
Chapter 5 - Assignment 4: Chilon of Sparta 

In his retirement, the elderly Chilon said, “I’ve never broken the law in my entire life!” Yet in one 
case, it was not quite clear. One day, Chilon’s friend was facing trial, and Chilon himself was to 
be the judge in the case. Chilon knew that his friend was guilty of the crime, but he was unsure 
about whether or not to convict his friend of the crime. On the one hand, if Chilon convicted his 
friend, then he’d lose their friendship. Yet on the other hand, if Chilon didn’t convict his friend, 
then he wouldn’t be obeying the law. In the end, Chilon had ruled that his friend was guilty of 
the crime in question. Yet after handing down the guilty verdict, Chilon persuaded a friendly 
judge to pardon his friend of the crime. In the end, Chilon’s criminal friend wasn’t punished for 
the crime. (See page 49 of Chapter 5.)


1. In this situation, Bias used a means to an end.  

(i) What was his end? [For him, what was the goal (or final good)?] 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(ii) What was his means to that end? (For him, what was the instrumental good?) 
 
 
 
 
 



2. How might a consequentialist judge what Chilon did? Explain your answer. 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

3. How might a deontologist judge what Chilon did? Explain your answer.



