ERALHLEFRFEX

ke’

WE: DA XN G B ELAR A EGME L, TR @ 15T SRt e P EH
A AL I A Bk, K B PR R AT B AN E R AT AT R MR HT R X T £t S
RBRATIBAY G786 HA o Ko F T A 25U K B AR 2R 89 M) i Fe iR A3t e P ol — A 7 A
BAEIE, BAGINA XERENL, BAEZL, BANEHHEEETEHEREILIWOAELE
F A PLIF I ALAVIF R R TR, @ ahe b B 3E, SR EZLHEF @M & T LRAELZRAT
Bl b xd 2 A £ SUHATIRGE , Ak Ay 35 2 A 2 SUAF Fy — AP0 3235 52 5T VAE 4% 3L 2 AL AATUR P 18
LA AEAE AR A LRI E T 89 RN R B R T RIS T A 250 SR £S89t 5 AL F
PR F A 2L A5 KARF H PAT3H A RGBT KRG TR, b, AXAFTHER
P3O R KA TR« KRR AR A RILLHT T =2,

XA HAEL NRERYF BRI BEFRA EETHE

ki, R R
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(=) AV E A IEBIZEIR oo 4
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5l

D) £ A ABUE AU i A s e 2 —, WA 18 HEAmE| 19 tit
B VR, BUA A S AR A T . DRV LR PRUE vT LUB S B A5 1S, BMEBIR
THAE XFEAR BN ZBUIE T B SRFL  (natural law theory) FIHTH ELMSE E X (modern
Epicureanism), HIEARMIBARREAKE « 0 (Jeremy Bentham). FF| « Fi#7 B 5w (Henry
Sidgwick) LI 2yt « WiEIRES « /K (John Stuart Mill) =7 5 it EAR K by . Blhix—
S S BAEXS NHIAT AT VG E VRO, T VRO AR w] DAH] — 5] 28 A% 5 et da, BN
Y HACY—MAT AR B R ZHN T R BRI SRR E A R I 7. Hk, X — B p
WK T TR AR 5 AT GV FE R SR AT 4R S, R0 A RT3 SN2
FEVE E I ESBEA, AR SR TR S T LA BN T R e . MY IER E A
AN REH A AR e 75 SR T AS T B8 5 4% G M DUAR S, 3000 1 BEVE RCANE AR S ) B

ZAR -
SR T 20 thad, X AR AR AR BRI AT ARy — Fh LS AL b
RO ROERR o U d1 T2 B AE Tl — e ) S AR SR IR AR PR BRI, LI K A1 13

RS NTESE A RIETT . FIAFERI « 4857 (Philippa Foot) MIMHLARH ZHl— 4>
HRHEE A= e 0% S AL 47 B — > S B_E e BRS04 B ORIE R AN ISR N ——R B Th A 3 X
WA BN A 2 SR AR 22 BN A 28 AOAT o O AE A DA 3 S I WP 1R 5
BEMEYEF AR TR, HEEZHERNES TS AR E L
(totalism)o V&S — YA SR AAAD e SRt 1k DA 3 SCRIAEA], AL RTA D)
A S TEIEAE N B S v 2 37, BRI AR T ARG — R I Im LRI 7
U DA L CE N T 1R REX Lt PPt B AR B 3EAT 11 2 RIEAT, (XA 1H s DARH LR DA
R IEAEBUA Y 2 SIE AR T 0 A

XFTIX AR, AT R E S BARE « EliT (Robot E-Goodin) Ay AT A DA 3=
SCHIFRPE AL SRS BRI “AATER P~ 22k, (AR EAfAT R fEsE S kMt A
RESAT T P At 25 A v of DM 2 S i B s ) Ot BEAT 2087, A 4R 2 4

1 Colin Heydt, “Utilitarianism before Bentham”, Ben Eggleston and Dale E. Mille eds., The Cambridge
Companion to Utilitarianism, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2014, p.16.

(2] See Lazari-Radek, Katarzyna de, and Peter Singer, Utilitarianism: A Very Short Introduction, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, pp. 1-2.

B31 Tim Mulgan, Utilitarianism (Elements in Ethics), Cambridge University Press, 2020, p. 1.

W Z WARREIE: GG DR 3 SCRIS 50k BARY, (LLBGEMTFL) 2008 4F5F 6 #, 28 124-126 L.
51 Stuart Hampshire, Public and private morality, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1978, p. 1.

161 See Philippa Foot, Virtues and vices and other essays in moral philosophy, Oxford: Oxford University Press,
p-29.

("] Derek Parfit, Reasons and Persons, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1984, p. 390.

B A, BB (OABS AR R 2 [5C R A =B A A IURR), (AR 2015 4558 3 11, 45 26 7.
Bl Robert E. Goodin, Utilitarianism as a public philosophy, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995, p.8.



4 A Ay 235 S0 A 250

S VAT R B0 o 5 o DR 3 SCHE R N 4SS B P o DR LAl 3 S0 o S A T SO g — ol
P TE A NTETE (private morality ) G R B AU, TR HL ALy — R A 3535 % (public
philosophy). QA FIEL IR BT, S4B AR A 32 ST IH AT AR 2 SR 3232 X
SR E T 2 BARATBUT N P R R LA 70 o SR 1T, X T 3X — SRR TS IH A7 AE VF 2 I CE AT,
AT H F AR TR S PP HEAT (8] DR DA 3 SR — R A L 2 1E 2 11X — 4518 .
NICRE N =ER 0 RETT, BB OTE R AR A SR, R B DR 2 S AL BRI
H HAZ 1A B BAB L5 73 I T R R o 58 — 32 ey T e i ez, Ry T St
(I ZhR = SRR S ——R DA £ AN AT 2 ——WIRT IR S B . 28 =3 e 1
X TP S 8, A SCE O T MBI —— 2 R 0 1E SRR S
T i Rt A o

—. EIERRL: IFEXWEESEE

(—) ThRE BIERBE

ThA) 3 SCERR AR a0 [F) 2 /R 397 0 1 SO N — ¢ 77 DURY 7805 5 MEE, | T KRS Tl
Bt R R SEIE, MuhR E g2 — AN 2RI FE R ES . REE 2
)RR A TR O s KAk, (RS [F) 730 2 IR S B F2 Tk A0 A 25 L5, X P A 7ER
Z SR BTSRRI SR 32 SN T RO HEPE R T SR 32 SCER A T AN RIPEE . T
XIS IE— BN SR R AR TT, — T T DR OG0 Cutility) #ERA, DRI
70 R BCRD BT AR B O KT L T = 5k X Chedonism )« i 4F T F] 32 3L (preference
utilitarianism) FIEF] T E S (welfare utilitarianism) AR R A 53— 070, A3 X
PEHCA T X AR HATITE AN, TALVPAA X SO AT A B I, 2 FABTE R T AT N Ih AR 3 X
Cact utilitarianism) FFLMZHA] 3 S (rule utilitarianism) 148 . TR 3 CHSAE 25 ANy
BIEJG, TR REN VR 2 A G0 SO W AT IR, T i T /7 28 I AT XX S AT 1H
JIFTASRE S PP DR AE TE R ST T W AU AT, A E ThR 3 S H BB I O 47
I 11 R 45155 2 A [ 2 AR PP — A 187 22 14 [ it

