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Intro	to	Ethics

What	is	ethics?

“A	 system	 of	moral	 principles	 and	 a	 branch	 of	 philosophy	which
defines	what	is	good	for	individuals	and	society.”
“Moral	principles	that	govern	a	person’s	or	group’s	behaviour.”
“Ethics	 is	 the	philosophical	study	of	morality.	 It	 is	a	study	of	what
are	 good	 and	 bad	 ends	 to	 pursue	 in	 life	 and	 what	 it	 is	 right	 and
wrong	 to	 do	 in	 the	 conduct	 of	 life.	 It	 is	 therefore,	 above	 all,	 a
practical	discipline.
Its	 primary	 aim	 is	 to	 determine	 how	 one	 ought	 to	 live	 and	what
actions	one	ought	to	do	in	the	conduct	of	one’s	life.
It	 thus	 differs	 from	 studies	 in	 anthropology,	 sociology,	 and
empirical	psychology	that	also	examine	human	pursuits	and	social
norms.	These	studies	belong	to	positive	science.
Their	primary	aim	is	not	to	prescribe	action	but	rather	to	describe,
analyze,	 and	 explain	 certain	 phenomena	 of	 human	 life,	 including
the	 goal-directed	 activities	 of	 individuals	 and	 groups	 and	 the
regulation	of	 social	 life	 by	norms	 that	 constitute	 the	 conventional
morality	of	a	community.”

What	ethics	IS	NOT?

Ethics	is	NOT	the	same	as	feelings.
Ethics	is	NOT	religion.
Ethics	is	NOT	following	the	law.
Ethics	is	NOT	following	culturally	accepted	norms.
Ethics	is	NOT	science.

Why	do	we	compromise?
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There	is	too	much	to	gain.
There	is	too	much	to	lose.
The	watchdogs	are	asleep.

The	Problems	of	Ethics

You	 are	 strolling	 through	 a	 neighbourhood	 park	 on	 a	 free	 afternoon
when	something	in	the	bushes	nearby	catches	your	eye.	Its	a	woman’s
purse,	 presumably	 lost.	 Or	 perhaps	 it	 was	 stolen	 and	 then	 discarded.
You	 look	 inside	and	find	a	drivers	 license.	You	also	see	a	huge	wad	of
cash.	The	purse	wasn’t	stolen.	What	should	you	do?

OK…so	you	will	return	the	purse,	honest	that	you	are.

Now	consider	this	–

You	have	recently	lost	your	job	and	are	struggling	to	make	ends	meet.
You	are	unable	to	pay	the	fees	for	your	child’s	school,	and	the	principal
has	warned	you	today	that	you	have	just	one	day	to	pay	the	fees.	The
amount	 in	 the	 purse	 is	 exactly	 the	 same	 as	 the	 annual	 fees	 for	 the
school.

What	will	you	do	now?

Welcome	to	the	PROBLEM	OF	ETHICS….
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Does	ethics	mean	different	things	to	different	people?
Does	 ethics	 mean	 different	 things	 at	 different	 times	 to	 the	 same
person?
Why	 should	 you	 act	 ‘ethically’	 when	 there	 is	 a	 good/compelling
reason	to	behave	otherwise?
Is	 an	 excellent	 character	 something	worth	 having	 and	 preserving
even	at	significant	costs	to	one’s	health	or	wealth?
Do	you	not	feel	inspired	by	those	who	make	sacrifices	to	live	up	to
their	value	systems?
Do	 you	 not	 feel	 proud	 of	 yourself	 when	 you	 would	 have
successfully	resisted	an	opportunity	to	act	dishonestly?

What	is	morality?

There	are	two	accepted	meanings	of	Morality:

One	 is	 that	 of	 morality	 as	 an	 existing	 institution	 of	 a	 particular
society,	 what	 is	 commonly	 called	 the	 society’s	 conventional
morality.
The	 other	 is	 that	 of	 morality	 as	 a	 universal	 ideal	 grounded	 in
reason.	Its	basis	must	consist	instead	of	standards	that	derive	their
authority	from	a	source	that	is	independent	of	custom.
The	first	covers	phenomena	studied	in	anthropology	and	sociology.
The	second	defines	the	subject	of	ethics.
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What	is	Normative	morality?

Among	 those	 who	 use	 “morality”	 normatively,	 all	 hold	 that
“morality”	 refers	 to	 a	 code	 of	 conduct	 that	 applies	 to	 all	who	 can
understand	it	and	can	govern	their	behavior	by	it.
In	the	normative	sense,	morality	should	never	be	overridden,	that
is,	no	one	 should	ever	violate	a	moral	prohibition	or	 requirement
for	non-moral	considerations.
All	of	 those	who	use	 “morality”	normatively	also	hold	 that,	under
plausible	 specified	 conditions,	 all	 rational	 persons	 would	 endorse
that	code.
Moral	 theories	 differ	 in	 their	 accounts	 of	 the	 essential
characteristics	of	rational	persons	and	in	their	specifications	of	the
conditions	under	which	all	rational	persons	would	endorse	a	code	of
conduct	as	a	moral	code.	These	differences	result	in	different	kinds
of	moral	theories.
Some	hold	 that	morality	applies	only	 to	 those	 rational	beings	 that
have	those	features	of	human	beings	that	make	it	rational	for	all	of
them	to	endorse	morality,	viz.,	fallibility	and	vulnerability.
Other	moral	 theories	 claim	 to	put	 forward	an	account	of	morality
that	provides	a	guide	to	all	rational	beings,	even	if	these	beings	do
not	have	these	human	characteristics,	e.g.,	God.

Consider	this

1.	 Jai	kills	a	burglar	in	self-defense
2.	 Jayant	kills	an	innocent	person	and	steals	his	car.

In	each	situation	the	action	is	the	same,	i.e.,	one	person	causes	someone
else	to	die.	Nevertheless,	most	normative	moral	 theories	consider	Jai’s
action	to	be	a	moral	response	to	the	situation	and	Jayant’s	action	to	be
immoral.	 To	 be	 able	 to	 judge	 the	 same	 action	 to	 be	 moral	 in	 some
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situations	and	 immoral	 in	others	 then,	 it	must	be	some	element	other
than	the	action	that	the	moral	judgment	focuses	on.	Otherwise	since	the
action	is	the	same	the	moral	judgments	must	also	be	the	same.

The	 question	 becomes	 then,	 whether	 the	 focus	 is	 on	 the	 individual’s
motive,	 the	 individual’s	 intention,	 the	 action’s	 characteristics	 or	 the
action’s	consequences?

What	are	the	elements	in	Moral	Evaluation?

The	individual’s	motive,	i.e.,	the	reason	that	the	individual	does	the
action.
The	individual’s	intention,	i.e.,	the	mental	determination	to	engage
in	a	certain	action	or	to	realize	certain	ends.
The	individual’s	character.
The	action,	i.e.,	what	the	individual	does.
The	 action’s	 characteristics,	 i.e.,	 is	 the	 action	 an	 obligation,
permissible	or	impermissible.
The	 action’s	 consequences,	 i.e.,	 what	 does	 happen	 once	 the
individual	does	the	action.

The	is-Ought	problem	(David	Hume)

In	every	system	of	morality,	which	I	have	hitherto	met	with,	I	have
always	 remarked,	 that	 the	 author	 proceeds	 for	 some	 time	 in	 the
ordinary	ways	of	reasoning,	and	establishes	 the	being	of	a	God,	or
makes	observations	concerning	human	affairs;	when	all	of	a	sudden
I	 am	 surprised	 to	 find,	 that	 instead	 of	 the	 usual	 copulations	 of
propositions,	 is,	 and	 is	 not,	 I	meet	with	 no	 proposition	 that	 is	 not
connected	 with	 an	 ought,	 or	 an	 ought	 not.	 This	 change	 is
imperceptible;	but	is	however,	of	the	last	consequence.	(A	Treaties
of	Human	Nature,	David	Hume,	1739)
Many	writers	make	claims	about	what	ought	 to	be	on	 the	basis	of
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statements	about	what	is.	However,	Hume	found	that	there	seems
to	be	a	significant	difference	between	descriptive	statements	(about
what	 is)	 and	 prescriptive	 or	 normative	 statements	 (about	 what
ought	 to	 be),	 and	 it	 is	 not	 obvious	 how	one	 can	 get	 from	making
descriptive	statements	to	prescriptive.
The	 is–ought	 problem	 is	 also	 known	 as	Hume’s	 law	 and	 Hume’s
Guillotine.	Thrasymachus’	challenge	to	Socrates
When	 Socrates	 praises	 the	 importance	 of	 being	 just	 and	 virtuous,
Thrasymachus	 maintains	 that	 to	 act	 justly	 is	 to	 act	 for	 another’s
good	and	not	one’s	own,	and	the	unjust	person	is	not	so	foolish	as	to
ignore	 his	 own	 good	 for	 the	 sake	 of	 another’s.	 The	 unjust	 person
therefore	gains	riches	and	seizes	opportunities	that	the	just	person
forgoes,	 and	 the	 life	 of	 greater	 riches	 and	 more	 opportunities	 is
surely	the	better	life.
One	familiar	example	in	the	modern	world,	is	the	military	dictator
who	rules	by	terror	and	fraud,	who	loots	his	country’s	wealth,	and
who	lives	opulently	while	stashing	additional	spoils	in	foreign	bank
accounts	and	other	offshore	havens.	This	type	of	individual,	the	one
who	 practices	 injustice	 on	 a	 very	 large	 scale	 and	 succeeds,	 is	 for
Thrasymachus	 the	 happiest	 of	 men.	 Very	 often	 we	 see	 that	 such
men	are	respected	for	what	they	have	achieved.

So,	why	be	just	when	you	can	profit	from	being	unjust?

Where	are	the	differences	between	Motive	vs.	Intent	in	Law?

“Motive”	 refers	 to	 the	 reason	 or	 the	 “why”	 the	 crime	 was
committed.	It	is	often	the	background	of	the	suspect	in	committing
the	 alleged	 crime.	 As	 a	 background,	 motive	 comes	 before	 intent.
Unlike	 intent,	motive	 can	be	determined,	but	 its	 existence	doesn’t
exactly	prove	guilt.
“Intent,”	on	the	other	hand,	is	the	supposed	action	or	purpose	of	the
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crime.	 It	 is	 the	 result	 of	 the	 motive	 and	 has	 a	 higher	 level	 of
culpability	 since	 a	 harmful	 action	 was	 committed.	 Intent	 is
characterized	 as	 a	 deliberate	 action	 and	 conscious	 effort	 to	 break
the	 law	and	 commit	 the	offence.	 Intent	 resides	 in	 the	 field	 of	 law
where	it	is	defined	as	the	planning	and	longing	to	perform	an	act.

Where	are	the	differences	between	THE	‘GOOD’	&	THE	‘RIGHT’?

Consider	the	moral	judgments:

1.	 Being	honest	is	(or	produces	some)	good	because	being	honest	is	the
right	action.

2.	 Being	honest	is	the	right	action	because	being	honest	is	(or	produces
some)	good.

The	difference	in	focus	in	these	judgments	is	dramatic.	Judgment	(1)
considers	 ‘right’	 to	be	the	more	fundamental	concept	and	suggests
that	whatever	 is	good,	 is	good	because	 it	 is	 right.	 Judgment	 (2),	 in
contrast	 considers	 good	 to	 be	 the	more	 fundamental	 concept	 and
alleges	 that	 whatever	 is	 right,	 is	 right	 because	 it	 is	 (or	 produces
some)	good.
Those	 theories	 that	 consider	 ‘good’	 to	 be	 the	 more	 fundamental
concept	will	also	isolate	some	particular	good	as	the	supreme	good,
while	 those	 theories	 that	 consider	 ‘right’	 to	 be	 the	 more
fundamental	 concept	 will	 designate	 certain	 actions	 as	 the	 right
actions,	i.e.,	as	moral	duties	or	obligations.
In	 theories	 that	 consider	 ‘good’	 to	 be	 the	more	 basic	 concept,	 the
purpose	 in	moral	 action	 is	 to	 produce	 as	much	 good	 as	 possible.
What	these	theories	will	(and	must)	focus	on	to	determine	whether
this	 condition	has	 been	met	 are	 consequences.	 It	 is	 the	 good	 that
one’s	 actions	 produce	 then,	 rather	 than	 one’s	 intentions,	 that
determines	 a	 situation’s	 moral	 status.	 In	 these	 theories	 one’s
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intentions	 have	 little	 or	 no	 relevance,	 all	 that	 matter	 are
consequences.
In	 theories	 that	 consider	 ‘right’	 to	 be	 the	 more	 fundamental
concept,	 the	purpose	 in	moral	action	 is	 to	do	what	 is	 right,	 i.e.,	 to
observe	one’s	moral	duties.	 Since	 it	 is	possible	 to	do	what	 is	 right
and	 the	 consequences	 nevertheless	 be	 disastrous,	 these	 theories
focus	 on	 one’s	 intentions	 rather	 than	 on	 the	 consequences	 one’s
actions	 produce.	 So	 to	 determine	 whether	 one	 has	 done	 what	 is
moral,	these	theories	determine	whether	one’s	action	was	right	(i.e.,
was	an	obligation,	or	at	least	permissible)	and	what	one’s	intention
was,	rather	than	on	what	the	consequences	were.	In	these	theories
then,	consequences	have	little	or	no	relevance,	all	that	matters	are
moral	duties	and	intentions.

What	are	Teleological	theories?

Teleos	 means	 ‘end’.	 These	 theories	 are	 concerned	 with	 the
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consequences	of	the	action.
Ethical	 egoism	 contrasts	 with	 ethical	 altruism,	 which	 holds	 that
moral	agents	have	an	obligation	to	help	others.
Egoism	and	altruism	both	contrast	with	ethical	utilitarianism,	which
holds	 that	 a	 moral	 agent	 should	 treat	 one’s	 self	 with	 no	 higher
regard	 than	 one	has	 for	 others	 (as	 egoism	does,	 by	 elevating	 self-
interests	 and	 “the	 self”	 to	 a	 status	not	 granted	 to	 others),	 but	 that
one	also	should	not	(as	altruism	does)	sacrifice	one’s	own	interests
to	 help	 others’	 interests,	 so	 long	 as	 one’s	 own	 interests	 (i.e.	 one’s
own	desires	or	well-being)	are	substantially	equivalent	to	the	others’
interests	and	well-being.
Egoism,	 utilitarianism,	 and	 altruism	 are	 all	 forms	 of
consequentialism,	 but	 egoism	 and	 altruism	 contrast	 with
utilitarianism,	 in	 that	 egoism	and	 altruism	are	 both	 agent-focused
forms	 of	 consequentialism	 (i.e.	 subject-focused	 or	 subjective),	 but
utilitarianism	is	agent-neutral	(i.e.	objective	and	impartial)	as	it	does
not	 treat	 the	 subject’s	 (i.e.	 the	 self’s,	 i.e.	 the	moral	 “agent’s”)	 own
interests	as	being	more	or	less	important	than	the	interests,	desires,
or	well-being	of	others.

What	are	Deontological	theories?

Derived	from	greek	word	‘deon’	which	means	duty.	This	approach
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believes	we	have	a	duty	not	to	do	bad.
Kant	argued	that	it	was	not	the	consequences	of	actions	that	make
them	right	or	wrong	but	the	motives	of	the	person	who	carries	out
the	action.
To	 act	 in	 the	 morally	 right	 way	 one	 must	 act	 purely	 from	 duty
begins	with	an	argument	that	the	highest	good	must	be	both	good	in
itself	and	good	without	qualification
He	concludes	that	there	is	only	one	thing	that	is	truly	good:	“Nothing
in	the	world—indeed	nothing	even	beyond	the	world—can	possibly	be
conceived	which	could	be	called	good	without	qualification	except	a
good	will”
Moral	Absolutism	 -	 Certain	actions	are	absolutely	 right	 or	wrong,
regardless	 of	 the	 intentions	 behind	 them	 as	 well	 as	 the
consequences
Divine	Command	Theory	-	An	action	is	right	if	God	has	decreed	that
it	is	right.

((( 	)))

KNAPPIL
Y

10



KNAPPIL
Y

11



Different	approaches	to	Ethical	Conduct

What	are	the	different	Approaches	to	Ethical	Conduct?

The	Utilitarian	Approach
The	Rights	Approach
The	Fairness	(Justice)	Approach
The	Common	Good	Approach
The	Virtue	Approach

What	is	Utilitarian	Approach?

Focuses	 on	 the	 consequences	 that	 actions	 or	 policies	 have	 on	 the
well-being	of	all	persons	directly	or	indirectly	affected	by	the	action
or	policy.
The	principle	states:	“Of	any	two	actions,	 the	most	ethical	one	will
produce	the	greatest	balance	of	benefits	over	harms.”
Utilitarianism	 was	 conceived	 in	 the	 19th	 century	 by	 Jeremy
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Bentham	and	 John	Stuart	Mill	 to	help	 legislators	determine	which
laws	 were	morally	 best.	 To	 analyze	 an	 issue	 using	 the	 utilitarian
approach,	we	first	identify	the	various	courses	of	action	available	to
us.	 Second,	we	 ask	who	will	 be	 affected	 by	 each	 action	 and	what
benefits	or	harms	will	be	derived	from	each.	And	third,	we	choose
the	action	that	will	produce	the	greatest	benefits	and	the	least	harm.
The	ethical	action	is	the	one	that	provides	the	greatest	good	for	the
greatest	number.

The	Trolley	Problem	(Utilitarian	Solution)
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There	is	NO	ONE	SOLUTION	to	this	problem	Those	who	subscribe	to	the
philosophical	theory	of	utilitarianism	would	say	that	both	are	justified.
Utilitarianism	is	a	no-frills	view	of	consequences.	If	the	outcome	for	five
people	 is	 good	 and	 the	 outcome	 is	 bad	 for	 one,	 the	 action	 is	 justified,
permissible	and	even	obligatory!	Most	people	say	they	will	pull	the	lever
in	the	first	case	but	won’t	push	the	fat	man	on	the	tracks	in	the	second
case,	although	the	outcome	is	the	same	–	saving	5	lives,	letting	go	of	1!

The	Doctrine	of	Double	Effect	(Thomas	Aquinas)

This	doctrine	says	that	for	an	act	to	be	morally	permissible,	it	has	to	fit
certain	criteria.

First,	 the	 outcome	 has	 to	 be	 a	 good	 one.	 Both	 examples	 in	 the
trolley	problem	have	that	–	five	people	survive	a	terrible	accident.
Secondly,	the	outcome	has	to	be	at	least	as	important	as	the	action
taken.	Both	examples	cover	that,	too	–	five	lives	outweigh	one.
Thirdly,	the	action	can’t	be	taken	for	the	purposes	of	evil,	even	if	it
does	 result	 in	 beneficial	 good.	 In	 other	 words,	 you	 can’t	 pull	 the
lever	just	because	you	want	to	kill	the	man	standing	in	front	of	the
sand	pit.
Lastly,	 the	good	effect	has	to	be	produced	by	the	action	taken,	not
by	 the	 bad	 effect.	 And	 here	we	 reach	 the	 reason	why	 pulling	 the
switch	is	preferable	to	pushing	the	man	onto	the	tracks.

By	pulling	the	lever,	we	are	taking	an	action	that	indirectly	results	in	the
death	 of	 the	 man	 on	 the	 track.	 In	 the	 second	 example,	 we	 are
intentionally	pushing	the	man	to	his	death.	Although	five	people’s	lives
will	still	be	saved,	according	to	Aquinas	(and	to	many	philosophers),	an
evil	act	never	justifies	a	greater	good

What	is	Right	Approach?
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Ethical	 action	 is	 the	 one	 that	best	 protects	 and	 respects	 the	moral
rights	of	those	affected.
Each	person	has	a	fundamental	right	to	be	respected	and	treated	as
a	free	and	equal	rational	person	capable	of	making	his	or	her	own
decisions.

It	has	its	roots	in	the	philosophy	of	the	18th-century	thinker	Immanuel
Kant	 who	 focused	 on	 the	 individual’s	 right	 to	 choose	 for	 herself	 or
himself.	 According	 to	 him,	 what	makes	 human	 beings	 different	 from
mere	things	is	that	people	have	dignity	based	on	their	ability	to	choose
freely	what	they	will	do	with	their	 lives,	and	they	have	a	fundamental
moral	right	to	have	these	choices	respected.	People	are	not	objects	to	be
manipulated;	 it	 is	 a	 violation	 of	 human	dignity	 to	 use	 people	 in	ways
they	do	not	freely	choose.

The	right	to	the	truth

We	 have	 a	 right	 to	 be	 told	 the	 truth	 and	 to	 be	 informed	 about
matters	that	significantly	affect	our	choices.

The	right	of	privacy

We	have	the	right	to	do,	believe,	and	say	whatever	we	choose	in	our
personal	lives	so	long	as	we	do	not	violate	the	rights	of	others.

The	right	not	to	be	injured

We	have	the	right	not	to	be	harmed	or	injured	unless	we	freely	and
knowingly	do	 something	 to	deserve	punishment	or	we	 freely	and
knowingly	choose	to	risk	such	injuries.

The	right	to	what	is	agreed

We	have	a	right	to	what	has	been	promised	by	those	with	whom	we

KNAPPIL
Y

15



have	freely	entered	into	a	contract	or	agreement.

What	is	Fairness/Justice	Approach?

Focuses	on	how	fairly	or	unfairly	our	actions	distribute	benefits	and
burdens	among	the	members	of	a	group.
Fairness	requires	consistency	in	the	way	people	are	treated.
The	 principle	 states:	 “*Treat	 people	 the	 same	 unless	 there	 are
morally	relevant	differences	between	them.“*

It	 has	 its	 roots	 in	 the	 teachings	 of	 the	 ancient	 Greek	 philosopher
Aristotle,	who	said	that	“equals	should	be	treated	equally	and	unequals
unequally.”

Favoritism	 gives	 benefits	 to	 some	 people	 without	 a	 justifiable
reason	 for	 singling	 them	 out;	 discrimination	 imposes	 burdens	 on
people	who	are	no	different	from	those	on	whom	burdens	are	not
imposed.	Both	favoritism	and	discrimination	are	unjust	and	wrong.
What	about	giving	food	subsidies	to	the	poor	people?

What	is	The	Common	Good	Approach?
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Presents	 a	 vision	 of	 society	 as	 a	 community	whose	members	 are
joined	in	a	shared	pursuit	of	values	and	goals	they	hold	in	common.
The	 community	 is	 comprised	 of	 individuals	 whose	 own	 good	 is
inextricably	bound	to	the	good	of	the	whole.
The	principle	states:	“*What	is	ethical	is	what	advances	the	common
good.“*

The	common	good	is	a	notion	that	originated	more	than	2,000	years	ago
in	 the	 writings	 of	 Plato,	 Aristotle,	 and	 Cicero.	 More	 recently,
contemporary	ethicist	John	Rawls	defined	the	common	good	as	“certain
general	conditions	that	are…equally	to	everyone’s	advantage.”

We	 focus	 on	 ensuring	 that	 the	 social	 policies,	 social	 systems,
institutions,	and	environments	on	which	we	depend	are	beneficial
to	all.	Examples	of	goods	common	to	all	 include	affordable	health
care,	 effective	 public	 safety,	 peace	 among	 nations,	 a	 just	 legal
system,	and	an	unpolluted	environment.

What	is	the	Virtue	Approach?
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Focuses	on	attitudes,	dispositions,	or	character	traits	that	enable	us
to	be	and	 to	act	 in	ways	 that	develop	our	human	potential.	These
ideals	are	discovered	through	thoughtful	reflection	on	what	kind	of
people	 we	 have	 the	 potential	 to	 become.	 Examples:	 honesty,
courage,	faithfulness,	trustworthiness,	integrity,	self-control,	etc.
The	principle	states:	“What	is	ethical	is	what	develops	moral	virtues
in	ourselves	and	our	communities.”	Virtues	are	like	habits;	that	are,
once	acquired;	they	become	characteristic	of	a	person.	Moreover,	a
person	who	has	developed	virtues	will	be	naturally	disposed	to	act
in	ways	consistent	with	moral	principles.	The	virtuous	person	is	the
ethical	person.
In	 dealing	with	 an	 ethical	 problem	using	 the	 virtue	 approach,	we
might	ask,	“What	kind	of	person	should	I	be?”
Suppose	 it	 is	 obvious	 that	 someone	 in	 need	 should	 be	 helped.	 A
utilitarian	will	point	 to	 the	fact	 that	 the	consequences	of	doing	so
will	maximize	well-being,	a	deontologist	to	the	fact	that,	in	doing	so
the	agent	will	be	acting	in	accordance	with	a	moral	rule	such	as	“Do
unto	others	as	you	would	be	done	by”	and	a	virtue	ethicist	to	the
fact	that	helping	the	person	would	be	charitable	or	benevolent.

Where	are	the	problems	with	these	approaches?

We	may	not	agree	on	the	same	set	of	human	and	civil	rights,	what
constitutes	the	common	good,	what	is	good	and	what	is	harmful.
The	 different	 approaches	 may	 not	 answer	 the	 question	 “What	 is
ethical?”	in	the	same	way.
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How	to	Resolve	Ethical	Dilemmas?	Step	I:	Get	the	Facts

What	are	the	relevant	facts	of	the	case?	What	facts	are	unknown?
What	 individuals	 and	 groups	 have	 an	 important	 stake	 in	 the
outcome?	Do	some	have	a	greater	stake	because	they	have	a	special
need	or	because	we	have	special	obligations	to	them?
What	are	the	options	for	acting?	Have	all	the	relevant	persons	and
groups	 been	 consulted?	 If	 you	 showed	 your	 list	 of	 options	 to
someone	you	respect,	what	would	that	person	say?

Step	II:	Evaluate	Alternative	Responses

Utilitarian	 Approach:	 The	 ethical	 action	 is	 the	 one	 that	 will
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produce	the	greatest	balance	of	benefits	over	harms.	Which	option
will	produce	the	most	good	and	do	the	least	harm?
Rights	Approach:	The	ethical	action	 is	 the	one	 that	most	dutifully
respects	the	rights	of	all	affected.	Even	if	not	everyone	gets	all	they
want,	will	everyone’s	rights	and	dignity	still	be	respected?
Fairness	 or	 Justice	 Approach:	 The	 ethical	 action	 is	 the	 one	 that
treats	 people	 equally,	 or	 if	 unequally,	 that	 treats	 people
proportionately	and	fairly.	Which	option	is	fair	to	all	stakeholders?
Common	 Good	 Approach:	 The	 ethical	 action	 is	 the	 one	 that
contributes	 most	 to	 the	 achievement	 of	 a	 quality	 common	 life
together.	Which	option	would	help	all	participate	more	fully	in	the
life	we	share	as	a	family,	community,	society?
Virtue	Approach:	 The	 ethical	 action	 is	 the	one	 that	 embodies	 the
habits	 and	 values	 of	 humans	 at	 their	 best.	 Would	 you	 want	 to
become	 the	 sort	 of	 person	 who	 acts	 this	 way	 (e.g.,	 a	 person	 of
courage	or	compassion)?

Step	III:	Decide!

Considering	all	these	perspectives,	which	of	the	options	is	the	right
or	best	thing	to	do?
If	you	 told	 someone	you	respect	why	you	chose	 this	option,	what
would	that	person	say?
Implement

How	to	judge	Ethical	Decisions?	The	Elements	in	Moral	Evaluation

The	individual’s	motive,	i.e.,	the	reason	that	the	individual	does	the
action.
The	individual’s	intention,	i.e.,	the	mental	determination	to	engage
in	a	certain	action	or	to	realize	certain	ends.
The	individual’s	character.
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The	action,	i.e.,	what	the	individual	does.
The	 action’s	 characteristics,	 i.e.,	 is	 the	 action	 an	 obligation,
permissible	or	impermissible.
The	 action’s	 consequences,	 i.e.,	 what	 does	 happen	 once	 the
individual	does	the	action.
The	Kantian	Method	–	Categorical	Imperative
Formulate	 the	 maxim	 of	 the	 action.	 That	 is,	 figure	 out	 what
general	principle	you	would	be	acting	on	if	you	were	to	perform	the
action.	The	maxim	will	have	something	like	this	form:	“when	I	am
in	a	situation	of	sort	S,	I	will	do	A.”	(For	example:	“in	situations	in
which	I	am	thirsty	and	there	is	water	available,	I	will	drink	it,”	or	“in
situations	in	which	I	need	money	and	know	I	can’t	pay	it	back,	I	will
falsely	promise	to	pay	it	back.”)
Universalize	 the	 maxim.	 That	 is,	 formulate	 it	 not	 as	 a	 personal
policy	but	as	a	principle	for	everyone.	A	universalized	maxim	will
look	 something	 like	 this:	 “when	anyone	 is	 in	a	 situation	of	 sort	 S,
they	will	do	A.”	(For	example:	“in	situations	in	which	anyone	needs
money	 and	 knows	 he	 or	 she	 cannot	 pay	 it	 back,	 he	 or	 she	 will
falsely	promise	to	pay	it	back.”
Determine	 whether	 the	 universalized	 maxim	 could	 be	 a
universal	law.	(Our	first	example	seems	harmless,	but	Kant	argues
that	 the	 second	maxim	 could	 not	 be	 a	 universal	 law:	 if	 everyone
started	making	 false	 promises,	 the	 institution	 of	 promising	would
disappear,	so	no	one	would	be	able	to	make	a	false	promises,	since
there	would	be	no	such	thing	as	a	promise	to	falsely	make.)	If	 the
universalized	 maxim	 could	 not	 be	 a	 universal	 law,	 you	 have	 a
perfect	obligation	not	to	perform	the	action.
Then	we	need	 to	ask	a	 further	question:	could	we	will	 that	 the
maxim	be	a	universal	law?	(For	example,	Kant	thinks	that	it	could
be	the	case	that	everyone	refused	to	ever	help	others	in	distress,	but
that	we	could	not	will	that	this	be	the	case	because	that	would	mean
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no	one	would	help	us	when	we	were	in	distress.)

Case	Study:	Deathbed	Promisen	Mary,	as	a	home-service	medical	 care
volunteer,	 has	 cared	 for	 Harry	 through	 the	 final	 weeks	 of	 his	 fatal
illness.	 Just	 before	 he	 died,	 Harry	 told	 Mary	 where	 a	 large	 sum	 of
money	 he	 had	 accumulated	was	 stored.	He	 asked	 her	 to	 see	 that	 the
money	was	given	to	the	Society	for	Protection	against	Alien	Control	of
the	 Earth	 (SPACE).	 Since	 Harry’s	 illness	 did	 not	 affect	 his	 mental
capacity,	she	agreed.	But	now	that	he	has	died,	she	is	considering	using
the	money	to	support	 the	activities	of	 the	 local	Hunger	Task	Force,	an
organization	that	provides	donated	food	to	those	who	need	it.	Harry	has
no	 surviving	 friends	 or	 relatives,	 and	 no	 one	 else	 knows	 about	 the
money.	He	left	no	written	will.	What	should	Mary	do?

The	Utilitarian	Analysis

Specify	the	options
Specify	possible	consequences	for	each	option
For	each	option,	estimate	the	probability	of	each	of	its	consequences
For	each	option,	estimate	the	“utility”	of	each	of	its	consequences
Identify	the	best	prospect

By	 Kantian	 Analysis,	 we	 will	 conclude	 that	 she	 should	 not	 break	 the
deathbed	promise.

((( 	)))
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Understanding	Ethics

What	is	Ethics?

The	 basic	 concepts	 and	 fundamental	 principles	 of	 decent	 human
conduct.
The	eternal	quest	for	defining	‘the	good	life’	and	‘the	right	conduct’
There	 is	 no	 ‘one	 definition’	 and	 that’s	 the	 most	 beautiful	 part.
Everyone	has	to	search	her	own	definition.
Moral	Absolutism:	 “I	 do,	what	 I	 do,	 because,	 it’s	 the	 right	 thing	 to
do.”	~	Jimmy	Carter
Sentimentalism:	 “What	 is	 moral	 is	 what	 you	 feel	 good	 after,	 and
what	is	immoral	is	what	you	feel	bad	after.”	~	Ernest	Hemmingway
Pragmatism:	“Truth	is	defined	as	whatever	it	is	useful	to	believe.”	~
William	James
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Faith:	“For	me,	as	 for	others,	 faith	provided	 the	meaning	of	 life	and
the	possibility	of	living”.	~	Leo	Tolstoy

“We	 are	 discussing	 no	 small	 matter,	 but	 how	 we	 ought	 to	 live.”	 ~
Socrates	in	Plato’s	Republic

What	are	the	differences	between	ethics	and	moral?

