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Abstract
In Rowling’s Harry Potter and the Deathly Hallows, the employment of  unforgivable 
curses and other offensive magic creates ethical dilemma in the context of  combat and self-
defense. This shows that there is a tension between ideal ethical principles and real needs 
in self-defense efforts which also often occurs in the real world where considerations often 
experience a dilemma between punishment and human rights. This study seeks to examine 
the moral judgment regarding the use of  magic from the perspectives of  Deontology 
and Utilitarianism, as well as its impact on the moral decisions of  the main characters. 
This study employs qualitative methodologies and a textual analysis methodology, the 
theories of  Deontology, which examines morality based on universal obligations and 
principles, and Utilitarianism, which assesses morality based on the impact and benefits 
for a large number of  people. According to the findings, the Deontological perspective 
views Harry, Molly Weasley, Hermione, and Snape's usage of  unforgivable curses and 
offensive magic as a moral deviance, regardless of  the good intentions or advantages. 
Utilitarianism, on the other hand, defends these behaviors since they benefit the greater 
number of  people. This ethical dilemma highlights the conflict between the moral need 
to not injure others and the need to defend oneself  in battle situations.Furthermore, this 
research also identified Deontological exception which considering the alternative tool to 
reach goodness and Utilitarian Objection which considering long term effect.

Keywords: Individuation, Jungian Archetype, Leadership, Transformation, The Lion 
King
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INTRODUCTION
The Harry Potter series written by 

J.K. Rowling presents the fantasy life of  
a hidden magical world that also has its 
own culture, traditions and social  (Zivi-
le & Dovile, 2023). In the magical world, 
magic is used for various things, including 
self-defense and attacking opponents. 
Furthermore, this series tells the story of  
an orphan named Harry James Potter who 

discovers his identity as a wizard and at-
tends Hogwarts. In the course of  the story, 
love, friendship, the battle between good 
and evil, are shown which makes it suitab-
le for reading by anyone at any time (Coy, 
2025; Metla, Devi, & Yu, 2024). Further-
more, the peak of  the Harry Potter story 
is the outbreak of  the magical war between 
evil and good which is told in the book 
Harry Potter and the Deadly Hallows (Los, 
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2008). These events emphasize the values 
of  mortality, sacrifice, acceptance, courage, 
loyalty, and the victory of  good over evil 
(Hennequin, 2013). 

 In this war situation, magicians use 
defensive and offensive magic. Defensive 
magic is a spell used to protect and ward 
off  danger (Augé, 2020; Tlusty, 2019). This 
type of  spell is usually used by Harry Potter 
and members of  the Order of  the Phoenix, 
for example the Protego spell which is used 
to create a protective shield and Expelliar-
mus which is used to disarm an opponent. 
Meanwhile, offensive magic is a spell that is 
aggressive and cast to torture and defeat an 
opponent (Harari, 2017; Wade, 2016). This 
type of  spell is usually used by Voldemort 
and the Death Eater members. An example 
is the Avada Kedavra spell which is used 
to kill. Furthermore, the use of  defensive 
and offensive magic raises ethical dilem-
mas. Although the moral boundaries bet-
ween the two seem clear, these boundaries 
become blurred when soldiers, in this con-
text magicians, are faced with the need for 
self-defense and protection of  others from 
potential harm that may be caused by the 
spells used (Schulzke, 2013). Individual va-
lues regarding this matter lead to a comp-
licated ethical landscape regarding the use 
of  magic. For example, Harry Potter prio-
ritizes non-lethal spells; thus, using disar-
ming spells more often even when facing 
Vordemord (Metla & Devi, 2024). Besides, 
Molly Weasley used offensive magic to kill 
Bellatrix Lestrange to protect her daughter 
(O’Brian, 2020. This situation might be jus-
tified by considerations of  gaining a greater 
good (Sinclair, 2014). Similar situations also 
often occur in the real world, for example 
in efforts to fight terrorists (Caron, 2023). 

This dilemmatic phenomenon can be 
studied more deeply using two normative 
ethical perspectives, namely Deontology 
and Utilitarianism. Deontology, according 

to Immanuel Kant, is a normative ethics 
that assesses  things based on compliance 
with rules, responsibilities and obligations 
(JA & Rodríguez-Peña, 2019; Arneson, 
2018; Schmidt, 2014). This ethics views 
that the rightness or wrongness of  an ac-
tion is regardless of  the consequences. In 
other words, actions are judged based on 
their alignment with established rules and 
responsibilities, not on what results from 
the action (Kearns, 2017). For example, 
if  someone is placed in a situation where 
he has to save innocent people by killing 
them, then according to Deontological 
ethics this action cannot be justified and 
that person should not kill innocent people 
regardless of  the consequences (Rawling, 
2023). On the other hand, Utilitarianism 
ethics, according to Jeremy Bentham, as-
sesses an action based on its consequences, 
namely the extent to which an action has 
an impact on human goodness and welfa-
re (Rahman & Maulana, 2023). To put it 
another way, The main principle of  Utilita-
rianism morally justifies an action based on 
the greatest impact for the greatest num-
ber (Remy, 2016) because achieving the 
intended results serves as the foundation 
for determining the morality of  an activity 
since it is independent of  the nature of  the 
action itself  (Ozolins, 2015). Furthermore, 
Studies show that utilitarian judgments in 
personal moral dilemmas are influenced by 
greater emotional salience and cognitive 
demands. This implies that the emotional 
burden that is the direct cause of  loss can 
hinder utilitarian decision making (Kusev, 
Van Schaik, Alzahrani, Lonigro, Purser, 
2016). For example, in the previous examp-
le, utilitarianism would justify killing inno-
cent people if  it would actually have a bet-
ter impact (Rawling, 2023). Based on the 
explanation above, the case of  using magic 
in the second paragraph can be justified or 
not.
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Apart from that, an in-depth analysis 
of  the ethical dilemmas in the use of  magic 
is an interesting study, because it has rele-
vance to real life cases. For example, the 
events of  the formation of  Dumbledore’s 
Army and the Order of  the Phoenix, and 
the resistance to corrupt ministries and 
Voldemort’s oppressive regime can be 
compared to the tactics of  World War II 
and the US Civil Rights fight for justice 
which invites moral dilemmas when using 
strategies of  war and disguise (Sutton-
Ramspeck, 2023). Apart from that, animal 
stewardship in protecting and preserving 
magical creatures or fantastic beasts in the 
wizarding world also triggers ethical anxie-
ty due to the clash between animal con-
servation and the concept of  monstrosity 
(Dendle, 2008). This phenomenon also of-
ten occurs in the real world where success 
and hypocrisy between human relations 
and nature clash.

