A Level Religious Studies
What Would You Do? - Solving Ethical

Start Now:

1 | What do we mean by “ethics”? standards of right and wrong that
recommend what humans ought to do, usually in terms of rights,
obligations, benefits to society, fairness etc.

2 | What are ethical dilemmas? a situation in which a difficult choice has to
be made between two different courses of action, either of which might
mean breaking a moral principle.

3 | What could we use to help us solve ethical dilemmas?
a person of faith might use the principles of their religion, set out in their
holy book, to help them make a decision.




Key Terms

e Utilitarianism:

These are ethical actions that try to create the greatest
happiness for the greatest number of people.

* Deontological:

From the Latin for ‘duty’. These are ethical decisions
made on the basis of how intrinsically right or wrong
the action is. Certain actions — like killing an innocent
person — are just wrong, even if they lead to good

consequences.




Thought Experiments

Thought experiments are devices of the
imagination used to investigate the nature of things.
They are used for many reasons in a variety of
areas, including economics, history, mathematics,
philosophy, and the sciences, especially physics.

of



Peter Singer and The Drowning Child

* One morning you notice a child has fallen in a lake and
appears to be drowning. iar, 10y E

* To wade in and pull the child out would be easy for you ;s
but it will mean that you get your clothes wet and o
muddy, and by the time you go home and change you
will have missed your first class.

1. What would you do?
2. What ethical principles have quided your choice?

o




Peter Singer and The Drowning Child

* One morning you notice a child has fallen in a lake and
appears to be drowning. dap, 10y, ME

* To wade in and pull the child out would be easy for you -
but it will mean that you get your clothes wet and
muddy, and by the time you go home and change you
will have missed your first class.

* Do you have any obligation to rescue the child?

* Does it make a difference that there are other people
walking past the pond who would equally be able to
rescue the child but are not doing so?

* Would it make any difference if the child were far away,
in another country perhaps, but similarly in danger of
death, and equally within your means to save, at no
great cost — and absolutely no danger — to yourself?




Philippa Foot and The Trolley problem.

A runaway trolley is heading down the tracks toward five
workers who will all be killed if the trolley proceeds on
its present course. Adam is standing next to a large
switch that can divert the trolley onto a different track.
The only way to save the lives of the five workers is to
divert the trolley onto another track that only has one
worker on it. If Adam diverts the trolley onto the other
track, this one worker will die, but the other five workers
will be saved. Should he do nothing or divert the trolley?




Philippa Foot and The Trolley problem.




Philippa Foot and The Trolley problem.

A runaway trolley is heading down the tracks toward five
workers who will all be killed if the trolley proceeds on
its present course. Adam is standing next to a large
switch that can divert the trolley onto a different track.
The only way to save the lives of the five workers is to
divert the trolley onto another track that only has one
worker on it. If Adam diverts the trolley onto the other
track, this one worker will die, but the other five workers
will be saved. Should he do nothing or divert the trolley?

1. Should Adam flip the switch, killing the one worker but saving the other five?
2. What ethical principles have guided your choice?

3. What would you do if you were guided by Utilitarianism?
4. What would you do if you were guided by Deontological principles?




A Different Trolley problem.

A runaway trolley is heading down the tracks toward five
workers who will all be killed if the trolley proceeds on
its present course. Adam is on a footbridge over the
tracks, in between the approaching trolley and the five
workers. Next to him on this footbridge is a stranger who
happens to be very large. The only way to save the lives
of the five workers is to push this stranger off the
footbridge and onto the tracks below where his large
body will stop the trolley. The stranger will die if Adam
does this, but the five workers will be saved.




A Different Trolley problem.




A Different Trolley problem.

A runaway trolley is heading down the tracks toward five
workers who will all be killed if the trolley proceeds on its
present course. Adam is on a footbridge over the tracks, in
between the approaching trolley and the five workers. Next
to him on this footbridge is a stranger who happens to be
very large. The only way to save the lives of the five workers
is to push this stranger off the footbridge and onto the tracks
below where his large body will stop the trolley. The stranger
will die if Adam does this, but the five workers will be saved.

1. Should Adam push the stranger off the footbridge, killing him but saving the
five workers?

2. What ethical principles have guided your choice?
3. What would you do if you were quided by Utilitarianism?
4. What would you do if you were guided by Deontological principles?




