Discussion Questions for the film Seven Pounds

1. What standards should be used for determining the qualifications of “a good person?”

2. Can evolutionary ethics explain altruism? (See article from The New Yorker)

3. Does the end justify the means?

4. What would Kant say about Tim’s actions?

5. What ethical system provides a better method for determining right from wrong?

6. Is beneficent suicide (a suicide in which the net result is goodness) a moral act or a selfish act?

7. Is Tim playing God by deciding who deserves the organ transplants (choosing the righteous from the undeserving) and in so doing manipulating the fate of others?

8. What’s the difference between spontaneous self-sacrifice (heroism in the face of immediate danger) and pre-meditated suicide for moral good?

9. Tim never gets to really know the recipients of his organs; he decides based on single actions and behaviors (except in the case of Emily, who he falls in love with). Therefore they are dehumanized. Does he really intend to help these “deserving” people or is he doing this out of a need to redeem himself? Does it matter?

10. What are the legal, ethical, and moral implications of what Tim did? Was what he did dangerous considering the long-term implications of his actions (on organ donation, suicide, etc.)?

11. Does this controversial movie satisfy the goal of provoking conversation and getting people talking about issues that are relevant to their lives (even though this is fiction and not likely to happen in this way – really? A jellyfish?)? 
12. Is Seven Pounds a useful thought experiment? (After all, watching movies and thinking about the ethical dilemmas is doing philosophy.)