Morals	define	personal	character,	while	ethics	stress	a	social	system
in	which	 those	morals	are	applied.	 In	other	words,	 ethics	point	 to
standards	or	codes	of	behaviour	expected	by	the	group	to	which	the
individual	belongs.
Example	-	Consider	a	criminal	defence	lawyer.	Though	the	lawyer’s
personal	 moral	 code	 likely	 finds	 murder	 immoral	 and
reprehensible,	 ethics	 demand	 the	 accused	 client	 be	 defended	 as
vigorously	 as	 possible,	 even	when	 the	 lawyer	 knows	 the	 party	 is
guilty	 and	 that	 a	 freed	 defendant	 would	 potentially	 lead	 to	more
crime.	 Legal	 ethics	must	 override	 personal	morals	 for	 the	 greater
good	of	upholding	a	justice	system	in	which	the	accused	are	given	a
fair	trial	and	the	prosecution	must	prove	guilt	beyond	a	reasonable
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doubt.

What	is	Intrinsic	Value?

The	 intrinsic	value	of	something	 is	said	 to	be	 the	value	 that	 that	 thing
has	“*in	itself,”	or	“for	its	own	sake,”	or	“as	such,”	or	“in	its	own	right*.”

One	of	the	most	comprehensive	lists	of	intrinsic	goods	that	anyone
has	suggested	is	that	given	by	William	Frankena	[1908–1994].
It	 is	 this:	 life,	 consciousness,	 and	 activity;	 health	 and	 strength;
pleasures	 and	 satisfactions	 of	 all	 or	 certain	 kinds;	 happiness,
beatitude,	contentment,	etc.;	truth;	knowledge	and	true	opinions	of
various	 kinds,	 understanding,	 wisdom;	 beauty,	 harmony,
proportion	 in	 objects	 contemplated;	 aesthetic	 experience;	morally
good	 dispositions	 or	 virtues;	 mutual	 affection,	 love,	 friendship,
cooperation;	 just	 distribution	 of	 goods	 and	 evils;	 harmony	 and
proportion	 in	 one’s	 own	 life;	 power	 and	 experiences	 of
achievement;	 self-expression;	 freedom;	 peace,	 security;	 adventure
and	novelty;	and	good	reputation,	honor,	esteem,	etc

In	philosophy	and	ethics,	an	end	is	the	ultimate	goal	in	a	series	of	steps.
For	 example,	 according	 to	 Aristotle	 the	 end	 of	 everything	 we	 do	 is
happiness.	 It	 is	 contrasted	 to	 a	means,	which	 is	 something	 that	 helps
you	achieve	that	goal.	For	example,	money	or	power	may	be	said	to	be
a	means	(extrinsic	value)	to	the	end	of	happiness	(intrinsic	value).

What	is	extrinsic	value?

That	 which	 is	 extrinsically	 good	 is	 good,	 not	 (insofar	 as	 its	 extrinsic
value	is	concerned)	for	its	own	sake,	but	for	the	sake	of	something	else
to	which	it	is	related	in	some	way.

For	 example,	 the	 goodness	 of	 helping	 others	 in	 time	 of	 need	 is
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plausibly	 thought	 to	be	extrinsic	 (at	 least	 in	part),	being	derivative
(at	least	in	part)	from	the	goodness	of	something	else,	such	as	these
people’s	 needs	 being	 satisfied,	 or	 their	 experiencing	 pleasure,	 to
which	helping	them	is	related	in	some	causal	way.
For	example	money	has	 little	or	no	 intrinsic	value,	 it’s	 just	bits	of
paper,	but	it	has	great	extrinsic	value	in	that	it	can	used	to	acquire
other	items	which	we	do	value.

The	Sophists

It	referred	to	a	loosely	knit	group	of	itinerant	teachers	of	grammar,
rhetoric,	 logic,	 law,	 political	 affairs,	 music,	 mathematics,	 literary
criticism	 and	 astronomy.	 As	 such,	 they	 were	 highly	 regarded	 at
first.	 They	 were	 innovative	 educators	 concerned	 with	 human
affairs,	conduct,	and	success.
Later,	 toward	 the	middle	 to	 end	 of	 the	 5th	 century	BCE,	 the	 term
sophists	 and	 the	 group	 it	 designated	 became	 a	 term	 of	 disrepute,
disapproval,	and	dismissal.	It	signified	a	cheat	or	charlatan,	a	fraud,
a	pretender	to	wisdom	only,	someone	interested	in	personal	success
rather	than	truth	and	ethical	principle.
Protagoras	was	the	most	famous	Sophist
They	believed	 in	Moral	Relativism	—	 there	 is	no	universal	moral
law;	the	laws	are	dependent	on	the	context.

Moral	Relativism

Moral	relativism	is	the	view	that	moral	judgments	are	true	or	false	only
relative	to	some	particular	standpoint	(for	instance,	that	of	a	culture	or	a
historical	period)	and	that	no	standpoint	is	uniquely	privileged	over	all
others.

Different	cultures	have	different	ethical	standards.
There	 can	 never	 be	 a	 single,	 objectively	 valid	 and	 universally
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binding	set	of	moral	principles
Moral	Relativism	Promotes	Tolerance?
The	key	idea	is	that	moral	relativism	encourages	a	certain	humility.
Becoming	aware	of	the	merely	relative	validity	of	one’s	own	moral
norms	makes	one	less	likely	to	fall	into	arrogant	ethnocentrism	and
less	 inclined	 to	 pass	moral	 judgment	 on	 the	 beliefs	 and	 practices
found	in	other	cultures.

Moral	Absolutism

Moral	 Absolutism	 is	 the	 ethical	 belief	 that	 there	 are	 absolute
standards	against	which	moral	questions	can	be	judged,	and	that
certain	actions	are	right	or	wrong,	regardless	of	 the	context	of	 the
act.	 Stealing,	 for	 instance,	 might	 be	 considered	 to	 be	 always
immoral,	 even	 if	 done	 to	 promote	 some	other	 good	 (e.g.,	 stealing
food	 to	 feed	 a	 starving	 family),	 and	 even	 if	 it	 does	 in	 the	 end
promote	such	a	good.
Thus,	 actions	 are	 inherently	 moral	 or	 immoral,	 regardless	 of	 the
beliefs	and	goals	of	the	individual,	society	or	culture	that	engages	in
the	 actions.	 It	 holds	 that	morals	 are	 inherent	 in	 the	 laws	 of	 the
universe,	the	nature	of	humanity,	the	will	of	God	or	some	other
fundamental	source.
The	 ancient	Greek	philosophers	Plato	 and	Aristotle	 believed	 in	 a
kind	of	Absolutism	or	Universalism,	opposing	the	Moral	Relativism
of	the	Sophists.	Immanuel	Kant	was	a	prominent	promoter	of	Moral
Absolutism,	and	his	formulation	of	 the	deontological	 theory	of	 the
Categorical	Imperative	was	essentially	absolutist	 in	nature.	Moral
Absolutism	has	been	favoured	historically	largely	because	it	makes
the	creation	of	laws	and	the	upholding	of	the	judicial	system	much
simpler,	 and	 manifested	 itself	 in	 outdated	 concepts	 such	 as	 the
Divine	Right	of	Kings.
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Why	is	Moral	Absolutism	criticised?

A	primary	criticism	of	Moral	Absolutism	regards	how	we	come	 to
know	what	the	absolute	morals	are.	For	morals	to	be	truly	absolute,
they	 would	 have	 to	 have	 a	 universally	 unquestioned	 source,
interpretation	and	authority,	which	critics	claim	is	an	impossibility.
Another	 of	 the	 more	 obvious	 criticisms	 is	 the	 sheer	 diversity	 of
moral	 opinions	 which	 exists	 between	 societies	 (and	 even	 within
societies)	in	the	world	today,	which	suggests	that	there	cannot	be	a
single	true	morality.
Sometimes,	Moral	Absolutism	can	mean	the	more	extreme	position
that	 actions	 are	 moral	 or	 immoral	 even	 regardless	 of	 the
circumstances	in	which	they	occur	(e.g.	lying	is	always	be	immoral,
even	if	done	to	promote	some	other	good,	such	as	to	save	a	life).
Example:
Absolutism	forbids	abortions,	whatever	be	the	reason.
Kantianism	will	 say	–	“it	 should	not	be	done	because	 it	cannot	be
willed	into	a	universal	law”.
Case	Study	-	Death	of	Savita	Halappanavar
The	 husband	 of	 Savita	 pleaded	 that	 as	 Hindus	 they	 were	 not
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morally	opposed	to	a	termination	that	could	have	saved	her	life.
The	 doctor	 told	 him	 that	 a	 termination	 could	 not	 be	 performed
because	“nthis	(Ireland)	is	a	Catholic	countryn”.
His	 31-year-old	 wife,	 Savita,	 died	 at	 University	 College	 hospital	 in
Ireland	on	28	October	2012,	eight	days	after	being	admitted.	She	had
been	 17	 weeks	 pregnant.	 Her	 case	 has	 become	 the	 focus	 of
international	 debate	 and	 protests	 over	 Ireland’s	 strict	 laws	 on
abortion.
In	Ethics,	this	is	a	case	of	Absolutism	vs	Relativism.

What	is	Virtue	Ethics?

Ancient	Athens,	450-350	B.C.
“3	Great	Lights”	–	Socrates,	Plato,	Aristotle
First	to	base	ethical	decisions	on	reason	and	logical	thinking.
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Basic	Framework	of	Virtue	Ethics

Premise	1:	An	action	is	right	if	&	only	if	it	is	what	a	virtuous	agent
would	do	in	the	circumstances
Premise	 1a:	 A	 virtuous	 agent	 is	 one	who	 acts	 virtuously,	 i.e.,	 one
who	has	and	exercises	the	virtues.
Premise	 2:	 A	 virtue	 is	 a	 character	 trait	 a	 human	 being	 needs	 to
flourish	or	live	well.

Most	 models	 have	 their	 roots	 in	 ancient	 Greek	 philosophy	 by	 the
employment	of	three	concepts	derived	from	it:

arête	(excellence	or	virtue);
phronesis	(practical	or	moral	wisdom);
eudaimonia	 (usually	 translated	 as	 human	 flourishing;	 successful
living)
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What	are	 the	basic	 terms	used	by	Plato?	 -	 teleology:	 “everything	 in
the	 universe	 has	 a	 proper	 function	 to	 perform	 within	 a	 harmonious
hierarchy	of	purposes”	-	reason:	the	intellectual	component	of	the	soul:
“calculates,	measures	 and	 decides”	 -	 spirit:	 “structural	 element	 of	 the
soul”;	this	is	our	passionate	side	that	desires	honor,	glory,	and	respect	-
appetite:	 the	part	of	 the	soul	 that	desires	 things	 that	help	us	 to	satisfy
our	biological	and	material	desires	-	moral	balance:	situation	in	which
reason	 governs	 the	 soul	 guarding	 against	 the	 excesses	 of	 spirit	 and
appetite.	 -	 class	 system:	 In	 Plato’s	 Republic,	 a	 way	 of	 dividing
individuals	into	different	social	groups	based	on	their	talents.	There	are
three	classes:	philosopher-kings	(rulers	[reason]	),	auxiliaries	(guardians
[spirit])	who	serve	as	warriors,	and	a	combination	of	craftsmen,	artisans,
and	traders	who	are	driven	mostly	by	appetite.	-	Just	society:	a	society
that	functions	harmoniously	by	allowing	each	individual	to	do	the	work
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suited	to	his/her	talents.

Know	thyself

Plato	contends	that	each	one	of	us	performs/does	one	thing	best.
We	each	have	one	best	 skill	and	 it	 is	 the	development	of	 this	 skill
that	 is	 of	 paramount	 importance	 in	 creating	 a	 harmonious
existence.	 If	 we	 do	 not	 have	 insight	 into	 what	 we	 do	 best,	 the
chances	of	achieving	a	balanced	soul	are	likely	reduced.	Hence	the
Socratic	imperative,	“know	thyself.”
Just	Society:	First	ask	yourself:	is	it	possible	to	have	a	just	society?
What	 would	 it	 look	 like?	 How	 would	 we	 direct	 education,	 the
economy,	leisure,	and	social	resources?	What	is	fair?
Plato	 wrestles	 with	 the	 idea	 of	 justice	 in	 his	 most	 famous	 work
entitled,	The	Republic.

Plato	 views	 social	 justice	 exactly	 parallels	 his	 notion	 of	 individual
justice.	 There	 are	 three	 parts	 of	 the	 soul	 and	 three	 corresponding
divisions	in	the	social	order.	The	social	order	is	constructed	as:
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Why	Aristotle	Rejects	Plato?

Plato’s	 chief	 contribution	 consists	 in	 his	 conception	 of	 the
observable	world	as	an	imperfect	image	of	a	realm	of	unobservable
and	unchanging	“Forms,”	and	his	conception	of	the	best	life	as	one
centered	on	the	love	of	these	divine	objects.
Aristotle	 rejects	 Plato’s	 transcendental	 Form	 of	 the	 Good	 as
irrelevant	 to	 the	 affairs	 of	 persons,	 and	 in	 general,	 had	 little
sympathy	with	the	notion	of	the	absolute	good.	Rather,	the	goal	of
choice	and	action	is	the	human	good,	namely,	living	well.
Aristotle	rejects	Plato’s	theory	of	knowledge.	He	locates	the	source
of	ethical	insight	in	experience	of	life	itself.	Aristotle	argues	that
we	 need	 to	 know	 how	 to	 act,	 possess	 practical	 wisdom	 (have	 an
“eye”	 for	 solutions)—and	 that	 can	 only	 be	 developed	 through	 a
combination	of	training	in	the	right	habits	and	direct	acquaintance
with	practical	situations.
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To	Sum	up

What	is	a	virtue?

A	 virtue	 is	 a	 habit	 of	 excellence,	 a	 beneficial	 tendency,	 a	 skilled
disposition	that	enables	a	person	to	realize	the	crucial	potentialities	that
constitute	proper	human

What	is	a	habit?

A	 disposition	 to	 think,	 feel,	 desire,	 and	 act	 in	 a	 certain	 way	 without
having	a	tendency	to	consciously	will	to	do	so.

What	is	a	character?

The	sum-total	of	one’s	habits,	tendencies	and	well-being.

Four	cardinal	virtues:	temperance,	courage,	prudence,	and	justice.
Piety	(reverence	to	the	gods)	is	sometimes	considered	a	fifth	virtue.

Deontological	Framework

An	action	is	right	if	and	only	if	(iff)	it	is	in	accordance	with	a	moral	rule
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or	principle.

This	 is	 a	 purely	 formal	 specification,	 forging	 a	 link	 between	 the
concepts	 of	 right	 and	 action	 and	 moral	 rule,	 and	 gives	 one	 no
guidance	until	one	knows	what	a	moral	rule	is.
A	moral	rule	is	one	that	would	have	been	historically:
Theistic:

1.	 Given	to	us	by	God;
2.	 Is	required	by	Natural	Law	(theistic	connection);

Secular	(though	can	still	be	connected	to	God):

1.	 Is	laid	on	us	by	reason.
2.	 Is	required	by	rationality;
3.	 Would	command	universal	acceptance;
4.	 Would	be	the	object	of	choice	of	all	rational	beings.

Deontological	Terms

Deontological	Ethics:	 “rule	 or	 duty-based	morality;	 …emphasizes
right	action	over	good	consequences”
priori:	“not	in	any	way	derived	from	experience	or	dependent	upon
it”;	concepts	derived	a	priori	are	universal	rules	that	determine,	 in
advance,	the	conditions	for	knowledge	in	a	particular	domain
maxim:	rule	of	conduct;
Hypothetical	imperative:	an	action	that	is	good	only	as	a	means	to
something	else;
Categorical	 imperative:	 an	 action	 that	 is	 good	 in	 itself	 and
conforms	 to	 reason;	 categorical	 imperatives	 act	 as	 universal	 rules
governing	a	situation	regardless	of	circumstance
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Summary	of	Kantian	Ethics	-	Kantian	ethics	states	an	action	is	right	iff
it	is	in	accord	with	the	Categorical	Imperative	(the	supreme	principle	of
morality).	Right	actions	 flow	from	right	principles.	 -	What	gives	an	act
moral	 worth	 is	 our	 motives	 because	 we	 can’t	 necessarily	 control	 the
consequences	 of	 our	 act	 or/and	 things	 do	 not	 always	 turn	 out	 as	 we
want.	He	calls	this	motive	“the	good	will.”	Therefore,	we	are	responsible
for	our	motives	to	do	good	or	bad,	and	thus	it	is	for	this	that	we	are	held
morally	accountable.	-	What	is	the	right	motive	is	acting	out	of	a	will	to
do	the	right	thing;	only	an	act	motivated	by	this	concern	for	the	moral
law	is	right.

Kant’s	‘shopkeeper	illustration

A	shopkeeper	charges	her	customers	a	fair	price	and	charges	the	same
to	all.	But	what	is	the	shopkeeper’s	motive?

If	the	shopkeeper’s	motive	for	charging	a	fair	price	is	that	it	serves
her	own	best	interest,	then	this	motive	is	not	praiseworthy.
If	the	shopkeeper’s	motive	for	charging	a	fair	price	is	because	she	is
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sympathetic	 toward	 her	 customers,	 then	 this	 motive	 is	 still	 not
praiseworthy.
If	the	shopkeeper’s	motive	is	to	do	the	right	thing	because	it	is	the
right	thing,	then	her	motive	is	indeed	praiseworthy.	Only	doing	that
which	is	morally	right	is	praiseworthy.

We	do	not	 always	know	when	our	 acts	 are	motivated	by	 self-interest,
inclination	or	pure	respect	for	morality.	Also,	we	often	act	from	mixed
motives.	However,	we	are	certain	that	the	motive	is	pure	when	we	do
what	is	right	regardless	how	we	feel	or/and	the	consequences.

Case	Study	–	The	Giving	Pledge

The	 Giving	 Pledge	 is	 a	 commitment	 by	 the	 world’s	 wealthiest
individuals	and	families	to	dedicate	the	majority	of	their	wealth	to
philanthropy.
It	is	a	campaign	to	encourage	the	wealthiest	people	in	the	world	to
make	a	commitment	 to	give	most	of	 their	wealth	 to	philanthropic
causes.	The	 campaign	 specifically	 focuses	on	billionaires	 (or	 those
who	 would	 be	 billionaires	 if	 not	 for	 their	 philanthropy)	 and	 was
made	public	in	2010	by	Warren	Buffett	and	Bill	Gates.
As	of	May	2014,	127	billionaire	or	former	billionaire	individuals	and
couples	have	signed	the	pledge.
Bill	Gates,	Melinda	Gates,	and	Warren	Buffett	are	asking	the	world’s
billionaires	to	pledge	to	give	at	least	half	their	net	worth	to	charity,
in	 their	 lifetimes	 or	 at	 death.	 If	 their	 campaign	 succeeds,	 it	 could
change	the	face	of	philanthropy.
The	Question	 –	 Is	 it	 unethical	 on	 the	part	 of	 the	billionaires	 to	not
donate	their	wealth?
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Where	are	the	criticisms	against	Deontological	Ethics?

No	clear	way	to	resolve	moral	duties	when	they	come	into	conflict
with	each	other.
Deontological	 ethics	 are	 consequential	 moral	 systems	 in	 disguise
enshrined	 in	 customs	 and	 law	 have	 been	 known	 to	 give	 the	 best
consequences!
Do	 not	 readily	 allow	 for	 gray	 areas	 because	 they	 are	 based	 on
absolutes.
Which	 duties	 qualify	 given	 time	 or	 location:	 Are	 old	 duties	 still
valid?
Human	welfare	and	misery:	Some	principles	may	result	 in	a	clash
with	 what	 is	 best	 for	 human	 welfare	 &	 prescribe	 actions	 which
cause	human	misery.
Rule	worship:	The	 refusal	 to	break	a	 generously	beneficial	 rule	 in
those	areas	in	which	it	is	not	most	beneficial	is	rule	worship.
Exclusive	 focus	 on	 “rationality”	 ignores	 our	 relations	 to	 &	 with
other	human	beings.
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How	utility	 is	 to	be	defined	and	whether	 it	can	be	measured	 in	 the
way	Utilitarians	require?

Consequentialism:	whether	an	act	is	morally	right	depends	only	on
consequences	(not	circumstances,	the	intrinsic	nature	of	the	act,	or
anything	that	happens	before	the	act).
Actual	Consequentialism:	whether	an	act	is	morally	right	depends
only	 on	 the	 actual	 consequences	 (not	 foreseen,	 foreseeable,
intended,	or	likely	consequences).
Direct	Consequentialism:	whether	an	act	is	morally	right	depends
only	on	the	consequences	of	that	act	itself	(not	consequences	of	the
agent’s	motive,	 of	 a	 rule	 or	 practice	 that	 covers	 other	 acts	 of	 the
same	kind,	and	so	on).
Evaluative	 Consequentialism:	 moral	 rightness	 depends	 only	 on
the	value	of	the	consequences	(as	opposed	to	other	features	of	the
consequences).
Hedonism:	 the	 value	 of	 the	 consequences	 depends	 only	 on	 the
pleasures	and	pains	in	the	consequences	(as	opposed	to	other	goods,
such	as	freedom,	knowledge,	life,	and	so	on).
Maximizing	 Consequentialism:	 moral	 rightness	 depends	 only	 on
which	consequences	are	 the	best	 (as	opposed	 to	 satisfactory	or	an
improvement	over	the	status	quo).
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Universal	 Consequentialism:	 moral	 rightness	 depends	 on	 the
consequences	for	all	people	or	sentient	beings	 (as	opposed	to	only
the	individual	agent,	present	people,	or	any	other	limited	group).
Agent-neutrality:	 whether	 some	 consequences	 are	 better	 than
others	does	not	depend	on	whether	the	consequences	are	evaluated
from	the	perspective	of	the	agent	(as	opposed	to	an	observer).

What	are	the	essential	terms	used	by	John	Stuart	Mill?

Higher	 pleasures:	 “pleasures	 of	 the	 intellect,	 …	 relating	 to	 our
feelings	and	imagination”;	also	those	relating	to	our	moral	values.
Lower	pleasures:	bodily	and	physical	pleasures.
Inferior	 type:	 persons	 who	 find	 enjoyment	 by	 indulging	 in	 the
lower	pleasures.
Superior	 type:	 persons	 who	 find	 enjoyment	 by	 indulging	 in	 the
higher	pleasures.
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What	are	the	objections	against	Utilitarianism?

Moral	Problem:	Utilitarianism	lacks	any	moral	component	since	it
is	an	engineering	problem	of	calculations.
Consequential	 Problem:	 Utilitarianism	 can’t	 determine	 the	 full
range	of	consequences.
Quantification	Problem:	Just	how	much	“good”	outweighs	“evil”?
Justification	of	evil	Problem.	Outrageous	and	horrific	acts	can	be
justified
Explanation	 Problem:	 Unable	 to	 explain	 what	 is	 wrong	 with	 a
wrong	action	(obliging	stranger	who	cooks	himself	in	an	oven).

Counter-Intuitive	Objection

Bernard	 Williams	 argues	 that	 all	 versions	 of	 Utilitarianism	 involve	 a
counter-intuitive	 view	 of	 (a)	 responsibility	 for	 acts	 (b)	 the	 virtue	 of
integrity.

Suppose	Pedro	will	 shoot	 20	 innocent	people	unless	 Jim	agrees	 to
shoot	1.	Utilitarianism	says	that	Jim	should	shoot	1.	If	he	does	not,
then	 he	 is	 responsible	 for	 the	 deaths	 of	 19	 people	 he	 could	 have
saved.
But	 Williams	 says	 that	 (a)	 if	 Jim	 declines	 to	 shoot,	 then	 it	 is
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obviously	 Pedro	 rather	 than	 Jim	 who	 is	 responsible	 for	 the	 20
deaths.	Moreover,	b)	if	Jim	is	the	sort	of	person	for	whom	shooting
would	 be	 absolutely	 abhorrent,	 incompatible	 with	 his	 deepest
commitments,	 then	a	moral	theory	requires	him	to	shoot	must	be
wrong.

Utilitarian	reply	to	the	Objections

A	Utilitarian	might	reply	to	Williams	as	follows:

If	Jim	does	not	shoot,	then	both	he	and	Pedro	are	fully	responsible
for	 the	 20	 deaths.	 There	 is	 no	 “Law	 of	 Conservation	 of
Responsibility.”	 (Pedro	 is	 also	 responsible	 for	 setting	 up	 the
situation,	of	course.).	Moreover,
There	is	nothing	sacred	about	integrity.	It	is	perfectly	possible	for	a
person	 to	build	a	 life	around	morally	 flawed	 ideals	 that	 should	be
violated	in	certain	situations.	Jim	may	be	committed	to	the	ideal	of
never	 taking	 human	 life,	 but	 that	 commitment	 does	 not	 absolve
him	from	killing,	when	killing	is	morally	required.	His	ideal,	though
hardly	as	bad	as	slavery,	is	morally	flawed.	Jim	is	too	squeamish.
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Gandhian	Ethics

What	are	the	contributions	made	by	Gandhi?

Gandhi	 introduced	 to	 the	 world	 the	 concepts	 of	 ahimsa
(nonviolence)	and	satyagraha	(peaceful	civil	disobedience).
To	be	sure,	Gandhi	did	not	 invent	nonviolence	or	peaceful	civil
disobedience.
He	 drew	on	 a	 variety	 of	 sources	 for	 his	 philosophy,	 including	 the
Bhagavad	Gita	and	writers	such	as	Henry	David	Thoreau	and	Leo
Tolstoy.
But	 he	 was	 perhaps	 the	 first	 person	 in	 history	 to	 apply	 these
principles	to	a	large	political	movement	bringing	the	supposedly
invincible	British	Empire	to	its	knees	by	his	success.
These	principles,	plus	his	constant	strivings	for	religious	harmony,
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social	 justice	 and	 eternal	 truth,	 raised	 the	 consciousness	 of
millions	of	Indians.
When	Gandhi	went	on	a	fast	in	1947	in	Calcutta	to	stop	deadly	riots
in	 the	 city	 between	 Hindus	 and	 Muslims,	 the	 killings	 actually
stopped.	 It	 was	 a	 tribute	 to	 the	 man	 who	 consistently	 stood	 for
religious	tolerance.
British	 historian	 E.W.R.	 Lumby	 has	 called	 this	 fast	 ``perhaps	 the
greatest	(miracle)	of	modern	times.’‘
Martin	Luther	King	Jr.	was	among	Gandhi’s	biggest	disciples.	King
stated	that	while	Jesus	gave	him	his	message,	Gandhi	showed	him
the	method.
``The	greatest	Christian	of	the	modern	world	was	a	man	who	never
embraced	Christianity,’’	King	said.

What	were	Gandhi’s	views	about	Henry	David	Thoreau?

Thoreau	was	 a	 great	writer,	 philosopher,	 poet,	 and	withal	 a	most
practical	 man,	 that	 is,	 he	 taught	 nothing	 he	 was	 not	 prepared	 to
practice	in	himself.	He	was	one	of	the	greatest	and	most	moral	men
America	 has	 produced.	 At	 the	 time	 of	 the	 abolition	 of	 slavery
movement,	 he	 wrote	 his	 famous	 essay	 “On	 the	 Duty	 of	 Civil
Disobedience”.	 He	 went	 to	 jail	 for	 the	 sake	 of	 his	 principles	 and
suffering	 humanity.	 His	 essay	 has,	 therefore,	 been	 sanctified	 by
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suffering.	 Moreover,	 it	 is	 written	 for	 all	 time.	 Its	 incisive	 logic	 is
unanswerable.	—	Mohandas	Gandhi	(1907)

About	Thoreau:

Thoreau	 was	 an	 American	 author,	 poet,	 philosopher,	 polymath,
abolitionist,	 naturalist,	 tax	 resister,	 development	 critic,	 surveyor,
historian,	and	leading	transcendentalist.
He	 is	 best	 known	 for	 his	 book	Walden,	 a	 reflection	 upon	 simple
living	 in	 natural	 surroundings,	 and	 his	 essay	Resistance	 to	 Civil
Government	 (also	 known	as	Civil	Disobedience),	 an	 argument	 for
disobedience	to	an	unjust	state.

What	is	Transcendentalism?

Transcendentalism	is	a	religious	and	philosophical	movement	 that
was	developed	during	the	late	1820s	and	’30s	in	the	United	States	as
a	protest	against	 the	general	 state	of	 spirituality	and,	 in	particular,
the	doctrine	of	the	Unitarian	church.
Among	 the	 transcendentalists’	 core	 beliefs	 was	 the	 inherent
goodness	of	both	people	and	nature.
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Transcendentalists	 believe	 that	 society	 and	 its	 institutions—
particularly	organized	religion	and	political	parties—ultimately
corrupt	the	purity	of	the	individual.
They	 have	 faith	 that	 people	 are	 at	 their	 best	 when	 truly	 “self-
reliant”	and	independent.	It	is	only	from	such	real	individuals	that
true	community	could	be	formed.

Influence	of	Indian	Religions	on	Transcendentalism

In	the	morning	I	bathe	my	intellect	in	the	stupendous	philosophy	of	the
Bhagavat	 Geeta,	 since	 whose	 composition	 years	 of	 the	 gods	 have
elapsed,	 and	 in	 comparison	 with	 which	 our	 modern	 world	 and	 its
literature	seem	puny	and	trivial;	and	I	doubt	if	that	philosophy	is	not
to	 be	 referred	 to	 a	 previous	 state	 of	 existence,	 so	 remote	 is	 its
sublimity	from	our	conceptions.	I	lay	down	the	book	and	go	to	my	well
for	 water,	 and	 lo!	 there	 I	 meet	 the	 servant	 of	 the	 Brahmin,	 priest	 of
Brahma,	and	Vishnu	and	Indra,	who	still	sits	in	his	temple	on	the	Ganges
reading	 the	 Vedas,	 or	 dwells	 at	 the	 root	 of	 a	 tree	 with	 his	 crust	 and
water-jug.	 I	meet	his	 servant	 come	 to	draw	water	 for	his	master,	 and
our	 buckets	 as	 it	 were	 grate	 together	 in	 the	 same	 well.	 The	 pure
Walden	water	is	mingled	with	the	sacred	water	of	the	Ganges…

Henry	Thoreau	in	his	book	WaldenKNAPPIL
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How	did	Leo	Tolstoy	influence	Gandhi?

Gandhi	was	 heavily	 influenced	 by	 Tolstoy’s	 book	 “The	 kingdom	 of
God	is	within	you.”
His	ideal	of	“simplicity	of	life	&	purity	of	purpose”	influenced	Gandhi
deeply.
“Love	as	 the	 law	of	 life”	 –	based	on	 love	 for	 entire	mankind	 (even
your	enemies)	was	admired	by	Gandhi.
Through	exchanging	letters	with	Tolstoy,	Gandhi	got	convinced	that
ahimsa	 (non-violence)	 could	 cure	 all	 social	 ills,	 political
problems	&	bring	peace	on	earth.
Gandhi’s	early	Satyagraha	(in	South	Africa)	was	loosely	based	on
Tolstoy’s	concept	of	non-resistance.
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What	was	the	philosophy	followed	by	Gandhi?