The Trolley Problem
Watch this TED TALK

' The person can choose to ? EE https://www.youtube.com
° o

divert the tram from the main /= -
track, saving five people on the /WatCh fv=ygléu bZIPE
track, but killing the worker on

the other track.

0 theconversation.com


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yg16u_bzjPE
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=yg16u_bzjPE

The Trolley Problem in the real world

Watch this FILM CLIP:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K9xsCuljjPc

EYE nme SKY

. What is the ethical

dilemma here?

. What choices do
people have here?

. What would you do?

. What ethical

principles could be
used?

. In what ways is this

similar to The Trolley
Problem?



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=K9xsCuIjjPc

Cheating on a test

* Imagine, due to exam clashes, you have to sit an exam paper in
isolation. The paper is challenging but you think you understand most of
the questions. Your real problem is having the time to finish the entire
paper.

* For some reason the invigilator leaves you alone in the room and after
30 minutes have gone, they don’t appear to be returning. You know
how long you should have to finish the paper but you are far from
completion. The time runs out and there is still no one in the room.

1. Do you continue writing and ignore the time limit?
2. Explain your actions. O
3. What ethical principles have guided your choice?



Legalise drugs

Imagine you are the Prime minister and you have
the choice of legalising all drugs and having them
controlled and regulated instead of being sold by
criminals on the streets.

1. What would you do?
2. Explain your actions.

3. What ethical principles have guided your o
choice?



Making meat illegal

Imagine you are the Prime minister and you have
the choice of making the slaughter and
consumption of animals illegal.

1. What would you do?
2. Explain your actions.
3. What ethical principles have guided your

choice?
o%



The Life You Can Save

All of these things are so hypothetical, but can thinking
carefully about ethics really make a difference?

What would you do in the following real life situation?

.

[~

and
Provide 106 dollars directly to
recipients to use as they wish. An
Purchase 60 bednets to protect those Help protect 108 people from malaria independent impact evaluation has
L : . shown that GiveDirectly's cash
living in malaria-stricken areas from for three to four years, on average. /

transfers increase recipients' assets,

infected mosquitos. food security and mental health.

https://www.thelifeyoucansave.org/impact-calculator



https://www.thelifeyoucansave.org/impact-calculator

Summer Preparation Work:

Over the summer you need to work on
your understanding of Utilitarianism.

Please read through the notes on this
helpful website :

https://laurenrevisesphilosophy.wordpress
.com/2019/02/20/utilitarianism/

Also, use the handouts to answer this key
guestion:

(There are lots of other tasks and
qguestions on the sheet to have a go at if
you wish)

In your view, is maximising happiness and
minimising pain a suitable aim for a system

of ethics? Do you think that there are other
possible goals that are more important than
pleasure - perhaps justice, or obedience to God,
or doing right just because it s right? What do
you think might be arguments for and against
using happiness as a measure for morality?


https://laurenrevisesphilosophy.wordpress.com/2019/02/20/utilitarianism/
https://laurenrevisesphilosophy.wordpress.com/2019/02/20/utilitarianism/

Utilitarianism

In your view, is maximising happiness and
minimising pain a suitable aim for a system

of ethics? Do you think that there are other
possible goals that are more important than
pleasure - perhaps justice, or obedience to God,
or doing right just because it is right? What do
you think might be arguments for and against
using happiness as a measure for morality?

The principle of utility

* Jeremy Bentham introduced the Wea of utilitanianism, He wanted to ind a

Your work for the summer is
based on ‘Utilitarianism’.
This is the idea that we
should always act in a way
that brings the greatest
happiness to the greatest
number of people.

Use the information on these

sheets, plus this website:
https://laurenrevisesphilosophy.wordpr
ess.com/2019/02/20/utilitarianism/

to answer this task.

wary of doing ethics that did not rely on rules or the Church and that would
help soclal reform

He thought that everyone deswres pleasure and hopes to avold pain,

The principle of utitity is atherwise known as the greatest happiness
principle: It 1s a principie that says the best course of sction to take is the
one which maximises happiness for the greatest number of people, and

minirmises pamn /J

The hedonic calculus

Bentham deyised the hedonic calculus, of felicific calculus, as a way of measuring whether an action
woutd bring aboul maximum pleasure and avold pain

To calcutate the pleasure or pain an action is likely (o generate, there are several factors to consider

1. Intensity - will it be ntense pleasure, 2. Duration - how long 1% the pleasure
or yust mitd? fikety to last?

| 4 Propinquity — how far off (In the future) “
is the pleasure ar pain?