Furthermore, there are several pre-
vious studies related to this research which 
are divided into several categories. The first 
is related to the wizarding war. Research in 
this category finds that there are two visi-
ons of  peace, namely idealist-liberal peace 
driven by elites centered on war and just 
institutions, and gender relational peace 
rooted in love and non-violence (McEvoy-
Levy, 2018), violations of  the use of  magic 
aimed at fighting systemic evil and rela-
ted to World War II strategy and human 
rights in the US (Sutton-Ramspeck, 2023), 
and criticism of  the limitation of  charac-
ter agency in a decision by Dumbledore to 
Harry Potter and more. suggests coopera-
tive strategies and collective empowerment 
(Seymor, 2017). The second category is 
linguistic analysis in the seventh novel. Re-
lated research found that translators used 
paraphrase, idiomatic translation, and li-
teral translation in translating the seventh 
novel (Stephanie & Hadi, 2024), there were 

48 illocutionary acts, with 48% direction, 
25% assertiveness, 15% expressiveness, 
and 13% commissive attitude (Camelia, 
Suastini, & Ayomi, 2023), and six types of  
figurative language used, namely simile 28, 
metaphor 27, hyperbole 20, idiom 13, per-
sonification 6, and proverb 4 (Rahmawati, 
Rangkuti, & Radiyanti, 2021). The third ca-
tegory is related to immortality, fear, and 
death in the world of  magic. Research in 
this category finds that Harry Potter offers 
a complex depiction of  death by linking the 
deaths of  important characters to symbolic 
and spatial contexts and connecting mo-
dern concerns about transhumanism, dea-
th and biblical references as well as Renais-
sance literature (Dunne, 2023; Mackenzie, 
2019; Alderete-Diez, 2019), the change in 
magic from Horcruxes and Hallows, which 
represented the conflict between good and 
evil, to the teachings of  Albus Dumbledo-
re, which that real power is found outside 
of  magic (Petrina, 2022; Aristo, & Sijono, 
2018). Briefly, previous studies discuss wi-
zarding war, linguistic elements, and the 
complexity of  life and death in the wizar-
ding world. 

Coupled with that, it can be seen that 
previous studies have not specifically dis-
cussed the ethical dilemma in the use of  
defensive and offensive magic in wizarding 
war. Therefore, this research will describe 
the ethical dilemma in the use of  defensi-
ve and offensive magic during wizarding 
war. This research is interesting to conduct 
because literature’s ability to depict moral 
circumstances, issues, and conundrums, it 
is a useful medium for philosophical in-
quiry and ethical education (Muller, 2016). 
Moreover, Harry Potter and The Deadly 
Hallows explores complex moral decisi-
ons where characters are often confronted 
with potentially positive moral ambiguities, 
each of  which has its own moral justifica-
tion (Bak, 2013; Gardner & Macky, 2012). 
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In addition, a broader understanding of  
the normative ethical perspective is needed 
to deal with ethical dilemma situations in 
real conflicts (Schulzke, 2013) which often 
also involve political factors, where choi-
ces must take into account social and legal 
constraints (Clark, 2017 Asal & Schulzke, 
2012).

METHOD
This research is a literary criticism 

research because it analyzes literary works. 
As Van Rees (1983) stated, literary criticism 
is the practice of  reading literary works cri-
tically in order to comprehend, appraise, 
and evaluate. In addition, this study emp-
loys qualitative methodologies with tex-
tual data (Pratama & Hanum, 2019). The 
data source is the novel  Harry Potter and 
the Deadly Hallows, written by J.K Row-
ling in 2007 in Portable Document Format 
(PDF). Moreover, because literary studies 
involve scientific research, theory is neces-
sary (Ambarini, Harjito, and Umaya, 2010). 
Therefore, this research applied Deontolo-
gy by Immanuel Kant and Utilitarianism by 
Jeremy Betham. These two ethical stances 
will be used to examine the categories of  
ethical dilemmas, namely, Means vs Ends, 
Moral Absolutism vs Moral Relativism, In-
tent vs Consequence. 

On the top of  that, to achieve the 
objective of  this research, the data will be 
collected through several stages. First, re-
searchers employ close reading strategies 
to comprehend the novel Harry Potter and 
the Deadly Hallows. Next, researcher iden-
tified words, phrases and sentences that de-
monstrated ethical dilemma. Then, resear-
cher does a note-taking for words, phrases 
and sentences that showed ethical dilem-
ma. After that, the data will be categorized 
based on the ethical dilemmas arose, na-
mely, Means vs Ends, Moral Absolutism vs 
Moral Relativism, Intent vs Consequence. 

Next, the data that has been collected will 
be analyzed through several stages. Resear-
chers analyze, interpret and describe data 
related to ethical dilemma based on the 
theory used. To ensure the validity of  the 
results, the researcher used triangulation by 
using various sources such as textual evi-
dence, secondary literature, philosophical 
texts to verify the interpretation. In additi-
on, the researcher also defined Deontology 
and Utilitarianism clearly and applied them 
consistently across the examples. Further-
more, to ensure reliability, the researcher 
uses a coding framework to categorize the 
quotes based on ethical dilemmas which 
will be analyzed based on two ethical stan-
ces. Then, the researcher made a conclusi-
on as a summary of  the discussion.

FINDING AND DISCUSSION
In this chapter, researchers will desc-

ribe the ethical dilemma of  using offensi-
ve magic. To do this, researchers will study 
using Deontology and Utilitarianism. Furt-
hermore, the researcher presents five data 
representing the use of  offensive magic 
which will be interpreted and studied be-
low in three subchapters.

