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Decency Should Make Us Samaritans

Is it one’s ethical responsibility to help someone in need? In Jay Sterling Silver’s article,
“Can the Law Make Us Be Decent?” he argues that an individual who knows another is in
danger and fails to help should be punished. Those who do not render minimal assistance to
someone in need should be punished. By helping, easily preventable deaths can be avoided
and better ethics are demonstrated.

Individuals who choose to not assist someone in need should be punished because
helping can prevent deaths. In the article, “lll-Equipped Rescuers Dig Out Volcano Victims,” the
author discusses the tragedy of Armero, stating, “Residents who survived said the loss of life
could have been prevented... officials failed to react fast enough to evacuate the town” (Graham
4). Easily preventable deaths occurred because officials were too slow to tell the town to
evacuate. The officials chose to not help by not acting fast enough to save the town, and
caused preventable deaths. As a result, these officials should be punished. Additionally, in the
short story “And Of Clay Are We Created,” the narrator tries to save Azucena, a young girl
affected by the tragedy of Armero: “I called all the important people in the city... begging them
for a pump to remove the silt, but obtained only vague promises” (Allende 158-162). The
narrator tried to find someone to help her save Azucena by providing a pump, but no one
wanted to help, resulting in Azucena’s death. The people that the narrator reached out to did not
help and therefore caused Azucena’s death, which could have been easily prevented with a

simple pump. For that reason, these people should be punished. Therefore, because helping
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someone in need can prevent deaths, those who do not help should be punished.

Another reason why those who do not help others in need should be punished is
because helping is the more ethical thing to do. In the article, “If Decency Doesn’t, Law Should
Make Us Samaritans,” the authors argue that laws should be created throughout the United
States requiring bystanders to act, claiming, “If each of us recognized a moral responsibility to
come to the aid of others, we would all gain the benefits of a stronger and safer community”
(Allred and Bloom 2). Once everyone realizes their ethical responsibility to help those in need,
our community will become much safer. Since people who act to help others in need recognize
ethical responsibility and demonstrate better ethics, those who choose to not help should be
punished. Moreover, in the article, “Can the Law Make Us Be Decent?” the author argues that
people should be required to help those in need: “A duty to help would not require bystanders to
endanger themselves and provide help beyond their abilities... it would require us to accept our
fundamental moral duty to help those in grave peril” (Silver 2). Helping out others does not
mean bystanders need to put their life at risk, but they need to accept their ethical responsibility
to do something to help. Therefore, since helping others in dire situations requires morals and
good ethics, those who do not help should be punished. People who do not help others in need
should be punished because it is more ethical and humane to help.

Those who choose to not help someone in a dire situation should be punished, because
helping demonstrates higher morals and prevents deaths. Ethical responsibility should be taken

into account each time one encounters someone in need.
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