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startled by a white swan with an arrow stuck deep in its bosom, falling into his lap
and began to nurse the wounded swan with deep compassion. Presently Devdatta,
his cousin, comes and asks the prince to hand over the swan to him. Why?
Devdatta’s logic was: ‘I hit the swan with my arrow, and the rules of the game
say that it is mine to take.’ The prince refused. His logic was: ‘the right of a
person who gives life back to a dying creature is more inalienable than that of one
who tries to take its life away’.

(B) At one stage in the Mahabharata, due to a certain dramatic turn of events, both ~
Yudhisthira and Duryodhana became crown princes. After agonizing deliberation
Bhishma ruled that the kingdom should be divided between the two cousins, Its
implementation was left to the blind, but ambitious and greedy king Dhritarashtra.
So he told his nephew Yudhisthira: ‘You know, I am blind and also ageing. It will
not be possible for me to leave Hastinapur, and you are aware also how deeply
attached Duryodhana, my eldest son, is to me. He too cannot leave me alone and
go elsewhere. Therefore, while [ award Khandavprastha to you, let Hastinapur
remain with Duryodhana.’ Khandavprastha was a barren desert-like territory!
When Arjuna and others angrily challenged Yudhisthira for meekly foregoing the
legitimate rights of the Pandavas, the eldest of them replied: ‘Look, all you say is
justified, but 1 had to choose between two alternatives: to disagree with our
uncle’s verdict and face a fraternal battle which would really mean immediate
destruction of life and property merely to defend our territorial righits, or ta forego
such an ambition to protect the integrity of the land and the people’s welfare. |
have opted for the latter.’

(C) After Siddhartha had blossomed into the Buddha, he formed the Sangha, and his
son Rahula was also admitted to it. Gradually the Buddha began to hear a lot of
complaints about Rahula’s conduct, so one day he summoned his son to the open
sitting of the Sangha, and asked him to fetch a large pitcher of water. He then
bade Rahula to wash his feet in it. Afterwards he asked him: ‘Is this water of any
use now?’ ‘No.” ‘So throw it away, and bring the pitcher in his hands, lifted it
over his head, whirled it around a few times, and then pausing for a moment
asked: ‘Rahula, if now throw it to the ground, what will happen?” ‘It will be
smashed.’ “Will that mean any loss to anyone?” ‘No.” ‘so, now listen carefully:
conterninated, hence useless like this pitcher. So [ order you out of this Sangha.
When 1 am sure you have reformed yourself, you may be readmitted.”’

(D) In the Mahabharata, when Duryodhana and his cohorts were committing the great
sacrilege of disrobing, abusing and making the vilest suggestions to Draupadi,
Dhritarashtra, the father and king, maintained an eeric silence. At no stage did he
uiter a single word, or make a single gesture showing revulsion towards his son
Duryodhana’s behaviour.

Questions:

I. How Devdatta and Dhritarashtra used intellect to take ethically questionable decisions?

2. How Siddhartha and Yudhisthira used intellect to put forward their morally sound
arguments?

Ehe
3. What is}.{ role “emotion” played in situations B and D?
4, Does intellect alone seem to guarantee sound ethico-moral decisions?

5. What makes for this variation in the application of intellect by individuals?

6. What is the importance of emotion and intellect in ethical decision-making?
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