HLE — BRI &, WUHDIR £ SGEIDTEN “ BB AR E T HALEA——RIRA
i e —— R S R 7L, O HLAR R R 2 BN IR K SR AR R IR 5 R 1 A b 7,
X WSS 9 E B 5 5 X (quantitative hedonism), ‘BN N AR 24 1E ThA i &

U0 [Fe]iit: CEESLERBSIR), WEBEAE, RISSEITIIH 2000 i, 45 57 0.
U B30 CBUF R R), TLBCFEERE, RISTENHIE 1995 4Rk, 55 91 i,
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MIFRAE, AT NF=ERPAR 2, WHZAT RIS AR R o 2R PP st B R Bt A R 2
JH B Wb VA 5 BION B 1R D R B L R T e Bl SR R B, flhdie i 4% Th R 3 O
B LS R B MR A AN AR A AT A BN SR K7, S AR R A Y “ i e
J A ) 7o TSR] s — AR 7 7 TR R 2 SR PR S T R R A 8 2 e g N At N o >R
(R AR, XS EELI0 B AL TR IRAT AR T A IR 0 A AT 1 B A
IS, X To5E 2 St M E LA 1. B0 IX —HEVF, 2R AN RS B0 7= A
SRHEAT TR X 4y, MU — AT R = AR m R AR, 2SI %, WA T A A — L8
BN AR PUR AR, ina e A\ R I H AR IR AR, (H M R IR TR
R AP 2 B P, RT 7 E T B AP B % R SR AR IR, WO — W 4 e R
F X7 (qualitative hedonism). 14

SR M 2 A T 3 TR 2 A, — 7T, S BWE MRS 1 AR TG T
IR F SORT PRI L CASE AN B R S AR TR BRI TR 1 1 T 5k 2 U, D9V — D T, A
(7 ol 248 0 P A RS 7 AT T8 VRV AR 1) AR DA 2 A 4 WU o TR B 2 2R 2 OAR T X T
PR AR 1 OE A 2 S BRI 0 E M S A v, BRI TR 32 S8 KA 37
TIX WA e B TR 0 B A 4 S A A A e DR 3 SORIAR A DR 32 S AR R 32 SCA A
ARSI )i JE 2 M R AL 22 BOR , SXPROU i — S AR E B G 1 Ao A RS2 SR ) E A 116
AR TR 3= SONGE R BESE, & 58 TR TR B I R 3R, TR — R A& s 52 1
BEARAEFIVEVE A DRIV L RIARAE, 120 sOA gkt 22 i 53 SRAFRR 18 B8 AR R I Ak 2 25 386 00
KW R CERT DRI ) “REAME2:#” (primary social goods), R 35 fit
AERINEA FTATE . VIR G, EROR M SO T, by SR S SCAALE AR I T 8 0 LAk
AT NP BRI S s, (R 280 A2 18 5 AR I Th AR 3 S 280 1 & AL S D e ok 173X
— i f o

A AT S, L IhR 3 A e — B ¢ BT EE X7 (direct utilitarianism)

121 «z” R B R —/ MR RIEA, S2br B0 E-CNERE EXHR IR AR R HEAT 7Y 1. IR

B, 2. FEERMEs 3. HsENE: 40 WEFPE: S @it GRRIRBEZPURMTTREME); 6. alivhtE, 7. Tk
(CZHWMINED . Z BRI CLICFE R TR E S HERFEY), (ZMZET]) 2008 4258 3 1, 5 158

i

W [ZE]Z/RET: CESGRY, (MR, tErbaRlz Hice: 1988 4ER, 3 27 1L, 5 86 TL.

U4 Z AL [3E] 298 « B8 (A0, RAKERE, Bl ANRMERRA: 2008 45k, 55 8-9 1L,

[15] See Fred Feldman, Pleasure and the Good Life: Concerning the Nature, Varieties, and Plausibility of

Hedonism, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2004, p.184.

16] X —BER AT S E AP R L1 » #§5% )8 (John C. Harsanyi) HIEEE, il “HAN NRIHBEE, 48

PRI AS N AR 355 A 1 15 215 R4k ” o John C. Harsanyi, “Cardinal Welfare, Individualistic Ethics, and

Interpersonal Comparisons of Utility”, Journal of Political Economy, Vol. 63, No.4, 1955, p.313.

U7 BIRME (IEGR) HUCAEEARRM e “RABIER NH BB E R RIS, e
H 8 X AFEEEARFIFIE B T3 E HATMGESEE B GRS RO T E LA H

WY E R TE (BUAEBREXY —B, B/RIINEABIT TBIE, MiEHERLEEAR

ST = KB i B A T B . X e B AR 25 B8 T RE SURRIRE T T G AR R e 77 DABK

AT T IR S 2B R AE ST . S L [3E120%) « B4 (TORIES0), Ry, R AR MG 2008

R, H5 85-90 BT [RIZURNT: (Buh B HmERD), JIRANERE, FEMRHIEAL 2011 R, 5 165-173

i

N o
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B AT RIIAEE X Cact utilitarianism) o — A AT A EIHR]FE SCHE S “ 2 HACE —MT
NEDSFECEGAT NN RERAT UL AT IHARAT N — 2 BB AL, B4R IR 7. SE
XA ABAE P 5 T IE 52 2 1 b, B XA AR A SR AT M R B U, HUGX
WH T AT BN RTINS A TEE FEREE. AT IR 3 LESRAT
ENE B RS MT BT S DA, 84 R AT BRI AT S & FAS AT AR 55 A7
SR XN FERES FE D 0, [FI 2> HE SN B B A5 A Rk o 456 75 A B 2 KR
X T DA T SR RTAT PEE BB SE . IR, AT DA A SC A g 2 A 3R,
KA SR VE LIAIHE A BN B M) i AR R G 2E 2 BN M 2, 3058 9 B 0 (B
St 5 2 BN RETEE AR RN . FE 5 « H1Hk1E (Thomas M. Scanlon) A% /R IR} iX
SEHEAT 7™ s A, A B O DA SORS SCRF IR RS 47 B — AN 32 38 R UL s H
NFREUE R AR 5 PO J 2 4 DA 3 S AN Bl 2 B BB AR AN Z ) 0 Y

NI EEHER], DA ESCE SR TN DIA SO % FF ESKAT AR IE R A # T E
X BB A AR I Y o PG, AT BhE A F EAEAN R A TE AR 2 () Y — B RE
i KA AR RO B RN I DAy RO AT B e, IR0 REEMR 1 B0 TS R T S,
LU RE SR M L A L B AR T ST RSB SE TR BN, RN oM 3 SCSR o 1 e R HR Al
1 BARES T SRR (. BRI T 5, 3T i W e A DA & S AN T 1
SEJ5t bl R AE 22 U SR BRSO BT e A, DR DR e R O R SO AT T A B 5 5 1E X
BB BN £ o 2988, MU DO 3 SCE R — 2 BOHEPE, (R E 3 20k B+ 2h A &
SCE A, — i EE PR RN DA 3 SORs T R L, YR T S A R,
HAZ R,

i

\

pmm

[18] Ben Eggleston, “Consequentialism and Respect: Two Strategies for Justifying Act Utilitarianism”, Utilitas, vol.
32, No. 1, 2020, p.1.

