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The	ones	who	walk	away	from	omelas	criticism	of	utilitarianism

By	Jenny	Tang,	IV	Form		An	Argument	for	Utilitarianism:	Omelas	The	1973	short	story	“The	Ones	Who	Walked	Away	from	Omelas”	presents	the	fictional	town	of	Omelas	whose	citizens’	happiness,	for	an	unchangeable	reason,	depends	wholly	on	the	grave	suffering	of	one	child,	whom	they	trap	in	a	cellar.	After	learning	about	this	child,	some	Omelans
oppose	the	idea	by	walking	away,	while	others	accept	and	stay.		Citizens	of	Omelas	should	accept	the	situation	and	stay	because	it	maximizes	the	collective	happiness.	

The	purpose	of	a	society	is	to	make	its	members	happy.	
If	everyone	is	truly	equal,	their	individual	happiness	should	carry	the	same	weight.	Following	this	logic,	the	suffering	of	thousands	added	together	will	outweigh	the	suffering	of	one.	Because	Omelas’	prosperity	“depends	wholly	on	this	child’s	abominable	misery”	(Le	Guin	3),	the	citizens	should	merely	accept	the	situation	because	to	walk	away	is	“to
throw	away	the	happiness	of	thousands	for	the	chance	of	the	happiness	of	one”	(Le	Guin	4).	Some	might	argue	that	it	is	inhumane	to	treat	an	innocent	child	so	cruelly.	However,	to	release	the	child	would	be	to	cause	pain	to	the	rest	of	the	Omelas’	also	innocent	population,	and	that	would	be	treating	one	individual	more	favorably	than	others:	the
opposite	of	equality.	Additionally,	utilitarianism	is	the	essence	of	democracy.	Every	time	a	democratic	decision	is	made,	the	good	of	the	minority	is	sacrificed	for	the	good	of	the	majority	through	the	process	of	voting.	As	a	result,	to	be	against	the	concept	of	utilitarianism	is	to	oppose	equality	and	democracy.	In	conclusion,	one	should	not	walk	away
from	Omelas	because	staying	do	the	greatest	good	for	the	greatest	number.	Ursula	K.	
Le	Guin’s	short	story	“The	Ones	Who	Walk	Away	from	Omelas,”	which	was	first	published	in	1973,	then	collected	in	The	Wind’s	Twelve	Quarters	(1975),	has	appeared	since	then	in	multiple	anthologies.	The	story	is	an	allegory	about	a	utopian	society,	which	invites	readers	to	decide	what	the	moral	of	the	story	should	be.	The	story	acknowledges	its
debt	to	the	philosopher	William	James	in	its	subtitle	(“Variations	on	a	Theme	by	William	James”),	but	it	also	connects	to	works	such	as	Fyodor	Dostoevsky’s	The	Brothers	Karamazov	as	well	as	Shirley	Jackson’s	The	Lottery	in	its	use	of	the	scapegoat	theme.	While	the	story	has	been	used	by	pro-lifers	and	ecofeminists	to	support	their	points	of	view,	the
majority	of	the	criticism	has	focused	on	the	religious	implications	and	the	utopian	nature	of	the	place	Le	Guin	calls	Omelas.	The	story	begins	with	a	description	of	the	Festival	of	Summer	in	Omelas,	a	city	by	the	sea.	The	thirdperson	narrator	uses	an	objective	point	of	view	to	describe	the	city	with	its	“Green	Fields”	that	are	protected	on	the	west	and
north	side	by	the	snow-covered	“Eighteen	Peaks”	(566–567),	creating	an	almost	fairy-tale	existence	for	the	people.	The	narrator	then	waxes	poetic	about	the	joy	of	the	citizens	in	this	idyllic	environment	and	their	enjoyment	of	the	events	of	the	festival.	Ursula	K.	Le	Guin/The	Guardian	In	the	seventh	paragraph,	however,	the	description	turns	to	a	not-
so-idyllic	windowless	cellar	room	in	which	a	child	is	locked,	living	in	squalor	and	sensory	deprivation.	All	in	Omelas	know	of	this	child’s	existence,	but	they	ignore	the	entire	situation,	believing	that	changing	anything	would	alter	the	very	framework	of	their	existence—that	“all	the	prosperity	and	beauty	and	delight	of	Omelas	would	wither	and	be
destroyed”	if	they	were	to	intervene	in	the	child’s	circumstances	(570).	The	13th	paragraph	introduces	one	more	twist	to	the	story.	Sometimes,	after	people	have	gone	to	see	for	themselves	the	conditions	under	which	the	child	lives,	they	leave	home,	never	to	return.	They	are	“the	ones	who	walk	away	from	Omelas”	(571),	the	people	who	discover	a
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deep	inside	the	reader,	regarding	the	ethicality	of	the	way	people	live	in	the	city	of	Omelas.	
