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As a train conductor, I think I will be able to pull the lever and turn the train to the right, which is assured that one person will be killed rather than heading straight to the five men who will be killed since they got no enough time of getting out of the way. In this scenario, my evaluation will be based on what both Deontology and Utilitarianism say about the experiment. I should consider pulling the lever and turning right, killing one person rather than heading straight to the five men, which results in the killing of all the five people. I will start by describing what Jeremy Bentham would advise me to do during such a scenario. I will also be able to contrast with what Kant’s moral theory would as well advise me on the right action in this situation, and finally, I will be able to give my stand on what I should do and the reason for doing that. 
Jeremy Bentham would probably advise me to pull the lever and turn the train to the right, which will lead to the killing of one person rather than five people. Act utilitarianism, actions tend to be right if they promote happiness, and they are wrong if they are not promoting happiness. Act utilitarians believe that, in any situation or circumstance, the best action to consider is that which will be maximizing the aggregate utility. Applying this utilitarian principle in this scenario, considering costs and benefits, diverting to the right will have maximum aggregate utility.  As he states, ''It is the greatest happiness of the greatest number that is the measure of right and wrong'' (Stich et.al 290). Considering what Jeremy is expressing, this means that the pain of killing five people by not diverting the train to the right exceeds the benefits, which will be as a result of the death of five people. Just as Jeremy states, what produces great happiness is right, and that which results in great pain is considered wrong, such as abolishing slavery. Thus pulling the lever and divert the train to the right, which of course will result in the death of one person, would be the best action to consider.
Considering Kant, on the other hand, he would most likely advise me to decide on my own what is right and do it Whether to consider diverting the train to the right and have one person dead or going straight to the five men and kill them all. Kant’s moral theory needs us to consider the humanity formula stating that ‘‘so act that you use humanity, whether in your person or the person of any other, always at the same time as an end, never merely as a means ’’ (Stich et.al 302). He meant that I need not be told what to do, but instead, I need to reason by myself on the right thing to do in such a scenario. I might think on my own an action that can be none of the two and would result in neither the death of the five people when I would not have turned to the right or the death of that one person if I would have to divert to the right. This is Kant in his humanity formula though that coercion was wrong.  So you can see that he is primarily concerned with respect for humanity. He believes that humans can make their own decision without outside influence to take some actions and would probably conclude that I should indeed have my way of doing things in such a scenario, which might not be either of the above-given options. 
In both Jeremy's utilitarianism and Kant's humanity formula, they both advise differently on what to do in such a scenario. Jeremy's advice is based on happiness or pleasure as a measure of right and wrong. At the same time, Kant, in his humanity formula, tends to maintain an idea that human beings should be left to make their own decision, and one should never try to coerce any being to decide that will be wrong and will be against their right to do as they wish. But the common idea is that they all always advise trying to make the right decision in any situation one gets in life.
[bookmark: _GoBack]I should consider pulling the lever and turn to the right, which will result in the loss of life of one person rather than going straight to the five men whose results will be the killing of all five men. My decision to do so is based on the Act Utilitarian principle, which states that one action in any circumstance should be the one that will maximize the aggregate utility. I will have considered Jeremy’s Act Utilitarianism in my decision-making, which stresses that right and wrong can be measured by the greatest pleasure or happiness of the greatest number. Also, I will have considered The Optimific moral code, which is the system that would maximize utility if accepted generally (Stich et.al 296). The benefits of diverting to the right indeed are much more than when i go straight to the five men.
Even though I might share some of the values underlying Kant’s position like, in any situation, we should consider the common-sense idea of what is right and wrong. I should not be coerced to make a confident decision concerning certain conditions or circumstances. I need to decide on my own on what I should do in a scenario like this. I nevertheless would choose to have the train diverted to the right, although I will have one person dead rather than five people dead. This is because I think it would not be that painful to lose one life of an individual than having the lives of five people lost. However, common sense and society's moral values do not allow certain actions causing pain like killing. In this scenario, five people should be saved, and so like any other person, I would always advise just as Jeremy says that the benefits of not taking the lives of the five people exceed the pain that will be endured when one person's life is lost.
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