Means vs Ends
This ethical category investigated 

whether an action was justified based on 
the result (Ends) or the media (means). The 
analysis and discussion will be explained in 
detail below. 

“You — will — never — touch — our — 
children — again!” screamed Mrs Weasley....Molly’s 
curse soared beneath Bellatrix’s outstretched arm and 
hit her squarely in the chest, directly over her heart. 
(Rowling, 2007: 235-236)

The quote above shows the events 
when Molly Weasley fought Belatrix Lest-
range. The context in this quote is a situati-
on where during the war at Hogwarts, Bel-
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latrix almost hit Ginny Weasley with a fatal 
attack. In this regard, the character Molly 
Weasley, who is always depicted as a loving 
mother throughout the story, in this quote, 
is described as having the courage to attack 
Bellatrix. The action taken reflects anger 
and also an attempt to protect a mother to-
wards her children. The use of  a hyphen (-) 
shows Molly’s emotional emphasis. Furt-
hermore, the word “Never” is a form of  
confirmation to Bellarix that he will truly 
never be able to touch his children again. 
Then the use of  the diction “our children” 
indicates that Molly not only protects Gin-
ny Weasley but also Hogwarts students as 
a whole. Furthermore, the word “soared” 
indicates that the curse or spell that Molly 
directed at Bellatrix was a strong curse and 
shot quickly. Although it is not specifically 
stated what spell was used, this attack could 
be a symbol where Bellatrix, who fought 
out of  loyalty to Voldemort, was defeated 
and killed with a mother’s love.

The phenomenon of  using offensi-
ve magic above raises an ethical dilemma. 
From a deontological perspective which 
prioritizes adherence to moral values 
(Kearns, 2017), Molly’s murder of  Bellatrix 
Lestrange cannot be justified even though 
it was followed by good intentions or a 
greater good impact. Moreover, Molly is a 
witch who strictly adheres to the principles 
of  using the unforgivable curse (Archer, 
2015), which means killing a criminal like 
Bellatrix Lestrange is not the right action. 
Moreover, the wizarding world itself  has 
established laws on the use of  unforgivable 
curses, which means that there are actual-
ly strict limits on the use of  these spells. 
Furthermore, the dilemma deepens when 
this principle is faced with a war situation 
such as the context of  the quote above. 
Although in war moral rules often shift 
and actions that deviate from morals can 
be considered to maintain life, the Deonto-

logical perspective is still faced with inter-
nal contradictions. Moreover, the murder 
of  Bellatrix Lestrange by Molly Weasley 
was based on anger and revenge. This ref-
lects that killing a criminal driven by emo-
tion or desire to punish the crime cannot 
be justified based on Deontology. Furt-
hermore, Kant stated that right actions are 
not always actions that can be made into 
universal laws (Rawling, 2023). If  killing is 
permitted in extreme situations then this is 
the same as allowing someone to kill at any 
time if  they feel threatened and that creates 
moral chaos that undermines the universal 
concept (Idem). In short, from a Deonto-
logical perspective, moral deviation cannot 
be justified regardless of  the reasons and 
good impacts.

Meanwhile, from a Utilitarian 
perspective, Molly Weasley’s actions might 
be justified. Examined again, Utilitarianism, 
according to Jeremy Bentham, assesses an 
action based on its consequences, namely 
the extent to which an action has an impact 
on human goodness and welfare (Rahman 
& Maulana, 2023). To put it differently, if  
the positive impact of  an action is greater 
than the negative impact, then the action 
can be considered ethical. In this case, we 
must first look at the impact of  Molly’s 
actions before deciding whether these ac-
tions can be considered morally right from 
a utilitarian point of  view. The consequen-
ces of  Molly’s actions can be considered to 
have a greater good impact, namely elimi-
nating the threat of  Bellatrix Lestrage, an 
evil witch who was a follower of  Volde-
mort who tortured people who disagreed 
with her, to Ginny and also the Hogwarts 
students. In this case, considering the many 
people who benefited from Bellatrix’s dea-
th, it could be said that Molly’s actions had 
a greater good impact than the bad im-
pact. Nevertheless, Utilitarianism requires 
a broader examination that includes the 
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psychological and emotional impact of  
such actions (Kusev, Van Schaik, Alzahra-
ni, Lonigro, Purser, 2016). Killing Bellatrix 
could be seen as an act that saved the lives 
of  many people, but it may have also caus-
ed emotional damage to Molly herself. Ho-
wever, if  examined based on the data and 
interpretation above, Molly did not show 
any panic or trauma after killing Bellatrix 
Lestrange, but rather a feeling of  relief  at 
having gotten rid of  the threat from Ginny 
Weasley and the Hogwarts students who 
were considered her children. Thus, Molly 
Weasley’s actions can be justified from the 
perspective of  Utilitarianism.

However, from the two perspecti-
ve above, it arises a possible exception in 
Deontology and objection in Utilitarinism. 
As one of  norm perspective, certainly, its 
should consider one’s life as it is also im-
moral to allow a loss of  life.  Because of  
that, Deontology should has an excepti-
on and be not too rigid to one parameter 
of  moral. It aligns with the statement of  
Schmidt (2014) who stated that it should 
allow rule-breaking in extreme situati-
on. Additionally, Bellatrix presence in the 
middle of  Hogwart’s students is clearly  
dangerous as it can cause fatal outcomes. 
Moreover, the power of  magic possessed 
by Bellatrix is more powerful than the stu-
dentsis considered immoral.  It is stated 
that in a warfare, the stronger entities are 
violent the humanitarian prinsip when 
they brutality attack the weak ones (Honig 
& Reichard, 2018). From the explanation 
above, it means that it is justified if  Molly’s 
action towards Bellatrix Lestrange is the 
only way to prevent fatal outcomes. This 
justification is not based on the considering 
of  better outcomes or effect, but because 
the action is a pasrt of  moral duty. On the 
other side, there is an objection in Utilita-
rianism. This kind of  objection is related 
to the psychological effect for Molly. If  

she suffers trauma after killing Bellatrix or 
makes others feel that killing is acceptable, 
this action cannot be justified even-though 
bringing a greater good. However, the data 
shows that Molly doesn’t experience such a 
situation. In short, this dilemma situation 
shows that Deontology is not too rigid and 
Utilitarianism does not always depend on a 
greater outcomes; thus, morality should be 
considered based on several aspects men-
tioned. 