U0 Hy TR IR oh SR ELAE 2 AT RIS [R] S B EAT RO T AT &, P A 2 iR Ve ISR AT & BT SR 46
R, AR T HERH . X NFr 2 A EEFEERCAATT#E . See Peter Railton, “Alienation,
Consequentialism, and the Demands of Morality”, Philosophy & Public Affairs, vol. 13, No. 2, 1984, p.153-154;
David Hodgson, Consequences of utilitarianism: a study in normative ethics and legal theory, Oxford: Clarendon
Press, 1967, pp. 58-61.

RO AR B ARG T a0 R BORAEH A B, B fE— SR A & AR I A Tt A 4 [ ik iz L
2%, HRH TR R SECUEE 2™ B Ay, ME— AT DR MR A 5 P e 1 12 O LR 10 23
B, AHX 454 N RETERRTr LU 28 . WiRAB T S RATBOZALBVE R, mTeh 20 N E
WA EETE. AR5 B DR 3 SR SCRR AR SR B, IR 2, ORI A LR R i) > &
BT B AR B i A2 HE T T R AR % . See Thomas Scanlon, What We Owe to Each Other,
Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1998, p. 235.

RUR]ID /R (EXR), MRS, hESR R 1988 R, 55 27 10, 48 23 1L,

[22] See Dale E. Miller, “Rule utilitarianism”, in Ben Eggleston and Dale E. Miller eds. The Cambridge Companion
to Utilitarianism, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2014, p.146.

23 —BREAL S T SR AR S [ B s By, AATIZEACBRAR FLIAN ) H 855 (At FEIA 1) 9 20 4

A B R SR AR AR D B B A [ T3 S — by S AN A A R A, (R AR e
BRI THARRRIRRE AR HE— DR 70 R IR PP BT BB\ — M 22 I 2R 5 R RS i KAk
R o PRI ERATHR AT LA, W2 8 A S g R A IR R . 2 W IRIR B wwdk: (fik
FRIOBRT), 7509, PIEBOERE L, 2016 SER, 55 55 0T, 45 117 5.

(241 See Bernard Williams, “A critique of utilitarianism”, in J. J. C. Smart and Bernard Williams eds. Utilitarianism
For and Against, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1973, pp.75-150.
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(=) Tl AR

S AR TR 3 SO AL 1 S AR X B b Re AT — e B IE, (HZFRIR 1A TE
V2 — S 0 HAR M RHAE (VP . B R IO A A TN AR R 43 L
(consequentialism), A X (welfarism), A IEFEEH|25% 5 (impartiality and the equal
consideration of interests), A3 X (aggregationism). P3IEE/MEF%F ThA) 3= X 357 4 1F 52
X SRR R IFIY, ISR A A — T A DB, RO R 3 S IR A 2 A
A SCHTA RS TE AR IX SeE H] o XS A AR « LARTE ™ foseng, RISt i@
T A A i 1 1O T R AR SRR R A AR DR A S S — A NGB AR B 5 1 SUBAH R
FEAT R, I LAk I eh DA 2 SCBARTE RS B IE 4. T Ih A KRIALUOR ERE &
e — P B, SO A SR T8 B R AR SR AT IR R, 75 3t 22 3038 1%
PG 1 2 P 7EIX — B FE A, ThR 3 SO SR TR SE AT R HL T I 2 A TS I
Wili o ARTTHE T ORI A 250K R AN B0 IR O A AR B2 38 (1 BT W U (1 B8l A2 S e 456 43 D )
PUEYNGE LD

B, 48R E AR IR T S EARES, A AN DR E SUR SR S
i (paradigm case)” 281, P45 SR 4 SURFAT N HIRIE S MEA I e T 5 51, Tl 32 30
5K AT R AR Fo v, S RO AR A 245 B oL BT, d e m] R 3 SCb AR
— g o AR SURIN R TE X8 (deontological), iX—FRB Y AR H T
ST (AT ) ARG PPN AR SR B R o T8 SO 8 45 5 3 U — IRt
IE T DO 3 S, B anw SCATIR AR R I RS AR 2R B 9 RN TR 32 SCRT A — e AR
GRRAZALVE, HIE SO0 32PN — U 8 A BN ] B2 R A A g BN AL 24 4t
ERIMIR, AR £ GE 2N TTZH L, 108 5 AT DO A A IE S B Ao — A
A ISR SRR S G T DUF DARER X R IGO0, A KAt 2 B 10%09 A FHRIS3 ISR
LEARATTE — DIBURI AT LAK I FE 4 = s N AR 2 A8 TR JE DU gk ket Gt o 5 —A
SIS (5 71 2 7 LA A S o T R A S A AR Ak, TR T — R BB
B URRUN o U IR DU PR3 BRI AN T RN TR 3 S, R 22 Te e ol 2 55 2 A B A
KL A E LR BT R 1

Hk, HaR)FE SR TR A E 5B A BR T AN NIIAR AL (well-being), X HLIFAR AL
BAOANAR M BVER) . B YER, AR PVER) BB IR . PSRl b SO RO e

(251 William MacAskill et al., Elements and Types of Utilitarianism, https://www.utilitarianism.net/types-of-
utilitarianism (last visited on Sep 24, 2023).

[26] Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, “Consequentialism”, in Edward N. Zalta and Uri Nodelman eds. The Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 2023, https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/consequentialism/ (last visited on Oct 24,
2023).

(27] Douglas W. Portmore, The Oxford Handbook of Consequentialism, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2020, pp.
1-2.

(28] See William MacAskill et al., Elements and Types of Utilitarianism, https://www.utilitarianism.net/types-of-
utilitarianism (last visited on Sep 24, 2023).


