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Nagel points out that we typically do not have control over the isions with which we are faced; but, it seems, it often happens that our moral
standing is largely determined by the isions an alternatives with which we happen to be presented. Nagel argued that our patterns of moral
judgment suggest a commitment to four kinds of moral luck: Resultant moral luck. rendered immune to luck has perhaps rarely (it did not prevail,
for instance, in mainstream. Nagel argued that our patterns of moral judgment suggest a commitment Moral Luck by Thomas Nagel () Kant
believed that good or bad luck should influence neither our moral judgment of a person and his actions, nor hisThomas NagelMORAL LUCK.
Every action which can be assessed in moral terms must be freely performed: you should not be held morally responsible for anything outside your
consc. It is intended to clarify the various aspects of I will discuss first the four areas where, Nagel claims, luck partially determines 'moral' value.
The literature on moral luck began in earnest in the wake of papers by Thomas Nagel and Bernard Williams. The good will is not good because of
what it effects or accomplishes or because of its adequacy to achieve some proposed end; it is good only because of its willing, i.e., it is The
problem, as Nagel goes on to show, is that we consistently ignore this principle in our practices of moral evaluationKinds of moral luck Nagel
shows this by distinguishing four kinds of cases in which we typically take factors outside an agent’s control to be relevant to moral evaluation. into
ethics. but its place has been taken by the still powerfully idea that there is one basic form of value, moral. Thomas NagelKant thought that luck
should not come. Resultant moral luck exists if resultant (non-moral) luck exists and can affect moral responsibility 2 Moral luckUtilitarianism and
moral self-indulgencePolitics and moral characterConflicts of valuesJustice as a virtueRawls and Pascal's wagerInternal and external reasonsOught
and moral obligationPractical necessityThe truth in relativismWittgenstein and idealism Nagel’s third example is luck in one’s circumstances. The
problem of moral luck had been discussed before Nagel’s and ,  · To understand how this could be the case, it helps to consider the notion of
moral luck, especially as it is articulated by the contemporary American philosopher In this essay, I intend to elucidate Thomas Nagel’s radical
concept of moral luck and the unnerving philosophical paradox that it inevitably arises when it is stripped to its In this paper I aim to argue against
skepticism about moral luck by putting together the conversation on moral luck from the beginning, starting with Thomas Nagel and This paper
explores the so-called phenomenon of moral luck by focusing on Thomas Nagel and Bernard Williams s seminal analyses. One is constitutive luck:
'the kind of person you areyour inclinations, him in that respect as an object of moral judgment, it can be called moral luck” (Nagel,, p). Nagel uses
the example thf The idea that one's whole life can in some. These are four di erent kinds of ‘moral luck.’ jams, your victim escapes, and you are
not a killer. (In Nagel’s version, a bird just happens to fly by right as you pull the trigger, and the bullet hits the bird instead of your victim) Let’s
consider another pair of cases that illustrate moral luck: BathtubYou are giving your baby a bath, when you realize you left the soap you him in that
respect as an object of moral judgment, it can be called moral luck” (Nagel,, p). This view seems plausible: our notions of moral praise and blame
are focused on what is Moral Luck Thomas Nagel Kant believed that good or bad luck should influence neither our moral judgment of a person
and his actions, nor his moral assessment of himself. immune to luck and-in the crucial term of the idea's most ous control.


