The article ‘Tragic Choices’ by Patrick J. Fitzgerald is an approach through which he sturdily endeavors to enlighten his readers how abruptly life can flip its coin. One has to make heartrending choices at such instances. He talks about intense, tight cornered conditions where one is left with no other choice but to put their or someone else’s life at risk. Fitzgerald particularly talks about the choices that can prove to be life taking.
 The name of the article well explains the depth and core of the author’s main argument.  He supports his theory with a few short examples which I will state later on. 
Furthermore, Fitzgerald talks about the relationship between law and morals. He explains how immorality can at times be a part of the law. He says that ethics and law are divergent. Law may not be there at times, but humanity consists. If one goes away from both, mankind can possibly go berserk and chances of crime are raised.

Fitzgerald explains the practicality of murder and that it is the deliberate killing of a person without any valid rationalization. He also takes about honor and revenge in a few of his examples.

I state two examples from Fitzgerald’s article for a better understanding of ‘tragic choices’. Marten Hartwell crashed his plane near Hottah Lake in the Northwestern Territories on November 8, 1972. His only source of food was the flesh of his companion. He chose to become a cannibal. (85)
In Europe, two mountaineers were climbing on the Alps, tied to the same rope. One of them tripped and fell from an inaccessible pike. After the fall, he was hanging helplessly at the end of the rope. The mountaineer on top decided to cut the rope and climb up because he couldn’t lift the fallen mountaineer back up, nor could he moved unless he did so. (85)
The author talks deeply about one particular illustration. This particular example talks about how tragic choices are handed over to the law. The law is then forced to handle and decide if violation of the law was committed because of these necessities and temptations. Fitzgerald also talks how morality and justice are related, in this specific example. A nineteenth century English case was so puzzling that a new law was enforced when the judge gave his verdict. Three sailors and a cabin boy were on a ship which hovered away from land for over twenty days. When they ran out of food and water, they decided to sacrifice one life to rescue the other three. The vulnerable cabin boy was chosen for this purpose by the will of the Captain Dudley and one of the two of the sailors, named Stephens. When they finally got help and were brought back to the land, law took over. The jury refused to give the verdict and left a judge responsible for this reason. The judge pronounced Stephens and Dudley guilty. The verdict’s basic argument was that the duty of the Captain of a ship is the protection of the passengers. In this case, the temptations that lead to the willful murder, was not an excuse. The judge believed that such a crime once accepted would open the gateway for other similar crimes to follow. The two sailors were sentenced to death. However, they received an official pardon and were released after six months of imprisonment. (85-89)
Another case that was stated in Fitzgerald’s article was about a British bomber who was gunned down and taken as a prisoner by Germany. Somehow he managed to escape and mad his way back to England. On his way, he killed several German soldiers everyday. 

At the end, the author talks about a Roman soldier who decided to commit suicide over being captured as a prisoner. (89)
I debate that Patrick J. Fitzgerald puts forward a few different statements for his readers. He uses a few different examples to support the messages he is trying to convey. He lays great stress on the fact that life is very unpredictable, and situations can take a turn within the flash of a second. (85)  The unfortunate death of Harsh in the case of the Mount Everest expedition sets a great example for this. Harsh was completely unaware a few seconds before he slipped, that he was on the road to destruction. (85) Another example can be taken from the case of the two mountaineers climbing in the Alps. The mountaineer who lost his life started his day off with a different mean. (85)
Fitzgerald questions “What if life really puts us on the spot and confronts us with a tragic choice?” (85)  I affirm that Fitzgerald’s article has a primary message. He states that sudden circumstances can put us on the spot and lead us to a situation where one has to make unwanted decisions. Fitzgerald tries to tell his readers that one can unexpectedly be obligated to make decisions, tragic ones in this matter. His examples fit best to support his usage of words for the title of his article. ‘Tragic Choices’, the name of the article reveals the author’s entire message to his readers. The article describes the moments when things go tremendously wrong and the only option left to choose is an awful one. Marten Hartwell decided to become a cannibal when he had no other source of feeding himself after the plane crash. The mountaineer had to cut the rope and let his companion die with his own hands. I’m sure these decisions were taken against their wills but life had brought them to a point where they were helpless. 
Another vital message that the author is trying to convey in his article reveals where he talks about the relationship between law and morality. “Sometimes the law is forced to deal with these tragic choices.”, (85) he says.

 This has clearly been stated in the Judge’s verdict to the Stephens and Dudley’s case. The judge says, “Though law and morality are not the same, and many things may be immoral which are not necessarily illegal” (86) I understand that the judges mean that at several instances, law approves of many depraved circumstances. Not necessarily does law have to be entirely based on morals. It is also explained in the judge’s verdict that even if a judge contemplates that punishment, in a particular case would be immoral; he has to abide by the law. This reduces the chances of uncontrolled amount of similar cruelty and crime, as said by the judge, “It is not suggested that in this particular case the deeds were “devilish”, but it is quite plain that such a principle once admitted might be made the legal cloak for unbridled passion and atrocious crime.” (87) This example explains that law and morality are dissimilar.

Necessities have been highly accentuated in Fitzgerald’s article. According to Fitzgerald, “Necessity knows no law” (88) One bound to a compulsion cannot be held accountable by the law. He further explains it by talking about the 1608’s Mouse’s Case, when the captain of the ship was obligated to throw cargo off the ship when it was hit by a blizzard, in order to save the passenger’s life.  

I affirm that I have given clear statements of the author’s primary message and the core of his argument.
 Having thought of Fitzgerald’s article critically and deeply, I definitely support his arguments. After carefully comprehending the meaning and purpose of the article, I have come to the conclusion that Fitzgerald stands perfect at his position. The examples stated in the article clearly indicate each and every message Fitzgerald is trying to convey to his readers. The methods he uses to identify the tragic choices when it comes to necessities make full sense. He communicates flawlessly and is successful in making complete sense out of his writing, with the accurate usage of examples. I can confidently say that the Dudley and Stephen case (85-89) reveals all the primary messages and the core of his argument.

Every other example is diverse in its own way and makes Fitzgerald’s position clear. He was positive in edifying the readers with knowledge about how law works with morals. He expressed basic dilemmas one can face in their normal life and how law interacts when one is obligated to make tragic choices. 
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