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Philosophical Questions

Name

Institution
Question 1
Morality is subject to the standards codes of the society. These codes change and differ from one society to the next. Moral value can, therefore, be defined as the standard codes that determine if an act is evil or good within the society. Based on this definition, it means that the standard codes within the society are based not only on the intellectuality of the set conditions but also their volition within the society thus, influencing its fundamentality to morality. To this effect, moral rightness and wrongness can be defined based on rationality and prudence since these are part of morality. For instance, their definitions can be based on the societal traditions and codes that are accepted therein or can be based on interpersonal interactions. Finally, beliefs play a major role in morality. For example, the belief that murder is morally wrong influences the society to set standard code of punishment for those who commit murder. 
Question 2

Moral universalism refers to the ethical stance taken by some ethics systems and which are applied universally. This regard all individuals who are situated similarly. Some of these include race, culture, sexual orientation, nationality, religion among many other distinguished features. On the other hand, moral relativism refers to the idea that advocates on an individual not being in a position to judge. Therefore, it implies that the universe does not have a concretely absolute set of moral codes and principles. Finally, moral descriptivism refers to the idea of relativism in both culture and morality. It regards those valued standards that bear general truth universally. These three differ in that descriptivism focuses on the general universal truths such as respect while universalism focuses on applicable ethics systems and relativism focuses on the idea that people should be allowed to live their lives as they please. The latter is most accurate because no one has the right to pass judgments on the lifestyle another chooses. 
Question 3

The four medical ethics principles include the principle of non-maleficence, the principle of justice, the principle of beneficence and principle of respect for autonomy. Respect for autonomy refers to the idea that those involved in decision-making are making a voluntary and informed decision. The principle of non-maleficence refers to the requirement not to commit omissions or commissions that injure or harm the patient, which is more significant. The principle of beneficence refers to the duty that medical practitioners have for patients to be beneficial to them. Finally, the principle of justice refers to the equal distribution of services and goods to achieve fairness. These two might conflict through the notion that some areas are geographically shut off. Thus, justice cannot be offered, and the practitioners will be unable to benefit their patients. To resolve this, access needs to be created. 
Question 4
The fundamental difference between these two involves the fact that Kant perceives an act as wrong or right irrespective of its consequences unlike utilitarianism that references the consequences of the act to determine whether it is wrong or right. Natural law states that some acts are wrong, including killing while Kantianism focuses on the act’s relation to duty. Killing in war is right if the nation is defending itself and its people from attack. 
Question 5

Yes, I would push the fat man to save these five people. The reason for this is that five families are at stake herein. Therefore, an act becomes justifiable based on its consequences. If I let the fat man live, five people will die. The natural law considers my act as morally wrong. However, the lives of five people overweigh that of one.

