Assessment 1
Q: Should the moral worth of our actions be judged solely on the basis of the consequences that stem from them?
In this Essay I shall explore the ideas of utilitarianism and consequentialism, comparing the positives and negatives. After giving this foundation to the theory I will compare how yhe theory views intent and consequence.
To begin with, utilitarianism is the moral theory where the aim is to take actions that will create the most happiness or pleasure and avoid actions that would bring unhappiness or harm; an important note is that it is not only just the actors’ happiness that is considered for it is the happiness of the actor and all those affected by the decision.  When the utilitarianism way of thinking is applied to larger scale thinking, economic, political, etc. the aim would be for the overall betterment of society. Simply put, the correct decision would be the one the creates the most happiness for the greatest number of people in a society/group. Utilitarianism is a reason-based approach for finding right and wrong and it does not take feelings, emotion, culture and justice. The theory is associated with John Stuart Mill (1806-1873) and Jeremy Bentham (1747-1832) two British philosophers and political thinkers.
The positives for utilitarianism are many. One positive is that it is a secular way of thinking. There are thousands of religions, each giving its own version of the correct morals to have. It is troublesome trying to find what someone sees as a spiritual belief and what another someone would see as scientific proof. However, when each moral decision is based on happiness alone then the inconsistencies that are found when focusing on a spiritual deity are eliminated. Another positive of utilitarianism is that it uses universal ethics and objective manner. The theory allows us to accurately find the positive and negative consequences of each action that is decided as a group; it also gives way to create and independent way to determine what is right and wrong from a moral or ethical perspective.
With the positives also comes negatives. One of the negatives is that the theory relies on a universal idea of happiness; of course, this is troublesome as each person has their own idea of happiness. For example, some people find happiness in their family and friends whilst others find happiness in solitude. To have a theory strongly based on such a subjective thing leaves you with two choices: to compromise and find similarities in each persons happiness or to have the majorities definition of happiness to take precedent. Another negative is the unpredictability that comes with utilitarianism, for it is impossible to correctly and consistently predict the future. A moral decision can not be made on what may and may not happen it needs to be made on what happens in the moment. The intention to do good may ultimately lead to poor consequences down the line.
Expanding off the previous negative, I shall now look at the relation between intention and outcome. As stated before, utilitarianism is about finding the decision that brings the most happiness; however, with life’s unpredictability’s things may not pan out as they should. For example: from "Adolf Hitler, nearly drowned as a child.”
"Everyone in Passau knew the story. Some of the other stories told about him were that he never learned to swim and needed glasses," she wrote. "In 1894, while playing tag with a group of other children, the way many children do in Passau to this day, Adolf fell into the river. The current was very strong and the water ice cold, flowing as it did straight from the mountains. Luckily for young Adolf, the son of the owner of the house where he lived was able to pull him out in time and so saved his life."
This is a good example to show a fault in the consequentialist and utilitarian way of thinking; the son saved a drowning four year old boy, which seems to be the correct decision. However, for who Hitler becomes it can be argued that the son’s decision to save him was In fact incorrect. For the amount of suffering Hitler brought outweighs the son’s good intention to save him. By utilitarianism standards the son is not morally upstanding for saving a 4-year-old and should have allowed Hitler to drown.
So, to relate it back to the question, I believe it is simplistic to judge ones moral character based solely on the consequences of the decision. Even with a vast amount of knowledge, the future can not be predicted completely. However, you can not also judge someone’s moral character solely on intention either. If someone consistently creates consequences that bring harm, they are ignorant or oblivious to their actions.  
In conclusion, the answer to the question would be no. Moral worth should not be judged solely on consequence. It should not be judged solely on anything. Intention and consequence should both be taken into account.

[endnoteRef:1] [1:  https://greengarageblog.org/13-advantages-and-disadvantages-of-utilitarianism-theory
https://www.investopedia.com/terms/u/utilitarianism.asp#:~:text=Investopedia%20%2F%20Jessica%20Olah-,What%20Is%20Utilitarianism%3F,that%20cause%20unhappiness%20or%20harm.
https://longtermrisk.org/should-we-base-moral-judgments-on-intentions-or-outcomes/
] 


Assessment 1


 


Q: 


Should the moral worth of our actions be judged solely on the basis of the consequences that 


stem from them?


 


In this Essay I shall explo


re the ideas of utilitarianism and consequentialism, 


comparing the


 


positives 


and negatives


.


 


After giving this foundation to the 


theor


y


 


I will compare how 


yhe


 


theory views i


ntent 


and consequence


.


 


To 


begin with, utilitarianism is 


the moral theory where the aim is 


to take actions that will create the 


most happiness or pleasure


 


and 


avoid actions that would bring unhappiness or harm


; an important 


note 


is that it is not only 


just the actors


’


 


happiness


 


that is 


considered


 


for it is 


the


 


happiness of the 


actor and all those 


affected by the decision


. 


 


When the 


utilitarianism


 


way of thinking is applied to 


larger scale thinking, economic


, political, etc. 


the aim would be for the 


overall betterment of society.


 


Simply put, 


the correct decision 


would be the one the creates the most happiness for the greatest 


number of people


 


in a society/group.


 


Utilitarianism 


is a reason


-


based 


approach for finding right and 


wrong and it does not take 


feelings


, emotion, culture and justice


. The theory 


is associated with John 


Stuart


 


Mill (1806


-


1873) 


and Jeremy Bentham (


1747


-


1832)


 


two British 


philosophers and political 


thinkers.


 


The positives for utilitarianism 


are many. One positive is that 


it is a secular way of thinking


. 


