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If	that	were	the	right	explanation,	then	Rodin	and	Salieri	would	also	be	incomparable,	but	intuitively,	they	are	not.	It	is	good	for	him	to	talk	to	her.	Suppose,	for	example,	that	there	is	some	reason	to	respond	in	one	of	the	"certain	forms",	but	there	are	competitive	and	most	important	reasons	for	not,	so	that	all	things	consider,	responding	in	any	of	the
""	certain	forms	would	be	a	mistake.	According	to	many	philosophers,	it	is	for	propositions	or	states	of	things.	The	monists	say	"no",	and	the	pluralists	say	"Sã".	It	is	good	that	you	came.	In	the	views,	the	adjustable	adjectives	are	analyzed	in	terms	of	their	comparative	form.	But	this	movement	seems	to	be	unnecessary	or	unnecessary	inmate	when
applied	to	the	"good"	attributes.	The	questions	of	whether	there	is	a	value	related	to	the	agent,	and	if	so,	which	paper	could	perform	in	a	variant	centered	on	the	agent	in	the	consequentialism,	they	are	in	the	heart	of	the	debate	between	consequentialist	and	deontontonists,	and	about	the	fundamental	questions	of	the	relative	priority	of	the	evaluation
versus	the	deem.	Âzart	is	a	better	artist	than	Rodin?	But	it	is	important	to	be	careful	with	this	type	of	argument.	3.2.4	APPLICATION	TO	THE	VARIETIES	OF	BONDAD	A	significant	attraction	to	adjust	attitudes	style	accounts	is	that	they	offer	perspectives	of	being	applied	with	ã	ã	Ã	©	xito	to	good	and	the	attributive	good,	so	as	to	a	good	simpliciter
(Darwall	[2002],	Rã¶nnow	-rasmussen	[2009],	Suikkanen	[2009]).	1.1.1	Good	single	and	good,	for	example,	consider	a	simple	point	of	view	theory,	as	well	as	what	is	good,	simpliciter	differs	from	what	is	good	for	Jack,	since	being	good	for	Jack	is	being	good	from	a	certain	ã	¢	jack	point	of	view,	while	being	a	good	simplifier	is	being	good	from	a	general
point	of	view,	the	point	of	view	of	the	universe	(compare	Nagel	[1985]).	First	published	on	February	5,	2008;	substantive	Thursday,	March	4,	2021	"Value	theory"	is	used	in	at	least	three	different	ways	in	philosophy.	Some	philosophers	have	used	the	examples	of	good	and	good	attributors	to	advance	arguments	against	the	non	-cognitive	metal	theory
(see	cognitivism	entry	and	not	5nitivism).	These	contrasting	classifications	of	these	two	types	of	results	are	not	incompatible,	because	each	one	relates	to	a	different	agent,	the	first	to	Franz,	and	the	second	with	Jens.	The	idea	of	​​this	distinction	is	that	instrumental	values	​​lead	causally	to	intrudic	values,	while	constitutive	values	​​equals	intrudic	values.
But	we	can	also	create	incentives	for	you	to	want,	without	improving	it.	Better	for:	For	all	things	a,	b	and	c,	a	is	better	for	C	that	B	is	only	in	case	the	set	of	all	the	right	reasons	to	choose	Over	B	on	behalf	of	C	of	all	the	right	reasons	to	choose	B	â	€	â	€	‹In	the	name	of	C	the	pluralism	of	value	to	incomparability	would	suggest	that	it	would	be	impossible
to	compare	two	states	of	things	where	one	contained	more	of	one	basic	value	and	the	other	contained	more	than	another.	Some	have	interpreted	that	Kant	is	simply	maintaining	that	respect	for	rational	agents	is	of	infinite	value,	or	that	it	must	be	ordered	alumically	on	the	value	of	anything	else.	I	have	assumed,	here,	that	the	intrude/instrumental
distinction	is	between	what	I	have	been	calling	"claims	of	values",	as	"the	complication"	is	good	",	instead	of	one	of	the	other	types	of	uses	of"	uses	of	uses	of	uses	of	uses	of	"â‚¬	Å"	hate	"of	part	1.	These	questions	can	be	parallel	or	closely	related,	and	the	research	of	each	can	be	instructive	into	consideration	to	the	other,	but	they	must	be	kept
separately.	Finlay	[2014],	in	contrast,	argues	that	he	can	use	ordinary	pragmal	effects	to	explain	appearances.	If	none	of	these	is	the	case,	then	we	have	a	of	incomparability	in	the	attributive	good,	but	not	in	a	of	incomparability	in	good	simpliciter.	And	these	words	are	used	in	several	different	types	of	constructions,	of	which	we	can	take	these	four	as
the	main	examples:	pleasure	is	good.	Kant's	thesis	that	rational	agents	have	dignity	and	that	it	is	not	often	considered	a	price	as	a	thesis	on	a	kind	of	immeasurability.	And	those	things,	in	turn,	can	be	good	only	for	what	they	drive,	but	eventually,	it	is	argued,	something	must	be	good,	and	not	just	for	what	it	drives.	For	example,	take	the	interpretation
of	the	factor	in	which	he	believes	that	there	is	only	an	intrversic	value,	happiness,	but	that	happiness	is	a	type	of	complicated	thing,	which	can	happen	in	each	of	the	two	different	ways,	either	to	Travé	of	the	years,	either	through	the	years,	either	through	the	years,	either	through	the	two	years,	either	through	©	s	of	more	pleasures,	or	by	lower
pleasures.	This	article	examines	a	variety	of	questions	that	arise	in	the	theory	of	value,	and	tries	to	impose	some	structure	into	the	land	by	including	some	observations	on	how	are	they	related	between	sã.	Similarly,	someone	is	high,	only	if	it	is	more	high	that	a	contextually	appropriate	being	appropriate.	I	will	keep	"intrinsic",	but	keep	in	mind	that
intrudic	goodness	may	not	be	an	intrude	property,	and	that	what	is	intrudedly	good	may	not	be	not	under	its	intrudes.	As	well	as	the	reasons	to	prefer	a	state	of	affairs	to	another,	they	can	subscribe	that	a	state	of	affairs	is	better	than	another,	the	reasons	to	choose	a	can	can	on	another	can	subscribe	their	best	can	than	the	other,	and	the	reasons	to
prefer	some	state	of	State	of	matters	for	someone's	good	can	subscribe	that	it	is	better	for	that	person	than	for	another.	3.3.1	Centered	the	agent	The	most	central	problem	in	principles	for	clysenic	consequentialism	is	the	possibility	of	what	is	called	agent	-centered	restrictions	(Scheffler	(Scheffler	Suppose,	for	example,	that,	as	"tall"	is	supported,	the
class	of	comparison	or	is	relevant	to	"good"	in	some	way	is	supplied	in	some	way	by	the	context	of	expression.	The	restriction	against	murder,	in	this	natural	intuition,	goes	beyond	the	idea	that	the	murders	are	bad.	Many	others	have	joined	Sidgwick	to	maintain	that	there	is	something	deeply	attractive	in	what	consequentialism	and	egoãsmo	have	in
common,	which	implies,	as	is	the	very	teleological	idea	that	the	deois	will	be	explained	in	terms	of	the	evaluation	of	the	evaluation	(Portmore	[2005]).	3.2.1	Two	adjustment	attitudes	accounts	of	different	adjustment	attitudes	accounts,	however,	work	appealing	to	different	deoal	concepts.	Teleólogos	relating	to	agents	generally	appeal	to	a	distinction
between	the	value	of	relative	and	neutral	agent	in	agent,	but	others	have	played	that	no	one	has	made	such	a	distinction	with	ã	ã	ã	ã	©	xito	in	a	neutral	way	in	the	theory	(Schroeder	[2007]).	The	relationship	with	the	deem	is	one	of	the	most	important	and	most	important	questions	about	the	value	is	the	question	of	its	relationship	with	the	deem,	with
categories	such	as	law,	reason,	rational,	fair	and	duty.	For	example,	many	themes	have	proposed	animals	of	what	it	is	to	be	good,	which	is	incompatible	with	the	statement	that	"Good"	must	be	understood	in	terms	of	"Better."	If	this	question	has	an	answer,	some	have	thought,	it	should	be	due	to	the	fact	that	there	is	an	additional	value	and	basic
under	which	the	explanation	subsumes	pleasure	and	knowledge.	An	important	restriction	in	such	theory	is	that	they	do	not	predict	more	incomparabilities	that	we	really	observe.	Since	the	parity	nocion	is	in	itself	a	theoretical	idea	about	how	to	explain	what	happens	when	the	other	three	relationships	are	not	obtained,	a	question	that	will	pursue	here,
