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ATHINKNG - OKILL 7

eenconne DECISION MAKING AND ETHICAL REASONING

S Kl LLS Being able to think clearly and reason through the available options skilfully is never more important
. than when reaching a judgement on an ethical matter. How morally and emotionally charged
concepts such as fairness and equality are being used is crucial to understanding ethical debate, but
terms like these can be interpreted in different ways. This unit will focus upon ethical concepts and
how to apply criteria to reach a reasoned judgment in matters of right and wrong.

By teaching and assessing this skill, the aims and objectives are as follows:

OCRY
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IDENTIFYING DIFFERENT OPTIONS

An ethical matter is an issue in which there are different views on what is the morally right
thing to do. For example, eating meat becomes an ethical matter because some people
believe that it is wrong for humans to kill animals for food, whilst others believe that it is right
to do so. Ethical matters are usually much more complex than this example suggests, though,
because of the different reasons people have for thinking a certain way and the values they
have that lie behind some of those reasons.

Sometimes it is difficult to see past our own beliefs about what is right and wrong, maybe
because the way we think has been influenced by the way we were brought up, our own
experiences and other beliefs we may hold e.g. religious beliefs. However, it is particularly
important to able to think and reason clearly in an ethical matter. Why?

There are many reasons, which include:
- Emotion is usually involved in ethical debate, and this can cloud our judgement.
- The law is based on society’s views about what is right and wrong.

- The decisions we make on ethical matters can have serious consequences e.g. life or death.

Consider the following people’s views on the matter of abortion:

Harry Iris

Abortion is wrong and it

Abortion is not wrong and it
should be illegal.

should be allowed.

Deliberately ending the life of
an unborn child is murder.

It is not the same as murder,
because an unborn child is

Only God can decide who notaperson yet.

lives and dies.

A woman has the right to
choose what happens to her
own life and bodly.

God might not exist, so we
can't base our decisions on
religious views.

SKILL 7: DECISION MAKING AND ETHICAL REASONING

Harry and Iris have completely different views on a matter of life and death, and their views
are based on a complex set of reasons that have been influenced by religion and probably
their upbringing and their own experiences.

In reality, though, they have only considered a limited number of options — Either abortion is
wrong and illegal, or not wrong and legal. Another option is to say that abortion is acceptable
until the unborn baby reaches the stage where it can feel pain, after which it is wrong and
illegal.

Consider the moral dilemmas in this activity. Can you identify more than one option that
could be taken in each case? What criteria are you basing your decision upon?

The following support materials can be found within the

Skill 7 pdf portfolio.
7.01 Moral Dilemmas.ppt
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IDENTIFYING AND APPLYING CRITERIA

The question ‘What criteria are you basing your decisions on? in the last exercise is what we
will now focus upon. When we make decisions, they are usually based on one or more
criterion. The criteria that we base our decisions on are called criteria. For example, if | decide
to close the window in a chilly classroom, then my criteria might be comfort and maximum
learning. If my criteria were different, e.g. good health, then | might decide not to close the
window so that there is a good flow of fresh air and less opportunity for germs and viruses
to spread.

Consider the following decisions. Which of the following criteria might lie behind them?

Playing arole in
society

Financial gain Career security

; Others
Oown hapgmess/ happiness/
wellbeing wellbeing

Social status

SKILL 7: DECISION MAKING AND ETHICAL REASONING

1. Jodie has decided to study medicine at university.
2. Alice has decided to leave school at 16 and get a job.

3. Diana has decided to get married and start a family when she leaves school.

There could be one clear criterion driving a decision, for example, Jodie may only be
thinking about how much she can earn as a doctor, but there are sometimes several
different criteria lying behind a decision. For example, Alice wants to start earning money
straight away (financial gain), but she also wants to please her family by getting involved
in the family business (others'happiness) and she believes that she will have a job for life
if she gets on the career ladder straight away, getting experience in the world of work
(career security). If she changed her criteria, she may well make a very different decision —
if she only considered her own happiness, for example, she may go to university to study
her real passion for zoology!

When it comes to making ethical decisions, however, then it is crucial to recognise the

criteria we are/should be using to reach a judgement on what should happen. Ethical _
decisions, by nature, are likely to affect other people, so we might want to use happiness e
as our criteria. On the other hand, what makes the most people happy might not fit with

our own moral values about what is right and wrong, so we might want to use rules as

our criteria.

