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The life boat case
Different situations lead to different actions that can be taken in order to survive or move on. Many will differ with the action that has been taken in a particular situation because of different ideas that people have. However, no matter how much the action can be sadder to others there will be the side that will conquer with the action taken. Just as the trolley car problem suggests that the majority can be considered over the minority, the action that is taken can be proven moral by the consequentialist. However, people will have different opinions especially those using the categorical reasoning. This paper will examine the lifeboat case.
From the incident where the four, Dudley, Brook, Stephen, and Richard had to survive, they thought that an action needs to be taken no matter how consequential it is. The action that was taken by the two, Dudley and Brook to kill Richard because he was sick was wrong. Although, the consequentialist reasoning may regard this as moral, the action they took was not justified. The four of them had energy and could be able to search for food around and care for the other who was sick. They were supposed to be very supportive for one of their crew who needed them most than ever. I think using the categorical reasoning, no matter how much some needed to survive the conclusion to kill one of them was unjust.
In conclusion, the three were to ensure that all of them survives including Richard ho was sick. This is because it was just a few days after killing Richard they were rescued, which means Richard would have been saved. I think and disagree with their action of killing one of them with a claim to survive. One question is if they were not saved a few days after killing one of them, what could have they done. Were they going to continue killing each other to survive?   
