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©ACD Team Austria:



	



DISCLAIMER
Funded by the European Union. Views and opinions expressed are however those of the author(s) only and do not necessarily reflect those of the European Union or the European Education and Culture Executive Agency (EACEA). Neither the European Union nor EACEA can be held responsible for them.   
COURSE SHARING LICENSE CC BY-NC-SA = [image: ]
Canonical URL:  https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

MODULE: 5
LESSON: Resolving ethical dilemma with students related to the impact on climate change on cultural heritage

SUBJECTS: Psychology, Ecology, English, …
    



Resolving ethical dilemma with students related to the impact on climate change on cultural heritage

1. Introductory Guide
Ethical dilemma arise when two or more principles or values are being conflicted, and there are mutually inconsistent courses of action. In a group process it can reflect conflict in between values behind the choices of the group members. 
Use information and explanation of process of resolving ethical dilemmas included in the MODULE1, and presented on slides 1-10 to recognize later on the steps in decision making process and principles behind the different choices sthat students will make.
Explain Ralph Potters model by making direct relation of three steps to each step in workshop.
Present students the Lawrence Kohlberg model of moral development.
Explain importance of ethical decision making in a group.

Useful links on ethical dilemmas and moral reasoning of Lawrence Kohlberg
Lawrence Kohlberg, and example of moral development: 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=YxJ07klMhr0

Useful link on environmental education and ecological rights from the perspective of children: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HlEqTnCUNIg

2. Workshop steps

First step:

Prepare two chairs in front of the students. Paste a paper with a word YES written on it on a first chair in a way that is visible to students. Do the same with a second chair just put the word NO on it. Prepare flipchart or white board behind so you can write down everything that is needed to be written during the process of ethical decision making. Write a T table (on a top  of the left part write down YES and on a right part write down NO).

Second step:

Tell the students that you will share with them one of the stories /examples of ethical dilemmas.
Explain that this is situation when it is not easy to make a decision because each course of the action that is possible to choose is tied to some principle of values and usually our decision means that we need to choose only one of them.

Explain that after you read the story, they should one by one pick one of the chairs based on their thinking and choice of action they believe it is right in described situation.
Everyone who would like to share their opinion needs to take a stand by taking the floor sitting on one of the chairs (either YES or NO), and explain their reasons of choice. It is not possible to share their point of views by remaining on the place where they sit regularly. They need to stand up and make a choice (choose a chair YES or NO), and explain it.

Third step: Read the story out loud and slowly (slide number 3). Ask pupils while listening the story to memorize all the facts. Offer them to read once more in case they missed some of the facts.

Central part (20+ minutes)

Fourth step: When some of them pick a chair and explain their choice, ask them to try to recognize values that are baseline of their choice.

After the coming out of few students who participated in process you will have enough values written down on both sides of the table.

Fifth step: Ask then students to think about the consequences for each course of action on individual level (consequences of doing for that person and her nearest surrounding/family setting, peers etc.), institutional and societal level.

Discussion

Ask if anyone would now change the decision and if yes to explain why.

Closing part of the workshop (15+ minutes)


3. Introductory part of the workshop:
· Wach the video: 
· Discuss 
· Follow the steps described in introduction and workshop steps 
3.1. PRACTICE (First example)
Climate change and cultural heritage- 1. handout for practicing Ethical Dilemma
Due to climate change and projected impacts, many young people are forced to leave their homes and move, migrate, and live in new places where they need to adapt their lives to new conditions.
Maja, a 14-year-old girl, lost everything in the earthquake, and their hometown is devastated. Both parents lost their jobs and moved with her and her baby brother to live in their grandparents' old house, where they have access to clean water and a small piece of land where they now plant fruits and vegetables for their future sustenance.
Maja’s life is now very different from that of her classmates. Her father had a job in their hometown, and her mother was a nurse in a hospital. Her father, who is a fisherman, rebuilt her grandfather's boat. He plans to catch fish with Maja's help and sell them at the local market.
Maja works hard. During the small fish season, she goes out at night and carries the large nets needed to catch them. Her mother takes care of her brother at home. Since they lost everything, having a boat and fishing skills has become their means of survival. Before the earthquake, she used to enjoy fishing with her father in their hometown. Now they work hard to sell fish at the local market to earn a living.
Maja skips school classes once a week to sell fish, and she goes with her father every day after school to catch them. Her school is 3 km away from the village, and she can only reach it with her grandfather's old bicycle. After two months of living in the village, working, and going to school, she became very tired and sad because she wasn't performing as well in school as before. She has no time to rest, learn, or play with her peers. Nothing is the same as it was before.
She is also afraid that if she continues to help her father, she will become less capable of passing all her exams and finishing school with good grades. This could mean she might not pass the entrance exam for university and fulfill her dream of becoming a medical student. She has always dreamed of becoming a doctor and having a good job in the future. She knows that this could change things for all of them.
On the other hand, she is aware that if she does not help her father until he gets a proper job, they will not be able to survive. She makes a decision and tells her father that she cannot go with him to the sea every day anymore because she needs to study. She tells him that from now on, she can only sell fish during the weekends. Her father understands that without Maja, he cannot catch and sell enough fish to earn sufficient money to survive.
It has become harder to catch fish due to climate change. In the past, fish used to come when it was dry and hot, but now it rains more often, causing the small fish to flee to the open sea. He just sighs when she says this and leaves the house.
Did Maja react in a proper way?
Additional information for teachers, useful for dialogue with students during the process of resolving ethical dilemma described in workshop steps:
Think about context and challenges:
Climate Change Impact: Many young people, including Maja, are displaced due to climate change-induced disasters, forcing them to adapt to new living conditions.
Family Situation: Maja's family has lost their home and livelihood, now relying on fishing for survival in their grandparents' house.
Conflicted values: 
Education vs Economic Survival: Maja faces a dilemma between attending school regularly to pursue her dream of becoming a doctor and helping her family economically by fishing.
Physical and Emotional Strain: Balancing rigorous work with school attendance takes a toll on Maja's well-being and academic performance.
Long-Term Consequences of first choice: The impact of Maja's choices on her future prospects, including achieving her dream of studying medicine.
Consequences of the second choice: Financial loss and existential burden.