Show hover areas 6





7.05 Punishment criteria printable worksheet.doc

In politics, ethical and practical decisions that affect lots of people are made all the time, and
different people and groups have different views on what criteria should be applied. In the
following activity, try to be aware of the criteria you are using in the decisions you make:

7.06 Punish t tudy.ppt
The following support materials can be found within the b SRSt b

Skill 7 pdf portfolio.
7.02 Planet Utopia.ppt

Decisions about life and death

There are many, many fascinating ethical debates to practice these skills on. Often, we have
a strong emotional response to a particular debate. It would be very difficult to ignore our
emotions when we are faced with a difficult ethical decision, particularly if it affects us or
people we care about, but it is an important skill to be able to think and reason clearly so 6
that we can justify our decisions. The following exercises will give you practice in considering

different options, applying criteria and presenting reasoned arguments to justify your ethical
decisions:

7.07 Making decisions on life and death.ppt

M ¥ 7.08 Ethical Committee case study worksheets.doc
Punishing criminals

Decisions about life and death

7.03 Punishment decisions.ppt

7.09 Charity Auction.ppt

7.04 Punishment decisions printable worksheet.doc

7.10 Environmental Projects information sheets.doc

Show hover areas
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R G ONCERTS

Words often have more than one meaning. Consider the following statement:

7, - ’
It's not fair! The following support materials can be found within the

Skill 7 pdf portfolio.
The word fair’ here could mean many different things. See how many separate reasons you

can come up with to support this statement. 7.11 Word play printable worksheet.docx

You might have come up with reasons similar to these:

A. | worked harder than he did but he got a higher grade than me.

B. | earn less money than she does but she got the bonus instead of me.

7.12 Word play answers.docx

C. | got a detention and he didn’t even though we were both as much to blame.

When we look at the situation, and the reason for saying something isn't fair, we get a better
idea of how the word ‘fair'is being used. See if you can link the following definitions of fair'to
one of the three examples above:

(O >

Treating people equally :0:
Getting what you deserve :o:

Giving to those who need it most :0:

Ethical concepts that can be used in more than one way include: justice, equality, freedom,
happiness.

In the previous section, we looked at'happiness’as one of the criteria we could use for making
ethical decisions. But what exactly do we mean by happiness? It would make my dog happy,
for example, if | gave him a bone, but that is not the same kind of happiness someone might
feel if their football team won a match or a relative is cured of cancer. In ethical decision
making and debate, then, it is important to clarify the meaning of the ethical concepts that
are being used, as this can alter the meaning of the debate significantly.

Show hover areas
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Moral Dilemmas
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The runaway trolley

A runaway trolley car is hurtling down a track.
In its path are five people who will definitely
be killed unless you, a bystander, flip a switch
which will divert it on to another track, where it
will kill one person.

Should you flip the switch?
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Fat man and the Trolley

- The runaway trolley car is hurtling down a track where it will
kill five people. You are standing on a bridge above the track
and you decide to jump on the track to block the trolley car.
Although you will die, the five people will be saved.

- Just before your leap, you realise that you are too light to stop
the trolley.

- Next to you, an overweight man is standing on the very edge
of the bridge. He would certainly block the trolley, although he
would undoubtedly die from the impact. A small nudge and he
would fall right onto the track below. No one would ever know.

Should you push him?
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Big Jack Stuck in a Hole!

An enormous rock falls and blocks the exit of a cave you and five other
tourists have been exploring. Fortunately, you spot a hole elsewhere
and decide to let “Big Jack” out first. But Big Jack, a man of generous
proportions, gets stuck in the hole. He cannot be moved and there is no
other way out.

The tide is rising and, unless you get out soon, everyone but Big Jack
(whose head is sticking out of the cave) will inevitably drown.

Searching through your backpack, you find a stick of dynamite. It will
not move the rock, but will certainly blast Big Jack out of the hole. Big
Jack, anticipating your thoughts, pleads for his life. He does not want to
die, but neither do you and your four companions.

Should you blast Big Jack out?

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




The Life Boat Dilemma

- In 1842, a ship struck an iceberg and more than 30 survivors were crowded into a
lifeboat intended to hold 7. It became obvious that the lifeboat would have to be
lightened if anyone were to survive. The captain reasoned that the right thing to do
in this situation was to force some individuals to go over the side and drown. Such
an action, he reasoned, was not unjust to those thrown overboard, for they would
have drowned anyway. If he did nothing, however, he would be responsible for the
deaths of those whom he could have saved. Some people opposed the captain’s
decision. They claimed that if nothing were done and everyone died as a result,
no one would be responsible for these deaths. On the other hand, if the captain
attempted to save some, he could do so only by killing others and their deaths
would be his responsibility; this would be worse than doing nothing and letting all
die. The captain rejected this reasoning. Since the only possibility for rescue required
great efforts of rowing, the captain decided that the weakest would have to be
sacrificed. In this situation it would be absurd, he thought, to decide by drawing
lots who should be thrown overboard. After days of hard rowing, the survivors were
rescued and the captain was tried for his action. If you had been on the jury, how
would you have decided?

