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Human behaviors and actions are guided by ethics and moral principles that differentiate between right and wrong and between good and bad. Philosophers have reasoned differently and come up with theories that guide human behaviors. One such theoretical perspective is the utilitarianism theory, this ethical theory differentiates between the right and the wrong based on the consequences and the happiness of the many is of preference. This perspective is based on the morality framework of doing the good things for the greatest proportion of the population in the society.
 The proponent of philosophical view is known as John Stuart Mill. Another such philosophical theory is deontology. It is based on the moral framework that judges our morality of an action based on whether the action one is doing is the right or wrong thing and puts some consideration some basic rules that are based on the consequences. This concept suggests that morality is a matter of duty. The proponent of this theoretical perspective is known as Kant. This work aims at establishing if I would either use utilitarianism or deontology if I was the conductor of this train that is on a runway headed for five people whereas there is a possibility of diverting and saving the five and kill one who is on a different runway.
 In my view, the best action would be to divert the train and kill the one man rather than killing the five. This is in regard to the utilitarianism theory that lays more emphasis on the happiness of having the greatest good in the interest of the many. In this work I am going to explain my reason for choosing to use the utilitarianism perspective whereby my actions lead to the death of one person, I will also carry out an analysis of the deontology theoretical perspective by Kant and explain why I would not apply this perspective.
The utilitarianism theory by John Stuart is based on principles that show the best morally action is that which brings the happiness of the many and that causes me to choose to kill one person in efforts to save five people. One fundamental principle of this theoretical view is utility, this utility is derived from the happiness of the greatest number of people. The principle of utility is based on the ideology that actions are right as long as they end up promoting the satisfaction and happiness of the many people regardless of how wrong the actions are and the pain and anguish they cause, happiness is the only thing that is of value in the lives of people in the society (Mill, 2016).
Saving five people creates happiness for many people and the pain caused is only to one person, this is in line with the principle of utilitarianism that suggests that actions are right as long as they result in promoting the happiness of the majority. I would therefore choose to create happiness for many and is the best morally action in this situation (Mill, 2016). Utility is the outcome of the good action. Happiness which is a result of satisfaction from small issues only gives short term happiness and has the probability of worsening the situation of the individual who will start feeling that he or she lacks happiness in their life (Mill, 2016). This therefore affirms the theory of utilitarianism developed by Mill and becomes a key concept for killing one person to save one person, since killing five people will result into short term pleasure and afterwards the guilt of killing many people is going to eat me up yet there was an opportunity of saving the many people by at least killing the one person and that would have resulted in less happiness for the greatest number of people.
Kant’s Deontology theory would have a different suggestion and philosophical view in regard to this scenario. The theory suggests we have a duty to act in obedience to certain set principles and rules regardless of the outcome (Kant, 2018). This theory differs with the utilitarianism theory because the theory suggests that some actions are morally wrong even though they lead to an outcome that causes happiness. In deontology every moral action is judged and determined independently of their results. Based on this theory, Kant would tell me to kill the majority five people and leave the other one person even if the outcome would not be admirable so that I will have followed the law. This moral theory demands that we follow the categorical imperative that requires one to behave and act in regard to that maxim you would act if at that time that would be a universal law which cannot be contradicted.
 In categorical imperative, Kant suggests that a true moral action does not have any conditions (Kant, 2018). A moral maxim must be detached from particular physical details that relate to its proposition. Kant also suggested that one should act in a way where he or she treats humanity with a moral action that is not taken is as a means to an end but as the end. This clearly illustrates that a person should not use themselves or others as a means to an end. The categorical imperative is also based on the ideology that suggests that every person who are in a rational state should always behave as though they were through their maxim always a member that is a legislating member in the universal kingdom that has no end. Kant suggests that one should act according to the set moral principles and dutifully obey the moral laws to guide their actions (Kant, 2018). For him, he is concerned about people doing what the law dictates regardless of it being having adverse consequences and thus he would advise that I kill the five people and save the one person.
In conclusion, I think I would follow the utilitarianism perspective and save the many rather than save one person. This is because we all deliver our value in the happiness that is in us. It is important to mention that some of Kant’s values and principles should be followed like moral actions being guided by laws. However, I would opt to use utilitarianism concept and save a majority because this would result in the contentment of many in the society. My reason falls under the concept developed by Mill of utilitarianism because its after ensuring that are people are given a chance to experience happiness.
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