 Evaluation of Maja's Decision:
Maja's Perspective:
Prioritizing Education: Maja recognizes the importance of education for her future aspirations and understands that sacrificing her academic performance now could jeopardize her long-term goals.
Family Support: While committed to helping her family, Maja sets boundaries to balance her responsibilities, choosing to contribute financially during weekends to maintain her focus on school during weekdays.
Awareness of Climate Challenges: Maja's decision also acknowledges the changing environmental conditions affecting their fishing livelihood, adding complexity to their survival strategy.
Conclusion:
Maja's decision to prioritize her education by reducing her involvement in fishing reflects a mature understanding of her responsibilities and aspirations. By communicating her decision to her father, she asserts her commitment to achieving her dream of becoming a doctor while still supporting her family within her means. This balanced approach considers both short-term survival needs and long-term educational and career goals.
However, the ethical dilemma highlights broader societal issues related to climate change adaptation and the disproportionate impact on vulnerable populations like Maja's family. It underscores the need for supportive policies and community resilience initiatives that can mitigate the pressures faced by young people in similar circumstances, enabling them to pursue education and future career opportunities despite adverse environmental and economic conditions.
Ultimately, Maja's ethical decision-making demonstrates resilience and foresight in navigating difficult choices during crisis, aiming not just for survival but for a sustainable path toward her envisioned future. 
Her story calls for empathy and systemic support to ensure that all young people can access education and realize their potential, even in challenging circumstances shaped by climate change.

3.2. EXAMPLE of another dilemma: "Balancing Heritage and Priorities: Ethical Choices in Times of Crisis"

Due to the recent earthquake and floods in their country, students have decided to apply for financial resources from the international community and seek support for the preservation of their devastated cultural heritage. Besides the monuments, museums, and artworks being destroyed, the Cultural Youth Centre where students had free dance, music, and drama classes is also heavily affected. Since many people lost their homes, all local resources are prioritized for urgent needs and shelters.
There is currently no awareness being raised about the loss of spaces for youth or the devastating impact of climate change on cultural events, practices, or cultural heritage.
Students aim to create a virtual museum presenting all the cultural heritage that existed before the earthquake and floods. They want to convey to the international community their concern for preserving their culture and supporting their development as artists, given the lack of free space for their classes. Selling "solidarity tickets" for online visits worldwide could enable them to raise funds for repairing the Youth Centre and long-term renovation of damaged cultural heritage.
A leading member of the group collected data and mapped the monuments, artifacts, and museums being destroyed or heavily affected, along with information about their Youth Centre. During his presentation of the mapping to other group members and preparation of the project application, Dimana, a student belonging to a minority group, raised concerns about missing data and the lack of visibility of cultural heritage related to her group.
Peter, another group member, responded, "Now is not the right time to present all the losses. Including all the data could make our idea appear overly demanding for financial support, potentially reducing our chances of receiving it. We believe it's important to act as one group and emphasize the losses of globally recognized monuments and art pieces from our cultural heritage. This approach would attract more attention and motivation to support our idea, enabling us to secure worldwide support for renovating all affected artifacts. Later, once we secure funding for the virtual museum, we can gather additional data on cultural artifacts related to your own group's heritage. Unfortunately, not many people worldwide are familiar with your culture, so they may not be interested in supporting it. Who knows when our Youth Centre will reopen?"