3 Certainty or uncertainty — will it
definitely bring pleasure; how Hiely 1s it?

(5 Fecundity - 1 the pleasure likely to ]

6. Purity — will It bring pure plessure or

{ead 1o other pleasures too? will there be some pain iewvolved as well?

7. Extent — how far-reaching will the
pleasure be, will 1t affect a (ot of people?

In his book Utilitarianism (1863),
John Stuart Mill added to Bentham's
ideas by making a distinction
between ‘higher pleasures’ and
‘base pleasures’

Mill says the quality of the

pleasure should also be included -
intellectual, aesthetic, social and
spiritual pleasures

He said it is better to be a human
being dissatisfied than a pig
satisfied - we should not be

content with just seeking sensual
pleasure, like other animais.

He thought that art and culture should be considered more

important than pleasures such as getting drunk or gluttony, Jonn Stuart Mill classified cultural
f pieasures a3 higher than base plaasures
He thought that it could be right for an individual to sacrifice such as eating cake

his or her own pleasure for the sake of other people.

Act and rule utilitarianism

Utilitartaniem is not a single system but has several different perspectives within it,
Including act and rule utilitarianism. There are also ather kinds

Act utilitarianism

e

In act utilitarianism, each action is & [nrule utilitarianism, the focus 1s on
considered on Its own the ‘commaon good' rather than on each

It looks at the batance of pleasure and pain individual action.

that is likely to be produced by that particular ® [t looks to create the greatest happiness for
action in those particular ciecumstances the greatest number in the long run

There s no duty to adopt a particular e It considers what is best for scclety and

what would happen if everyone behaved
this way, as well as looking at the
individual clroumstances.

approach because a different sttuation
might involve different people with
different interests

It avoids setting up rules. An act might o Rule utilitarians recognise general rules that
bring about maximal pleasure in one set of exist for the benefit of everyone, such as
clecumstances, but the same act might bring promise-keeping and truth-telling.

maoree pain in another




Possible strengths of utilitarianism

.

It is flexible and allows for changes in public opinion as well as
differences in individual circumstance

It invelves reason and sensible consideration of different options
It does not depend on an external authority such as religion, but
allows people to make thelr own decisions according 1o whal they
feel is best

It is based on practicality and on the observation that everyone
wants to be happy.

It Is based on outcomes
which are relatively
straightforward to see
and measure

Every Individual is
considered regardiess of
soctal status

Possible weaknesses of utilitarianism

The hedonic caiculus can be time-consuming and difficult to work
out, and moral decisko

ns often have to be made quickly.

Some people argue that happiness is not a sufficient goal for
ethics. Goodness and happiness are not the same

We are not always qood at guessing what will make us happy, and

1t 15 even harder to work out what will make other people happy

o an action should not be
judged by its outcormne but by its motivation

Some people argue that the morality o

Some people criticise utilitariantsm because It does not make any
reference to God

If the greatest happiness for the greatest number is abways the
principle, then those who are in the minority, who are made happy
by different things, lose out

Those in the minarity will always
Iose out to the majority following the
penciples of utilitaranism

Utilitarian ethics are ofien used when making decisions about the best use

f |
| ehomas’ Hospital |

of public money

Test yourself on key knowledge (AO1)

What 1s the ‘principle of utility'?

Who introduced utifitarianism first,

Bentham or Mill?

What 15 the name given to systems of ethics that
look at the cutcomes of actions before decding
whether they are morally right or wrong?

What did Bentham think was the matn motivation
for human action?

In the hedonic calcutus, what does

‘propinquity’ mean?

In the hedonic calculus, what does

‘fecundity’ mean?

What did Bentham mean when he falked about
the purity of a morat action?

Key terms

Principle of utility/greatest
happiness

i

Hedonic calculus

Consequentialiss

Quantitative
Qualitatiy
Act utilitarian

Rule utilitarian

8. Mill added a qualitative dimension to the hedonic
calculus - what does this mean?

9. What was the name of Mill's book about
uhiitarianism?

10, What kind of utilitartan would judge each action in
1ts own individual circurnstances?

11, How far does utilitarianism rely on taking into
account the will of God?

