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Why cannot we discover a body of pgeneral moral truths that would help us to

solve particular moral problems in the way thaf geometrical truths help the
surveyor and mechanical truths help the engineer to solve their practical
problems? Some philosophers have thought it possible to discover such truths.
Plato, for example, seemed to think that, although it would be very difficult and
no one had yet done it, it might be possible for a man to come to know @The
Form of the Good: and this would give him an insight into moral rules not anlike

the insight of ihe geometer into geometrical axioms. Like Plato, Hobbes was
much impressed by the method of geometry and he thought that moral rules
were Rules found out by Reason for avoiding social calamity: and Spinoza
frankly casts his ethics into a deductive, geometrical form.

But the analopgy with mathematics or with any of the natural sciences will not
do. I shall iry later to explain (7) detail why it will not do; here it must suffice
to notice that the conditions which make wthe deductive method so fruitful in

the sciences do not all obtain in the field of conduct. The success of the sciences
is in part due to the possibility of discovering functional relations between
measurable gquantities and in part due to the possibility of giving precise
meanings to the words employed. @The classical Utilitarian theorv was an

attempt to produce a sort of mechanics of behuviour; and it failed just because

these necessary conditions do not obtain, Even if we neglect the fact that ethics

raises guestions about ends and take the dutv to produce the maximum pleasure

all round us as a datum. it i1s impossible to measure amounts of pleasure in the

wav that we can measure amounts of heat or enersv; and the duty to nroduce the

maximum of pleasure all round can certainly not be accepted as a datum unless

‘pleasure’ is construed so vaguely as to be useless.
(P. H. Nowell-Smith, Ethics)
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