https://www.utilitarianism.net/types-of-utilitarianism
https://www.utilitarianism.net/types-of-utilitarianism
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/consequentialism/
https://www.utilitarianism.net/types-of-utilitarianism
https://www.utilitarianism.net/types-of-utilitarianism
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B ERMEIE, DA LD 7 IR F SR AF £ 3 FRRAER 32 AR, B0
WA IR B VBRI E N B A B B R, TR PR, I il 2 11 B HE AR
HMIFIERE, X EARAHLAS B B3 2t ELRE 30T B0 . (H ORI 32 50O, AR A
ELRIERE AP R 2 Ak, A SN E R EME . B0, AT CE AT REIA A A
SEARJT LRI, BIAEE R FE L N A M HAEAT N 15 F - 36K AT RE N Hi e A
(aesthetic value) WA ZHE, ARATIAAPH: NN ] (P2 B — @ B dE TR E R .
S DA 3 S AR A AT L B R E ARG A BRI T BRI AR AL T B A A, (H3E
FR X T ESEIANME A B, A AT g 36 2 8 S DA T W0 5 A3, (H %
PHEAR & 2L T W EE TAAER . 2
PG DA R A IR SRR 58, XS DA 32 SCESRAT 8 FAEAT BN
P NBRR RN PRI . PUE TR “IERXD R AE K, AT AR (good) #HIA
bl H At N B0 27 B, S J s DR 3 SCE A A AR HE— A EA, T e iR At A TR
Fao MR SRELZIT . XAELRE S I SEAL S SEERATAE — BT JE, Bl g 3EiE R,
KEALGASAFAENTIRN “ZFg)R" 5 “BAHE”, TIER B X H i AMARAAAE R 5
WRER, AR MR AT S R A8 IE — R FR R “Alia 7. BUIM IE AT = 5 B wt
FRTIR, AT AT A AE DA B AL S W T T B« X R WA E AL A IE 55 H R 26 %
H R 2 SO BN DR S SR — AN B EAT T, X SRR S 5 DA
SRR B A RS FEERR] 56 25 S AR R . hAh, XT 5578 B R G BLF- 38 1k Dy A AT AT 4 L
FNIE SUBFTAAT, RIS 3 X34 (prioritarianism) 1 PR A A 1E 5125 735 25 &= AN
BN, ZHIR VN GRS OSCEANE R, B G B R IE S i 2
S T D) 0 5 R 6o e R B AN 2 B R 2 BEAT TR R PR P, X — E IR AE B B SR
B NATTRE T8 2 B~ 4 R TE B 5K
B, SR T SOA NG R A B E AR g T AR AMA R RO, Bl DR 3
NI — A N AR a R AR T A N A A2 T 241, X — SRR A A Dh A 32 SRV 248
PR A2 1A . H SO R T R AR SEG SRAE AT DA S SR N T A LA R B 5
o Horp— AR, RIS AR E NI T m R R R 2R AT
RECSLIR B E DRI RRIME, AZZW0 2 BRI R N A i 2 [7],
DR 3 X3 T e I 2 BN O CR 6 22 T it — > N A i o BIYEIEPPL A, 31X
Tt B AIE SR SMA B KA RIS 5 AT TP 5 1E SCRESRAE X MG 4L N sk . 10

(2] See Richard Y. Chappell and D Meissner, “Near-Utilitarian Alternatives”, in Richard Y. Chappell et al. eds., 4n
Introduction to Utilitarianism, https://www.utilitarianism.net/near-utilitarian-alternatives, (last visited on Oct 24,
2023).

130] H)enry Sidgwick, The Methods of Ethics, Bennett, J. ed., London: Macmillan, 1874, p. 186.

BU g3 (2L E AFHEE, bR 1998 FERR, 5 44 1, 28 49-51 51 BRAbgE: (RN
thoy: AERFHLRIPIARRR A, (hax) 2011 4255 130, 38 231-233 L.

1321 See Derek Parfit, “Equality and Priority”, Ratio (Oxford), vol. 10, No. 3, 1997, pp. 202-21.

1331 See Derek Parfit, “Justifiability to Each Person”, Ratio (Oxford), vol. 16, No. 4, 2003, pp. 368-90.
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R “ABIEMEAY” PrE, MMWEEE EAOOKER 2 R, 3 RIER 2
NEBRIE 73 BE ) 15 1E

g b, DO S AT DA ER VR 40T 48 TE SR RS KR 23 B0 RO A R TEAN X R )
HEVE, (ERAE BRI AR 5 (K T U R AR SR AHEPR, DR RN T IR TE AR s . PP
BT RFME IR I S ANATTE G A R 5 ) B AR SRR AR A5 DO A OB IR T

o FEAT IR AR L E00 O HE DI 3 S R G 3T 2 3RV —— R T
RS, FE T BRI G T B 53— B I B —— A5 TR SR A St
B

= BENEN: ERALXEENIIFENX

(=) AXBELERNEBEIX S

AR F S B RKE « T A A 2 SO SR B S5 E T R IR 32 SO R IX B
WM EE ERERIA A RPH 2, JUHZ B 225 KR i E mUSE 1A N A
SRR R o B AL 0 TE 4 TR AT S g TR AL 7 R H AR, (EAHEATTRE A
PR IT It o PRI, TN SR DU AR, TSR IR T T LA, AR SRS 2 Th
A SAAAE A — A S 22 oRAR AR 38 G — e Ty 3 SCHE DL 125 Ao A i -

AREX AW A EETHEAEA AT ERAATHIEETTEH B AERN

A1E. EAE, JLFFA RATRAREAE A A AB BT REEFEAME A E AW

EX-A
FEN A T B AT, B Y EAEWI A AT AR AT 9 BT 5 2 R B e 2 DX )
— B EX - RTSRAIH A & A U, AT — A O I SR TR A I BUR
HARHS T 2 A AL AR BB RO HAR Va0 7™k R EAIMREE Cethic) FR11
MR T S W SRR 7, POz Ry 1R SRR T A
MNTNZTE ERIERAT AR . AL EI RN 8O R R NC B AT M

BRI N A, AFLFE SR NFSSAEAT AL 2 X, Do Hed A AT 9 e
WRFEEAT XN W 2 AN “ A DB AR, FEAATTARHE R R 22 B i . 18
T FIE A G 5 HL DURA B AT I N 24 B AT A AG BRI A AR KA, iy ELAE R 58 I
N E AN B R B AR 7 B AR, NRATE W BAX e R RE . A RA
SORE R =AU, X =AU R =AY “ARTEIAR”, I HAFEXNS L =P A

B4 Horh— AN TR BERAE (IRBRAEE D) Ao s X — RS E N — MR A S . 2 W IR]G.EBER:
(IEHRZ B0 ), BRIErhE, RO ENT3IH 2017 SRR

1351 Robert E. Goodin, Utilitarianism as a public philosophy, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995, p. 8.

B11d., p. 4.

BT 2B (AILEE SR NEER R R, (IRE) 2002 55 1, 28 117 7.
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o B A A 7E SR BE AN 28 BoAL 23 v AATT 40 AR 175 SRR R P 1) S R 24T 5 T 7E [ R 40k,
TSR AT IR R EE R, ASESR E CRIFAARI G, AR T L F AT AR .
WOZA I TE B S (B UG W] LUK HHE F 3 SO R e — 2 X 4y o Ho
FTB AL N B2 RN RS, AR ARIIEIT 5 AR 6 —— AT R
I AFRREE, DARCBRA TR IRAT iR 598 A0 5 AR R NGB AR U g 3T T B N
F WAL —ERNE, A T SR IR B

WA — B, FENEAE AT A SR X 4 1 2 B pR R A S AU AR N\ A 7E
FHHE L AR RIEAR R . JCF/R (Yuval Ginbar) [81B 1 241 22 F T4 36 5 FA A 438E4T [X
SRV, RS T FOSE AR KE (representation) . #(E (number). TAAIE
(impersonality and impartiality). & /7 (violence) F1%%H: 5 [f] (consequences). BIE G, 1%
RIHRIEA LRSS BT A EEAMARE B OATFEHERRER TARE 2 AT E,
RARTAREH CATEWRANFES . WA FE R “BURE TIRIE ST R EZ), H
e B AR H BRI JER, EHAR R R AR B ISR A7, B0 K, HeE RN
AFLHS BRI I RAEHRAREE Z 8, TR AFTE B R— M. R, #IEWE
BT RN, ALGIRAIEH R 2 RIS . 5, AN EMSE R E X
WIRTT L2 WA AR E A, Ml “[ASLHES I RIRE R 4 R @B, MEkE X
A TEPERBE S BER . TR B T I8 H R N [ S 55 1 T HE R A T T 37 141,