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




Questions

- Why do most people feel differently
about the 2 trolley problems?

- Should we feel differently?
- |s the case of Jack even worse? Why?

-|s the Lifeboat the same as the second
trolley problem or different?

ssssssssssssssssssss




A father’s dilemma

You are an inmate in a concentration camp.
A sadistic guard is about to hang your son
who tried to escape and wants you to pull
the chair from underneath him. He says that
it you don't he will not only kill your son but
some other innocent inmate as well. You
don't have any doubt that he means what he
says. What should you do?

ssssssssssssssssssss




A mother’s dilemma

- In the novel Sophie’s Choice, by William Styron (the 1982
movie starred Meryl Streep & Kevin Kline), a Polish woman,
Sophie Zawistowska, is arrested by the Nazis and sent to the
Auschwitz death camp. On arrival, she is “honoured” for not
being a Jew by being allowed a choice: One of her children
will be spared the gas chamber if she chooses which one. In
an agony of indecision, as both children are being taken away,
she suddenly does choose. They can take her daughter, who is
younger and smaller. Sophie hopes that her older and stronger
son wWill be better able to survive, but she loses track of him
and never does learn of his fate. Did she do the right thing?
Years later, haunted by the guilt of having chosen between her
children, Sophie commits suicide. Should she have felt guilty?
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The Violinist Dilemma

- One day, you wake up in hospital. In the nearby bed lies
a world famous violinist who is connected to you with
various tubes and machines. To your horror, you discover
that you have been kidnapped by the Music Appreciation
Society. Aware of the maestro's impending death, they
hooked you up to the violinist.

- If you stay in the hospital bed, connected to the violinist,
he will be totally cured in nine months. You are unlikely to
suffer harm.

- No one else can save him.
Do you have an obligation to stay connected?
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Questions

- How do the father/mother dilemmas
differ from the trolley problems?

- Should the differences matter?

- Does it make a difference that the
violinist is a stranger?

- Is unplugging yourself as bad as
pushing the fat man off the bridge?

ssssssssssssssssssss
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The dilemma of the nephew

Smith stands to gain a fortune by the death of his
nephew.

So he goes upstairs and drowns him in his bath.

. Jones stands to gain a fortune by the death of his

nephew.

As he watches his nephew in the bath the
nephew faints and drowns. Jones could save him
but chooses not to.

Who is worse?
Why?




The starving child dilemma

1. Robinson omits to send £10 to Africa and buys a DVD
instead.

As a consequence of his omission a child dies.
2. Davies chooses to send a poisoned sandwich to Africa.
As a consequence of his action one child dies.
Who is worse?

Why?
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Acts and Omissions
- What is the difference?
- Are we right to feel they are different?

- Can you think of any real life cases?
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Planet Utopia

OCR"




The Set-Up

- It's the year 2050

- Due to global warming, Earth is no longer
inhabitable by human beings.

- You and your team have been selected to join
the new colonies on Planet Utopia.
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Basic Plan

- Utopia has been divided into different zones
according to the different rules that are enforced
in each zone. To avoid conflict, the Government
has insisted that you work out what social rules you
want to live by before entering Utopia.

- Your group’s task is to work out what rules you want
to live by on Utopia. When you get there you will
be assigned to the zone that has rules that match
yours. You will live there for the rest of your life.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




Ask and answer questions
about...

- Government and politics — who is in charge? And who says so
and why?

- Distribution of land, property etc — who gets what?

- Crime and punishment — what is to be done with criminals and
who decides and how?

- Education and treatment of children — what gets taught and for
how long and who pays?

- Religion — which religions if any are allowed and encouraged and
why?

- Health care provision — is this free?

- Treatment of animals — can you eat them? Use them?

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




Carefully consider options....

- When thinking who will rule: identify different
possibilities e.g. king; dictator; experts; male
adult voters; everyone over 21.........

- When thinking who gets what: identify
different possibilities e.q. equal shares; bigger
shares for the hardest working; bigger shares
for the cleverest...

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




What are your criteria?
- Fairness: are your rules and government
fair?

- Practical: will your rules and government
work well in practice?

- Happiness: will a country governed by
these rules be a happy place to live? Will
most people be happy in this country?

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




Guidelines and Outcomes

- Each group should develop and present a
ppt on their rules for Planet Utopia.

- Fach group should create a manifesto on
desk top publisher explaining what rules

they have chosen and why.

. Class will vote for which one is best.
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Sentencing Decisions

What makes a suitable
punishment and why?
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The Four Aims of Punishment

When somebody is found guilty of
committing a crime, a judge gives them
a punishment.

