over a bridge that 
is just above the tracks. And there is a fat man 
in front of you. You know that if you push the 
fat man, the four people will be saved. But the 
fat man would be killed as a result. Would you 
push the fat man? 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Trolley Problem (My Version) 

A runaway trolley is racing through the railway 
and if it continues to stay on course, it will kill 
four people. You have a switch in your hand. If 
you click it, the trolley will change paths. The 
four people will be saved. But your mom, who 
is on the other track, will be killed as a result. 
Would you click on the switch button? Or 
would do nothing?  

 

 

Objective: To maintain a single analysis of normative 
ethics in a consistent manner. 

Good Luck; Have Fun!   

 



  

Altruism, Ethical Egoism, & Psychological 
Egoism 

Problem for an Ethical Egoist 

According to an ethical egoist, for an action to be 

right, it is necessary and sufficient that it maximizes 

one’s self-interest. Now, suppose a toddler fell into 

a pond. You can save her but at the cost of getting 

your clothes wet. And you like your clothes dry! Do 

you think it is the right thing to do to save the 

toddler? What is the right action according to the 

ethical egoist? Would this be a problem for ethical 

egoism? Present an objection and counter.

  

 



  

Problem for Psychological Egoism 

Psychological egoism states that the ultimate 

goal for each person is her own welfare. 

Suppose you work in the army. The enemy 

throws a grenade at your team. And you decide 

to cover the grenade knowing very well that 

you will die but probably save few team-mates 

in doing so. Does this count as a defeater to 

psychological egoism? Present an objection and 

a counter if you can. 

 



  

Discussion on Altruism 

 
“By all means, let’s be open minded, but not so open minded that our 

brains fall out. –this quote is actually found in Carl Sagan’s book The Demon 

Hunted World: Science as a Candle in the Dark, where he attributes it to 

engineer James Oberg, who says he stole it from someone else” (Richard 

Dawkins).  

Discussion Videos: The Selfish Gene and Altruism (By Richard Dawkins) 

Video One: Richard Dawkins on Altruism and The Selfish Gene  

Video Two: The Selfish Gene & Altruism  

Does Dawkins’ Darwinian account of altruism make sense? Present 

objections and counters.  

 

 

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=n8C-ntwUpzM
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=H3L3QdL7HjQ


  

Midterm 2 Preparation 

Hedonic Calculus 

-Jeremy Bentham 

-Proposed a formula to determine the amount of net pleasure for any action. 

-Let P denote net pleasure, and let A, B, and C be variables denoting relevant 

circumstances in determining the value of P. Then ‘P = A + B + C’ is called the hedonic 

calculus.  

-If the variables A, B, and C for instance stand for intensity (how strong is the pleasure), 

duration (how long will the pleasure last), and extent (how many people will be affected) 

respectively, and P is positive, then that action is morally good.  

 

 

 

Doctrine of the Mean 

-Aristotle 

-Virtue is a mean between two vices. 

-‘Mean’ is not the middle position between two vices. 

-Mean is the optimal position (the goldilocks zone) between two vices. 

-For example, the right amount of bravery lies between the vices foolhardiness (excess of 

bravery) and cowardice (deficiency of bravery). This “right amount” varies from person 

to person. 

 

 

Mind Body Problem 

-Descartes 

-The essence of mind is to be thinking, unextended, and have no parts.  

-The essence of body is to be unthinking, extended, and have parts.  

-Given that mind and body are ontologically distinct—that is, they are two distinct 

substances—it is difficult to explain how these two substances interact with each other.  

 



  

Psychological Egoism vs. Ethical Egoism 

Psychological Egoism 

-Richard Dawkins/Plato/ 

-Psychological egoism is a descriptive ethical position. 

-Two types: blatant and subtle. 

a) Blatant Psychological Egoism 
We always act to do good to ourselves and harm others unless we are constrained 

to do otherwise. 
 

b) Subtle Psychological Egoism 
The actions of peoples are ultimate motivated by selfish desires including 

apparent altruistic actions. 

