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Deontology	by	immanuel	kant

Is	deontology	kantianism.

Author:	Andrew	Chapman	Category:	Ã	ethics	Word	Count:	998	Ã	¢	â	¬	Å	Tolley	ProblemasÃ	¢	â	¬	SÃ	£	o	Experiences	of	filosÃ³fico	thought,	where	we	make	a	imaginÃ¡ria	choice	that	usually	ends	up	in	Algua	©	m	getting	well,	I	ran	by	a	cart.	Here	we	use	cart	problems	to	enter	the	Ã	©	Kantian	ethics,	which	Ã	©	the	Ã	©	tica	theory	developed	by
Immanuel	Kant	(1724-1804)	and	introduce	theories	Ã	©	deontolÃ³gicas	optics	in	general.	1.	Trolley	Problem	Picture	this:	Five	people	are	linked	to	the	£	a	track	cart.	A	stand	out	of	control	estÃ¡	down	the	track.	The	stand	on	the	£	can	be	stopped,	but	you	can	pull	a	lever	to	shift	the	carriage	to	a	side	track,	saving	five	but	one	killing.	[1]	Trolley
Problem:	he	must	pull	the	switch?	What	should	you	do?	Most	people	respond:	change!	We	must	try	to	save	the	largest	possible	Number	of	lives.	But	consider	a	mod	£	o	this	experiment:	the	story	Ã	©	the	same	except	now	in	the	£	hÃ¡	switch	and	no	sideband.	However,	on	a	catwalk,	wing	©	m	of	the	track	before	the	five	tied	indivÃduos,	Ã	©	a	giant
man	perched	precariously.	If	you	give	the	giant	one	pushes	the	£,	it	will	inevitably	fall	on	the	track,	stopping	the	cart	and	saving	the	five	tied	souls.	Problem	cart:	it	must	push	the	man?	What	should	you	do?	Most	people	insists:	On	the	£	push.	But	in	both	cases,	Ã	©	one	versus	five	lives	life.	If	stowage	©	ssemos	solely	concerned	with	the	total	life
saved,	Enta	the	sampler	£	Â	£	the	switch	and	push	the	£	should	be	morally	equivalent	and	switch	and	push	to	be	morally	equivalent.	Are	they	they?	2.	Kantian	ethics	and	categÃ³rico	must	for	many	people,	these	Stocks	and	Ratios	NA	£	the	equivalent	seem,	despite	their	sÃ	£	consequÃªncias	the	the	same.	[2]	Ethics	Ã	©	a	type	of	moral	theory	that
denies	that	morality	Ã	©	just	about	consequÃªncias.	[3]	The	most	famous	deontolÃ³gica	theory	was	developed	by	Immanuel	Kant.	[4]	The	Ã	©	tica	of	Kant,	and	the	global	system	in	which	filosÃ³fico	estÃ¡	built,	Ã	©	vast	and	incredibly	difficult,	but	we	can	see	his	Ã	©	tica	as	grounded	in	view	of	what	we	are,	namely	people.	Kant	¢	Ã	¢	â	¬	"The	work	of
metaphase	moral	¬	Ã	¢"	according	to	Kant,	the	people	sÃ	£	essentially	rational	creatures	that	deserve	respect.	[5]	This	rationale	is	based	on	what	Kant	calls	the	categÃ³rico	imperative,	the	rule	Ã	©	fundamental	ethics	which	all	rules	Ã	©	Legal	Specific	optical	derived.	This	imperative	Ã	©	categÃ³rico	we	should	follow	it,	even	that	does	Â	£	o	wanted.