it	will	be	an	incomparability	of	which	we	will	interest	us	here.	They	can	Opinion	about	the	intrversic	value	and	try	again,	they	can	work	in	the	development	of	ingenious	ingenious	That	knowledge	really	leads	to	pleasure,	or	they	can	bite	the	bullet	and	conclude	that	knowledge	really	is	not,	after	everything,	always	good,	but	only	in	certain	specific
conditions.	However,	it	is	possible	how	much	to	understand	so	much	"the	theory	of	value,	as	well	as	interpreted,	covers	the	axiology,	but	also	includes	many	other	questions	about	the	nature	of	the	value	and	its	relationship	with	other	moral	categories.	It	makes	no	sense,	for	example,	for	example,	To	say	that	something	is	a	good	can,	but	only
instrumentally,	or	that	Sue	is	a	good	dancer,	but	only	instrumental.	In	what	we	owe	each	other,	T.M.	Scanlon	offered	a	contemporary	influent	of	tight	attitudes,	which	called	the	theory	of	the	value	of	the	past.	Therefore,	there	is	no	problem	in	principles	for	the	consequentialism	posed	by	this	type	of	example;	if	it	is	a	problem	for	a	consequentialist
given	given	it	depends	on	its	axiology:	What	he	thinks	is	intrudedly	bad	and	how	bad	he	thinks	is.	The	basic	idea	of	​​all	kinds	of	adequate	attitudes	account	is	that	"good"	is	closely	linked	to	"desirable."	We	of	the	problems	faced	by	appropriate	attitudes	can	be	exhibited	considering	a	couple	of	examples.	This	question	only	makes	sense	as	a	question
about	intrudes;	Clearly,	there	are	more	than	an	instrumental	value,	and	the	monists	and	the	pluralists	will	not	agree,	in	many	cases,	not	about	whether	something	is	valuable,	but	about	whether	its	value	is	intrud.	But	the	prayers	that	we	are	calling	"claims	of	values",	which	preach	"good"	of	some	things,	seem	to	be	so.	For	example,	"Better"	would
seem	to	be	the	reverse	relationship	of	"Worse."	A	reasoning	like	this	has	led	some	philosophers	to	believe	that	pluralism	is	the	key	to	explaining	the	complexity	of	real	moral	situations	and	genuine	compensation	that	One	of	the	most	important	questions	in	It	is	if	it	should	always	be	true,	for	two	states	of	things,	that	things	would	be	better	if	the	first
one	obtained	that	if	the	second	did,	those	things	would	be	better	if	the	second	obtained	that	if	the	first	one	did,	or	that	things	would	be	equally	good	if	you	get.	This	is	an	issue	that	should	be	resolved	by	any	view	of	resolved.	Paradigmã	¡,	money	is	supposed	to	be	good,	but	not	intrudedly	good:	it	is	supposed	to	be	good	because	it	leads	to	other	good
things:	HD	TV	and	houses	in	desirable	school	districts	and	vanilla	lattes,	for	example.	extride	value.	Instead	of	accounting	for	any	of	the	simpliciter	or	goodness	in	terms	of	the	other,	some	philosophers	have	taken	one	of	these	seriously	at	the	expense	of	the	other.	The	problem	arises	from	the	observation	that	intuitively,	some	factors	can	affect	what
you	should	want	without	affecting	what	is	good.	So,	the	fact	that	sapient	and	even	syndic	beings	are	not	the	only	type	of	things	that	things	can	be	good	or	bad	to	establish	an	important	restriction	both	in	accounts	of	the	good	for	relationship	and	in	theoreticals	on	how	much	is	related	to	A	good	simpliciter.	2.3	Incomensurability/incomparability	We
have	just	seen	that	one	of	the	issues	at	stake	in	the	debate	between	the	monists	and	the	pluralists	about	the	value	becomes	the	question	(expresses	vaguely)	of	whether	the	values	​​can	be	incomparable	or	immeasurable.	A	possible	response	to	this	observation,	if	taken	seriously,	is	to	conclude	that	the	so	-called	"securities	statements"	have	a	different
type	of	type	or	structure.	Some	argue	that	it	ends,	while	others	say	things	like	"aims."	This	is	partly	due	to	the	fact	that,	as	generally	understood,	these	are	the	"good"	statements	that	the	consequentialists	remain	in	relation	to	what	we	must	do.	In	general,	like	the	types	of	things	that	can	be	high	are	type	of	things	that	can	be	more	high	than	the	other,
the	types	of	things	that	can	be	good	are	the	same	are	the	same	of	the	thing	as	it	may	be	better	than	each	other.	These	things,	in	turn,	can	only	be	good	for	what	they	conduct:	exciting	Sundays	of	the	adequate	NFL	and	education	and	very	famous,	for	example.	But	its	most	important	number	is	that	of	the	"adjustment	attitude"	accounts,	and	the	"past"
theory	of	Scanlon	"is	another	closely	related	contemporary	example.	3.2.2	The	type	of	wrong	reason	even	even	Once	these	types	of	questions	are	resolved,	however,	other	significant	questions	remain.	The	opinions	that	this	strategy	adopt	must	develop	detailed	answers	to	what	exactly	is	what,	how	much	more,	the	relational	parameter	of	the	"good"	It
is.	In	the	absence	of	some	reason	to	think	that	"it	is	very	different"	it	is	very	different	from	"tall",	however,	this	can	be	a	very	peculiar	type	of	claim,	and	can	distort	other	issues	in	the	value	theory.	SEGE	ZIFF,	All	statements	about	goodness	are	relative	to	the	ends	or	ends,	and	"good"	and	the	"good"	attributive	sentences	are	simply	different	ways	of
making	these	propens	(more	or	less)	explicit.	For	example,	it	is	said	that	some	theories	that	Libic	orders	postulate	x	They	promise	"incomparability."	2.2.2	Review	commitments?	Of	course,	the	central	question	that	philosophers	have	been	interested	â	€	‹â	€‹	is	that	of	what	is	of	intrversal	value,	which	is	taken	to	contrast	with	the	instrumental	value.
For	a	long	time	it	has	been	a	traditional	objecion	to	utilitarian	theories	that,	because	they	do	not	place	an	intruded	devaluation	in	incorrect	actions	such	as	murder,	produce	the	prediction	that	if	you	have	the	option	of	killing	and	allowing	two	people	to	die,	it	is	clear	that	you	must	kill.	Following	an	idea	also	developed	by	Finlay	[2014],	Robert	Shanklin
[2011]	argues	that,	in	general,	a	good	prayer	patron	with	adjectives	experimenters	such	as	"Fun",	which	admit	these	transformations	Witness	"Jack"	Jack	is	fun	that	Jill	speaks	",	it's	fun	to	talk,"	"Jack	is	fun."	There	are,	In	fact,	many	different	problems	in	this	debate,	and	sometimes	several	of	them	run	together.	Finlay	argues	that	apparently	non	-
relational	senses	of	"good",	argues	Finlay,	really	are	relational,	and	his	theory	aspires	to	explain	why	they	seem	otherwise.	Let's	take,	for	example,	the	case	of	"Scary".	And	as	it	was	in	section	2.1,	"instrumental"	and	"intrinsic"	do	not	really	apply	to	attributive	good.	The	consequentialists	who	argue	that	innocent	murders	are	intrudedly	bad	can	avoid
this	prediction.	3.3	Relative	agent	value?	The	initial	comments	of	Scanlon	suggest	more	than	for	each	type	of	things,	there	are	different	"certain	ways"	in	such	a	way	that	when	we	say	that	this	thing	is	good,	we	are	saying	that	there	are	reasons	to	respond	in	those	ways.	This	point	will	be	important	in	what	follows.	The	options	are	presumably	between
actions,	or	between	possible	consequences	of	these	actions.	That	is	a	good	knife.	3.3.3	Problems	and	perspectives	In	fact,	it	is	very	controversial	if	there	is	a	value	related	to	the	agent	in	the	first	place.	It	is	now	generally	recognized	that	to	avoid	Moore's	arguments,	egoãstas	only	need	to	reject	these	good	animals,	which	in	any	case	are	not	impossible
