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Doing Good: Consequentialism in Ethics 
PHL 376, Spring 2019 

Tues & Thurs 1:30-3pm, Carr Hall 103 
 

 
 

Professor: Brendan de Kenessey 
Department of Philosophy 
brendan.dekenessey@utoronto.ca 

 
Office: Jackman Humanities Building (170 St. George St), Room 508 
 
Office hours: Tuesdays 3:30-5:30pm or by appointment 
 Office hours sign-up sheet: 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1bi89kyV4sAfsktSIwwO9dHplU_e
Z6C9Id9bU9f-iaWU/edit?usp=sharing  

 
Website: https://q.utoronto.ca/courses/76364   
 
Readings: All readings for the course can be downloaded from the course website. 
 
Music: You can nominate music to be played before class here: 

https://docs.google.com/document/d/1EWfymsoUjk5RlX_bs3WZcP5ihW
Cxu0kIr4sNDiqWhzE/edit?usp=sharing  

 
 

COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
Here’s a simple ethical theory: you should always do whatever will produce the most good. This 
view, which we will call consequentialism (also popularly known as Utilitarianism), initially strikes 
many as obvious, even undeniable. Yet, while consequentialism is one of the most influential 
theories in moral philosophy, it is also one of the most reviled. The history of moral philosophy 
since 1900 could be written as a history of objections to consequentialism. 
 
In this course, we will undertake a sustained investigation of consequentialism. Throughout we will 
be concerned not just with the narrow question of whether consequentialism is correct, but with 
the broader issue of how we should take the consequences of our actions into account when 
deciding what to do. 
 

GRADING AND EXPECTATIONS 
 
Grade breakdown 
 
Paper 1: 30% 
Paper 2: 30% 
Final exam: 40% 
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Papers 
 
There will be two paper assignments, each worth 30% of your total grade. Paper topics and 
guidelines will be distributed in class and on Quercus well in advance of the due date. 
 
Paper 1 (6-8 pages, 12 point font double spaced): due Tuesday, February 12th at 1:30pm 
Paper 2 (8-10 pages, 12 point font double spaced): due Tuesday, March 19th at 1:30pm 
 
You will submit your papers online via Quercus. All papers must be submitted before the start 
of class on the day they are due. 
 
Final Exam 
 
There will be a final exam, worth the remaining 40% of your grade. The date and time of the 
exam are still to be determined and will be posted on Quercus as soon as I have them. The final 
exam will consist of short essay questions on the content of the course. 
 
Reading and Class Participation 
 
I expect you to read the assigned readings before class and come to class ready to discuss them. As 
an advanced small lecture, in-class discussion will be a central part of this course. Though you will 
not be formally graded on class participation, actively engaging in class is the best way for you to 
learn the material and prepare for the final exam. 
 
 

COURSE POLICIES 
 
Late papers 
 
Late papers will lose 3 points per day they are late, up to a maximum late penalty of 45 points. 
Papers turned in more than 15 days late can receive credit, but the 45 point penalty will be applied. 
 
Papers turned in after 1:30pm on the due date are considered one day late. A paper turned in more 
than 24 hours after the time it was due (i.e. after 1:30pm the day after the due date) is two days 
late; and so on. 
 
Extensions 
 
My view on extensions is this: it’s important that you have a deadline, but not very important when 
that deadline is. So, I am happy to grant an extension for any reason so long as it is requested 
more than 48 hours before the deadline. I will not consider requests for extensions within 48 
hours of the deadline unless you have a note from your doctor, registrar, or accessibility advisor. 
 
To request an extension, simply send me an email telling me which paper you’d like an extension 
for and your desired length of extension (up to one week maximum). 
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Academic honesty and plagiarism 
 
It should go without saying that your papers must be your own work. There is an easy way to avoid 
academic dishonesty: cite everything you don’t think of and write yourself. Better to cite 
too much than too little. Acknowledge anything that has helped you write your paper with a 
citation or footnote: 
 

§ If you quote something verbatim, make sure it appears between quotation marks and that 
you identify the source and the page numbers you are quoting from. 

§ If you paraphrase something you read, add a footnote citing the source and page numbers 
of the passage you are paraphrasing. Note: merely changing a few words in a passage does 
not count as paraphrasing. Paraphrases must still be your own writing from start to finish. 

