
 

 

General Philosophy 

July 2017 

Answer ALL. questions. Circle the right answers. 

 
1. Which writer recounts an event from his own boyhood concerning a struggle between 

a desire to steal pears from a pear tree simply for the sake of doing something wrong 

versus a more rational impulse not to steal? 

A. Plato B. Augustine 

C. Thomas Hobbes D. Thomas Aquinas 

 

2. Which pragmatist philosopher was primarily concerned with using the pragmatic 

method to consider social questions such as the role of education and the arts in broader 

society? 

A. John Dewey B. William James 

C. Jean-Paul Sartre D. Charles S. Peirce 

 

3. Who is regarded as the founder of existentialism? 

A. Jean-Paul Sartre B. George Berkeley 

C. Martin Heidegger D. Soren Kierkegaard 

 
4. In the Thomas Hobbes argued that all human beings have two dominant driving 

needs: survival and personal gain. 

A. Prince B. Republic 

C. Leviathan D. Gargantuan 



 

 

5. Who argued that although war is evil, that it might be necessary (and thus justified) 

when these three conditions are met: (a) war is declared only by a legitimate ruler, (b) 

those attacked in some way deserve it, and (c) that the attackers are motivated by a moral 

goal? 

A. Origen B. Jan Narveson 

C. Thomas Aquinas D. Thomas Hobbes 

 
6. Which philosophers have argued that it is pointless to ask about the meaning of life, as 

they regard the very terms in which the question has been phrased as meaningless and 

nonsensical? 

A. The Stoics B. The Cynics 

C. The Romantics D. The logical positivists 

 
7. An example of a proposition that is both warranted and true but that does not 

constitute knowledge is known as   

A. a paradox B. Gettier example 

C. an illogical proposition D. a proposition lacking in evidence 

 

8. According to one of the views of scientific knowledge, the purpose of science is to be 

able to make predictions that are relevant to the ways we live our lives. Which view is this? 

A. Realist B. Coherence 

C. Instumentalist D. Conceptual Realist 

 
9. The kind of knowledge that rationalists find reliable, i.e. knowledge that doesn't have 

to be learned through sensory observation, is called   

A. a priori B. sublation 

C. a posteriori D. transcendental idealism 



 

 

10. Who argued that our innate Ideas were acquired prior to our births, when we lived in 

a heavenly realm of perfect forms? 

A. Plato B. Shankara 

C. Descartes D. John Locke 

 

11. What do empiricist philosophers primarily regard as a reliable form of knowledge? 

A. The tabula rasa B. A priori knowledge 

C. A posteriori knowledge D. Knowledge based on reason 

 
12. John Locke argued that prior to the acquisition of experience, the human mind is like 

a blank slate. His term for this "blank slate" was,    

A. ahimsa B. tabula rasa 

C. the twelve categories D. the store of innate ideas 

 

13. What contemporary scientific theory has been regarded by some as support for a 

cosmological argument for God's existence? 

A. Genetics B. Evolution 

C. The big bang D. Quantum physics 

 
14. When it comes to developing a code of ethics, most atheists turn to   

A. teleology B. panentheism 

C. utilitarianism D. the Proslogion 

 
15. Who argued in Future of an Illusion that God is an illusion rooted in infantile needs 

for a kind of exaggerated father figure? 

A. Mary Daly B. Bertrand Russel 

C. Thomas Huxley D. Sigmund Freud 



 

 

16 In the Varieties of Religious Experience, William James claims that mystical experiences 

are always both ineffable and    

A. noetic B. temporary 

C. overwhelming D. highly personal 

 

17. The claimed that art is expression of feeling and that good art expresses feeling 

well. 

A. Stoics B. Cynics 

C. Hedonists D. Romantics 

 
18. The Italian philosopher, Benedetto Croce, saw art as knowledge. 

A. logical B. intuitive 

C. mythical D. metaphysical 

 

19. Arthur Danto has argued that art has ended because the artist has become a    

A. critic B. scholar 

C. curator D. philosopher 

 
20.    claims that life has more pain than enjoyment and that the boredom we 

feel when all our needs are satisfied proves "the emptiness of existence." 

