~ lunch money.

File 6
Where do right and wrong come from?

Horrible Harriet
Meet Harriet.

Harriet is a schoolgirl. But she’s
not a very nice schoolgirl. She hits
other schoolchildren and steals their

She tears up library books and breaks the other children’s
bikes. In fact, Harriet makes the other pupils’ lives quite miserable.

Murderous Murphy.

Of course, we all do things that are wrong. Often we feel guilty
about the bad things we have done. We feel that we should oy to
be better people than we are. Certainly there are many things
that T have done that I feel pretty guilty about and that I wish I

hadn’t done. And I am sure the same is true of you, too. No one
is perfect.
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While many of the things that Harriet has done are wrong,
there are things that are worse. Take Murphy, for example.
Murphy is a cowboy. He is also a murderer. Murphy shoots and
kills defenceless travellers so he can steal their money. Here’s
Murphy killing some poor unarmed cowboy who was on his
way back home to his family.
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Killing another person is of course considered to be one of the
very worst things that a person can do.

Morality
By saying that some of the things that Harriet and Murphy have
done are wrong I am talking about the mordlity of what they did.
Harriet and Murphy ought not to have done what they did.

Of course, morality is not just about what we ought not to do.
It is also about what we ought to do. It is about doing the right
thing. Suppose Mr Black borrows Mr Brown's Big Bouncer.

But while Mr Black is riding on the Big Bouncer, he gets a bit
carried away and punctures it.
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THE PHILOSOPHY FILES

Now, most people would say that Toby’s behaviour is morally
very wrong indeed.

But of course, what Toby is doing isn’t illegal. Even if Toby did
manage to trick the woman into marrying him, he wouldn't have
broken any law. So what’s morally wrong isn't always illegal.

Is it always wrong to kill?
We all think that killing is wrong But is killing anything wrong?
What about a sheep, a flea or a blade of grass? Of course, most
people would say that there’s nothing wrong with killing these
sorts of thing. They would say that it is only other people that we
shouldn't kill.

But is it always wrong to kill another person? Think about this
case. Suppose you are a rancher in the old Wild West. Murderous
Murphy breaks into your house.
He dusts himself down, points
his two six shooters at you and
your family, and says that he is
going to kill the lot of you and
steal all your money.

Suppose you have a gun hidden in your hand. And suppose the
only way to stop Murderous Murphy killing you all is to shoot
him dead. What would you do? I'm sure you would say that you
would shoot Murderous Murphy dead. In fact, I'm sure you

would say that that was the right thing to do.
N
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So it seems it isn’t always wrong 1o kill another person. While
we all agree that killing another person is wrong, most of us
don’t mean that it is always, in every case, WIong We mean only
that generally speaking killing is wrong There are exceptions.

It seems there are also exceprions to other moral principles.
Take, for example the moral principle that it is wrong to lie. If
Murphy asked you if there was anyone else worth robbing living
nearby and you knew that there was, would it be wrong to lie to
him? I don’t think so.

Perhaps you can think of other moral principles to which
there are exceptions. For example, are there cases in which it
wouldn't be wrong to steal?

Where does morality come from?

We have been talking about morality, about right and wrong.
Now we come to my big philosophical question. My question is:
where does morality come from? People give a number of different
answers to this question. We are going to look at three of them.

One answer is: morality. comes from us. We are the source of
morality, of right and wrong. Our description of some things as
‘right” and others as “wrong’ does no more than reflect how we
think or feel about them. Things aren’t right or wrong independ-
ently of what we might happen to think or feel about them.

Another quite different answer 10 the question: where does
moraliry come from? is: morality comes from God. It is God who lays
down what is right and what is wrong So even if none of us felt
that what someone did is wrong, it would still be wrong if God
says it’s wrong ,

A third answer to the question: where does morality come
from? is: things are right or wrong anyway, whatever we might happen
to think or feel about them or even what God might happen 10
think or feel about them.
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THE PHILOSOPHY FILES @ _
Morality comes from us: the Boo-Hoorah Theory
Here’s another theory that also says that morality comes from us.
Philosophers often call this theory the Boo-Hoorah Theory.
As we have just seen, according to the Feelings Theory, when I
say that something is wrong I make a claim, a claim about how I
feel. According to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, on the other hand, I don’t

make a claim about how I feel. I express how I feel. Let me explain
the difference.

