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Directions: For the following questions, please discuss your thoughts on the answer with your group, and then offer a well-developed response to the question based on your beliefs and the group discussion.
1. Explain the difference between the two categories of statements introduced by Hume (analytic and synthetic). Provide a unique example of both.
According to Hume, an analytic statement is that which can be known by understanding how things work and not through observation while he states that a synthetic judgment is that which involves inductive reasoning from a general principle or facts.
Example: Analytic statement – Female cats are domestic animals.
               Synthetic statement- Some human beings are Albinos

2. In general, how does the emotivist get to the conclusion that morality is meaningless, and moral evaluations, such as “it is wrong to kill innocent persons,” don’t say anything meaningful about the world? What do you think of this conclusion? 
Hume comes to the conclusion that morality is meaningless when he argues that one thing doesn’t cause another and the same case one event doesn’t follow another. He states that we often assume these theories and that we have beliefs which we cannot discount. He then comes to a conclusion that the world assumes that religion suggests that it operates on a cause an effect manner and that God is the first cause. He therefore states that moral principles are deeply rooted in the usefulness of the moral value and not in God’s will.
I think that his conclusion is only based on his personal feelings and his opinions in representing his view of what he thinks of morality.

Is morality meaningless? 
I don’t think morality is meaningless.

Why or why not?
This is because different cultures hold moral standards differently from each other. What is moral in one community can fail to meet the moral standards of another community. I also find it meaningful because it maintains a sense of order of communities holding them together.

3. Pick three of the following questions and discuss your answer with your group:
· Why do you value truth?
· Why don’t you like it when your property is stolen?
· Why is murder wrong?
· Why is child abuse wrong?
· Do you think cheating is permissible?
· Why is it wrong to discriminate against a person based on race or gender?
· Why might it be wrong to break promise?
· Do you think genocide is wrong? Why?
Why is child abuse wrong?

Child abuse is wrong since the involved child’s life is affected in so many ways. They are affected mentally and also physically in an age that they are supposed to have a smooth development. It also poses a greater risk to the child’s generation since they can easily abuse their own children and the process goes on. It is good to mind about others and generally that’s why this is a bad practice.

Why might it be wrong to break a promise?

Once you make a promise the other party automatically has expectations. Breaking a promise therefore may lead to them getting so disappointed since expectations lead to disappointments in cases where promises are not fulfilled.
Why do you value truth?

I value truth since I am able to act accordingly depending on the state of the matter. This is important to me because my desires are ultimately fulfilled

4. Now talk with your group about whether you think there is agreement about the general principles or standards that inform your answers above. 
There is an agreement about the general standards based on child abuse and truth but not all of them agree with the answer on if it might be wrong to break a promise.

What might this say about objective, universal moral standards, or a share sense of morality?
This says that there are usually universal moral standards whereby all the people in the society believe in a particular moral standard despite their different cultural beliefs. Those that share the same beliefs that others don’t agree in are categorized in those that share a sense of morality.

5. Pick three questions to discuss with your group from the list below—then think about what your discussion and responses to these questions might say about objective, or universal moral standards. 

· Is suicide morally permissible?

· Is voluntary euthanasia ever permissible?

· Is premarital sex wrong? Are homosexual relations wrong?

· Do you think drug use is wrong?

· Is it wrong to eat animals?

· Which hand should you hold your fork in when you eat?

· Should you run a yellow light?

· Is it wrong to sacrifice the life of one to save the many?’

· Should we donate the organs we don’t necessarily need—like our extra kidney?

Do you think drug use is wrong?

The majority came up with the answer that drug use is not wrong on condition that it is prescribed by the doctor. However, some stood by the principle that abuse and illegal use of drugs is very wrong, while others thought that it is not wrong to use drugs.

Which hand should you hold your fork in when you eat?
Some of us said that one should hold their fork in any hand that you feel comfortable in. Others felt that table manners should be observed and the manner of holding the fork is part of it hence should be taken seriously and adhered to. 

Is premarital sex wrong? 
Some of the group members agreed that premarital sex is wrong since it hasn’t been validated in the Bible. Those that argued this way were mostly the staunch Christians who stressed on sex until marriage. On the other hand there are those that said they don’t think it’s wrong since they thought those that judge others because of engaging in premarital sex have committed even worse sins and a sin is a sin before God.

Are homosexual relations wrong?

Some of the group members said that the reason why God created a man and a woman is to discourage sins like homosexuality and hence they think it is very wrong. On the other hand, others stated that people should be left to live their lives as long as it makes them happy, so they said to them it is not wrong.
Does disagreement give us reason to doubt shared moral standards? Or is there another explanation for disagreement?
Disagreement doesn’t give us a reason to doubt moral standards because it’s not that each and everyone in the group had a different opinion but the subgroups in the groups had shared agreements to the question. There is no other explanation for disagreement but that of having the different opinions concerning an issue.