Moreover,	the	two	philosophical	movements	–	utilitarianism	and	deontology,	have	a	crucial	role	in	understanding	which	is	the	right	way	to	accept	morals	within	a	seemingly	happy	environment.	Therefore,	through	the	work	of	Mill	and	Bentham	is	explained	the	understanding	of	utilitarianism,	in	terms	of	morality,	and	a	vast	contrast	is	made	with	the
work	of	Kant	and	its	opposite	understanding	of	it.	Additionally,	as	the	newly	elected	”leader”	of	Omelas,	I	discuss	the	importance	of	the	significance	being	morally	valued,	supporting	Kant’s	philosophy	and	shape	the	idea	of	the	importance	of	bursting	the	bubble	of	happiness;	finding	the	real	happiness	within	us,	as	well	as	our	deeply	rooted	morals,
without	being	influenced	by	other	factors.	Professional	Writers	that	Guarantee	an	On-time	Delivery	experts	online	To	begin	with,	when	approaching	the	case	from	a	utilitarian	perspective	the	terms	of	prosperity,	beauty,	and	delight	would	be	ethically	accepted	and	fully	supported	by	the	authority	of	myself	as	a	leader.	
As	a	result	of	what	John	Stuart	Mill	implies	in	his	work:	“The	creed	which	accepts	as	the	foundation	of	morals,	Utility,	or	the	Greatest	Happiness	Principle,	holds	that	actions	are	right	in	proportion	as	they	tend	to	promote	happiness,	wrong	as	they	tend	to	produce	the	reverse	of	happiness.	By	happiness	are	intended	pleasure,	and	the	absence	of	pain”.
That	segment	of	his	work	supports	the	notion	of	accepting	the	current	“orders”	of	the	city.	Happiness	is	a	fundamental	goal	and	everything	that	an	individual	does,	should	be	perceived	as	a	contribution	to	the	ultimate	goal	of	achieving	“not	the	agent’s	own	greatest	happiness,	but	the	greatest	amount	of	happiness	altogether”.	
It	is	perceived	as	аn	overall	goal	whereas	the	well-being	of	the	whole	group	is	more	important	than	the	only	delight	and	prosperity	of	one.	Thus,	the	sacrifice	of	the	child	locked	in	the	basement,	immersed	in	misery	and	beaten	frequently,	as	well	as	the	sake	and	well-being	of	its	potentially	existing	parents,	is	worth	it;	due	to	the	overall	happiness	and
prosperity	of	the	citizens	of	Omelas.	Further,	the	teachings	of	Bentham	contribute	to	the	very	understanding	of	that,	at	first	very	simple	situation	but	having	in	its	very	core	fundamental	realization	about	the	world	surrounding	us.	He	suggests	that	happiness	has	any	intrinsic	value,	as	well	as	distinguishes	widely	different	types	of	pleasures	(Gibbs	42,
43).	In	contradiction	with	Bentham’s	world	look,	Mill’s	make	a	difference	between	the	superior	(poetry,	reading,	etc.)	and	ordinary	(pleasures	which	its	origin’s	core	is	in	the	animal	nature)	pleasures.	Also,	he	suggests	there	should	be	no	qualifications	for	happiness	(Mill	14).	kujilarisajudupikupij.pdf	Bentham	acknowledges	that	there	are	various	types
of	pleasure	with	different	intensity	but	qualifies	them	in	categories.	Furthermore,	Mill	suggests	that	the	happiness	of	altogether	is	more	important	than	the	happiness	of	only	one	of	all.	Based	on	the	teachings	of	both	philosophers,	can	be	concluded	that	the	moral	values	and	comprehensions	of	the	citizens	of	the	city	of	Omelas	are	correct	and	thus
should	not	be	changed.	Additionally,	the	streets	of	the	city	are	vibrantly	radiating	joy	and	delight;	it	seems	that	there	are	no	rules	and	regulations	in	the	“home”	of	people,	free	to	perceive	happiness,	suggesting	that	the	city	exists	on	the	border	with	the	surreal	life.	Thus,	as	a	utilitarian	leader,	the	position	that	I	should	take	is	to	disregard	the