[6]	Kant	argues	that	there	are	one	categÃ³rico	imperative	that	can	be	expressed	in	three	different	formulaÃ§Ãμes,	although	the	first	two	are	by	far	the	most	important.	[7]	Ã	¢	¬	First	Formulation	Ã	¢	¬	Ã	¢	¬	©	based	on	the	idea	of	​​a	mÃ¡xima:	A	princÃpio	to	act	in	a	certain	way	alcanÃ§ar	a	certain	goal.	[8]	If	a	mÃ¡ximidade	were	a	universal	law,	all
that	could	act	mÃ¡ximidade.	In	turn,	the	first	£	formulaÃ§Ã	the	Kant	Ã	©	like	this:	Act	only	according	to	that	mÃ¡ximidade	atravÃ	©	s	from	which	you	can	at	the	same	time,	if	tornarÃ¡	a	universal	law.	The	idea	of	​​this	bÃ¡sica	formulaÃ§Ã	£	o	Ã	©	Ã	©	to	make	a	wrong	Aside	£	special	to	a	rule	for	yourself.	If	your	mÃ¡ximidade	Ã	©,	Ã	¢	â,¬â	"I'll	go	into	a
movie	without	paying,	so	I	can	see	the	GraÃ§a	film	Ã	¢	â,¬"	Enta	the	£	estÃ¡	you	trying	to	make	a	Aside	£	special	for	yourself:	the	mÃ¡xima	nA	£	the	work	if	they	were	a	universal	law,	because	almost	ninguÃ	©	m	show	films	you,	why	not	Â	£	rentÃ¡vel	it	would	be.	But	of	course,	I'll	buy	a	ticket	to	a	movie	so	I	can	see	the	film	Ã	©	universalizÃ¡vel
perfectly:	if	everyone	followed	that	Maxim,	the	films	could	still	exist.	[9]	His	"£	formulaÃ§Ã	the"	Ã	©	this:	act	in	such	a	way	that	you	treat	humanity,	whether	in	your	prÃ³pria	person	or	in	the	person	of	any	other,	never	simply	as	a	means	to	an	end,	but	always	at	the	same	time	to	an	end.	This	means	we	can	not	just	use	people:	people	must	be	respected
ends	in	themselves.	Using	people	like	Ã	â	€	™	¬	"Mere	means	-	involves	treat	them	as	mere	objects	or	ways	they	could	not	or	would	not	consent,	which	is	disrespect	3.	By	applying	the	categorical	imperatives	to	Ã	â	€	¢	â	€	"formulation	category"	The	switch	would	kill	someone,	we	are	not	so	using	the	person	we	kill.	His	death	is	an	unhappy	and
unintentional	consequence	of	our	attempt	to	save	five	lives.	In	the	giant	man-man	variant,	pushing	him	in	front	of	the	train	Using	it	-	as	a	mere	tendon	bag	and	bones,	it	is	not	better	than	a	rock.	This	difference	says	that	Kantian,	responds	for	our	moral	intuitions	and	the	moral	status	different	from	the	two	cases	.	To	apply	the	Ã	¢	â	€	œThe	â	€	"which
may	not	be	universalized.	11]	4.	An	objection	a	sane	of	objections	was	raised	to	Kantian	deontology,	but	we	only	reviewed	one.	Kant	AR	gumed	that,	given	the	formulation	of	the	categorical	imperative	Ã	Â	Â	Â	Â	°	"second	Ã	â	€	š"	itndo	always	involves	the	use	of	someone	as	mere	means,	since	the	manipulation	disrespects	his	rationality.	Then,	Kant
stated	that	even	though	a	known	killer	asks	you	where	someone	is	(presumably,	to	kill	them),	it	would	be	wrong	to	lie	to	the	killer	on	where	that	person	is.	But	most	people	say	it	is	not	morally	needed	to	tell	the	truth	to	the	killer.	At	this	point,	the	Kantian	deontólogo	has	two	options.	They	can	bite	the	bullet	and	insist	that	lying	to	the	killer	is	wrong.
Alternatively,	they	can	retreat	from	Kant's	strict	demonology	for	a	more	moderate	deontology,	according	to	which	they	are	well,	in	extreme	cases,	to	break	the	rules.	One	can	take	the	last	approach	in	a	way	that	tries	to	be	compatible	with	other	Kant	visions,	arguing,	for	example,	that	help	the	killer	would	be	treating	the	potential	viney	as	a	mere	half.
5.	Conclusion	For	many,	there	seems	to	be	something	essentially	right	with	a	Kantian	brand	of	an	is,	this	is,	this	respect	and	rationality	are	fundamentally	important	to	our	lives.	However,	Kant's	theory,	such	as	all	theories,	come	with	their	technical	and	practical	challenges.	Notes	[1]	These	thought	experiments	are	the	hypothytic	fantasy	work
intended	to	put	their	intuitions.	Leave	aside	any	implausibility	and	realize	that	these	situations	are	at	least	possible.	In	addition,	suppose	that	all	people	tied	are	morally	equivalent,	for	example,	it	is	not	the	case	of	a	killer	and	another	is	about	to	cure	the	Cancer.	Finally,	suppose	that	the	choices	presented	are	the	unique	possible	choices.	For	the
original	presentation	of	the	trolley	problem,	see	the	Pan	(1978).	For	extensive	analysis,	see	Thomson	(1976).	[2]	The	consequentialism	is	a	moral	theory	that	evaluates	the	actions	only	in	terms	of	its	consequences.	A	consequential	one	should	argue	that,	since	the	consequences	in	terms	of	savings	are	the	same	in	the	switch	and	do	not	push	and	push