A. Sartre B. Camus 

C. Kierkegaard D. Schopenhauer 

 
21. For Hegel, history progresses toward a fuller expansion of freedom; for Marx, history 

progresses toward a society. 

A. class B. classless 

C. stratified D. differentiated 



 

 

22.    justice refers to the fairness with which a community distributes benefits 

and burdens among its members. 

A. Formal B. Retributive 

C. Distributive D. Contributive 

 
23. Whereas welfare liberals such as John Rawls argue that justice requires economic aid 

for the disadvantaged, liberals such as Robert Nozick argue that people's free 

choices should be respected in all economic matters. 

A. populist B. classical 

C. neoliberal D. democratic 

 

24.    rights are rights that guarantee people certain goods: the right to an 

education the right to adequate medical care, food and housing; the right to a fair trial, 

the right to a job etc. 

A. Moral B. Human 

C. Positive D. Negative 

 
25.   ethics emphasizes people's character, stresses that our communities shape 

our character, reminds us of the importance of moral exemplars, and calls our attention 

to important aspects of the moral life, such as love, friendship, caring and concern. 

A. Virtue B. Kantian 

C. Feminist D. Utilitarian 

 

26.   redefines freedom as the absence of external restraints and holds 

that people can be free according to this definition even if their actions are caused by 

previous events. 

A. Determinism B. Libertarianism 

C. Indeterminism D. Compatibilism 



 

 

27. René Descartes was a rationalist concerned with discovering something that he could 

hold as true beyond any doubt. He can doubt many things but one thing is certain: he 

cannot doubt that he is thinking, which leads to the famous remark    

A. In vino veritas (There is truth in wine) 

B. Errare humanum est (To err is human) 

C. Cogito ergo sum (I think, therefore I am) 

D. Mens sana in corpore sano (A healthy mind in a healthy body) 

 

28. Feminist theology has argued that much in the Western concept of God and religion 

is and that these notions have been used to oppress women. 

A. racist B. sexist 

C. absurd D. illogical 

 

 

29. Berkeley, a/an argued that because all we perceive are our own 

ideas, only minds and their ideas are real. 

A. idealist B. objectivist 

C. materialist D. pragmatist 

 

30. "Existence precedes essence". What it means is that humans are first born (exist) and 

then define their nature (essence) by acting. Which philosopher is associated with this 

phrase? 

A. Sartre B. Camus 

C. Husserl D. Heidegger 



 

 

SECTION B: SHORT ESSAYS 

Answer THREE (3) questions only. 

1. What is Paley's and Dembski's arguments from design for the 

existence of God? 

Ans:- William Paley and William Dembski are associated with arguments from design, 

which are attempts to infer the existence of a designer or creator based on the apparent 

order, complexity, and purpose observed in the natural world. However, it's important to 

note that these arguments have been widely debated and criticized, and they do not 

constitute scientific evidence for the existence of God. 

 

1. Paley's Teleological Argument 

Watchmaker Analogy:- Paley's most famous argument is often referred to as the 

watchmaker analogy. In his book "Natural Theology" (1802), Paley compares the 

complexity of living organisms to the complexity of a watch. He argues that just as the 

intricacy and purposefulness of a watch imply the existence of a watchmaker, the 

complexity and adaptation observed in living organisms imply the existence of an 

intelligent designer. 

Evidence of Design:- Paley points to various examples of apparent design in nature, such 

as the human eye, the structure of the ear, and the adaptations of animals. He suggests 

that these examples are best explained by the existence of a purposeful creator. 

 

2. Dembski's Argument from Specified Complexity 

Irreducible Complexity:- William Dembski, in his work on intelligent design, introduces 

the concept of irreducible complexity. He argues that certain biological structures are so 

complex and functionally integrated that they cannot be explained by gradual, step-by- 

step evolution. According to Dembski, such complexity implies the involvement of an 

intelligent designer. 