Moral Absolutism vs Moral Relativism                                                                                                                                       
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       

This category studies whether moral 
rules are fixed and universal (moral absolu-
tism) or can change based on circumstan-
ces (moral relativism). The analysis and 
discussion will be explained in detail below. 

“As Amycus spun around, Harry 
shouted, “Crucio!” The Death Eater was 
lifted off  his feet. He writhed through the 
air like a drowning man, thrashing and 
howling in pain,….” (Rowling, 2007: 433)

The quote above shows an incident 
where Harry used the Cruciatus Curse to 
attack Amycus Carrow who was about to 
attack Professor McGonagall at Hogwarts. 
From the type of  spell he cast, Harry’s 
emotional change and anger towards the 
Daeth Eater was visible because Harry, 
who usually avoided using unforgivable 
magic, this time attacked Amycus, a Death 
Eater who often punished Hogwarts stu-
dents, using one of  the unforgivable spells. 
What’s more, he did it with true intentions. 
This quote also, indirectly, shows the blur-
ring of  moral boundaries in war because 
the cruciatus curse is an unforgivable ma-
gic, and of  course, its effect on Amycus 
is also very severe, namely Amycus loses 
control of  his body because he feels un-
bearable pain. This is shown by the use of  
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the diction “Writhed” and “Thrastung” 
which describe his body’s expression when 
he is in pain. In addition, the phrases “Like 
a drowning man” and “Howling in pain”, 
indirectly, describe the power of  this curse 
and the suffering experienced by Amycus 
who was drowning in a sea of  pain.

The above interpretation indicates an 
ethical dilemma in Harry Potter’s use of  
the Cruciatus Curse on Amycus Carrow. 
From the perspective of  Kantian Ethics or 
Deontology which upholds universal mo-
rals without considering the context and 
resulting effects (Kearns, 2017). The uni-
versal moral in this context is the firm pro-
hibition by the Ministry of  Magic on the 
use of  unforgivable curses (Archer, 2015), 
namely the Cruciatus Curse to torture op-
ponents. Based on this statement, Harry’s 
actions cannot be justified even though he 
intended to help Professor McGonagal. 
This is because in Kant’s perspective, if  so-
meone is allowed to use magic to torture an 
opponent when they feel threatened, then 
indirectly the moral prohibition against this 
will collapse (Rawling, 2023). Thus, Harry’s 
actions can be assessed as a deviation from 
the moral value that torture is not justified 
under any circumstances. The ethical di-
lemma in the data above is magnified by 
the situation or context of  the war against 
Death Eaters which allows universal rules 
to be blurred. However, any extreme con-
dition does not justify an act of  torture in 
Deontology. Even though Harry was in a 
condition to paralyze Amycus, the use of  
torture spells was still not permitted assu-
ming Harry could use defensive spells to 
incapacitate him. In short, Harry’s actions 
cannot be justified from a Deontology 
perspective.

Furthermore, in the Utilitarianism 
perspective according to Jeremy Bentham, 
actions are assessed based on the good 
impact they produce, not like Deontology 

which bases it on universal morals (Rahman 
& Maulana, 2023). In other words, actions 
that are considered correct by the Utilitari-
an perspective are actions that bring great 
impacts or benefits to as many people as 
possible. Based on this statement, Harry’s 
use of  the Cruciatus Curse spell is morally 
defensible provided that this action provi-
des greater benefits than the harm. If  exa-
mined more deeply, the target of  Harry’s 
spell was Amycus Carrow, a Death Eater 
who had tortured many Hogwarts students, 
who at that time threatened the safety of  
Professor McGonagall. In this context, 
Harry paralyzes Amycus Carrow using the 
Cruciatus Curse spell to protect the profes-
sor and the people around him. Based on 
this explanation, Harry’s actions brought 
great benefits, namely saving the lives of  
the Master and his other friends and it is 
considered that these benefits are greater 
than the suffering of  one individual. Addi-
tionally, the use of  the Cruciatus Curse is 
considered more effective in emergencies 
considering that Harry did not find a more 
moral way to incapacitate Amycus. Moreo-
ver, Utilitarianism also considers long-term 
psychological consequences (Kusev, Van 
Schaik, Alzahrani, Lonigro, Purser, 2016). 
If  examined further, this action has saved 
the lives of  many people which will cer-
tainly bring relief  to the parents of  these 
Hogwarts students as well as relief  to Har-
ry and the other students over the safety of  
Professor McGonagall. Moreover, in this 
quote or in the novel there is no explana-
tion regarding the negative psychological 
effects experienced by Harry after using 
the spell; So, this action can be justified. In 
short, from the perspective of  Utilitaria-
nism, Harry’s actions towards Amycus can 
be justified by considering the physical and 
psychological benefits.

However, from the two perspecti-
ve above, it arises a possible exception in 
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Deontology and objection in Utilitarinism. 
As one of  norm perspective, certainly, its 
should consider one’s life as it is also im-
moral to allow a loss of  life.  Because of  
that, Deontology should has an excepti-
on and be not too rigid to one parameter 
of  moral. It aligns with the statement of  
Schmidt (2014) who stated that it should 
allow rule-breaking in extreme situation. 
In the beginning, Harry believes that it is 
wrong to use the unforgivable curse, but he 
adjusted his moral stance for self-defence 
in a desperate situation. If  Harry refuses 
to use Crucio, it can be considered immo-
ral as it means allowing the death eaters to 
cause harm or kill them and causes a fa-
tal outcomes in Hogwarts. It means that 
the Amycus’ presence in the middle of  
Hogwart’s students is clearly  dangerous 
as it can cause fatal outcomes. Moreover, 
the power of  magic possessed by Amycus 
is more powerful than the students. This 
battle is considered immoral. It is stated 
that in a warfare, the stronger entities are 
violent the humanitarian prinsip when 
they brutality attack the weak ones (Honig 
& Reichard, 2018). From the explanation 
above, it means that it is justified if  Harry’s 
action towards Amycus is the only way to 
prevent fatal outcomes. This justification 
is not based on the considering of  better 
outcomes or effect, but because the acti-
on is a part of  moral duty. In other words, 
moraliy is the primary intent while harm is 
a secondary effect. On the other side, there 
is an objection in Utilitarianism. This kind 
of  objection is related to the psychological 
effect for Harr. If  she suffers trauma after 
applying Imperius Curse or makes others 
feel that harming is acceptable, this action 
cannot be justified even-though bringing 
a greater good. However, the data shows 
that Harry doesn’t experience such a situa-
tion. In short, this dilemma situation shows 
that Deontology is not always strict to the 