and	push,	we	have	morally	equivalent	pairs.	See	the	consequentialism	of	Shane	Gronholz	for	a	general	vision	of	this	popular	moral	theory.	[3]	Greek	root,	deont	means	a	certain	type	of	need	and	was	interpreted	as	duty	or	obligation.	A	secure	characterization	of	the	deontolegic	is	technical	is	that	these	types	of	theories	always	deny	that	only	the
consequences	import	to	determine	the	morality	of	the	actions:	the	deontology	can	also	be	understood	as	non-consequence.	[4]	See	especially	the	basis	of	Moral's	Metaphy,	Moral	Metaphy,	and	the	Crypt	of	Protica,	all	in	Kant	(1999).	While	here	we	just	look	at	the	most	famous	theory	of	tonic,	there	are	many	deontolastic	theories.	Some	of	them	are
changing	Kant's	account	and	some	of	them	explicitly	non-kantian.	For	a	general	vision	and	taxonomy	of	such	theories,	see	Alexander	&	Moore	(2012).	[5]	It	is	an	error	reading	Ã	â	€	™	¬	"persons,	like	Homo	sapiens.	At	the	Of	Kant,	any	self-conscious,	self-conscious,	Autonomous	creature	will	count	as	a	person	in	the	relevant	sense.	Therefore,	some
non-human	animals,	for	example,	monkeys,	can	count	as	people.	Likewise,	potential	future	artificially	intelligent	computer	systems	could	count	as	people.	Finally,	some	Homo	Sapiens,	for	example,	the	very	young	and	the	severely	mentally	debilitated,	will	not	count	as	people	in	the	relevant	moral	sense.	For	related	discussion,	see	Speciesism	by	Dan
Lowe.	Related	to	this,	you	can	wonder	what	is	about	people	who	make	us	worthy	of	value.	The	Básica	response,	for	Kant,	is	that	rational	beings	are	the	only	creatures	that	can	act	with	a	good	will:	to	recognize	the	existence	of	moral	reasons	and	act	in	such	a	way	that	it	is	reason	to	act	©	that	the	action	is	morally	needed.	[6]	Categorical	imperatives,
which	we	must	follow,	no	matter	what	we	want,	contrast	to	hypothyic	imperatives,	the	rules	that	need	to	follow	only	if	we	have	certain	desires.	Consider	the	rule,	work	one	in	difficult	problems	of	mathematics	every	night.â	€	Someone	would	have	to	follow	this	rule	only	if	they	want	to	learn	to	learn	a	math	challenge:	if	they	do	not	want	it,	they	do	not
You	have	to	follow	this	rule	and	study	of	mathematics.	A	rule	as	a	doner	lying	to	other	people	and	manipulating	them	for	their	own	personal	gain,	one,	but,	it	is	a	categorical	rule,	at	least	in	view	kanta	s:	you	must	follow	this	rule,	even	if	you	Don	T	wants.	[7]	The	third	form	is	very	similar	to	the	first,	but	emphasizes	one-s	paper	as	choosing	or	arranging
instead	of	simply	being	bound	by	rules	or	the	existence	of	these	rules.	[8]	Here	we	follow	Russ	Shafer-Landau	(2012:	157-9	FF)	in	our	specific	definition	of	a	maximum.	[9]	For	example,	if	someone	will	steal	(by	amusement),	your	maximum	or	rule	can	be	an	i	will	steal	what	I	want,	so	that	I	can	get	it.â	€	¢	This	can	be	loved,	As	a	universal	law,	everyone
follows?	explanation	no.	kanta	s	for	why	he	can	not	be	wanted,	however,	it	is	not	so	much	consequences	if	he	would	follow	everyone	doing	this,	but	that	everyone	doing	it	would	undo	the	idea	of	​​stealing	first:	if	everyone	could	steal	what	they	wanted,	then	nothing	really	belongs	to	no	one	(no	one	really	has	anything),	and	so	for	all	the	property	Idea,
What	theft	requires,	it	is	rebound.	On	the	other	hand,	the	rule	of	a	help	people	in	extreme	need,	when	you	can,	in	order	to	benefit	Thema	can	be	loved	as	a	universal	law:	we	may	be	that	everyone	does	it.	[10]	All	people	are	as	you	in	your	rational	skills,	and	therefore	are	deserving	of	respect.	To	treat	them	differently,	all	evidence	in	contrary,	is	at	the
same	time	treating	them	incorrectly,	denying	them	the	same	thing	that	makes	them	moral	people	and	lie	to	himself,	for	Mis	-Use	your	own	rationality.	Thank	you	to	R.	Jenkins	and	D.	purves	to	press	me	on	that	point.	For	example,	because	everyone	would	have	been	killed,	then	everyone	would	be	dead,	then	there	would	be	no	one	to	save.	Discussion	of
why	killing	violates	the	first	Kanta	S	of	Kanta	are	a	little	more	obscure,	but	he	says	he	had	not	a	world	in	which	the	same	principle	both	preserves	and	life	ends.	References	Alexander,	Larry,	and	Michael	Moore.	Ethics.	Ethics.Ã	¢	Stanford	Encyclopedia	of	philosophy.	Stanford	University,	2016.	<	.	PÃ	©,	Phillippa	and	Doris	Schroeder.	Echo	the
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