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Deontology as a Relevant System of Ethics in the Community

Introduction

Ethics and morality are some of the most hotly contested topic not only today but in medieval times. The moral and ethical decisions that a person's choice not only defines and affects who they are but also influences the society at large. Generally, in life, one has to make a decision considered morally right or wrong. Such choices lie on the premise of existing norms within the society considered right or wrong. Remarkably, a personal moral and ethical standard can vary from one culture to another.  Deontological ethics has been widely applied in the social, political, and economic setups to guide the decision-making processes. According to VanStaveren (24), deontological concepts such as norms and rights have noticeable impacts on the economic behavior. Essentially, Crisp (1) contends that the central idea in the deontological ethics is the criteria of determining a moral choice without concern for the consequences. The purpose of this research paper, therefore, is to examine deontological ethics and how it shapes the decision making processes.

Principles of Deontological Ethics
Deontology and Ethics
The deontological ethics system is guided by two main principles that are justification of choices and non-consequentialist permissions (Alexander & Moore 1).  Based on the first concept, the right should always prevail over the good. Notably, the society is characterized by norms that determine what is acceptable and that which is not. A person should always act in conformity with the moral standards. Therefore, every individual has duties that are guided by rules and regulations. Failure to perform a task or lack of compliance with the established statutes is considered to be immoral. An example of the deontological ethics based on the principle of justification of choices is the religious obligations (Broad 243). Most religions are guided by the rules that determine what is right. For instance, failing to meet the set standards such as helping the needy and charging excessive prices for both Islamic and Christian religions are viewed as immoral. Such acts attract penalties in the current and afterlife. On the other hand, adequate compliance to the established precepts will result in gains to the actor. Therefore, regardless of the anticipated outcomes, there should never be compromises to making wrongful choices.

The second principle that is non-consequential permissions also guides the acceptance of ethical behavior. In this case, an action is permissible for its rightness (VanStaveren, 24). An individual is expected to avoid an alternative even if it is of more good consequences than the morally acceptable. For instance, an aged person who is no longer productive in the community is admitted to the hospital with a chronic illness that will eventually claim his life. This sickness places him in the intensive care unit where he is likely to be more expensive and inappropriate. Such money could have been used for the different task. Although the family members would want to fulfill their moral obligation, the unnecessary financial loss could be avoided. Such an example reveals how the absolute focus on the rightness of the action in a deontological ethics system.

Theories guiding the Deontological ethics system

There are several deontological theories that explain an individual' moral decisions or behaviors. In this case, the only agent-centered and patient-centered theories will be discussed to provide an insight into the ethical system. According to Crisp (1), the primary foundation of the agent-centered theory is the idea of agency and lack of focus on categorical obligations. Therefore, a person is entitled to a special responsibility to the in-groups regardless irrespective of the effects on other people's reaction. Crisp (1) further demonstrated the concept using the parent-child relationship. In an emergency situation, a parent will likely try to save his or her child even at the expense of two others due to the special obligation that is not shared by any other person. Meanwhile, in the case of a run-away example, a person will redirect it toward one stuck workman to save other five. Meanwhile, he or she should not be the one to cause evil that is intentionally set up the trolley to kill since it is against moral obligation. However, the theory is widely criticized on the focus on self whereby a person will strive to put his or her own moral house in order even if it is too costly to the whole world.

A patient-centered deontological theory explains ethics system as comprising of behaviors that are not the premised culpability of acts. For instance, the patient-centered ethics will condemn the act of diverting a trolley to kill one person in an attempt to save five lives. In addition, in the case of a lifeboat, all will accept to die of hunger than kill one person and eat for their survival (Alexander & Moore 2). Therefore, the theory disregards the significance of numbers when executing moral acts that is a wrong behavior will remain immoral and should not be subjected to comparability of states. However, the model is criticized for its inability to justify the concept of numbers that should not inform the behavior criteria. For instance, if the lives of ten soldiers cannot be saved by sacrificing one of them since numbers do not count then even the single life should be overlooked.


Strengths and Weaknesses of Deontological Ethics System

The approach to ethics using deontological model provides space for absolute concern to family members. Notably, the theory demonstrates the moral obligation that a person has toward the in-group which also forbids causing evils. Every person has a role to play in the community based on the existing set of rules and regulations. Therefore, ethics given deontological perspective implies performing one's obligation in line with the norms. Moreover, the concept provides an opportunity to hold a person accountable for the actions that may not directly benefit the actor (Broad 243). For instance, accompany manager should develop programs that will enhance environmental safety and prevent pollution. Those who fail to meet their moral obligation are considered immoral and in most cases are held accountable for their actions (Van Staveren 25). For example, consumers can resist the purchase of products from companies which fail to undertake corporate social responsibility.

Despite such obvious applications, the application of the deontological ethics system may sometimes face weaknesses including consequences that result from perceiving moral acts as well as relative stringency (Alexander & Moore 2). For example, deontological morality will prohibit torturing a person through which the information required will save thousands of lives due to a nuclear attack. The relative stringency also involves lack of consideration to the ultimate consequences. In the case of run-away trolleys stated above, losing five lives when there is an opportunity to save violates the fairness which underpins amoral behavior.

Conclusion

Life consists of choices that define our ethical behaviors given the existing norms and regulations in the society. Deontological ethics system is based on the principles of justification of choices and non-consequential permissions. In both cases, the rightness of the action is the basis of morality. Examining the theoretical perspectives that is agent-centered and patient-centered deontological models point to the fact that ethical paradox and relative stringency are the key weaknesses. Meanwhile, the system provides for execution of moral duties and opportunity to hold an individual accountable for failing to comply with the established standards.
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