Dharma	requires	selfless	action	performed	with-out	attachment	to
rewards	 (anasaktiyoga),	 &	 courage	 -	 spiritual,	 physical	 and
psychological	-	is	the	lending	virtue	to	demonstrate	selflessness.
Nonviolence	 in	 all	 its	 inner	 and	 outward	 manifestations	 is	 the
optimum	form	of	courage	because	 it	 is	 the	nearest	approximation
to	ultimate	truth.
There	 is	 legitimacy	 of	 state	 rule	 when	 law	 is	 grounded	 on	moral
consent;	 the	 devolution	 of	 power	 through	 governmental	 tiers
stretching	 from	 the	 center	 to	 the	 most	 vital	 level,	 the	 local
commune;	and	economic	self-sufficiency	based	on	co-operation	and
sharing	instead	of	gain.
Gandhi	 considered	 social	 reconstruction	 more	 vital	 than	 rule-
breaking.	Good	faith	negotiations	with	the	opponent	are	to	precede
disobedience.
Gandhi’s	life	was	Ethics	in	Action…	[n“My	life	is	my	messagen.”]

What	are	five	main	guidelines	for	Gandhian	rule-breaking?
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Right	is	earned,	not	presumed	or	seized.
Suffering	is	the	primary	test	of	the	earning	of	merit.
Ahimsa	or	non-injury	is	the	norm,	not	a	mere	technique.
Submission	 to	 the	 consequences	 of	 rule-breaking	 is	 obligatory	 to
prove	the	actor’s	creditability	in	moral,	not	state	terms.
No	 advantage	 should	 be	 taken	 of	 the	 opponent’s	 temporary
embarrassment,	 e.g.,	 a	 great	 war.	 (Gandhi	 himself	 broke	 this
criterion	in	his	1942	“Quit	India”	demand.)

What	is	Non	Violence?

Non-violence	doesn’t	just	mean	not	doing	violence;	it’s	also	a	way	of
taking	positive	action	to	resist	oppression	or	bring	about	change.
The	aim	of	non-violent	conflict	is	to	convert	your	opponent;	to	win
over	 their	mind	 and	 heart	 and	 persuade	 them	 that	 your	 point	 of
view	is	right.
An	 important	 element	 is	 often	 to	make	 sure	 that	 the	 opponent	 is
given	a	face-saving	way	of	changing	their	mind.	Non-violent	protest
seeks	a	‘win-win’	solution	whenever	possible.
In	non-violent	conflict	the	participant	does	not	want	to	make	their
opponent	 suffer;	 instead	 they	 show	 that	 they	 are	willing	 to	 suffer
themselves	in	order	to	bring	about	change.
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Non-violence	has	great	appeal	because	it	removes	the	illogicality	of
trying	to	make	the	world	a	less	violent	and	more	just	place	by	using
violence	as	a	tool.

Ahimsa	of	Gandhi

Gandhi	 took	 the	 religious	 principle	 of	 ahimsa	 (doing	 no	 harm)
common	to	Buddhism,	Hinduism	and	Jainism	and	turned	it	into	a
non-violent	tool	for	mass	action.
He	 used	 it	 to	 fight	 not	 only	 colonial	 rule	 but	 social	 evils	 such	 as
racial	discrimination	and	untouchability	as	well.
Gandhi	 called	 it	 “satyagraha”	 which	 means	 ‘truth	 force.’	 In	 this
doctrine	 the	 aim	 of	 any	 non-violent	 conflict	 was	 to	 convert	 the
opponent;	to	win	over	his	mind	and	his	heart	and	pursuade	him	to
your	point	of	view.
Gandhi	was	 firm	 that	 satyagraha	was	not	 a	weapon	of	 the	weak	 -
“Satyagraha	is	a	weapon	of	the	strong;	it	admits	of	no	violence	under
any	circumstance	whatever;	and	it	always	insists	upon	truth.”
Gandhi	 did	 not	 think	 that	 non-violence	 was	 a	 tool	 for	 those	 who
were	too	scared	to	take	up	arms	(an	accusation	that	was	sometimes
made).
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What	were	the	instructions	given	to	the	Satyagrahi?

A	 satyagrahi,	 i.e.,	a	 civil	 resister,	 will	 harbour	 no	 anger.	He	will
suffer	the	anger	of	the	opponent.
In	so	doing	he	will	put	up	with	assaults	 from	the	opponent,	never
retaliate;	 but	he	will	not	 submit,	 out	 of	 fear	of	punishment	or	 the
like,	to	any	order	given	in	anger.
When	any	person	in	authority	seeks	to	arrest	a	civil	resister,	he	will
voluntarily	 submit	 to	 the	 arrest,	 and	 he	 will	 not	 resist	 the
attachment	or	removal	of	his	own	property,	if	any,	when	it	is	sought
to	be	confiscated	by	authorities.
If	a	civil	resister	has	any	property	in	his	possession	as	a	trustee,	he
will	refuse	to	surrender	it,	even	though	in	defending	it	he	might	lose
his	life.	He	will,	however,	never	retaliate.
Non-retaliation	excludes	swearing	and	cursing.
Therefore	 a	 civil	 resister	 will	 never	 insult	 his	 opponent,	 and
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therefore	also	not	take	part	in	many	of	the	newly	coined	cries	which
are	contrary	to	the	spirit	of	ahimsa.
A	civil	resister	will	not	salute	the	Union	Jack,	nor	will	he	insult	it	or
officials,	English	or	Indian.
In	the	course	of	the	struggle	if	anyone	insults	an	official	or	commits
an	 assault	 upon	 him,	 a	 civil	 resister	 will	 protect	 such	 official	 or
officials	from	the	insult	or	attack	even	at	the	risk	of	his	life.

How	did	Politics	&	Ethics	co-exist,	according	to	Gandhi?

Overall,	Gandhi	sought	to	humanize	power.
He	had	disappointments,	among	them	the	partition	of	India	and	its
accompanying	violence.	But	he	never	gave	up	his	mission.
The	total	commitment	and	energy	which	he	brought	to	his	mission
gave	him	the	quality	of	a	prophet.
Of	course,	he	worked	for	political	ends.	His	joining	of	religious	and
temporal	interests	was	criticized	–	to	many	critics,	the	mixture	was
unacceptable	because	it	threatened	to	corrupt	the	former.
But	 the	 critics	 overlooked	 the	 non-dogmatic,	 secular	 quality	 of
Gandhi’s	“religion.”
Gandhi	 spoke	 (&	 acted)	 of	 values	 that	 transcend	 politics	 without
disengaging	the	protestor	from	politics.
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It	is	a	popular	quote	that	war	is	too	important	to	be	left	to	generals;
Gandhi’s	 legacy	 tells	 us	 that	 politics	 is	 too	 vital	 to	 be	 left	 to
politicians.

What	was	the	framework	of	Gandhian	Ethics?

“A	man	does	 some	good	deed…not…to	win	applause,	 but	he	does	 it
because	he	must”:	it	is	man’s	purpose	for	existence;	we	are	what	we
do.
For	 Gandhi	 the	 quest	 for	 Truth	 largely	 depended	 upon	 the	 truth
about	the	self.
True	morality,	that	is,	life	based	on	following	ethical	rules,	then,	for
Gandhi,	 consists	 not	 in	 conformity	 but	 in	 discovering	 the
subjectively	true	path	and	in	fearlessly	following	it.
In	order	to	survive	the	difficulties	in	its	path	such	“true	morality”
had	to	be	grounded	in	religion.
The	 “highest	 form	 of	 morality”	 in	 Gandhi’s	 ethical	 system	 is	 the
practice	of	altruism.
Gandhi	 was	 firmly	 convinced	 that	 to	 suffer	 wrongs	 was	 less
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degrading	than	to	inflict	them,	and	he	felt	that	degradation	was
most	complete	when	injustice	provoked	individuals	to	fight	back
with	further	injustice.
Sympathy	 and	 empathy	 are	 tied	 to	 self-interest.	 One	 becomes
nearer	the	Truth	by	feeling	them.
The	individual	was	of	too	great	an	importance	to	be	disregarded
in	 favour	 of	 the	 abstract	 “good	 of	 the	 many”	 (the	 Utilitarian
perspective).	Truth	could	not	be	measured	by	majority	vote.
He	believed	in	the	greatest-good-for-all	principle.	(Sarvjana	Hitay)
What	was	the	Ontology	of	Gandhi?
“*I	do	not	believe	that	an	individual	may	gain	spiritually	and	those
that	 surround	 him	 suffer.	 I	 believe	 in	 advaita	 [non-dualism].	 I
believe	 in	 the	 essential	 unity	 of	man	 and	 for	 that	matter	 all	 that
lives.	 Therefore	 I	 believe	 that	 **if	 one	 man	 gains	 spiritually	 the
whole	world	gains	with	him	and,	if	one	man	fails,	the	whole	world
fails	to	that	extentn.”
Gandhi’s	 ethics,	 therefore,	 stems	 not	 from	 the	 intellectually
deductive	formula	“Do	unto	others	as	you	would	have	them	do	unto
you”	(or	its	variant,	“Do	not	do	to	others	what	you	would	not	have
them	do	to	you”),	but	on	the	statement	of	faith	that	“what	in	fact	you
do	to	others,	you	also	do	to	yourself”.
The	concept	of	universalisability,	of	acting	only	in	a	way	that	one
could	 publicly	 advocate	 all	 others	 should	 act,	 serves	 the	 same
purpose.

Not	a	gesture,	but	an	Act

It	 was	 Jean-Paul	 Sartre	 who	 drew	 the	 most	 relevant	 distinction
between	a	gesture	and	an	act.
A	gesture,	he	said,	is	something	performed	by	an	actor,	intended
for	 an	 audience:	 we	 can	 evaluate	 the	 gesture	 as	 good	 or	 bad,	 as
successful	 or	 unsuccessful,	 but	 it	 really	 exists	 in	 a	 void:	 it	 has	 no
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practical	or	even	moral	significance.	A	gesture	takes	place	without
reference	to	cause	and	effect,	without	consequence.
An	 act,	 on	 the	 other	 hand,	 in	 Sartre’s	 definition,	 implies
involvement	 in	 the	whole	 chain	 of	 cause	 and	 effect:	 it	 leads	 to
something,	it	has	a	direct	moral	or	practical	bearing	on	the	situation
in	 which	 it	 is	 performed;	 and	 thereby	 it	 commits	 the	 man	 who
performs	it.
We	are	living	in	a	world	where	various	forms	of	protest,	violent	and
non-violent,	have	become	almost	a	way	of	living.
But	so	much	of	it―in	this	country	too―is	mere	gesture,	without	full
commitment.	 Gandhi	 knew	 the	 deepest	 implications	 of
commitment;	because	**it	is	only	in	the	willingness	to	sacrifice	that
commitment	is	testedn.*

((( 	)))
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Foundation	values	-	Empathy	&	Compassion

Does	Morality	need	Religion?

Morality	 is	an	 inner	 compass	 that	 helps	 us	 distinguish	 between
the	good	and	the	bad.	It	enables	us	to	choose	the	appropriate	path
among	the	numerous	ones	which	may	lie	before	us.
It	 is	 a	 human	 virtue	 that	 gives	 us	 those	 values	 and	 principles
which	help	shape	our	lives	in	the	long	run.
Interestingly,	rather	than	telling	us	which	path	to	take,	the	concept
of	morality	provides	us	with	choices,	so	that	we	can	choose	the	path
that	seems	to	be	the	best.
A	 lot	 of	 actions	 performed	 by	 people	 are	 being	 judged	 on	 the	 so-
called	‘scale	of	morality’,	as	to	whether	they	are	moral	or	immoral.
The	most	popular	such	scale	is,	without	any	doubt,	religion.
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Most	 religions	 have	 an	 ethical	 component,	 often	 derived	 from
purported	 supernatural	 revelation	 or	 guidance.	 Many	 people	 feel
that	ethics	has	to	be	based	on	religion.
The	question,	however,	is	whether	or	not	human	morality	can	still
exist	in	the	absence	of	religion.

In	the	name	of	God…

Religion,	irrespective	of	its	nature,	is	believed	to	be	the	mouthpiece
of	God	himself.
Owing	 to	 this,	 it	 determines	 the	 ‘goodness’	 or	 ‘badness’	 of	 a
particular	kind	of	deed/behavior,	based	on	whether	or	not	God
and/or	His	close	associates	chose	to	take	a	particular	stance.
This	association	of	‘morals’	or	‘right	and	wrong’	with	God,	gives	a
certain	amount	of	credibility	to	them,	as	it	is	believed	that	God	can
never	be	wrong/evil	and	thus,	His	path	is	ought	to	be	the	righteous
one.
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We	humans,	cannot	concentrate	or	make	decisions	in	vacuum.	We
need	 a	 certain	 entity	 to	 focus	 our	 attention	 on,	 and	 religion
provides	us	with	 just	 that.	 It	 gives	us	God,	 an	entity	 -	whether
anthropomorphic	or	not	-	that	is	perfect.
In	 almost	 all	 religious	 scriptures	 across	 the	 world,	 God	 has	 been
described	as	the	source	of	all	morality.	It	is	from	Him	that	the	code
of	morality	comes	to	humans,	who	are	expected	to	practice	it,	come
what	may.
After	 all,	 this	 is	what	God	has	 done	 and	has	 also	 commanded	His
believers	to	do.	This	is	‘His	Will’.
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Can	ethics	exist	without	religion?

What	is	Secular	Ethics?

“If	 you	 don’t	 believe	 in	 God,	 there’s	 nothing	 to	 prevent	 you	 from
committing	crimes,	is	there?	Without	the	fear	of	hell-fire	and	eternal
damnation,	you	can	do	anything	you	like,	can’t	you?”
Secular	 ethics	 is	 based	 solely	 on	 human	 faculties	 such	 as	 logic,
reason	 or	 moral	 intuition,	 and	 not	 derived	 from	 purported
supernatural	 revelation	 or	 guidance	 (which	 is	 the	 source	 of
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religious	ethics).
The	 majority	 of	 secular	 moral	 systems	 accept	 either	 the
normativity	 of	 social	 contracts,	 some	 form	 of	 attribution	 of
intrinsic	 moral	 value,	 intuition-based	 deontology,	 or	 cultural
moral	 relativism.	 A	 smaller	minority	 believe	 scientific	 reasoning
can	 reveal	 moral	 truth.	 This	 is	 known	 as	 science	 of	 morality.
Approaches	 like	 utilitarianism,	 subjective	 moral	 relativism,	 and
ethical	 egoism	 are	 less	 common,	 but	 still	 maintain	 a	 significant
following	among	secular	ethicists.
Secular	ethics	frameworks	do	not	necessarily	contradict	theological
value	systems.	For	example,	the	Golden	Rule	or	a	commitment	to
non-violence,	 could	 be	 supported	 by	 those	 within	 religious	 and
secular	frameworks.
Criticism:	 Secular	 ethics	 systems	 vary	 within	 the	 societal	 and
cultural	norms	of	a	specific	time	period	and	also	change	from	time
to	time.	Most	of	these	systems	cannot	solve	the	is-ought	problem.
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What	is	Golden	Rule?

The	Golden	Rule	 or	ethics	of	 reciprocity	 is	 a	maxim,	 ethical	 code	 or
morality	that	essentially	states	either	of	the	following:

One	 should	 treat	 others	 as	 one	would	 like	 others	 to	 treat	 oneself.
(Directive	form.)
One	should	not	 treat	others	 in	ways	 that	one	would	not	 like	 to	be
treated	 (Cautionary	 form,	 also	 known	 as	 the	 Silver	 Rule).	 This
concept	 describes	 a	 “reciprocal“,	 or”two-way”,	 relationship
between	one’s	self	and	others	that	involves	both	sides	equally,	and
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in	a	mutual	fashion.
Psychologically,	it	involves	a	person	empathizing	with	others.
Philosophically,	 it	 involves	a	person	perceiving	 their	neighbor	as
also	“an	I”	or	“self.
Sociologically,	 this	 principle	 is	 applicable	 between	 individuals,
between	groups,	and	also	between	individuals	and	groups.
Religions	figure	prominently	in	the	history	of	this	concept.

What	is	Compassion?

Identifying	 with	 another	 person	 is	 an	 essential	 process	 for	 human
beings.	It	is	commonly	seen	throughout	the	world	as	people	adapt	and
change	with	 new	 styles	 of	 clothing,	 language,	 behavior,	 etc.,	 which	 is
illustrated	 by	 infants	 who	 begin	 to	 mirror	 the	 facial	 expressions	 and
body	movements	of	their	mother	as	early	as	the	first	days	of	their	lives.

Compassion	 is	 the	 emotion	 that	 one	 feels	 in	 response	 to	 the
suffering	of	others	that	motivates	a	desire	to	help.
Compassion	 is	 often	 regarded	as	having	an	emotional	 aspect	 to	 it,
though	when	based	on	cerebral	notions	such	as	fairness,	justice	and
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interdependence,	it	may	be	considered	rational	in	nature	and	its
application	understood	as	an	activity	based	on	sound	judgment.
The	 Golden	 Rule	 advocates	 compassion.	 Do	 to	 others	 what	 you
would	have	them	do	to	you.

What	are	the	theoretical	perspectives	of	compassion?

Compassion	 as	 a	 synonym	 of	 empathic	 distress,	 which	 is
characterized	by	the	feeling	of	distress	 in	connection	with	another
person’s	 suffering.	This	perspective	of	 compassion	 is	based	on	 the
finding	 that	 people	 sometimes	 emulate	 and	 feel	 the	 emotions	 of
people	around	them.
Compassion	is	simply	a	variation	of	love	or	sadness,	not	a	distinct
emotion.
From	the	perspective	of	evolutionary	psychology,	Compassion	can
be	viewed	as	a	distinct	emotional	state,	which	can	be	differentiated
from	distress,	sadness,	and	love

What	is	Enlightened	Self-Interest?

Suppose	 that	you	don’t	believe	 in	God.	You	 live	a	 totally	 selfish	 life	of
immediate	 gratification	 of	 every	 desire.	Whenever	 someone	 else	 had
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something	 you	wanted,	 you	 take	 it	 for	 yourself.	 You	 do	 not	 fear	 any
divine	punishment;	there	will	be	no	judgment	day	for	you.	What	stops
you	from	living	this	life	of	immediate	and	complete	gratification?

It	 wouldn’t	 be	 long	 at	 all	 before	 everyone	 would	 be	 up	 in	 arms
against	 you,	 and	 you	would	have	 to	 spend	 all	 your	waking	hours
fearing	reprisals.	The	life	of	 total	but	unenlightened	self-interest
might	be	exciting	and	pleasant	as	 long	as	 it	 lasts	 -	but	 it	 is	not
likely	to	last	long.
The	 principle	 of	 “enlightened	 self-interest”	 is	 an	 excellent	 first
approximation	to	an	ethical	principle	which	is	both	consistent	with
what	we	know	of	human	nature	and	is	relevant	to	the	problems	of
life	in	a	complex	society.
An	enlightened	strategy	will	be	one	which,	when	practiced	over	a
long	 span	 of	 time,	 will	 generate	 ever	 greater	 amounts	 and
varieties	of	pleasures	and	satisfactions.
It	 is	obvious	 that	more	 is	 to	be	gained	by	cooperating	with	others
than	by	acts	of	isolated	egoism.

What	is	Divine	Command	Theory?
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According	 to	 divine	 command	 theory,	 things	 are	morally	 good	 or
bad,	 or	 morally	 obligatory,	 permissible,	 or	 prohibited,	 solely
because	of	God’s	will	or	commands.
God	 is	 claimed	 to	 be	 the	 creator	 of	 all	 things,	 and	 therefore	 the
creator	of	our	moral	obligations.	God	is	claimed	to	be	sovereign,	to
have	the	authority	to	tell	us	how	we	are	to	live	our	lives.
As	knowledge	of	God	 is	required	 for	morality	by	divine	command
theory,	atheists	and	agnostics	could	not	be	moral.

In	defence	of	God…

Religion	is	a	good	thing	because	most	major	religions	teach	people
the	basic	tenets	of	right	and	wrong	and	the	whole	“do	unto	others”
concept,	which	is	golden.
Religion	can	give	hope,	peace,	a	sense	of	something	bigger	than	we
are.	Religion	can	bind	and	unite	us	like	no	other	system	on	the	face
of	the	earth.
However,	 religion	 can	 become	 fanatical,	 causing	 people	 to	 do
foolish	things	when	they	loose	a	sense	of	basic	right	and	wrong	in
the	name	of	their	religion.	On	that	same	note,	it	 is	human	nature
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that	brings	the	worst	out	religion	not	the	foundations	of	religion
itself.
Most	religious	people	don’t	have	evil	plans	or	are	not	trying	to	hurt
the	world,	and	a	small	population	of	bad	people	doesn’t	make	the
whole	organization	bad.	Religion	is	there	to	give	people	hope	and
faith	in	a	good	future,	and	aims	to	make	people	better.
Bottom	 Line	 -	 Religion	 isn’t	 intrinsically	 good	 or	 bad;	 it	 depends
more	on	the	people	that	use	it	and	those	that	interpret	it.

KNAPPIL
Y

69



What	is	Capital	Punishment?

The	question	as	to	whether	or	not	it	is	morally	acceptable	for	the
state	to	execute	people,	and	if	so	under	what	circumstances,	has
been	debated	for	centuries.
The	ethical	problems	 involved	 include	 the	general	moral	 issues	of
punishment	with	the	added	problem	of	whether	it	is	ever	morally
right	to	deprive	a	human	being	of	life.
Capital	 punishment	 is	 used	 in	many	 countries	 around	 the	 world.
According	to	Amnesty	International	as	at	May	2012,	141	countries
have	abolished	the	death	penalty	either	in	law	on	in	practice.
On	 18	 December	 2008,	 the	 United	 Nations	 adopted	 resolution
63/168,	which	is	a	reaffirmation	of	its	call	for	a	moratorium	on	the
use	of	the	death	penalty	(62/149)	passed	in	December	the	previous
year.

Theories	of	Punishment

What	is	Deterrence?
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What	are	the	arguments	against	deterrence?

The	statistical	evidence	doesn’t	confirm	that	deterrence	works	(but
it	doesn’t	show	that	deterrence	doesn’t	work	either)
Some	 of	 those	 executed	 may	 not	 have	 been	 capable	 of	 being
deterred	because	of	mental	illness	or	defect
Some	capital	crimes	are	committed	in	such	an	emotional	state	that
the	perpetrator	did	not	think	about	the	possible	consequences
No-one	 knows	 whether	 the	 death	 penalty	 deters	 more	 than	 life
imprisonment.

A	Japanese	Argument

Japan	uses	the	death	penalty	sparingly,	executing	approximately	3
prisoners	per	year.
A	unique	justification	for	keeping	capital	punishment	has	been	put
forward	by	some	Japanese	psychologists	who	argue	 that	 it	has	an
important	psychological	part	to	play	in	the	life	of	the	Japanese,
who	live	under	severe	stress	and	pressure	in	the	workplace.
The	argument	goes	that	the	death	penalty	reinforces	the	belief	that
bad	 things	 happen	 to	 those	 who	 deserve	 it.	 This	 reinforces	 the
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contrary	 belief;	 that	 good	 things	will	 happen	 to	 those	who	 are
‘good’.
From	an	ethical	point	of	view	this	is	the	totally	utilitarian	argument
that	if	executing	a	few	people	will	 lead	to	an	aggregate	increase	in
happiness	then	that	is	a	good	thing.

What	are	the	arguments	against	Capital	Punishment?

Value	of	human	life
Right	to	live	(inalienable)
Execution	 of	 the	 innocent	 (in	 the	 USA,	 130	 people	 sentenced	 to
death	have	been	found	innocent	since	1973	and	released	from	death
row.)
Retribution	is	wrong
Uniqueness	of	the	death	penalty	(Crimes	other	than	murder	do	not
receive	a	punishment	 that	mimics	 the	crime	 -	 for	example	rapists
are	not	punished	by	sexual	assault,	and	people	guilty	of	assault	are
not	ceremonially	beaten	up!)
Deterrence	is	a	morally	flawed	concept	(Even	if	capital	punishment
did	 act	 as	 a	 deterrent,	 is	 it	 acceptable	 for	 someone	 to	 pay	 for	 the
predicted	future	crimes	of	others?)
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Aptitude	for	Civil	Services	&	Foundational	Values

What	is	Probity	in	Governance?

Probity	 in	governance	 is	an	essential	requirement	for	an	efficient
and	 effective	 system	 of	 governance	 and	 for	 socio-economic
development.
An	 important	 requisite	 for	 ensuring	 probity	 in	 governance	 is
absence	of	corruption.
The	 other	 requirements	 are	 effective	 laws	 and	 regulations
governing	 every	 aspect	 of	 public	 life	 and,	 more	 important,	 an
effective	and	fair	implementation	of	those	laws.
Unfortunately	 for	 India,	discipline	 is	disappearing	 fast	 from	public
life	and	without	discipline,	as	 the	sociologist	Gunnyar	Myrdal	 has
pointed	out,	no	real	progress	is	possible.
Discipline	 implies	 inter	 alia	 public	 and	 private	 morality	 and	 a
sense	of	honesty.	The	mark	of	a	person	holding	high	position	is	the

KNAPPIL
Y

74



ease	 with	 which	 he	 can	 ignore	 the	 laws	 and	 regulations.	We	 are
being	 swamped	by	a	culture	of	 indiscipline	and	untruth;	morality,
both	public	and	private,	is	at	a	premium.”

~	National	Commission	to	Review	the	Working	of	the	Constitution

Where	is	the	difference	between	Public	and	Private	Morality?

Morality	has	a	public	as	well	as	a	private	sphere.
Private	 morality	 is	 about	 obligations,	 virtues,	 and	 so	 on,	 of
individual	agents,	whereas
Public	 morality	 is	 concerned	 with	 collective	 obligations,	 the
assessment	of	institutions,	policies,	and	so	on.
Public	morality	refers	to	moral	standards	enforced	 in	a	society,	by
law	or	social	pressure,	and	applied	to	public	 life,	to	the	content	of
the	media,	and	to	conduct	in	public	places.
Public	 morality	 generally	 includes	 regulation	 of	 sexual	 matters,
including	 prostitution	 and	 homosexuality,	 matters	 of	 dress	 and
nudity,	 pornography,	 acceptability	 in	 social	 terms	 of	 cohabitation
before	marriage,	etc.
It	 is	 the	main	 justification	for	censorship;	 it	can	 lead	to	campaigns
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against	profanity,	and	so	be	at	odds	with	freedom	of	speech.
Matter	 of	 debate:	Whether	 the	 private	 lives	 of	 politicians	 are	 a
public	morals	issue?

What	are	positive	and	negative	values?

Distinctions	between	‘positive’	and	‘negative’	values	are	misplaced,
as	how	a	value	is	interpreted	is	in	a	value-based	act.
Therefore,	 by	 definition,	values	 cannot	 be	negative	 or	 positive	 -
rather,	how	they	are	used	to	inform	decisions	and	performance	can
be	viewed	from	negative	or	positive	viewpoints.
For	 example,	 confidentiality	 as	 a	 value	 may	 be	 interpreted	 in	 a
positive	manner	(provides	for	trust	between	an	organisation	and	its
customers)	or	negatively	(it	inhibits	transparency).
In	a	similar	vein,	not	all	values	are	ethical	values	(i.e.	concerned
with	right	and	wrong).

Public	Service	Values

In	1996,	the	UN	adopted	an	‘International	Code	of	Conduct	for	Public
Officials’	which	opened	with	the	following	general	principles:
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Code	 of	 Conduct	 for	 Public	 Officials	 (UN	 Convention	 against
Corruption,	2003)

KNAPPIL
Y

77



Categories	of	Public	Service	Values

Structure	of	Public	Values	Universe
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Dilemmas	faced	by	Public	Servants
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What	are	the	legal	frameworks	for	fighting	Corruption?

Pre-independence
The	Indian	Penal	Code	(IPC)	was	the	main	tool	to	combat	corruption
in	 public	 life.	 The	 Code	 had	 a	 chapter	 on	 ‘Offences	 by	 Public
Servants’.	 Sections	 161	 to	 165	 provided	 the	 legal	 framework	 to
prosecute	corrupt	public	servants.
The	Second	World	War	created	shortages	which	gave	opportunity	to
unscrupulous	elements	to	exploit	the	situation	leading	to	large	scale
corruption	 in	 public	 life.	 This	 situation	 continued	 even	 after	 the
war.	Hence	 the	Prevention	of	Corruption	Act,	1947	was	enacted	 to
fight	the	evils	of	bribery	and	corruption.
The	Prevention	 of	 Corruption	Act	 1947:	 In	 cases	 of	 gratification,
maximum	punishment	enhanced	to	7	years	&	assumed	“guilty	 till
proven	 innocent.”	 Immunity	given	 to	 the	“bribe	giver”	 in	cases	of
testimony.
Amendments	 in	1964:	The	definition	of	 ‘Public	Servant’	under	 the
IPC	was	expanded	(The	Santhanam	Committee	recommended	it).

The	Prevention	of	Corruption	Act,	1988
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As	per	2nd	ARC	Report:

There	 is	 therefore	need	 for	classifying	 the	 following	as	offences	under
the	Prevention	of	Corruption	Act:

Gross	 perversion	 of	 the	 Constitution	 and	 democratic	 institutions
amounting	to	willful	violation	of	oath	of	office
Abuse	of	authority	unduly	favoring	or	harming	someone
Obstruction	of	justice
Squandering	public	moneyKNAPPIL
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What	is	coercive	and	collusive	bribery?

In	 any	 corrupt	 transaction,	 there	 are	 two	parties	 -	 the	bribe-giver	 and
the	 bribetaker.	 The	 offence	 of	 bribery	 can	 be	 classified	 into	 two
categories.

In	 one	 category	 the	 bribe	 giver	 is	 a	 victim	 of	 extortion,	 he	 is
compelled	to	pay	for	a	simple	service,	because	if	he	does	not	submit
to	 the	 extortionary	 demands	 of	 the	 public	 servant,	 he	 ends	 up
losing	 much	 more	 than	 the	 bribe.	 The	 delays,	 harassment,
uncertainty,	lost	opportunity,	loss	of	work	and	wages	-	all	resulting
from	non-compliance	with	demands	 for	a	bribe	 -	are	so	great	 that
the	citizen	is	sucked	into	a	vicious	cycle	of	corruption	for	day-to-day
survival.	This	is	called	Coercive	Bribery.
There	is	another	category	of	cases	where	the	bribe-giver	and	bribe-
taker	 together	 fleece	 society,	 and	 the	 bribegiver	 is	 as	 guilty	 or
even	 more	 guilty	 than	 the	 bribe-taker.	 These	 are	 cases	 of
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execution	of	substandard	works,	distortion	of	competition,	robbing
the	 public	 exchequer,	 commissions	 in	 public	 procurement,	 tax
evasion	by	collusion,	and	causing	direct	harm	to	people	by	spurious
drugs	 and	 violation	 of	 safety	 norms.	 This	 is	 called	 Collusive
Bribery.

What	is	the	punishment	for	bribery?

Chapter	III	of	the	Prevention	of	Corruption	Act	lays	down	various
offences	and	penalties.
Section	 7	 makes	 acceptance	 of	 illegal	 gratification	 by	 a	 public
servant	for	doing	any	official	act	an	offence.
Though	 giving	 bribe	 is	 not	 separately	 defined	 as	 an	 offence,	 the
bribe-giver	 is	guilty	of	 the	offence	 of	 ‘abetment’	and	 is	 liable	 for
the	same	punishment	as	the	bribe-taker.
Section	 24	 of	 the	 Act,	 however,	 provides	 immunity	 from
prosecution	to	a	bribe-giver	if	he/she	gives	a	statement	in	a	court	of
law	that	he/she	offered	bribe.
However,	 the	Prevention	of	Corruption	Act	does	not	differentiate
between	‘coercive’	and	‘collusive’	corruption.
However,	 the	 Prevention	 of	 Corruption	 Act	 does	 not	 differentiate
between	‘corecive’	and	‘collusive’	corruption.
Getting	conviction	in	Collusive	Bribery	is	extremely	difficult	as	both,
the	bribe-giver	and	the	bribe-taker	collude	and	are	beneficiaries	of
the	transaction.	The	negative	impact	of	collusive	corruption	is	much
more	adverse	and	 the	government	and	often	 the	 society,	 at	 large,
are	the	sufferers.
ARC	Recommendation	-	Section	7	of	the	Prevention	of	Corruption
Act,	therefore,	needs	to	be	amended	to	provide	for	a	special	offence
of	‘collusive	bribery’.