Suppose I am about to watch a pig race.

Pivic FLASH 101}

_
xoznx:%m,“mu ﬁ 7ﬁ
w%w«mkcz,%i
CORLMIORST | 2= 3
TRoTvers o FiRE 120

I'bet £5 on Pink Flash at 10—1. So if Pink Flash wins, I win £50.
The race begins. Pink Flash is slow to start. Then one of the
other pigs ~ Honking Harry — pushes Pink

Flash over. I am upset about this. I yell,
‘Boo to Honking Harry!’ Then Pink

Flash gets up. He catches up with the
other pigs. Finally, with just metres to AA&\ =~ /-/A/U/«

g0, Pink Flash noses ahead. He wins! e
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Now, ask yourself, when I yell out ‘Hoorah for Pink Flash!’ is
what I say true or false? Of course, it’s neither. I am not saying some-
thing true. But neither am I saying something false. I am not
making any sort of claim, not even a claim about how I feel.

So what am I doing, then, when I say ‘Hoorah for Pink Flash!’?
I am expressing how I feel. I am expressing my happiness. Similarly,
when I yell, “Boo to Honking Harry!’ I am again expressing how
I feel. I am expressing my disapproval of what Honking Harry did.

Now, according to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, something similar
happens when I see Murphy shoot the other cowboy and I say
"What Murphy is doing is wrong!” When I say ‘What Murphy is
doing is wrong!’ it’s as if I yell ‘Boo to what Murphy is doing!” I
am expressing my disapproval of what Murphy is doing

BooTo
WAAT MURPHY

Similarly, when I say, ‘Repaying one’s debrs is right, it’s as if T am
velling, “Hoorah for repaying one’s debts!’ I am expressing my
approval of repaying one’s debts. In each case I am not making a
claim about how I feel. I'm just expressing how I feel.

So according to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, it’s neither true nor false
that what Zﬁ.@ﬁ% is doing is wrong. Indeed, according to the
Boo-Hoorah Theory, there is no fact of the matter aboutr whether

. what Murphy is doing is wrong (any more than there’s a fact of

the matter about whether Hoorzh for Pink Flash).
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But of course, a Varg would say “What Murphy is doing is
right!” According to the Feelings Theory, when a Varg says this, it
claims that it approves of what Murphy is doing. So, as it does
approve, what the Varg says is true too. We are both right! So we
can happily agree with each other!

TAGREE..
MiNnD J\OC\ WHAT
MWRPHY 1S Dot

But this can’t be correct, can it? For

surely, when I say "What Murphy is doing is wrong!” and the Varg
says “What Murphy is doing is right!” we are contradicting each
other. Obviously, we can’t both be right. As we are contradicting
each other, the Feelings Theory must be false.

A probiem with the Boo-Hoorah Theory
Why are the Vargs a problem for the Boo-Hoorah Theory?
According to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, when I say “What
Murphy is doing is wrong!’ I don’t make a claim. I merely express
how I feel. It’s as if I yell “Boo to what Murphy is doing!’
Sirnilarly, when a Varg says “What Murphy is doing is right!” it
doesn’t make 2 claim either. It merely expresses how it feels.
Now, according to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, which of us — the
Varg or me — is right about what Murphy is doing? Neither!
There is no fact of the matter as to which of us is correct!
According to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, what I say is no more
‘true’ than is what the Varg says.

134
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But isn’t there a problem here for the Boo-Hoorah Theory? For
surely, when I say “What Murphy is doing is wrong!"I don’t
merely express how I feel. I do make a claim. Indeed, I suppose
that what I say is true and what the Varg says is false. I suppose
there is a fact of the matter about whether or not killing is
wrong. Indeed, I suppose that the Varg is mistaken about this fact
of the marter. .

But if this is right — if when I say “What Murphy is doing is
wrong!’ I do make a claim, a claim that is true — then the Boo-
Hoorah Theory must be wrong too.

In fact, when you start to think about it, isn’t it clear that
morality can’t come from us? For surely, it’s a fact that killing is
wrong anyway, whatever we or the Vargs might happen to feel
about killing. Surely, even if we happened to agree with the Vargs
that there is nothing wrong with killing, as a matter of fact
killing would still be wrong, wouldn't it? But how can this be?

