Excerpt from “Geometry of Desert” by Feit and Kershnar

For any possible popuktion of ten billion people, in which each person deserves and
receives a very high quality of life, there is some much larger possible popuktion whose
existence (other thingsequal) would be better, even thoughits members deserve, and
receive, livesthat are barely worth living. (Feit and Kershnar, 292)

(3) The Second Response: Version Two

There is another way to accomplish the task of explaining how world A could
be better than the new Z. On this approach, the lives in the new Z have a kind of
diminishing marginal value, with respect to increasing population, that makes
the entire population, as a whole, less valuable than the much smaller popula-
tion of world A.* The idea is that each additional creature in the new Z adds less
and less value to the world, so that the intrinsic value of a world like the new
Z cannot exceed a given finite amount. The lives in world A might also have
diminishing marginal value; however, on this view the value of ten billion such
lives could not be exceeded by any number of lives of the sort lived in the new
Z. One might object to this by arguing that it takes qualitatively indistinguishable
lives and assigns them different intrinsic values (for example, the life of the first
creature in the new Z and the life of the millionth creature). However, this is not
the case. On the view that we are sketching here, al! the lives in the new Z have
the same intrinsic value. The claim is only that the intrinsic value of the new Z, as
a whole, is not simply determined by summing up the intrinsic values of the lives
in it. Instead, these values are weighted in such a way that “later” ones contribute
progressively smaller amounts of their intrinsic value to the world.

To sum up: we are inclined to avoid the Modified Repugnant Conclusion by
adopting some sort of principle of diminishing marginal value for lives. Although
there are certain complications (involving time, for example, and situations in
which there is inequality) that we do not discuss here, we find such a view to be
intuitively appealing. We will conclude by making some brief remarks about a
few “real world” implications of our theory of desert.

(Feit and Kershnar, “Geometry of Desert”, 293