Guilty	till	proved	innocent
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The	 basic	 principle	 of	 our	 criminal	 justice	 system	 is	 that	 every
person	is	presumed	to	be	innocent	till	he/she	is	proved	guilty.
However,	 the	 Indian	 Evidence	 Act	 itself	 provides	 certain
exceptions	to	this	principle.
For	Example,	Section	113A	of	the	Indian	Evidence	Act	provides	that
“When	 the	 question	 is	 whether	 the	 commission	 of	 suicide	 by	 a
woman	 had	 been	 abetted	 by	 her	 husband	 or	 any	 relative	 of	 her
husband	and	 it	 is	 shown	 that	 she	had	 committed	 suicide	within	 a
period	of	 seven	years	 from	 the	date	of	her	marriage	and	 that	her
husband	 or	 such	 relative	 of	 her	 husband	 had	 subjected	 her	 to
cruelty,	 the	 court	 may	 presume,	 having	 regard	 to	 all	 the	 other
circumstances	of	the	case,	that	such	suicide	had	been	abetted	by	her
husband	or	by	such	relative	of	her	husband”.
Similarly,	 Section	 13(1)(e)	 of	 the	 Prevention	 of	 Corruption	 Act
stipulates	 that	 a	 public	 servant	 is	 said	 to	 commit	 the	 offence	 of
criminal	misconduct	 if	he/she	cannot	satisfactorily	account	 for	 the
property	 in	 his/her	 possession.	 It	 is	 therefore	 implied	 that	 the
burden	is	on	the	accused	public	servant	to	justify	his	possessions	in
relation	to	the	sources	of	income.
Also	Section	20	of	the	Prevention	of	Corruption	Act	stipulates	that
if	 it	 is	 proved	 that	 the	 accused	 public	 servant	 has	 accepted	 any
gratification,	 the	 court	 is	 under	 an	 obligation	 to	 presume	 that	 the
gratification	was	for	a	reward.

Sanction	for	prosecution

Section	 19	 of	 the	 Prevention	 of	 Corruption	 Act	 provides	 that
previous	sanction	of	the	competent	authority	is	necessary	before	a
court	takes	cognizance	of	the	offences	defined	under	Sections	7,	10,
11,	13	and	15	of	the	Act.
The	objective	of	this	provision	is	to	prevent	harassment	to	honest
public	servants	through	malicious	or	vexatious	complaints.	The
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sanctioning	 authority	 is	 expected	 to	 apply	 his/her	 mind	 to	 the
evidence	placed	before	him/her	and	be	satisfied	 that	a	prima	facie
case	exists	against	the	accused	public	servant.
Although	the	intention	of	this	provision	is	clear,	it	has	been	argued
that	 this	 clause	 has	 sometimes	 been	 used	 by	 a	 sanctioning
authority	to	shield	dishonest	officials.
There	 have	 also	 been	 cases	 where	 there	 have	 been	 inordinate
delays	in	grant	of	such	sanction.
ARC	 Recommendation:	 Dispensing	 with	 sanction	 in	 cases	 where
public	 servants	 have	 been	 trapped	 red-handed	 or	 in	 cases	 of
possessing	 assets	 disproportionate	 to	 their	 known	 sources	 of
income.

ARC	Recommendation

Corruption	involving	the	Private	Sector

Corruption	within	the	private	sector	should	be	tackled	through	the
effective	enforcement	of	existing	laws	and	regulations.	Bringing	the
activities	 of	 the	 entire	 private	 sector	 within	 the	 fold	 of	 the
Prevention	 of	 Corruption	 Act	 is	 neither	 desirable	 nor	 practical.
Companies	 Act	 (2013)	 has	 provisions	 for	 that.	 Independent
Commission	Against	Corruption	(ICAC)	of	Hong	Kong
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Emotional	Intelligence	-	concepts	&	its	utilities

What	is	Emotional	Intelligence?

“The	capacity	for	recognising	our	own	feelings	and	those	in	others,
for	motivating	ourselves,	for	managing	emotions	well	 in	ourselves
and	in	our	relationships.”	~	Daniel	Goleman
“Emotional	 Intelligence	 is	 the	 ability	 to	 understand,	 accept	 and
recognise	our	own	emotions	and	feelings,	including	their	impact	on
ourselves	and	other	people	and	 to	use	 this	knowledge	 to	 improve
our	 own	 behaviours	 as	 well	 as	 to	 manage	 and	 improve	 our
relationship	with	others.”	~	Ann	Cartwright	and	Amanda	Solloway
Emotional	 Intelligence	 competencies	 include	 empathy,	 intuition,
creativity,	 flexibility,	 resilience,	 stress	 management,	 leadership,
integrity,	 happiness	 and	 optimism,	 as	 well	 as	 intrapersonal	 and
interpersonal	communication	skills.
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What	are	the	three	models	of	Emotional	Intelligence?

Ability	Model:	The	individual’s	ability	to	process	emotional	information
and	use	 it	 to	navigate	 the	 social	 environment.	There	are	 four	 stage	of
ability	model:

Perceiving	Emotions
Facilitating	Emotions
Understanding	Emotions
Managing	Emotions

Trait	Model:	 Encompasses	 behavioural	 disposition	 and	 self-perceived
abilities	and	is	measured	through	self-report.

Mixed	 Model:	 An	 array	 of	 both	 skills	 and	 characteristics	 that	 drives
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leadership	 performance.	 It	 includes	 self-awareness,	 self-regulation,
social	skills,	empathy	and	motivation/passion.

What	are	the	components	of	Action-Based	Emotional	Intelligence?

Know	Yourself	–	increase	self-awareness	of	emotions	and	reactions
(competencies:	 Enhance	 Emotional	 Literacy	 and	 Recognize
Patterns).
Choose	 Yourself	 –	 shift	 from	 unconscious	 reaction	 to	 intentional
response	 (competencies:	 Apply	 Consequential	 Thinking,	 Navigate
Emotions,	Engage	Intrinsic	Motivation,	and	Exercise	Optimism).
Give	 Yourself	 –	 align	 the	 moment-to-moment	 decisions	 with	 a
larger	 sense	 of	 purpose	 (competencies:	 Increase	 Empathy	 and
Pursue	Noble	Goals)
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What	is	Empathy?

Two	giant	brokerage	companies	merged,	creating	redundant	jobs	in	all
their	 divisions.	 One	 division	 manager	 called	 his	 people	 together	 and
gave	 a	 gloomy	 speech	 that	 emphasized	 the	 number	 of	 people	 who
would	soon	be	fired.	The	manager	of	another	division	gave	his	people	a
different	 kind	 of	 speech.	 He	 was	 up-front	 about	 his	 own	 worry	 and
confusion,	 and	 he	 promised	 to	 keep	 people	 informed	 and	 to	 treat
everyone	fairly.

The	difference	between	these	two	managers	was	empathy.
The	 first	manager	was	 too	worried	about	his	own	 fate	 to	 consider
the	feelings	of	his	anxiety-stricken	colleagues.
The	second	knew	intuitively	what	his	people	were	feeling,	and	he
acknowledged	their	fears	with	his	words.
Is	 it	 any	 surprise	 that	 the	 first	 manager	 saw	 his	 division	 sink	 as
many	demoralized	people,	 especially	 the	most	 talented,	departed?
By	contrast,	the	second	manager	continued	to	be	a	strong	leader,	his
best	people	stayed,	and	his	division	remained	as	productive	as	ever

Empathy	in	Leadership

Empathy	doesn’t	mean	a	kind	of	“I’m	OK,	you’re	OK”	mushiness!
For	 a	 leader,	 that	 is,	 it	 doesn’t	 mean	 adopting	 other	 people’s
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emotions	as	one’s	own	and	trying	to	please	everybody.	That	would
be	a	nightmare—it	would	make	action	impossible.
Rather,	 empathy	 means	 thoughtfully	 considering	 employees’
feelings—along	 with	 other	 factors—in	 the	 process	 of	 making
intelligent	decisions.
Empathy	 is	 particularly	 important	 today	 as	 a	 component	 of
leadership	 for	 at	 least	 three	 reasons:	 the	 increasing	use	of	 teams;
the	 rapid	 pace	 of	 globalization;	 and	 the	 growing	 need	 to	 retain
talent.

Where	does	Emotional	Intelligence	invite	criticism?

It’s	not	intelligence,	stupid!	 “[Goleman]	exemplifies	more	clearly
than	 most	 the	 fundamental	 absurdity	 of	 the	 tendency	 to	 class
almost	 any	 type	 of	 behaviour	 as	 an	 ‘intelligence’…	 If	 these	 five
‘abilities’	 define	 ‘emotional	 intelligence’,	 we	 would	 expect	 some
evidence	that	they	are	highly	correlated;	Goleman	admits	that	they
might	be	quite	uncorrelated,	and	in	any	case	if	we	cannot	measure
them,	 how	 do	we	 know	 they	 are	 related?	 So	 the	whole	 theory	 is
built	on	quicksand:	there	is	no	sound	scientific	basis.”
Confusing	skills	with	moral	qualities	Being	able	to	relate	to	others’
feelings	is	not	a	skill.	A	skill	is	the	learned	ability	to	carry	out	a	task
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with	 pre-determined	 results	 often	within	 a	 given	 amount	 of	 time,
energy,	or	both.
Has	 little	 predictive	 value	 It	 adds	 little	 or	 nothing	 to	 the
explanation	 or	 prediction	 of	 some	 common	 outcomes	 (most
notably	academic	and	work	success).
No	standard	measurement	method

Can	EI	be	learnt?

For	ages,	people	have	debated	if	leaders	are	born	or	made.	So	too
goes	the	debate	about	emotional	intelligence.
Are	people	born	with	certain	levels	of	empathy,	for	example,	or	do
they	acquire	empathy	as	a	result	of	life’s	experiences?
The	answer	is	both.	Scientific	inquiry	strongly	suggests	that	there	is
a	 genetic	 component	 to	 emotional	 intelligence.	 Psychological	 and
developmental	research	indicates	that	nurture	plays	a	role	as	well.
How	much	of	each	perhaps	will	never	be	known,	but	research	and
practice	 clearly	 demonstrate	 that	 emotional	 intelligence	 can	 be
learned.
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Emapathy	in	Governance

We	 interpret	 the	 Constitutional	mandate	 for	 civil	 servants	 as	 one	 that
promotes	 empathy	 for	 the	 underprivileged,	 commitment	 to	 the	 unity
and	integrity	of	the	nation;	to	uphold	integrity	and	impeccable	character
in	 a	manner	 that	 they	 appear	 as	 role	models	 for	 the	 large	number	 of
subordinates	working	with	them	and	for	the	society	at	 large;	a	respect
for	 all	 castes,	 creeds,	 religions;	 and,	 a	 professional	 competence	 that
makes	development	for	all	the	ultimate	objective	of	every	civil	servant.

Training	manual,	LBSNAA
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What	is	the	moral	dilemma	associated	with	Euthanasia?

“Euthanasia”:	 Any	 action	 where	 a	 person	 is	 intentionally	 killed	 or
allowed	to	die	because	it	is	believed	that	the	individual	would	be	better
off	dead	than	alive	—	or	else,	as	when	one	is	in	an	irreversible	coma,	at
least	no	one	is	worse	off.

Most	 people	 think	 that	 passive	 voluntary	 euthanasia	 is	 morally
permissible,	 i.e.	 they	 think	 its	 okay	 for	 someone	 to	 refuse	 to
undergo	life-saving	treatment	(in	certain	cases).
Many	 people	 think	 that	 passive	 non-voluntary	 euthanasia	 is
morally	permissible,	i.e.	a	family	can	withdraw	life-support	from	a
relative	who	is	in	a	persistent	vegetative	state.
The	debate	is	most	divided	on	the	topic	of	whether	active	voluntary
euthanasia	is	morally	permissible.

In	Favour:

If	a	person	is	suffering	considerable	pain	due	to	an	incurable	illness,
then	in	some	cases	that	person’s	death	is	in	his	or	her	own	interest.
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If	 a	 person’s	 death	 is	 in	 his	 or	 her	 own	 interest,	 then	 committing
suicide	is	also	in	that	person’s	own	interest.
Therefore,	 if	 a	 person	 is	 suffering	 considerable	 pain	 due	 to	 an
incurable	 illness,	 then	 committing	 suicide	 is	 in	 that	 person’s	 own
interest.	This	argument	is	logically	valid	(“If	A	then	B”	“If	B	then	C”
→	 “If	 A	 then	 C”).	 It	 is	 also	 relatively	 simple:	 It	 says	 nothing,	 yet,
about	whether	suicide	is	morally	permissible.	It	only	says	that	it	can
be	 in	 a	 person’s	 interest.	 In	 favour	 -	 It	 allows	 people	 who	 are
terminally	ill	to	be	relieved	of	their	pain	and	suffering.	It	also	allows
a	 terminally	 ill	 person	 to	 die	 in	 dignity.	 Furthermore	 they	 argue
that	choosing	when	to	die	is	personal	freedom.

What	is	the	legal	status	of	Passive	Euthanasia	in	India?

A	decision	has	to	be	taken	to	discontinue	life	support	either	by	the
parents	or	the	spouse	or	other	close	relatives,	or	 in	the	absence	of
any	 of	 them,	 such	 a	 decision	 can	be	 taken	 even	by	 a	 person	 or	 a
body	of	persons	acting	as	a	next	friend.	It	can	also	be	taken	by	the
doctors	 attending	 the	 patient.	 However,	 the	 decision	 should	 be
taken	bona	fide	in	the	best	interest	of	the	patient.
Even	if	a	decision	is	taken	by	the	near	relatives	or	doctors	or	next
friend	to	withdraw	life	support,	such	a	decision	requires	approval
from	the	High	Court	concerned.
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When	such	an	application	is	filled	the	Chief	Justice	of	the	High	Court
should	 forthwith	 constitute	 a	 Bench	 of	 at	 least	 two	 Judges	 who
should	decide	to	grant	approval	or	not.

A	committee	of	three	reputed	doctors	to	be	nominated	by	the	Bench,
who	will	give	report	regarding	the	condition	of	the	patient.	Before	giving
the	 verdict	 a	 notice	 regarding	 the	 report	 should	 be	 given	 to	 the	 close
relatives	and	the	State.	After	hearing	the	parties,	the	High	Court	can	give
its	verdict

What	are	the	practical	arguments	against	Euthanasia?

Proper	palliative	care	makes	euthanasia	unnecessary
There’s	no	way	of	properly	regulating	euthanasia
Allowing	euthanasia	will	lead	to	less	good	care	for	the	terminally	ill.
Allowing	euthanasia	will	 discourage	 the	 search	 for	new	cures	and
treatments	for	the	terminally	ill.
Euthanasia	gives	too	much	power	to	doctors.
Euthanasia	exposes	vulnerable	people	to	pressure	to	end	their	lives
Moral	pressure	on	elderly	relatives	by	selfish	families
Moral	pressure	to	free	up	medical	resources
Patients	who	are	abandoned	by	their	families	may	feel	euthanasia	is
the	only	solution.

What	are	the	ethical	arguments	against	Euthanasia?

Euthanasia	weakens	society’s	respect	for	the	sanctity	of	life.
Accepting	euthanasia	accepts	that	some	lives	(those	of	the	disabled
or	sick)	are	worth	less	than	others.
Voluntary	 euthanasia	 is	 the	 start	 of	 a	 slippery	 slope	 that	 leads	 to
involuntary	 euthanasia	 and	 the	 killing	 of	 people	who	 are	 thought
undesirable.
Euthanasia	might	not	be	in	a	person’s	best	interests.
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Euthanasia	affects	other	people’s	rights,	not	just	those	of	the	patient.

What	are	the	religious	arguments	against	Euthanasia?

Euthanasia	is	against	the	word	and	will	of	God
To	kill	oneself,	or	to	get	someone	else	to	do	it	for	us,	is	to	deny	God,
and	to	deny	God’s	rights	over	our	lives	and	his	right	to	choose	the
length	of	our	lives	and	the	way	our	lives	end.
Christianity	teaches	that	suffering	can	have	a	place	in	God’s	plan,	in
that	 it	 allows	 the	 sufferer	 to	 share	 in	 Christ’s	 agony	 and	 his
redeeming	sacrifice.
Islam	 believes	 that	 all	 human	 life	 is	 sacred	because	 it	 is	 given	by
Allah,	and	that	Allah	chooses	how	long	each	person	will	live.
Hinduism:	Killing	(euthanasia,	murder	and	suicide)	interferes	with
the	 killed	 soul’s	 progress	 towards	 liberation.	 It	 also	 brings	 bad
karma	to	the	killer,	because	of	the	violation	of	the	principle	of	non-
violence.
Euthanasia	weakens	society’s	respect	for	the	sanctity	of	life.
Suffering	may	have	value.
Voluntary	 euthanasia	 is	 the	 start	 of	 a	 slippery	 slope	 that	 leads	 to
involuntary	 euthanasia	 and	 the	 killing	 of	 people	who	 are	 thought
undesirable.
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Knapp	-	The	tragedy	after	the	tragedy

Ex-Director	General	Corporate	Affairs	B	K	Bansal,	who	was	accused	of
corruption,	 and	 his	 son	 committed	 suicide	 on	 September	 26,	 two
months	 after	 Bansal’s	 wife	 and	 daughter	 committed	 suicide.	 In	 their
suicide	notes,	while	 the	wife	and	daughter	 stated	“humiliation”	by	 the
CBI	 raid	 as	 the	 reason,	 Bansal	 and	 his	 son	 have	 blamed	 senior	 CBI
officials	 of	 causing	 “mental	 torture”.	 There	 is	 a	 lot	 to	 learn	 from	 this
tragedy. KNAPPIL
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What	is	the	tragic	news?

Former	senior	bureaucrat	Bal	Kishan	Bansal,	who	was	arrested	under
corruption	 charges,	 reportedly	 committed	 suicide	 along	 with	 his	 25-
year-old	son	Yogesh	on	the	night	of	September	26.

The	ex-director	general	of	corporate	affairs	and	his	son	were	found
dead	in	their	east	Delhi	apartment,	nearly	two	months	after	Bansal’s
wife	 Satyabala,	 58,	 and	 daughter	 Neha,	 27	 had	 committed	 suicide
following	a	CBI	raid	in	their	house.
According	to	police,	the	incident	came	to	light	on	Tuesday	morning
when	the	domestic	help	discovered	the	dead	bodies	and	then	made
a	call	to	the	Police	Control	Room.
Suicide	 notes	 and	 copies	 of	 them	were	 all	 over	 the	 apartment,
say	 the	 police.	 Family	 photos	 were	 attached	 to	 every	 note	 to
emphasize	the	end	of	the	family	that	once	was.	 They	 reportedly
alleged	 “harassment	 and	mental	 torture	 by	 senior	 CBI	 officials”	 in
two	separate	suicide	notes.
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Why	is	this	unfortunate?

The	 case	 registered	by	CBI	 and	 the	 subsequent	 arresting	 of	BK	Bansal
has	wiped	out	the	entire	family.

Bansal	 got	 to	 know	 about	 the	 suicides	 of	 his	 wife	 and	 daughter
when	 he	was	 produced	 in	 court	 on	 completion	 of	 police	 custody,
said	sources	present	at	the	court.	Bansal	was	visibly	shaken	and	had
to	be	calmed	down,	they	said.	At	the	time,	the	court	had	even	asked
for	 refreshments	 and	 medical	 aid	 for	 Bansal	 on	 humanitarian
grounds,	said	sources.
While	 granting	bail	 to	Bansal	 in	 July	 to	 attend	 the	 last	 rites	 of	 his
wife	and	daughter,	special	judge	Gurdeep	Singh	had	said:“These	are
not	 conventional	 crimes	 like	 murder	 or	 rape.	 Earlier,	 the	 CBI
used	 to	 not	 arrest	 accused	 in	 such	 cases.	 The	 evidences	 are
mostly	 documentary	 in	 nature	 and	 the	 accused	 are	 public
servants.	The	agency	needs	to	rethink	whether	it	is	necessary	to
arrest	in	such	cases”.
Granted	 bail	 for	 their	 funerals,	Mr	 Bansal	 sounded	 stoic	when	 he
told	neighbours:“Life	must	go	on.”	 Clearly	he	had	not	moved	on,
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nor	had	his	son	recovered	from	the	loss	of	his	mother	and	sister.

On	August	30,	2016,	a	special	CBI	court	granted	bail	to	BK	Bansal	in	the
corruption	case,	taking	note	of	the	“unfortunate”	events	that	took	place
in	his	family.

Speaking	 on	 his	 son’s	 depression,	 Bansal	 had	 told	 the	 judge,	 “My
son	is	sitting	like	a	statue.	I	fear	he	too	will	do	what	his	mother
and	 sister	 did.”	 At	 that	 time,	 there	 was	 little	 indication	 that	 BK
Bansal	too	was	considering	joining	the	rest	of	his	family	in	the	after-
life.

Considering	the	emotional	trauma	faced	by	BK	Bansal	and	the	suicidal
tendencies	of	his	son	due	to	the	arrest	itself	and	further,	the	suicide	of
their	 family	members,	care	 should	 have	 been	 taken	 that	 they	were
provided	 with	 some	 psychological	 help	 and	 not	 left	 to	 fend	 for
themselves	after	Bansal	was	released	on	bail.

At	least,	their	lives	could	have	been	saved	if	precautions	had	been	taken.
Instead,	as	accused	by	the	deceased,	the	CBI	only	made	life	harder	for
them	since	his	release.

KNAPPIL
Y

103



When	was	BK	Bansal	apprehended?

Bansal,	an	additional	secretary-rank	officer	in	the	Ministry	of	Corporate
Affairs,	was	arrested	by	the	CBI	on	July	16	for	allegedly	accepting	bribe
from	a	prominent	pharmaceutical	company.

Bansal	 belonged	 to	 the	 Indian	 Corporate	 Law	 Services	 and	 was
promoted	 to	 the	 post	 of	 director	 general	 of	 corporate	 affairs	 last
year.
Just	 three	 days	 after	 he	 was	 arrested,	 his	 wife	 and	 daughter
committed	suicide,	leaving	behind	two	purported	suicide	notes	that
said	they	felt	“humiliated”	by	CBI	raids.	They,	however,	added	that
‘nobody’	was	responsible	for	their	death.

Bansal	was	granted	interim	bail	by	a	special	CBI	court	from	July	20,	2016
to	 August	 21,	 2016,	 to	 attend	 the	 last	 rites	 of	 his	 wife	 Satyabala,	 and
daughter	Neha.

After	expiry	of	his	interim	bail,	Bansal	was	given	regular	bail	on	August
30,	2016.	Thereafter,	he	returned	 to	an	empty	home	with	his	 son,	and
the	CBI	still	haunting	him	with	their	investigation.
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Where	were	the	alleged	mistakes	made	by	Bansal?

A	 case	 was	 registered	 under	 the	 provisions	 of	 the	 Prevention	 of
Corruption	Act,	1988	on	allegations	that	he	was	attempting	to	obstruct	a
probe	 against	 a	 Mumbai-based	 pharmaceutical	 company	 Elder
Pharmaceuticals	owned	by	TV	actor	Anuj	Saxena.	 The	CBI	had	also
allegedly	caught	him	accepting	a	bribe	of	Rs	9	lakhs.

He	had	allegedly	demanded	a	bribe	for	not	recommending	a	probe
by	the	Serious	Fraud	Investigation	Office	into	allegations	that	it	had
duped	24,000	investors	of	Rs	176	crores.
Bansal	is	said	to	have	asked	for	Rs	50	lakhs	but	the	amount	was	later
scaled	down	to	Rs	20	lakhs	following	negotiations.	CBI	had	claimed
Bansal	had	already	got	Rs	11	lakhs	as	first	installment.

The	CBI	after	carrying	out	searches	at	eight	locations	in	connection	with
the	case	reportedly	found	Rs	60	 lakhs	 in	cash,	20	property	papers,	and
details	of	60	bank	accounts.

On	the	face	of	it,	this	seemed	like	yet	another	of	the	many	cases	we	hear
of	the	bureaucrats	being	involved	in	bribery.

What	happened	thereafter	should	happen	to	no	person,	corrupt	or	saint.

Note:“Arrest	brings	humiliation,	curtails	freedom	and	casts	scars	forever.
Lawmakers	know	it,	so	also	the	police,”	the	Supreme	Court	had	said	in	a
2014	 ruling	 taking	 note	 of	 the	 increased	 number	 of	 arrests	 without
investigation.
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Who	has	been	blamed	by	Mr.	Bansal	and	his	son?

The	two	suicide	notes,	a	five-page	one	written	by	Bal	Kishan	Bansal	and
a	two-page	note	by	his	son	Yogesh,	found	in	their	flat	allegedly	accused
officers	of	CBI	of	“harassing”	them,	said	the	police.

“We	have	 initiated	 inquest	proceedings	under	Section	174	of	CrPC…
no	 case	 has	 been	 registered	 so	 far.	We	 have	 recovered	 a	 five-page
suicide	note	written	by	B	K	Bansal…	his	son	had	written	a	two-page
suicide	note.	After	recovering	them	from	the	spot,	we	have	sent	copies
of	 the	 notes	 to	 the	CBI,	 asking	 them	 to	 conduct	 an	 inquiry	 into	 this
matter	 as	 the	 victims	 have	 leveled	 allegations	 against	 some	 senior
officers	 of	 the	 agency,”	 said	 Deputy	 Commissioner	 of	 Police	 (east
district)	Rishi	Pal.
In	essence,	the	CBI	will	investigate	into	the	allegations	made	by
the	Bansal	family	against	the	CBI.

According	to	police	sources,	Bansal	had	been	called	for	questioning	by
the	CBI	in	connection	with	a	graft	case	Monday.	“He	had	been	asked	to
appear,	along	with	his	son,	Tuesday	morning,”	they	added.
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CBI	sources,	however,	said	Bansal	did	visit	the	agency	headquarters	on
Monday	 to	 furnish	 some	 document	 but	 he	 was	 neither	 summoned
formally	nor	called	informally	to	visit.

Further,	CBI	spokesperson	R	K	Gaur	said	Bansal’s	son	Yogesh	was
neither	 an	 accused	 nor	 was	 he	 summoned	 by	 the	 CBI	 in	 the
ongoing	bribery	investigation.
“We	 are	 deeply	 saddened	 to	 know	 the	 unfortunate	 demise	 of	 B	 K
Bansal	and	his	son	today.	The	matter	is	being	looked	into	by	the	local
police….	 The	 case	 is	 under	 investigation.	 Further,	 the	 son	 of	 B	 K
Bansal	was	neither	an	accused	nor	was	he	summoned	by	the	CBI	in
the	ongoing	bribery	investigation.”CBI	Spokesperson	R	K	Gaur	said.

Bansal’s	 relatives	 and	 neighbours	 demanded	 CBI	 officials	 be	 tried
for	abetting	suicide.

Note:	As	per	section	306	of	the	Indian	Penal	Code	1860,	 if	any	person
commits	suicide,	whoever	abets	the	commission	of	such	suicide	can	be
punished	with	imprisonment	for	10	years	and	fine.	However,	the	case	of
abetment	will	be	difficult	to	prove	in	this	case,	because	the	CBI	officials
will	be	shielded	under	the	argument	of	doing	their	duty.The	Supreme
Court	too	maintains	that	there	should	be	‘a	positive	action’	that	led
to	the	suicide. KNAPPIL
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How	can	this	offer	everyone	a	valuable	lesson?

To	the	public	servants

Most	officers	involved	in	corruption	do	not	think	of	the	consequences	of
their	acts.	It	is	indeed	taken	as	a	way	of	life	because	‘everyone	does	it’.
The	 greed	 of	 short-term	monetary	 gain	 overpowers	 the	 fear	 of	 them
getting	 caught	 and	 the	 subsequent	 repercussions	 they	 and	 (more
importantly)	their	family	could	face.

Corruption	has	three	main	components	that	are	controllable	and
one	 that	 is	 not.	 The	 three	 controllable	 ones	 are	 opportunity,
incentive	and	risk:	the	uncontrollable	one	is	personal	integrity.
Corruption	is,	thus,	an	important	manifestation	of	the	failure	of
ethics.
There	 are	 elaborate	 rules	 and	 regulations	 in	 India	 –	 however
inefficient	they	may	be	-	to	control	the	controllable	components	of
corruption,	 however	 little	 is	 done	 to	 promote	 personal	 ethics
building.	(The	link	to	a	research	paper	on	the	subject	can	be	found
in	the	references	section.)
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As	Dawn	Oliver	observes:“Self-regulation	can	be	a	more	effective
device	 for	 controlling	 activity	 than	 externally	 imposed
regulations.”

Thus,	 there	 is	 a	 need	 for	 India	 to	 train	 its	 public	 servants	 to	 conduct
themselves	 ethically	 through	 self-regulation.Not	 just	 for	 the	 sake	 of
their	 responsibility	 to	 service	 the	public	honestly,	 but	 also	 for	 the
sake	of	their	own	family	(as	is	evident	from	the	case	of	BK	Bansal	and
the	unfortunate	end	of	his	family).

To	the	investigating	officers

A	 Public	 Interest	 Litigation	 (PIL)	 is	 pending	 with	 the	 Supreme	 Court
seeking	the	framing	of	guidelines	to	safeguard	rights	of	common	public
against	 alleged	 misuse	 of	 investigating	 powers	 during	 search	 and
seizure.

The	plea	filed	by	scribe	Upendra	Rai,	contended	that	probe	agencies
were	allegedly	“harassing	and	humiliating	citizens	while	conducting
searches	at	 their	 residential	premises”	 and	 the	procedures	need	 to
be	 regulated.In	 Bansal’s	 case,	 his	 wife	 and	 daughter	 felt
humiliated	 during	 the	 high-handed	 humiliating	 search	 that	 the
CBI	carried	out	in	their	house.
The	 plea	 cites	 examples	 of	 recent	 searches	 conducted	 at	 the
residences	 of	 Himachal	 Pradesh	Chief	 Minister	 Virbhadra	 Singh
and	Director	General	of	Corporate	Affairs	B	K	Bansal,	whose	wife
and	 daughter	 allegedly	 committed	 suicide	 (it	 was	 filed	 before	 BK
Bansal’	and	his	son’s	death).

To	those	who	aspire	to	be	civil	servants

Your	 reason	 for	 such	an	aspiration	 should	be	 greater	 than	 the	power,
prestige	and	(quite	often)	the	material	well-bring	that	come	along	with
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the	profession.

The	 Civil	 Services	 (Mains)	 Examination	 has	 a	 written	 paper	 on
Ethics	and	Integrity.What	you	write	there	 is	what	you	should	be
and	what	you	should	do	after	selection.	Doing	anything	 less	will
let	the	profession,	the	country,	and	your	family	down.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Shaktiman	the	horse

Shaktiman	 is	 a	 14-year-old	 Kathiawari	 horse	 which	 was	 brutally
assaulted	with	 sticks,	 allegedly	 by	Uttarakhand	BJP	MLA	Ganesh	 Joshi
and	 his	 associates	 during	 a	 protest.	 The	 horse	 employed	 by	 the
Uttarakhand	mounted	police	underwent	 a	 surgery	 and	 is	 facing	 acute
pain.	Police	have	registered	a	case	against	Joshi	and	he	is	being	severely
criticised	on	social	media	for	showing	cruelty	to	an	animal.KNAPPIL
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What	made	the	MLA	angry?