(Smith	[2003]).	This	means	that	this	opinion	is	open	to	the	objecion	that	it	does	not	take	into	account	a	central	class	of	"good"	uses	in	the	only	thing,	which,	according	to	all	hypothesis	tests	that	are	sensitive	to	the	context.	Additional	discussion	about	the	value	accounts	of	adjustment	attitudes	and	the	type	of	incorrect	reasons	can	be	found	at	the
entrance	to	the	theory	of	adjusted	attitude	value.	Monist	theories	have	strong	implications	about	what	is	of	value.	3.1	Teleología	The	teleological	theories	are	not	strictly	speaking,	theory	about	value.	But	if	Sue	is	a	good	dancer	and	Huw	is	a	good	dance,	then	she	has	sense	to	ask	that	is	the	best	will	dance	and	without	the	need	to	fix	Any	particular
amount	of	dance,	much	less	in	any	amount	of	Sue	or	Huw.	In	section	3.3	we	will	address	one	of	the	central	issues	on	classical	consequentialism:	its	inability	to	allow	agent	-centered	restrictions.	To	obtain	more	discussion	on	the	intrversic	value,	see	the	entrusecos	versus	Versus	assume,	for	example,	with	G.E.	Moore,	that	pleasure	is	good	and
knowledge	is	good.	The	value	of	value	begins	with	a	subject.	These	are	great	and	open	questions,	but	as	I	hope	I	have	illustrated	here,	they	are	once	interconnected	with	a	wide	range	of	traditional	and	non	-traditional	questions	in	the	theory	of	value,	widely	interpreted.	And	that	is	the	basic	idea	of	​​the	accounts	of	tight	attitudes	(Ewing	[1947],
Rabinowicz	and	Rã¶now-Rrasmussen	[2004]).	This	is	not	OK.	3.1.2	Problems	in	principle	against	the	pluralism	of	value	can	be	a	way	of	obtaining	incomparable	options,	but	there	may	be	other	forms,	even	consistently	with	the	monism	of	value.	If	we	postulate	something	called	"value"	to	play	this	role,	then	it	is	natural	(although	not	mandatory)	to
identify	value	with	quantities	of	values:	amounts	of	things	such	as	pleasure	or	knowledge,	which	"value"	claims	claim	to	be	good.	If	being	a	good	k	is	just	a	better	than	most	comparison),	and	"it	would	be	good	if	\	(p	\)	only	means	that	\	(p	\)"	is	obtaining	is	a	good	state	of	affairs,	and	Value	statements	such	as	"the	compliance	is	good"	means	that	other
things	are	the	same,	it	is	better	that	there	are	more	pleasure,	so	this	pair	of	accounts	has	the	appropriate	structure	to	account	for	the	complete	range	of	"good"	claims	than	we	have	found.	But	the	problem	is	very	closely	related	to	a	genuine	problem	for	consequentialism.	Whatever	we	take	the	value	value	of	the	"prime	carriers",	one	of	the	questions	of
the	traditional	axiology	is	that	of	the	things	that	are	good:	what	is	of	value.	According	to	classical	consequentialism,	each	agent	must	always	Make	any	action,	of	all	the	actions	available	for	her	at	that	time,	it	is	the	one	that	did,	things	would	be	the	best.	The	universalizable	egoãsmo	shares	many	characteristics	with	classical	consequentialism,	and
Sidgwick	found	both	deeply	attractive.	G.E.	Moore	did	not	agree,	arguing	that	knowledge	is	in	fact	a	value,	but	intrud,	and	this	list	of	basic	values	​​expanded	Moore.	Sometimes	it	is	said	that	the	consequentialists,	given	that	they	appeal	to	statements	about	what	is	good	simplifier	in	their	explanatory	theories,	undertake	to	maintain	that	the	states	of
things	are	the	"cousin"	value	carriers	and,	therefore,	they	are	the	Éndicas	Intruded	things	value.	The	division	of	moral	theory	in	the	theory	of	value,	in	contrast	to	other	research,	cuts	the	traditional	classification	of	moral	theory	in	a	normative	and	metallic	investigation,	but	it	is	a	worthy	distinction	in	its	own	right;	Theoretical	questions	about	the
value	constitute	a	central	domain	of	inter	-s	in	moral	theory,	often	cross	the	numbers	between	the	normative	and	the	meta	©,	and	have	a	distinguished	history	of	research.	1.2.2	Value	In	addition,	it	is	difficult	to	see	how	one	could	do	things	to	the	revival	and	understand	"Better"	in	"good"	terms.	Not	all	defenders	of	consequentialism	interpret	it	in
such	classic	terms;	Other	prominent	forms	of	consequentialism	focus	on	rules	or	motives,	and	evaluate	actions	only	in	a	derivative	manner.	It	is	in	the	context	of	the	scannean	formula	that	this	problem	has	been	called	the	problem	of	the	"to	appear	in	a	Scanlon	style	account	of	what	it	is	to	be	good.	It	is	said	that	such	things	are	intrudedly	good.	The
monists,	in	contrast,	have	an	option.	Consequently,	sometimes	the	tile	"intrinsic"	is	reserved	for	what	is	good	by	virtue	of	its	intrversic	Or,	for	the	opinion	that	goodness	in	only	is	an	intrude	property,	and	the	non	-instrumental	value	is	called	"telic"	or	"final"	(Korsgaard	[1983]).	But	this	slogan	is	not	very	very	ã	Étil	until	we	know	more:	did	you	have
anymore?	It	can	be	considered	that	the	axiology	refers	mainly	to	classify	what	things	are	good	and	how	good	they	are.	2.1.2	What	is	the	intrversic/instrumental	distinction?	Confronted	with	this	type	of	difficulties	to	subsume	everything	that	is	pre-practically	valued	under	a	master	value,	pluralists	do	not	worry:	they	simply	add	to	their	list	of	basic
intrudes	and,	therefore,	they	can	have	more	s	confidence	in	preserving	the	previous	one.	Theoretical	phenomenon.	For	many	propites,	this	distinction	is	not	very	important	and	often	does	not	notice,	and	constitutive	values	​​can	be	considered,	together	with	instrumental	values,	such	as	things	that	are	ways	of	obtaining	some	intrversal	value.	The
contrasting	vision,	as	well	as	the	deodic	categories	are	previous	and	explained,	the	evaluation	categories,	is	one	that,	as	Aristóles	says,	has	no	name.	But	questions	have	also	been	asked	about	whether	the	distinction	of	"ojãºbido"	or	"ojos"	is	general	enough	to	really	explain	the	distinction	between	the	reasons	of	the	correct	type	and	the	reasons	of	the
incorrect	type,	and	that	has	even	been	disputed	if	The	distinction	tracks	something	at	all.	Instead	of	asking	agents	to	maximize	good,	the	egoãsmo	asks	agents	to	maximize	what	is	good	for	them.	If	one	of	these	types	of	theory	is	correct,	even	pluralists	can	offer	an	explanation	of	why	the	basic	values	​​they	attract	are	values.	It	cannot	be	that	the
speaker	has	to	have	some	forms	in	mind,	because	there	are	some	ways	to	respond	in	such	a	way	that	the	reasons	to	respond	in	that	way	are	evidence	that	what	is	bad	is	bad	instead	of	being	It	is	good,	it	is	good,	â‚¬,	for	example,	the	attitude	of	fear.	In	the	following	section,	we	will	consider	the	debate	on	the	on	values	​​in	which	this	question	depends.
Postulate	an	intruded	devaluation	to	the	murders	does	nothing	to	give	an	account	of	the	intuition	that	should	not	kill,	even	in	this	case.	This	question	does	not	seem	to	make	much	sense,	until	we	solve	a	certain	amount	of	pleasure	and	a	certain	amount	of	knowledge.	Therefore,	they	are	theory	about	the	nature	of	value.	The	idea	of	​​the	value	related	to
the	agent	is	that	if	the	best	relationship	with	the	agents	is	relative,	the	results	in	which	Franz's	murders	can	be	worse-relative	to	Franz	than	the	results	in	which	Jens	murders,	despite	the	fact	that	the	results	in	which	Jens's	murders	are	worse	related	to	Jens	than	the	results	in	which	Franz	murders.	The	instrumental	value	is	also	sometimes	contrasted
with	the	"constitutive"	value.	And	for	our	senses	of	"good"	looking	for	this	to	provide	an	account?	To	obtain	information	about	the	theory	of	natural	law,	see	the	entry	into	the	tradition	of	natural	law	in	the	technique.	The	entrance	to	Kant's	moral	philosophy,	especially	section	13.	Philip	Pettit	[1997]	distinguishes	prominently	between	values	​​that	we