In order to make sure that the offender
is given the correct punishment, a judge
has to consider the FOUR AIMS OF
PUNISHMENT.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




- RETRIBUTION

- DETERRENCE

- REFORM

- COMPENSATION
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Retribution
AIM —

To make the offender suffer in
proportion to the amount of harm that
they have done.
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Deterrance
AIM -

To frighten the offender from
committing crimes again and to show
others what will happen if they commit
that crime.
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Reform
AIM -

To rehabilitate the offender so that they no
longer wish to commit crimes.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




The Outcome

- 22 Feb 1993 Both boys
iIn court

- 24 Nov 1993 Both
boys receive 8 year
sentence

- 22 June 2001 Both
boys released and
guaranteed anonymity
for life.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT

« In June 2001 the Parole

Board announced the pair
were no longer a danger and
recommended they be freed as
soon as possible.

- Dame Elizabeth Butler-Sloss

had ruled in January 2001
the identities of Venables and
Thompson should remain
secret as there was a real
possibility of serious physical
harm and possibly death to
them.




Compensation
AIM -

To compensate any victims for the harm
that they have suffered.
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Other Factors
A judge may also wish to look at
aggravating and mitigating factors too.

Aggravating Factors — increase severity of the
sentence (e.g. racial motive, use of violence, etc...)

Mitigating Factors — decrease severity of the

sentence. (e.g. first offence, home circumstances,
By )

ssssssssssssssssssss




Range of Sentences

A judge can impose a range of different
sentences. For example —

Imprisonment

Fine

Community Punishment/Rehabilitation Order
Compensation Order

Absolute Discharge

Conditional Discharge

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




What sentence would you give?
Look at the following problems and decide:

1. Which aim of punishment, if any, is the most
important?

2. Are there conflicting aims of punishment?

3. Are there any mitigating or aggravating
factors that affect the punishment you
choose?

4. What sentence would you give?

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




Problem One

Saul, 15, is charged with shoplifting. He stole
a bunch of flowers that cost £1.99 from Tesco.
He says that the reason he stole the flowers

is because it was his mum’s birthday and he
could not afford to get her anything. He has
not committed a crime before. He is very
remorseful.
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Problem Two

Tina, 24, is charged with assaulting Heather.
She waited outside Heather’s workplace until
she finished work, then pushed her over and
kicked her six times in the stomach, causing
serious injury. Heather thinks that the reason
Tina attacked her is because Heather's new
boyfriend, Mike, recently ended his relationship
with Tina. Tina is a single mum with 2 children
under 5 years of age. Mike is not their father.

ssssssssssssssssssss




Problem Three

Harry, 36, is charged with drug dealing. When
police searched his home, they found large
amounts of Class A, B and C drugs. Harry admits
he is a member of a gang of drug dealers but
will not give the names of his associates. His
wife is currently pregnant with his first child.
She does not work and relies on Harry’'s income.
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Problem Four

Samia, 39, is charged with murder. She stabbed
her husband Ben repeatedly with a knife whilst
he was asleep. Upon further investigation,
police find that Samia was a battered wife and
that Ben had been assaulting her daily since
they were first married, 11 years ago. Samia is
very quiet but does not show remorse. She has
no children but a very hectic job working as a
senior doctor on A & E.
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Problem Five

Lisa, 17, is charged with drink driving. Police
stopped her whilst she was doing 50mph in a
30mph zone, at 1.00am without her lights on.
She was three times over the limit. Lisa says that
she needed to drive to the hospital from a party
as she was concerned about her friend who had
collapsed from the amount of alcohol she had
drunk. Lisa passed her driving test last week. She
is currently sitting A levels at a local college.
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Aims of Sentencing

		Explain what your aim is in punishing this person.

Examples: deterrence; containment; rehabilitation; retribution; compensation




		



		Identify and explain any ‘aggravating factors’.

Examples: racial motive; use of violence; repeat offender



		



		Identify and explain any ‘mitigating factors’.

Examples: first offence; difficult personal circumstances; provoked by victim



		



		Identify an appropriate punishment and give reasons to support your verdict.

Examples: capital punishment; corporal punishment; imprisonment; fine; community order; compensation order; conditional discharge; absolute discharge
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Criteria for Deciding on a Punishment

1. What is Retribution?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


2. What is Deterrence?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


3. What is Reform?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


4. What is Compensation?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


5. What are ‘aggravating factors’? Can you list some examples?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


6. What are ‘mitigating factors’? Can you list some examples?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….

7. Are there any other sentences a judge may give apart from imprisonment? Can you list any?


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….


………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………


a) Problem One 


		Most important aim?




		



		Conflicting aims?




		



		Aggravating Factors?




		



		Mitigating Factors?




		



		Sentence?




		





b) Problem Two


		Most important aim?




		



		Conflicting aims?




		



		Aggravating Factors?