There	 was	 a	 protest	 organized	 by	 opposition	 BJP	 against
Uttarakhand	Chief	Minister	Harish	Rawat	on	Monday	for	misuse	of
funds.
The	 protesters	 came	 close	 to	 the	 barricade	 and	 the	 police	 tried	 to
control	 the	 crowd.	 BJP	workers	 tried	 to	 jump	 over	 the	 barricades
when	intercepted	near	the	bridge.
This	prompted	security	personnel,	including	the	mounted	police,	to
take	action	to	control	the	protesters.
This	 angered	 Ganesh	 Joshi	 –	 BJP	 MPLA	 -	 who	 allegedly	 began
hitting	 the	 14-year-old	 horse	 Shaktiman	 with	 a	 stick	 and	 thus
fracturing	one	of	its	hind	legs.
Joshi	has	been	booked	for	beating	the	horse.	But	he	has	said	that	he
was	 nowhere	 near	 the	 animal	 when	 it	 got	 injured	 and	 it	 was	 an
effort	 to	 spread	 misinformation	 and	 malign	 his	 reputation.	 He
counter-alleged	 that	 the	 “Congress	 can	 even	 get	 the	 horse	 killed	 to
score	points.”
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Why	is	there	such	outrage	against	the	incident?

The	 attack	 on	 the	 horse	 occurred	 near	 Rispana	 Bridge	 during	 a
protest	march	by	BJP	to	the	state	assembly.	This	incident	has	caused
a	nation-wide	outrage.
The	horse	was	brutally	assaulted	with	sticks.	The	rider	has	told	his
seniors	that	Joshi	had	indeed	attacked	the	horse,	though	the	actual
injury	 to	 the	 leg	may	have	been	caused	when	the	horse	hit	a	rod,
lost	its	balance	and	fell.
A	 video	 has	 being	 circulated	 on	 the	 social	 media	 showing	 him
attacking	the	horse	with	a	stick.	So	people	have	poured	their	wrath
on	Joshi	for	showing	cruelty	to	the	animal.
He	has	been	booked	under	IPC	Section	429	 (mischief	by	killing	or
maiming	cattle)	which	attracts	up	to	five	years	in	jail.
Chief	Minister	Harish	Rawat	said,	“You	are	using	lathi	on	a	horse?	I
think	the	word”tolerance"	is	not	there	in	the	dictionary	of	BJP.“

KNAPPIL
Y

114



When	were	horses	employed	in	police	service?

The	British	introduced	police	on	horseback	in	1760.
It	was	 introduced	 to	 the	 colonies	of	 the	British	Empire	during	 the
nineteenth	century.
Horses	make	up	only	0.12%	of	the	total	51	crore	heads	of	livestock
in	 the	 country.	 As	 per	 the	 Livestock	 Census	 carried	 out	 in	 2012,
there	 are	 6.25	 lakh	 horses	 and	 ponies	 in	 India.	 This	 is	 a	 rapid
decline	in	horses’	population	–	from	8.2	lakh	in	1992.
Experts	 say	 that	 the	 decline	 in	 numbers	 is	 largely	 because	 the
reliance	on	horses	for	transportation	is	declining	rapidly.
Rural	 India	accounts	 for	5.63	 lakh	horses,	while	urban	areas	have
only	62,000.	The	two	states	of	Uttar	Pradesh	(24.31%)	and	Jammu
and	Kashmir	 (23.13%)	 together	 account	 for	 nearly	 half	 of	 India’s
total	horse	population
Interestingly,	only	7%	of	horses	and	ponies	in	the	country	are	used
for	the	purpose	of	sports.	The	rest	are	used	for	transportation,	and
in	some	cases,	as	draught	animals.
Less	than	1,000	horses	are	employed	in	the	mounted	police	units	of
16	states	of	the	country.
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Note:	 Horses	 used	 in	 mounted	 units	 never	 harm	 an	 individual.
They	are	only	 trained	 to	block	a	person	 from	moving	ahead.	This
incident	shows	that	vice-versa	is	not	true.

Where	are	the	laws	applicable	against	cruelty	of	animals?

The	Animal	Welfare	Board	of	India	was	established	in	1962.	It	is	a
statutory	 advisory	 body	 on	 Animal	 Welfare	 Laws	 and	 promotes
animal	welfare	in	the	country.
Hurting	 animals	 is	 a	 punishable	 offense	 under	 Section	 11	 of	 the
Prevention	of	Cruelty	to	Animals	(PCA)	Act,	1960	and	Section	428
and	Section	429	of	the	Indian	Penal	Code	(IPC),	1860.
If	 found	 guilty	 under	 the	 PCA	 Act,	 imprisonment	 can	 be	 of	 a
maximum	 period	 of	 five	 years	 or	 fine	 or	 both	 under	 the	 Indian
Penal	Code.
However,	 there	 is	 a	 flaw	 in	 PCA	 Act	 as	 anyone	 who	 beats,	 kicks,
over-rides,	 over-drives,	 over-loads,	 tortures	 or	 otherwise	 ill-treats
any	animal	can	get	away	by	paying	a	fine	of	between	Rs	10	and	Rs
50.
The	 proposal	 to	 increase	 the	 penalty	 for	mistreatment	 of	 animals
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has	been	pending	for	more	than	half	a	decade	now.
In	 January	 this	 year,	 the	 Supreme	 Court	 banned	 Jallikattu	 -	 a
traditional	sport	event	of	rural	Tamil	Nadu	–	on	the	grounds	that	the
PCA	 Act	 of	 1960	 should	 supersede	 the	 grounds	 of	 tradition	 and
history.

Who	is	Shaktiman?

He	 is	 a	 14-year-old	 Kathiawari,	 gorgeous,	 snowy	 white	 mare
employed	by	the	Uttarakhand	mounted	police.
He	 was	 bought	 for	 around	 Rs	 95,000	 from	 Delhi	 and	 trained	 in
Punjab	before	he	was	inducted	into	the	Uttarakhand	police	in	2006.
He	has	served	the	police	in	maintenance	of	law	and	order	at	various
big	events	including	the	Ardh	Kumbh	as	well	as	the	Kumbh	mela	in
2010.
He	is	not	only	used	for	law	and	order	duties	but	is	also	a	regular	at
ceremonial	functions	and	parades,
The	doctors	at	Dehradun	say	that	Shaktiman’s	 leg	has	been	saved,
but	it	may	never	completely	recover	or	work	like	before.
The	 name	 Shaktiman	 comes	 from	 the	 iconic	 TV	 character	 (a
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fictional	Indian	superhero)	played	by	Mukesh	Khanna	in	a	show	by
the	 same	name.	At	 the	 end	of	 each	 episode,	 the	 superhero	would
make	misbehaving	 children	 offer	 an	 apology	 (along	with	 a	moral
lesson)	 –	 “Sorry	 Shaktiman”.	 This	 became	 a	 source	 of	 multiple
jokes,	many	of	which	still	do	the	rounds	on	the	internet.
It	 is	 time	for	adults	 to	say	Sorry	Shaktiman	 -	 this	 time	 to	a	horse
that	will	never	be	able	to	do	its	duty	because	one	MLA	was	angry.	It
is	 another	matter	 that	 if	 the	 horse	was	 not	 under	 leash,	 the	MLA
would	not	have	dared	go	near	him.

How	are	animal	ethics	important?

That	we	should	be	kind	to	humankind	is	settled	in	theory.	A	greater
proposition	is	that	humans	should	be	kind	to	every	kind,	not	just
their	own	kind.
We	do	not	need	to	be	extra	nice	to	animals.	We	just	need	to	avoid
being	cruel	 to	them.	It	 is	difficult	 to	 imagine	how	one	can	be	kind
when	he	hurts	an	animal	which	is	helpless.
Any	 dog	 lover	 will	 tell	 you	 that	 even	 animals	 know	 kindness.
Animals	 know	 when	 we	 are	 sick	 or	 sad	 and	 they	 share	 in	 our
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emotions	 too.	 If	 we	 are	 better	 than	 animals,	 then	 we	 should	 be
kinder	than	them.
Though	animals	aren’t	actors	or	circus	clowns,	 thousands	of	 these
animals	 are	 forced	 to	 perform	 silly,	 confusing	 tricks	 under	 the
threat	of	physical	punishment.
Animal	experiments	are	widely	used	to	develop	new	medicines	and
to	test	the	safety	of	other	products.	As	it	is	morally	wrong	to	cause
animals	 to	 suffer,	 experimenting	 on	 animals	 produces	 serious
moral	problems.
In	 the	name	of	 tradition	and	culture	many	animals	are	 ill-treated.
Advocates	 of	 animal	 rights	 believe	 that	 animals	 have	 legal	 rights
and	are	members	of	the	moral	community.

We	 care	 about	 Shaktiman	 the	 horse	 now	 because	 the	 media	 has
highlighted	its	case	everywhere.	Do	we	care	about	animals	suffering	on
the	streets,	being	pelted	away,	lying	hungry?	Do	we	care	about	animals
when	no	one	is	watching	us?

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Two	lions	for	one	suicidal	man

A	 lioness	 and	 lion	 were	 fatally	 shot	 at	 Santiago	 Zoo	 to	 save	 an
apparently	 suicidal	 man’s	 life.	 The	 man	 had	 jumped	 into	 the	 lion’s
enclosure	willingly	and	began	to	provoke	them.	The	incident	refuels	the
constant	 debates	 on	 how	we	 should	 value	 human	 life	 against	 animal
life.	 The	 exceptional	 circumstances	 this	 time	 though	 make	 it	 much
harder	for	us	to	reconcile	to	the	situation.
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What	happened	in	the	Chilean	zoo?

An	 apparently	 suicidal	man	 jumped	 into	 the	 lion’s	 enclosure	 and
stripped.
The	two	lionesses	and	the	lion	in	the	enclosure	initially	ignored,	and
later	 began	 to	maul	 the	man	 once	 he	made	 attempts	 to	 provoke
them.
Zoo	 officials	 shot	 down	 the	 lion	 and	 a	 lioness	 and	 managed	 to
rescue	the	injured	man.	Both	the	lions	died.
The	 zoo	authorities	 insist	 that	 the	officials	who	 shot	 the	 lions	had
adhered	 to	 standard	 security	 protocols	 and	 did	 so	 only	 when	 it
seemed	that	there	was	no	other	choice	left.
The	 zoo	 statement	 while	 emphasizing	 the	 pain	 of	 losing	 their
animals	 justified	 their	 killing	 by	 saying	 that	 it	 was	 based	 on	 the
premise	that	in	such	a	human-animal	encounter	human	life	should
be	saved	at	any	cost.

It	has	now	been	found	that	the	suicidal	man	(who	has	survived	from	the
assault)	is	20-year-old	Franco	Ferrada,	a	former	soldier,	had	jumped	in
the	 lion	 pit	 at	 this	 Santiago	 Zoo	 amid	 various	 onlookers	 reciting	 bible
verses.

He	 had	 left	 a	 note	 in	 his	 clothes’	 pocket	 declaring	 that	he	 is	 the
prophet	and	that	the	end	of	the	world	is	near.
The	world	did	not	end;	his	life	did	not	end	either	in	spite	of	his	plan
to	do	so,	but	two	innocent	lions	are	dead.
Santiago	 Zoo	 is	 now	 considering	 legal	 action	 again	 against	 Mr
Ferrada,	 accusing	 him	 of	 trespass	 for	 climbing	 into	 the	 lions’
enclosure.
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Why	did	the	authorities	have	to	shoot	down	the	lions?

Zookeepers	 initially	 tried	 to	deter	 the	 lions	with	pressurized	water
hoses,	according	to	witnesses	present	in	the	crowded	zoo.
According	 to	 the	zoo’s	 translated	statement,	 the	hoses	weaned	 the
lions	off	the	man	momentarily	but	he	continued	to	harass	them	and
they	 responded	 by	 dragging	 him	 into	 the	 den.	 The	 zookeepers
managed	to	isolate	one	lioness	at	this	time.
The	 zookeepers	 then	 tried	 to	 use	 tranquilizer	 darts	 to	 sedate	 the
lions	but	one	hit	the	man	instead.
The	 zoo’s	 director	 said	 that	 no	 instantaneous	 tranquilizers	 were
available	 to	 sedate	 the	 lions	 fast	 enough.	Therefore,	 they	 chose	 to
save	 the	 man	 who	 was	 being	 mauled	 and	 a	 zookeeper	 shot	 the
lions.

Why	did	Ferrada	want	to	kill	himself?

He	 had	 lost	 his	 mother	 10	 years	 ago	 and	 it	 is	 believed	 he	 could
never	recover	from	the	loss.	That	his	father	was	an	alcoholic	made
his	life	worse.
He	seemed	to	be	‘normal’	to	his	friends,	but	his	Facebook	posts	told
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a	different	story.	A	few	days	ago,	he	had	written	to	his	dead	mother,
“I	always	remember	the	sacrifice	you	made	for	my	siblings	and	me.
How	I	would	love	to	have	you	here,	to	hug	you	and	kiss	you	and	feel
your	protecting	warmth,	just	as	when	I	was	born.”
He	is	currently	recovering	in	a	Santiago	hospital,	with	wounds	to	his
face,	skull,	neck,	shoulders	and	groin.

When	did/would	a	debate	start	around	this?

There	was	severe	criticism	against	the	zoo’s	decision	to	shoot	the	lions.
Strong	 accusations	 ranged	 from	 calls	 to	 boycott	 all	 zoos,	 to	 questions
about	 the	 use	 of	 deadly	 force.	 Other	 angles	 raised	were	 treatment	 of
mentally	 unbalanced	 people	 like	 the	 young	man	 and	 the	 time	 lag	 in
response	 to	 the	 situation.	 Zoo	 authorities	 have	 stood	 by	 the	 decision.
They	just	followed	the	protocol	–	human	life	over	animal	life.

The	decision	becomes	debatable

When	the	man	had	been	labeled	as	a	victim	of	the	incident	while	it
is	 the	 animals	 that	 lost	 their	 lives	 due	 to	 the	 man’s	 actions,	 the
failure	 to	 stop	 him	 before	 he	 entered	 the	 lions’	 space	 and	 the
authorities	decision.
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When	details	of	previous	safety	 lapses	 in	 the	zoo	 leading	 to	 terror
and	death	are	brought	 fully	 into	 the	 light.	Though	records	of	such
incidents	show	that	 they	happened	twenty	years	ago,	 the	range	of
negligence	of	the	zoo	management	and	staff	would	be	condemned.
When	other	vulnerable	zoos	are	brought	to	notice	in	relation	to	the
incident,	and	their	conditions	analyzed.
Most	importantly,	when	the	attack	was	fueled	by	the	man’s	attempt
to	 taunt	 the	 lions	 after	 invading	 the	 enclosure,	 regardless	 of	 his
intents.	 The	 lions,	 on	 the	 other	 hand,	 definitely	 did	not	 show	any
intent	of	either	killing	or	harming	the	man	till	they	were	provoked
beyond	the	threshold.

One	difference	to	debates	around	this	incident	is	that	people	would	find
it	harder	to	accept	the	human	life	value	justification	in	this	case,	given
the	circumstances.

Where	are	the	animals	usually	discriminated	against?

As	 pet	 animals	 –	 Where	 neglect,	 abuse	 for	 commercial	 purpose,
cruelty	 to	 the	 animal,	 abuse	 of	 diet	 and	 exercise	patterns,	 rearing
exotic	 animals	 (animals	 that	 are	 naturally	 wild,	 like	 capuchin
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monkeys,	deer,	box	turtles	etc.)	or	keeping	pets	to	boost	status	are
involved.
Where	the	trivial	human	interest	of	eating	animals	(it	 is	not	a	pre-
requisite	 for	human	 life	 to	 exist)	 or	hunting	 them	 in	 the	name	of
sport	 or	 keeping	 them	 in	 circuses	 in	 the	 name	 of	 commercial
entertainment	supersedes	the	fundamental	right	of	animals	to	stay
alive	or	in	their	habitat.
Where	 animal	 testing	 is	 involved	 to	 understand	 their	 biological
systems	 and	 use	 the	 knowledge	 as	 building	 blocks	 to	 understand
human	biological	systems.
Where	selective	breeding	is	done	at	the	cost	of	possible	side	effects
in	animals	and	long	term	repercussions	to	them.
Where	 livestock	 health	 and	 needs	 are	 unheeded	 to,	 with	 focus
solely	on	the	commercial	gains.
Where	 blood	 sports	 like	 bird	 fighting	 and	 animal	 fighting	 are
organized,	 such	 as	 Jallikattu	 that	 made	 news	 recently	 in	 Tamil
Nadu.

The	 different	 areas	 of	 discrimination	 against	 animals	 should	 not	 be
judged	with	 the	same	yardstick.	Especially	 in	animal	experimentation,
while	 utmost	 efforts	 should	 be	made	 to	 adopt	 ethical	 policies	 like	 the
Three	Rs	(Replacement,	Reduction,	Refinement),	banning	such	research
at	this	stage	would	amount	to	sacrificing	human	lives	instead.	Whereas,
abusing	animals	for	pleasure	or	profit	can	be	done	away	with,	or	it	can
at	least	be	ensured	that	the	animal	does	not	suffer.

Issues	 like	 the	 ability	 to	 create	animals	which	 do	 not	 feel,	 thanks	 to
genetic	 engineering	 would	 also	 give	 rise	 to	 newer	 viewpoints	 on
discrimination.
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Whose	life	has	a	greater	value	–	human’s	or	animal’s?

When	the	debate	on	animal	rights	zones	in	to	the	question	of	human	life
against	 animal	 life,	 most	 of	 us	 instinctively	 and	 rationally	 choose
human	 life	 as	more	 important	 though	 thought-provoking	 contentions
can	be	raised	when	one	argues	in	favour	of	animal	life.

Euthanizing	animal	pets	vs	mercy	killing	of	humans:	The	side	that
argues	that	both	these	should	be	viewed	on	the	same	plane	points
out	how	mercy	killing	is	still	a	legally	and	morally	complex	issue	in
humans	 used	 in	 the	 most	 extreme	 situations	 while	 euthanizing
animal	pets	is	treated	with	indifference	or	painful	but	inevitable.
On	 penalties	 for	 killing	 animals	 vs	 killing	 humans:	 The	 side	 that
argues	 for	 a	 more	 equal	 penalty	 says	 that	 in	 such	 a	 case	 the
innocent	animals	will	at	least	have	a	lesser	chance	of	meeting	with
accidents	as	people	would	be	more	careful.
On	 ‘sameness’:	 The	 side	 that	 supports	 argues	 that	 humans	 and
animals	 are	 nature’s	 creations	 with	 the	 ability	 to	 feel.	 Thus,	 all
deserve	 the	 basic	 right	 to	 life.	 The	 side	 which	 opposes	 says	 that
while	 animals	 should	 not	 be	 tortured	 meaninglessly,	 the	 selfish
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survival	 instinct	 that	 is	 present	 in	 all	 beings	 is	 honed	 best	 by
humans.	As	a	consequence,	by	nature’s	dictum	humans	do	enjoy	a
greater	privilege	inherently,	when	it	comes	to	basic	rights.
One	side	says	that	the	tendency	to	value	human	lives	over	animals
and	 every	 other	 species	 has	 resulted	 in	 senseless	 plundering	 of
nature	and	animals	for	which	we	are	already	paying	the	price.	The
other	side	contends	that	humans	have	created	disasters	but	we	are
the	 only	 earthly	 species	 that	 can	 admit	 our	 mistakes,	 and	 work
towards	setting	them	right,	if	only	partially.	Thus	the	superiority	of
human	life	over	animal	life	still	holds,	but	it	should	be	nurtured	to
pave	the	way	for	inclusive	progress.

While	 arguments	 flare	 up	 both	 ways	 and	 are	 definitely	 going	 to
continue,	 in	 the	Chile	shooting	 incident,	even	those	who	value	human
life	over	animals	will	find	it	hard	to	reconcile	to	the	decision,	given	the
exceptional	context.	Also,	we	can	relate	to	the	actions	of	the	lions	much
more	naturally,	while	the	actions	of	the	man	seem	bewildering,	 to	say
the	least.

How	is	the	shooting	hard	to	analyze?
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Blaming	the	unfortunate	 lions	for	 this	 incident	 is	unthinkable.	But
when	we	try	to	apportion	the	responsibility	for	the	shooting,	neither
the	man	 nor	 the	 zoo	 authorities	 can	 be	 held	 accountable,	 for	 the
present.
The	man,	though	by	his	actions	brought	about	the	death	of	the	lions,
seems	to	have	been	plagued	by	delusions	of	his	supernatural	power
apart	 from	 being	 depressed.	 If	 he	 is	 diagnosed	 as	 a	 mentally
abnormal	being,	he	becomes	a	person	who	was	unable	 to	actually
realize	what	he	was	doing.
While	the	zoo	authorities	can	be	held	accountable	for	slow	response
and	 inadequate	 preparedness,	 would	 we	 have	 sided	 with	 them	 if
they	 either	 stood	 back	 or	 merely	 continued	 in	 their	 attempts	 to
tranquilize	 the	 lions,	 when	 it	 was	 becoming	 apparent	 that	 such
actions	would	prove	futile?
Despite	 these	 difficulties,	 the	 lions’	 deaths	were	 completely	 unfair
and	uncalled	for.	The	least	we	can	do	is	look	for	concrete	ways	and
implement	them	to	prevent	the	incident	from	being	repeated.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Could	small	acts	of	kindness	be	called
Philanthropy?

Azim	 Premji	 gives	 away	 Rs	 27,514	 crore,	 and	 stays	 as	 the	 “most
generous	 Indian”.	 His	 contribution	 for	 education	 through	 the	 Azim
Premji	Foundation	(APF)	has	more	than	doubled	in	2015.	APF,	working
for	empowering	education	in	India,	has	more	than	3.5	lakh	schools.		Is
philanthropy	the	hobby	of	a	businessman?	Can	a	common	man	become
Philanthropist? KNAPPIL
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What	is	Philanthropy?

We	 use	 the	 word	 ‘philanthropist’	 to	 describe	 a	 multi-millionaire
who	donates	vast	sums	of	money	to	charitable	organizations.
The	word	‘philanthropist’	is	derived	from	two	Greek	words,	‘philas’,
which	means	loving,	and	‘anthropos’,which	means	‘man’.
In	other	words,	the	root	meaning	of	philanthropist	is	‘a	loving	man’.
Increasingly,	 leaders	 in	 businesses,	 foundations	 and	 families
understand	that	philanthropy	is	more	than	the	merely	transactional
act	of	writing	cheques	to	favorite	nonprofits.
Today,	 philanthropy	 is	 seen	 as	 a	 strategic	 investment	 that	 is
transformational	for	both	society	and	the	donor.KNAPPIL
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Why	would	Philanthropy	increase	in	2016?

With	record	levels	of	giving,	2015	was	a	great	year	for	philanthropy.
This	trend	would	increase	in	2016.	The	reasons	are:
The	 increasing	 impact	 of	 women:	 Women	 continue	 to
demonstrate	innovation	and	leadership	in	the	field	of	philanthropy.
The	 debut	 of	 innovative	 structures:	 In	 2015,	 Mark	 Zuckerberg
pledged	 to	 give	 99	 percent	 of	 their	 Facebook	 shares	 to	 charitable
purposes.	However,	no	charitable	donation	was	made.
Philanthropy	 becoming	 democratized:	 Events	 like	 the	 ALS	 Ice
Bucket	Challenge	and	Giving	Tuesday	have	encouraged	and	enabled
smaller	donors	to	contribute.
Strategically	 driven	 donations:	 Developing	 a	 thoughtful
philanthropic	 strategy	 that	 benefits	 both	 donors	 and	 their
communities	helps	donors	achieve	more	internal	and	external	bang
for	their	charitable	bucks.

When	do	our	lives	become	richer,	rewarding	and	more	meaningful?

When	we	start	living	and	working	for	others	then	our	lives	become
richer,	more	rewarding,	and	more	meaningful.
Then	 only	 are	 we	 able	 to	 tap	 our	 inner	 energy	 to	 its	 highest
potential.
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Give	more,	gain	more:	The	more	we	donate,	the	more	we	add	to	our
psychological,	spiritual	and	emotional	well-being.
The	Gita	talks	of	the	duty	of	yajna	or	sacrifice.	M	K	Gandhi	interprets
sacrifice	to	mean	service.	He	points	out	that	the	Gita	also	tellsus:	“He
who	cooks	only	for	himself	is	athief.”
And	we	should	not	forget	the	fact	that	there	is	a	limit	to	what	we	can
consume	and	carry.

Where	are	the	bottlenecks	to	donation?

Lack	of	credibility:
Lack	 of	 credibility	 and	 trustworthiness	 on	 the	 part	 of	 nonprofit
organizations	is	the	main	cause	of	under	funding.
50%	of	donors	surveyed	said	that	they	did	not	know	of	a	sufficient
number	 of	 credible	 organizations	 or	 foundations	 through	 which
they	could	spread	their	donations.
More	 than	 60%	 of	 donors	 said	 that	 for	 them	 to	 increase	 their
contributions,	nonprofit	agencies	must	display	greater	transparency
and	accountability.
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Donor	apathy:
There	is	a	very	large	base	of	“disconnected”	donors	who	donate	out
of	guilt	or	personal	relationships	rather	than	cause	orientation

Who	are	the	top	philanthropists	in	India?

As	per	the	Hurun	India	Philanthropy	List,	which	is	a	ranking	of	the
most	generous	 individuals	 from	India,	Azim	Premji	 topped	the	 list
followed	by	Nandan	&	Rohini	Nilekani.
Mukesh	 Ambani	 of	 Reliance	 Industries	 is	 sixth	 in	 Hurun	 India
Philanthropy	List.
The	 donations	were	measured	 by	 the	 value	 of	 their	 cash	 or	 cash
equivalent	from	November	1,	2014	to	October	31,	2015.
As	per	Hurun	Research,	there	were	36	individuals,	down	from	50	in
2014,	who	donated	Rs	10	crore	or	more.	Interestingly,	there	were	12
new	entrants	and	26	drop	outs.
Youngest	philanthropist:	Rohan	Murthy	(32)	of	Infosys	donated	Rs
35	crore.
Oldest	 philanthropist:	 Pallonji	 Mistry	 (86)	 of	 Shapoorji	 Pallonji
donated	Rs	96	crore.
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How	can	a	common	man	become	Philanthropist?

We	 pay	 taxes	 and	 bills	 on	 time.We	 follow	 traffic	 rules.	 And	 we
consider	ourselves	as	responsible	citizens.
But	is	this	enough?	Doing	our	duty	is	all	right	but	we	need	to	do	our
duty	and	a	little	more.
Can	 you	 read?	 Then	 help	 those	 who	 can’t.	 Can	 you	 write?	 Help
those	who	can’t	write.	If	you	are	not	hungry,	share	your	food	with
someone	who	 is.	Always	 try	 to	 reach	out	 to	 those	who	are	not	as
fortunate	as	you.
When	we	all	perform	little	acts	of	service,	the	world	will	be	a	better
place.
As	little	drops	of	water	together	make	the	mighty	ocean,	so	too,	little
acts	of	kindness	and	compassion	can	and	will	make	a	difference.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Clinical	trial	goes	wrong	in	France

In	 a	 recent	 clinical	 trial	 in	 France,	 one	man	was	 left	 brain-dead	 and
another	 five	 were	 hospitalized	 after	 an	 experimental	 drug	 was
administered	to	90	people.	The	drug	-	a	cannabis-based	painkiller	-	had
previously	 been	 tested	 on	 animals,	 including	 chimpanzees.	 However,
experts	believe	 that	serious	 injuries	 involving	early-stage	clinical	 trials
are	rare.	Why	do	we	need	clinical	trials?KNAPPIL
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What	went	wrong	during	clinical	trial	in	France?

The	trial	was	conducted	by	Biotrial,	a	French-based	company	which
has	carried	out	thousands	of	trials	since	it	was	set	up	in	1989.
The	drug	being	 tested	was	a	painkiller	meant	 to	 treat	anxiety	and
motor	disorders.
In	 Phase	 I	 trials	 the	 dose	 was	 increased	 slowly	 over	 time,	 which
could	be	why	the	side-effects	appeared.
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Why	are	clinical	trials	conducted?

They	are	carried	on	 to	 test	 if	a	newdevice	or	drug	 is	effective	and
safe	for	people	to	use.
Some	trials	are	done	to	compare	the	present	treatment	methods	to
decide	the	best	one	available.
Sometimes	clinical	trials	are	used	for	research	andto	study	various
ways	 to	make	 use	 of	 standard	 treatments	 for	making	 them	more
effective,	easy	to	use	and	reduce	side	effects.KNAPPIL
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When	did	Supreme	Court	intervene	in	case	of	clinical	trials	in	India?

The	clinical	 trial	 industry	 in	 India	 is	pegged	at	over	Rs	3,500	crore
and	is	growing	at	10-12%	annually.
Swasthya	Adhikar	Manch,	an	NGO	had	filed	public	interest	litigation
about	allegations	of	irregularities	in	the	approval	process	of	clinical
trials.
In	 January	 2013,	 the	 Supreme	 Court	 stopped	 Drug	 Controller
General	 of	 India	 (DCGI)	 from	 approving	 any	 new	 drug	 trials	 on
humans.
In	 October	 2013,	 it	 directed	 the	 health	 ministry	 to	 review	 the
approvals	granted	to	some	157	clinical	trials	cleared	by	the	DCGI.
The	court	also	banned	clinical	trials	for	new	drugs	unless	they	were
personally	verified	and	cleared	by	the	health	secretary.
In	spite	of	the	SC	directives,	at	least	370	deaths	were	reported	during
clinical	trials	in	India	since	February	2013.
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Where	 are	 the	 international	 laws	 on	 clinical	 trial	 applicable	 in
Indian	scenario?

Clinical	 trials	 in	 India	 are	 governed	by	well	 established	 guidelines
and	directives	at	international	level	apart	from	national	laws.
They	 include	 EU	 regulations	 and	 directives,	 ICH-	 Good	 Clinical
Practices	 (GCP)	 guidelines,	 recommendations	 of	 World	 Medical
Association	 Declaration	 of	 Helsinki,	 Guidelines	 for	 Good
Pharmacoepidemiology	Practices	and	ICMR	guidelines.
These	 guidelines	 &recommendations	 are	 not	 legally	 binding	 but
play	an	important	role	in	regulating	these	clinical	trials.
Most	of	 the	multi	 -national	corporations	carrying	out	clinical	 trials
worldwide	 voluntarily	 and	 as	 a	 good	 practice	 follow	 these
guidelines	and	recommendations.
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Who	is	the	primary	authority	for	approving	clinical	trials	in	India?

Central	 Drug	 Standard	 Control	 Organization	 regulates	 the	 clinical
trials	for	drugs	and	medical	devices	in	India.
Drug	Controller	General	 (India)	 (DCGI)	 is	 the	 competent	 authority
for	approving	clinical	trials	as	well	as	manufacturing	and	marketing
drugs.
The	Rules	122A,	122B	and	122D,	122	DA,	122DAA,	122E	of	Drugs	and
Cosmetics	Rules	and	Annexure	A,	B,	C	and	D	of	Schedule	Y,	describe
the	data	required	for	approval	of	clinical	trials.
Dr.	G	N	Singh	is	the	current	DCGI.KNAPPIL
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How	many	stages	are	involved	in	Clinical	Trials?

There	 are	 three	 phases	 to	 assess	 a	 new	 medicine	 for	 safety	 and
effectiveness.
Phase	 I	 tests	 is	 conducted	 on	 small	 number	 of	 people,	 sometimes
healthy,	and	sometimes	with	a	medical	condition.	It	is	not	to	test	if
the	drug	works,	but	to	check	for	any	side	effects.
Phase	II	 is	conducted	to	check	 if	drug	given	to	people	who	have	a
medical	condition	will	help	or	not.
Phase	III	trials	are	only	for	medicines	or	devices	that	have	already
passed	 the	 first	 two	 stages.	 The	 trials	 often	 last	 a	 year	 or	 more,
involving	several	thousand	patients.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	The	fall	of	the	king	of	good	times

The	 Karnataka	 High	 Court	 has	 issued	 notice	 to	 liquor	 baron	 Vijay
Mallya	 and	 his	 defunct	 Kingfisher	 Airlines,	 seeking	 his	 arrest	 and
impounding	of	his	passport	for	defaulting	on	loans.	He	has	resigned	as
chairman	of	United	Spirits	(USL)	under	an	agreement	with	the	company
which	pays	him	$75	million.	However,	he	comes	under	SEBI	scanner	for
possible	violations	of	corporate	governance.KNAPPIL
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What	made	Mallya	exit	United	Spirits	Limited	(USL)?