are	called	to	"promote"	and	those	that	require	other	answers.	"As	petit,	consequentialist	consequentialists,	hold	that	All	values	​​must	be	promoted,	and	a	way	of	thinking	about	some	of	these	other	types	of	teleological	theories	is	that,	like	consequentialism,	they	explain	what	we	must	do	in	terms	of	what	is	good,	but	unlike	consequentialism	They	argue
that	some	types	of	good	call	for	different	responses	from	promotion.	For	example,	one	of	the	famous	problems	faced	2004]).	In	the	same	way,	if	this	type	of	circumstances	can	give	you	reasons	to	desire	the	thing	that	is	bad,	then	it	will	be	to	opinions	based	on	the	FÉ³RMULA.	3.1.1	Consequentialism	The	type	of	familiar	most	familiar	vision	that	falls
under	this	umbrella	is	the	classical	consequentialism,	sometimes	called	(for	reasons	that	we	will	see	in	section	3.3)	"neutral-neutral	consequentialism."	If	some	things	are	really	incomparable	or	uncompromising,	they	reason,	then	the	pluralism	about	the	value	could	explain	why.	Therefore,	as	a	result,	an	incompatible	classification	of	the	results	seems
to	be	necessary	to	produce	the	correct	predictions	about	what	another	agent	should	do,	namely,	one	that	qualifies	his	murders	as	contributing	more	to	the	evil	of	the	results	that	the	First	the	murders	of	the	agent.	The	analogue	with	the	height	would	produce	the	prediction	that	if	a	horror	movie	is	more	terrifying	that	another,	it	is	because	it	has	more
of	something	that	the	terrifying	one,	that	the	other.	Soon?	For	example,	a	traditional	axiology	question	refers	to	whether	value	objects	are	subjective	psychological	states	or	objective	states	of	the	world.	1.1.3	Relational	strategies	in	an	extension	of	the	strategies	we	have	just	discussed,	some	theoreticals	have	proposed	opinions	of	"Bou	-Good"	that



aspire	to	treat	all	good	simpliciter,	well	and	the	attributive	good	as	special	cases.	A	very	similar	reasoning	has	led	to	other	philosophers,	however,	to	the	opinion	that	monism	has	to	be	correct:	practical	wisdom	requires	being	able	to	make	decisions,	even	in	complicated	situations,	they	argue.	What	could	we	ask,	is	it	better?	In	its	most	wide	sense,	the
"value	theory"	is	a	consumption	label	used	to	cover	all	the	moral	philosophy	branches,	social	and	political	philosophy,	static	and	sometimes	the	feminist	philosophy	and	the	philosophy	of	the	philosophy	of	the	Religion	"It	is	considered	that	they	cover	some"	evaluation	"aspect.	The	basic	contours	of	such	an	argument	are	going:	the	non	-cognitivist
theories	are	designed	to	deal	with	a	good	but	they	have	some	type	of	difficulties	that	take	into	account	the	attributive	good	or	for	good.	That	is	It	would	rule	out	the	possibility	of	practical	wisdom,	because	practical	wisdom	requires	the	ability	to	make	correct	decisions	even	in	complicated	choice	situations.	(The	situation	is	a	bit	more	complicated,
Oddie	and	Milne	[1991]	show	that	under	quite	minimum	assumptions	there	is	always	some	classification	of	neutral	agent	that	produces	the	correct	consequential	predictions,	but	their	test	does	not	show	that	this	classification	has	any	independent	plausibility,	and	Nair	[2014]	argues	that	it	cannot	be	an	independently	plausible	story	of	what	is	a	better
result).	As	a	result	of	this	observation,	philosophers	have	postulated	a	thing	called	value	related	to	the	agent.	But	even	if	we	grant	all	the	assumptions	on	both	sides	so	far,	the	monists	have	the	best	of	these	two	arguments.	See	the	supplement	on	atomism/holism	on	the	value	for	an	additional	discussion	of	the	implications	of	the	supposition	that	the
intrversic	value	supervene	in	the	intruded	properties.	This	idea	is	backed	by	a	natural	argument:	if	something	is	good	just	because	it	is	related	to	something	Because	it	is	necessary	to	obtain	this	relationship.	For	example,	although	Rodin	may	not	be	a	better	or	worse	artist	than	Mozart,	nor	also	good,	he	is	certainly	a	better	artist	who	Salieri,	even
though	Salieri,	like	Mozart,	is	a	better	composer	than	Rodin.	The	ancestors	â	€	‹â	€‹	of	this	idea	can	be	found	in	Sidgwick	and	Ewing,	and	has	found	a	series	of	contemporary	defenders.	While	teleology	has	implications	on	value,	but	it	is	not	in	itself	a	theore	©	terms	of	the	They	tell	us	what	is	what	something	is	good.	A	problem	for	this	point	of	view	is
to	make	sense	to	what	type	of	points	could	be,	such	Jack	and	the	universe	are	the	types	of	things	to	have	one.	(You	can	also	explain	the	failures	of	the	comparative	forms,	above,	based	on	the	differences	in	the	elded	material).	1.2	Well,	better,	bad	1.2.1	good	and	better	in	a	natural	vision,	the	relationship	between	"good",	"better",	and	"the	best"	would
seem	to	be	the	same	as	between	"tall",	"workshop"	and	"talent"	.	You	can	find	a	detailed	more	detailed	discussion	of	the	dmentability	of	the	values	​​in	the	entry	of	immeasurable	values.	If	the	complementary	phrases	denote	propositions	or	possible	states	of	things,	then	it	is	reasonable	conjecture,	together	with	Foot	[1985]	that	being	a	good	simplifier	is
to	be	a	good	state	of	things	and,	therefore,	that	it	is	a	special	case	of	good	attributive	(	If	it	is,	it	makes	sense	at	all	"Geach	and	Foot	argue	that	it	does	not,	in	the	foundation	that	the	states	of	things	are	too	thin	to	support	good	attributive	statements).	The	claim	on	goodness	is	relative	accordingly.	External	incentives	to	cheat,	For	example,	a	threat
created	by	an	evil	demon	that	she	will	kill	her	family	unless	he	does.	If	it	is	correct,	it	will	not	only	focus	on	whether	adjusted	attitudes	accounts	are	correct,	but	from	what	paper	is	The	answer	to	the	questions,	"Who	should?"	The	form	of	an	adequate	account	of	adjustment	attitudes.	Sometimes	we	say	things	like	"taking	that	outfit	in	the	sun	the	whole
day	will	not	be	good	for	its	tan	,	but	his	line	Nea	tan	is	not	one	of	the	things	whose	good	seems	plausible	"add	up	'to	obtain	what	is	good	simplifier.	This	leaves,	however,	a	wide	variety	of	possible	theories	about	how	such	statements	are	related	to	other	types	of	"good"	claims.	2.	Is	it	really	a	story	of	"good"	or,	if	we	respect	the	priority?	"Better"	A
"Good",	should	we	try	to	understand	it	as,	at	the	bottom,	a	"Better	account"?	We	observe	in	section	1.1.4	that	"the	value"	affirms	that	they	do	not	admit	comparisons	in	the	same	way	as	other	uses	of	"good";	This	is	important	here	because	if	Better's	"simpliciter"	is	before	"Simpliciter",	then,	then,	strictly	speaking,	"instead	of"	good.	"	See	the
supplement	on	four	complications	about	the	attributive	good	for	more	complications	that	arise	when	we	consider	the	attributive	sense	of	"good."	For	example,	the	games	are	subject	to	correction	standards.	If	pleasure	and	knowledge	are	both	values,	they	have	sustained,	there	is	still	an	additional	question:	why?	After	everything,	on	equal	terms,	the
situation	is	stacked	from	2	to	1,	there	are	two	deaths	on	one	side,	but	only	one	death	in	the	other,	and	every	death	is	equally	bad.	One	way	to	implement	this	idea,	the	good	theore	Better	than	most	things	(in	a	relevant	comparison	class)	",	in	a	model	with"	Sue	is	a	good	dance	",	which	means	approximately"	that	most	(in	some	kind	of	relevant
comparison)	¬.	All	these	problems	remain	unsolved.	It	requires	that	the	evil	of	their	own	murders	affect	what	they	should	do	more	than	affect	what	others	should	do	to	prevent	them	from	killing.	But	also	shows	how	Various	senses	of	"good",	and	allows	even	the	attributive	good	to	be	good	and	good	to	have,	at	the	bottom,	a	common	shared	structure.