Specified Complexity:- Dembski introduces the idea of "specified complexity" as a way 

to identify design. He suggests that when an event or object is both complex (improbable) 

and specified (exhibits a pattern or function), it is reasonable to infer the presence of 

intelligent design. 



 

 

Critics of these arguments often point out various flaws, including the potential for natural 

processes, such as evolution by natural selection, to account for the complexity and 

apparent design in the natural world. The scientific community generally rejects 

arguments from design as valid scientific explanations due to their lack of empirical 

support and testability. 

 

It's crucial to distinguish between philosophical and scientific discussions when 

considering arguments for the existence of God. While these design arguments are often 

presented in a philosophical context, they lack empirical evidence and do not meet the 

criteria for scientific theories. 

 

2. Social contract theory has its roots in the thought of Thomas Hobbes, 

John Locke, and Jean Jacques Rousseau. Compare and contrast the 

thoughts of these three (3) philosophers. 

Ans:- Thomas Hobbes, John Locke, and Jean-Jacques Rousseau are influential political 

philosophers who contributed to the development of social contract theory. While they 

share some common ground, there are significant differences in their views on the state 

of nature, the purpose of government, and the nature of the social contract. Here's a 

comparative overview of their thoughts: 

 

State of Nature 

Thomas Hobbes 

Condition:- Hobbes depicts the state of nature as a condition of perpetual war and chaos 

where life is "solitary, poor, nasty, brutish, and short." 

Human Nature:- He argues that humans are naturally selfish, driven by a desire for self- 

preservation, and without a sovereign authority, life would be intolerable. 

 

John Locke 

Condition:- Locke's state of nature is more optimistic than Hobbes'. It is a state of perfect 

freedom and equality where people have natural rights to life, liberty, and property. 

Human Nature:- Locke believes in a more positive view of human nature, emphasizing 

reason and the preservation of property as central to human behavior. 



 

 

Jean Jacques Rousseau 

Condition:- Rousseau views the state of nature as a peaceful and egalitarian condition 

where individuals live in harmony with nature and each other. 

Human Nature:- Rousseau argues that humans are born free and good, and it is the 

development of private property and societal structures that corrupts them. 

 

Social Contract 

Thomas Hobbes 

Purpose:- Hobbes sees the social contract as a solution to the problem of the state of 

nature. Individuals give up some of their rights to a sovereign authority in exchange for 

protection and order. 

Form of Government:- He advocates for absolute monarchy as the most effective form 

of government. 

 

John Locke 

Purpose:- Locke's social contract is formed to protect natural rights. Individuals enter into 

a social contract to secure their life, liberty, and property. 

Form of Government:- Locke advocates for a limited government with the consent of 

the governed. If a government fails to protect natural rights, the people have the right to 

overthrow it. 

 

Jean Jacques Rousseau 

Purpose:- Rousseau envisions the social contract as a way to maintain individual freedom 

while promoting the common good. The contract is formed by the collective will of the 

people. 

Form of Government:- He proposes a form of direct democracy where the general will 

guides decision-making. 



 

 

Role of Government 

Thomas Hobbes 

Authority:- Hobbes believes in a powerful and absolute sovereign with authority over all 

aspects of life. 

Control:- The government's role is to maintain order and prevent the "war of all against 

all." 

 

John Locke 

Authority:- Locke supports a government with limited authority, established by a social 

contract, to protect natural rights. 

Control:- Government exists to serve the people and can be overthrown if it fails in its 

duty. 

 

Jean Jacques Rousseau 

Authority:- Rousseau envisions a government that reflects the general will of the people. 

Control:- The government should act in the best interest of the collective, and the general 

will should guide political decisions. 

 

In summary, while Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau all contributed to social contract theory, 

they had divergent views on the state of nature, human nature, the purpose of 

government, and the nature of the social contract. Hobbes leaned toward a pessimistic 

view, Locke adopted a more optimistic perspective, and Rousseau emphasized the 

importance of collective decision-making for the common good. 



 

 

3. Outline Darwin's theory of evolution, particularly with reference to 

his ideas about human nature. What are the criticisms levelled against 

his theory? 