Mallya	has	resigned	as	the	chairman	of	USL	and	he	will	be	paid	$75
million	as	separation	fee.
The	management	had	stressed	on	the	call	that	his	exit	will	end	the
uncertainty	 relating	 to	 the	 corporate	 governance	 and	 to	 the
ambiguity	surrounding	certain	historical	transactions.
An	 internal	 committee	 constituted	 by	 Diageo	 had	 analysed	 the
documentation	of	financial	irregularities	and	diversion	of	funds	by
him.
It	is	believed	that	the	independent	board	of	directors	of	the	Indian
subsidiary	had	a	major	hand	 in	putting	pressure	on	Diageo	 to	 get
him	out	of	the	board.
It	was	made	clear	by	the	bigger	shareholder	that	he	had	little	choice
when	facts	were	presented	to	him.
Mallya	was	clearly	aware	of	the	huge	embarrassment	that	would	be
faced	by	the	family	if	the	facts	were	documented	in	case	he	chose	to
challenge	Diageo	in	court.
The	deal	is	sweet	for	Mallya	because	he	walks	away	with	close	to	Rs
500	crore	in	cash.	But	Indian	regulators	are	not	happy	because	he	is
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a	declared	defaulter	in	relation	to	his	airline	business.
Mallya’s	counsel	has	submitted	that	$75	million	cannot	be	attached
because	his	 client	 is	 getting	 the	 severance	package	 after	 signing	 a
non-compete	agreement	under	which	Mallya	would	not	enter	into
liquor	business	for	the	next	five	years.

Why	is	his	exit	controversial?

Diageo,	 the	new	owner	of	USL,	has	agreed	to	absolve	Mallya	of	all
his	personal	liabilities	with	regard	to	alleged	financial	irregularities
relating	 to	 dealings	 with	 UB	 Group.	 Also	 5-year	 non-compete
arrangement	with	Diageo	has	been	signed.
Such	 an	 exit	 arrangement	 is	 commonly	 known	 in	 the	 business
parlance	as	‘golden	parachute’	or	‘sweetheart	deal’.
The	 Securities	 and	 Exchange	 Board	 of	 India	 (SEBI)	 is	 looking	 into
the	role	of	USL,	its	main	promoter	UK-based	Diageo	Plc,	and	that	of
Mallya	and	his	group	firms	that	are	shareholders	in	India’s	leading
liquor	maker.
A	new	scrutiny	has	been	launched	by	SEBI	even	as	an	earlier	probe
is	continuing	against	Mallya	and	his	Group.
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His	 exit	 is	 controversial	 as	 SEBI	 sees	 a	 possible	 violation	 of
corporate	governance	and	other	norms	because	of	this	deal.
The	regulator	is	also	looking	into	the	trading	data	for	USL	shares	to
check	 whether	 there	 has	 been	 any	 violation	 of	 insider	 trading
norms	or	other	irregularities.
SEBI	has	initiated	the	process	of	looking	into	the	deal	to	ensure	that
the	 settlement	 is	 not	 at	 the	 expense	 of	minority	 shareholders	 of
USL.

When	did	Mallya	rise	to	the	peak?

Not	long	ago,	Mallya	was	India’s	most	flamboyant	businessman	and
the	 chairman	 of	 the	 vast	 beer	 and	 spirits	 conglomerate	 United
Breweries.
Under	 his	 dynamic	 leadership,	 UB	 group	 had	 grown	 into	 a	multi-
national	 conglomerate	 of	 over	 sixty	 companies.	 It	 had	 diversified
business	interests	ranging	from	alcoholic	beverages	to	life	sciences,
engineering,	 agriculture,	 chemicals,	 information	 technology	 and
leisure.
His	 aviation	business,	 the	 ‘Kingfisher	Airlines’	was	 established	 in
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2005.	It	was	the	first	airline	in	India	to	operate	with	all	new	aircrafts.
This	would	prove	to	be	his	worst	business	decision.
He	was	named	 ‘Entrepreneur	of	the	Year’	at	 the	Asian	Awards	 in
2010.
He	 also	 received	 the	 nominations	 for	 ‘Global	 Leader	 for
Tomorrow’	by	the	World	Economic	Forum.
He	was	presented	with	 the	 ‘Legion	of	Honor’	which	 is	 the	highest
civilian	award	of	France.
His	quest	for	the	perfect	abode	led	him	to	buy	over	25	properties	all
across	the	globe,	some	as	exclusive	as	the	one	at	 Island	of	Sainte-
Marguerite.

From	where	did	the	issue	of	‘wilful	defaulting’	arise?

A	default	in	repayment	obligations	by	the	unit	(company/individual)
to	 the	 lender	 even	 when	 it	 has	 the	 capacity	 to	 honour	 the	 said
obligations	is	wilful	defaulting.
Mallya	had	taken	Rs.	6,900	crore	 from	a	consortium	of	17-lenders
led	 by	 SBI	 in	 early	 2010	 after	 a	 second	 debt	 restructuring	 for	 the
long-grounded	Kingfisher	Airlines.
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He	 had	 pledged	 his	 shares	 in	 United	 Breweries,	 USL	 and	 United
Breweries	(Holdings)	to	the	banks.
PNB,	 United	 Bank	 and	 SBI	 have	 declared	 him,	 United	 Breweries
Holdings	Ltd	and	Kingfisher	Airlines	as	wilful	defaulters	because	he
had	a	deliberate	intention	of	not	repaying	the	loan.
Mallya	 had	 cleverly	 managed	 to	 use	 the	 loopholes	 in	 the	 legal
system	to	delay	the	loan	repayment	to	banks.
Recently,	 13	 bankers,	 including	 SBI	 approached	 the	 high	 court
seeking	 arrest	 of	 Mallya	 and	 impounding	 of	 his	 passport.	 The
Karnataka	High	Court	has	ordered	issue	of	notice	to	him.
SBI	 has	 also	 claimed	 first	 right	 on	 the	 $75	 million	 severance
package	Mallya	received	from	USL.

Who	is	Vijay	Mallya?

Vijay	Mallya	is	the	son	of	a	famous	industrialist	Vittal	Mallya.
He	 was	 born	 on	 December	 20,	 1955	 in	 Kolkata	 and	 did	 his
graduation	from	the	University	of	Calcutta.
He	 became	 the	 Chairman	 of	 the	 UB	 Group	 in	 1983	 and	 took	 the
company	to	great	heights.
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He	 is	 touted	 as	 the	 most	 flamboyant,	 high-profile	 and	 outspoken
businessman.
He	 is	well-known	 for	 his	 party	 lifestyle	 and	 he	 believes	 living	 life
king	size	and	spending	his	vast	fortune	on	“the	good	things	in	life”.
He	 entered	 politics	 in	 2000	 and	 is	 presently	 a	 member	 of	 Rajya
Sabha.
He	 co-owns	 Spyker,	 the	 F1	 racing	 team	 that	 is	 worth	 88	 million
Euros.
His	 company	 bought	 the	 Indian	 Premier	 League	 team	 called	 the
Royal	Challengers	Bangalore.
He	was	awarded	the	honorary	degree	‘Doctorate	of	Philosophy’	 in
Business	Administration	by	The	Southern	California	University	 for
Professional	Studies.

How	did	Mallya	witness	his	worst	fall?

The	 self-crowned	 “king	 of	 good	 times”	 for	 Mallya,	 has	 fallen	 on
hard	times.
He	was	downgraded	 to	a	former	billionaire	by	Forbes	and	doesn’t
have	a	business	group	to	call	his	own.
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His	holding	company	UB	Holdings	now	has	4%	stake	in	USL;	he	is	no
longer	 the	 largest	 shareholder	 in	 United	 Breweries;	 and	 he	 lost
management	control	of	Mangalore	Chemicals	and	Fertilizers	Ltd.
Kingfisher	Airlines	became	his	bottomless	pit	as	he	was	in	a	rush	to
buy	planes.
It	 led	 to	 shrinking	 of	 his	 business	 from	 empire	 to	 kingdom	 as
Kingfisher’s	Rs	7,000	crore	dues	forced	him	to	sell	large	parts	of	his
better	businesses	bit	by	bit.
An	arrest	warrant	was	issued	against	him	on	12th	October	2012	for
paying	a	bounced	cheque	to	GMR	Group.
Kingfisher’s	 license	was	 taken	away	on	20th	October	2012	after	 its
failure	to	answer	to	the	DGCA.
He	dreamt	of	becoming	the	Richard	Barnson	of	India	but	ended	up
as	a	wilful	defaulter.
Perhaps	 it	 takes	 more	 than	 flamboyance	 to	 build	 a	 successful
business	empire…

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Animals	bear	the	brunt	of	human	nature	yet	again

Harambe,	a	17	year	old	Western	lowland	gorilla	was	shot	by	Cincinnati
zookeepers	 to	save	a	 four	year	old	boy	who	had	fallen	 into	 the	gorilla
enclosure.	 Barely	 a	 week	 has	 passed	 since	 two	 lions	 were	 shot	 in
Santiago	Zoo,	Chile.	As	we	debate	over	 the	value	of	animal’s	 lives	and
blame	games	begin,	we	need	to	enforce	measures	that	stop	the	killing	of
innocent	animals.
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What	happened	in	the	Cincinnati	zoo?

A	 zoo	 response	 team	 shot	 and	 killed	 a	male	 gorilla	 to	 save	 a	 boy
who	had	fallen	into	the	gorilla	exhibit	moat.
Video	 footage	 shows	 Harambe,	 the	 17	 year	 old	 181	 kg-plus	 male
gorilla	 grabbing	 and	 dragging	 the	 four	 year	 old	 boy	 following	 the
fall.
The	 boy	 is	 said	 to	 have	 fallen	 10	 to	 12	 feet,	 was	 conscious	 and
between	the	gorillas	legs	when	the	shot	was	fired.	The	boy	has	been
rescued	 and	hospitalized	with	 serious	 injuries.	 Though	no	 reports
have	been	released	it	is	believed	that	he	will	recover.
The	zoo’s	director,	Thane	Maynard	said	that	though	Harambe	didn’t
appear	 to	 be	 attacking	 the	 boy,	 his	 strength	 and	 agitated	 state
justified	the	zoo	response	team’s	decision.
He	added:	“We	are	all	devastated	that	this	tragic	accident	resulted	in
the	death	of	a	critically-endangered	gorilla.	This	is	a	huge	loss	for	the
zoo	family	and	the	gorilla	population	worldwide.”
Two	 other	 female	 gorillas	 also	 present	 in	 the	 enclosure	 did	 not
approach	the	child	and	were	unharmed.
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Why	is	the	response	team’s	decision	understandable?

Tranquilizer	shots	wouldn’t	have	knocked	Harambe	out	fast	enough
and	the	child	was	in	a	very	risky	situation.
The	situation	involved	a	child	who	had	fallen	in	by	accident	–	a	very
frightened	child	whose	loss	would	have	been	unacceptable.
Even	 gentle	 tossing	 around	 by	 the	 huge	 Harambe	 might	 have
resulted	in	the	child’s	injury	or	death.
In	 an	 extremely	 critical	 situation	 as	 this	 one,	when	 there	was	 no
way	 of	 knowing	what	Harambe	might	 do	 next,	 his	 death,	 though
sad,	was	the	only	way	out.
For	the	response	team,	the	situation	was	doomed	either	way.	If	they
had	not	 shot	down	 the	gorilla,	and	 the	gorilla	had	killed	 the	child,
they	 would	 have	 been	 accused	 of	 criminal	 negligence.	 Fewer
human-gorilla	 interactions	 make	 it	 harder	 to	 understand	 gorillas
and	 reports	 of	 encounters	 are	 contradictory.	 In	 2004,	 Jabari,	 a
western	 lowland	 gorilla	 (same	 subspecies	 as	 Harambe)	 escaped
from	his	 enclosure,	went	 on	 a	 rampage	 injuring	 four	 people.	 The
gorilla	is	reported	to	have	gnawed	a	three-year	old’s	head	and	chest.
Though	 gorillas	 are	 known	 to	 be	 shy,	 mild	 and	 predominantly
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herbivorous,	when	provoked,	they	can	attack	fiercely.

When	is	Harambe’s	death	a	greater	loss?

Evidence	 of	 human-like	 emotions	 in	 animals	 has	 achieved
increasing	 credibility.	 Our	 genetic	 closeness	 to	 gorillas	 has	 been
revealed.	 It	 has	 been	 observed	 that	 they	 are	 calmer	 and	 less
dangerous	than	our	closest	cousins,	the	chimpanzees.	Despite	our
knowledge,	 we	 are	 only	 guessing	 when	 we	 describe	 the	 boy’s
situation	as	 life-threatening.	There	remains	a	nagging	doubt	 if	 this
was	 indeed	 so.	 Even	 if	 you	 watch	 the	 video	 multiple	 times,	 you
cannot	make	out	if	Harambe	was	about	to	kill	the	child.
In	 a	 similar	 incident,	 in	 1986,	 Jambo	 -	 another	 silverback	 (male)
lowland	 gorilla	 -	 inspired	 a	 reversal	 in	 public	 impression	 of	 the
species	by	his	apparent	tenderness	to	a	five	year	old	boy	who	had
fallen	in	the	gorilla	enclosure.
Jambo	was	 recorded	watching	protectively	over	 the	 child,	 fending
off	other	gorillas,	 stroking	 the	child	affectionately	and	heading	his
family	back	into	the	den,	enabling	rescuers	to	retrieve	the	child.
Brittany	 Nicely,	 a	 zoo	 visitor	 and	 witness,	 described	 Harambe’s
actions	as,	“Nicely	said	the	gorilla	rushed	toward	the	boy	and	led	him
by	the	arm	through	the	water	in	the	enclosure.	Initially	the	gorilla
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seemed	protective	 and	 only	 alarmed	 by	 all	 the	 screaming.”	 Other
reports,	 and	 the	video	 footage,	portray	 the	action	as	grabbing	and
dragging.
Previous	 incidents	 bring	 up	 how	 our	 (most	 of	 us)	 perception	 of
human	life’s	value	over	animal	life	makes	animals	unfair	victims	of
our	actions.

Where	 did	 another	 shooting	 re-trigger	 the	 debate	 between	 the
relative	value	of	animal	and	human	life?

In	 the	Santiago	Zoo,	Chile,	 two	 lions	were	 shot	 to	 save	a	 suicidal	man
who	clambered	over	the	fence,	sprang	into	the	enclosure	and	began	to
provoke	 them	 into	 attacking	 him.	 That	 situation	 and	 the	 one	 at
Cincinnati	zoo,	when	compared	and	contrasted	illuminate	the	vast	gray
areas	in	such	a	debate.

In	some	accounts	of	the	Chile	incident,	the	man	had	been	labeled	as
a	 victim	 of	 the	 incident	 though	 it	 was	 the	 animals	 that	 lost	 their
lives	 due	 to	 the	 man’s	 actions,	 the	 failure	 to	 stop	 him	 before	 he
entered	the	lions’	space	and	the	authorities’	decision.
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The	Chile	shooting	incident	was	followed	by	severe	criticism	against
the	zoo’s	decision	to	shoot	the	lions.	Strong	accusations	ranged	from
calls	to	boycott	all	zoos,	to	questions	about	the	use	of	deadly	force.
Other	angles	raised	were	treatment	of	mentally	unbalanced	people
like	the	young	man	and	the	time	lag	in	response	to	the	situation.
In	the	Cincinnati	shooting	incident,	anger	against	careless	parents
and	authorities	for	their	negligence	seems	to	dominate,	in	addition
to	the	common	contentions	against	zoos.
Zoo	authorities	have	stood	by	the	decision	in	both	cases.	They	just
followed	the	protocol	–	human	life	over	animal	life.
Most	importantly,	in	the	Chile	incident,	the	attack	was	fueled	by	the
man’s	 attempt	 to	 taunt	 the	 lions	 after	 invading	 the	 enclosure,
regardless	of	his	intents.	The	lions,	on	the	other	hand,	definitely	did
not	 show	any	 intent	of	either	killing	or	harming	 the	man	 till	 they
were	provoked	beyond	the	threshold.

Whose	life	has	a	greater	value	–	human’s	or	animal’s?

When	 the	 debate	 on	 animal	 rights	 zones	 in	 to	 the	 question	 of
human	 life	 against	 animal	 life,	 most	 of	 us	 instinctively	 and
rationally	 choose	 human	 life	 as	more	 important	 though	 thought-
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provoking	contentions	can	be	raised	when	one	argues	in	favour	of
animal	life.

Euthanizing	 animal	 pets	 vs	 mercy	 killing	 of	 humans:	 The	 side
that	 argues	 that	 both	 these	 should	 be	 viewed	 on	 the	 same	 plane
points	out	how	mercy	killing	is	still	a	legally	and	morally	complex
issue	 in	 humans	 used	 in	 the	 most	 extreme	 situations	 while
euthanizing	animal	pets	 is	 treated	with	 indifference	or	painful	but
inevitable.
On	 penalties	 for	 killing	 animals	 killing	 humans:	 The	 side	 that
argues	 for	 a	 more	 equal	 penalty	 says	 that	 in	 such	 a	 case	 the
innocent	animals	will	at	least	have	a	lesser	chance	of	meeting	with
accidents	as	people	would	be	more	careful.
On	 ‘sameness’:	 The	 side	 that	 supports	 argues	 that	 humans	 and
animals	 are	 nature’s	 creations	 with	 the	 ability	 to	 feel.	 Thus,	 all
deserve	 the	 basic	 right	 to	 life.	 The	 side	 which	 opposes	 says	 that
while	 animals	 should	 not	 be	 tortured	 meaninglessly,	 the	 selfish
survival	 instinct	 that	 is	 present	 in	 all	 beings	 is	 honed	 best	 by
humans.	As	a	consequence,	by	nature’s	dictum,	humans	do	enjoy	a
greater	privilege	inherently,	when	it	comes	to	basic	rights.
One	side	says	that	the	tendency	to	value	human	lives	over	animals
and	 every	 other	 species	 has	 resulted	 in	 senseless	 plundering	 of
nature	and	animals	for	which	we	are	already	paying	the	price.	The
other	side	contends	that	humans	have	created	disasters	but	we	are
the	 only	 earthly	 species	 that	 can	 admit	 our	 mistakes,	 and	 work
towards	setting	them	right,	if	only	partially.	Thus	the	superiority	of
human	life	over	animal	life	still	holds,	but	it	should	be	nurtured	to
pave	the	way	for	inclusive	progress.	While	arguments	flare	up	both
ways	 and	 are	 definitely	 going	 to	 continue,	 in	 the	 Chile	 shooting
incident,	even	those	who	value	human	life	over	animals	will	find	it
hard	 to	 reconcile	 to	 the	 decision,	 given	 the	 exceptional	 context.
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Also,	we	can	relate	to	the	actions	of	the	lions	much	more	naturally,
while	the	actions	of	the	man	seem	bewildering,	to	say	the	least.	In
the	Cincinnati	shooting	incident,	Harambe’s	death	too	happened	for
no	 fault	 of	 his.	 But	 in	 responding	 to	 the	 child’s	 cries	 for	 help,	 the
zookeepers	took	a	tough	but	right	decision.

How	are	the	shootings	hard	to	analyze?

In	the	Chilean	zoo	incident,

Blaming	the	unfortunate	 lions	for	 this	 incident	 is	unthinkable.	But
when	we	try	to	apportion	the	responsibility	for	the	shooting,	neither
the	man	 nor	 the	 zoo	 authorities	 can	 be	 held	 accountable,	 for	 the
present.
The	man,	though	by	his	actions	brought	about	the	death	of	the	lions,
seems	to	have	been	plagued	by	delusions	of	his	supernatural	power
apart	 from	 being	 depressed.	 If	 he	 is	 diagnosed	 as	 a	 mentally
abnormal	being,	he	becomes	a	person	who	was	unable	 to	actually
realize	what	he	was	doing.
While	the	zoo	authorities	can	be	held	accountable	for	slow	response
and	 inadequate	 preparedness,	 would	 we	 have	 sided	 with	 them	 if
they	 either	 stood	 back	 or	 merely	 continued	 in	 their	 attempts	 to
tranquilize	 the	 lions,	 when	 it	 was	 becoming	 apparent	 that	 such
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actions	would	prove	futile?
Despite	 these	 difficulties,	 the	 lions’	 deaths	were	 completely	 unfair
and	uncalled	 for.	 The	 least	we	 could	do	 is	 look	 for	 concrete	ways
and	implement	them	to	prevent	the	incident	from	being	repeated.
Repeat	they	did	and	this	time	it	was	Harambe’s	 life.	Everyone	else
can	be	blamed	at	different	levels	but	the	internal	conflict	over	how
we	 value	 animals’	 life	 surfaces	 yet	 again.	Harambe	 belonged	 to	 a
calm	species	which	has	experienced	the	worst	side	of	man.	We	may
find	 it	 harder	 to	 accept	 his	 death	 due	 to	 our	 closer	 link	 with	 the
gorilla	species	and	their	usually	gentle	temperament.	But	this	wave
of	sorrow,	hopefully	translates	into	concrete	preventive	measures.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Kiran	Shaw	and	PNC	Menon	take	‘the	Giving
Pledge’

Kiran	 Mazumdar	 Shaw,	 chairman	 of	 bio-pharma	 major	 Biocon	 and
PNC	Menon,	founder	of	Sobha	Developers,	are	the	two	Indian	names	in
the	 list	 of	 17	 new	 members	 of	 the	 Giving	 Pledge,	 a	 philanthropic
initiative	of	billionaires	Warren	Buffett	and	Bill	and	Melinda	Gates.	This
brings	 the	 group’s	 membership	 to	 154	 signatories	 from	 16	 countries.
Azim	Premji	is	the	first	Indian	to	take	this	Pledge.
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What	pledge	have	Shaw	and	Menon	taken?

Biopharama	 major	 Biocon’s	 Chairman	 and	 Managing	 Director	 Kiran
Mazumdar	Shaw	has	become	the	second	Indian	to	join	hands	with	the
‘Giving	Pledge’	 for	philanthropy.	Apart	 from	her,	Bengaluru-based	real
estate	 major	 Sobha	 Developers	 founder	 P.N.C.	 Menon	 and	 his	 wife
Sobha	also	featured	in	the	new	list	published	by	Giving	Pledge.

By	signing	the	Pledge,	they	have	agreed	to	donate	at	least	half	of	their
wealth	in	their	lifetime.

Kiran	Mazumdar-Shaw:

“My	 philanthropic	 efforts	 are	 largely	 directed	 towards	 making	 a
difference	 to	 global	 healthcare	 especially	 in	 the	 developing	world.	 I
am	 particularly	 concerned	 about	 the	 unbearable	 financial	 burden
that	 debilitating	 diseases	 like	 cancer	 impose	 on	 patients	 in	 poor
countries.	I	am	also	conscious	of	the	fact	that	two	thirds	of	the	world’s
population	 have	 little	 or	 no	 access	 to	 an	 acceptable	 quality	 of
healthcare.”

PNC	and	Sobha	Menon:

“With	my	pledge,	I	hope	to	inspire	others	from	India	and	all	corners	of
the	world	to	partake	in	philanthropy.	Based	on	my	experience,	the	act
of	giving	creates	a	degree	of	happiness	 that	 is	 immeasurable,	and	 I
am	fortunate	that	my	wife	and	children	share	in	this	belief.”
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Why	 is	 the	 Giving	 Pledge	 different	 from	 other	 philanthropic
ventures?

The	growing	fraternity	of	the	Giving	Pledge	in	philanthropic	efforts
is	 making	 this	 world	 a	 better	 place.	 The	 campaign	 has	 been	 a
catalyst	in	comforting	the	lives	of	the	less	fortunate.
While	 resentment	 towards	 the	 super-rich	 grows,	 there	 may	 be	 a
silver	lining	taking	shape.	Rich	people	are	giving	staggering	sums	of
money	 away,	 in	 what	 is	 being	 called	 the	 golden	 age	 of
philanthropy.
Unlike	other	philanthropic	ventures,	here	a	group	comes	forward	to
be	 explicit	 about	 their	 intentions	 for	 giving	 the	 majority	 of	 their
wealth	 away.	 This	 inspires	 conversations,	 discussions,	 and	 action,
not	just	about	how	much	but	also	for	what	purposes.
The	pledge	encourages	signatories	to	find	their	own	unique	ways
to	 give	 that	 inspire	 them	personally	 and	benefit	 society.	Ms	 Shaw
will	 dedicate	 a	 considerable	 sum	 towards	 improving	 the	 lives	 of
patients	of	cancer	and	other	such	deadly	diseases,	while	the	Menons
will	 sponsor	 (among	 other	 things)	 educational	 ventures	 in	 their
home	state,	Kerala.

KNAPPIL
Y

164



People	 who	 sign	 up	 for	 this	 campaign	 are	 incredibly	 thoughtful
about	their	desire	to	give	back	and	help	solve	the	world’s	toughest
challenges	through	philanthropy.
The	 generosity,	 dedication	 and	 focus	 of	 these	 philanthropists
provide	an	 ideal	platform	 through	which	others	 can	participate	 to
help	elevate	the	lives	of	the	world’s	poorest	people.
This	collaboration	can	collectively	solve	some	of	the	society’s	most
critical	challenges	through	acts	of	compassion	and	generosity.

When	did	the	pledge-taking	start?

The	Giving	Pledge	is	a	philanthropic	initiative	started	by	legendary
investor	Warren	Buffet,	 former	Microsoft	 chairman	Bill	Gates	 and
his	wife	Melinda	in	2010.
It	 is	 a	 multi-generational,	 global	 initiative	 that	 encourages
billionaires	 to	 give	 the	 majority	 of	 their	 wealth	 to	 philanthropic
causes.
It	 was	 initially	 launched	 with	 40	 families	 in	 the	 US	 to	 address
society’s	most	pressing	problems,	by	inviting	the	world’s	wealthiest
individuals	and	families	to	commit	to	giving	more	than	half	of	their
wealth	to	philanthropy	either	during	their	lifetime	or	in	their	will.
However,	 the	 pledge	 does	 not	 involve	 pooling	 any	 money	 or
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committing	 to	 any	 specific	 cause.	 It	 only	 asks	 that	 those	 who
commit	to	the	group	give	away	a	majority	of	their	wealth.
17	new	members	are	added	this	year.	The	new	additions	include	a
diverse	group	of	entrepreneurs	and	business	 leaders,	 representing
such	 industries	 as	 technology,	 medicine,	 biotech,	 real	 estate,	 and
dairy	farming.
The	 prominent	 members	 in	 the	 latest	 list,	 includes	 Airbnb	 co-
founders	Brian	Chesk,	 Joe	Gebbia,	Nathan	Blecharczyk,	and	his
wife	Elizabeth.
The	new	list	also	saw	first	time	participation	from	China	and	Saudi
Arabia.	 Saudi	 prince	Alwaleed	 Bin	 Talal	 Bin	 Abdulaziz	 Al	 Saud
and	Chinese	dairy	product	major	Yili	Group’s	Gensheng	Niu	are	the
entrants	from	these	regions.

Where	does	the	inspiration	of	the	pledge	takers	come	from?

The	 pledgers	 are	 invited	 to	 leave	written	 testimonies	 of	what	 inspires
their	philanthropy.	Most	of	these	pledgers	speak	of	a	rags-to-riches	story
and	a	 strong	desire	 to	make	a	difference	with	 their	wealth.	There	 is	 a
distinct	realisation	that	all	 the	billions	will	come	to	nothing	with	death
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and	therefore,	the	best	way	to	spend	their	billions	is	to	spend	them	on
those	who	need	them	the	most.

A	few	excerpts:

Shaw	 in	her	 letter	has	 said	 that	 “I	would	 like	 to	be	 remembered	as
someone	 who	 made	 a	 difference	 to	 global	 healthcare	 through
affordable	innovation.”
Menon	in	his	letter	has	said	that	“I	have	always	believed	that	all	of	us
have	 entered	 this	 life	 with	 nothing	 and	 someday,	 when	 our	 times
come,	we	will	depart	this	life	with	nothing.	Hence,	it	is	each	person’s
responsibility,	especially	those	who	have	been	blessed	with	wealth,	to
ensure	that	we	maximize	ways	to	help	others	who	are	less	fortunate.”
William	Ackman:	 “Over	 the	 years,	 the	 emotional	 and	psychological
returns	 I	 have	 earned	 from	 charitable	 giving	 have	 been	 enormous.
The	more	I	do	for	others,	the	happier	I	am.”
Warren	Buffet:	“Were	we	to	use	more	than	1%	of	my	claim	checks	on
ourselves,	 neither	 our	 happiness	 nor	 our	 well-being	 would	 be
enhanced.	In	contrast,	that	remaining	99%	can	have	a	huge	effect	on
the	health	and	welfare	of	others.”
Azim	Premji:	“I	strongly	believe	that	those	of	us,	who	are	privileged	to
have	wealth,	should	contribute	significantly	to	try	and	create	a	better
world	for	the	millions	who	are	far	less	privileged.	I	will	continue	to	act
on	this	belief.”

Note:	Research	has	found	that	self-made	billionaires	are	more	likely	to
sign	the	Giving	Pledge,	compared	to	those	who	inherited	their	fortunes.
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Who	 were	 Kiran	 Shaw	 and	 PNC	 Menon	 before	 Biocon	 and	 Sobha
Developers	happened?

Kiran	Mazumdar	Shaw:

She	was	born	in	Bangalore	in	a	middle	class	family	and	was	brought
up	by	her	parents	to	believe	that	wealth	creation	is	about	making	a
difference	to	society.
She	 pursued	 BSc	 in	 Zoology	 from	 Bangalore	 University	 and	 Post-
Graduation	in	brewing	at	Ballarat	University	in	Melbourne.
In	 1974	 she	 started	working	 as	 a	 trainee	 brewer	with	 Carlton	 and
United	Beverages.
Four	 years	 later,	 she	 joined	 Ireland’s	 Biocon	 Biochemicals
Limited,	where	she	worked	as	a	trainee	manager.
She	 started	 Biocon	 in	 1978,	 in	 collaboration	 with	 the	 same	 Irish
Company	 from	 a	 rented	 garage	 space	 in	 Bangalore	 and	 with	 an
initial	investment	of	just	Rs	10,000.
She	is	now	recognized	as	a	global	thought	leader	for	biotechnology
industry	in	the	world	and	TIME	magazine	has	named	her	in	the	list
of	100	most	influential	people	in	the	world.

PNC	Menon:
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He	was	born	into	a	middle	class	family	in	Kerala	and	lost	his	father
when	he	was	just	10	years	old.
He	 struggled	 to	 complete	 his	 primary	 education,	 but	 the	 family
could	not	afford	to	get	him	through	the	college.	As	a	result,	he	had
to	drop	out	while	he	was	pursuing	B.	Com.
He	started	doing	interiors	and	designing	jobs	at	small	firms	without
taking	any	professional	education.
He	decided	to	take	the	risk	to	explore	the	totally	unknown	country
of	Oman	with	just	Rs	50	in	his	pocket.
Later	he	somehow	managed	to	get	a	loan	of	Rs	3.5	lakhs	to	establish
an	interior	decor	firm.
Eventually,	 Menon	 went	 on	 to	 design	 the	 Palace	 of	 Sultan	 of
Brunei.
Later,	in	1995,	as	new	avenues	opened	up	in	the	area	of	real	estate,
Menon	started	Sobha	Developers	in	South	India.

How	have	Indian	billionaires	responded	to	the	Pledge?

Totally,	154	signatories	from	16	countries	have	so	far	vowed	to	part
with	 their	 wealth,	 and	 only	 two	 of	 them	 are	 Indian	 residents	 till
now.
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Wipro	chairman	and	billionaire	Azim	Premji	was	the	first	Indian	to
be	 featured	 in	 the	 list	 and	 he	 has	 pledged	 half	 his	 wealth	 for
philanthropy.	He	was	the	only	one	who	supported	the	idea	of	The
Giving	Pledge	when	 the	 founders	 (Gates	 and	Buffet)	 had	met	 top
Indian	businessmen.
When	 asked	 whether	 Indian	 billionaires	 would	 consider	 giving
away	a	large	percentage	of	their	wealth,	spokespersons	for	several
wealthy	 Indians,	 including	Mukesh	 and	 Anil	 Ambani	 and	 Sunil
Mittal,	declined	to	comment.

