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114.
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4) R. Hursthouse, On Virtue Ethics, p. 4, R. Crisp (ed.), Mill on Utilitarianism,
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6) Greg Pence, “virtue theory,” p. 250; Nafsika Athanassoulis, “virtue ethics,” p. 7.
7) o] BolXE AFH AAS FLE rIE ARSSA FE AF S FE ARSS)
o, TG o Aot A S ARR B 9019 characterol] i
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8) Richard Kraut, “Two conception of happiness,” p. 178.
9) Richard Kraut, “Two conception of happiness,” p. 168.
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10) Fred R. Berger, Happiness, Justice, and Freedom, p. 13.
11) Robert W. Hoag, “Mill's conception of happiness as an inclusive end,” p. 4-5.
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12) Geoffrey Scarre, Utilitarianism, p. 139.

13) 1. S. Mill, 4 System of Logic, VI, xii, §6, §7.

14) Robert W. Hoag, “Mill's conception of happiness as an inclusive end,” p. 421.
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15) Robert W. Hoag, “Mill's conception of happiness as an inclusive end,” p. 419.
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18) Martha C. Nussbaum, “Mill between Aristotle & Bentham,” p. 66.
19) S. Evan Kreider, “Mill on happiness,” p. 58.
20) Fred R. Berger, Happiness, Justice, and Freedomp. 38.
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25) S. Evan Kreider, “Mill on Happiness,” p. 58.
26) J. S. Mill, Utilitarianism, p. 47-48.

27) 1. S. Mill, Utilitarianism, p. 48.

28) J. S. Mill, Utilitarianism, p. 48.
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Mill's Utilitarianism and Virtue Ethics

Jooman Maeng & Eunmi Kim

This paper basically takes aim at interpreting Mill's utilitarianism as a
virtue-utilitarianism, including utilitarian response to contemporary virtue
ethics. Critics who consider virtue ethics as agent-centered ethics
criticize utilitarianism based on the belief that an action is morally right
if it benefits the majority of people cannot be agent-centered ethics.
According to virtue ethics, the basic principles of utilitarianism are
agency-centered ethics. But I think that Mill's utilitarianism is not so.

Mill adheres strictly to the principles of utilitarianism: the greatest
happiness of the greatest number, consequentialism, teleological theory
of ethics, principle of utility. But most of all, it is significant to note
that virtue is very highly regarded as the most important part of
happiness. Furthermore, he identifies virtue with happiness, and
emphasizes the importance of agent's character. Therefore through these
interpretations it is justified that Mill's utilitarianism is named virtue
utilitarianism, including way understood under the style of qualitative

hedonism and qualitative or rule utilitarianism.

Key words: virtue ethics, virtue utilitarianism, utility, virtue, character,

happiness, agent-centered, agency-centered
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