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1) J. S. Mill, Utilitarianism, 282%.

2) 1. S. Mill, Utilitarianism, 279%.

3) olH¢ BT AFol|= Henry Sidgwick, T. H. Green, F. H. Bradley, G. E.
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Traditional and Revisionist Interpretations” Literature of Liberty, 1979. 3852
A== Fred R. Berger, Happiness, Justice, and Freedom: The Moral and
Political Philosophy of John Stuart Mill, Berkeley, 1984. John Gray, Mill on
Liberty: A Defence, London, 1983, Robert W. Hoag, “Happiness and Freedom:
Recent Work on Jon Stuart Mill”, Philosophy and Public Affairs, 1986. 5°|
ATk

6) ko] ol A3 FFEA 73| Jonathan Riley, “Interpreting Mill’s Qualitative
hedonism”, The philosophical  quarterly, vol.53, No. 212, 2003, 7. “Millian
Qualitative Superiorities and Utilitarianism”, Part II, Utilitas, vol.21, No.2,
2009, 6. “What are Millian Qualitative Superiorities?”, Prolegomena 7, 2008. 3
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7) Robert Hoag, “J. S. Mill’s Language of Pleasure”, Wendy Donner, “Mill’s
Theory of Value”, Francisco Vergara, “Bentham and Mill on the ‘Quality’ of
pleasures”.
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10) J. S. Mill, System of Logic, 30~31%.
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12) I. S. Mill, System of Logic, 51%.
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The Qualitative Differences Between Pleasures in
Mill's Utilitarianism

Kim Eun Mi (Dong Seoul University)

Presented article explores Mill’s theory of qualitative pleasure. In
order to identify the qualitative differences between pleasures, the most
persuasive argument is the competent’s preferences. The reason that we
trust their judgements is because they have mental higher capability.
According to Mill, ‘the competent’s preferences’ depend on their higher
capability. How persuasive ‘the competent’s preferences’ is is related to
the meaning of ‘pleasure’ as Mill understands it. The purpose of this
article is to explore the meaning and attributes of ‘pleasure’ and ‘the
competent’ as an attempt to understand widely Mill’s qualitative

pleasure.

Key words: Feelings, Pleasure, Quantity and Quality as Attribute, The
qualitative difference, Competent Judge, higher faculty
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