		



		Mitigating Factors?




		



		Sentence?




		





c) Problem Three

		Most important aim?




		



		Conflicting aims?




		



		Aggravating Factors?




		



		Mitigating Factors?




		



		Sentence?




		





d) Problem Four


		Most important aim?




		



		Conflicting aims?




		



		Aggravating Factors?




		



		Mitigating Factors?




		



		Sentence?




		





e) Problem Five


		Most important aim?




		



		Conflicting aims?




		



		Aggravating Factors?




		



		Mitigating Factors?




		



		Sentence?
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Ethical Reasoning

The Punishment of Child
Murderers

Note to teachers: please ensure that this material is
suitable for your students. You are free to adapt it if
necessary for your group.
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Ethical Reasoning

The Punishment of Child
Murderers

OCR"




James Bulger the Victim
- 12 Feb 1993 James Bulger, 2 year old toddler,
goes missing.

- 14 Feb the toddler is found tied up and dead
on railway tracks.

- "horrific injuries”
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The Murder

- Once they reached the tracks, blue paint was
thrown in James's face, they kicked him, battered
him with bricks, stones, and a 22 Ib iron bar; before
covering his lifeless body with bricks and stones on
train tracks. A train severed his body. The offenders
went home afterwards to watch cartoons.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT




The Child Offenders
- Robert Thompson age 10

- Jon Venables age 10

High profile court cases often draw crowds, but the throng
which gathered that day was bigger, nastier and more
angry than most. The van carrying the two primary school
children, was greeted with a barrage of obscenities, and
pelted with missiles.
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The Background

» Thompson, who was very short

for his age, was described as

quiet yet friendly. When he was
five, his drunken father who beat
and abused his wife and children
abandoned family. The following
week their home burned down.
His mother a heavy drinker, who
had attempted suicide, could not
control her seven aggressive, violent
sons who bit, hammered, battered,
tortured, and threatened to knife
each other. Robert was the least
able to defend himself from his
brothers.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT

- Emotionally immature, Venables

was hyperactive child who fought at
school. After his parents separated,
he became a loner with attention
— seeking tendencies. He banged
his head on walls and cut himself
with scissors at school. He received
no help for these behaviours.

His mother, Susan, suffered from
psychiatric conditions including

a severe depressive problem. His
brother and sister attended special
needs schools for major learning
disabilities.




The Outcome

- 22 Feb 1993 Both boys
iIn court

- 24 Nov 1993 Both
boys receive 8 year
sentence

- 22 June 2001 Both
boys released and
guaranteed anonymity
for life.

RECOGNISING ACHIEVEMENT

« In June 2001 the Parole

Board announced the pair
were no longer a danger and
recommended they be freed as
soon as possible.

- Dame Elizabeth Butler-Sloss

had ruled in January 2001
the identities of Venables and
Thompson should remain
secret as there was a real
possibility of serious physical
harm and possibly death to
them.




Discussion points

- What did the angry mob think should have been
done to Jon and Robert?
Why?

- What did the courts think should have been done
to Jon and Robert?
Why?

- What do you think should have been done to Jon
and Robert?
Why?
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Options for Punishment

- In pairs identify as many as possible suitable
punishments for child murderers.

- In pairs rank these options along a continuum with
most severe at one end and least severe at the
other end.

- Some people think death is the most severe

punishment you can give someone. Give one
reason for thinking that it is not.
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Criteria for Just Punishment

1. In pairs think of and write down:
— 3 examples of unfair punishments you have
been given at school or at home
— 3 examples of fair punishments you have
been given at school or at home.

2. In your examples what makes some of the
punishments fair and some of them unfair?
Write down a list of criteria or points which
make a punishment fair.
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Applying criteria to reach a
decision

1. Pick one of the possible punishments for
child murderers using fairness and justice as
your criteria.

2. Write a short argument for this punishment:
your argument should include: at least 2
developed reasons, a conclusion, indicator
words.
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Ethical life and death
decisions
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Key questions to consider

1. Is it ever right for anyone, especially a doctor,
to act with the intention of ending innocent
life?

2. What sort of reasons might there be for
wanting to do so?

3. Who should decide?
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The Jodie and Mary case

Two girls were born joined at the lower
abdomen.

One girl Jodie was providing a flow of
oxygen and blood for both her and Mary.

If they were separated Mary would die.
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Jodie and Mary: the facts

Could survive without Mary
as she had her own heart and
lungs

Jodie Mary

A bright and alert baby, Had only a rudimentary brain
sparkling and sucking on her

dummy

Depended for her blood supply
on the heart and lungs of Jodie
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Mary and Jodie: the Dilemma

- Either leave the girls attached and both
die within months.

- Or separate them and Jodie survives
and Mary dies.
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The Court must decide!