Ans:- Darwin's Theory of Evolution 

Charles Darwin's theory of evolution, outlined in his seminal work "On the Origin of 

Species" (1859), provides a framework for understanding the diversity of life on Earth 

through the process of natural selection. The key principles of Darwin's theory are: 

 

1. Variation 

• Individuals within a population exhibit variations in their traits. 

• These variations can be heritable, passed on from one generation to the next. 

2. Struggle for Existence 

• Resources are limited, leading to competition among individuals for survival. 

• There is a constant struggle for existence due to overproduction of offspring. 

3. Natural Selection 

• Individuals with traits that provide an advantage in the struggle for existence are 

more likely to survive and reproduce. 

• Over time, the frequency of advantageous traits increases in the population. 

4. Descent with Modification 

• Successful traits are passed on to subsequent generations, leading to a gradual 

accumulation of favorable characteristics. 

• This process results in the divergence of species over time. 

5. Common Ancestry 

• All living organisms share a common ancestry, and the diversity of life can be 

explained by the branching and modification of species over time. 

 

Darwin's Ideas about Human Nature 

Darwin applied his theory to human evolution in his later work, "The Descent of Man" 

(1871). Some key ideas related to human nature include: 



 

 

1. Common Ancestry:- Humans share a common ancestry with other primates and have 

evolved over time through a process of natural selection. 

2. Sexual Selection:- Darwin proposed that traits related to mate selection, such as 

physical attractiveness and behavioral traits, could be shaped by sexual selection. 

3. Expression of Emotions:- Darwin explored the evolution of human emotions and 

argued that many emotional expressions have evolved from behaviors of our non-human 

ancestors. 

 

Criticisms of Darwin's Theory 

While Darwin's theory of evolution is widely accepted within the scientific community, it 

has faced various criticisms, some of which include: 

 

1. Missing Transitional Fossils:- Critics argue that the fossil record lacks certain 

transitional forms that would provide a more complete picture of the evolutionary 

process. 

2. Irreducible Complexity:- Some claim that certain biological structures are too 

complex to have evolved gradually and must have appeared fully formed, challenging the 

concept of gradual evolution. 

3. Origin of Life:- Darwin's theory does not address the origin of life itself. It explains the 

diversity of life once it has originated, but the question of life's origin remains a separate 

field of study. 

4. Limits to Natural Selection:- Critics argue that while natural selection can explain 

adaptation within species, it may have limits in explaining the origin of complex structures 

or the emergence of new body plans. 

5. Ethical and Social Concerns:- Darwin's ideas about natural selection and human 

evolution have been misused to justify social inequalities, racism, and eugenics, although 

these interpretations are not inherent to his scientific theory. 

 

It's important to note that despite these criticisms, the overwhelming majority of scientists 

accept evolution by natural selection as a robust and well-supported scientific theory. 

Over the years, additional evidence from genetics, paleontology, and other fields has 

further strengthened the foundations of evolutionary theory. 



 

 

4. Is Danto right in asserting that art is dead? If yes, why? If no, why not? 

Ans:- The assertion that art is dead, often associated with the philosopher and art critic 

Arthur Danto, is a provocative and controversial claim. Danto's position is rooted in his 

philosophical reflections on the nature of art and its historical development. His idea can 

be understood in the context of the "end of art" thesis, which suggests that art has 

reached a point where it has exhausted its historical possibilities. However, opinions on 

this matter vary, and many would disagree with Danto's assertion. Here are some 

perspectives on both sides: 

 

Danto's Argument 

Arthur Danto's argument revolves around the notion of the "end of art" in the sense that 

art has reached a point where it can no longer evolve in a linear historical progression. He 

famously proposed that with the emergence of conceptual art in the mid-20th century, 

art had reached a point where it became indistinguishable from ordinary objects or non- 

art. According to Danto, the historical narrative of art had come to a close, as art no longer 

had a shared medium or a set of defining characteristics. 