deterioration	of	some	at	the	expense	of	altogether	and	continue	the	joy	and	prosperity	for	all.	Following	the	utilitarian	“standard	of	morality”	deliberately	described	by	the	principles	of	behavior	for	human	conduct,	whereas	the	acknowledgment	of	such	existence,	as	in	Omelas,	might	be	to	the	greatest	extent	possible,	secured	to	all	mankind	and	“the
whole	sentient	creation”	(Mill	17).	Indeed,	there	are	and	will	be	individuals	who	will	disagree	with	that	concept	and	idea	of	life,	hence	they	will	always	have	their	own	freedom	to	seek	happiness	out	of	Omelas.	virtual	assistant	training	manual	pdf	

In	fact,	it	can	be	considered	that	the	purpose	of	the	reveal	of	the	core	existence	of	the	city	is	to	give	every	person	the	ultimate	freedom	to	choose	their	own	happiness.	In	contrast,	if	approaching	the	case	through	a	deontologist	perspective	and	more	specifically	following	Immanuel	Kant’s	philosophy	my	action,	as	a	leader,	towards	the	situation	would
be	completely	different.	As	a	result	of	the	current	situation	of	the	city	that	can	be	accepted	as	a	violation	of	the	moral	principles	and	doctrines	that	Kant	teaches	and	stands	for.	30	60	90	business	plan	template	ppt	First	of	all,	Kant’s	universalizability	principle	states	“Act	only	according	to	that	maximum	which	you	can	at	the	same	time	will	that	it
should	become	a	universal	law”	(Kant	24).	By	all	means,	it	can	be	interpreted	as	the	rhetorical	questions	“what	is	the	maximum	of	one’s	actions?”	(Kant	24).	For	example,	applying	it	into	context,	in	Omelas	hypothetically	the	tortured	kid	die	due	to	hunger	or	its	wounds,	does	it	morally	and	ethically	mean	that	a	new	child	should	be	chosen	for	the
prosperity	of	altogether?	If	that	maximum	of	torturing	children	is	approved	by	all,	which	is	done	(within	the	city	of	Omelas)	whether	they	can	admit	it	or	not,	the	action	is	universalized	and	thus	everyone	should	do	it	whenever	they	would	like.	However,	there	appears	a	contradiction	that	should	be	looked	at,	as	Kant’s	wording	states	that	moral	action
cannot	bring	contradictions	(Kant	12).	

Hence,	if	you	can	lock	an	innocent	child	into	a	basement	because	you	believe	that	it	will	bring	prosperity	and	happiness	to	him	and/or	to	the	whole	city,	so	everyone	can	do	that	whenever	they	feel	it	is	needed.	That	is	why	abusing	physically	a	child	for	the	sake	of	altogether	is	not	universalizable	as	it	is	not	reasonable	to	abuse	once	in	a	while	children
based	on	the	belief	that	the	city	and	its	citizens	will	prosper.	Further,	you	would	never	be	allowed	to	violate	the	moral	law,	even	if	others	are	doing	so,	even	if	it	is	for	a	good	cause.	Next	to	that,	the	formula	of	humanity	adds	validity	to	why	the	case	of	the	city	of	Omelas	is	not	morally	ethical.	“Act	so	that	you	treat	humanity,	whether	in	your	own	person
or	in	that	of	another,	always	as	an	end	and	never	a	mere	means”,	whereas”	mere	means”	can	be	defined	as	your	own	benefit	(Kant	29).	For	instance,	the	people	of	the	Omelas	use	constantly	things	for	their	own	benefit	during	the	festivals	and	ordinary	days,	such	as	shoes	to	walk	with	and	if	they	were	to	stop	benefiting	them,	the	shoes	would	not	be
used	anymore.	
