Running head: DEONTOLOGICAL AND UTILITARIAN VIEW AS TO WHY SUICIDE IS WRONG

DEONTOLOGICAL AND UTILITARIAN VIEW AS TO WHY SUICIDE IS WRONG                          5

[bookmark: _GoBack]




[bookmark: _Hlk506666580]
Deontological and Utilitarian View as to why Suicide is Wrong
Student’s Name
Institutional Affiliation


Deontological and Utilitarian View as to why Suicide is Wrong
Different ethicists have had different responses regarding suicide and why it is wrong. This has raised so much controversy on the topic since none of them come up with fully convincing responses as to why they believe that suicide is wrong. Nevertheless, the main aim of the thinkers on the suicide issue is to enlighten the society. In order to have a clear understanding of whether suicide is wrong or right, the literature will cover the deontological and the utilitarian response as to why suicide is wrong.
Deontologists respond that suicide is wrong simply because it is under no circumstance permissible. This comes from the fact that any individual who commits suicide tends to sink lower more than the beasts. Suicide, according to deontologists is something terrible that cannot ever be imagined (Rottman et al., 2014). For that reason, if any man attempts suicide and survives in the process, he no longer deserves to be regarded human since they have already discarded their humanity. This makes other people have the obligation of treating the man as a beast such as dogs and horses.
Another deontological response as to why suicide is wrong is the fact that a man who has attempted suicide and survived can no longer be able to perform moral acts. Even if the same man tries to be morally upright in his acts, eventually, the acts cannot be moral. Undertaking or attempting the suicide act is one way of rooting away the existence of morality in the world. The same way in which suicide robs away the existence of morality in the world is the same way suicide robs away an individual his person. According to Sinha (2011), since everybody has a vital duty towards themselves, attempting suicide tends to annul the conditions of such highest duties. Thus, this being the case, it is clear that any man who tries to commit suicide cannot be in a position to perform moral acts in any way. Deontologist’s response all through maintain that man is Gods property and thus no one has the right to dispose of their lives. Although to some point the deontological argument is somehow contradicting, the response remains very clear that it is not morally right to commit suicide.
On the other hand, the utilitarian response has a unique approach as to why suicide is wrong. The utilitarian approach claims that the ‘goodness’ of a thing is not only weighed on the effects it will have on the individual but also the effects it will render to others (Jordan, 2017). Thus, the approach concentrates much more on the economic effects, interpersonal and emotional effects suicide has on others as a way to show that suicide is wrong. 
There are two major utilitarian responses to judging whether suicide is wrong or not. In-act utilitarian is one of them which states that the ethicality of an action is that which has better consequences as compared to any other action by the individual. On the other hand, the rule-utilitarian claims that the better consequences determine the ethicality of an action which follows a certain rule it has on the individual more than other possible (Jordan, 2017). Hence, the rule-utilitarian argue that there are those circumstances that a rule supporting suicide would be morally right. However, according to deontological ethicists, they claim that the rule would be dehumanizing as it treats people as a means to an end by putting the sanctity of life standard below the quality of life standard. 
According to Castrillón (2015), secondly, utilitarian also claims that a rule requiring suicide would not be morally right if it fails to maximize utility. However, the deontologists say that the utilitarian cannot rule out the fact that there is a possibility of the rule requiring suicide to maximize utility. Also, deontologists argue that the moral impressibility of the rule requiring suicide can be based on the moral inappropriateness of expecting an individual to treat themselves as a means to an end but not on the utility considerations.
Through utilitarian views, placing much attention on how an action morality can be measured by basing the argument on the impact of the action not only on the individual but also on other people tends to give a clear elaboration and understanding of the same. What utilitarian uphold is that the wrongness and the rightness of an action cannot be decided when the wide consequences of the same action to others are isolated (Jordan, 2017). For that reason, utilitarian concludes that suicide is wrong simply because it poses a negative effect on which is derived not only on looking at the definition of the act on the suicidal individual but also putting concern on the definition to the affected people. 
There are two main responses given by utilitarian to justify their argument as to why suicide is wrong. The first utilitarian response as to why suicide is wrong is brought forth by placing attention on the impacts of suicide on loved ones. According to Castrillón (2015), one of the claims raised from the impact of suicide on others is that it affects other people aside from the person who attempts suicide. Some of the people who are affected most by committed suicide include children, parents, spouses, relatives and friends. Such an ethical vantage point is used by the utilitarian to prove that suicide is wrong as it ends up affecting other people who are close to the victim and hence the act cannot be tolerated in the family set up at all. Any individual who appraises any suicidal act or attempt shows that they are not concerned with the welfare of people around the victim. 
Secondly, another ethical vantage point used by the utilitarian response as to why suicide is wrong is based on the impacts that suicide poses to the greater society (Jordan, 2017). It is obvious that when one commits suicide, the society is forced to come together not only to help in the issue but also to contribute their views on the same. This clarifies that suicide is wrong since it results in costs that can be measured in terms of monetary value. Again, suicide is socially erosive according to utilitarian. This is true because any individual who commits suicides tends to potentially impact other people negatively on what they know and also what they have no idea about.
In a nutshell, it is clear that both the deontological and utilitarian response as to why suicide is wrong tend to agree at some point. In general, it can be extracted that both responses justify fully that suicide is wrong. However, the utilitarian response as to why suicide is wrong goes further to illustrate by looking at the impacts that suicide poses to other people and not only on the individual who attempts or commits suicide.
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