Questions for the students: Did Peter reacted in a right way to Dimanas comment, and was his proposal OK? 

Additional information for teachers, useful for dialogue with students during the process of resolving ethical dilemma described in workshop steps:


ANALYSE the Context:
Immediate vs. Long-term Needs:
Immediate Needs: Urgent resources are prioritized for shelter and basic necessities due to the earthquake and floods.
Long-term Needs: Preservation of cultural heritage and youth development through arts education are essential for community resilience and identity.

Cultural Heritage Representation:
Visible vs. Invisible Cultures: Dimana raises a valid concern about the underrepresentation of her minority group's cultural heritage in the proposed project.

Strategic Approach:
Focused vs. Inclusive Representation: Peter suggests focusing on globally recognized monuments and artifacts initially to attract attention and funding. He proposes expanding the project scope to include Dimana's cultural heritage once initial support is secured.

Analysis of Peter's Reaction:

a) If you believe that Peter's reaction was OK:
Reasons Supporting Peter's Reaction:
Practicality and Feasibility: Peter may argue that focusing on globally recognized cultural heritage increases the project's chances of attracting immediate attention and financial support from the international community.
Unity and Solidarity: Presenting a united front with a clear, focused message can enhance credibility and effectiveness in fundraising efforts.
Long-term Vision: Peter may believe that once initial funds are secured, there will be opportunities to expand the project to include the cultural heritage of Dimana's minority group.

Values Peter Might Be Protecting:
Efficiency: Maximizing impact with limited resources by focusing on the most recognizable and impactful cultural assets.
Unity: Ensuring cohesion and collective action within the group to strengthen their advocacy and fundraising efforts.
Pragmatism: Addressing immediate needs (like the Youth Centre) with a feasible plan that can attract support.

b) If you believe that Peter's reaction was not OK:
Reasons Peter's Reaction Might Not Be OK:
Exclusionary Practice: Ignoring Dimana's concerns about her minority group's cultural heritage could perpetuate marginalization and inequality within their own community.
Ethical Representation: Every cultural group deserves equal recognition and representation, especially in projects aimed at preserving cultural heritage.
Inclusivity: By prioritizing well-known monuments and artifacts, Peter's approach might inadvertently overlook the unique cultural contributions of lesser-known groups.

Values Peter Might Be Jeopardizing:
Equity: Fair treatment and representation of all cultural groups, regardless of their global recognition.
Diversity: Acknowledging and celebrating the richness of cultural diversity within their community and beyond.
Justice: Ensuring that all voices are heard and considered in decision-making processes, especially those representing marginalized communities.

Conclusion:
In ethical dilemmas like this, there are often tensions between immediate practicality and long-term inclusivity. While Peter's approach may seem pragmatic and strategic in the short term, it risks overlooking important ethical considerations regarding equity and representation. Balancing these concerns requires thoughtful dialogue and a commitment to inclusivity, ensuring that all cultural groups are given equal opportunities to preserve and promote their heritage. Ultimately, a project that embraces diversity and solidarity while addressing urgent needs can resonate more deeply and sustainably within both local and global communities.

4. Task for Teachers:
Objective: Create an ethical dilemma case study inspired by the two examples provided, focusing on complex decision-making in the face of adversity and competing priorities.

Instructions:

Background Setting: Choose a natural or man-made disaster scenario affecting a community. Describe the cultural, economic, and social impacts on individuals and families.

Characters and Challenges: Introduce key characters facing difficult decisions. Include details such as family dynamics, personal aspirations, and immediate survival needs.

Ethical Decision Points: 
Outline the dilemmas faced by the characters, emphasizing choices between:
· Education and economic survival
· Personal dreams and family responsibilities
· Short-term relief and long-term recovery strategies
Critical Reflection: 
Pose questions for discussion on ethical considerations:
· How should individuals balance personal aspirations with communal needs during crises?
· What factors should be prioritized in decision-making processes?
· How can communities ensure equitable support for all affected groups?

Conclusion and Learning Outcomes: Summarize the implications of the decisions made by the characters in your case study. Discuss the broader lessons on resilience, empathy, and ethical decision-making in challenging circumstances.

Submission Guidelines: Submit your case study in a structured format similar to the provided example, ensuring clarity, coherence, and ethical complexity in the narrative.

Evaluation Criteria: Cases will be evaluated based on:
· Clarity and depth of the ethical dilemma presented
· Realism and complexity of characters' motivations and actions
· Thoughtfulness in posing reflective questions for discussion
· Potential for generating meaningful dialogue on ethical considerations in crisis management
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