 

Danto argued that in the absence of a clear medium or style that defines what art is, art 

becomes a philosophical inquiry, and the question "What is art?" becomes more pertinent 

than ever. In his view, art had become self-aware and self-referential, transcending 

traditional aesthetic categories. 

 

Critiques of Danto's View 

Many art theorists and practitioners dispute Danto's claim that art is dead. Some key 

points of disagreement include:- 

1. Expansive Definition of Art:- Critics argue that Danto's focus on the "end of art" 

neglects the ongoing diversity and innovation within the art world. Art continues to evolve 

with new forms, mediums, and styles, challenging and expanding conventional notions of 

artistic expression. 

2. Global Perspectives:- Danto's perspective is largely rooted in the Western art tradition. 

Critics argue that considering the global nature of contemporary art, which incorporates 

diverse cultural influences and perspectives, the idea of the "end of art" may be limited in 

its applicability. 



 

 

3. Changing Mediums and Technologies:- The advent of new technologies and digital 

media has given rise to new forms of artistic expression, challenging traditional definitions 

of art. The dynamic nature of art suggests that it is not stagnant or dead but continually 

adapting to the cultural, technological, and social changes of its time. 

4. Continued Artistic Innovation:- Artistic movements such as postmodernism, post- 

postmodernism, and contemporary art demonstrate ongoing innovation and 

experimentation. Artists continue to explore new ideas, pushing the boundaries of what 

is considered art. 

 

In summary, the assertion that art is dead, as put forth by Danto, is a highly debated and 

contested idea within the art world. Many argue that art is very much alive, constantly 

evolving, and adapting to the changing cultural and societal landscape. The definition and 

boundaries of art remain subjects of ongoing discussion and exploration. 



 

 

SECTION C: CRITICAL ESSAYS 

Answer TWO (2) questions only. 

 
1. Philosophical theories are the products of philosophy, not philosophy 

itself. In the course in philosophy this semester we have studied the 

theories of several philosophers. The point of studying them is not just 

to memorize them but as an aid to help us learn how to philosophize or 

"do" philosophy. By seeing how the best philosophers have "done" 

philosophy and by considering their views and theories, we can better 

understand what philosophizing is. More important we can use their 

insights to shed light on our own philosophical journey. It's the journey 

the activity that is important, not the products that we bring back from 

the journey. Describe your philosophical journey and the value of 

studying philosophy. 

Ans:- A philosophical journey can be seen as a process of exploration, reflection, and 

inquiry into fundamental questions about existence, knowledge, values, and reality. It 

involves engaging with various philosophical ideas, perspectives, and arguments to 

develop one's own understanding of the world and one's place in it. The value of studying 

philosophy lies not just in the acquisition of specific theories or doctrines, but in the 

cultivation of critical thinking skills, the ability to analyze and evaluate ideas, and the 

development of a thoughtful and reflective approach to life. 

 

1. Critical Thinking and Analytical Skills:- Philosophy encourages individuals to think 

critically, question assumptions, and analyze arguments. It teaches the skills of logical 

reasoning, careful examination of evidence, and the ability to identify and evaluate 

different perspectives. These skills are applicable not only in philosophical inquiries but 

also in various aspects of life, such as decision-making, problem-solving, and 

understanding complex issues. 

2. Clarity of Thought and Expression:- Philosophical study emphasizes clarity in 

expressing ideas. Through the examination of philosophical texts and the construction of 

well-reasoned arguments, individuals learn to articulate their thoughts precisely. This 

clarity in communication is valuable in both academic and professional settings. 



 

 

3. Ethical Reflection:- Philosophy often delves into ethical questions, prompting 

individuals to reflect on their values and beliefs. By exploring different ethical theories and 

considering the implications of various moral frameworks, individuals can develop a more 

nuanced understanding of morality and make informed ethical decisions. 

4. Broadened Perspectives:- Philosophy exposes individuals to a variety of perspectives 

from different cultures, historical periods, and philosophical traditions. This exposure 

encourages openness to diverse viewpoints and fosters a more inclusive and global 

perspective. 