There are 


thousands of religions, each giving its own version of the correct morals to have


. 


It is troublesome 


trying to find what someone sees as a spiritual 


belief and 


what another someone would see as 


scientific proof


. However, when each moral decision is based on 


happiness alone then 


the 


inconsistencies


 


that are found


 


when focusing on a spiritual deity are eliminated. 


Another positive 


of 


utilitarianism 


is that it uses universal ethics 


and objective manner. 


The theory allows us to accurately 


find the 


positive


 


and negative 


consequences


 


of each action that is 


decided as a group


; it also gives 


way to create and 


independent


 


way to determine what is right and wrong from a


 


moral or ethical 


perspective.


 


W


ith 


the 


positives


 


also comes negatives


. One of the negatives is that the theory relies on a universal 


idea of 


happiness; 


of course,


 


this is troublesome as each person 


has their own idea of happiness. 


For 


example, 


some people find happiness i


n their 


family and friends whilst others find happiness


 


in 


solitude. To have a theory strongly based on such a subjective thing 


leaves


 


you with two choices: to 


compromise 


and find similarities in each persons happiness 


or to 


have the majorities 


definition


 


of 


happiness to take 


precedent


.


 


Another negative is the unpredictabil


ity that comes with 


utilitarianism


, 


for it is impossible 


to correctly and 


consistently


 


predict the futur


e. 


A


 


moral decision can not 


be 


made 


on what may and may not happen it needs to be made 


on what happens in the moment


.


 


The 


intention to do good may 


ultimatel


y


 


lead to 


poor 


consequences


 


down the line


.


 


Expanding off the previous negative, 


I


 


shall now look at


 


the relation between 


intention and outcome. 


As stated before, utilitarianism is about finding the 


decision


 


that brings the most happiness


; 


however, 


wi


th 


life’s


 


unpredictability’s


 


things may not pan out as they should


. 


F


or 


example: 


from 


"


Adolf Hitler, nearly drowned as a 


child.


”


 


"Everyone in Passau knew the story. Some of the other stories told about him were that he 


never 


learned to swim and needed glasses," she wrote. "In 1894, while playing tag with a group 


of other children, the way many children do in Passau to this day, Adolf fell into the river. The 


current was very strong and the water ice cold, flowing as it did str


aight from the mountains. 


Luckily for young Adolf, the son of the owner of the house where he lived was able to pull him 


out in time and so saved his life."


 




Assessment 1   Q:  Should the moral worth of our actions be judged solely on the basis of the consequences that  stem from them?   In this Essay I shall explo re the ideas of utilitarianism and consequentialism,  comparing the   positives  and negatives .   After giving this foundation to the  theor y   I will compare how  yhe   theory views i ntent  and consequence .   To  begin with, utilitarianism is  the moral theory where the aim is  to take actions that will create the  most happiness or pleasure   and  avoid actions that would bring unhappiness or harm ; an important  note  is that it is not only  just the actors ’   happiness   that is  considered   for it is  the   happiness of the  actor and all those  affected by the decision .    When the  utilitarianism   way of thinking is applied to  larger scale thinking, economic , political, etc.  the aim would be for the  overall betterment of society.   Simply put,  the correct decision  would be the one the creates the most happiness for the greatest  number of people   in a society/group.   Utilitarianism  is a reason - based  approach for finding right and  wrong and it does not take  feelings , emotion, culture and justice . The theory  is associated with John  Stuart   Mill (1806 - 1873)  and Jeremy Bentham ( 1747 - 1832)   two British  philosophers and political  thinkers.   The positives for utilitarianism  are many. One positive is that  it is a secular way of thinking .  There are  thousands of religions, each giving its own version of the correct morals to have .  It is troublesome  trying to find what someone sees as a spiritual  belief and  what another someone would see as  scientific proof . However, when each moral decision is based on  happiness alone then  the  inconsistencies   that are found   when focusing on a spiritual deity are eliminated.  Another positive  of  utilitarianism  is that it uses universal ethics  and objective manner.  The theory allows us to accurately  find the  positive   and negative  consequences   of each action that is  decided as a group ; it also gives  way to create and  independent   way to determine what is right and wrong from a   moral or ethical  perspective.   W ith  the  positives   also comes negatives . One of the negatives is that the theory relies on a universal  idea of  happiness;  of course,   this is troublesome as each person  has their own idea of happiness.  For  example,  some people find happiness i n their  family and friends whilst others find happiness   in  solitude. To have a theory strongly based on such a subjective thing  leaves   you with two choices: to  compromise  and find similarities in each persons happiness  or to  have the majorities  definition   of  happiness to take  precedent .   Another negative is the unpredictabil ity that comes with  utilitarianism ,  for it is impossible  to correctly and  consistently   predict the futur e.  A   moral decision can not  be  made  on what may and may not happen it needs to be made  on what happens in the moment .   The  intention to do good may  ultimatel y   lead to  poor  consequences   down the line .   Expanding off the previous negative,  I   shall now look at   the relation between  intention and outcome.  As stated before, utilitarianism is about finding the  decision   that brings the most happiness ;  however,  wi th  life’s   unpredictability’s   things may not pan out as they should .  F or  example:  from  " Adolf Hitler, nearly drowned as a  child. ”   "Everyone in Passau knew the story. Some of the other stories told about him were that he  never  learned to swim and needed glasses," she wrote. "In 1894, while playing tag with a group  of other children, the way many children do in Passau to this day, Adolf fell into the river. The  current was very strong and the water ice cold, flowing as it did str aight from the mountains.  Luckily for young Adolf, the son of the owner of the house where he lived was able to pull him  out in time and so saved his life."  