Of	course,	not	all	teleological	theories	share	the	general	characteristics	of	consequentialism	and	the	egoãsmo.	It	is	particularly	p	lausable	that	there	is	the	value	of	the	opening.	That	opening	may	be	better	than	another	in	case	you	have	more	opening	value.	If	the	explanatory	commitments	of	the	pluralist	are	not	different	in	kind	of	those	of	the	monista,
but	they	are	only	different	in	number,	then	it	is	natural	that	the	pluralist	thinks	that	this	type	of	adhesion	servile	to	the	number	one	is	a	kind	of	fetish	that	is.	It	is	better	to	do	without,	if	we	want	to	develop	a	theory	to	do	things	well.	These	two	theories	offer	competitive	explanation	for	the	same	phenomenon.	Therefore,	even	an	opinion	such	as	Scanlon,
which	appeals	to	the	reasons,	may	need,	once	completely	develops,	to	appeal	to	specific	claims	about	the	weight	of	those	reasons.	Many	discussions	about	the	incomparability	of	values	​​proceed	to	a	very	abstract	level	and	exchange	examples	of	each	of	these	types	of	value	claims.	2.2.1	ontology	and	explanation	At	least	three	very	different	types	of
problems	are	at	stake	in	this	debate.	See	a	more	detailed	discussion	at	the	entrance	on	value	pluralism.	Although	it	gives	that	there	are	such	"good"	uses,	Mackie	concludes	that	they	are	wrong.	What	a	sense	of	"good"	aspires	to	provide	an	account?	But	as	of	the	majority	of	people,	it	is	pre-practically	natural	to	assume	that	even	if	you	must	kill	to
avoid	thousands	of	murders,	you	should	not	do	it	to	avoid	only	two.	The	problems	of	classical	consequentialism	implementation,	and	their	instance	in	the	form	of	utilitarianism,	have	been	well	explored,	and	their	advantages	and	costs	cannot	be	surveyed	here.	Traditional	questions	Traditional	axiology	seeks	to	investigate	what	things	are	good,	how
good	they	are	and	how	their	goodness	is	related	between	sã.	3.3.2	Value	related	to	the	agent	The	problem	with	the	restrictions	centered	on	the	agent	is	that	there	seems	to	be	no	natural	way	to	evaluate	the	results	that	produce	all	correct	predictions.	In	contrast,	if	alone	An	intrversic	value,	so	this	cannot	happen:	the	state	state	The	issues	that	are
better	are	the	one	that	has	more	intrversic	value,	whatever	it	is.	The	affirmation	that	sometimes	it	can	happen	that	none	of	these	is	true	is	sometimes	known	as	incomparability	statement,	in	this	case	it	applies	to	good	simpliciter.	But	they	are	committed	to	the	claims	about	the	value,	because	they	appeal	to	the	evaluation	facts,	to	explain	what	is	fine
and	the	incorrect,	and	what	we	must	do	"deem	facts.	In	this	limited	sense,	the"	theory	of	value	"	It	is	more	or	less	sympty	of	"axiology."	All	types	of	mental	state,	some	have	affirmed	that	the	distinction	between	the	"good	guy"	and	"basis	of	the	distinction	between	the"	granted	"reasons,	which	refer	to	the	object	of	the	attitude,	and	the"	reasons
"granted",	which	are	They	refer	to	the	mental	state	in	Sã,	instead	of	their	object	(Parfit	(Parfit	[2001],	Piller	[2006]).	According	to	the	universalizable	egoãsmo,	each	agent	must	always	do	any	action	that	has	the	characteristic	that,	of	all	alternatives	available,	it	is	the	one	that,	if	she	does,	things	will	be	better	It	is	for	her.	For	example,	there	is	a	very
important	sketch	of	how	an	account	would	be	seen,	which	accepts	the	good	theory	of	section	1.1.4,	it	remains	as	in	section	1.1.2	that	the	good	simpliciter	is	a	special	case	of	attributive	good	and	It	includes	an	attributive	ã	¢	â‚¬	â	€	in	terms	of	"Better"	and	"good"	attributors	in	"Better".	A	better	k	that	b	is	for	the	set	of	all	the	right	reasons	to	choose
Over	B	when	selecting	a	k	to	be	more	heavy	than	the	set	of	all	the	right	reasons	to	choose	B	â	€	‹â	€‹	on	the	Select	a	K.	as	the	good	of	a	can	It	is	either	the	good	of	a	torturer	who	is	someone	does	not	depend	on	how	good	the	world	is,	as	a	result	of	the	fact	that	it	exists,	how	good	an	action	is	that	something	does	not	need	to	depend	on	how	good	the
world	is	the	world	,	as	a	result	of	what	happens.	Thomson	[2008]	defends	a	similar	vision.	G.E.	Moore	[1903],	in	contrast,	fought	to	make	sense	of	good	claims.	In	his	refutation	of	the	egoãsmo,	Moore	attributed	to	the	ego	igicos	theoretical	that	what	is	good	for	Jack	(or	"in	Jack"	is	good	")	is	just	what	is	good	and	in	Jack's	possession,	or	alternatively,
what	©,	alternately,	it	is	good	that	Jack	possesses.	However,	many	of	the	problems	for	classical	consequentialism	are	issues	for	details	of	its	exact	formulation	or	implementation,	and	not	problems	in	principle	with	its	attraction	for	the	evaluation	to	explain	the	Devic.	But	correct	and	appropriate	are	Deotic	concepts,	so	if	being	good	it	is	only	to	be
desirable,	then	goodness	can	be	taken	into	account	in	terms	of	the	deem.	There	is	no	place	to	consider	this	affirmation	here,	but	take	into	account	that	would	be	surprising	if	the	"good"	relational	uses	like	these	were,	in	fact,	a	deep	or	special	problem	for	non	-cognitivism;	Hare's	account	in	the	language	of	morality	(Hare	[1952])	was	specifically
treated	by	attributive	uses	from	"Good",	and	it	is	not	clear	why	the	relational	non	-cognitive	attitudes	should	be	more	difficult	to	make	sense	of	relational	beliefs.	A	lot	of	moral	philosophy	seems	to	assume	that	things	are	very	different	for	"good",	"Better"	and	"best."	But	like	such	external	incentives	they	do	not	make	it	appropriate	or	correct	to	wish
something	bad,	they	do	not	make	it	a	correct	movement	of	the	game	to	cheat	(Schroeder	[2010]).	But	many	moral	philosophers	have	argued	that	an	inventory	of	what	is	better	than	what	would	leave	something	interesting	and	important:	what	is	good.	Such	a	point	It	would	count	in	an	intelligible	way	as	a	kind	of	"immeasurability",	because	it	does	not
establish	value	in	human	life.	A	reason	to	think	that	distinction	may	not	be	general	enough,	is	that	situations	very	similar	to	the	incorrect	reasons	why	situations	may	arise	even	when	there	are	no	mental	states	at	stake.	In	fact,	if	I	did,	the	evaluative	standards	that	govern	the	actions	would	be	quite	different	from	those	that	govern	almost	everything
they	are.	And	crucially,	what	are	the	"certain	forms"	that	are	involved?	Therefore,	the	most	obvious	consequence	of	these	theories	is	that	the	evaluation	facts	should	not	be	explained	in	terms	of	deoal	facts.	They	are	theories	about	the	right	action,	or	about	what	one	should	do.	So,	if	"good"	is	only	"more	than	enough"	and	"Bad"	is	only	"captured	by	an
evaluation	of	what	is	in	the	best	that	the	relationship	with	what.	Are	they	equally	good?	Certainly,	not	It	is	one	of	the	things	whose	good	classic	utilitarians	would	like	to	add.	For	example,	because	it	had	the	value	of	knowledge,	Mill	committed	to	maintaining	that	its	value	is	instrumental,	not	intrudes.	The	theory	of	the	value	"designates	the	spinal	of
the	moral	philosophy	that	refers	to	the	theoretical	questions	about	the	value	and	goodness	of	all	the	varieties"	the	theory	of	value.	If	a	state	of	affairs	is	better	than	another	in	case	it	contains	more	value	than	the	other,	and	there	are	two	or	more	basic	intrudes,	then	it	is	not	clear	how	two	states	of	things	can	be	compared,	if	One	contains	more	than	the
first	value,	but	the	other	contains	more	than	the	second.	So,	theoretical	requires	that	there	be	some	particular	set	of	certain	ways,	so	that	something	is	good	in	case	there	are	reasons	to	respond	to	any	of	those	forms?	And	prayers	like	4	are	what,	following	Geach	[1956],	calling	attributive	uses	of	"good",	because	"works"	as	a	modifier,	instead	of	a
predicate	in	its	own	right.	So,	to	know	if	"that	is	good"	it	is	true,	you	must	know	that	all	the	facts	about	what	is	better	than	what	"also	needs	to	know	something	about	the	class	of	comparison	or	being	supplied	by	The	context	of	the	expression.	To	obtain	more	information,	see	the	entry	into	consequentialism	and	utilitarianism.	Therefore,	pluralistic
theories	are	explanatory	inadequate	or	have	not	really	located	the	basic	intrudes.	It	has	a	pluralistic	element,	in	contrast	to	Bentham,	but	if	the	mill	properly	counts	as	a	pluralistic	about	the	value	it	depends	on	whether	its	opinion	was	that	there	is	only	one	value:	happiness,	"but	two	different	types	of	pleasure	that	contribute	to	it,	one	more	effectively
that	the	other,	or	if	his	opinion	was	that	each	type	of	pleasure	is	a	distinctive	value.	Sidgwick's	slogan	required	that	it	is	a	desire	that	is	always	relevant,	while	Scanlon	slogan	leaves	open	so	there	can	be	different	"certain	ways"	to	respond	to	different	types	of	values.	For	someone	in	particular?	3.2	Adequate	attitudes	in	contrast	to	teleological	theory,
which	seek	terms	of	the	deoãpico.	This	is	supported	by	a	cursor	study	of	the	examples	we	have	considered,	in	which	what	is	said	to	be	good	seems	to	be	chosen	by	complementors	as	"â‚¬:"	It	would	be	good	if	you	did	that	";"	It	is	good	that	you	came	"	;	"It	is	better	for	me	to	finish	now."	In	this	case,	it	may	be	that	it	may	be	better	than	not	only	is	it