 

Ethical Egoism  

- Ayan Rand 

-Ethical egoism is a normative ethical position. 

-Two types: blatant ethical egoism and subtle ethical egoism. 

 

a) Blatant Ethical Egoism 

Blatant ethical egoism states that we ought to be selfish since selfishness leads to 

prosperity. 

 

b) Subtle Ethical Egoism 
Subtle ethical egoism states that we ought to be nice to others just in case the 

niceness can be reciprocated by others.   

 



  

Eudaimonia 

-Epicurus/Aristotle 

-Eudaimonia has to do with being in the state of happiness. 

-The sense of ‘happiness’ is to be taken in the ultimate sense. 

-The end goal for any desire is happiness.  

-Happiness is intrinsic; instrumental goods leads ultimately lead to happiness.  

 

A-Consciousness vs. P-Consciousness  

A-Consciousness 

-A-Consciousness (or access consciousness) is the first level awareness. 

-If a thing reacts to the environment in an appropriate manner, then we ascribe a-

consciousness to such a thing.  

Example: a sophisticated heat-seeking missile may be ascribed a-consciousness. 

 

P-Consciousness   

-P-Consciousness (or phenomenal consciousness) is a second order awareness. 

-It is an awareness of a-consciousness.  

-We ascribe P-consciousness to a thing if it knows what it is to be that thing. 

-Example: humans are p-conscious. 

 

 

 

 



  

Midterm 2 Solution Sample (By a Student) 

 

Section A: 

1. Psychological Determinism:  
-Holbach 

-Means that an agent’s actions are determined by psychological influences originating externally 

over which the agent has no control. 

-Subconscious drives and temperament determine actions. 

-Significance is that the agent has no control over action; the agent has no will in the rational or 

common sense. Will is thus an illusion an agent bears no responsibility for action.  

3. Psychological Egoism: 
-Plato as illustrated through Gloucon. 

-Descriptive ethic based on positive, testable statements that describe how the world is. 

-Branches into blatant and subtle variations. 

-Significance is that there seems to be a contradiction with common morals. This suggests that the 

individual will act without regard to others. 

4. Hypothetical Imperative 

-Kant 

-A command of reason that obliges or brings a subjective will into alignment of action such that 

certain ends are achieved (this is called the “assertorial” hypothetical imperative) or can possibly be 

achieved (“possible” hypothetical imperative). 

-Note that the ends mentioned above are subjective and not objective.  

-Significance being that reason can be employed or referenced for subjective ends.  

Part B Short Answers: 

1. The Turing Test is a variation of the ‘Imitation Game’ where a computer and a human are hidden in a 

room. Both provide output in the form of phrases to convince the audience that they are human. The 

audience has to guess which one is a computer. The significance that Turing attached to the experiment 

was a new definition of “Intelligence” for machines. He thought machines were intelligent not if they 

“could think”, but if they “could do” what thinking beings could do. If the computer remains anonymous 

it is intelligent.  

2. Cartesian Dualism is the categorization of substances created by Rene Descartes. For him, there are 

two substances. There are Thinking Substances, which have an Essence of Thinking, Unextension, and 

No parts/indivisible. This is what the mind is. The rest is Material Substance, which has an Essence of 

Unthinking, Extension and Parts/divisible. This is what bodies and other external, non-mind things are. 



  

6. There is really no difference between blatant and subtle Ethical Egoism. Both regard self-interested 

acts as morally good. The division arises in what self-interested actions are considered. ‘Blatant’ acts, or 

actions that benefit only the agent that perpetrates them, (often to the disadvantage of others), are 

pointed to as morally good by Blatant Ethical Egoism. ‘Subtle’ acts are pointed to by subtlists, (acts 

which benefit the agent but also others). In principle, both strands consider Egoism ethical but point to 

different Egoistic actions. [Note: the student decided to answer “no” but explained why he/she did what 

he did. The usual answer would be “yes” as explained in midterm review 2. Both are correct.]  

