The Immoral Addition Paradox: A Problem for Consequentialism from Common Sense Morality
[bookmark: _GoBack]Abstract: When faced with troublesome thought experiments, consequentialists may appeal to extra considerations that potentially safeguard the theory from endorsing counterintuitive conclusions. However, since the theory justifies means by which the ends are met, then one could add prima facie immoral provisos as means that would secure a counterintuitive conclusion. Yet, this seems to be a paradoxical spot for an ethical theory. That is, a conclusion of consequentialism is prima facie wrong (e.g., harvesting the organs of an unconsenting innocent), but it can be always be made right under consequentialism by adding means that are also prima facie wrong (e.g., being incredibly deceptive). Meanwhile, it seems that adding prima facie immoral means would not change the wrongness of the act and, if anything, heaping such immoral provisos on these thought experiments would only make the outcome even more objectionable and further from being morally correct. This paper will proceed with exploring some examples, and I will conclude that the immoral addition paradox reveals further conflicts between the nature of consequentialism and common sense morality.
The Immoral Addition Paradox
The Transplant Case
If, for example, the theory initially endorses harvesting the organs of the unconsenting to maximize happiness, we may pull back from this conclusion by appealing to the disastrous consequences that would result from public distrust of medical institutes. However, one could always add prima facie immoral provisos that commit us to unconsenting organ harvesting under a consequentialist ethic. The prima facie immoral provisos in such a case could be that such harvesting is done on a marginalized individual who is discounted by the public, a government that has perfected secrecy and lack of transparency, etc. With these proviso, public distrust is not eroded, and forceful organ harvesting would be right. Yet, this seems counter to our moral thinking. The accumulation of immoral provisos should could against an act’s final moral evaluation, rather than swing it in the favor of being good.
Consequentialist solutions
	
Morality as a math problem
	A negative times a negative equals a positive.