Answer number 2: morality comes from God
We are looking at the question: where does morality come from?
So far we have looked at the answer: morality comes from us. But it
seems that this answer cannot be right. So let’s now turn to a
different answer. ‘

According to many people, the reason killing is wrong anyway,
whatever we might have to say about it, is that God says it’s
wrong. Killing is wrong because

God disapproves of it. S SN
. hw A /\/"U
7 @ / KILLING
Morality comes from God. 78D 1S WRONG .
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THE PHILOSOPHY FILE
Answer number 3: things are right or wrong anyway
We are looking at the question: Where does morality come from?
We have now looked at two different answers to this question.
The first answer was: morality comes from us. The second
answer was: morality comes from God. Neither of these answers
seemns to be correct. So let’s now turn to the third of the three
answers we are going to look at. The third answer is: things are bmrﬁ
or wrong anyway, whatever we or even God might happen to say
about them.

Objective moral facts :
Those who say that killing is wrong anyway, whatever we or even
God might have to say about it, are saying thar it
is an objective fact that killing is wrong.

\ Thee 15 A Pep

What is an objective fact? Here’s an example. ONTHE TRRLE .
Suppose I believe that there is a pen on the

table behind me.

My belief may be true or it may be false. H\V\)/m m.m/
Suppose my belief is true. What makes it true is
a certain corresponding fact: the fact that there m ~
Is 2 pen back there on the table. A

\\i\\Mv///
N

Mr RELIEF 1S TRUE M BELEF IS PLSE

P
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And this fact seems to be an objective fact. What I mean is: it’s a
fact that there’s a pen on the table whether or not I or anyone else
knows there’s a pen on the table, and no matter what I or anyone
else might feel about there being a pen on the table. That there’s
a pen on the table is a fact ‘out there’ in the world, a fact that is
there anyway, whatever anyone might think or féel about ir.

Now you might suppose that it’s also an objective fact that
what Murderous Murphy did is wrong.

thuzm\

Lo
kﬁW AU%%
me@,;/

I believe that what Murphy did is wrong. And you might
suppose that my belief is made true by a corresponding fact: the
fact that what Murphy did is wrong. You might also suppose that
this fact is an objective fact: it’s out there anyway, no marter what I
or anyone else (including even God) might think or feel about it.
So, even if no one thought that what Murphy did was wrong, it
would still be wrong.

If there are objective moral facts, then mum right answer to the
question: where does morality come from? is: not from us, or from
God or from anyone else for that matter. Morality is ‘out there”: it’s inde-
pendent of dl of us.
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THE PHILOSOPHY FILES .

But Flib and Flob can't see the wrongness of what he is doing,

‘No,” replies Flob. ‘Our eyes are just like your eyes. But we find
your talk of seeing wrongness very sirange. We just can't see this thing
you Earth people call wrongness. Where is the wrongness, please?’

The Martians stare at me, waiting for a reply. I'm not quite
sure what they are getting at. So Flob continues.

"We have five senses just like you Earthlings. We too can see
and hear. We 100 can smell and taste things. And we have a sense
of touch just like yours. But our five senses do not allow us to
detect this thing you call wrongness. And we find this very mysteri-
ous. What we want 1o know is: where is the wrongness? Please
point it out to us. Please explain to us how you humans manage
to detect it. By which of your senses do you perceive it?’

LIHERES THE
taRONNESS 7

s

ﬂ/ \. \%u %ﬁ/;hﬂlf uﬂ..//y%ﬁ
N e

Now I begin to see what Flib and Flob are getting ar. Certainly,
wrongness doesn’t seem to be observable in the way that, say,
redness is. Redness is something that you can see (you can see

the redness of an apple, for example). Wrongness, on the other
hand, seems to be invisible.

The DIRS scanner

Tlook down at the man struggling to pull the woman'’s purse
from her hands. I have to admit, I'm not sure how I detect the
wrongness of what he is doing. Still, I feel quite sure that the
man is doing something wrong. So I have another go at explain-
ing to the Martians the wrongness of what the robber is doing.

142
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‘Look! That man is stealing that woman’s purse! You can see
that, can’t you?’

Flob says that they can certainly see that.

“Well, then, stealing is wrong, isn’t it?’

Flib and Flob don’t understand. Flib asks: ‘But where is
the wrongness? This further thing you call wrong-
ness is not detected by us when we observe
people stealing. Nor does the wrongness show
up on any of our scanning equipment.