Part C Long Answer: 

Moral Truths: They Exist Through Objective Principles 

 There are moral truths and these truths are objective for all rational-beings. Firstly, their 

existence can be discovered a priori—that is, independent of sensory experience. Secondly, their 

existence is not merely subjective. The goal of this essay is to make it reasonable to believe in the 

existence of moral truths. I will achieve this goal initially by referring to Kant’s theory of an objective 

principle discoverable through reason without any recourse to experience. Then I will explain why this 

principle is not subjective, but rather objective.  

 A moral truth exists in virtue of an objective principle for action. The moral truth being that an 

action is good by virtue of deriving from an objective principle. In other words, if there are any such 

principles for actions then there are moral truths. I will argue that there are such principles.   

 Firstly, an objective principle exists and can be discoverable a priori. The objective principle is 

that all rational beings (or, more specifically, their pleasures) are ends within themselves. For this 

reason, the pleasures under question cannot be treated as means.  This principle comes from the fact 

that all rational-beings are concerned for their pleasure. Since this is true for all rational-beings, and not 

contingent on empirical evidence, it holds as an objective principle for action. The pleasure of an agent 

is valued by all and thus indispensable.  

One can object that this principle is contingent on their being rational beings. Without such 

beings there would be no moral truth as derived from the principle. In effect, moral truths cannot be 



  

objective. But, this is a mistake. Whether there are rational beings or not is irrelevant to the truth to the 

matter that moral truths exist. It happens to be the case that there are rational beings and we are 

justified in the objective principle under question. From this, it follows that even if all rational beings 

were to be eliminated from the world, there would still be moral truths in the objective sense.  At most 

we can say that there will be no knowledge of moral truth (since there would be no cognizers to have 

knowledge) but this does not mean that moral truths are dependent on there being rational thinkers. 

Secondly, the objective principle is not corrupted by the subjects from which it is derived. If a 

maxim was put forth that was particular to a subject’s inclination, it would not suffice as an objective 

principle. Some other subjects would refute the alien grounds from which the maxim was created. But 

the maxim, which does serve as an objective principle, remains true despite the many inclinations it has 

to appease. It is a maxim that all rational-beings can adhere to—that they concern for their pleasure. 

Whether this pleasure is obtained through unselfish acts or sacrifices is of no import. All beings pursue 

their own pleasure, whatever this pleasure may be.  

On can object, however, that this so-called “objective principle” is nothing more than an inflated 

subjective maxim. Just because, the objective principle is consistent with the inclinations of all subjects 

does not mean it is in fact objective. It is simply the large sum of a maxim ratified by every subject. This 

could be true, yet an objective principle is objective precisely because it is true for all rational-beings. 

That is, it can be universalizable. Since it can be simultaneously assured that all rational-beings are 

concerned for their own pleasure, we are justified to ascribe the principle as an objective principle. It is 

true in this instance come what may, therefore it is objective.  

In this essay, I have argued that Moral Truths exist. Moral truths are derived through an 

Objective Principle for Action. This objective principle is the product of a universally accepted Maxim. 

Moreover, it is objective and not merely an inflated subjective creation.  



  

Concerning Freedom of Speech 

1. Should there be any limits to freedom of speech? 

Give a reason.  

 

 

 

 

 

 
Christopher Hitchens 

“Everybody does have a book in them, but in most cases that’s   

  where it should stay” (Christopher Hitchens).  