B ER S i 2GS0 AR BIR A, B A REF DLHER A 36 5 FA N sl A 5
PR 1 e B AR IR BRI TR A E R FR, X R XA F = R ek
B — EFELE A BE A S SR AR5 = A o KOG A, TR RN A
AT N BRI ANEAZ RNAT Y, DUXBANMERR K X 0 A 3L 5 RS A o 151
nEkdE (C.A.J. Coady) BRI N—AEZK CHIEEGNED FIBUA T RES R PR, (HFL N i
WATRE 7R G ARG 3R WAh, A LA A IEJEAA S 45 1 3 U R LT 2 2
SR NUE X TS F s R AR IR, BT TR R A ATTHE 2 Hh 450 S R A7 E )
Se i E R, T AR A LA S RN SIS AR WX ] ARV SR I GEIF4) T8
BHER AR 1S (SR AT 4D, WUAATTE A JLAU 1 45 5 3 SRV IETCRA I SE 0k
5 BFRATTHE L AR JZE T HE T H AR 2 0& AR FEE 0 TR A A 354 2

i 23 Fe 5 RN 55 1) — AN AT RE M X M TR ) “4R3E 7 BT, 5 2 t
TEERIEBRAE, FEHRABIIHEZLC S H AN R PR R 5 AR S5 R AN X

B8] R CRMRTTRASEIRTENTY, (TBFL) 2003 F5 12 351, 58 53 Ui,

3% Yuval Ginbar, Why Not Torture Terrorists? Moral, Practical, and Legal Aspects of the "Ticking Bomb"
Justification for Torture, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008, pp. 98-110.

(41 Steve Buckler, Dirty Hands: The Problem of Political Morality, Aldershot Hants: Avebury, 1993, p.146.

1] Thomas Nagel, Mortal Questions, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2013, p.82.

[42] See C. A. J. Coady, Messy Morality: The Challenge of Politics, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008, p. 376.
W1 Z LR IRE: CAMEIRY, XKOCIEHE, RS E-HIE 1980 i, 28 509-510 UL,
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Ao A¥HERE: “BAR—MNANTRES AT RIRMA (RE S AR RIS RN A
FIEMETE, HEZFTE AL E T, BE S YO FREE TR X s “H
FAF RS WEARS I 2B B DA OC s LS Skt mT LA B2 24148 [ R K [ 25 ) 5ok A B BT
HGRRER LS5, BT T 2 R SN AR A T EBCE IR AL R Y. O
U, G5 0T 7 B ZE I AN B IR AT B AT AS 5] TR0 N T4 5%, X FhIEAE 55 1)
ZE AT A FL AU AT Jy 22 T 5 FA N U AT AN R IGO0, BRLAR 82 AR AT Dy 4 v 0 75 24
H—E I Xl o IXAE SEAVEAE B TV 28 W] DA H oA, 9 G o A HRON SRR 8 S e ey A& A
WIIFE K Bl A JEPE IR AR 5 FANPERR EARAEVERE LIRS, W2 EERER LEH
X 55

(2D IR EXNEAAFBF RIS

FEWRIET AT E5RNEEL M5, & TR IR 3 ey — Mgl A3
SAEFR b HAS T AR . (H I R T AR TR SCREAE N — R AT B B A S X —
i, MG T B — BB UE AR XS DA 3 SUA M A P AN R 455 S A L8 51 1)
RS o W TAEBAE T T AU T 18 B A E 75 5k BRSO, A AT
S m i “ WAL (impersonality ) “ 72 B ETHE N7 (coldly caleulating doctrine ) “ 4
RFE M (consequentialist doctrine) Al “ i KAb” (maximize). H A& IXERRIE R DhF] 32
SORVELEAE AL B A T 5, (B R S IE A N — R AL 20 T 0 s Ry
Mk A B3R BT = AN TN DR 3 SR AEME,  FEBCA TR £ AR AL S R E R =

B, WRTATIR, 255 F UHAROIPESH R R T 2A BT 2 AT TFBRNITHR,
BIAnEETR], XA S TR A B S AR T I o A T IS R 3 SR — DA L3 2 ok
F 5 FRATT A B LR E SUBAHRF A 1. B 4f (Marx Weber) 76 (BUATEA—FhEL)
B S TP U BUA AT N 5 SR B T O E KT 75 R & ST R, Al SR B e 2
ST HAT NHRIAR G R, X RAF T — AR 20T o de <R A
N TEEIIN, S0 I FEA R BUA KB IE R [ ——R ke . DLRBUA ZOM KRR AL
WSIEE iy st b — AN ) (R 451 A58 2 5 AK I S R 38 AN A K 2 AR g1, 9D 38 A - U AR
TEAE R TR A e, SRR M R A MR G TR (8] 57 40 3 R [ SRR A 3

[44] Eyal Zamir and Barak Medina, Law, Economics, and Morality, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2010, p. 57.

451 Yuval Ginbar, Why Not Torture Terrorists? Moral, Practical, and Legal Aspects of the "Ticking Bomb"

Justification for Torture, Oxftord: Oxford University Press, 2008, p. 98-110.

Hol Z I E##: CEATIIEOR A= —X T i 4> ?V‘]El'lﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ#*zm#\ﬁ» (BuR BAEE) 2016 4256 3
H, %83 7.

BT flndRE (FREY HE B Sl NG TR B s ERERRETHERIA . > (R NRSLAIE T

) 21 %

(48] Max Weber, et al., From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology, Oxon: Routledge, 2009, p. 118.

Wl &, +—H, 2B, ¥, RAKBENETH (SWEEmETE . RABRSS, #AKEES, "5H:
CARFRTE, RHARBRS, . 7 AF: A, 7 BRFTARES, XEPE. AF: “RA. 7 BR
Br (B Mgz, RMMS. Ak, ES. BEABSGA. AH: “BT7AEG, A& U8 =

Fo WZREMW, AUUMHERHE. FARTEZR, NEAERS 7 (s« A2,
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18 L5, 1P LSS A I 28 EARATT R T BRI A R &5 T “ R H C 9T (dirty their hand) .
MASATINEARATNEE CHITFRF,  ARTA REAGLE RN I — A 18 1o 4 50 534 Sk b i
Pl 1 P ME, AN DGTEAT AR B 1 45 R 3 SRR A I SN HO A A AT AR A T
R RIS SR RS S AR T A AT ) JEAT AR S 5%, DR S S R
AIE T AE 2> FL 4005 FRATT A 178 B 5 A — B

