











The previous analysis combined with the analyses contained in the section V (Utilitarian
Arguments Regarding Duty to Retreat as the Ethically Ideal Law for Self-Defense) show that
Duty to Retreat is not the ethically ideal form of self-defense legislation. Moreover, they show
that Castle Doctrine is ethically preferable to Duty to Retreat based on a utilitarian analysis.

Now, I must compare Castle Doctrine and Stand Your Ground to determine which is in
fact the ethically ideal form of self-defense legislation using a utilitarian analysis. To do this, I
will compare the results of analyzing each law. For Stand Your Ground, I will use the results
shown in Figure 5. For Castle Doctrine, I will use the results depicted by Figure 7. For
convenience, these results have been collected below into Figure 9, which will be used for the

following analysis.

In comparing Stand Your Ground and Castle Doctrine, both have high likelihoods of

producing high levels of satisfaction. While Castle Doctrine has a high extension of satisfaction,
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Stand Your Ground’s extension of satisfaction is moderate. Although their results for satisfaction
are very similar, the results of dissatisfaction produced by Stand Your Ground and Castle
Doctrine vary substantially. Stand Your Ground has a high likelihood of high levels of
dissatisfaction while Castle Doctrine only has a moderate likelihood of low levels of
dissatisfaction. In addition, the extension of dissatisfaction of Castle Doctrine is lower that that
of Stand Your Ground. A comparison of these results shows that Castle Doctrine is ethically
preferable to Stand Your Ground due to its higher extension of satisfaction and its lower results

in all categories regarding the production of dissatisfaction.
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Conclusion

Duty to Retreat is too restrictive. From the above analysis of arguments in favor of Duty
to Retreat, Duty to Retreat is shown to have regulations that are strict to the point of minimizing
the satisfaction and, at times, increasing the dissatisfaction of the victims of attack who are
prohibited from protecting themselves from harm. The utilitarian arguments against maintaining
Duty to Retreat are stronger than those arguments on behalf of maintaining it.

Stand Your Ground provides enough leeway for abuse that it counteracts the benefits
gained by allowing more protections for the victims of attack who utilize self-defense. In the
case of Trayvon Martin, the law’s original intent was ignored in favor of a broader interpretation
of acceptable defense, which resulted in the production of a lot of dissatisfaction. Maintaining
Stand Your Ground laws is likely to produce similar dissatisfaction recurrently as a legal
precedent has been set that such abuse is permissible.

Castle Doctrine, however, allows further protections for those who act in self-defense
than Duty to Retreat, namely the freedom from retreat in the home, while still minimizing the
risk of misuse that Stand Your Ground exhibits. The satisfaction gained by Castle Doctrine
outweighs that of Duty to Retreat without providing unacceptable results regarding
dissatisfaction. The satisfaction provided by Castle Doctrine also rivals that of Stand Your
Ground, and the dissatisfaction of Castle Doctrine is less than that of Stand Your Ground.

Based on the above analysis, this paper asserts that Castle Doctrine is the ethically ideal
form of self-defense legislation for implementation into an American democratic system based
on the principles of utilitarianism. As such, it is the form that should be implemented throughout

the United States.
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