rules and Utilitarianism does not always 
prioritize a greater outcomes; thus, mora-
lity should be considered based on several 
aspects mentioned. 

Harry pointed his wand at Travers. 
“Imperio!” The wizard turned and set off  
along the dark track at a smart pace. “What 
are you making him do?” (Rowling, 2007: 
390)

The quote above shows an event that 
occurred when Harry, Ron, and Hermione 
were at Gringotts Bank, where the wizards’ 
wealth was stored, to sneak into Bellatrix 
Lestrange’s vault to find Horcruxes. At that 
time, it turned out that Travers, a Death 
Eater, was also there, which meant that his 
presence threatened Harry, Ron, and Her-
mione because he might alert other Death 
Eaters. To prevent this, Harry, who usually 
refuses to use the unforgivable curse, now 
uses it as a self-defense strategy. The phrase 
“Pointed his wand” shows that Harry really 
intended and was in full consciousness to 
use the unforgivable curse magic, Imperius 
Curse. Impero is dark magic used to cont-
rol a target’s mind and body. As a result of  
this magic, the Travels became obedient to 
Harry’s orders and wishes and guided them 
through “The dark track” in “Smart pace”. 
In this situation, literally, ‘The Dark Track’ 
can be interpreted as a dark passage or path 
to Bellatrix Lestrange’s vault. However, this 
can also be interpreted as Harry Potter’s 
moral journey becoming increasingly gray 
in the use of  the unforgivable curse. Furt-
hermore, the sentence “What are you ma-
king him do?” which Harry’s friend raises, 
indirectly, also shows moral doubts that 
can still be questioned even in the situati-
on of  surviving the Death Eaters. In other 
words, the use of  an unforgivable curse can 
still be ethically questionable even in defen-
sive conditions.
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The incident above, indirectly, shows 

the existence of  an ethical dilemma. Based 
on the Deontology perspective by Immanu-
el Kant, the morality of  an action is deter-
mined by its conformity to existing univer-
sal moral principles (Kearns, 2017). In this 
context, the Imperius Curse is an unforgi-
vable curse, which means dark magic that 
cannot be used because it is considered de-
viant from morals under any circumstances 
in accordance with Ministry of  Magic regu-
lations (Archer, 2015). Harry Potter’s use 
of  Imperius, according to this perspective, 
is considered immoral because it violates 
the principle of  individual freedom, name-
ly eliminating the freedom to act based on 
one’s own wishes. Kant argues that humans 
must be given the freedom to act according 
to their wishes. In other words, humans are 
the end, not the means. By using the Im-
perius Curse on Travers, Harry Potter has 
manipulated Travers’ mind and body and 
made her a tool to achieve his own goals, 
which are contrary to Deontological mo-
rals. An ethical dilemma also arises because 
in this quote, Harry is in a threatened con-
dition. However, morality in this perspec-
tive cannot be compromised and strictly 
speaking the use of  the Imperius Curse is 
considered to violate ethics. This is because 
according to Kant, if  its use is permitted in 
one situation, it will break down the mo-
ral barriers to the use of  magic in various 
other situations. Apart from that, the rules 
against the Imperius Curse spell will lose 
their meaning. Unlike utilitarianism, Deon-
tology assumes that the consequences of  
an action have nothing to do with morality. 
So, even though Harry used this forbidden 
spell to help his friends and as a form of  
self-defense, it was still considered a wrong 
and moral violation. In short, the act of  
using the Imperius Curse is unacceptable 
in the view of  Deontology.

In contrast to the Deontology 

perspective, Utilitarianism, according to 
Betham, considers morality based on the 
resulting consequences (Rahman & Maula-
na, 2023). If  the benefits are greater than 
the losses experienced, then the action can 
be considered a moral action. In this situ-
ation, Harry’s use of  the Imperius Curse 
can be studied more deeply. From the data 
above it can be seen that using this for-
bidden spell is a form of  prevention and 
self-defense from Travers, a Death Eater 
who has the possibility of  informing ot-
her Death Eaters about their whereabouts, 
which would result in the failure of  the 
horcrux search mission and even death for 
the three of  them. By using this spell, Har-
ry can ensure that his mission to destroy 
the Horcruxes can be carried out proper-
ly, which is an important step in defeating 
Lord Voldemort and saving the wizarding 
world. If  we look at this case, the benefits 
obtained from using this spell are greater 
than the losses experienced by one indivi-
dual, namely Travers. What’s more, Imperi-
us Curse does not have an extreme physical 
impact on its target but only makes the vic-
tim lose control of  himself  without feeling 
the slightest pain or physical trauma. The-
refore, the Utilitarianism perspective can 
still justify these smaller negative effects. 
Furthermore, in connection with Utilita-
rianism which also considers the psycho-
logical impact (Kusev, Van Schaik, Alzah-
rani, Lonigro, Purser, 2016), it is necessary 
to study the psychological impact on both 
Harry and Travers. It is not explained in the 
data above or the explanation in the novel 
that Harry had a bad psychological impact 
in the long term, as did Travers. Overall, 
Harry’s actions using Imperio magic can be 
justified from a Utilitarianism perspective.

