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What do you think the crew should have done in the Life Boat case? Why?
	Michael Sandel supports the theory of utilitarian by Jeremy Bentham, with the popular law case of 19th Century that involved a shipwrecked crew of four individuals. The captain of the shipwrecked crew decided the two other older men that they should kill the cabin boy, who was now the weakest among them so that they could feed on his flesh and blood for survival in the stormy after getting lost in the sea for nineteen days. Led by the captain, the three oldest men slaughtered the weakest and the youngest cabin boy and fed on his flesh and survive in the sea until rescue.   
	According to Michael Sindal, an action can morally or ethically right in the scenario where the consequences or the outcomes of that action would be favorable than unfavorable to many if not all as opposed to just a few individuals. Michael argues that if sacrificing one individual or person would save the rest of the people then such deaths may be morally or ethically justifiable. In the case of the Life Boat case, in my own opinion, I think it would be ethically or morally right for the crew to slaughter the weakest cabin boy who would otherwise still die in the process to the save the life of other three stronger men. In case the crew could not have done this the end outcome could be the death of the four of them. Therefore, using Michael Sindal argument, I believe killing one person who was already too weak would be ethically right or morally justifiable if it was the only option to save the life of other three shipwrecked men. Moreover, the three men later survived and were later rescued and therefore killing the cabin boy was never in vain.




