
Module 1: Chapter 1 Reading Questions (M1A1)
Please do each of the following items. Type your answers under each heading here and submit this whole document. Please number your answers where needed and separate them with spaces.

A. Answer the Review Questions at end of Chapter 1.
1. Someone’s beliefs can be termed as not theirs when they embrace what has been taught to them by society without taking time to examine those norms or beliefs. 
2. [bookmark: _GoBack]We are forced to do ethics when our decisions involve the rest of the world where conflicting views may emerge. These deliberations put individual preferences and what they hold dear at stake. 
3. It undermines individual freedom to choose as well as increases the chances of being misinformed or mistaken. 
4. Feelings should not always determine morality because there is always a need to examine personal choices through reasons. 
5. How can morality be arrived at or justified?
Does the greatest good in life include happiness?
Can the consequences of actions determine their rightness?
6. Normative ethics evaluate the rightness or wrongness of actions whereas meta-ethics examines the meaning behind ethics and what makes an action wrong or right. 
7. Socrates explains that if an action is considered morally right because it has been commanded by God, then there is an arbitrary explanation of what is morally right. 
8. Religious believers are faced with various contradictions when making decisions that the religious norms do not fully explain such as killing in self-defense. 
9. The premises used to express arbitrariness against the Devine command theory are based on if God commands an action, the believers are required to follow it without reason hence making it less reasonable. 
10. The principle of impartiality requires people to treat equals equally as there is no defined reason as to why one should treat others differently from how they treat others. 

B. Answer the following Discussion Questions, 6, 8, 9 at end of Chapter 1.
6. Intrinsically valuable things: 
· Religion 
· Truth 
Instrumentally valuable things 
· Money 
· Food
· House
8. The principle of moral universalizability explains that moral values or principles applied in one situation should be applicable in all other situations. An example of how I apply this principle is that lying in any situation is bad regardless of the result. 
9. The principle of impartiality encourages decisions based on the basis of an individual's objective instead of bias and prejudices. Racial discrimination is usually opposed to this principle as people discriminate against others from a perspective of prejudices or preferences of one race over another. 



C. Explain what makes an act right or wrong on the Divine Command Theory (under the Religion and Morality section).
The divine command theory explains that an action is morally right if God approves it and morally wrong if it’s forbidden by God. Actions are only right if God commands them to be. 
D. Read Plato's Euthyphro, pp. 16-19 (see explanation on pages 10-11 and see the video — link on assessment page). Socrates gives an argument that can be used against the Divine Command theory. Using your own words, please explain the argument. Do you think it's a good argument against the Divine Command Theory? Explain why or why not. 
Socrates explains that an action is loved by gods because it is holy but not holy because it is loved by the gods. This suggests that the gods do not define what is right or wrong but rather love an action based on whether it is holy or not. This argument contradicts the Devine command theory as the theory explains that God defines what is good or wrong. 
E. Do you think the Divine Command Theory is a good theory of ethics or not? Why or why not? Defend your answer with good reasons.
The Devine Command Theory explains that an action is either good or wrong if it is commanded by God. This means that this theory does not give room for moral reasoning. This explains that some actions such as merciful killing may not be approved by the theory although they may be ethical. 
F. Read the case appearing in the "Critical Thought" box on page 10. Do you think that what Jack and Lisa Nash did was morally permissible? In other words, did they do something immoral when they had a child for the reasons they gave? Explain why or why not.

Giving birth to a child for health reasons such as Jack and Lisa is morally permissible. Having a child to save the older one by providing stem cells is morally right as it helps in saving the life of the other. The stem cells are only acquired from the umbilical cord without causing any pain. The process also adds another life to the world.
G. Further, can the doctrines or ideas of any religion (for example, Christianity, Islam, or Judaism) help us evaluate the morality of what Jack and Lisa Nash did? Explain why or why not.
The religious doctrines such as Christianity explain that individuals should do to other what they'd like to be done to them. This gives room for people to evaluate their actions before taking them. People can commit any actions that can help in saving the lives of others such as donating blood as well as giving birth to a child to help in saving another from suffering. 