However, from the two perspecti-
ve above, it arises a possible exception in 
Deontology and objection in Utilitarinism. 
As one of  norm perspective, certainly, its 



59
Philosophica Vol. 8 No. 1, Juni 2025

should consider one’s life as it is also immo-
ral to allow a loss of  life.  Because of  that, 
Deontology should has an exception and 
be not too rigid to one parameter of  mo-
ral. It aligns with the statement of  Schmidt 
(2014) who stated that it should allow rule-
breaking in extreme situation. In the begin-
ning, Harry believes that it is wrong to use 
the unforgivable curse, but he adjusted his 
moral stance for self-defence in a desperate 
situation. If  Harry refuses to use Imperi-
us Curse, it can be considered immoral as 
it means allowing the death eaters to kill 
them and causes a fatal outcomes in Hog-
warts. It means that the death eaters’ pre-
sence in the middle of  Hogwart’s students 
is clearly  dangerous as it can cause fatal 
outcomes. Moreover, the power of  magic 
possessed by them is more powerful than 
the students. This battle is considered im-
moral. It is stated that in a warfare, the st-
ronger entities are violent the humanitarian 
prinsip when they brutality attack the weak 
ones (Honig & Reichard, 2018). From the 
explanation above, it means that it is justi-
fied if  Harry’s action towards Travers is the 
only way to prevent fatal outcomes. This 
justification is not based on the considering 
of  better outcomes or effect, but because 
the action is a part of  moral duty. In ot-
her words, moraliy is the primary intent 
while harm is a secondary effect. On the 
other side, there is an objection in Utilita-
rianism. This kind of  objection is related to 
the psychological effect for Harry suffers 
trauma after applying Imperiatus Curse or 
makes others feel that killing is acceptable, 
this action cannot be justified even-though 
bringing a greater good. However, the data 
shows that Harry doesn’t experience such 
a situation. In short, this dilemma situation 
shows that Deontology is not always strict 
to the rules and Utilitarianism does not al-
ways prioritize a greater outcomes; therefo-
re, morality should be considered based on 

several aspects mentioned. 

“….and yelled, “Confringo!” He 
knew a dreadful, gut-wrenching pang for 
Hedwig as it exploded; the Death Eater 
nearest it was blasted off  his broom and 
fell from sight; his companion fell back and 
vanished.  (Rowling, 2007: 47)

“The snake lunged as he took a run-
ning leap, dragging Hermione with him; 
as it struck, Hermione screamed, “Con-
fringo!” and her spell flew around the 
room, exploding the wardrobe mirror and 
ricocheting back at them, bouncing from 
floor to ceiling;….”  (Rowling, 2007: 252)

The first quote above shows the in-
cident when Harry and members of  the 
Order of  the Phoenix escaped from the 
private drive to the Burow. At that time, 
Harry and Hagrid flew using Sirrius Black’s 
motorbike as one of  the seven Potter 
strategies to trick the Dead Eaters. This 
threatening condition prompted Harry to 
launch an attack on the Death Eaters by 
casting the “Confringo” spell. This is a 
spell to explode the target object. This is 
confirmed by the phrases “As it exploded”, 
“blasted off  his broom”, “fell from sight” 
and “vanished”, which can reflect how ob-
jects explode when hit by the “Confringo” 
spell and the effectiveness of  this spell 
in eliminating opponents in battle. Furt-
hermore, the word “Yelled” shows that 
Harry’s actions contain an impulsive nature 
driven by emotional stress due to the death 
of  Hedwig, his pet owl, who was killed by 
the Death Eaters. This event can not only 
be interpreted literally but also symbolical-
ly, namely the end of  Harry’s childhood 
which was destroyed along with Hedwig’s 
death. Moreover, the phrase “…a dreadful, 
gut-wrenching pang….” truly reflects the 
emotional pain of  losing her pet. Then, the 
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use of  conflict in the situation shows that 
Harry is not only protecting himself  but 
actually attacking the Death Eaters.

The second quote above tells of  an 
event where Harry and Hermione went 
to Godric’s Hollow to look for informa-
tion about the sword of  Gryffindor and 
horcruxes. At that place, they met Bathil-
da Bagshot. However, what they met was 
not Bathilda’s true self  because her body 
and mind had been controlled by Volde-
mort and had hidden Nagini in his body. 
When Harry and Hermione were off  
guard, Nagini, Voldemort’s horcrux snake, 
immediately attacked aggressively. Furt-
hermore, in this quote it is also seen that 
the sudden attack caused panic, especially 
in Harry who was completely unprepared 
for such a situation; Thus, he didn’t have 
time to think and could only take Hermio-
ne away with him quickly. In this panicked 
atmosphere, Hermione reflexively used 
the magic “Confringo”, which is a magic 
that causes a large explosion. The effect 
of  this spell can be seen by a large explo-
sion from “the wardrop mirror”, which is 
very dangerous if  used carelessly. The use 
of  this magic shows Hermione’s defensive 
or survival instincts. Apart from that, this 
also shows Hermione’s dexterity and intel-
ligence to survive even under pressure due 
to a direct Horcrux attack, even though her 
reflexes made her unable to successfully at-
tack Nagini’s Horcrux. 

The ethical dilemma in the quote abo-
ve can be explored through the perspective 
of  Deontology and Utilitarianism. In a De-
ontological perspective, good impacts are 
not considered as justification for an action 
(Kearns, 2017). In the first data, Confrin-
go, an explosive spell, was used by Harry 
Potter not only as a form of  self-defense, 
but also as a form of  attack with the aim 
of  injuring an opponent due to emotional 
impulses over the loss of  Hedwig. This can 

be interpreted as a moral deviation because 
the attack was not based on clear ethical 
principles, but rather a desire for revenge. 
Moreover, the sanctity of  life is the main 
priority in the Deontology perspective, 
even in the context of  war. Thus, the use 
of  Confringo which can injure opponents 
and cause death cannot be justified. Furt-
hermore, the second data illustrates that 
Hermione used the Confringo spell purely 
for self-protection without being driven by 
anger or the intention to harm others. This 
allows his actions to be accepted by Deon-
tology. However, uncontrolled use can lead 
to greater consequences and severe destruc-
tion. This causes a dilemma whether it can 
be justified deontologically or not because 
in this perspective good intentions alone 
are not enough but must be accompanied 
by actions that stick to the universal norm. 
In short, from a Deontological perspective, 
actions are evaluated based on strict ethical 
standards, meaning that violence can only 
be justified if  it fully adheres to universal 
moral principles. Harry violates this prin-
ciple because of  his emotional impulses 
and offensive motives, whereas Hermione 
occupies a gray area: her actions are defen-
sive, but still pose a great risk.

