
 

 

 

 

 

2013 INTERNATIONAL  

HIGH SCHOOL ETHICS OLYMPIAD 

Welcome to the cases for the High School Ethics Olympiad. These cases have been selected 

from the 2014/15 National High Ethics Bowls. An Ethics Olympiad is a competitive yet 

collaborative event in which students analyse and discuss real-life, timely, ethical issues.  An 

Ethics Olympiad differs from debate in that students are not assigned opposing views; rather, 

they defend whatever position they believe is right and win by showing that they have thought 

more carefully, deeply, and perceptively about the cases in question. Experience shows that this 

type of event encourages and helps students develop ethical awareness, critical thinking skills, 

civil discourse, civic engagement, and an appreciation for diverse points of view. For the first 

time we are using video conferencing technology to enable schools to participate in Australia 

and the US.  

Thanks again for supporting this initiative. Please feel free to email us if you have any 

queries at; admin@ethicsolympiad.org 

Go to https://ethicsolympiad.yahoosites.com/ to find out mode. 

These cases are taken from the 2014/15 Regional Ethics Bowl Cases. 

1. Red Cross and the Taliban 

2. Don’t Touch My Phone 

3. Who Pays For Climate Change? 

4. Off-Shore Drilling 

5. Conjoined Twin Separation 

https://ethicsolympiad.yahoosites.com/


 

 

 

Cases 

 

1. Red Cross and the Taliban 

A 2010 document published by the International Committee of the Red Cross/ Red Crescent reported 

that the ICRC had provided free first aid training and medical kits to Taliban fighters in Afghanistan. 

Many were surprised to hear that the Red Cross worked with the Taliban; one unnamed Afghan official 

stated that nobody should help Taliban fighters by providing them with training or equipment of any 

kind because they do "not deserve to be treated like humans."  

Others, like Center for Strategic and International Studies senior fellow Stephanie Sanok, worry that 

such actions may lead to further cooperation with the Taliban in the future. “Where do you draw the 

line?” Sanok asked. “What kind of assistance is it acceptable to provide the Taliban?” She noted that 

there are already hospitals run by independent non-governmental organizations which treat any 

patient—no questions asked—and thus ensure the physical well-being of the critically injured on both 

sides. 

The ICRC remained unapologetic in the face of the largely negative feedback and stressed the 

importance of its historic neutrality. Spokesperson Christian Cardon said, "We treat and train people on 

the basis of medical necessity as an impartial organization, regardless of race or politics" and pointed 

out that “the ICRC is not a judge … it is not a policeman. The role of the ICRC is to assist and protect 

victims of armed conflict.”  

Mr. Cardon also noted that the three-day workshop included not only first aid classes but also lessons on 

the Geneva Conventions and their importance. The ICRC has provided similar workshops to fighters in 

the Gaza Strip and Sudan during active conflicts; in Afghanistan, it trained 70 Taliban fighters as well 

as Afghan security forces, policemen and taxi drivers. 

Widespread skepticism of the ICRC workshops in Afghanistan remains, especially in the US, where 

some have accused the ICRC of aiding the enemy and small donors are wondering if their money 

helped train Taliban fighters. Although the ICRC remains steadfast in its adherence to its well-

established policy of impartiality, some are wondering if neutrality is always a valid option. 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

2. Don’t Touch My Phone 

“Don’t touch my phone” is a line uttered by teenagers around the globe. But what if one could gather all 

the knowledge one needs from someone else’s device without physically interacting with it? There are 

now applications, or “apps,” that allow people to track others’ phones and even intercept text messages.  

This new capability is especially attractive to those parents who feel driven to extreme measures when it 

comes to ensuring their children’s safety. Parents can use these kind of applications to see where their 

children are (or at least where their phone is) at any given time.  

Similarly, Facebook now has a ‘find friends nearby’ feature that gives one the exact location of one’s 

Facebook friends who have enabled the feature. There is also a friend-finding app that is based on 

people’s contact lists. A man used one such app, called “Find My Friends,” to catch his wife cheating 

with another man. He said, "I got my wife a new 4S and loaded up find my friends without her 

knowing. She told me she was at her friend’s house in the east village. I've had suspicions about her 

meeting this guy who lives uptown. Lo and behold, Find my Friends has her right there." 

Other current apps also allow for the interception of text messages. The Spy app, when downloaded on 

a device, intercepts any text message or email that is sent from the device. Some parents use this app to 

make sure that their children are not writing about drug or alcohol use, involved in sexual relationships, 

or otherwise engaged in behaviour the parents find objectionable. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

3. Who Pays For Climate Change? 

Some scientists speculate that a global temperature increase of four degrees Celsius could destroy 85% 

of the Amazon rainforest.11 The Amazon, located primarily in Brazil, is the source of many of the 

world’s most important medicines and other products that are derived from flora and fauna found 

nowhere else in the world.  

A similar temperature increase, resulting in the further melting of polar ice, would directly contribute to 

rising sea levels. A rise of a few feet would have devastating effects on countries like the Maldives, 

whose highest point is a mere 2.4 meters above the hungry sea. 

