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Ethical Balance of Different Things
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Assigned Tasks
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Models of Harm-Benefit Analysis (literature)

Strengths

Weaknesses

Tables,
spreadsheet

Categories are useful to simplify a
complex picture. Stimulate actions
to avoid severe categories.

The categories do not fit all
cases

E = mc?
Z — Tl:eHBA

Algorithms are helpful in guiding a
decision

Moral dilemmas cannot/shall
not be solved by arithmetic’s

Graphic representations have
pedagogic value in visualizing the
concept and relationship between
harm and benefit

Depend on defined categories
(eg. low-middle-high)
Not operational (too simple?)

Process oriented models structure
the HBA process, how to balance
different opinions and guestion
guality of the analysis. Generic

Does not provide an answer on
what model (as previous) to use
or provide solutions for
conclusions (too generic?)




Harm-Benefit Analysis Extensive Summary







The AALAS-FELASA WG Proposal
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