In contrast, in Utilitarianism, the 
morality of  an action is determined by 
the end result, namely how much benefit 
it produces compared to the losses (Rah-
man & Maulana, 2023). In the first quote 
Harry casts a conflict spell with the aim of  
getting rid of  the Death Eater which has 
the potential to threaten his and Hagrid’s 
lives. In this case, the rescue action can be 
justified because the number of  lives sa-
ved compared to the lives threatened by 
the explosion is greater. Moreover, dea-
th and Eater are very commensurate with 
the amount that must be saved, even the 
loss of  death is not greater than the be-
nefit. Furthermore, Harry did not suffer 
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any significant psychological impact so the 
emotional consequences do not need to 
be considered. Furthermore, in the second 
quote, the Confringo spell is used by Her-
mione to save lives or survive. In this case 
it can be interpreted that the benefits are 
far greater than the resulting losses. In this 
situation, opting for Confringo was not so-
lely a defensive tactic; it was also a calcu-
lated decision that took into account the 
long-term effects on their safety. If  magic 
was not used, Harry and Hermione could 
have been killed by Nagini. After all, Her-
mione hadn’t directly endangered anyone’s 
life. The spell mentioned does produce an 
explosion, but does not target specific hu-
mans. So, from a utilitarian perspective, the 
use of  the Confringo mantra can be jus-
tified. Additionally, ethical Utilitarianism 
evaluates moral choices not only by their 
short-term consequences but also by their 
long-term ramifications (Rawling, 2023). 
Harry and Hermione, by successfully eva-
ding Nagini’s threat, were able to persist in 
their quest for the Horcruxes, which played 
a role in Voldemort’s demise. Seen from 
this perspective, Hermione’s actions saved 
both herself  and Harry, while also yielding 
broader advantages for the entire wizar-
ding world. Thus, from the standpoint of  
Utilitarianism, employing the Confringo 
mantra in this situation can be deemed mo-
rally acceptable, as its beneficial effects far 
exceed the associated risks. In short, Harry 
and Hermione’s use of  Confringo is jus-
tified by the perspective of  Utilitarianism.

However, from the two perspecti-
ve above, it arises a possible exception in 
Deontology and objection in Utilitarinism. 
As one of  norm perspective, certainly, its 
should consider one’s life as it is also im-
moral to allow a loss of  life.  Because of  
that, Deontology should has an excepti-
on and be not too rigid to one parameter 
of  moral. It aligns with the statement of  

Schmidt (2014) who stated that it should 
allow rule-breaking in extreme situation. In 
the beginning, Harry and Hermione belie-
ves that it is wrong to use the unforgiva-
ble curse, but he adjusted his moral stance 
for self-defence in a desperate situation. If  
Harry and Hermione refuses to use Con-
fringo, it can be considered immoral as it 
means allowing the death eatersa and Nagi-
ni to kill them and causes a fatal outcomes. 
It means that the death eaters’ presence in 
the middle of  them is clearly  dangerous 
as it can cause fatal outcomes. Moreover, 
the power of  magic possessed by the dea-
th eater and Nagini is more powerful than 
them. This battle is considered immoral. It 
is stated that in a warfare, the stronger en-
tities are violent the humanitarian prinsip 
when they brutality attack the weak ones 
(Honig & Reichard, 2018). From the expla-
nation above, it means that it is justified if  
Harry and Hermione’s action towards the 
death eater and Nagini is the only way to 
prevent fatal outcomes. This justification 
is not based on the considering of  better 
outcomes or effect, but because the acti-
on is a part of  moral duty. In other words, 
moraliy is the primary intent while harm is 
a secondary effect. On the other side, there 
is an objection in Utilitarianism. This kind 
of  objection is related to the psychologi-
cal effect for Harry and Hermione. If  they 
suffer trauma after applying the spell or 
makes others feel that harming is accep-
table, this action cannot be justified even-
though bringing a greater good. However, 
the data shows that Harry and Hermione 
don’t experience such a situation. In short, 
this dilemma situation shows that Deon-
tology is not always strict to the rules and 
Utilitarianism does not always prioritize a 
greater outcomes; thus, morality should be 
considered based on several aspects men-
tioned. 
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Intent vs Consequence
This category investigates whether 

an action should be judged based on the 
moral intent behind it (intention) or on its 
actual results (consequences). The analysis 
and discussion will be explained in detail 
below. 

“A Death Eater moved ahead of  
Snape and raised his wand, pointing it di-
rectly at Lupin’s back — “Sectumsempra!” 
shouted Snape. But the spell, intended for 
the Death Eater’s wand hand, missed and 
hit George instead”  (Rowling, 2007: 501)

The quote above explains the event 
when Harry saw the memory of  the de-
ceased Severus Snape in the Pensieve. In 
these memories, Harry saw that Snape was 
actually only pretending to work for Vol-
demort and remained loyal to Professor 
Dumbledor. His loyalty was shown when 
Snape saw that when members of  the Dea-
th Eaters were targeting Remus Lupin, he 
tried to stop him by attacking them using 
the “Sectumsempra” spell. This is a spell 
created by Snape himself  which functions 
to cut down opponents. However, unfor-
tunately, the spell missed and hit George 
Wesley and caused him to lose one ear. 
This shows that even though Snape acted 
in the shadow of  Voldemort’s followers, 
his intentions remained clear, namely to 
protect the members of  the Order of  the 
Phoenix. In other words, this phenomenon 
shows that in times of  war, actions carried 
out with good intentions can still have un-
expected impacts. Snape’s mistake in initia-
ting the attack not only shows the comple-
xity of  the battle, but also shows the ethical 
dilemmas he continues to face as a double 
agent.