The	situation	is	changing	as	people	see	the	value	of	giving	in	a	bold	and
effective	way.	While	some	have	been	giving	for	decades,	still	others	are
just	starting	out	after	building	successful	businesses.

However,	when	 approaching	 a	 billionaire,	 a	 fundraiser	 should	 ensure
to:

Target	 newly	 minted	 billionaires	 rather	 than	 the	 heirs	 of
dynasties.
Develop	 a	 detailed	 “business	 plan”	 clearly	 pointing	 out	 the
objectives	of	the	philanthropic	activity	and	the	necessary	means	to
achieve	them.
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Knapp	-	Because	captivity	is	degrading

The	 oldest	 Buenos	 Aires	 zoo	 has	 decided	 to	 shut	 down	 following
several	preventable	animal	deaths	in	the	recent	past.	Its	conditions	led
the	 Mayor	 to	 admit	 that	 this	 form	 of	 captivity	 is	 degrading.	 Abusing
animals	 for	 profit	 has	 proved	 costly	 and	 raised	 ethical	 concerns.
Bowmanville	zoo	received	various	reactions	on	its	decision	to	close	after
its	 director’s	 maltreatment	 of	 a	 tiger	 was	 exposed.	 Should	 zoos	 even
exist? KNAPPIL
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What	has	the	Buenos	Aires	zoo	decided?

The	 scandal	 prone	 zoo	 has	 decided	 to	 shut	 down	 after	 a	 series	 of
preventable	 animal	 deaths.	 The	 deaths	 were	 caused	 by	 poor
maintenance	of	the	animal	shelters	due	to	a	decrease	in	visitors	and
revenue.
2,500	zoo	animals	will	be	moved	to	nature	reserves	where	they	can
be	better	provided	for.	However	50	animals	will	be	retained	due	to
age	and	health	problems	but	will	no	longer	be	put	up	for	display.
The	 140-year	 old	 44-acre	 zoo	will	 be	re-modeled	 to	 an	 ecological
park	that	is	to	be	opened	to	the	public	later	this	year.	The	mayor	of
Buenos	Aires	has	said	that	the	ecopark	will	educate	children	on	how
to	interact	and	identify	with	different	animal	species.
The	ecopark	will	also	serve	as	a	place	to	shelter	animals	that	have
been	rescued	from	illegal	trafficking,	according	to	city	officials.

The	 zoo	 was	 being	 run	 by	 a	 private	 company	 and	 though	 an	 exact
closure	date	has	not	been	announced,	the	zoo	has	shut	down	its	website.

Why	was	the	zoo	under	pressure	to	shut	down?

The	 zoo	 lost	 many	 its	 animals,	 including	 the	 prized	 ones.	 Zoo
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workers	protested	 that	mistreatment	 of	 animals	 and	 staff	 brought
about	a	situation	where	preventable	deaths	of	animals	began	to	rise.
Among	 other	 losses	 that	 caught	 international	 attention	 were	 the
death	 of	 the	 zoo’s	 last	 polar	 bear	Winner	 (a	 featured	 attraction
transferred	 from	Santiago)	partly	due	 to	heat	 and	 ill-care	and	 two
sea	lions	after	being	forced	to	perform	15	consecutive	shows	–	one	is
said	 to	 have	 died	 from	 stress,	 the	 other	 from	 overfeeding.	 In	 the
recent	past	kangaroos,	camels,	reptiles,	hyenas,	and	pumas	among
other	animals	succumbed	to	the	poor	conditions.
In	 October	 2015,	 animal	 rights	 groups,	 city	 legislators	 and	 zoo
workers	 raised	 concerns	 on	 the	 depressed	 state	 of	 animals	 in	 the
zoo.	They	pointed	out	the	absence	of	modernization	and	lack	of	will
to	 make	 the	 animals	 feel	 as	 close	 to	 home	 as	 possible.	 The
negligence	 is	 said	 to	 have	 been	 caused	 by	 the	 complacence	 of
private	companies	that	received	concessions	from	the	Government
to	run	the	zoo.
In	2014,	animal	rights	campaigners	filed	a	habeas	corpus	petition	on
behalf	 of	 Sandra,	 an	 orangutan,	 challenging	 the	 legality	 of	 her
confinement	as	a	person’s	violation	of	basic	rights.	The	court	ruled
in	favour	of	the	petitioners.	The	court	even	said	that	the	orangutan
is	“una	persona	no	humana”	or	“a	non-human	person”	and	ordered
the	 city	of	Buenos	Aires	 to	provide	what	 is	 “necessary	 to	 preserve
her	cognitive	abilities.”	This	was	contested	by	the	legal	team	of	the
zoo.
These	events	culminated	to	a	point	when	the	Mayor	declared,	“This
situation	of	captivity	is	degrading	for	the	animals,	it’s	not	the	way	to
take	care	of	them”,	explaining	the	reason	behind	the	zoo’s	decision
to	shut	down.
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When	does	keeping	animals	in	zoos	appear	unethical?

When	the	claim	of	conservation	is	practiced	as	commercialization	at
the	expense	of	the	animal.	This	has	even	led	to	the	loss	of	human
life.	The	killing	of	a	trainer	by	a	whale	in	2010	brought	the	issue	to
attention.	Jeff	Ventre,	a	former	trainer	said	that	the	killing	was	a	by-
product	 of	 captivity-induced	 stress	 and	 pointed	 out	 that	 killer
whales	don’t	attack	humans	in	the	wild.
Abuse	 in	 the	 name	 of	 entertainment	 also	 sends	 out	 a	 wrong
message	 to	 children	 by	 presenting	 animals	 as	 mere	 objects	 of
entertainment.
In	 2014,	 Marius,	 a	 healthy	 young	 giraffe	 was	 killed	 by	 the
Copenhagen	zoo;	reason	being	he	had	adequate	number	of	relatives
and	 his	 genes	were	 therefore	 sufficiently	 represented	 in	 the	 gene
pool.	While	natural	 selection	would	have	 taken	care	of	 this	 in	 the
wild	 and	 the	 zoo’s	 goal	 of	 conservation	 at	 times	 has	 to	 involve
killing	or	culling,	the	incident	also	brought	forward	the	dilemma	of
how	to	deal	with	surplus	populations.
When	 contention	 arises	 about	 the	 animal’s	 state	 of	 mind.	 Cases
have	 been	 filed	 and	 turned	 down	 on	 behalf	 of	 whales	 that	 were
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treated	like	slaves	and	Tommy,	a	caged	chimpanzee.	The	fight	still
goes	on	to	obtain	personhood	status	for	elephants,	chimpanzees
and	dolphins.
When	 the	 defence	 of	 prolonging	 animal	 lives	 through	 captivity	 is
contested.	A	2008	study,	open	to	debate,	found	that	elephants	lived
longer	in	the	wild	than	under	captivity.	A	definite	reason	wasn’t
known	but	the	worrying	threat	of	elephants	being	unable	to	survive
until	they	reproduced	had	already	begun	to	manifest.

Where	else	has	a	zoo	announced	shut	down?

The	97-year	old	Bowmanville	zoo,	Ontario,	Canada	has	announced
that	it	will	shut	down	at	the	end	of	the	2016	season.	A	drastic	decline
in	attendance	following	a	video	release	by	Prevention	of	Cruelty	to
Animals	(PETA)	forced	the	zoo	to	take	the	decision.
The	 video	 showed	 the	 zoo’s	 director	 whipping	 a	 tiger	 repeatedly
into	 submission	 to	demonstrate	 the	power	of	 force	 in	getting	 it	 to
perform	and	highlighting	his	knack	for	exerting	authority	over	the
animals	 in	 a	 savage	 manner,	 if	 the	 situation	 arose.	 The	 director
resigned	in	April	as	owner	of	the	zoo	and	Ontario	Society	for	PETA
has	 filed	 charges	 which	 he	 denies.	 One	 of	 the	 allegations	 is
distressing	the	animal	by	putting	his	thumb	in	its	eye.
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The	zoo’s	director	is	said	to	have	supplied	a	tiger	for	the	2012	film,
Life	 of	 Pi	 and	 trained	 animals	 for	 the	 James	 Franco	 movie,	 The
Interview.
While	 the	 zoo	 claimed	 PETA	 to	 have	 used	 and	 misrepresented	 a
small	segment	from	the	video,	PETA	said	that	the	zoo	owner’s	brutal
manner	of	training	raised	the	issue	of	how	the	zoo	came	to	open	in
the	first	place.
Public	response	in	favour	of	the	decision	to	close	took	the	stand	that
zoos	were	prisons	for	animals.	The	local	response	that	opposed	the
decision	 said	 that	 the	 zoo	 had	 brought	 educational	 and	 fun-filled
trips	 to	 the	 community	 members	 and	 raised	 concerns	 over	 the
dozens	 of	 employees	 who	 would	 lose	 jobs.	 Politicians	 associated
with	Bowmanville	said	that	the	announcement	came	as	a	shock	and
a	big	disappointment	to	the	community.
Eric	O’Toole,	Conservative	MP	said	that	most	of	the	voices	in	favour
of	 the	 decision	 came	 from	 outsiders.	 Granville	 Anderson,	 Liberal
MPP,	pointed	out	 that	closure	would	affect	 the	employees	and	 the
local	 economy	 as	 well,	 according	 to	 the	 community	 newspaper,
DurhamRegion.com.	 The	 paper	 also	 reported	 that	 families	 visiting
the	zoo	increased	after	the	announcement.
The	next	destination	for	the	zoo’s	animals	is	yet	to	be	known.	The
zoo	has	said	that	it	is	working	on	finding	homes	for	them	with	large
predators	taking	a	priority.
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Who	is	leading	the	fight	against	zoos?

PETA,	an	animal	rights	organization,	has	actively	fought	against	the
keeping	 of	 animals	 in	 zoos.	 It	 has	 combined	 forces	 with	 other
animal	 lovers	 and	 organizations	 to	 highlight	 the	 plight	 of	 zoo
animals	 through	 undercover	 investigations	 and	 helps	 find
sanctuaries	for	animals	rescued	from	zoos.
PETA’s	reasons	for	its	anti-zoo	stand	are	that	zoos	imprison	animals
and	bring	about	a	drastic	deterioration	in	the	animal’s	physical
and	psychological	condition.	PETA	views	zoos	as	pitiful	prisons.	It
points	 out	 that	 confinement	 within	 a	 restricted	 space	 and
deprivation	of	natural	habitat	and	freedom	makes	animals	suffer.
PETA	 further	 argues	 that	 lack	 or	 absence	 of	 laws	 to	 protect	 zoo
animals	make	them	even	more	vulnerable	to	be	abused	as	objects
of	entertainment	in	the	name	of	conservation.
While	PETA’s	campaigns	have	made	an	impact,	the	organization’s
scientific	 credibility	 has	 been	 criticized.	 Also	 their	 argument
relies	heavily	on	anthropomorphism	(attributing	human	emotions
and	traits	to	non-human	beings),	a	field	that	is	still	being	researched.
In	the	fight	for	animal	equivalent	of	human	rights	as	applicable	to
all	species	without	an	understanding	of	their	biology,	one	wonders
if	animal	welfare	is	compromised.
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Their	 high	 euthanization	 rates	 of	 dogs	 and	 cats	 in	 2014,	 at	 the
Norfolk,	 Virginia	 shelter	 compared	 to	 other	 organizations	 also
brought	forth	accusations	of	double	standard	in	its	policies.
That	said,	Wikipedia	notes	PETA’s	strengths	within	and	outside	the
animal	movement.	Scientific	experts	are	said	to	have	observed	that
without	PETA	the	number	of	people	who	would	have	even	heard	of
animal	 rights/welfare/protection	would	be	 reduced	by	at	 least	half
and	that	the	organization	boldly	comes	forward	to	tackle	any	issue
of	animal	abuse	and	matches	 the	 initiative	with	perseverance	and
has	been	 the	most	 successful	 in	bringing	about	positive	change	 in
the	condition	of	animals.
PETA	runs	a	continuous	and	effective	campaign	asking	people	to	go
vegetarian,	and	is	able	to	rope	in	the	A-list	Hollywood	starts	for	it.

How	does	the	debate	stand	in	India?

Firstpost	places	various	views	on	the	widely	debated	issue	of	zoos	in	the
modern	world.	The	issue	was	yet	again	highlighted	following	the	killing
of	three	sheltered	wild	animals	to	save	human	lives.
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Zoos	are	perceived	differently	across	 the	zoo	community	 in	 India.
Zoo	directors,	private	animal	breeders,	conservators	and	the	Central
Zoo	authority	 consider	 zoos	as	necessary	and	beneficial.	 They	are
countered	 by	wildlife	 biologists,	NGOs	 and	 researchers	who	 opine
that	 zoos	 –	 unless	managed	 correctly	 –	 serve	no	 purpose	 in	 India
and	worldwide.
Maneka	Gandhi,	 politician	 and	 animal	 rights	 activist,	 asserts	 that
the	educational	purpose	of	zoos	can	be	achieved	virtually	or	by
watching	 animal	 life	 programmes.	 She	 adds	 that	 zoos	 had
regressed	 from	 places	 of	 entertainment	 to	 hellholes	 that
encouraged	brutal	behaviour	to	the	animals.	Ajith	Kumar,	scientist
and	 wildlife	 expert,	 endorses	 her	 statement	 describing	 zoos	 as
places	where	animals	go	to	die	and	where	births	were	accidental.
The	 reasoning	 reflects	 the	 archaic	 model	 adopted	 by	 zoos	 that
focuses	on	entertainment	value.	This	model	needs	to	be	replaced	by
a	 modern	 model	 which	 centers	 on	 education,	 research	 and
conservation.
Global	 studies	 show	 that	 as	 conservation	 centers	 more	 than	 90
percent	of	the	zoos	have	been	ineffective.	However,	BC	Choudhary,
wildlife	 scientist	 and	 former	 professor,	Wildlife	 Institute	 of	 India,
interprets	the	condition	of	zoos	as	an	ailment	that	can	and	should	be
cured.
Choudhary	suggests	that	the	visitor	community	monitor	progress	to
incentivize	 better	management	 of	 zoos.	 He	 also	 puts	 forward	 the
disadvantages	of	absence	of	zoos	–	natural	habitats	cannot	be	visited
and	 studied	 or	 enjoyed	 by	 everyone.	 Zoos	 through	 innovative
programmes	 can	 cater	 to	 diverse	 peoples	 and	 equip	 them	 with
awareness	and	knowledge.
Scientists	 also	 raise	 concerns	 of	 the	 non-scientific	 approach	 to
managing	 zoos	 in	 India.	 Zoos	 are	 under	 care	 of	 untrained	 Forest
Service	 officers.	 Replacing	 scientific	 understanding	 with
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management	principles	has	caused	our	zoos	to	stagnate.
Scientists	 also	 feel	 that	 the	 potential	 of	 zoos	 as	 natural	 research
centers	 is	 ignored	 to	 our	 disadvantage.	 Suggested	 steps	 to	 realize
this	potential	are	instituting	an	independent	body	of	professional
zoo	management	 experts,	 hiring	 qualified	 biologists	 to	manage
the	 welfare	 of	 animals	 and	 building	 a	 strong	 network	 of	 zoo
communities	 across	 states.	 Zoos	 must	 be	 given	 the	 freedom	 to
develop	 and	 work	 towards	 their	 own	 location-feasible	 goals.
Training	 to	manage	collections	 in	a	scientific	and	ethical	way	 is	of
utmost	importance.
Zoos	 set	 up	 in	 the	 interest	 of	 conservation	 of	 endangered	 species
must	seriously	work	towards	releasing	them	back	into	the	wild	at
the	appropriate	time.

((( 	)))

KNAPPIL
Y

180



KNAPPIL
Y

181



Knapp	-	Salman	gets	the	benefit	of	doubt,	again

The	Rajasthan	High	Court	has	acquitted	Salman	Khan	in	two	18-year-
long	poaching	cases.	Vanished	witnesses	and	circumstantial	evidence’s
failure	 to	 convince	 the	 court	 set	 Khan	 free.	 The	 Bishnoi	 community,
who	revere	blackbucks,	had	lodged	a	police	complaint	against	Khan	and
4	others	 in	1998,	accusing	 them	of	poaching.	As	Khan	reigns	supreme,
the	 highly	 flawed	 judicial	 procedure	 to	 deal	 with	 poaching	 proves	 its
inefficiency	yet	again.KNAPPIL
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What	does	the	Rajasthan	High	Court	verdict	say?

Background:	 Salman	 Khan	 had	 been	 accused	 of,	 and	 convicted	 by	 a
lower	 court	 in	 two	 separate	 cases	 for	 killing	 the	 chinkara	 deer	 and
blackbuck	 during	 the	 shooting	 of	 the	 film	Hum	 Saath	 Saath	 Hain	 in
Jodhpur.	 The	 lower	 court	 had	 sentenced	 him	 to	 prison	 by	 one	 of	 the
trial	courts	under	the	Wildlife	Protection	Act	wherein	he	was	fined	for
Rs	5,000	along	with	five	years	of	jail.	Khan	had	challenged	the	verdict	in
the	High	Court.

The	Rajasthan	High	Court	ruled	that	the	evidence	against	Salman
Khan	 that	 implicates	 him	 in	 the	 two	 poaching	 cases	 is	 grossly
inadequate	 and	 that	 it	 could	 not	 be	 proved	 that	 the	 pellets
recovered	 from	 the	 animals	 were	 fired	 from	 Khan’s	 gun.	 He
therefore	stands	acquitted.
In	 two	 separate	 judgements,	 the	 court	 stated	 that	 the	 pellets
recovered	from	the	vehicle	that	Khan	was	said	to	be	traveling	in	did
not	match	 the	ones	 in	his	room,	and	were	 too	small	 to	be	used	 for
killing	chinkaras.
The	 court	 added	 that	 the	 carcass	 had	 not	 been	 recovered,	 and
there	was	no	post-mortem	and	no	medical	evidence	regarding	the
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cause	of	death.
The	court	went	on	to	state	that	Harish	Dulani,	the	vehicle	driver	on
whose	 complaint	 the	 case	 against	 Khan	 and	 his	 co-stars	 was
registered	failed	to	appear	for	cross-section	by	the	defence	counsel
and	doubted	if	he	had	witnessed	the	hunting	as	he	claimed.

Why	did	the	court	choose	to	acquit	Salman	Khan?

Harish	 Dulani’s	 statement.	 The	 court	 held	 that	 there	 is	 a	 pre-
requisite	that	for	the	witness’s	recorded	statement	to	be	submitted
as	 evidence	 the	 accused	 should	 have	 an	 opportunity	 to	 cross-
examine	the	witness.	This	had	not	happened	for	Dulani’s	statement.
The	 court	 ruled	 that	 uncorroborated	 evidence	 of	 Arun	 Kumar
Yadav,	owner	of	the	gypsy	which	was	said	to	be	used	by	Khan	and
his	 colleagues	pointed	 to	 the	absence	of	documentary	evidence	 to
prove	 that	 the	 gypsy	 had	 been	 hired	 and	 Dulani,	 as	 driver	 was
assigned	to	the	film	unit.
The	court	also	ruled	that	the	theory	linking	the	bloodstains	found	in
the	 gypsy	 to	 the	 blood	 of	 the	 alleged	 hunted	 deer	 was
unconvincing.
The	court	observed	that	the	finding	of	pellets	and	hair	at	a	later	date
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though	the	gypsy	had	been	examined	earlier	to	reveal	bloodstains
was	suspicious.
The	 court	 raised	 a	 doubt	 on	 the	 date	 and	 time	 of	 recovery	 of	 the
gypsy	by	the	Forest	Department	as	the	prosecution	did	not	produce
the	 first	 investigating	 officer	 as	 a	 witness	 and	 apart	 from	 forest
guards	 there	was	no	 one	 else	who	 could	 corroborate	 the	 claim
that	the	gypsy	had	been	recovered	on	October	7,	1998.
The	court	observed	that	the	pellets	recovered	from	the	gypsy	could
only	 be	 used	 to	 kill	 small	 game	 like	 rabbits,	 birds,	 etc.	 Also,	 the
pellets	found	in	the	gypsy	do	not	match	the	ones	found	in	the	room
of	 Salman	 or	 Saif	 Ali	 Khan,	 and	 the	 pocket	 knife	 recovered	 from
Sohail	 Khan’s	 room	 is	 not	 adequate	 to	 kill	 or	 slit	 the	 throat	 of
animals.This	 renders	 the	 prosecution’s	 claim	 that	 the	 pellets
injured	 the	 animals	 that	 were	 later	 killed	 using	 the	 knife	 null
and	void.
The	 court	 concluded	 that	 along	 with	 the	 above	 observations	 the
place	of	crime	remained	unidentified,	no	carcass	was	found,	the
two	blood	samples	allegedly	recovered	from	the	gypsy	and	the	hotel
to	 which	 the	 deer	 was	 claimed	 to	 have	 been	 taken	 were	 not
compared,	appearance	of	evidence	in	a	seemingly	staged	manner	as
the	case	progressed	and	inability	to	identify	the	weapon	left	it	with
no	alternative	but	to	acquit	Khan.KNAPPIL
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When	was	Salman	accused	and	what	happened	since	then?

On	September	26,	1998,	Salman,	and	 four	other	actors,	Saif,	Sonali
Bendre,	 Tabu	and	Neelam	were	 seen	hunting	 two	blackbucks	 and
Salman	 was	 accused	 of	 hunting	 two	 Chinkaras	 at	 Bhawad	 in
Mathania	near	Jodhpur.	On	September	28,	1998,	Khan	was	accused
of	hunting	another	Chinkara	at	Ghoda	farms.
On	 October	 2,	 1998,	 the	 Bishnoi	 community	 lodged	 a	 police
complaint	against	all	five	of	the	above	actors.Salman	was	arrested
on	October	12,	1998	and	released	on	bail	in	the	next	five	days.
On	 April	 10,	 2006,	 only	 Salman	 was	 convicted	 in	 the	 blackbuck
hunting	 case	 by	 a	 trial	 court.	 The	 conviction	 was	 upheld	 by	 the
Session	 Court	 on	 August	 24,	 2007	 and	 an	 earlier	 appeal	 filed	 by
Salman	was	rejected.
The	High	Court	suspended	the	sentence	and	revised	charges	against
him.	 In	 December	 2012,	 under	 the	 revised	 charges,	 Salman	 was
held	accountable	under	Section	51	of	 the	Wildlife	Protection	Act
which	states	that	anyone	hunting	a	wild	animal	or	attempting	to
do	so	can	be	charged	for	three	years	of	imprisonment.	A	Jodhpur
court	 framed	 charges	 against	 four	 actors	 Saif	 Ali	 Khan,	 Sonali
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Bendre,	Tabu	and	Neelam	in	December	2013,	according	to	a	report
in	the	Telegraph.

Where	does	this	acquittal	place	Salman?

It	 shows	 yet	 again	 that	 he	 can	 get	 away	with	 anything	 he	wants;
even	if	lives	are	eliminated	and	people	humiliated	in	the	process.
His	 reel	 life	 persona	 can	 continue	 to	 thrive,	 as	 the	 real	 life	 one
continues	 to	 wait	 for	 the	 next	 opportunity	 to	 court	 controversy.
This	acquittal	has	already	had	a	few	celebrities	celebrating.
It	 provides	 another	 point	 for	 Salman’s	 fans	 as	 they	 go	 about
defending	 their	 hero’s	 name	and	 rage	 against	 anyone	who	 comes
out	to	criticize	him.
He	 now	 faces	 trial	 only	 in	 one	 other	 case	 -	 for	 poaching	 of	 an
endangered	blackbuck	 in	Kankani	village	and	possession	of	 illegal
arms.
The	 Rajasthan	 State	 Government	 has	 indicated	 that	 it	 would
appeal	 against	 the	 High	 Court	 verdict	 and	 the	 Bishnoi
community	 may	 also	 challenge	 the	 decision.	 The	 Bishnoi
Commando	 Force	 submitted	 a	 memorandum	 to	 the	 district
administration	 addressed	 to	 the	 President,	 asking	 who	 killed	 the
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deer.

Where	is	the	importance	of	the	Black	Buck	to	the	Bishnois?

The	 Bishnois	 of	 Jodhpur	 consider	 the	 black	 buck	 to	 be	 the
reincarnation	of	their	religious	Guru	Bhagwan	Jambeshwar	also
known	 as	 Jambaji.	 They	 claim	 that	 they	 can	 even	 sacrifice	 their
lives	to	save	this	creature.
Born	 in	 1451,	 Jambaji	 or	 Jambeshwar	 Bhagwan	had	 advocated	 29
commandments	 to	 his	 followers	 who	 became	 known	 as	 Bishnois
meaning	followers	of	29	virtues	(bish=20,	noi=nine).
One	 of	 the	 commandments	 is	 about	 compassion	 towards	 all
creatures.	A	true	Bishnoi	will	not	tolerate	the	killing	of	a	wild	animal
and	the	felling	of	a	green	tree	.
Even	 when	 the	 black	 bucks,	 which	 are	 voracious	 eaters,	 raid	 the
crop	of	the	Bishnois,	they	prefer	losing	the	crop	than	raising	sticks
or	stones	to	drive	them	away.

Who	brought	the	cases	to	light?

On	 October	 2,	 1998,	 two	 Bishnois,	 Poonamchand	 Bishnoi	 and
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Choogaram	Bishnoi	 from	Kakani	village	of	 Jodhpur	complained	 to
the	police	that	they	had	witnessed	Salman	Khan	standing	on	a	jeep
and	shooting	a	blackbuck.	They	chased	 the	 jeep	and	yelled	but	by
the	 time	 the	 villagers	 had	 gathered,	 the	 jeep	 was	 nowhere	 to	 be
seen.	This	brought	the	earlier	cases	of	September	26	and	28	to	light.
A	trial	court	had,	in	2006,	sentenced	Khan	to	imprisonment	for	the
September	cases	and	the	High	Court’s	judgment	turned	down	these
verdicts.
The	Bishnois	of	Rajasthan,	a	prosperous	and	influential	group	who
share	a	special	bond	with	the	chinkara	and	are	devoted	guardians	of
their	environment	are	strongly	protesting	the	High	Court’s	verdict.
Ram	Nivas	Budhnagar,	the	general	secretary	of	Bishnoi	Tiger	Force,
an	environmental	protection	group	that	had	helped	bring	Salman’s
alleged	 involvement	 in	 poaching	 to	 light	 eighteen	 years	 ago	 said,
“We	respect	the	honourable	High	Court’s	verdict	but	on	behalf	of	the
Bishnois	would	like	the	case	to	be	taken	to	the	highest	court	of	appeal
as	 there	was	direct	evidence	of	his	violation	of	 the	 law,	what	he	did
was	premeditated	and	planned	and	he	was	a	repeat	offender.”
This	third	blackbuck	case	which	is	still	under	trial	is	a	stronger
one	 unlike	 the	 other	 two	 cases	 which	 were	 largely	 based	 on
circumstantial	evidence.	The	Bishnois	hope	the	evidence	here	will
finally	bring	justice.

Ketan	Ranga,	crime	journalist	who	is	said	to	have	covered	the	case	since
2006	reported	on	visiting	the	area	and	inter	that	several	witnesses	had
turned	 hostile,	 and	 spot	 boy	 Dinesh	 Gawre’s	 disappearance	was	 a
major	setback	as	he	was	allegedly	sent	with	the	gun	used	for	the	killing
to	Mumbai	on	October	8	and	hence	a	prime	witness.

The	Bishnoi	community	gathers	at	the	grave	of	the	two	blackbucks
every	 death	 anniversary	 to	 mourn.	 Even	 more	 surprising	 was	 the
daily	visit	by	a	blackbuck	 that	sat	and	mourned	his	 loss.	Villagers	said
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that	 he	 was	 the	 sole	 survivor	 of	 the	 shooting	 and	 mourns	 his	 two
companions.

How	does	the	acquittal	reflect	the	judicial	system’s	inability	to	deal
with	poaching?

India’s	 conviction	 rate	 for	 poaching	 of	 some	 of	 the	 most	 protected
animals	 is	miserably	 low	–	 so	much	 so	 that	 it	 is	being	audaciously	 re-
branded	as	a	tourism	and	VIP	attraction	for	hotels	serving	feasts	of	the
poached	animals.

Sumit	 Dookia,	 a	 wildlife	 biologist,	 says	 that	 wild	 animals	 like
chinkara	 and	 blackbuck	 need	 a	 strong	 local	 community	 of
humans	 to	 actively	 protect	 them.	 The	 Bishnois	 have	 devoted
themselves	to	this	but	lack	of	a	support	from	the	higher	levels	and
inefficiency	of	the	judicial	system	makes	their	efforts	futile.
Neha	 Sinha,	 a	 conservationist	 says	 that	 the	 key	 issues	 are	 the
lengthy	 process	 in	 providing	 evidence	 and	 that	 the	 burden	 of
investigation	is	borne	by	the	Range	Forest	Officer	who	has	little	or
no	 training	 in	 investigating	 crimes	 and	has	 other	 time-consuming
duties	to	fulfill.
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Ritwick	Dutta,	 an	environmental	 lawyer	 says	 that	 trying	poaching
and	human	violation	of	wildlife	cases	along	with	cases	of	atrocities
against	humans	pushes	the	former	to	the	bottommost	priority.	Such
cases	drag	on	and	the	offender	 is	equipped	with	 legal	resources	to
prevent	 or	 overrule	 conviction.	 In	 that	 sense	 Salman’s	 case	 is	 no
different.

How	have	the	reactions	to	Salman’s	acquittal	generally	been?

There	has	been	a	 lot	of	backlash	against	 the	 judgment	and	 tweets
ranging	 from	 sarcastic	 takes	 of	 the	 case	 to	 downright	 frustration
against	the	Indian	judiciary	made	headlines.
Renuka	Shahane’s	Facebook	post	resonated	with	many	others	and
also	chagrined	Salman’s	fans.	Among	other	sensible	points,	she	had
noted	 that	 there	 were	 others	 involved	 in	 the	 case	 too	 and	 the
acquittal	 brought	 us	 nowhere	 nearer	 to	 the	 truth.	 She	 had	 also
taken	a	dig	at	Salman’s	wealth	(big	bucks).

How	important	is	the	Blackbuck?

Blackbuck	is	the	only	representative	of	the	genus	antelope	found	in
India.	 Extensive	 poaching	 and	 habitat	 loss	 had	 direly	 threatened
Blackbuck	 lives	 in	 India.	 It	became	extinct	 in	several	areas	by	 the
1970s.	The	International	Union	for	the	Conservation	of	Nature	and
Natural	 Resources	 (IUCN)	 lists	 the	 Blackbuck	 among	 the	 “Near
Threatened”	species.
In	India,	the	blackbuck	is	supposed	to	be	protected	under	Schedule
I	 of	 the	Wildlife	 Protection	Act,	 1972.	 This,	 in	 theory,	 places	 the
blackbuck	 under	 “absolute	 protection”	 and	 prescribes	 the	 highest
penalty	for	those	hunting	it.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	Technology	in	fundamentally	flawed	societies

BBC	 investigated	 the	 abuse	 of	 technology	 and	 social	 media	 in
conservative	 societies	 across	North	Africa,	Middle	East	 and	 South	Asia
and	how	women,	children	and	men	are	victimized	by	the	abusers.	The
stories	 shared	 by	 BBC	 also	 highlight	 women’s	 suppression	 in	 a	 male-
dominated	 culture	 and	 the	 disastrous	 consequences.	 Pakistan,	 Saudi
Arabia	and	India	strive	to	address	the	situation	but	fall	short	of	bringing
about	fundamental	change.

