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Thomson:  argument by analogy, presumption that fetus is a person, violinist analogy, the issue of pregnancy 

resulting from rape, child in the house analogy and what is it supposed to show, 3 possible ways to characterize the 

right to life, burglar analogy/people plant analogy and what these are supposed to show, supererogation and how 

Thomson uses it, the good Samaritan versus the minimally decent Samaritan, examples of cases where Thomson 

would hold abortion to be immoral and examples she would hold to be moral, what types of abortions would 

Thomson’s argument justify 

 

Beckwith:  prima facie, four ethical problems, claim that Thomson assumes volunteerism, argument that we do not 

accept volunteerism based upon our demands on deadbeat dads, how volunteerism is destructive of familial 

obligations, three parts to the argument that the fetus does have a prima facie right to the use of his or her mother’s 

body, considerations of rape, the analogy to the sperm donor and what it is supposed to show, abortion is killing the 

fetus and not merely withholding treatment or separating it from the mother, three (?) ideological problems:  burden 

of pregnancy, libertarianism, antifeminism 

 

Chapter Five:  moral reasoning, basic argument from a descriptive premise plus a principle to derive a judgment, 

[e]valuative principles, prescriptive principles, derived moral prinicples, fundamental moral principles, criteria of 

assessment for moral (and other) theories (completeness, explanatory power, practicability, moral confirmation), 

reflective equilibrium 

 

Chapter Six:  example of Socrates, consequentialism, utility, disutility, prejudicial approaches, impartial approaches, 

ethical (or rational) egoism, hedonism, the difference between egoism and hedonism, Mill and quality of pleasure, 

Mill’s distinction helps with confirmation and hurts with practicability, problems with ethical egoism (confirmation 

problems, moral equality problems, inconsistency or practicability problems, problem of genuine love and friendship), 

psychological egoism, connection between psychological and ethical egoism 

 

Chapter Seven:  act utilitarianism, criteria for judging consequences  in terms of pleasure (scope, duration, intensity, 

probability), considerations in support of utilitarianism (objectivity, impartiality, flexibility, potential inclusion of 

animals), calculation problem, moral saints problem, moral permissiveness objection, justice/human rights 

objection,distribution problem (see below) rules of thumb and what problem they address, supererogatory acts, 

classical utilitarianism, possible modifications of classical utilitarianism (different concepts of utility including 

preference satisfaction, realistic versus idealistic approaches, different approaches to determine utility in particular 

regarding distribution, accommodating justice using rules… 

 

Chapter Eight:  the consequences of practices as opposed to acts, rule utilitarianism, principle of rules, principle of 

acts, comparing rule utilitarianism to act utilitarianism in regard to the problems from the last chapter, problems with 

rule utilitarianism (dilemma objection and potential resolution, inconsistency objection, fine-tuning of rules, the 

collapse objection, remainder of the justice objection+ 

 

Rachels:  active euthanasia, passive euthanasia, the traditional view that the intentional killing of innocents is morally 

forbidden though letting die is sometimes permissible, distinction between having a life and being alive, biographical 

versus biological meaning of the word “life”, Rachel’s view on whether and when killing a person is harming them, 

argument from humanitarianism, example of the baby with Down’s Syndrome and intestinal obstruction, argument 

from basing life-or-death decisions on irrelevant grounds, argument that there is no important difference between 

killing and letting die, Smith and Jones analogy. 

 

Chamberlain:  PAS, six arguments in support of PAS and Chamberlain’s response to each of them, personal 

autonomy, choices are not always good, three harms of the choice:  (the burden of the choice to consider euthanasia, 

misdiagnoses, discrimination), two differences between killing and letting die, argument that the “slippery slope” is 

inevitable using real-life examples and future possible examples, economic and family incentives to move down the 

slope, how legally being able to kill someone gives people a way to murder others and lie about it to escape 

punishment, how we need to protect those who are suicidal, applying the “botched suicide argument” to other cases to 

test for consistency, claim that the majority can sometimes be wrong (as in the case of slavery) 

 