The judge in the case said that, to put it
starkly, the court might be being asked
to murder Mary to save Jodie.

ssssssssssssssssssss




Lord Justice Ward: Self
Defence

- Mary has a right to life, but she is only alive because she lives
as a parasite on Jodie. The judge described Mary as sucking
the lifeblood from Jodie. Soon this will lead to Jodie's death. In
effect Mary is killing Jodie. She has little right to be alive.

- This judge could see no difference between a resort to self-
defence and the doctors coming to Jodie’s defence. Doctors
would remove the threat of fatal harm to her caused by Mary’s
draining her life blood.

- Judge concluded that the operation could be lawfully carried
out.
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Lord Robert Walker:
Benefits Mary

- This judge felt that continued life, whether long or short, would
hold nothing for Mary except possible pain and discomfort.
That is if she could feel anything at all.

- The judge thought the proposed operation would therefore
be in the best interests of each of the twins. The court was not
being asked to value one life above another.

- Therefore the operation could lawfully be carried out.
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The Story of Tony Bland
17-year-old victim of Hillsborough Disaster

Permanent Vegetative State — alive, but
irreversibly unconscious

After 5 years in PVS, his family asked for his
life support to be withdrawn — the doctor
agreed, but was told it would be murder
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Can life support be withdrawn
from PVS patients?

PVS patients:

- No consciousness

- Breathing and stable circulation without machines
- Life support takes form of food, water, and care

Brain stem still functions — so not brain dead

Is only okay to withdraw life support from dead patients, i.e.
brain dead

Therefore: it is not permissible to withdraw life support from
PVS patients
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What was the Law Lords’
decision?
Ruled that Tony Bland's doctor could
withdraw life support with the intention of
ending life
Argument from Benefit:
it is permissible to end the lives of innocent

human beings if they cannot benefit from
more life
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Baby K: Anencephalous Baby

Baby K was born on October 13, 1992, with anencephaly, a
condition involving absence of the cerebral and cerebellar
portions of the brain, for which there is no curative

or ameliorative treatment. Baby K was permanently
unconscious, could not hear or see, and apparently

could not feel pain, but did have sucking, swallowing

and coughing reflexes (consistent with the condition of
anencephaly). She had difficulty breathing at birth and was
placed on a ventilator.

The Hospital wanted to remove the
ventilator and allow Baby K to die.

(Baby K is not terminally ill and not
in pain.)
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Ethical Committee


The Case of Baby K 

The Issue facing the Ethical Committee:

Baby K was permanently unconscious, could not hear or see, and apparently could not feel pain, but did have sucking, swallowing and coughing reflexes (consistent with the condition of anencephaly = missing part of brain). She had difficulty breathing at birth and was placed on a ventilator. 


The Hospital wanted to remove the ventilator and allow Baby K to die.


(Baby K is not terminally ill and not in pain.)


Her parents wanted the hospital to keep her alive.


What should the Committee recommend?

		Key Criteria

		Applying the criteria to this case



		The happiness or best interests of Baby K

		



		The happiness or best interests of Baby K’s family and friends

		



		The happiness or best interests of society as a whole (what do the general public want?) 

		



		Sanctity of life = respecting dignity and value of human life

		





[image: image2.wmf]

The Case of Jodie and Mary 


The Issue facing the Ethical Committee:


		Jodie

		Mary



		A bright and alert baby, sparkling and sucking on her dummy

		Had only a rudimentary brain



		Could survive without Mary as had own heart and lungs

		Depended for her blood supply on the heart and lungs of Jodie





Either leave the girls attached and both die within months. Or separate them and Jodie survives and Mary dies.


What should the Committee recommend?

		Key Criteria

		Applying the criteria to this case



		The happiness or best interests of Jodie

		



		The happiness or best interests of Mary

		



		The happiness or best interests of Jodie and Mary’s family and friends

		



		The happiness or best interests of society as a whole (what do the general public want?)

		



		Sanctity of life = respecting dignity and value of human life

		







The Case of Tony Bland 


The Issue facing the Ethical Committee:


Tony Bland was a 17-year-old victim of Hillsborough Disaster. He was left in a Permanent Vegetative State – alive, but irreversibly unconscious. After 5 years in PVS, his family asked for his life support to be withdrawn; the doctor agreed, but was told it would be murder.


Should the Committee recommend that Tony Bland be killed?

		Key Criteria

		Applying the criteria to this case



		The happiness or best interests of Tony Bland

		



		The happiness or best interests of Tony Bland’s family and friends

		



		The happiness or best interests of society as a whole (what do the general public want?) 