What	made	Ghadeer	Ahmed	stand	up	for	her	rights?
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Ghadeer	is	from	a	conservative	Muslim	family	in	Egypt.	In	2009,	she
was	at	a	friend’s	house	and	dancing	in	a	short	dress	with	other	girls.
Girls	do	not	have	a	public	place	to	dance	in	her	country.	She	had	a
video	of	the	dance	captured	and	sent	it	to	her	boyfriend.
In	the	place	she	came	from,	such	an	act	was	extremely	risky	as	 it
meant	 she	 was	 paving	 the	 way	 for	 her	 humiliation	 and
sabotaging	 her	 life	 to	 the	 point	 of	 suicide.	 She	 made	 a	 riskier
move	and	 shared	private	photos	with	 the	boyfriend	 –	 a	man	who
was	neither	her	husband	nor	her	fiancé.
Her	ex-boyfriend	took	advantage	of	 the	precarious	situation	as
soon	as	 they	had	broken	up	 in	2012.	He	began	with	 threats	 –	he
would	post	 the	video	and	 images	 online	 –	 if	 she	did	not	 reconcile
their	relationship.	She,	fearing	for	life	and	family	name,	begged	him
to	 refrain.	 In	 the	 same	 year,	 Ghadeer	 founded	 a	 group,	 Girls’
Revolution.	 It	 spurred	 a	 movement	 of	 young	 women
campaigning	for	their	rights	in	a	country	where	rigid	patriarchy
prevailed.	Ghadeer	removed	her	hijab	and	began	to	participate	 in
TV	debates	 and	 social	media	 activism	 to	 get	 the	voice	 of	Egyptian
women	 across.	 This	 made	 her	 even	 more	 vulnerable	 to	 her	 ex-
boyfriend’s	 abuse	 as	 some	 men	 were	 hostile	 to	 her	 progressive
move.
In	2013,	 she	 got	 to	know	 that	her	ex-boyfriend	posted	 the	video
and	photos	online,	and	she	got	to	know	of	it	when,	while	with	a	few
friends,	she	said	she	loved	dancing.	One	of	the	men’s	eerie	response
was	“I	know,	I’ve	seen	you	dancing	on	YouTube”.	Through	a	 lawyer
friend’s	help,	she	filed	a	police	complaint.
She	wanted	to	shield	her	family	from	knowing	about	her	situation
but	 the	 ex-boyfriend	 met	 her	 father	 and	 resorted	 to	 emotional
blackmail.	His	deal	–	let	your	daughter	drop	the	complaint	and	I	will
‘save	her	honor’	by	marrying	her.	After	initial	hostility	and	some
blaming,	her	family	braved	immense	social	pressure	to	stand	by
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her.
In	 2014,	 the	 ex-boyfriend	 turned	 abuser	 was	 convicted	 for
defamation	and	absent	at	the	trial.	He	was	sentenced	to	serve	one
year	in	prison.	Though	the	jail	term	never	materialized	due	to	legal
muddles,	she	thought	she	had	made	a	strong	statement	by	taking
him	to	court	and	could	move	on.	She	thought	wrong.
Her	past	bolted	back	to	haunt	her,	thanks	to	the	social	environment.
Her	political	activism	faced	a	roadblock	when	a	troll	posted	her
video	 in	October	2014	and	added	a	 comment,	 “This	 is	Ghadeer
Ahmed,	who	wants	to	corrupt	our	Egyptian	girls,	and	here	is	the
video	that	shows	that	she	herself	is	a	slut.”
She	decided	enough	was	enough	and	took	a	brave	decision.	She
posted	 the	 video	 on	 her	 own	 Facebook	 page	 and	 defended	 her
right	to	love	her	body	and	not	be	ashamed	of	it.	She	also	brought
out	the	hypocrisy	that	dominated	a	patriarchal	culture	like	hers.
The	video	struck	a	chord	and	earned	massive	support.

Why	is	it	important	for	victims	to	come	forward?

The	victim	is	not	alone.	Perpetrators	use	 technology	and	 social
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media	to	their	advantage	on	a	large	scale.	They	fully	understand
the	individual’s	vulnerability	–	all	the	more	so	in	countries	steeped
in	 patriarchy	 –	 and	 exploit	 it	 to	 their	 advantage.	 Their	 aim	 is	 to
coerce	 the	victim	 into	 silence	and	 if	 successful,	 it	 encourages	 the
abuser	to	step	up	the	abuse,	confident	in	the	knowledge	that	he
(the	abuser	happens	to	be	male	in	the	cases	reported	so	far)	has
the	victim	under	his	control.
Brave	women	like	Ghadeer	have	struck	down	societal	barriers	and
shown	how	much	 is	possible.	To	 take	concrete	steps	against	 the
shaming	of	women	and	children,	those	facing	abuse	need	to	say
“enough	is	enough”	like	Ghadeer	did.	Unfortunately,	a	patriarchal
society	 imposes	 upon	 a	 woman	 to	 endure	 her	 “shame”	 and
sorrow	in	silence.
It	 is	understandable	 for	women	to	 feel	even	more	entrapped	 in
North	 African,	 Middle	 East	 and	 South	 Asian	 societies.	 While
some	progress	has	set	in,	“women	empowerment”	remains	a	grand,
even	unattainable	goal	in	some	of	these	places.	Everyone	may	not
be	able	to	fight	as	Ghadeer	did	but	in	her	own	words,	“I	am	urging
you	to	ask	for	help	from	someone	you	trust.	Once	we	ask	for	help,	we
feel	less	alone,	less	endangered.	Together,	we	can	change	the	culture
that	 makes	 us	 frightened	 and	 ashamed.	 Together,	 we	 can	 survive.
Together,	 as	 sisters,	 we	 can	 turn	 the	 world	 into	 a	 safer	 place	 for
women.”	‘At	least	my	son	will	be	safe’
Paedophiles	and	perverts	victimize	young	boys	and	girls	by	filming
sexual	abuse	on	mobile	phones.	The	revelations	of	child	abuse	on	a
large	 scale	 in	 Pakistan	 in	 2015	 shocked	 the	 country.	 It	 was	 only
when	Ali,	a	young	man	and	sufferer	decided	to	take	a	stand	with
the	support	of	his	neighbor	Mobeen	Ghaznavi,	did	safety	return
to	his	village,	Hussain	Khan	Wala.
A	gang	of	influential	members	abused	Ali	at	gunpoint	in	2009,	when
he	was	 twelve	and	on	his	way	to	school.	They	recorded	the	abuse
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and	blackmail,	 torture	and	repeated	abuse	followed.	Ali	 left	school
in	2011	and	moved	to	the	city.	He	is	among	the	more	than	hundred
boys	this	gang	of	twenty	abused	over	8	years.
Threats	by	the	gang	made	their	way	into	the	city	as	well,	and	after
enduring,	 giving	 in	 and	 attempting	 suicide,	 Ali	 found	 out	 in	 2013,
from	his	brother,	that	the	video	had	spread	across	all	mobile	phones
in	his	village.	He	found	out	there	were	several	like	him	and	decided
to	make	the	perpetrators	pay	for	their	heinous	crimes.
It	 took	 immense	 perseverance	 on	 Ali	 and	 Mobeen’s	 part	 to
withstand	threats	and	bullets	from	the	gang,	convince	families	to
come	 forward,	 struggle	 against	 resistance	 by	 local	 politicians
and	 police.	 The	 crimes	 received	 local	 and	 international	media
attention	 and	 set	 the	 stage	 for	 public	 pressure.	 Protests	 and
pressure	like	never	before	forced	action	and	some	of	the	accused
were	arrested.
Now	two	of	the	accused	have	been	sentenced	to	life	imprisonment
and	a	fine.	Others	await	trial	and	normalcy	along	with	its	difficulties
has	returned	to	Wala.	Mobeen	says	of	his	four-year-old,	“I	am	sure
he	won’t	be	abused.”

Pakistan	passed	new	laws	in	2016	which	criminalized	sexual	assault	on
minors	 and	 production	 of	 child	 abuse	 images.	Mobeen	 has	 the	 last
word	when	he	highlights	the	dual	facets	of	technology	–	as	a	shield
for	 the	 perpetrators	 and	 a	 weapon	 for	 those	 who	 want	 to	 fight
against	harassment.
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When	do	victims	hesitate	to	ask	for	help?

When	 society	 stifles	 them	with	 pressure	 and	 prevents	 their	 access	 to
means	 that	would	 enable	 them	 to	 come	 forward.	 Even	 the	 law	 plays
their	enemy	in	some	shocking	examples.

Victim	 blaming.	 One	 thing	 that	 is	 so	 ingrained	 in	 patriarchal
cultures	that	even	family	and	friends	seek	to	stigmatize	the	victim
with	the	accusation	that	she	must	have	somehow	brought	the	crime
on	herself.
When	 they	 are	 not	 aware	 of	 how	 to	 reach	 out	 and	 confront
discouragement	and	ridicule	from	the	system	that	is	supposed	to
protect	them.	In	India	it	takes	the	form	of	male	chauvinistic	village
heads	 or	 policemen.	 In	 Jordan,	 it	 takes	 the	 form	 of	 a	 law	 (Article
308)	which	seems	to	be	written	to	protect	 the	security	of	 the	male
rapist	and	enable	him	to	continue	his	crimes.

“Even	if	I	told	someone	my	story,	they	would	just	send	me	back	home,	or	to
the	police”.	These	are	the	words	of	a	young	Tunisian	woman	who	lived	a
contented	 life	 in	 the	countryside	 till	a	relative	began	 to	physically	and
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sexually	harass	her.	He	used	his	 phone	 to	 photograph	her	naked	 and
blackmailed	her	with	it.	She	gave	him	money	and	was	forced	to	remain
silent	despite	the	abuse	that	followed.	Among	his	threats	the	man	said
he	would	shame	her	father	whom	she	loved	the	most.	His	power	grew
and	so	did	his	viciousness,	and	yes,	this	was	possible.	When	he	told	her
he	would	next	target	her	sister,	she	and	her	cousin	who	knew	the	truth
invited	 him	 home	 and	 even	 attempted	 to	 reason	 with	 him.	 He	 only
threatened	her	further	and	in	a	fit	of	helplessness	and	rage	she	struck
him	 dead.	 She	was	 sentenced	 to	 25	 years	 in	 prison	 and	 heard	 her
father	 say	 she	had	 shamed	him	and	he	would	not	 accept	 her	 even
after	her	release.	She	yearns	for	his	‘forgiveness’.

Where	do	men	scam	male	victims?

The	 place	 is	 Oued	 Zem	 -	 a	 small	 town	 in	 central	 Morocco
infamously	called	the	capital	of	the	“sextortion”	industry.
Scammers	target	male	victims	from	different	parts	of	the	world	on
Facebook,	 engage	 them	 in	 provocative	 conversation	 and	 do	 their
best	to	get	them	on	a	video	call	at	the	earliest.
Once	this	 is	accomplished	they	stimulate	him	further	using	videos
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downloaded	 from	a	 porn	 site	which	 they	 are	 familiar	 enough	 to
place	 their	 chat	messages	 at	 the	 points	 the	 lady	 or	 girl	 in	 the
video	 appears	 to	 be	 typing.	 They	 get	 him	 to	 perform
pornographic	gestures	such	as	masturbation	and	record	them	in
a	way	that	his	identity	is	apparent.	As	one	scammer	told	BBC,	“We
ask	him	to	take	off	his	clothes	and	to	do	obscene	gestures”
They	then	use	these	videos	to	bribe	and	blackmail	the	men.	They
gain	information	about	him	beforehand	and	focus	on	his	weakness.
As	the	scammer	said,	“The	weak	point	of	Arabs	is	sex.	So	you	look	for
their	weaknesses,	and	you	exploit	them.	The	other	weakness	is	when
they	are	married,	 for	 example.	You	 can	 exploit	 that.	Then	 there	are
the	 really	 religious	 guys.	 You	 see	 someone	who	 looks	 like	 a	 sheikh,
carrying	the	Koran,	and	you	think,	‘There’s	no	way	he’ll	fall	for	this	-
but	 let’s	 try	 him	 anyway.’	 And	 when	 you	 try,	 he	 falls	 for	 it.”	 The
founder	 of	 an	 online	 support	 community	 in	 the	 UK	 said	 he	 had
received	more	than	14,000	requests	for	help	from	people	of	diverse
cultures.	 He	 also	 said	 many	 victims	 were	 young	 Arab	 men	 and
about	a	third	of	such	scams	were	perpetrated	from	Morocco.

Why	are	young	men	in	this	town	becoming	scammers?

Unemployment	rate	in	Oued	Zem	is	nearly	60	percent	relative	to
the	 national	 figure	 of	 8.7	 percent,	 explained	 Salaheddin	 El-
Kennan,	 a	 local	 labour	 activist.	He	holds	 the	 companies	which
plunder	 the	 surrounding	 countryside’s	 resources	 but	 employ
very	few	locals	responsible.
The	 2008	 economic	 crash	 reduced	 remittances	 from	 people
employed	in	Europe	–	a	chief	source	of	income	for	the	town.	At	the
same	 time	 social	 media	 equipped	 with	 technology	 made	 global
communication	possible.	Male	scammers	began	to	scam	to	survive.
Some	scammers	want	 to	quit	and	have	 the	 technical	 skills	 and
intelligence	 to	 legally	 earn	 the	 same	 amount	 received	 for

KNAPPIL
Y

199



scamming.

Who	else	has	witnessed	this	horror	so	far?

In	Uttar	Pradesh,	India,	there	thrives	a	black	market	for	videos	of
‘real	rape’.	These	videos	are	 in	high	demand	and	several	of	 them
are	sold	each	day	“right	under	the	nose	of	police	and	administration”
as	TOI	puts	it.
Apart	 from	fetching	dealers	a	huge	amount,	 these	videos	are	used
by	 perpetrators	 to	 prevent	 the	 victims	 from	 lodging	 a	 police
complaint.	 And	 as	 far	 as	 police	 are	 concerned,	 the	 raids	 to	 seize
pirated	films	will	continue	and	be	adopted	to	handle	this	new	form
of	black	market	trade	as	well.	The	conclusion	is	nit	would	be	close	to
impossible	 to	 put	 an	 end	 to	 the	 trend.	 The	 suicide	 that	 society
encouraged
She	 was	 a	 brave	 health	 worker	 in	 a	 village	 in	 Uttar	 Pradesh.
Despite	her	financial	burden	and	useless	husband,	she	educated
her	daughter	and	sons.
A	 young	 man	 whose	 sister-in-law	 she	 had	 served	 as	 a	 midwife
began	to	follow	her	in	2015.	She	refused	to	speak	with	him	and	he
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resorted	to	threats.	Knowledge	of	how	sexual	assault	was	blamed
on	the	woman	in	her	village	made	her	understand	that	it	was	no
use	seeking	the	advice	of	village	elders.
The	gang	rape	followed	and	though	in	great	despair,	she	wanted	to
see	 her	 rapists	 brought	 to	 justice.	 She	 told	 her	 friend,	 “I’ll	 report
them.	I’ll	find	out	the	names	of	the	men	who	abused	me	and	get	them
arrested.”
Before	 she	 could	 proceed	 on	 her	 chosen	 path,	 the	 perpetrators
released	 the	 video	 they	 had	 taken.	 The	 village	 head	 and	 local
doctor	said	it	was	her	fault	and	nothing	could	be	done.	The	next
day	she	poisoned	herself.
Death	did	not	prevent	victim	blaming	from	her	husband,	denial
by	 the	 doctor	 and	 village	 head	 and	 the	 question	 that	 society
manages	to	get	away	with,	“How	could	she	continue	to	live	with
this	public	humiliation?”

Thanks	to	the	health	workers	taking	up	her	case,	the	perpetrators	were
arrested.

There	 are	 several	 cases	 of	 rape	 videos	 being	 spread	 online	 in	 India.
Pavan	Duggal,	 a	 Supreme	Court	advocate	 told	BBC	 that	 two	 reports	of
gang	 rape	 circulated	 on	WhatsApp	 in	 southern	 India	had	 shocked	 the
court	beyond	belief.	Apart	from	assigning	the	cases	to	CBI,	the	court	also
asked	IT	Ministry	to	see	how	to	cut-off	circulation	of	such	videos.	Duggal
added,	 “Women	 are	 constantly	 being	 targeted	 and	 just	 because	 not
enough	 cases	 are	 being	 talked	 about,	 that	 should	 not	 give	 us	 the
complacent	picture	that	everything	is	fine	and	hunky	dory;	in	fact,	below
the	surface	lies	a	huge	disquiet.”
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How	can	this	be	tackled?

Useless	protectionism

What	 does	 a	 male	 chauvinistic	 council	 of	 leaders	 do	 when
technology	is	abused	against	women?	It	criminalizes	women	who
use	the	technology!	At	 the	village	 level	 in	some	places,	 the	elders
consider	mobile	phones	to	have	a	corrupting	effect	and	ban	women
from	 using	 them.	 They	 are	 more	 worried	 about	 women	 using
mobile	phones	than	men	abusing	them.

Well-intended	protectionism	is	good	and	even	necessary	but	it	is	not	the
solution

The	religious	police	 in	Saudi	Arabia	have	been	spurred	 into	action
by	the	avalanche	of	blackmails	women	face.	They	set	up	a	special
unit	to	pursue	harassers	and	extend	support	to	women	who	are
blackmailed.	 Laws	 penalize	 those	 who	 blackmail	 women	 by
sentencing	the	blackmailer	for	up	to	ten	years	in	prison.
Maryam	 al-Subai,	 an	 entrepreneur	 from	 Riyadh	 saw	 how
uncomfortable	women	were	with	having	their	mobiles	repaired
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by	males.	They	did	not	want	to	trust	men	with	their	private	photos
and	 information,	 especially	 at	 a	 time	when	 blackmail	 is	 rife.	 She
started	 her	 own	 all-women	 mobile	 shop	 where	 customers	 can
watch	as	their	phones	are	repaired.	She	draws	many	customers.

Such	measures	serve	to	protect	women	but	do	not	recognize	the	need
for	a	change	in	status	quo	of	the	society.	More	women-only	initiatives
like	 Maryam’s	 will	 provide	 employment	 avenues	 for	 women.	 But	 a
paradigm	 shift	 in	 how	 women	 are	 perceived	 by	 society	 needs	 to
accompany	 them;	 else	 women	 will	 remain	 the	 vulnerable	 section.
Stricter	 laws	and	greater	awareness	at	 the	 individual	and	family	 levels
could	help	more	victims	come	forward.

Exceptions	must	become	 the	norm	 –	 be	 it	 victims	who	 fight	 back	 or
families	and	individuals	who	brave	societal	scorn	to	be	a	strong	support
system.

((( 	)))
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Knapp	-	The	What-the-hell	effect

‘What-the-hell’	effect	is	witnessed	in	most	individuals	trying	to	get	rid
of	a	bad	habit.	Most	research	has	focused	on	dieters	and	revealed	how
this	 effect	 can	 counter	 progress.	 Experiments	 reveal	 that	 dieters	who
have	 succumbed	 to	 the	 first	 temptation	 are	more	 likely	 to	 choose	 to
indulge	themselves	further.	This	effect	has	an	important	role	in	ethics,
where	it	is	related	to	the	Slippery	Slope	Argument.
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What	triggers	the	steep	slip	from	some	of	your	goals?

Getting	rid	of	a	bad	habit	requires	an	exertion	of	will	power.	The	best	of
planning	 and	 preparedness	 encounter	 obstacles	 constantly	 during
implementation.

Bars,	festive	seasons,	facebook	notifications	are	among	the	external
distractions	 that	 happen	 to	 come	 along	 uninvited	 and	when	 they
arrive,	 show	 no	 sign	 of	 leaving.	 Our	 self-motivation	 and
preparedness	begin	to	weaken	and	then	sway	dangerously.	Internal
cravings	in	the	face	of	temptation	ensure	that	we	stay	on	the	fence.
Finally	we	 decide,	 “Keep	Calm	and	 drink	 just	 half	 a	 peg”	 or	 “Keep
Calm	and	eat	just	the	teeniest	slice	of	cake”	or	“Keep	Calm	and	Open
Facebook	 for	 just	 3	 minutes	 and	 59	 seconds”.	 The	 point	 is	 we’ve
remembered	some	variant	of	Oscar	Wilde’s	quote	-	The	only	way	to
get	rid	of	temptation	is	to	yield	to	it.And	so	we	make	the	first	slip.
Often,	we	think	it	is	not	a	big	deal	and	proceed	to	yield.	That	is	when
the	 “what-the-hell	 effect”	 strikes	 and	 before	 we	 know	 it	 we	 are
speeding	 down	 the	 ravine.When	 we	 look	 up,	 we	 get	 the	 feeling
we’re	further	from	the	goal	than	when	we	started.
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Why	should	it	matter?

The	general	 tendency	is	 to	plan	for	how	to	avoid	obstacles	en	route	to
freedom	from	a	bad	habit.	Without	understanding	how	important	it	is	to
be	 flexible	 about	 our	 will	 power,	 we	 plough	 on	 and	 on.This
unpreparedness	to	deal	with	the	first	obstacle	makes	us	more	prone
to	failure	and	frustration.

What-the-hell	 effect	 forms	a	bridge	between	 rational	 thinking	 and
irrational	action.	After	all	its	only	three	minutes	and	59	seconds,	we
think.	That	is	in	no	terms	a	“Facebook	addict”.	Or	just	one	bite	of	the
sumptuous	burger	 is	not	going	 to	offset	 the	abstinence	of	a	whole
week.	So	we	tentatively	taste	temptation	and	before	we	know	it	the
whole	day	has	been	spent	on	Facebook	or	eating	burgers.
It	 occurs	 so	 fast	 that	 we	 interpret	 what-the-hell	 effect	 as	 a	 single
steep	path	to	rock	bottom	but	it	is	a	sequence	of	choices	triggered	in
rapid	 succession	 the	 moment	 we	 respond	 to	 the	 first	 failure	 by
thinking	“What	the	hell”.

The	 bottom	 line	 is	 if	 we	 could	 understand	 how	 what-the-hell	 effect
works;	we	can	learn	how	to	deal	with	it.
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When	do	we	experience	the	what-the-hell	effect?

While	it	occurs	when	we	strive	to	achieve	any	kind	of	goal	and	exert	our
will	power	in	doing	so,	it	has	been	most	commonly	linked	with	dieting.

Dieting	is	a	common	example	of	restrictive	habit	change.	As	what-
the-hell	effect	 is	an	extensively	explored	roadblock	 in	dieting,	 it	 is
even	 supposed	 to	have	a	more	 scientific	 term,	counterregulatory
eating.

The	Pizza	and	Cookies	experiment

A	 2010	 research	 by	 Janet	 Polivy	 and	 team	 from	 the	 University	 of
Toronto	 carried	 out	 an	 experiment	 on	 two	 study	 groups	 –	 one
group’s	 members	 were	 on	 a	 diet,	 the	 other	 group’s	 members
weren’t.
The	participants	were	asked	not	to	eat	in	advance	and	then	served
pizza	 slices	of	 the	 same	 size,	 after	which	 they	were	asked	 to	 taste
and	rate	some	cookies.
The	 experimenters	 had	 tricked	 some	 of	 the	 participants	 into
believing	 that	 their	 slice	 of	 pizza	 was	 larger	 than	 their	 co-
participants.	So	these	participants	felt	they	had	eaten	a	bigger	slice
though	everyone	had	consumed	slices	of	the	same	size.
It	was	observed	that	those	who	were	on	a	diet	and	thought	they
had	 consumed	 more	 pizza	 ended	 up	 eating	 50	 percent	 more
cookies	than	those	who	were	not	on	a	diet.	Whereas,	dieters	who
felt	 their	 pizza	 slice	 had	 been	 the	 right	 size	 consumed	 as	 many
cookies	as	the	non-dieters.

Other	occasions	when	what-the-hell	effect	occurs	are	when	a	spendthrift
strives	to	become	thrifty	and	has	just	purchased	the	first	luxury	item	in
the	week,	when	a	shopaholic	wants	to	quit	and	switches	from	window
shopping	to	purchasing,	when	a	Facebook	addict	wants	to	stop	and	spots

KNAPPIL
Y

208



a	friend	online	just	as	the	quota	time	is	almost	up	and	spends	an	extra
half-an-hour	chatting,	when	a	couch	potato	wants	to	take	up	and	stick	to
an	exercise	regime.

When	must	we	be	cautious?

Now	there	is	a	lot	more	media	coverage	on	eating	disorders.	These
disorders	need	medical	help	to	be	handled	and	should	in	no	way	be
simplified	to	what-the-hell	effect.
The	what-the-hell	effect	 is	definitely	not	a	medical	 term	and	while
handling	it	effectively	might	solve	some	problems,	and	handling	it	is
more	of	a	psychological	hack	which	has	not	been	 tried	and	 tested
across	situations.

Where	else	does	this	effect	manifest?

This	 effect	has	 implications	 in	Ethics.	Here	 the	 ‘what	 the	hell’	 effect	 is
technically	called	the	slippery	slope	argument.

A	 married	 man	 knows	 it	 is	 unethical	 to	 have	 an	 affair	 with	 another
woman.	 However,	 he	 convinces	 himself	 that	 playful	 chatting	 on	 the
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mobile	messenger	is	not	cheating.“What	 the	hell,	 this	 is	only	chatting”.
This	may	be	the	beginning	of	the	descent	on	the	slippery	slope	where	he
would	 subsequently	 and	 incrementally	 find	 acceptable	 all	 that	 he
should	not	have	done	earlier.	The	end	of	the	slope	sees	him	cheating	on
his	 partner.	 Even	 before	 he	 has	 had	 time	 to	 think	 about	 the
consequences,	he	 falls	 from	chatting	 to	cheating,	an	act	he	considered
unethical	earlier.

In	 its	general	 form	the	Slippery	Slope	Argument	says	 that	 if	we	allow
something	 “relatively	 harmless”	 today,	 we	 may	 start	 a	 trend	 that
results	in	something	currently	unthinkable	becoming	accepted.

As	a	society,	are	we	not	tolerant	of	small	acts	of	corruption	(the	so-
called	‘chai-paani’	corruption	in	India)?	Sometimes,	on	our	own,	we
give	 generous	 tips	 to	 a	 poor	 government	 employee	 who	 is	 only
doing	this	duty.“What	the	hell,	it	is	only	a	little	money	that	this	poor
guy	wants”,	we	convince	ourselves	even	of	the	morality	of	the	small
bribe.	Yet,	we	frown	when	we	come	to	know	of	a	bureaucrat	who
has	 amassed	 a	 fortune	 taking	 kick-backs.	 Do	 you	 see	 the	 slippery
slope	on	which	the	society	has	travelled	collectively?
If	 whistling,	 honking	 and	 catcalling	 at	 women	 is	 tolerated	 in	 a
society,	 it	 only	 triggers	 that	 terrible	 fall	 down	 the	 slope	 where
sexual	assaults	and	rapes	become	commonplace.
This	 argument	 has	 an	 important	 application	 in	 the	 debate	 on
Euthanasia	 (mercy	 killing).	 Those	 who	 are	 against	 voluntary
euthanasia	 (patient	opts	 to	die)	worry	 that	 if	voluntary	euthanasia
were	 to	 be	 made	 legal,	 it	 would	 not	 be	 long	 before	 involuntary
euthanasia	(patient	does	not	opt	to	die;	someone	else	takes	the	call)
would	start	to	happen.	Some	even	say	that	the	slippery	slope	would
lead	to	even	murders	being	accepted	by	the	society.	The	supporters
of	Euthanasia	contend	that	the	law	can	provide	safeguards	against
slippery-slope	effects.
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An	oft-cited	example	is	that	of	the	Nazi	Germany’s	T4	program.	Under
the	 program	 certain	 German	 physicians	 were	 authorized	 to	 sign	 off
patients	“deemed	incurably	sick,	after	most	critical	medical	examination”
and	 then	 administer	 to	 them	 a	 “mercy	 death”.	 In	 October	 1939	 Adolf
Hitler	 signed	a	 “euthanasia	decree”	after	backdating	 it	 to	 1	 September
1939.

Leo	Alexander,	a	key	medical	advisor	during	the	Nuremberg	Trials
of	 the	 captured	 Nazi	 officials,	 stated	 that	 the	 origins	 of	 the	 Nazi
programs	 could	 be	 traced	 back	 to	 “small	 beginnings”,	 and
presented	a	slippery	slope	argument.

Who	else	demonstrated	what-the-hell	effect	among	dieters?

Deborah	Mack	and	Peter	Herman	also	performed	an	experiment	on	two
subject	groups	–	dieters	and	non-dieters.	They	published	their	results	in
the	Journal	of	Personality	in	2006.

All	 the	 subjects	 had	 not	 eaten	 and	 were	 hungry	 when	 the
experiment	 started.	 They	 were	 divided	 into	 three	 sets	 –	 one	 set
received	 two	 large	 milkshakes,	 another	 set	 received	 a	 small
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milkshake	and	yet	another	set	did	not	receive	any	food	or	drink.
They	were	then	asked	to	try	out	cookies	and	crackers	and	no	limit
was	placed	on	how	much	they	could	consume.
In	non-dieters,	the	pattern	observed	was	predictable	–	the	members
of	the	set	that	had	two	milkshakes	ate	the	least,	those	who	had	had
one	milkshake	ate	a	little	more	and	those	who	had	nothing	to	eat	or
drink	ate	the	most.
With	 dieters	 a	 reverse	 result	 was	 observed.	 Dieters	 who	 had
consumed	 two	milkshakes	 ate	 notably	more	 than	 those	who	 had
not	eaten	or	drunk	anything.

A	dieter’s	thinking	pattern	went	something	like	“What	the	hell?	Why	not
enjoy	myself?”

How	can	we	deal	with	it	effectively?

Understanding	that	 this	effect	 is	experienced	by	most	people	 is	said	 to
be	a	major	step	forward.

Set	 the	 right	 goal.	 We	 need	 to	 take	 feasibility	 and	 time	 into
consideration.	Specific	short-term	goals	that	are	easier	to	obtain	and
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exert	but	not	over-exert	 the	will	power	are	 important.	Succeeding
in	these	goals	gives	a	sense	of	accomplishment	and	motivates	one.
Record	 the	mistakes	and	diversions.	 These	 should	be	done	 for	a
positive	purpose	–	identify	the	mistakes	and	see	what	can	be	done
about	 them.	 When	 a	 pattern	 that	 indicates	 progress	 sets	 in,	 it	 is
easier	to	accept	the	mistakes	and	handle	them.
Procrastination	before	taking	the	next	bite	or	the	indulging	in	the
next	 splurge	 can	 trick	 one	 onto	 feeling	 “too	 lazy”	 to	 make	more
mistakes	and	divert	further	from	the	goal.
Celebrate	 the	 milestones	 crossed.	 Alcoholics	 Anonymous	 has
implemented	 this	 with	 great	 success.	 They	 rephrase	 the	 goal	 of
limiting	drinking	to	celebrating	days	when	members	did	not	drink.
This	turns	the	purpose	from	limiting	to	building.
One	 habit	 at	 a	 time	 allows	 focus	 and	 perseverance	 and	 patience
pay	off.

((( 	)))

KNAPPIL
Y

213


	Civil Services Mains GS Paper-IV
	Intro to Ethics
	Different approaches to Ethical Conduct
	Understanding Ethics
	Gandhian Ethics
	Foundation values - Empathy & Compassion
	Aptitude for Civil Services & Foundational Values
	Emotional Intelligence - concepts & its utilities
	Knapp - The tragedy after the tragedy
	Knapp - Shaktiman the horse
	Knapp - Two lions for one suicidal man
	Knapp - Could small acts of kindness be called Philanthropy?
	Knapp - Clinical trial goes wrong in France
	Knapp - The fall of the king of good times
	Knapp - Animals bear the brunt of human nature yet again
	Knapp - Kiran Shaw and PNC Menon take the Giving Pledge
	Knapp - Because captivity is degrading
	Knapp - Salman gets the benefit of doubt, again
	Knapp - Technology in fundamentally flawed societies
	Knapp - The What-the-hell effect

	Text1: 
	Text2: 
	Text3: 
	Choice1: []


