94 Chapter 4 Moral Analysis and Ethical Duties
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Bentham and Mill jointly made the argument that, clearly, obedience to the law was
a basic requirement of a productive and pleasant society, but that specific laws could
be either manipulated or misdirected for individual gain, particularly by the powerful A,
central authority proposed by Hobbes and Locke. There had to be a means of evaluat- :
ing which laws were good and consequently should be obeyed, and which were not and
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