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...the rightness of an action concerns an action not in the fuller
sense of the term in which we include the motive in the action,
but in the narrower and commoner sense in which we distinguish an
action from its motive and mean by an action merely the conscious

origination of something, an origination which on different

| ’/a may be prompted by different

o be moved towards paying

occasions or in dif‘f‘eren’o

motive.

To tell that 1 ough

them. But what 1 ca moved Lowar "‘"‘31 always be an action and
not an action in ye “perticular way, i.e., 8n
action from a - Mo ' ,\\-u- -.4\, 1 should be moved

towards being move

The person as tly well understand

that, from the 1d do what, everything

considered, 1 analytic or at least

unchallengeshle, B Shrent challenging that, he

can perfectly relevanbiy po that he is concerned with a

et - 3 )
different mattep. He is ki : he Moral point of view at

all? YSmmme 1

y coxﬁition and if there are

But if paramount@y is O

|
other necessary c it.ions.. .the one can ask why the satisfaction

of t,heseﬂ u%}q ﬁ:ﬁ‘ﬁﬁw\ﬂ:’]ﬂﬁe to make such

life-gui d paramount .
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which this method must be satisfy if the resultmg moralities are

rightly to be regarded as const.ituting‘ paramounsg practical
reasons.

For this would commit him to the view that it is true of everybody
that he should not acknowledge the overridingness of moral reasons

but that everybody other than him should; in other words, that
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everybody should not and that everybody should!.

...A must take B's rationality into account. Since B is rational,
A must suppose that the action he expects B to perform will
maximize B's expected utility, given the action B expects A to
perform. A's intended action, then, is utility-meximizing for A
against bhgt possible action of B which A expects B to perform,
which in turn is conceived by A as utility-maximizing for B

against that possible action of which A expects that B expects A

‘/&xpected outcome of his

action affords h@ty‘lb gx\eat. as that of the

expected outcome of

to perform.

A person acts rati

or him in the situation

A person acting paonally only if the

expected outcome erson [with whom his

action in that there 1is no

combination of pg8si each person acting

interdependent ly, . which affords each

person other than him utility, and himself
a greater utility. -
,..J"a",.-’fl LI

It might be sugifstod tﬁi dnﬂ“%i one's choice by the

conception cho-?:——————f————-,wm;' a conception of

rationality if;l o{]rationality, it is

rational to choose it.

- - ANy
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what sort of people we will strive to be or to become. What all of
this points to is that here at least decision is king.

Morality (having a morality or taking the moral point of view
involves the making and/or using, and perhaps on occasion,
uttering, of evaluative or normative judgements about rational

being, their actions, traits, intentions, motives, etc., ¥t being
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understood that this does not necessarily entail judging rational
beings other than oneself in any overt sense, usual as this is.

Evaluative and normative judgements about action, traits, ect.,
are moral (as versus non-moral) only if they have or would
ultimately be given justifying reasons consisting of pﬁrported
facts about the bearing of these actions, traits, ect., (actual,
desired, or intended) on the lives of persons and sentient beings,

including others besides ldgent of speaker, if other are

affected, as such (or & ust as means), e.g. facts

about their causing death, false beliefs,
knowledge, good or baé
To have a moral
direction is not &
want, or endj the
to be taken in the p
Questions of ultimat @ to direct proof.,.we
are not, however, 4Fe: thet, acceptance or rejection (of
an ultimate end) impulse, or arbitrary
choice. There is a lacgéﬁaqﬁgﬁ; i "proof" in which

this questionujhs...:mannbio -’ect is within the

cognizance of ¥ -_ratiamal
deal with it soléEl in thewk uibionE]Considarabions may be
presented capable 'IE)Het.erminingmhe intellect either to give or

e GUATERSHEART e

proof.

) VR SR M G
influéhce of impulse, the only thing we desire, and therefore the
only purpose we have, is one's own happiness, and that therefore
we shall do whatever we do only in order that we may become happy.
..it is a conviction that one's character and life will be
approved by any rational being who conﬁemplates it from the

MPV...having this belief about oneself is a primary human good. ..
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