Fo, b TR BT RARF B ST DA 2 S KA P28 A A A s 1
BRI MR AL A BARTEA NIE B PR\ g e — PR T & (crass) ORI, BOYH
HE A FEATUS U AT HE TE 2412 o 5 DRI TR B P R R A2, AT DS HL 75 SR S M
MR, B2« AF PR T 2, AT R SR A MR B s o 90 051 Ll T
T TAMMERE RS — TR, X R EALE SR AN AR T
FEAPEAGIY o T A LSS 20 KAKETE 2 BN &, 0 SR USR5 - A
WATZAME R NTE, AT RS N E B ™ S B . DSBS, TR R —A
FERPERRE PR A2, R B TEA R M At N P TE A RS, AN AR — SR B B A i
YRRV AHZE A SRR 5% vl [ 0 il U5 # A N R R IL T R BUE M B ) 2R 0
NBLAT . B

PR, BRI 32 SCESRAT B 3 AR R 5 2% i — W R 0 B 3R A A AE A LT A b
W — PP, FESARETH, ALAF 3 SURIEAL 2 = B AR G B T A NBIRE SR Rt
AN NBIAT RRIEFE AR, DR T AAFAE IS RS AMA  (free-floating individuals). B2AH R
HOTE RN TR, TEAEI IS K E KRG IX B84 NBX R (personal attachment) 4 NIE/E% &, %
AERAA TR — Pl BT 1) “ BRIE 487 Crational fools). P3MEIXRRER NS5 4 F N1
R BRI PE A SE TR AL T HEAR 2O, RN BERA ARMEVE S RiE A AL A AR S A S
R RME R IE AR H BB B A7 KGR, IR T F 9 R, 64 5 F AR A2 1 241
BUESH R —T7F T AR, Bl FR_—EZE, HACEU T, ILFtARNIE HEABLIE
SLSE ), T A5 AR — R T . SR e M BARTE AL AT Bl o R AT Bl B 5
A AL EAFIRRE N, (HRAEA LB T, 20 L 2 — & A TIE M E 5 Ik
SURKFD 5 o

B, TR AR T AR AR DS T T T T HRECE H R L, e

1301 See Steven Lukes, Five Fables About Human Rights, Filozofski vestnik, vol. 15, No.2, 1994, p.112.

BU (A RARIMBUG R EFRAZT) 55 18 2655 1 K HE: “ANAREZEE, ROMFE#HEH”: B

FONTE : “AEAT NAG I 52 A2 DAS 5 A 445 s 532 A ) 3 25 00 B ey i

1521 will Kymlicka, “Liberalism and communitarianism”, Canadian Journal of Philosophy, Vol.18. No.2,1988,
.181-203.

gl;] See Amartya K. Sen, Rational Fools: A Critique of the Behavioral Foundations of Economic Theory,

Philosophy & Public Affairs, Vol. 6, No. 4, 1977, pp. 317-344.

B “RONTRR, TR, BAEHTR.” GRIE - THD.

BS] BRI T FEONRT, Myt BN, W f? f7HE: zimoR. RgEALEE?

Fl: RIPBAMAEL? KA. RGN fT? Bl FEFERT, MIEHHES. siimik,

AL, AFIR, RMERT.” (T« k).
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SRBATLE A AT PR SR B AT B0 A A8 B AR 2R R AT TS PP s A X Ao A
AANFE G5 AR AL, BATH %R 2 Bk Hescbr B2« FGEE 7 (process form the heart)
BOEHARAERE R AT, T —MAME AR B B R B . IEAL 2 T SR WAE
RARFH RS, B MRS EZ KRR TAARK, HO¥ T35 A5 7RI
B, SRR T RS EATHE IR GRS . B0t B e Ak DU i B
A B AL M 2 A2 Bl ] 2 4L T AN 2 7™ R A A0 I 3R EEEAT 37 Il AR AU L5540 77
TR — A SE AN Y “ARPRIERING 7. DTUYEAZHT T RIRE B, B 2 9008 I ) < AR 1
T, 2423 X077 S 1) T 326 45 518 WA IE 0 . A LS AR L 2 T A 2l HEEOGE K,
PRI A 2R A R A AT B 2 R, BLE TR 1 KA ST I R A 5y A o e 640
R B SRt S BAT B B A

i b, T ARFEFERNESPITEE Pl IEE T EAR, X FET A A
MNBTERT R AR MAAETE R, AT AR T F AL, WiRRE T U KAk
AEEZ KR B, A& DR 3 SO R B TE A5 AT TRE A B 5 15 SUBAH i 5R 1
Fe BRI, AEAE— R A3 A A RERL T R G K i R o (H S N IR IR I A L LR
ARSI 2 SRS A 5 IR AT DA D 22 368 24 0 Th A 32 SO B A Moy, il n ol
M) 3 Sz DAL AR 2 AR ALE T A AL PAE 2 A S S AR T 7 A BRI 2 i A 1AM TR 4 IE .
T BB TR A I SR DA 3 SRR BEHEE, IFXTEAT T BAEIRL .

= iIEERRE: BAEXSHEFE)-E

(—) B X35 B R

UNRTRIIER, S T SO A TR 3 SO — AN AR, (HIX - RE A R 2R 24
SR DA W& 2. K — AN F ARk B T 2R, AN BT R ZEAE R —
P TR SR AP Oy BE 18, DLOREE G DR 32 SCAE S AR i R RE oy 17— 28
N FA) 2 TR 55— e N 8 o BRI R4 H 3 1 I SRR it e 0 B /Y, POERLIE, Atk
FERF DA 2 SCrP AR SCEEER 15 5 Rt B4R T AR IE k. BRI IE G R H St
YRR THIIE 3L (justice as fairiness ) X —HE& EIT, Horp 4P RRAL & TP AN MRLERA
B A2 5 ESEIl— R EE . BAKT S, Ml o8 — AN IE A2 75 BT A (5

[56] See Robert E. Goodin, Utilitarianism as a public philosophy, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995,
p-9.

B [EDRB AR (LRIERMET), 708, P EBOER R, 2016 iR, 582 Ti.

B8) SO0 O] R « Bk CHRBUAT ), XIZERE, REERESCHAREE 2015 FRR, 55 67 L.