Those countries and ecosystems that will experience the most devastating changes caused by rising 

temperatures and rising sea levels are not the ones primarily responsible for these global climate 

changes. The most polluting countries – China, the United States, India, and Russia – directly and 

disproportionately affect climate change. But these countries will not suffer the most from its effects. In 

other words, although the world’s most polluting countries catalyze climate change, those who produce 

the least amount of CO2 bear its consequences most. 

Peter Singer, a world-renowned ethicist, proposed a cap-and-trade system to cope with the discrepancy 

between polluters and those who bear the burden of pollution’s ill effects. According to his model, each 

nation has the right to produce carbon dioxide, but only up to a certain amount. Countries that pollute 

below this limit may sell carbon dioxide emission rights to countries that produce more CO2 than their 

allocation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

4. Off-Shore Drilling  

Despite public resistance after Deepwater Horizon oil spill in the Gulf of Mexico, Shell Oil will be 

forging ahead with its plans to begin drilling off the coast of Alaska in the Chukchi and Beaufort Seas. 

The Bureau of Safety and Environmental Enforcement approved Shell’s plans in February 2012, 

provided the company could prove its ability to clean a worst-case-scenario oil spill.  

Since then, Shell has performed several dry-runs with their clean-up crews and machinery. The 

government and the company claim that this proves their ability to clean up a spill. Furthermore, 

Interior Secretary Ken Salazar insists that the likelihood of a spill is very small given the safety and 

preventative measures that have been implemented. 

“I believe, first of all, that there is not going to be an oil spill, because frankly, the scrutiny that is going 

to  be involved, including the prevention effort that we have, and the oversight effort that we have —the 

inspectors we have on 24/7, and all of the rest of the measures that have been taken, and the high risk, 

frankly, that Shell and the entire industry would have is something were to go wrong — I don’t expect 

that there is going to be a problem,” Salazar said. Despite assurance from both Salazar and Shell, 

environmental activist groups are skeptical. They cite the many problems with cleanup in the Arctic 

region as reason to hesitate. First of all, the region’s six months of icy conditions threaten both the 

safety of the initial operation and the efficacy of a cleanup. When the last spill exercise conducted in icy 

conditions took place in 2000, the equipment, normally used for coral, was no match for the weather. 

Since then, new machinery and equipment have been developed; however, none has been properly 

tested in real conditions. Furthermore, activists point out that Shell has not had to develop the 

infrastructure along the Alaskan coast – such as structures to house and feed volunteers in the event of a 

clean-up. Shell claims that this implementation is not needed because their recovery plan projects 

“encountering” 90% of any spilled oil on site and only 10% close to or on the shore.” Critics suggest 

that such numbers are ridiculously inflated and Shell needs to focus on contingency plans. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

5. Conjoined Twin Separation 

Modern medical technology allows for the separation of conjoined twins, allowing them to live 

independently of each other if they survive the complicated procedure. But the operation is not a simple 

one because twins’ vital organs and blood are often shared. In 2000, two girls, conjoined twins under 

the aliases of “Jodie” and “Mary,”13 were considered for such an operation.  

Soon after birth, Jodie was found to be anatomically sound, while Mary had a severely underdeveloped 

brain, no lungs of her own and other severe abnormalities. Furthermore, the girls shared a primary blood 

vessel and the same blood supply. The over-circulation of the common blood supply would eventually 

kill both girls if they were not separated.  

The girls’ parents travelled from their native Malta to the United Kingdom to seek medical advice. 

Doctors determined that Jodie was developed enough to survive on her own if the twins were separated 

but that Mary would surely die. The girls’ parents, devout Catholics, opposed separating the children 

because of the Catholic prohibition against taking any action that would intentionally end a human life. 

Despite the parents’ wishes, the British High Court ruled that the duty to preserve life was so important 

that the state could order a separation against the parents’ wishes and in the best interest of Jodie, the 

child who would most likely survive. The parents appealed this decision, and the final ruling in the 

matter was delivered by the Court of Appeals, whose judges provided several different individual 

opinions on the case, deciding in favour of ordering the separation.  

One judge argued that Mary’s death was inevitable and that for Jodie, separation meant the difference 

between living and dying. Another found that separating the girls was necessary to protect Jodie from 

the connection to her sister and that Mary was in effect killing Jodie by exhausting her sister’s blood 

supply. Separation was then allowed under a provision of English law that allows for killing in self-

defense. After the ruling, the girls were separated and as predicted, Mary soon died. Jodie was 

eventually taken home by her parents where it seems she will eventually live a relatively normal life. 

 

 

These are written by the National US Ethics Bowl committee for students as they prepare for the first ever Ethics Olympiad. 

Cases written by the Center for the Study of Ethics in the Professions at Illinois Tech. http://ethics.iit.edu/teaching/ethics-case-

archive Some are published by the National High School Ethics Bowl Case Writing Committee under a CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 

license. For more information about the National High School Ethics Bowl visit http://nhseb.unc.edu 
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