		



		Sanctity of life = respecting dignity and value of human life

		















Your Decision



(Provide a brief argument for your decision with at least two developed reasons)







Your Decision



(Provide a brief argument for your decision with at least two developed reasons)











Your Decision



(Provide a brief argument for your decision with at least two developed reasons)
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The Charity Auction!

Who gets your money?
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How to Play the Game

- In groups, you will be given ideas of projects that
will benefit the environment. You will select one
and you will then give a presentation on its behalf
to the class at auction.

« The class must decide which of the proposals to
investin.

- The winner is the project that attracts the greatest
share of the class investment.
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Stage 1: Select Your Charity

- In your groups you are given information about
two charities. You must select one of them as most
worthy of your support.

- In reaching your decision you must:

- |dentify your criteria: what do you look for
in a good charity? What makes a charity worth
supporting?

- Give reasons to show that your selected charity
best fits the criteria you have identified.
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Stage 2: Marketing Strategy

- Prepare a presentation to pitch to the rest of the class to persuade
them that your project is worth investing in.

- Your presentation should be no more than 5 slides. It should include:

- One slide explaining what your charity stands for

- One slide identifying your key criteria

- At least two slides explaining how your charity meets the criteria

For example arguments like:

- Rain forests should be saved; this is important because the rain
forests produce oxygen; we need oxygen to be healthy; health is
something we value.

- Recycling is important; this is because in the long term it enables us
to make more products; this raises our standard of living; our
standard of living is something we value.
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Stage 3: The Pitch
- Groups pitch their projects to the class.

- Remember presentations are to be no
longer than two minutes, and groups
must explain the criteria of a good
cause and how their charity fits these
criteria.
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Stage 4: The Auction

- Every individual student has £1,000 to spend
- You will be asked if you want to support each project in turn.
If you want to bid, raise your arm and tell the auctioneer the
amount of money you want to give to the project.
- Remember:
- You must give money away — you cannot keep it.
- YOu cannot give money to your own projects.
- You act individually in this section, each student is
responsible for their own money.
- You can give all your money to one project or divide it
between as many projects as you see fit.
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Projects:
- Ashden Trust

- Greenpeace

- PETA

- Red squirrel

- Surfers against sewage
- World Wildlife Fund
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The Ashden Trust


ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS UK

The trust supports work in the areas of:

· climate change 


· energy efficiency 


· renewable energy 


· technology 


· aviation and transport policy 


· sustainable agriculture.


Aims: 


The Trust promotes


· research

· practical action

· awareness-raising 


· organisations working to have an impact at local, national and international level


Operation and funding:


The Trust works through giving grants to groups and advising government.


More detailed information can be found at www.ashdentrust.org.uk

Greenpeace


Greenpeace was formed in 1971 when a group of anti-war protestors chose to take non-violent direct action against US nuclear weapons testing on Amchitka Island, Alaska

Their mission statement can be found on their website www.greenpeace.org.uk

Aims: 


· To protect oceans and ancient forests


· Phase out the use of fossil fuels and promote use of renewable energy to stop climate change


· Elimination of toxic chemicals


· Prevention of genetically modified organisms


· An end to the nuclear threat and nuclear contamination


· Safe and sustainable trade


Operation:


Greenpeace maintains that it operates in a peaceful way through; lobbying, bearing witness campaigns, email shots.  They will particularly use high profile campaigns in order to attract public attention, e.g. to fight against sea pollution they travel to that area in one of their three ships and take direct action.


Funding:


The group gets its money from voluntary donations by both members of the group and members of the public. The group has been very successful.  Although not popular with governments, it has raised awareness about environmental issues on a vast scale.  


Greenpeace campaigned for over 15 years to focus world attention on Antarctica and reversed a decision made by Antarctic Treaty Nations to allow mining in the world's last untouched continent.


More information can be found at www.greenpeace.org.uk

PETA


What is PETA?


People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals. PETA is a group that fights for the humane treatment of animals.


Beliefs:

Animals are not ours to:


· Eat


· Wear


· Experiment on


· Or use for entertainment


PETA is against:


· Killing animals


· Eating meat


· Cock fighting


· Bull fighting


· Fishing


· Animal testing


· Factory farming


· Fur farming


· Chaining or abusing pets


· Using animals for entertainment


Operation:


It tells the public how animals are being treated by making advertisements, doing under cover investigations, animal rescues and lobbying.


Finance:


Funds are raised mainly through membership fees.


A number of small campaigns have been successful but their main aims of not eating meat or not drinking milk have not had so much success!  


However they do alert the public to which companies do and don’t test on animals. For example:


Gucci stops selling seal fur: After hearing from thousands of PETA supporters, Gucci has announced that it will not sell seal fur


More information can be found at www.peta.org.uk

Friends of the Red Squirrel


· Friends of the Red Squirrel is a group ensuring the long-term survival of the remaining RED SQUIRREL populations. 


