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[bookmark: _Int_mhsgmq81]The aim of this essay will be to assess critically whether the moral worth of our actions be judged solely on the basis of the consequences that stem from them. Furthermore, this essay will achieve this by utilising both Kantianism and the utilitarian viewpoint. The essay will then apply the same philosophical theories to contemporary issues, such as, the COVID-19 epidemic, and examine how and in what context they were employed to address these issues and the outcome. The ethics of this epidemic will be investigated to understand the deep and further extending consequential issues that our actions have, and how difficult it would be to judge the morality of an action without considering the trauma that would come with it. 
Is someone morally pure if they did not kill a known murderer, because the act of killing is not justified, or is morality circumstantial, and not doing anything could be immoral with the knowledge that if you do not kill, they will kill again. The answer to this is not black and white. German philosopher Immanuel Kant, who introduced the philosophical theory of Kantianism, has an interesting definition for morality. If we took this scenario, and applied Kantianism instead of utilitarianism, the outcome would be different. A person who followed Kantianism would not believe in the right to kill the murderer, as they would act according to the rule of universal law, they would not morally justify the murder even with the circumstances. A Kantian must act on universal law, they do not calculate the benefit over the consequence, but rather the choice. A Kantian would act in a way that you always see humanity as an end in and of itself, never just as a means to an end, whether it be in your own person or that of any other. Thus, every rational creature must behave in such a way that his maxim makes him a permanent member of the legislative branch of the global kingdom of ends (Kant and Ellington, 1994). Essentially, Kantians would argue that whether you feel your circumstances fit your actions, if in this scenario you did kill but already have an understanding that killing was morally wrong, then you would then be doing is universalizing that action, and you’re saying that everyone at any time should always murder. 
A problem that could come from Kantianism, is the contradiction of saying everyone should be able to murder. It would negate the action of murder, become a social norm and be never-ending and there would be nobody left to murder, therefore murder is not universalizable (CrashCourse, 2016). It also does not value the worth of killing one murderer over sparing the lives of more than one, by letting one live, even with the intention of killing others which would have much more grievance than the death of one. It values morals higher than happiness and rejects any responsibility that comes with acting on any information, for example the choice of not killing a murderer whilst knowing their intentions. Therefore, Kant argued that proper, rational application of the categorical imperative will lead us to moral truth that is fixed to all moral agents (Kant and Ellington, 1994). 
The antithesis of Kantianism: utilitarianism.  Jeremy Bentham, known as the founder of modern utilitarianism (Sweet, n.d.) held that the only thing that is valuable for its own sake is happiness or pleasure. He thought that since pleasure is the only thing that drives humans by nature, they should always strive to maximise their enjoyment. Bentham attempts to ascertain in The Principles of Morals and Law what a legal order might look like if it were created with just utilitarian considerations in mind. To achieve this, Bentham provides a meticulous analysis of the various types of pleasures and pains, their origins, how they should be measured, the morally and legally significant aspects of human behaviour, the negative effects of harmful acts, the different kinds of behaviour that are "unmet" for punishment, and the various classes of offences (Bentham, 1789). Therefore, any immoral action such as killing, to a utilitarian would not be immoral if the consequence to that action was overall happiness. A utilitarian, in this instance, would have killed the murderer with the justification that they would have overall happiness because it would be one life over more than one. A utilitarian would not see anyone as more righteous than another, therefore the immoral thing would be to not kill the murderer, unlike Kantianism. 
To further understand the severity of both philosophical ideas, it would be wise to apply these to real life situations which have evidence of the consequence that these have. An example that utilitarianism is greatly applied is the recent COVID-19 epidemic. Kantian ethics seems merely impossibly applicable to this epidemic with the same hope as a lower death rate outcome. As the pandemic was worldwide, this resorted to lower resources which resulted in several difficulties that nurses, doctors and other medical professionals would face. To get the lowest number of fatalities with limited resources, the medical professionals used often a utilitarian view. By estimating how many lives would be lost if lockdown were to be implemented or not, this rule might be applied to the lockdown dilemma. It may also be used to the triage issue: In actuality, this would entail considering the following elements, probability, duration of treatment and resources (Savulescu, Persson and Wilkinson, 2020). An example of probability being used in a utilitarian manner is a scenario much like this, if a person had 80% chance of recovery and another person only had 20% and they both needed a ventilator which was limited, the person with the highest probability would get the ventilator. If you treat people according to their likelihood of survival rather than according to their likelihood of death, you will save nine people as opposed to one out of every ten persons you treat. Probability is an important factor because of this (Savulescu, Persson and Wilkinson, 2020). A Kantian would argue against this method with the reason that you should not judge the action morally with any previous knowledge. Regardless of a person's probability of recovery, this should not contribute to the factor of someone living or not, which according to their own philosophy would possibly have ended up with neither patient having use of the ventilator resulting in a higher death rate. 
The length of a benefit's enjoyment is important, according to utilitarianism, since it impacts the quantity of good that is created. To preserve more lives, longer-lasting therapies should be chosen above those that just prolong life for a short time. Given that a 96-year-old is projected to have a shorter life if successfully treated, a 32-year-old, who is younger, should be given priority. Even if someone is older, utilitarianism would favour treating him if the younger was anticipated to pass away sooner. Hence, age is a de facto measurement of length. Utilitarianism favours preserving the lives of the young because they often pass away earlier than elderly individuals. Age itself, however, is irrelevant; what matters is the anticipated duration of the benefit. This is why utilitarianism is not 'ageist' in an unethical sense and is not unfairly discriminating. Again, Kantianism would not think fondly of this proclaimed ethical decision, as one life is being favoured over another. Although it is important to note the importance of a medical professional’s duty of care, it is also important that humanity does not die out. This importance would be the foundation of their decision to have a more utilitarian perspective over Kantianism. Thus, the importance of the condition a patient is in, for example their age, chance of survival is crucial when deciding priority with limited resources. The answer to the lockdown query also depends on the length of life. What counts is how long life is extended. This has effects on how present policies should be evaluated. Imperial College modelling was a factor in the UK's decision to conduct a countrywide lockdown at the end of March (Savulescu, Persson and Wilkinson, 2020). 
To conclude, the utilitarian approach to the pandemic supports the idea that the moral worth of our actions be judged solely on the basis of the consequences that stem from them, but the reason for the utilitarian approach is narrowed down to the survival rate and limited resources. It is hard to decide whether a utilitarian approach is humane in comparison to the Kantian ethics. Utilitarianism can be seen more as a demanding theory where the Kantianism is more about choice and less discriminating. Throughout the essay the need for utilitarianism has proven to be something that only thrives when there are limitations already set in place, or where you need to get the best out of a very bad situation, which is why it might have worked in a global pandemic. A Kantian approach would be better suited to a multitude of options for one problem, without any intense consequences. 
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