equivalent	to	having	more	value	that.	It	is	difficult	to	specify	in	some	way	exactly	what	counts,	but	certainly	includes	what	of	what	What	are	we	talking	about	when	we	say	Following	the	types	of	things	(compare	Ziff	[1960]):	"The	complant	is	good/bad";	"It	would	be	good/bad	if	you	did	that";	"It's	good/bad	to	talk	to	her";	"A	lot	of	cholesterol	is	good/bad
for	your	health";	"That	is	a	good/bad	knife";	"Jack	is	a	good/bad	bark";	"He	is	a	good	/	bad	man";	"He	is	good	/	bad	that	you	came";	"It	would	be	better/worse	if	you	did	not;	Ã	¢	â‚¬	Å	"Mack	is	a	better/worse	bark	than	jack	';"	is	better/worse	for	us	to	finish	now,	than	for	us	to	get	through	later	";"	the	best/worst	of	all	would	be	if	they	won	the	World	series
and	keep	all	their	players	for	the	next	year	";"	ELCELERY	is	the	best/worst	for	their	health	";"	Machar	is	the	best/worst	bark	around	"the	word"	value	"does	not	appear	anywhere	in	this	List;	however,	it	is	full	of	"good",	"better"	and	"better",	and	correspondingly	of	"Bad",	"WoSe"	and	""	and	"and"	worse.	"	According	to	this	point	of	view,	sometimes
called	teleology	relative	to	the	agent	or	consequentialism	focused	on	the	agent,	each	agent	must	always	do	what	will	bring	the	results	that	are	best	for	it.	A	paradigm	of	this	approach	is	Paul	Ziff's	theory	[1960]	and	Stephen	Finlay	[2004],	[2014].	In	its	most	narrow	sense,	the	"value	theory"	is	used	for	a	relatively	narrowness	of	theoretical	theory
particularly,	but	not	exclusively,	of	concern	for	the	consequentialists.	This	is	a	perspective	that	many	historical	pluralists	have	shared.	This	means	that	if	some	things	that	are	intuitive	of	value,	such	as	knowledge,	in	fact,	they	do	not	always	lead	to	what	a	theory	is	the	only	intrversic	value	(for	example,	pleasure),	then	the	theory	undertakes	to	deny	that
these	things	are	Really	always	of	value	after	everything.	Such	point	of	view	can	easily	accommodate	a	restriction	centered	on	the	agent	to	not	kill,	I	suppose	that	the	murders	of	each	agent	are	worse	enough	that	the	murders	of	other	agents	are	(Sen	[1983],	Portmore	[2007]).	1.1.2	Good	attributes	Other	types	of	views	include	a	good	simpliciter	in
terms	of	attributive.	Jon	is	a	better	sprinter	that	Jan	is	not	because	it	is	more	than	the	case	that	Jon	is	a	good	sprinter	that	Jan	is	a	good	sprinter:	both	are	excellent	sprinters,	so	none	of	these	is	more	than	the	case	that	the	other.	Talking	about	what	is	good	for	Jack,	for	example,	makes	Jack	happy	(say)	explain,	while	talking	about	what	is	a	good	knife
makes	our	usual	purposes	for	knives	(cut	things,	say)	explicitly.	This	is	a	problem	for	the	idea	that	incomparability	can	be	explained	by	value	pluralism.	It	is	important	to	distinguish	the	question	from	whether	good	simpliciter	admits	the	incomparability	of	the	question	of	whether	the	good	and	attributive	good	admit	incomparability.	The	evaluation,	in
such	points	of	view,	is	prior	to	the	deem.	The	first	of	these	two	accounts	would	fit	the	"good	first"	theory	of	section	1.1.4;	This	last	one	would	fit	with	the	"value-firt"	theory.	A	It	is	better	than	B	in	case	B	is	worse	than	A.	the	important	characteristic	of	this	statement	to	recognize	is	that	it	is	a	claim	that	is	not	on	intrversal	or	instrumental	value,	but	of
the	attributive	good.	Some	monists	have	argued	that	a	plural	list	of	values	​​would	be	explanatory	expulsifactory.	Instead	of	treating	"better	than"	so	basic,	and	something	as	good	in	case	it	is	better	than	many	in	some	kind	of	comparison,	philosophers	often	assume,	or	write	as	if	they	suppose	that	"it	is	basic.	Therefore,	they	are	not	really	in	parallel	to
pleasure	or	knowledge.	Is	it	a	better	artist	than	Mozart?	3.1.3	Other	teleological	theories	The	universalizable	egoãsmo	is	another	family	teleological	theory.	consideration	should	not	be	Then.	While	a	murder	is	at	least	twice	as	bad	as	an	ordinary	death,	not	for	murder,	the	consequentialists	can	explain	why	they	should	not	kill,	even	to	avoid	two	deaths.
And,	of	course,	this	type	of	vision	produces	the	prediction	that	the	sentences	are	not	explainedly	relative	"are	fantasy",	including	those	used	along	moral	philosophy,	they	are	really	true	or	false	once	the	paragraph	is	specified	Final,	perhaps	it	is	specified,	perhaps	by	context.	"Of	course,	in	contrast	to"	visible	"and"	audible	",	which	means"	how	much	to
see	"and"	how	much	listening	",	does	not	mean"	how	much	desire.	"	The	classical	consequentialism	is	sometimes	supported	by	the	appeal	to	the	intuy	[1903])).	For	example,	a	typical	example	of	an	alleged	incomparability	could	compare,	say,	Mozart	with	Rodin.	It	may	be	true	that	if	we	do	something	better,	then	other	things	in	equal	equality,	you
should	wish	it	more.	It	could	be	that	a	human	life	is	"price	of	more	information"	in	the	sense	that	killing	one	to	save	one	is	not	an	acceptable	exchange,	but	for	some	positive	value	of	\	(n	\),	killing	one	to	save	\	(n	(n	(n	(n	(n	(n	\)	would	be	an	acceptable	exchange.	To	deal	with	such	cases,	"good"	should	be	relativized	not	only	with	the	agents,	but	also	to
the	times	(Brook	[1991])	Consequently,	this	is	an	active	dispute	slope	in	its	own	right.	2.3.2	What	happens	when	there	is	incomparability	of	Bil?	Ruth	Chang	[2002]	has	argued	that,	in	addition	to	"more	there	From	","	WoSe	Than	",	and"	the	same	",	there	is	a	fourth"	relationship	positive	value	"that,	that	â‚¬,	that	she	calls	parity.	3.	One	of	the
motivations	for	Thinking	that	there	must	be	such	agent-relative	comes	from	proponents	of	Fitting	Attitudes	accounts	of	value,	and	goes	like	this:	if	the	good	is	what	what	To	wish,	then	there	will	be	two	types	of	good.	Therefore,	there	is	a	general	problem	with	non	-cognitivist	theories,	or	at	least	one	significant	lagoon	that	leaves.	2.1	Intrudic	value
2.1.1	What	is	the	intrversic	value?	Such	modification	of	the	Sidgwickian	motto	could	say	that	it	would	be	better	if	\	(p	\)	than	if	\	(q	\)	only	in	case	____	should	wish	that	\	(p	\)	more	than	that	\	(q	\)	(or	alternatively	,	prefer	\	(p	\)	a	\	(q	\)).	1.1	Varieties	of	goodness	The	statements	about	a	good	simpliciter	are	those	that	have	attracted	the	greatest	attention
in	moral	philosophy.	What	everyone	must	desire	will	be	the	"neutral	agent",	and	what	a	particular	person	should	be	desired	will	be	the	good	relative	of	that	person.	The	idea	of	​​the	value	related	to	the	agents	is	attractive	to	television,	since	it	allows	a	vision	that	is	very	similar	in	structure	to	the	classical	consequentialism	to	explain	the	restrictions.	This
leads	to	the	second	important	problem	that	is	at	stake	in	the	debate	between	the	monists	and	the	pluralists.	However,	an	additional	source	of	difficulties	for	opinions	as	"good"	is	used	in	English	to	make	statements	about	the	value	related	to	agents	in	a	context	dependent;	These	opinions	fail	ordinary	evidence	to	depend	on	the	context,	and	do	not
always	generate	the	readings	of	the	prayers	required	by	their	proponents.	In	general,	not	all	comparisons	must	be	analyzed	in	terms	of	something	like	the	height,	of	which	there	may	be	literally	or	less.	However,	another	thesis	in	the	neighborhood	would	be	somewhat	more	than	Bil.	The	classical	theories	of	natural	law	(Finnis	[1980],	Murphy	[2001])
are	teleological,	in	the	sense	that	they	seek	to	explain	what	we	should	do	in	terms	of	what	is	good,	but	they	do	it	in	a	way	very	different	from	consequentialism	and	egoãsmo.	Some	of	these	are	introduced	in	the	following	two	sections,	focusing	on	1.1	in	relationship	between	our	four	types	of	sentences	and	focusing	on	1.2	in	the	relationship	between
"good"	"good"	"Better",	and	between	"good"	and	"bad."	But	despite	these	differences,	the	Scanlonian	slogan	shares	with	the	Sidgwickian	slogan	the	characteristic	of	being	massively	inspected.	For	example,	Philippa	Foot	[1985]	offers	an	important	but	table	Foot	(Compar	incomparabilidad	dÃ©bil,	definida	como	arriba	y	una	fuerte	incomparabilidad,
requiriendo	aÃºn	mÃ¡s	la	falta	de	paridad,	lo	que	sea	que	sea	eso.	"Tall"	es	un	adjetivo	gradable,	y	"Taller"	es	su	forma	comparativa.	Por	ejemplo,	An	important	argument	was	mentioned	against	the	incomparability	of	the	value	in	the	previous	section.	What	are	they,	after	everything,	the	types	of	things	we	attribute	to	the	goodness	simple?	If	it	is	not	so,
then	the	analog	It	is	not	necessary	to	stay	in	"good"	and	its	cognates	either.	I	will	use	"instrumental"	in	a	broad	sense,	to	include	such	values.	If	this	principle	is	false,	then	an	explanatory	theory	of	why	you	can	offer	a	pleasure	and	the	knowledge	that	are	values	​​that	do	not	work	under	additional	and	more	fundamental	value	can	be	offered.	These
theses	are	bold	statements	in	the	theory	of	value,	because	they	tell	us	strong	and	surprising	things	about	the	nature	of	what	we	are	talking	about,	when	we	use	the	word	"good."	If	this	is	correct,	then	it	is	an	important	motivation	to	deny	that	"good"	can	be	understood	in	terms	of	"Better."	The	problem	with	this	reasoning	is	that	non	-consequentialist