Flib points 10 2 huge, gun-like object in the
corner of their room.

“This is the DIRS — the Detect-all Infinite Resolution
Scanner. It is the most powerful and all-encompassing
scanner in the whole universe. There is nothing in the narural
world that the DIRS can’t detect! But not even the DIRS can derect
this thing you call wrongness. We will show you.’

Flib and Flob aim the DIRS towards the robbery taking place
on the street.
They press a red button. There is a

slight humming noise as the DIRS NoTp .
begins to scan what is going on Mpcmba‘m.\
down below. Qﬁu = :
‘See?’ says Flib, pointing at the - \\\\D@,
many dials on the side of the Ny @ A\ \ﬁ\
DIRS. "We just aren’t picking up Y N ~7

any wrongness. Not a sausage!’
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THE PHILOSOPHY FILES m

The wrongness detector
A famous philosopher called G.E. Moore tried 10 solve the

problem of explaining how we detect wrongness. He supposed
that we have a sort of extra sense — a sixth sense — on top of our
other five. We can’t see, hear, smell, touch or taste Wrongness.

But we can detect it using this sixth sense. I shall call this extra
sense our wrongness detector.

You might think of your

wrongness detector as being a bit %fﬂ%/o\//\/
like an antenna. Just as sailors can N /Ew ¢
use a radio antenna to detect a m, ¢ QM

submarine hidden beneath the N

waves, so your wrongness detector uﬁ%

allows you to detect the wrong- bM% /m

ness of what someone is doing N

despite the fact that you can’t detect the wrongness with your
other senses.

So I detect the wrongness of what the thief down in the street
is doing by using my wrongness detector. Why can’t Flib and
Flob detect the wrongness of what the man is doing? Because
they don't have a wrongness detector, of course.

Has Moore solved the problem of explaining how we detect
wrongness? No. Not really. Moore has simply said that by some
strange mechanism ~ a wrongness detector — we do manage to
detect wrongness. But it remains utterly mysterious how this

wrongness detector is supposed to work. So we are sill left with
a big mystery.

Back to where we started?

We have been examining the view that there are objective moral
facts. On the view that there are objective moral facts, wrongness
is ‘out there’. It’s a property that acts of stealing have anyway,

WHERE m . .‘ sHT AND WRONG COME FROM?

whatever anyone (including even God Himself) might happen to
think or feel about stealing.

We have also seen that there's a big problem with this view. If
wrongness really were ‘out there’, then it seems it would be a
very weird, undetectable sort of property. In fact, it seems that if
wronguess really were ‘out there’ then we wouldn’t be able to
know about it.

S0, as I can detect when someone is doing something wrong,

It seems it can’t be an objective fact that what they are doing is
wrong.

A big advantage of the view that morality comes from us

Indeed, it seems we are being forced back to where we started.
It seems we are being forced back to the position that morality
must come from us after all. For a really big advantage of the view that
morality comes from us is that it very neatly explains why Flib
and Flob can'’t detect the wrongness of what the robber is doing.

Take the Boo-Hoorah Theory, for example. It clearly explains
why Flib and Flob can’t find the fact that makes what I say mue
when I say “That man is doing something wrong!” For according
to the Boo-Hoorah Theory, I am just expressing how 1 feel. It’s as if
I were shouting “Boo to what that man is doing!’ I don't make
any claim at all. So what I say is neither true or false.

THAT MAN IS PoING
Sonmg:
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THE PHILOSOPHY FILES

unsolvable mystery: how do we detect this property? It seems we
couldn’t detect it. In which case we couldn’t know that killing is
wrong. 5o, as we do know that killing is wrong, it seems it can’t
be an objective moral fact that killing is wrong.

How do we solve this puzzle? That is something that philoso-
phers are still arguing about even today. I must admit, I am
confused. I'm just not sure where morality comes from. Whar do

you think?

SIS e

File 7

What is the mind?

My mind
This is me.

And this is a brick.

One important difference between me and
unlike the brick, I have a mind.
~ So what goes on in my
mind? Well, having a typical
human mind means that I

brick is this:

can have experiences. For
example, I can enjoy the
taste of marmalade and the
smell of fresh coffee.

I can also make decisions. For

example I can decide 10 go
for a walk.
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