BV SR ZURNT: (IESGR), fIMESERE, hEMSRA Tt 1988 20, 55 27 0T, 28 437 7.
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=) OO e AR S HEFF (lexical priority) f1E g [0
BNMAMEFENRANEREIEAZTHENEMNE BERRPE S, &FFH
WEARE mM R RAKR (BEED;

c AR AE G TF R Y

RERARE R RN FHRARE (ZFREND;
TFEFRBEIRESMHMET I 2N FFEEHETATEATK Ao FER

JUDR

B IR ) I SO SR I I AR 2 17 A B AR 2 e A2 AN A TR R 0 i, X — 3
WICEE A AL A A B DA 2 ORI A, AU RTR ol T Bk AN E B 1K —HEVE
A ASBERT AL VA L (8l R LR AR — MR 2R SR SCH e o
NI ETIE. N 7RISR, AT AR e (Harsanyi) Xt 27 /R )
HVFRETT I et o 1FNZE G A AN 2 S % JE X T IZRIE IR 1 AN W] B K o1
R, T HAE F 2R 0 AER T2 R T 0 1E SCW R TFHEDT, 4T 7y B 0 ) 3 SR g
RSN S A A SCREE o e, RS JE NS T I SR AP 32 B8 o 1 22 0 S I ) o 2
e At 22 ) s RS T X T AN M ) Sl R 0 RO o R R PR B R B R B A A
ToRNZ 4T Ja B NAT TR ST S it 16 At 0 10 SCIEN, - T v B AR A B2 A A Wi i
Z2 5t JR M PR PSR ANTFE N B C H IR Mt PSR, B DU A T2 B ) 1
FE BRI 1 SR AT DARAS A BE KA 2o MRS R AT, 24 A TR oR 2 A2 5 K [
I A S AN 2 ORS8N, BRPE S IRAE AATTBGRE S /R i IE ik (%)

111 SR AR AN SOORTE 2 i JE X T IR 2 O B A, H oy B R B IR 2 A
JBFT T A 2 SO R R AR 3 SCRR AR TR S5 KA X G e A 9 AT B AT 20 B g™
JERNHH R E T =ARTRIEEN: 25—, MRS IE H T AEA RGO B2 W X B
CLE it NAIAS R AT s 58—, XM RS R RO R BT BT AR bR 2R =,
WA — A — BSCE  BEDRE s A5 A N0 R 2O ) 9k AT AR 15 S S SRR 4 R AT P
Ho UG BT SE 0 DME, A A A R BMR AT 27 AN F
RO UL 2 Un, MAFIZ AT G BMESRT U £ Ua BB 52 JEAJIIRYE VI ik
SRELS, —NEPER MR IE AR AT DU KA SR O A il B, B R KA REAUR AL
P IAE NP EAT K. #5 2, FHAERI DA S8 284 2 R0 E SOk

(60) Hy F 58 — TF S B FEPRAST BRI AL~ B T AN Z2 S0 B T, T A PR A S T 2 [t A7 A 5 1) L 5
AR R R, WA FEINATREIE SGE 9 =25 SRS HUNEUR « &8 F: (4
REBGAE Y, XIFEEE, REFECHREE 2015 i, 28 71 7.

U [E]FURET: (EXR), MIHESERE, hE2RE R 1988 4EhR, 5 56 T,

(621 Y Je: (BB ALY, AR WS TS GEEIIRE L), PSR, §H R
2011 SRR, 28 52 i

63 g, (BRI SHEFER IR E X2 4, (BURANEZ ) 2022 4E55 1 3, 45 45-46 11,

(641 Y Je: CEMEABEMEATAEILY, R BEREE S GEBIHRIE ), PSR, §HEHRE
2011 SRR, 28 54-56 Ui.
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ROHHI AR B8 X — BB AARECT ZURIE SRR AE T, IE SGRARBAATR E 3 X
MITE BT, TS JE B DA 32 SCR AR 10 SR AT DU AN UL SR 1 ok SREBRR IX A BE5R
WA 2 B A ARBE, X P MBI N AT B B S B RE T AR AR A~ B
PRI, B 1E Je B DR 3 SORF £ BEIE SO B ImE I T A28 — e, PRI AE PR b th BT 5¢.

(=) JEF B 3T 5 B R

CHET AR E AR AR CIET), (R A AR Y 3 A L AR EOR T
FPTRE, HIn SRR AR 0 7 — DN ROR ERE SRR, I AaAg %
FHIUER “BET R SRR AN LS S XA — BRI S, “AEIXMALE T, bt di
FEPIRAT 9 A RE XA, SRIBOX P RAT PR IR 7 (00, TORE — Al £ P 15 )
AAES TR 220 DR B S — R SR 24 A R S e 2

Z /K (Tom Sorell) EH T A —ANIHUGI 5 s 1 HE T AU W] 3 B/ —F
NI SN IREE R o ARG 5 rh, ATEh B — AN 2 BTN, IEAE
ALPE SIS B ZORBUT WAL &, IR AE A L LB 264, B )R
R IXAK SIHUARALT- 25 R 26 R X SR RIS AT Sy iy rhone 2 SR B R i it &l o BRI AT
B AT AR FRIRIE B B 5 5m I WHLLABHIE HGEE &, (HIX R E R LR E T — M
el R IR T g, (e R A O T3 2 LEUE KU R A R T2 20N
VEN—DASHATE, TahE min— DA TR, an SRR 3= SO0, 185
PIT- RN RIS 565 A FANT- 208 s R (R B 5 T2 02 5T ez, IARBUE KA LES &,
WENE RO T 5T ABUPAFAE S =Rha %, B4 GnT DAl 5 0055, DLHORaE %
T i ) T8 R 5 o (EL A48 A3 T 8 th 25 I B 9 A B R (WL, 10 L e S B O AT ZhAE 3%
T EEERNGE RS LR ZXMEFEET 1R E SR, BT ARIEAT 3 A
NAETELE LRS-

KA BI T IR IR %, i) i1 5.2 S BASHEBR T AR T i o AL PR 358, — T )
H A% A RE % 5 ) B 25 A e SR PU U 5 0, D IR TS P AR BT T, AR DA SO
THE RO AE A 1 2 A o (HL 53— J7 T, IX R Bt i ) el 2R B B 51 R A A
R THA NRIEE TR — N XA BATH R R, AR’ DA 2 L iE
MR T ASEEESUE, BT HAASAT B DR NAT a8 AN, st TR I 2h A 32 SR
WA FERE B CXTF R FR, AR NTEER R A BRI T IEURE /RN BUR
B CTEIEAE BAR T AR, JREEAE BRkERER” ON, —O7 I AILIEE B 3 SCESR AR
A AICRERITUE, 53— 7 AL NTEGEAE N SCARAE Al A T B A 3L 55

03] Z 0[] JBkhE « SDEFRALR]: CBEIRD), IR, FSENHIE 1986 fEh, 5 74-75 .

(6] Michael Walzer, Political action: The problem of dirty hands, Philosophy & public affairs, vol.2, No.2, 1973,
p.160.

1671 Tom Sorell, The Dogma of the Priority of Private Morality, American Philosophical Quarterly, vol.52, No.1,
2015, p.92.