§ If you read something helpful, add a footnote acknowledging that the source helped you 
with the paper – even if you aren’t using it directly. An example: “My thinking about the 
issues in this paper has been helped by the article ‘Consequentialism’ in the Stanford 
Encyclopedia of Philosophy (https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/consequentialism/).” 

§ If you get an idea from a conversation with a friend or anyone else, then acknowledge their 
help in a footnote. Example: “Thanks to my roommate Justin Beiber for suggesting this 
response to my objection to Korsgaard’s argument.” (Professional philosophers do this all 
the time!) 

 
The University of Toronto treats cases of cheating and plagiarism very seriously. The University’s 
policies and procedures regarding academic honesty can be found in its Code of Behaviour on Academic 
Matters, available at: 
 
http://www.governingcouncil.utoronto.ca/Assets/Governing+Council+Digital+Assets/Policies
/PDF/ppjun011995.pdf 
 
More information is available at https://www.academicintegrity.utoronto.ca/  
 
All suspected cases of academic dishonesty will be investigated following procedures outlined in 
the Code of Behaviour on Academic Matters. If you are in any doubt about whether something 
you are doing constitutes academic dishonesty, ask me. 
 
Turnitin.com 
 
Normally, students will be required to submit their course essays to Turnitin.com for a review of 
textual similarity and detection of possible plagiarism. In doing so, students will allow their essays 
to be included as source documents in the Turnitin.com reference database, where they will be 
used solely for the purpose of detecting plagiarism. The terms that apply to the University’s use of 
the Turnitin.com service are described on the Turnitin.com web site. 
 
Your papers will be reviewed by Turnitin.com by default when you submit them on the Quercus 
course website. Use of Turnitin.com is voluntary: if you wish to opt out of having your papers 
reviewed by Turnitin.com, email me and we will set up an alternative arrangement. 
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Accessibility and accommodation 
 
The University of Toronto is committed to accessibility, and students with disabilities and other 
diverse learning needs are welcome in this course. If you require accommodation for a disability, 
or have any accessibility concerns about this course, please contact either me or Accessibility 
Services as soon as possible (accessibility.services@utoronto.ca; 416-978-8060). For more 
information on accessibility at U of T, go to http://studentlife.utoronto.ca/as 
 
 

RESOURCES 
 

Want help? Here are some people you can ask: 
 

(1) Me. I am here to help you learn, and want to see you succeed. So please don’t hesitate to 
ask me for help! 
 

(2) The Philosophy Essay Clinic. You can get one-on-one help on your philosophy papers 
at the Philosophy Essay Clinic: http://philosophy.utoronto.ca/st-george/undergraduate-
at-st-george/philosophy-essay-clinic/. The essay clinic is a great place to get feedback on 
rough drafts of your papers. 
 

(3)  Your college’s Writing Centre. Each college has a writing centre where students from 
that college can go for help with their writing assignments. To find your college’s writing 
centre, go here: http://writing.utoronto.ca/writing-centres/arts-and-science/ 
 

(4) Writing Plus workshops. U of T’s writing center holds a series of workshops throughout 
the term on every aspect of academic writing: see http://writing.utoronto.ca/writing-
plus/fall-workshops/. You can also find lots of writing advice on the center’s website: 
http://writing.utoronto.ca/  
 

(5) ELL (English Language Learning). If English is not your first language, or if you want 
to improve your English language skills for any reason, there are helpful resources available 
at http://www.artsci.utoronto.ca/current/advising/ell  

 
University of Toronto also offers support services for a wide range of challenges you might 
encounter, including (but not limited to) mental health, financial distress, housing crises, and sexual 
violence. If you need help, please ask for it. There are people whose job it is to give you help. 
For a guide to these resources, visit http://studentlife.utoronto.ca/feeling-distressed 
 
For a fun and helpful guide to reading and writing philosophy, I highly recommend “The Pink 
Guide to Taking Philosophy Classes” by Professor Helena de Bres: 
https://sites.google.com/a/wellesley.edu/pinkguidetophilosophy/ 
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COURSE SCHEDULE AND READINGS 
 
To keep the readings manageable in length, I’ve divided them into fine-grained sections. So, pay 
close attention to the pages listed below! 
 

