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Discussion
Classmate 1
[bookmark: _GoBack]     The response shared by one of the classmates is about a ‘survival lottery' that was proposed by John Harris in 1975. In this experiment, he wanted to show the better side of human beings and focus on the kind and wellbeing nature of humans. It is about how a single person can be helpful to create happiness among people. This lottery explains that any individual's name it announces would have to donate his or her organ to the dying persons and in this way he/she can save more humans at a time. This is considered good because in the end, it would only promote happiness and pleasure. According to the ‘principle of utility', if an action cause pain among people than it is considered as a bad action, and if an action becomes the reason of happiness among people than it is a good action. However, this theory has flaws as in, it would be a matter of grievance for the family of the donor. Because a lot of people are attached to the giver and it would be wrong if the one accepting the organ is a loner in this world. This theory is flawed because it is applicable on everyone and deals equally with everyone. Therefore most people think as their lives are less important than the ones who need the organs(“John Harris: The Survival Lottery,” n.d.).		
Classmate 2
The principle of utility is discussed in the second response which is based on the happiness an action causes; despite all the rules and regulations. This is applied to broaden happiness but, in many cases, it cannot be applicable because of the violation of an individual's rights. But if more people are gaining happiness then it is okay to violate rules, no matter if the individual is right. This principle does not bother to into the past or the records of the crimes a person did rather it focuses on the present and the happiness it brings along. The survival lottery is faulty because it is directly infringing the rights of the donor. No matter how important or greater the sufferers are, it does not make the donor's lifeless important. No one has the right to judge the worthiness and unworthiness of a person's life. It is not him/her who made other ill. Thus, it is not fair to suffer because of other’s mistakes.
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