 

Discussion Video: Christopher Hitchens on Jerry Falwell’s Death on Fox 

News With Sean Hannity, Republican Ralph Read, and Alan Colmes 

Video:  Christopher Hitchens on Falwell's Death  

 

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=doKkOSMaTk4


  

2. On Falwell’s death, Hitchens publically trashed 

Falwell. Hitchens, for example, said that “it’s a 

pity that there isn’t a hell for Falwell to go to […] If 

you gave Falwell an enema, he would be buried in 

a matchbox”. Such remarks obviously caused 

tremendous distress for Falwell’s supporters and 

especially his family (since they were mourning his 

death). Would you defend Hitchens’ actions as 

instances of freedom of speech?  

a) Yes or No:  

 

b) Reason:  

 

 

 

c) Objection: 

 

 

 

d) Counter:  

 

 



  

 

Shirley Phelps (WBC Member)       Megan and Grace Phelps (ex-WBC Members) 

“God hates fags, God hates fag enablers, therefore God hates America and 

all its military” (Shirley Phelps).  

I miss the certainty that I had before. A lot. […]I’m still pretty much at a loss 

for what to believe. The more people I talk to, their thinking, their logic, 

their understanding of different verses, their explanation for why they 

believe what they believe—it makes sense. It follows. But so many of them 

are at odds! There are so many ways of looking at things. But the 

uncertainty is preferable to absolute certainty that leads me to do things 

that hurt people. I have to come to terms with not knowing.  

 –Megan Phelps (post WBC membership) 

Discussion Videos: WBC Members on Doomed America 

Video 1: Shirley Phelps Picketing Funerals (Fox News) 

Video 2: Shirley Phelps on The Killing of a 7 Year Old  

 

Supplementary Videos:  

Video 1: WBC Talk in a College 

Video 2: Documentary on WBC with Louis Theroux 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_yES1izpdf0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LqwE6yHbnKo
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zwC2n8MGmB0
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=qF1oAsgzchA


  

3. Should the typical actions of WBC be considered 

instances of freedom of expression? Is there any 

relevant difference between Hitchens and Shirley 

(or is the perceived hate just a matter of degree)?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Afterlife and Meaning of Life  

Before we begin our talk on Afterlife/Meaning-of-

Life, let us try to reflect on the following question. 

Discussion Video: Comedian Dara O'Briain on Fringe Views  

 

“Science knows it doesn't know everything; otherwise, it'd stop. But just 

because science doesn't know everything doesn't mean you can fill in the 

gaps with whatever fairy tale most appeals to you” (Dara O’Briain).  

1. Should fringe1 views be taught at schools, universities, etc.? 

For example, in a biology class, should creationism be taught as 

an alternative to the theory of evolution to explain the diversity 

of species? To give another example, in a geology class, should 

young-earth models—where the age of earth is purported to be 

roughly 6 thousand years—be presented as an alternative 

theory to the standard model in which the earth is said to be 

roughly 4.5 billion years?  
                                                           
1
 ‘Fringe’ is a relative term in the sense that, say, relative to an evangelical framework, the theory of evolution may 

be a fringe subject. ‘Fringe’ is also relative in the sense of being time-dependent. For instance, Galileo scientific 
proposal at his time was fringe even within the scientific community.  

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=uDYba0m6ztE


  

 

William Lane Craig                            

If there is no God, then man and the universe are doomed. Like prisoners 

condemned to death, we await our unavoidable execution. There is no 

God, and there is no immortality. And what is the consequence of this? It 

means that life itself is absurd. It means that the life we have is without 

ultimate significance, value, or purpose. –Craig 

 

Richard Dawkins 

Science works…bitches. –Dawkins  

Video: Richard Dawkins vs. William Lane Craig on The Meaning of Life 

2. Is there meaning to life? 

Yes or No: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=O3v2m4_NHhA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=_SSf5mUnc-0


  

Reason(s): 

 

 

 

 

 

3. Is there empirical evidence for an 

afterlife? 