12. [s utilitarianism relatvist or absolutist as a system
of ethics?

! If you are unsure about any of the questions, look
i back over the key points on pages 88-50, You can
¢ check yout answers on page 218




Develop your skills in critical argument and evaluation (AD2)

For high marks in AD2, you need to think about the

Ideas In this chapter and develop your own perspective,
50 that you can produce critically evaluative arguments.
rather than just describing and presenting the views of
others. At AS level, 509, of your marks are awarded for

your skills #n crtical evaluation, and at A level, 609%.

Use the following questions to help you formulate

Your own views.

» Discuss them with fnends, making sure you
articulate your own view and listen Lo the views
of others.

» Try writing your answers to these questions, to
famitiarise yourself with expressing your ideas
In an academic style

» Remember to give reasons for your views.

» Think about counter-arguments - what might
SOMEone 53y who held a different view from your
own, and why do you think they are wrong?

1. In your view, is maximising happiness and

minimising pain a sultable aim for a system

of ethics? Do you think that there are other
possible goals that are more important than
pleasure - perhaps justice, or obedience to God,
or doing right just because it is right? What do
you think might be arguments for and against
using happiness as a measure for morality?

L ok

You might want to argue that happiness is a
9 !
. ;
suitable goal for ethics, on the gGrounds that
everyone wanfs to be hdp[u’. everyone wants
their family and friends to be happy and
everyone wants to live ina Jm;;pg society It
could be seen as a readily achievable goal, as
everyone r(l'(l‘;jmﬁ‘\’ ‘:nppul(‘-:- th’II fhtq see
it, whereas pn‘:,’sl‘c disagree about the nature of
' |
other possible goals such as justice or obedience

to the will of God. On the other hand o

could argue that there is a difference between

\

N

Here is an example of the kinds of ideas you might explore in formulating your analysis and evaluation:

goodness and happiness, and that some

things which might make us happy are not
necessarily good. You might think that Mill’s
qualification of Bentham's utilitarianism, where
he considered 'I'n:p'u'r and lower pleasures’ was

a useful contribution which helps to overcome
this difficulty, or you might think that we need
to look to some other moral goal instead. You
could argue that f{.i()kl!(fi at happiness as a moral

goal ignores such (hmgs as .ic';'r}np.‘nq virtues

and learning to be self-controlled.
< y

Now use your critical and evaluative skills to explore these questions on your own.

2 When deciding what to do using the greatest
happiness principée, should you include only the
people immediately Involved in the situation, or

should you also think about peaple who might be
Indirectly affected, or future generations, or other

species? Give reasons for your answer

3. How might a utilitarian go about deciding how
1o allocate limited funds donated to a charity,
where there IS moce need than there is money?
Do you think a utiiitarian way of aliocating the
funds would be the right way, or s there a better
way, and If 50, what Is it and why is it better?

4. Do you think that in general, people are good at
judging what will make them happy and what will
cause them pain? Are they good at 1t often enough
for consequential happiness to be a reliable
measure for judging what to do? Can you think of
examples to support your point of view?

5. Do you think it is right to give everyone's wishes
and Interests equal consideration when making
moral judgements? For example, should a
criminal’s future happiness be considered to be
Just s important as the happiness of a victim of
the crime?

6. s it always, sometimes, or never right
1o judge the marality of an action by its
consequences, In your view? If sameone
meant ta do something bad, but in the
end the action surprisingty turned out
well for everyone and caused happiness
Instead. does that make the action morally
good? Can 1t be right to judge morality by
outcomes in some circumstances but not
others, and if s0 how might we know when
teleological ethics are appropriate?

7. Some people argue that utiiitarianism
can be used to justify actions that are
Intrinsically immaoral, such as putting
pleasure-inducing drugs in public drinking

water, Do you think there are any actions Cnitics of utibtarianism suggest that happiness does not always
that are intrinsically immoral? If so, what ~ 8qual goodness
Is 1t that makes them immoral?

Practice Exam Questions

Try these practice questions. You could:

» write plans for each of them, to practise your skills in structuring an essay
» use them for practice in writing infroductions and/or conclusions

» write the whole essay, perhaps agains: the clock

1. How useful is utilitarianism as 3 guice to moral decision-making?
2. ‘Utititarianism fails because it is impassible to measure happiness and harm. Discuss
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