(8IM « JRIRFE: (BURIT ATIIET &0, R, (HAREE) 2014 55 4 30, 3 36 Ui,
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o

X H A BT — R B AR RIE A RN S A SR T, T AE . ATEE LT A
PARITESAT A 25 T e 430 3% 3 ORGSR E W, BA s A A N AT 2 A 1 2
(R, 1A AR RO R e B IR — e AT O, Bos— N A RSBV 32 2R BT H AL
NAEFRFRRNEMS, BRI ZE IS, MAEA RSP R NTEE B
CETEGE D MR Hh) b s R E AL, A% N RAMANAEETIIREGRS:, I
HAIH 2 2R NEAE 12, 55— AN EAT A BRIAT 338 RIS E 2 JL U AN T i G b 2
JERA NGBS Pk, BRI, WET i BUERAE, 2 A LU AT 3 # RIS 52 41 T HAA A\
(A 5 TR 32 SCA SRR %, X R OE B SRR R, KT ATE B AL A
HEHZ BN — TN TER BB R 2

BT 7E BRI A 55 N GAAE Kb 3 3 25 45 o 3] I 52 38 19 o 4 1) 240 RO T T B T U
TF i R AP AR K, AN SRR H S — B AR LR, T AR IR K . IEAD
(7] [ B L i B (e SVE R AN B SEARUE, 29— AT R B A T 7 2 2 A 0
(ALY DR, t A 06 B — A E B AT p £ 23 F 1) — 7 o TR 2 SURI R B A A A,
B 2 A LS 45 oy, FE Xl 8 1) v 5% rh i AR el P A N ARV, T D) SR
FEAILFEL AR AT B E BB BIIFF SCCRE ) — TR Sk E T %2
WS HIE ST EFE (Theory of Moral Responsibility)o ASE TR 514E, TR “ A
Xt H CAT NI e ARG AR TE TR TR U0, 47 3h 3 6 IR T e L 2 A4S
FEAATERDE R TR SR, SEFAFRNE E CRT A R R N B FTAT, X ] AR s TE O
MK i fth N BB B ROREYE, X — e R RE RN T 47 3h 3 B AT TR 35 S A LT Tk
P T HEEI T PRI QR A LS AT B B S TR B AR ST, TS LT VAT B X
—4&EE.

XTI ST PRI A APy 2 — A E T R A R, RS SRR EAE T
WA THEA TR FIWTFRAE, X T 1A o) B — AR A2 SRR “ R SR 2 A
BE7, MR HHEENAMER BRI E AT AN TR, ST N5 K IEESHE
JS2 24 B 5 A B R R R R R o 052 B A S T S0, e
R H 3 R AR AR L) TE A AT . X e R R R R ER AR X R R
TR — N M HAT A — 2 U7, DL T H AT DR H] A AT VI —AU)
M TR ELEE— M “IEBEnTRETE I 7, RIAT 38 A G RIS TR0 i 45 v] e
PRI, A RCA E ST AR S S 5T . U2 225 K AR “ B AR AT REIE SR (the

161 See Tom Sorell, The Dogma of the Priority of Private Morality, American Philosophical Quarterly, vol.52,
No.1, 2015, p.97.

U EEMR: (A A RS E S EE TR RIS — R T BEAS & 2RO 2 W 2R AT LD, CERH
) 2009 458 3 1, 2 26 UL

[71] Matthew Talbert, “Moral Responsibility”, in The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Fall 2022 Edition),
Edward N. Zalta and Uri Nodelman eds., https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2023/entries/moral-
responsibility/(Last visit on Sep 26, 2023).

2 Sty (PUUTIEMESUERIR AT FUATED, (F3hA) 2008 F55 4 1, %6 62 L.


https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2023/entries/moral-responsibility/
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/fall2023/entries/moral-responsibility/
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principal of alternate possibilities), IX—JFIFLE, 41T 8h#E AT ) PAAAE H AR 47 B Ak
WUETHA LS HEEA (could have done otherwise) I, HiA R 248 EH S HI4T NMEA E &
fE. 7
W LT SRR 2 AR R AT R S (R AR AT B F O A LIRS . R BT

B AENE T 10) F I A7 AE R e ST AR W R, A A A W] g 23 R L8 DR 3= AT 9
TMAEAANGEAE b AH T R T IXW s, — SO A AT 838 A I RIS R AR 2
AT BRSO T AT IR 75 2509 H CRAT NI A TEE ST, IR R RAE LR 3R T AR 20 Wk
A REA R TEPE TR RO bR e . b =2 5eAi%F (Harry G. Frankfurt) 7£HSCE A H —4
- BT 73X — SOkt o A1 3 b AE BRI SR B A A IO R AR AR AR I P RN — T ke B LR IR
BT AN S vl I RRVEAT H, %R B 2o 78 BT AR 40 A0 i€ v SR I U AR AR P SR i | B 4k 8
T AT T R 2 o HER 2, BRUITAR FROAR B AN 17 A SR v IR, FE VAT il R 2 B ) 1 L
TR AT AR A VA AR S R GE S ST AT I BN R R —— A E B AT Re
——RIGRLEE TNFE T ERE], FULBE e T LT 2 5wl T HHEE. i
BRAAT G R @S A E MM WG — a2 b, an iR DLz B A AR B Rl E 4
RILTEE TR R A S EHICH .
I =2 SORERE 5] 1 I s AT B2 1) A N T S AR A e Pt MERI VR .
HEMEZ AT EMAE &, IEF @47 ah3 0 E g B RSB R £ 7
FH R BIIMIENIEGI Y, 228 ABREOR A SRR TN SR, BARENRE
MR FLRUN 2 A E AR SRR ? JRI « VRZKK (Susan Wolf) I&fH 17— “HSEEH M AL
(real-self view) R ERXMIFL M T8IE K H B R E S AT EREETUE. ZrEINN
AT BN AR e VA PR T H S B IR AIAT N 11 B o IRIR TN “AT BN AT J9ml U= R AR
AR ESEH IR T LA B (BRE%) 45 B SRS E ST N, JHRIER C
P R H O R P, Xk E B RERITHEAME IR R, £—FE
MR ZERAT B BRI, B 40— A W R B 8 Y 0 28 =2 R SR

—ERZENEREE, »TEESEME R B ER WS LR IRR RN “REH
.

FETX i, EMERTENE BANE TN EREWERE, RHRZRE EH KK
7, 178h& I v E AT A OB ST . 0T XA a8 m] Lo — Aol 7ok i,
A Bk JEE A, FAMAESINANEE R — 2R E (B B), B4 Ha
IEX B C. HpRERE B 2EE A KRR, HZFHH L M THMERESR, A
JEEE C R —H “WREHR” BOYHAFER A2 ENEE TR “RXY)7. Mk, LT

e

3] Harry G. Frankfurt, Alternate Possibilities and Moral Responsibility, Journal of Philosophy, vol.66, No.23,
1969, p.829.

4114, p. 831.

(751 Susan Wolf, Freedom within reason, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1993, p.33.
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ERAEGIIEE (B8 D) FERALEEN JEEB), KIRRAI 10 A UEE P, Ut
MEHE E RZEEF LA, HHABARGIIHELAR (B D) MAFE, FMixLH
ARAHIEE T . RAE I, T2 AR TR 3 SUR WA s T “ FIEE T e
Bz “REBR” KOAE, 1R ZATF AN ON—F CAMEE,

Mo “REAR” BN T EES T AW e R R . R TR X 4 T “IREH
K75 “THMEEE” (instrumental desire), ZHFFINN “IREHK” Ba—Fh « THMEE
B IR RGDHEDRES—— “O&U)7 Ccare), BI—Fh “HAERMIBIHL. K. PN RIS A
MR Z” U0, 5k, SRUIBOA N A — PR ZN LAY, (motivational effect). M ATEATE)
R B ZMEZRNINL, BN BITREE S/ 5 EIR/ATAR X, X BN
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'] See Holly Smith, “Culpable Ignorance”, The Philosophical Review, Vol. 92, No. 4, 1983, p. 547.
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