Furthermore, the ethical dilemma in 
the quote above can be described through 
Deontology and Utilitarianism. Deontolo-

gy assesses morality from its adherence to 
universal morality, regardless of  the impact 
resulting from an action (Kearns, 2017). In 
this perspective, Snape’s use of  Sectum-
sempra becomes a moral question because 
even though it was accompanied by good 
intentions, the use of  magic was very dan-
gerous and had fatal consequences. Mo-
reover, good intentions are not enough to 
justify an action because this perspective 
is very focused on compliance with app-
licable moral principles. Sectumsempra in 
this case can be categorized as a spell that 
has the potential to hurt other people. This 
can be seen from the error in using Sec-
tumsempra which caused George to lose 
one ear, which of  course was undesirable 
and was a direct result of  his actions. This 
makes it contrary to moral principles to use 
violence to achieve goals. In short, accor-
ding to Deontological ethics, this mistake is 
a moral deviation by Snape and of  course 
cannot be justified.

In contrast to Deontology, Utilitaria-
nism considers morality based on conse-
quences and efforts to provide the greatest 
benefits to as many people as possible (Rah-
man & Maulana, 2023). In this perspective 
Snape’s actions can still be justified because 
of  his intention to protect Lupine, an im-
portant person in the Order of  the Phoenix 
and who had a big role in defeating Volde-
mort. Moreover, quick and correct decisi-
ons must be taken in war situations. If  Sna-
pe had not acted in this way, Lupine would 
most likely have been killed by the Death 
Eater and of  course this would have had a 
negative impact on the resistance to Volde-
mort. In short, from this explanation, what 
Snape did had a greater impact than losses. 
Furthermore, Utilitarianism also considers 
negative impacts regardless of  the good 
provided. If  examined, it cannot be denied 
that Snape’s actions also resulted in serious 
injury to George Weasley’s ear. However, 
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this also needs to be compared with larger 
impacts. From this quote it can be seen that 
losing George Wesley’s ear had a smaller 
impact than losing Lupin. Therefore, this, 
from the perspective of  Utilitarianism, can 
be justified.

However, from the two perspecti-
ve above, it arises a possible exception in 
Deontology and objection in Utilitarinism. 
As one of  norm perspective, certainly, its 
should consider one’s safety as it is also im-
moral to allow a harmful action toward ot-
hers.  Because of  that, Deontology should 
has an exception and be not too rigid to 
one parameter of  moral. It aligns with the 
statement of  Schmidt (2014) who stated 
that it should allow rule-breaking in extre-
me situation. In the beginning, Snape be-
lieves that it is wrong to use the harmful 
spell like Sectumsempra, but he adjusted 
his moral stance for self-defence in a des-
perate situation. If  he refuses to use Sec-
tumsempra, it can be considered immoral 
as it means allowing the death eaters to kill 
them and causes a fatal outcomes. It me-
ans that the death eaters’ presence in the 
middle of  them is clearly  dangerous as it 
can cause unavoidable death. Moreover, 
the power of  magic possessed by the death 
eater is more powerful than them and has 
a big possibility to harm them. This battle 
is considered immoral. It is stated that in a 
warfare, the stronger entities are violent the 
humanitarian prinsip when they brutality 
attack the weak ones (Honig & Reichard, 
2018). Additionally, the harmful effect to-
wards Lupin is a kind of  unintended acti-
on. From the explanation above, it means 
that it is justified if  Snape’s action towards 
the death eater is the only way to prevent 
fatal outcomes and it’s effect on Lupin is 
no more than a unintended mistake. This 
justification is not based on the considering 
of  better outcomes or effect, but because 
the action is a part of  moral duty and unin-

tended action. In other words, moraliy is 
the primary intent while harm is a seconda-
ry effect. On the other side, there is an ob-
jection in Utilitarianism. This kind of  ob-
jection is related to the psychological effect 
for Snape and Lupin. If  they suffer trauma 
after applying or effected by the spell or 
makes others feel that harming is accep-
table, this action cannot be justified even-
though bringing a greater good. However, 
the data shows that Snape and Lupin don’t 
experience such a situation. In short, this 
dilemma situation shows that Deontology 
is not always strict to the rules and Utilita-
rianism does not always prioritize a greater 
outcomes; thus, morality should be consi-
dered based on several aspects mentioned. 

CONCLUSION
Based on the results of  the analysis, 

it can be concluded that in the novel Har-
ry Potter and the Deadly Hallows there is 
an ethical dilemma regarding the use of  
offensive magic in the context of  warfare 
and self-defense. In studying this matter, 
the perspectives of  Deontology and Uti-
litarianism have opposing views on the 
use of  unforgivable curses and also dan-
gerous magic. Based on the Deontological 
perspective, morality is determined based 
on adherence to universal ethical princip-
les. Thus, the use of  the Cruciatus Curse, 
Imperius Curse, Sectumsempra spells, is 
categorized as a moral deviation without 
considering the good intentions or positive 
impacts produced. In the context of  their 
use, the actions taken by Harry, Snape, and 
Hermione cannot be justified even in the 
context of  self-defense because these of-
fensive spells can injure other people. In 
contrast to Deontology, Utilitarianism re-
lies on morality on the consequences and 
benefits for many people. This perspective 
is quite flexible than Deontology. Thus, the 
actions taken by Harry, Snape, and Hermi-
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one can be categorized as moral actions. 
This is because these actions are carried 
out on the basis of  self-defense which of  
course brings greater benefits than harm. 
Furthermore, from both Deontology and 
Utilitarianism’s perspective arises a pos-
sible exception and objection. The Deon-
tological exception includes the considera-
tion of  the primary intend in using spell 
to maintain morality by not allowing killing 
and harming, bruatlity of  battle, and using 
only for alternative if  there’s no other ways. 
Meanwhile, the objection of  Utilitarianism 
Perspective includes the consideration of  
long term effect after the use of  the harm-
ful spell.
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