5. Self-Discovery and Personal Growth:- Engaging in philosophical inquiry can be a 

journey of self-discovery. By reflecting on fundamental questions about existence, 

purpose, and meaning, individuals may gain insights into their own beliefs and values, 

leading to personal growth and a deeper understanding of themselves. 

6. Resilience in Uncertainty:- Philosophy often deals with questions that lack 

straightforward answers. Studying philosophy helps individuals become comfortable with 

ambiguity and uncertainty. It encourages a humble recognition of the limits of knowledge 

while fostering a willingness to explore questions that may not have definitive solutions. 

7. Cultural and Historical Awareness:- Philosophy is deeply connected to the cultural 

and historical contexts in which it emerges. Studying philosophy provides a window into 

different periods of human thought, helping individuals understand how ideas have 

evolved over time and shaped societies. 

 

In summary, the value of studying philosophy lies in the process of engaging with 

profound questions, developing critical thinking skills, and gaining a deeper 

understanding of oneself and the world. The emphasis is on the journey of philosophical 

inquiry, with the philosophical theories serving as tools and insights to enhance one's 

ability to think, question, and navigate the complexities of life. 



 

 

2. In the article "The Real Reason America Used Nuclear Weapons 

Against Japan", the author claimed that the nuclear weapon was used 

not to save lives or bring an end to the war as there were indications 

that the Japanese was about to surrender with or without the bomb. In 

fact General (and later President) Dwight Eisenhower - then Supreme 

Commander of all Allied Forces, and the officer who created most of 

America's Second World War military plans for Europe and Japan - said: 

"The Japanese were ready to surrender and it wasn't necessary to hit 

them with that awful thing." Most of the top military officials at the 

time concurred with his views. Despite all that President Truman went 

ahead with his decision to drop not one but two bombs, one each on 

Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The target was not military installations but 

civilian populations. Research on archival materials discovered that the 

real reason for using nuclear weapons against Japan was to flex 

American muscles against the Soviet Union. The US decision to drop the 

atomic bombs on Japan was more to demonstrate the new weapon of 

mass destruction to the Soviet Union than to defeat Japan. Discuss the 

morality of the American action, basing your arguments on the Just War 

theory. 

Ans:- The use of nuclear weapons on Hiroshima and Nagasaki during World War II 

remains one of the most controversial and morally complex decisions in history. To 

evaluate the morality of this action based on the Just War theory, we must consider the 

principles of jus ad bellum (just cause for war) and jus in bello (just conduct in war). 

 

Jus Ad Bellum (just cause for war) 

1. Just Cause:- The just cause for using force, according to traditional Just War theory, 

includes self-defense or defense of others. In the case of dropping nuclear bombs on 

Japan, the argument is made that it was a means to end the war quickly and save lives. 

2. Legitimate Authority:- The decision to use nuclear weapons was made by President 

Harry S. Truman, the Commander in Chief of the United States armed forces. However, 

the question arises about whether the authority was used responsibly and whether the 

decision considered alternative means. 



 

 

3. Right Intention:- The intention behind using nuclear weapons is a subject of debate. 

If the primary purpose was to hasten Japan's surrender and save lives, it could be 

considered a just intention. However, if the intention was to intimidate the Soviet Union, 

it raises moral concerns. 

4. Probability of Success:- The effectiveness of the atomic bombings in achieving their 

intended purpose is debatable. Some argue that Japan was already on the verge of 

surrender, while others claim the bombings expedited the end of the war. 

 

Jus In Bello (just conduct in war) 

1. Proportionality:- The principle of proportionality requires that the use of force should 

be proportionate to the threat faced. Dropping nuclear bombs on civilian populations 

raises significant moral questions about the proportionality of the action, as it caused 

massive civilian casualties. 

2. Discrimination:- The principle of discrimination requires distinguishing between 

combatants and non-combatants. Targeting civilian populations directly contradicts this 

principle, as the bombings targeted cities rather than military installations. 

3. Treatment of Prisoners:- While the immediate aftermath of the bombings doesn't 

involve the treatment of prisoners, the use of such devastating weapons raises questions 

about the long-term effects on civilians and the environment, which could be seen as a 

violation of the principle of humane treatment. 

