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Question 1
As a believer of animal rights, Wyan should re-introduce the orangutan to the wild after it has gotten the ability to feed and sustain itself. This is because the proponents of animal rights are against the use of animals for entertainment like pet or zoo (Regan, 112). This is because as far as animal rights are concerned, it is unethical to use animals as pets or for any other purpose such as research, recreation, and food. Wyan should argue that animals have intrinsic worth and should enjoy the same rights as humans. He should solicit the information which upholds animal rights such as not using animals as pets or research like the daughter of the young wanted to use the orphan orangutan. 
Question 2
Using the social contract theory, Wyan explains that both the pet and the village are in a social contract. He explains that the pet and the village have entered into a social contract whereby the function of the village is to take care of the orangutan and the orangutan, in turn, brings rain to the village for their crops and goats. The social contract theory put forward by Thomas Hobbes states that people live in a society in accordance with an agreement that establishes and upholds the moral rules of behavior (Riley, 45). It can be thought to be similar to the Golden Rule. By social contract, people agree to mutually transfer their natural right. In this case, Wyan should not inflict harm on the village because the two are in a social contract whereby the village cares for the orangutan while the orangutan brings rain to the village.
Question 3
The Kantian theory questions the intentions of an act and not its consequences. It is a deontological theory which argues that the morality of actions is determined by its intentions (right or wrong) and not its outcome (Smart et al., 38). It is based on Immanuel Kant’s Categorical Imperative, an imperative meaning a command. In this situation, the command is “don’t kill animals” and since the boy could have killed the chimp by hurling stones to it, the chimp should not be killed after it retaliated (by blinding the teenager). The Kantian zoo manager should not kill the chimp, he should consider the intentions of the teenagers and not the outcomes or consequences that result from their actions because according to Kant, actions should be judged by their intentions and not consequences.
Question 4
Utilitarianism theory which was proposed by Jeremy Bentham and Stuart Mill states that what makes something good or bad, right or wrong is that it produces the greatest amount of pleasure for the greatest number of people rather than maximize individual welfare. In this regard, Jeff should argue that the act his boss wants to do is unethical because it promotes the welfare of one person (himself) rather than the welfare of the majority people (customers). According to utilitarian, this act is wrong because it only benefits one person and not the majority. Thus it does not produce the greatest ratio of good to evil for all concerned.
Question 5
You will argue based on the principle of utilitarianism. With this rule, you will argue that the government should provide cages at a subsidized cost so that the leg traps can be eliminated. This act will promote the welfare of all concerned because Noonok will sell many arctic fox pelts and get more income, and the welfare of these animals will be improved (no pain).


Question 6
Margaret Duvalier argues that her fellow scientists lack or have abandoned their virtues and human character. Virtue ethics asserts that what makes something good or bad, right or wrong is that it promotes traits which are culturally acknowledged as good or bad (Smart., 112). Her fellow scientists have abandoned virtues such as justice and care. By killing the rabbits for experimental purposes, these scientists have abandoned important virtues such as integrity, fidelity, sympathy, and justice.
Question 7
Fermare Green Hill acted in accordance with Hume’s assertions that passion rather than reason governs human behavior. Hume maintains that moral distinctions are derived from sentiment rather than reason (Garner, 45).  In this case, Fermare Hill’s actions were motivated by his passion for fame, praise, esteem, and pride. He wanted to be known and be famous for his actions of being a stunt animal activist. I would mediate the conflict by asking Fermare to practice justice in his activist work. However much he wants to defend the rights of animals, it should be at the expense of other people. He should learn artificial virtues such as justice. Just like Hume put it, different levels of manifestations of passions such as pride can turn out to be vices. For example, too much pride irritates others. Fermare’s acts went too far.
Question 8
First, Jacko will tell them that animals should not be used to gain money because this violates their rights. As believer animal rights he should state that the animals should be treated with autonomy, the animals should deserve to live their lives free from suffering and exploitation. According to Garner (113), since animals can feel pain, fear, pleasure, loneliness, and frustration, it is the responsibility of humans to uphold their rights (Garner, 213). Anything that compromises their pleasure is wrong and unethical. Jacko will tell them that human beings should not exploit animals, humans should respect the interests of animals, and that animals are conscious, not objects or machines. In the case of rule utilitarian, he is going to argue that raising money using animals is wrong and unethical because it does not bring pleasure to all concerned. The humans will benefit while the animals will suffer. Therefore, this act does not bring the greatest balance of good over bad (Mandal et al., 5).
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