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1) John Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism, 12%.
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2) Henry R. West, An Introduction to Mill's Utilitarian Ethics, Huei-chun Su,
“Mill's distinction of higher and lower pleasures Revisited”, 2% A <&~
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4) olfd wFH Adfel &= dAES ot Zth D Brink, “Mill's
Deliberative Utilitarianism”, G. Scarre, “Donner and Riley on Qualitative
Hedonism”, R. Crisp, Mill on Utilitarianism.

5 olgf’ HIEFEH Al &s= A= ted Zth W. Donner, “Mill's
Utilitarianism”.

6) Jonathan Riley, “Interpreting Mill's Qualitative Hedonism”, 410%.

7) Christoph Schmidt Petri, “Mill on Quality and Quantity”, 102%.

8) 7].0 :L Zzl.

9) Jonathan Rlley, “Interpreting Mill's Qualitative Hedonism”, 410%:.
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10) Jonathan Riley, “Interpreting Mill's Qualitative Hedonism”, 412%.

11) Kristin Schaupp, “Books before Chocolate? The Insufficiency of Mill's Evidence
for Higher Pleasures”, 269%.

12) David O. Blink, “Mill's Deliberative Utilitarianism”, 92%:.

13) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “On an Interpretation of Mill's Qualitative Utilitarianism”,
166%. Schmidt-Petrioll J3bd EE2 A& AA|sh= AlgEo] olsist= <A’
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e £ AFskedl ol e SAERT HuAd $A4de 2 "o
Jonathan Riley, “What are Millian Qualitative Superiorities?”, 64-65%:

15) John Stuart Mill, “James Mill's Analysis of the Phenomena of the Human
Mind”, 223-36%, 239-42%, Jonathan Riley, “Interpreting Mill's Qualitative
Hedonism”, 413%& #|Q1-&.

16) Jonathan Riley, “What are Millian Qualitative Superiorities?”, 62-63%.
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Riley, “What are Millian Qualitative Superiorities?”, 63% 25

18) Jonathan Riley, “Interpreting Mill's Qualitative Hedonism”, 414%:.

19) 22 2, 22 &

20) Jonathan Riley, "Is Qualitative Hedonism Incoherent?", 351%.
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21) Michael Hauskeller, “No Philosophy for Swine: John Stuart Mill on the Quality
of Pleasures”, 432%:.
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22) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “Mill on Quality and Quantity”, 102%.

23) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “On an Interpretation of Mill's Qualitative Utilitarianism”,
166%.

24) & 2, 2L %, Schmidt-Petrie 57 (usual) ¥4l 02 H9] H@% ol &
ok o714 B Aol vt fEle] RN AR = e A Y
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25) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “Mill on Quality and Quantity”, 103%:.
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26) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “Mill on Quality and Quantity”, Jonathan Riley,
“Interpreting Mill's Qualitative Hedonism”, =L ¥ Schmidt-Petrit 20063 #}41<]
olgfloll thgk Riley2] HITol| thgsh= L—?é 7]3'_5‘}\3]-, “On an Interpretation
Mill's Qualitative Utilitarianism”.
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27) Troy Booher, “J. S. Mill's Test for Higher pleasure”, 1%
28) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “Mill on Quality and Quantity”, 102%.
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29) Kiristin Schaupp, “Books before Chocolate? The Insufficiency of Mill's Evidence
for Higher Pleasures”, 274%:.

30) 22 2 22 &

3) 22 S A2 &

32) Christoph Schmidt-Petri, “On an Interpretation Mill's Qualitative Utilitarianism”,
174%:.
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36) Ben Saunders, “Reinterpreting the Qualitative Hedonism Advanced by J. S.
Mill”, 201%.
37) John Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism, 15%.
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J. S. Mill and the Understanding on the Qualitative
Differences Between Pleasures

Kim, Eun Mi (Chung—Ang University)

The purpose of this article is to point out the problem of
understanding para. 5 of ch. 2 of Utilitarianism and to seek the
possibility of a new understanding. There are two ways to understand
the quality of pleasure or test it: the standard view by Jonathan Riley
and the non-standard view by Christoph Schmidt-Petri. The standard
view says that quality always overcomes quantity in evaluating
pleasures. That is, higher pleasure ought to be chosen over lower
pleasure regardless of quantity. This means that there is essentially a
superior pleasure in quality and there is a distinct hierarchy of
pleasures. The non-standard view says if some pleasure is chosen over
another available in larger quantity, then we are justified in saying that
the pleasure chosen is of higher pleasure than the other. But neither of
them did showed John Stuart Mill's intention. What is Mill's view
about the distinctions of quality? 1 aim to examine the possibility of a

new understanding based on Saunders(Ben Saunders)'s theory.

Key words: Utilitarianism, The difference in quality, Standard view,

Non-standard view, Pleasure.
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