Abortion, Euthanasia and

Cafeteria Morals
by Larry Plachno


Abortion, euthanasia and most of our social problems would not exist if people did not subscribe to Cafeteria Morals.


Cafeteria Morals is named after the people who take different items from different shelves in a cafeteria to suit their immediate tastes. However, the morals cafeteria has only two shelves. When faced with a decision or action that could impact other people or society, you have only two choices. You can be unselfish and pro-society and base your evaluation of right and wrong on the impact of your decision or action on other people and society. Or, you can be selfish, permissive and pro-choice and base your evaluation of right and wrong on what you want to do regardless of who gets hurt. Hence, you pick your criterion for right and wrong and then use it as a guide to tell you whether a particular action or decision is right or wrong.


People who subscribe to Cafeteria Morals, whether they consciously understand what they are doing or not, do things the opposite way. They first decide the answer they want as to whether their action or decision is right or wrong. And, then, they pick the appropriate criterion to justify the answer they want. 


Typically, if they want a “no, that is wrong and you cannot do it” answer, they pick the unselfish and pro-society criterion and base their evaluation of right and wrong on the impact of the decision or action on other people and society. However, if they want a “yes, you can do that” answer, they pick the selfish, permissive and pro-choice criterion and base their evaluation of right and wrong on what they want to do while ignoring any negative impact on other people or society. They also ignore the impact of their selfish and pro-choice decisions on desensitizing other people into being more selfish and pro-choice in other areas.


Hence, people who subscribe to Cafeteria morals really have no morals. Like a chameleon, they simply change their colors to blend in with their current decisions. Evaluating a decision or action based on its impact on other and society may not always lead to a negative decision on right and wrong. However, you can almost always justify a decision or action if you evaluate it from the standpoint of the individual making the decision or taking the action, and ignore its impact on other people and society.


What is your criterion for right and wrong and how does this help you make a decision on abortion and euthanasia? Or, are you a chameleon that decides what you want to do first and then change your colors and criterion to blend in and justify your decision?
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