Part I: Promoting the good 
 
Tuesday 1/8: Introduction 
 No readings 
 
Thursday 1/10: Hedonism about the good, for and against 
 G. E. Moore, Principia Ethica 
 Sections 50-55 (p. 133-145) 
 
Tuesday 1/15: Final and intrinsic value 
 Christine Korsgaard, “Two Distinctions in Goodness” 
 Sections I-II (p. 169-173), IV-V (p. 177-190) 
 
Thursday 1/17: Incomparability in value 
 Ruth Chang, “The Possibility of Parity” 
 Introduction (p. 659-662, end of first paragraph); section 1 (p. 667-673); section 2 (p. 673-

675, end of first paragraph); section 3 (p. 679-685, end of second paragraph) 
 
Tuesday 1/22: Catch-up + paper assignment 
 No reading 
 
Thursday 1/24: Aggregation across persons 
 John Taurek, “Should the Numbers Count?” 
 p. 293-310 (end of second paragraph) 
 
Tuesday 1/29: Collectively caused harm 
 Shelly Kagan, “Do I Make a Difference?” 
 Sections 1-3 (p. 105-111), p. 116 (second and third paragraphs), section 6 (p. 117-119), 

section 8 (p. 121-124), sections 11-12 (p. 129-134), section 16 (p. 140-141) 
 
Thursday 1/31: Can we know the consequences of our actions? 
 James Lenman, “Consequentialism and Cluelessness” 
 Sections 1-2 (p. 342-350), section 4 (p. 351-359) 
 
Tuesday 2/5: Catch-up day (Lenman) 
 

Part II: Constraints 
 
Thursday 2/7: Introduction to constraints 

Shelly Kagan, Normative Ethics 
Chapter 3, sections 1-2 (p. 70-84) 
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Tuesday 2/12: Class canceled (Prof de Kenessey stranded in Denver)  [PAPER 1 DUE] 
 
Thursday 2/14: The status rationale for constraints  
 Robert Nozick, Anarchy, State, and Utopia 
 “Moral Constraints and Moral Goals” and “Why Side Constraints?” (p. 28-33) 
and 
 Frances Kamm, “Non-consequentialism, the Person as an End-in-Itself, and the Significance 

of Status” 
 p. 382 (from “Why a Constraint?”) – p. 389 
 
Tuesday 2/26: The freedom rationale for constraints  
 Japa Pallikkathayil, “Deriving Morality from Politics: Rethinking the Formula of Humanity” 
 Section II, part A (p. 129-131) and parts C-D (p. 132-141) 
 
Thursday 2/28: The contractualist rationale for constraints 
 Thomas Scanlon, “Contractualism and Utilitarianism” 
 p. 596-598 (second paragraph on p. 596 up to last paragraph on p. 598); p. 600-604 (starting 

at Section III and ending at “…is a further question too large to be entered into here.”) 
 
Tuesday 3/5: Rule consequentialism 
 Shelly Kagan, Normative Ethics 
 Chapter 6, section 5 (p. 223-235, ending at “…to factoral consequentialism across the board.”) 
 
Thursday 3/7: Trolleyology 1 
 Caspar Hare, “Should We Wish Well to All?” 
 Section 1 (p. 451), sections 3-5 (p. 454-467) 
 
Tuesday 3/12: Trolleyology 2 
 Kieran Setiya, “Must Consequentialists Kill?” 
 Whole article 
 
Thursday 3/14: Catch-up day (Setiya) 
 
 

Part III: Partiality 
 
Tuesday 3/19: Consequentialism and integrity [PAPER 2 DUE] 
 Bernard Williams, “A Critique of Utilitarianism” 
 Section 3 (p. 93-100), section 5 (p. 108-118) 
 
Thursday 3/21: Options to do less than the best  
 Samuel Scheffler, The Rejection of Consequentialism 
 Chapter 2 (p. 14-22) 
and 
 Shelly Kagan, “Does Consequentialism Demand Too Much? Recent Work on the Limits of 

Obligation” 
 Section 3 (p. 249-254) 
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Tuesday 3/27: Consequentialism and relationships 1  
 Neera Badhwar Kapur, “Why It Is Wrong to be Always Guided by the Best: Consequentialism 

and Friendship” 
 Sections 1-3 (p. 483-494) 
 
Thursday 3/28: Consequentialism and relationships 2 
 Barry Maguire, “Love in the Time of Consequentialism” 
 Introduction and sections 1-4 (p. 1-14) 
 
Tuesday 4/2: Agent-relative consequentialism 
 Douglas Portmore, “Combining Teleological Ethics with Evaluator Relativism: A Promising 

Result” 
 Whole article 
 
Thursday 4/4: Consequentializing 
 Jamie Dreier, “In Defense of Consequentializing” 
 Whole article except appendix 