 

Morality Assessment 

1. Military Necessity:- The argument that the bombings were militarily necessary is 

contentious, given the debates over Japan's readiness to surrender. If Japan was indeed 

close to surrender, the use of nuclear weapons could be seen as excessive and unjustified. 

2. Alternatives:- The Just War theory emphasizes the exploration of alternatives before 

resorting to force. Questions have been raised about whether diplomatic means or a 

demonstration of the atomic bomb's power without actual use could have achieved the 

same goal. 

3. Soviet Union Factor:- If the primary motivation behind using nuclear weapons was to 

send a message to the Soviet Union, it raises serious moral concerns. Using such 

destructive force for political posturing rather than a just cause would be inconsistent with 

Just War principles. 



 

 

In conclusion, the morality of the American action in dropping atomic bombs on Japan is 

highly debatable. While the intent to save lives may be justifiable, the means employed, 

particularly the targeting of civilian populations and the potential geopolitical 

motivations, raise significant moral questions. The Just War theory suggests that 

alternatives should be exhausted, and the use of force should be proportionate and 

discriminate. The bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki, in light of these principles, may 

be viewed by some as morally questionable or even indefensible. 

 

3. In the documentary "Choosing to Die" the narrator, Terry Pratchett 

interviewed several people who have chosen to die through assisted 

dying. This is a form of euthanasia (mercy killing) in which a person who 

wants to die engage an agency to do it for them. Discuss the ethics of 

euthanasia from the natural law, Kantian and utilitarian perspectives. 

Ans:- Euthanasia, particularly assisted dying, is a complex and controversial ethical issue 

that has been debated from various philosophical perspectives, including natural law, 

Kantian ethics, and utilitarianism. 

 
1. Natural Law Perspective 

Natural law, often associated with the teachings of figures like Thomas Aquinas, 

emphasizes the inherent moral order in nature. From a natural law perspective, the 

primary ethical consideration is the preservation of life. Taking human life, even in the 

case of severe suffering, is generally considered contrary to the natural law principles. 

Advocates of natural law argue that life is an intrinsic good, and intentionally causing 

death, even in the context of relieving suffering, goes against the natural purpose of life. 

They believe that human beings have a duty to respect and preserve life, and actively 

ending a life undermines the fundamental principles of natural law. 

 

2. Kantian Perspective 

Immanuel Kant's deontological ethics is centered on the concept of duty and moral rules. 

According to Kant, certain actions are inherently right or wrong, regardless of the 

consequences. From a Kantian perspective, euthanasia could be seen as a violation of the 

categorical imperative, which states that one should act only according to maxims that 

could be willed as a universal law. 



 

 

In the case of euthanasia, Kantians might argue that if everyone were allowed to end their 

lives or assist in the deaths of others based on subjective judgments of suffering, it would 

undermine the moral fabric of society. The duty to respect human life is considered a 

fundamental principle, and intentionally causing death could be seen as incompatible with 

this duty. 

 

3. Utilitarian Perspective 

Utilitarianism, associated with thinkers like Jeremy Bentham and John Stuart Mill, focuses 

on the greatest good for the greatest number. From a utilitarian standpoint, the morality 

of euthanasia depends on the overall consequences. If ending a life results in the 

reduction of suffering and an overall increase in happiness or well-being, it may be 

considered morally acceptable. 

Supporters of euthanasia from a utilitarian perspective argue that allowing individuals to 

choose a dignified death when faced with unbearable suffering can contribute to overall 

happiness. However, critics contend that legalizing euthanasia may have negative 

consequences, such as a potential slippery slope leading to involuntary euthanasia or a 

devaluation of human life. 

 

In summary, the ethics of euthanasia are complex and multifaceted. Natural law 

emphasizes the sanctity of life, Kantian ethics focuses on the duty to respect life, and 

utilitarianism weighs the overall consequences on happiness and suffering. The ethical 

evaluation of euthanasia often involves a delicate balance between compassion for the 

suffering individual and the broader moral implications for society. 