may	agree	that	agents	They	must	do	the	best	action.	In	addition,	even	if	there	is	such	a	distinction,	relatively	"good"	for	agents	is	not	To	deal	with	all	intuitive	cases	of	limitations,	because	the	common	sense	allows	you	not	to	kill,	even	to	avoid	killing	twice	in	the	future.	What	is	a	story	of	"value"	statements,	saying	that	pleasure	is	good	in	case	pleasure
wishes	to	be	desired	by	____?	If	being	good	is	to	be	desirable,	and	it	is	desirable	to	be	correct	or	appropriate,	it	follows	that	being	good	is	only	correct	or	appropriate	desired.	Prayers	like	2	make	statements	about	what	I	(stipulate	again)	call	simplicitre	of	goodness;	This	is	the	type	of	goodness	that	attracts	for	traditional	utilitarianism.	In	addition,
against	the	monista,	the	pluralist	can	argue	that	the	basic	positions	to	which	his	theoretical	appeals	are	not	different	in	kind	of	those	that	the	monista	appeals;	They	are	only	different	in	number.	Therefore,	the	possibility	of	being	able	to	offer	such	a	unified	story	about	what	the	various	"good"	senses	have	in	common,	although	not	the	exclusive
property	of	the	appropriate	attitudes	approach	is	one	of	his	attractions.	If	the	good	is	better	to	be	too	high,	then	the	value	of	value	should	be	intuitively	height.	If	these	types	of	circumstances	can	affect	what	it	should	desire,	as	is	at	least	intuitively	plausible,	then	it	will	be	anxious	of	the	opinions	based	on	the	Sidgickian	phramula.	Unlike	the	other
types	of	"good"	sentences,	they	do	not	seem	naturally	to	admit	comparisons.	The	supposition	that	"it	is	good"	depends	on	the	context	in	this	way,	therefore,	it	can	be	the	type	of	thing	to	explain	the	intuition	that	drives	the	previous	argument.	That	is	why	it	is	called	"centered	on	the	agent."	Rawls	[1971]	attributes	this	point	of	view	to	utilitarians,	and
fits	utilitarian	discussions	such	as	smart	contribution	to	Smart	and	Williams	[1973],	but	much	work	will	have	to	be	done	much	to	be	required.	These	can	reduce	viable	theories	about	what	is	happening	in	cases	of	incomparability,	and	they	are	evidence	that	incomparability	is	probably	not	directly	explained	by	value	pluralism.	They	will	call	them
stipulatively	claims	of	value,	and	use	the	word	"stuff"	for	the	type	of	things	that	preach	value	(such	as	pleasure,	knowledge	and	money).	According	to	a	different	type	of	theory,	the	agglomerative	theory,	the	simplicit	of	goodness	is	just	what	you	get	when	"add"	what	is	good	for	all	the	various	people	there	are.	And	other	philosophers	have	suggested
that	the	teleology	related	to	the	agents	is	such	an	attractive	theory	that	everyone	is	really	committed	to	it	(Dreier	[1996]).	Chang	reserves	the	use	of	"incomparable"	to	apply	more	closely,	to	the	possibility	that,	in	addition	to	any	of	the	other	three	relationships	between	them,	it	is	possible	that	two	states	of	things	are	not	"in	a	couple	"
Consequentialism,	so	understood,	is	the	opinion	that	any	action	must	be	made	that	is	better	if	it	did.	Given	any	monistic	theory,	everything	that	is	of	value	must	be	the	intrversic	value	or	otherwise	it	must	lead	to	the	osical	intrversic	value.	First,	the	consequentialists	can	appeal	in	their	explanatory	moral	theory	to	the	facts	on	what	a	better	state	would
be	better,	without	maintaining	that	the	states	of	things	are	the	"primary"	of	value	of	value;	Instead	of	having	a	"good	first"	theor	value	in	them.	What	would	happen	if	you	could	avoid	two	murders	murdering?	The	good	theory	analyzes	the	value	statements	in	terms	of	"good"	simpliciter,	while	the	value	of	value	first	analyzes	"good"	in	terms	of	value
claims.	It	means,	very	well,	something	as	"desired	correctly"	or	"desired"	Each	agent,	there	is	some	way	to	evaluate	the	results	that	produce	the	correct	predictions	about	what	it	should	do,	but	these	classifications	try	that	the	agent's	murders	contribute	to	the	evil	of	the	results	that	the	murders	of	other	agents.	The	same	point	goes	if	being	good	is	to
be	better	than	a	set	of	established	context.	In	the	background	is	the	relationship	of	being	more	high	that,	and	someone	is	the	most	high	in	case	it	is	more	high	than	all	women.	In	addition,	even	those	who	take	a	theory	of	"good	first"	are	not	really	committed	to	maintaining	that	it	is	the	states	of	things	that	are	intrudedly	valuable;	The	states	of	things
are	not,	after	everything,	something	that	can	collect	more	or	less.	Even	once	it	is	agreed	that	the	good	simpliciter	is	incomparable	in	this	regard,	many	theories	have	been	offered	about	what	this	incomparability	implies	and	why	it	exists.	This	problem	poses	a	general	problem	in	principles	for	the	aspiration	of	consequentialism	to	explain	the	deoal
categories	in	terms	of	the	evaluation.	The	theory	of	the	point	of	view	reduces	both	good	and	good	simpliciter	for	good	from	the	point	of	view,	and	includes	good	simplicist	statements	as	about	the	point	of	view	of	the	universe.	Therefore,	it	could	be	that	the	attributive	good	is	sometimes	incomparable,	because	neither	Mozart	nor	Rodin	are	a	better
artist	than	the	other	and	are	not	equally	good,	but	that	good	simpliciter	is	always	comparable,	so	there	is	always	an	answer	about	how	The	two	of	two	actions	will	lead	to	a	result	that	is	better.	2.2	Monism/pluralism	One	of	the	oldest	questions	in	the	theory	of	value	is	that	there	are	more	of	a	fundamental	(intrversic)	value.	This	issue	has	recently	been
the	issue	of	very	fruitful	investigation,	and	researchers	have	generated	parallel	among	the	types	of	reasons	to	wish	that	they	are	for	this	type	of	"external"	incentives	and	family	problems	about	the	pragmatic	reasons	of	the	belief	and	the	type	of	reason	for	for	That	exists	at	the	Gregory	Kavka	toxin	puzzle	(Hieronymi	[2005]).	What	state	of	affairs	is
better,	under	such	a	circumstance?	The	adoption	of	the	philosophers	of	the	rmino	"intrinsic"	for	this	distinction	reflects	a	common	theory,	according	to	which	whatever	is	not	instrumentally	good	must	be	good	by	virtue	of	its	intrusion	properties.	For	example,	you	can	offer	a	substantial	financial	reward	for	wishing	something	bad,	or	an	evil	demon
could	(in	a	manner)	threaten	to	kill	his	family	unless	he	does.	Similarly,	it	has	been	concerned	that	non-cognitivist	theories	take	problems	that	take	into	account	the	so-called	"agent"	value	[see	section	4],	again,	apparently,	due	to	their	relational	nature.	This	argument	is	based	on	a	very	controversial	principle	on	how	an	explanation	of	which	something
is	a	value	must	work,	a	principle	very	similar	to	that	which	was	part	of	the	argument	that	the	intrversal	value	must	be	an	intrude	property	[section	2.1.1	].	But	that	would	be	impossible,	if	the	options	available	in	an	option	were	incomparable	in	this	way.	Some	philosophers	have	affirmed	that	the	teleology	relative	to	the	agents	is	not	even	a	different
theory	of	the	consequentialism,	maintaining	that	the	word	"good"	in	English	chooses	the	value	related	to	the	agent	in	a	way	dependent	on	the	context,	so	that	When	the	consequentialists	say,	"everyone	should	do	what	will	have	the	best	results",	what	they	are	really	saying	is	that	"everyone	should	do	what	will	have	the	best	results	for	their	life"	(Smith
[2003]).	Moore	did	not	argue	against	these	theses	directly,	but	he	did	not	demonstrate	that	they	cannot	be	combined	with	the	universalizable	egoãsmo.	This	can	be	correct,	but	obviously	it	is	not	so.	The	premise	in	this	argument	is	very	controversial	(Schroeder	[2005]),	and	in	fact,	many	philosophers	believe	that	something	can	be	Well	by	virtue	of
your	relationship	with	something	else.	2.3.1	Is	there	incomparability	of	Bil?	Pluralism	pluralism	Being	within	your	theory	of	happiness	alone.	A	version	full	of	this	vision	must	also	be	able	to	tell	us	how	much	ends	these	ends	can	be	made	in	"good"	for	"attributive	statements",	and	it	really	needs	to	make	sense	of	both	types	of	claims	as	a	very	general
type	.	From	this	point	of	view,	there	is	not	a	single	"exchange	value"	for	a	life,	because	the	value	of	a	human	life	depends	on	whether	it	is	"buying"	or	"selling",	it	is	more	high:	it	is	more	high	:	It	is	more	high:	it	is	more	high:	when	it	is	going	to	remove	it,	but	more	low	when	you	will	preserve	it.	According	to	an	example	of	such	a	theory	of	natural	law,
there	are	a	variety	of	natural	values,	each	of	which	requires	a	certain	type	of	distinctive	response	or	respect,	and	agents	must	always	act	in	a	way	that	respond	to	values	​​with	that	type	of	respect.	There	are	many	other	types	of	thesis	that	are	under	the	timulus	of	incomparability	or	incomensurability	of	values.	If	this	is	correct,	and	the	very
correct/incorrect	type	distinction	between	the	reasons	really	arises	in	a	broad	spectrum	of	cases,	including	those	that	are	like	this,	it	is	not	likely	that	a	distinction	that	only	applies	to	the	reasons	of	the	mental	states	It	lies	at	the	bottom	of	it.	According	to	a	Sidgwick	formula,	for	example,	the	good	thing	is	what	should	be	desired.	For	at	least	someone?