Yes or No: 

 

 

Reason(s): 

 

 



  

Review Session One: Longer-Answer 

Question/Response Paper 6 Preparation 

Identify the Following in Essay Sample 1 and 2: 

a) Title  

b) Thesis/Argument 

c) Goal/Procedure 

d) Introduction 

e) Supporting Reason 1 Presented and Explained 

f) Objection to e) Presented and Explained 

g) Counter to f) Presented and Explained 

h) Supporting Reason 2 Presented and Explained  

i) Objection to h) Presented and Explained  

j) Counter to i) Presented and Explained  

k) Conclusion  



  

Sample A Grade Paper2

 

                                                           
2
 The previous percentage marks that the student got were 40%, 45%, and 57%. The improvement is remarkable!   

Well done.    



  



  

 



  

Outline: Final Class 

Revision Part 2 

 Logic 

-Deduction, Induction 

 Religion 

-Ontological Argument, Cosmological Argument, and  

 Theodicy 

 Epistemology 

-Analytic, Synthetic, Knowledge, Correspondence,  

 Coherence, and Pragmatism 

 

Revision Part 3 

 Metaphysics 

-Substance Dualism, A-Consciousness, P- 

 Consciousness, Strong AI, Weak AI, A-Series, B-Series 

 Ethics 

-Moral Relativism, Moral Absolutism, Utilitarianism,  

 Deontology, Virtue as a Mean 

 Political Philosophy 

-Majoritarian Democracy, Strong Democracy, Weak  

 Democracy 

 Meaning of Life/Personhood 

-Bundle Dualism, Transcendental Ego, Empirical Ego 

 Bonus: Evolution, Creationism, Evolutionary Creationism 



  

Revision Part 2: Logic, Religion, and 

Epistemology 

 Note: Give closely related names to every question of this review (if 

feasible) 

Logic (Argument Forms) 

What is the difference between deduction and induction? 

(Provide examples to explain the difference) 

Deductive Arguments  

 

 

 

 

Inductive Arguments 

  

 

 

 



  

Religion 

State and explain the following arguments. Also, present an 

objection and possible counter as well. 

Ontological Argument  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Cosmological Argument (Kalam version) 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Explain the following Concept. Give examples. Go in detail.  

Theodicy  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Epistemology (Theory of Knowledge) 

What is the difference between analytic truths and synthetic 

truths? Give examples. What kind of truth is known a priori and 

what kind of truth is known a posteriori? (post Kant) 

Analytic  

 

 

Synthetic  

 



  

Explicate the following concept.  

Knowledge 

 

 

 

State at least 3 different accounts (or analyses/explication) of 

the concept ‘truth’. Give examples to explain the accounts. 

Present and explain an objection for each account. Present and 

explain a counter for each account.  

Correspondence Theory of Truth 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Coherence Theory of Truth 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Pragmatic Theory of Truth  

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Revision Part 3: Metaphysics, Ethics, Political 

Philosophy, and the Meaning of Life 

 Note: Give closely related names to every question of this review (if 

feasible) 

Metaphysics 

Substance Dualism 

 

 

 

 

Explain the following in detail: 

A-Consciousness vs. P-Consciousness 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Strong AI vs. Weak AI 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A-Series vs. B-Series of Time 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Ethics 

Explain the following in detail: 

Moral Relativism vs. Moral Absolutism  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Utilitarianism vs. Deontology  

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Virtue as a Mean 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Political Philosophy 

Explain the following in detail: 

Majoritarian Democracy 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Weak vs. Strong Democracy  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Meaning of Life/Personhood 

Explain the following in detail.  

Bundle Dualism (And its Problem) 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  

Transcendental Ego vs. Empirical Ego 

 

 

 

 

 

  Bonus: Watch the following video in its entirety 

on YouTube.  And make notes for yourself on 

creationism, evolution, and evolutionary 

creationism (compatibilist position).  

Video: Richard Dawkins Interviews Father George Coyne on Creationism vs. 
Evolution  

 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zkS1B0huWX4
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=zkS1B0huWX4