· They try to achieve this aim through red squirrel woodland refuges, publicising the issue, community involvement and monitoring red squirrel populations. 


· Friends of the Red Squirrel has no direct link with the Government; however they provide regular articles, interviews and TV appearances to inform the public. Media coverage is welcomed by this group. 


· Training activities and public events, along with a regularly updated website keep the public informed. 


· This pressure group does not rely on direct action to achieve its aims, but relies more on providing advice on how the general public can help to protect the species. E.g. Encouraging 300+ households to carry out supplementary feeding


Finance:

· The Friends of the Red Squirrel raise finances through charitable donations and memberships. 


· An individual membership requires an annual donation of £15 and a corporate annual membership £150. 


· Sponsorships include: Centerparcs, The Beatrix Potter Society, CJ Wild Bird Foods. 


· Linked with other pressure groups on the same theme, this pressure group is fairly successful in attaining its aims. It successfully provides the public with information and provides events, particularly in the North West for people to get involved with. It also has a wide variety of sponsors helping to aid with publicity. 


More information is available at www.saveoursquirrels.org/pge/support_us/friends_of_red_squirrel.html

Surfers Against Sewage


The main aim:


· The main aim of Surfers Against Sewage is to campaign for clean recreational waters. This means water free from sewage effluents, toxic chemicals and nuclear waste, and safe for leisure activities. 

Operation:


· Surfers Against Sewage operates by the use of campaigns, promoting rules they would like to see introduced.


· Surfers Against Sewage also holds events such as debating forums and live gigs to promote their cause.

· They use direct action such as protesting, demonstrating, lobbying, and putting pressure on the water industry.

· The action group carry out peaceful, but hard-hitting actions to give their campaigns momentum. They also lobby sympathetic politicians for support and involve the public in signing campaign postcards or writing letters.

· Surfers Against Sewage use the media in order to draw attention to the point or area they are trying to improve. 


· They believe the media can be used to promote awareness among the public and to put pressure on the government.


Finance:


· SAS funds come from individual membership subscriptions, the selling of SAS merchandise, SAS fundraising events such as the SAS Ball and sponsorship from companies looking to put back some of their profits into environmentally friendly initiatives.


· Sponsors include Carlsberg and Red Stripe


Success:


· influential in lobbying the government and the water industry to invest in full sewage treatment technology. This has led to improved sewage treatment facilities 


· instrumental in protecting the coastline from other pollution sources as well as sewage. SAS lobbying has helped in prosecuting shippers causing pollution such as the RMS Mulheim, prevented toxic naval vessels being broken down in the North East and encouraged local authorities to adopt anti-litter beach initiatives.


More information is available at www.sas.org.uk/

World Wildlife Fund


Aims: 


· safeguarding the natural world 

· tackling the global threat of climate change 


· helping people to change the way they live 

Some of the things WWF does:

· protects natural areas


· protects populations of plants and animals, including endangered species; 


· promotes more efficient use of resources and energy


· promotes the reduction of pollution and the maximum reduction of pollution. 


Goals and success:


The WWF has a target that by 2015 they will conserve 19 of the world's most important natural places and significantly change global forces. This will further their aim of the conservation of nature.

Finance:


World Wildlife Fund is financed via donations, monthly supporters, partners in conservation, people buying gifts e.g. soft toys and the facility to adopt an animal such as a polar bear.


The diversity of life isn't evenly distributed around the globe. It is concentrated in certain areas, making them a greater priority for conservation.


More information is available at www.wwf.org.uk/what_we_do/
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Word Play


Choose the answer that best fits with the way the word in bold is being used in these arguments:


1. People have a right to protest about things that affect them. The rise in university tuition fees affects young people, so they should have the freedom to gather in protest and have their voices heard.


A. Being free from physical restraints 


B. Being able to express an opinion without fear


C. Being able to make one’s own choices


D. Being able to move around easily


2. A government should always put the happiness of its own people first. Raising taxes will make people unhappy, so they should find another way of fixing the economy.


A. Feelings of joy and exhilaration


B. Wellbeing and security


C. Personal satisfaction and contentment


D. Feeling associated with laughter and gaiety


3. It’s just not fair that girls get a bad reputation if they have lots of boyfriends, when boys get a pat on the back if they have lots of girlfriends. 


A. Giving people an equal share


B. In keeping with laws/rules


C. Getting what we have earned


D. Without prejudice or bias


4. It just isn’t right that students in England have to suffer because of a rise in University tuition fees, when students in Scotland and Wales carry on as normal! What happened to equality of opportunity?


A. Treating everybody exactly the same


B. Making sure everyone gets the same chances in life


C. Giving everyone the same level of respect


D. Making sure no one has more or less than anyone else
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