1.1.4	What	is	special	about	the	value	We	claim	the	sentences	that	I	have	called	"claims	of	values"	present	special	complications?	Maybe	it	makes	sense	to	say	that	vitamins	are	good	for	Jack,	but	only	instrumentally;	If	that	is	correct,	then	the	instrumental/intrversic	distinction	will	be	more	general,	and	you	can	tell	us	something	about	the	structure	and
relationship	between	the	different	senses	of	"good",	look	at	the	use	of	"good"	Intrude/instrumental	distinction.	A	person	is	more	high	than	another	in	case	the	height	of	it	is	greater;	Of	the	same	A	state	of	affairs	is	better	than	another	in	case	it	is	is	older.	1.2.3	Good	and	bad	these	questions,	in	addition,	are	related	to	others.	Prayers	such	as	1,	in	which
"good"	is	based	on	a	rmino	of	mass,	constitute	a	central	part	of	the	traditional	axiology,	in	which	philosophers	have	wanted	to	know	what	things	(of	which	there	may	be	more	or	more	less)	are	good.	The	reductive	theories	of	what	it	is	to	be	a	value	satisfies	this	description,	and	other	types	of	theory	can	do	so	(Schroeder	[2005]).	According	to
teleological	opinions,	of	which	the	classicalizable	consequentialism	and	the	universalizable	egoãsmo	are	classic	examples,	the	deoal	categories	are	subsequent	and	will	be	explained	in	terms	of	evaluative	categories	as	good	and	good	for.	So,	if	pluralism	leads	to	this	type	of	incomparability,	then	pluralism	must	be	false.	Prayers	like	3	are	good	for
prayers,	and	when	the	following	theme	"for"	is	a	person,	we	generally	lead	them	to	be	claims	about	well	-being	or	well	-being.	For	example,	I	give	my	money,	or	a	coffee	with	milk,	can	causally	cause	your	experience	in	pleasure,	while	your	experience	experimenting	can	be,	without	causing,	if	you	are	happy.	According	to	Scanlon's	slogan,	"calling
something	valuable,	that	is,	it	has	other	properties	that	provide	reasons	to	behave	in	certain	ways	with	respect	to	ã	©	l."	An	important	difference	from	the	point	of	view	of	Sidgwick	is	that	he	appeals	to	a	different	denectic	concept:	reasons	instead	of	duty.	This	opinion	discredits	the	topic	on	which	the	opinions	discussed	in	the	last	time	are	not	agreed,
since	it	denies	that	there	is	some	different	topic	for	them	to	deal	with	value	claims.	An	additional	complication	with	the	scanlonian	formula	is	the	appeal	in	the	analysis	to	the	existential	statement	that	there	are	reasons	to	respond	to	something	in	one	of	these	"certain	forms"	faces	great	difficulties.	For	another	example,	that	face	certain
consequentialist	theories,	such	as	traditional	utilitarianism,	about	the	explanation	of	things	such	as	justice	can	be	For	other	consistent	theories,	simply	adopting	a	more	generous	image	about	what	kind	of	things	contribute	to	how	good	things	are	(Sen	[1982]).	Is	it	a	good	simpliciter	story,	which	says	it	would	be	good	if	\	(p	\)	in	itself	©	n,	who,	who,
who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who	does	,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who,	who	does	not	Does	it	have	desire?	J.L.	Mackie	held	an	opinion	like	this	and	adopted	this	result,	Mackie's	error	theory	"extended	only	to	such	non	-relational	feelings	of"	good.	"If	Mill	has	this	point	of	view	and	maintains,	in	addition,	which	in	some	cases	is
indeterminate	if	someone	who	has	a	little	more	high	pleasures	is	more	happy	that	someone	who	has	a	few	lower	pleasures,	then	can	explain	why	it	is	indeterminate	if	it	is	so	it	is	better	to	be	the	first	form	or	the	second	form,	without	having	to	appeal	to	pluralism	in	its	value	theory.	For	example,	the	concern	that	consequentialism	is	too	demanding	has
been	addressed	within	the	consequentialist	framework,	replacing	"best"	with	"enough",	replacing	a	"satisfying"	conception	a	"Å"	maximizing	"one	(Slote	[1989]).	First	it	is	an	ontological/explanatory	problem.	2.2.3	Incomensurability	the	third	important	topic	in	the	debate	between	the	monists	and	the	pluralists,	and	the	central	one	in	the	last	days	©
cadas	,	is	that	on	the	relationship	between	pluralism	and	immeasurability.	According	to	a	more	scientific	vision,	prayers	such	as	"pleasure"	is	good	"do	not	express	a	distinctive	type	at	all,	but	they	are	simply	what	you	get	when	a	prayer	is	taken	as"	the	agreement	is	good	for	Jill	to	experience	"â‚¬,	genically	quantifies	Jill,	and	ellipse"	to	experiment.
"The	good	theory	corresponds	to	the	thesis	that	states	Things	are	the	"prime	carriers"	of	value;	The	theory	of	the	first	value	corresponds	to	the	alternative	thesis	that	are	things	like	pleasure	or	goodness	(or	maybe	time	instances)	that	are	the	"prime	carriers"	of	value.	But	cases	like	Rodin	and	Salieri	show	that	the	explanation	of	what	is	incomparable
between	Rodin	and	Mozart	cannot	simp	Best	artist.	According	to	a	very	different	type	of	theory,	the	theory	of	value	first,	when	we	say	that	pleasure	is	good,	we	are	saying	that	pleasure	is	a	value,	and	things	are	better	in	case	there	are	more	than	things	that	are	values	.	Many	of	the	basic	problems	in	the	theory	of	value	begin	with	questions	or
assumptions	about	how	various	types	of	claims	are	related	between	sã.	other.	
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problems	and	step-by-step	solutions.	Browse	through	all	study	tools.	Ontology,	epistemology,	axiology	and	research	methods	associated	with	critical	realism	research	philosophy.	There	is	a	consensus	among	researchers	that	critical	realist	is	more	popular	and	appropriate	than	direct	realist	approach	due	to	its	ability	to	capture	the	fuller	picture	when
studying	a	phenomenon.	Sep	24,	2017	·	Axiology	•	Axiology	is	a	branch	of	philosophy	that	studies	judgements	about	the	value.	•	Specifically,	axiology	is	engaged	with	assessment	of	the	role	of	researcher’s	own	value	on	all	stages	of	the	research	process.	•	Axiology	primarily	refers	to	the	‘aims’	of	the	research.	Postpositivism	or	postempiricism	is	a
metatheoretical	stance	that	critiques	and	amends	positivism	and	has	impacted	theories	and	practices	across	philosophy,	social	sciences,	and	various	models	of	scientific	inquiry.While	positivists	emphasize	independence	between	the	researcher	and	the	researched	person	(or	object),	postpositivists	argue	that	theories,	…	Apr	20,	2022	·	Axiology.
Axiology	is	the	branch	of	philosophy	that	considers	the	study	of	principles	and	values.	These	values	are	divided	into	two	main	kinds:	ethics	and	aesthetics.	Ethics	is	the	questioning	of	morals	and	personal	values.	Aesthetics	is	the	examination	of	what	is	beautiful,	enjoyable,	or	tasteful.	In	axiology	education	is	more	than	just	about	...	Oct	23,	2014	·
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