Hence,	the	shoes	would	be	used	as	a	mere	means.	However,	as	acceptable	it	is	to	use	objects	as	“mare	means”,	it	is	not	to	do	it	with	humans	since	Kant	defines	us,	human	beings	as	ends	–	in	–	ourselves	(Kant	28,29).	Being	our	own	ends,	not	used	by	others	as	“mere”	objects	because	we	can	set	goals,	work	towards	them,	possess	rational	thinking	and
autonomy	(Kant	7,	19).	In	that	sense,	it	is	not	morally	acceptable	the	child	to	be	used	as	“mere	means”	by	society,	since	it	is	a	human	being	and	it	should	be	recognized	as	one,	with	its	own	values,	aims,	and	interests	in	life,	no	matter	what	they	are.	That	should	be	kept	in	mind	when	being	encountered	and	respected	as	an	equal	creature.	Additionally,
Kant	suggests	that	human	beings	should	not	be	used	as	“mere	means”	due	to	our	autonomy	–	being	self-ruled,	whereas	being	able	to	set	our	own	ends	and	based	on	our	rationality	will	make	our	own	free	decisions	(Kant	32,	34,	49).	Everyone	is	empowered	with	absolute	moral	worth	and	should	not	manipulate	others	for	their	own	good	or	be
manipulated.	As	a	result,	no	one,	in	or	out	of	Omalas	has	the	ethically	moral	right	to	violate	the	freedom	of	this	child	or	any	other,	for	it’s	or	someone	else’s	delight	or	prosperity.	Reviewing	both	philosophical	perspectives	with	their	opposite	teachings	reveal	the	world	in	two	different	dimensions	that	are	completely	different	from	each	other,	in	terms
of	moral	values.	However,	as	an	observer	of	them,	I	would	support	the	moral	teachings	of	Kant	and	as	a	leader,	I	would	“save”	the	child	from	the	misery.	Further,	my	opinion	is	based	on	the	fact	that	the	citizens	of	Omelas,	live	their	lives	on	a	surface	level	of	happiness,	in	the	back	of	their	mind,	exists	the	thought	about	the	core	existence	of	their
happiness.	It	is	not	morally	acceptable	to	sacrifice	one	for	the	delight	of	all.	What	kind	of	people	they	are	to	do	that?	What	kind	of	morality	is	that?	Who	is	eligible	to	permit	to	spare	an	innocent	life?	And	no	matter	who	it	is,	does	she	or	he	has	any	deeply	rooted	core	values	and	morals?	Those	rhetorical	questions	highlight	the	importance	of	the	issue
and	raise	the	fundamentality	of	it	since	you	should	be	a	cruel	and	immoral	individual	to	do	that.	let_it_snow_by_david_sedaris_reflection.pdf	I	think,	none	of	us,	human	beings	have	the	greatest	power	to	take	decisions	concerning	someone	else’s	life	and	existence,	even	if	it	is	a	group.	The	life	that	was	given	to	us	is	equally	important	and	valuable,	thus
it	is	immoral	to	cause	harm	to	another	for	your	own	benefit.	Therefore,	as	a	leader,	I	would	free	the	child	and	help	it	to	recover,	no	matter	the	consequences	for	the	city,	since	clearly	everyone	is	in	a	delusional	bubble	of	joy	that	cannot	be	real.	By	bursting	the	bubble,	there	will	be	many	negative	outcomes;	however,	life	can	be	understood	only	through
its	ups	and	downs.	Bringing	the	realization	of	what	real	happiness	is	and	no	matter	what	we	were	served	with,	cruelty	is	not	an	optional	behavior	because	every	soul	is	equally	important	and	valuable.	plantilla	credencial	ine	I	believe,	as	a	leader,	the	best	way	to	rule	my	city	is	to	help	everyone	through	the	journey	of	self-development	and	growth,	after
the	continuous	life	in	a	delusional	world,	as	a	result,	everyone	will	hopefully	understand	the	real	sense	of	morality.	Next	to	that,	the	delight,	prosperity,	and	happiness	will	unfold	in	a	completely	new	and	more	enjoyable	direction,	as	it	will	come	from	within	and	not	from	external	factors.	100%	Customized	to	Your	Need	with	Expert	Writers	Get	custom
essays	In	conclusion,	interpreting	both	philosophical	perspectives	in	terms	of	finding	what	is	morally	acceptable,	two	main	concepts	occurred	–	people	should	live	as	feeling	all	pleasures	creatures	or	exist	as	rational,	thinking	creatures.	Both	with	its	opposite	teachings	reveal	the	world	in	two	different	dimensions	that	are	completely	different	from
each	other,	in	terms	of	moral	values.	Moreover,	I	believe	no	one	should	take	advantage	of	another	human	being	for	his	own	benefit.	Thus,	in	my	opinion,	the	child	should	be	saved	and	the	citizens	of	Omelas	should	“open	their	eyes”	and	accept	the	world	as	it	is.	References	Crowther,	D.	
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