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T H E 

P H I L O S O P H I C A L R E V I E W . 

T H E A L L E G E D F A L L A C I E S I N M I L L ' S 

- U T I L I T A R I A N I S M . " 

IT m a y w e l l seem superf luous, at this t ime o f day, to discuss 

once more the fami l ia r a rgument of M i l l in the essay on 

U t i l i t a r i a n i s m . " H a v e not the undoub ted fallacies i n that ar­

gument been s h o w n up again and again b y cri t ics a l ike of the 

In tu i t iona l and of the Idealistic s c h o o l ? T h e present writer 

f o r m e r l y shared this view,^ but repeated s tudy of the essay has 

conv inced h i m of its essential injust ice. A l l that is necessary, in 

defence of M i l l f r o m the charge that he has fa l len into fallacies 

w h i c h are patent to the veriest t y ro i n log ic , is to interpret his 

a rgument in the l igh t o f its context and o f the purpose the author 

has i n v iew. It is usual , wh i l e admi t t ing M i l l ' s candor and 

sympathet ic ins igh t , " to accuse h i m at the same t ime of a 

' ' f a c i l i t y in m a k i n g c o m p r o m i s e s " ^ and a transgression of the 

most famil iar rules of log ic w h i c h is h a r d l y credible in the author 

of an e p o c h - m a k i n g w o r k on that subject. E v e n so careful a 

wri ter as Professor S o r l e y attributes to h i m a l og i ca l quibble " 

w h i c h is discreditable either to his candor or to his intel l igence. 

I have preferred to assume that M i l l is at once candid and coherent 

i n his reasoning, and I th ink I have succeeded in c lear ing up the 

apparent fallacies, i f not in e l iminat ing the inconsistencies, in his 

ethical t hough t as presented in the famous essay. 

T o take first the most g la r ing , and therefore to m y m i n d the 

most incredible case, the critics have w i t h one consent accused 

M i l l o f c o m m i t t i n g the fa l lacy either o f C o m p o s i t i o n or of D i v i -

^ See Preface to ninth edition of A Study of Ethical Principles, 
2 J. S. Mackenzie, Introduction to Social Philosophy^ p. 204. 
^Ethics of Naturalism (2d ed.), p. 65. 
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