


Overview

 Consider the rationale for the ethical taboo or prohibition on
lying

tie that most plausible view of the basis for this rationale
the conditions needed for agreement — the terms
need to reach in order to combine their agency.

does not motivate a blanket prohibition on
here can be tacit or express agreement
le in certain defined contexts

phere can be adaptive. This goes
deception generically

ric intrusions into personal



QuickTime™ and a
TIFF (Uncompressed) decompressor

are needed to see this picture.




QuickTime™ and a
TIFF (Uncompressed) decompressor
are needed to see this picture.

QuickTime™ and a
TIFF (Uncompressed) decompressor
are needed to see this picture.




The news about lying ...

e |t's bad. Or at least wrong pro tanto ... most
philosophers agree on this. Areas of dispute: how
bad (or wrong) it is, and why.

lutionary naturalism seems to give few pointers.
futh-sensitivity has obvious adaptive

S, SO does the capacity to deceive e.qg.
ompetitor species.

ISm gives no rationale for a blanket
ule utilitarianism may do so
the question.
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The truth about truthfulness...

My view: adapted from humanity notion. Liars attempt to
use others’ agency, and the others cannot agree to this
(insofar as they are deceived).

« Examples: poker; collective responsibility

e Roughly speaking: if | assert something to you, that
creates a right in you that | at least believe it, i.e. | have

sufficient warrant for saying it.



From lying to deception

* The laxer rules on deception apply,
particularly, when there Is no pre-established
right to the truth on the other person’s part.

e But this Is true with most non-mendacious
(because non-assertoric) forms of deception

e This proves important when considering
citizens’ relation to the state ...



More news

e There Is no contract between citizen & state

* [here could be no contract that laid down
ntractual terms in general, without circularity

from that, there would be nothing to stop the
f a ‘'spoofing clause’ in any such contract,
. If the state fails to honour certain
(e.g. Emilio’s WWII example)

oftware used in creating and
d build in ‘autospoof’
rties, but this is a
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The epistemic republic

e DNA database ownership: who collates/ encrypts
nd grants access to data? The state? citizens?
lvate corps?

ISES an obvious privacy issue; and
S, threat of discrimination based on

Information may be used for
, Or authorities may be
lvate corps
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