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1) Explain either Kant or Bentham’s/Mill’s moral system. Explain one of the ethical systems that we’ve discussed in detail, supporting the explanation with quotes. By the end of this section, the workings of the ethical system should be clear. How is the “good” defined? What do we need to do to bring about that good?
[bookmark: _GoBack]Jeremy Bentham and James Mill proposed an ethical theory of utilitarianism which says that every action should be directed on the direction of achieving the greatest happiness to the greatest number of people. In this quote, it means, every decisions taken is only good if it maximizes the happiness of the greatest number of the society. This theory is the moral system that they believed will be applied when making an ethical decision. General, this theory is focused on the natural instincts of humans in seeking pleasure and not pain. There are three main principles which explain Bentham’s moral philosophy; artificial identification of personal interests with the rest of the people, universal egoism and the principle of greatest happiness (principle of utility).  
Bentham writes, "By the principle of utility is meant that principle which approves or disapproves of every action whatsoever, according to the tendency which it appears to have to augment or diminish the happiness of the party whose interest is in question.” In this quote, he suggested that, not only by looking in the usefulness of actions or things but also the extent to which these things/actions brings general happiness. 
Bentham’s answer to the definition of the term good is divided into four principles; first, the good of a society is the happiness of every person in society. Secondly, the purpose of morality is to enhance the goodness of society. Thirdly, a moral principle is only ideal if it maximizes the good of society. Lastly, the principle of utility would maximize the goodness of society if it leads to universal conformity. Therefore, to bring about goodness, people should choose decisions that maximize the happiness of society.
2) Briefly explain (200-300 words) a current event with moral significance.
On the decision to grant the U.S. citizens the reentry into the United States for the treatment for the Ebola virus, Dr. Kent arrived in Atlanta to treat his first patients with Ebola at Emory University Hospital. The two patients have been medically cleared and released. However, it still warrants discussion of whether this was the right decision to make from an ethical point of view. The patients are treated in a special isolated room in Emory University Hospital. 
Ebola is a deadly disease and it is infectious. It is spread to another person through direct contact of saliva, urine, blood and other body fluids. Therefore, there is a need for the patients to be treated in a special isolated room to secure the rest of the citizens from getting the virus. In this case, the disease sickened about 1300 people and killed aroun730 people in West African nations of Guinea, Sierra Leone and Liberia. Due to this reason, so many people questioned the decision made of letting in the patients into the USA. 
The physicians are sure that these two Americans can be treated without risking the life of another citizen since it is not infected by air.  Although there is no specific treatment for it, the doctors believe they can keep the symptoms under control such as diarrhea, vomiting, fever, and headache. 
These citizens are accepted to re-enter in the country thus, it is ethical and this action shows a positive moral significance. They are citizens of America ad if they are rejected in their own country, there no other country would accept them. Also, taking them back in the country and treating them in a special isolated place keeps the public from the risks and dangers of them getting infected. 
3) Apply the ethical system to the scenario. How would the philosopher you picked evaluate
the scenario discussed in your paper? 
According to Jeremy Bentham and James Mill in their theory on utilitarianism, they explain the principle of greatest happiness. An action is considered to be good if it increases pleasure than pain. Also, if the decision made maximizes the use and the happiness of society, then it is a good decision. In the above event where the two Americans are allowed to enter the USA, both Jeremy Bentham and James Mill would have disagreed to this decision.
In the case, it reported that the disease is scary and deadly. It was also reported of the many cases of the people who were left sick and some died in West African countries. From this information, an agency is believed to have received many ‘nasty’ emails and more than 100 calls from people who were unhappy with this decision. According to the argument put forward by Jeremy Bentham and James Mill, this decision then it doesn’t maximize the happiness of the society and therefore making it a bad decision. The theory of utilitarianism is a theory of the moral system that they believed will be applied when making an ethical decision. Generally, this theory is focused on the natural instincts of humans in seeking pleasure and not pain.
4) Evaluate the conclusions. Do you think the judgments expressed through the lens of the
ethical system are right? Is the system right to approve? To condemn? Why or why not? Here, you have to explore different viewpoints. 
I think the judgments made by Jeremy Bentham and James Mill are ethically wrong. Every individual in the society seeks after his or her own interest on the matter. It takes one to be the victim or be close to the victim to understand their pains. These people are American citizens and as it is said, “East or West, home is the best,” these people have no other place they call home. If they are rejected from their homes, they are left stranded and no other country would be willing to open their gates for them especially with their condition of this deadly disease.
It is easy to make the decision of rejecting these people for being infected with Ebola, but I believe in doing unto the other what you wish to be done unto you. In the new testament of the Bible, in the parable of the lost ship, Jesus left the rest of 99 ships to look for one that was lost. This shows that everybody is important and everyone matters. The same in this scenario, these people might be few compared to the rest of society, but their lives matters.
By allowing those to enter the country may not maximize the happiness of the society, but it is morally right especially since the doctors are dedicated to treating them from a special isolated room to reduce any risk of endangering the public. Therefore, a decision may maximize the goodness of society, but it may not be morally right. Rejecting them is wrong since nobody would wish to be rejected if in their position. 
The United States of America is one of the developed countries in the world. Therefore it is rich in resources. It, therefore, makes it easy to take care of its own citizens with its endowed resources. These people were airlifted from West Africa to the United States in Emory Hospital and kept in a special isolated unit. By having a medical team to take care of them by attending to them in a contained room with protective gear, it is very easy to prevent the spread of Ebola.
Furthermore, there are likely cases of having people hiding their loved ones at home who are infected with the virus for fear of being rejected and get rid of. In this case, they are likely to spread the disease to the rest of the members in the family for lack of the required equipment and facilities that are availed in the hospitals. Therefore, caring for this group and allowing them to be treated in their country, encourages a positive environment where people are encouraged to talk rather than remain silent when infected with Ebola. Just like any other infectious disease like HIV, it is wise to make people around you know in order to avoid f ways one could be affected by avoiding direct contacts that would lead to it spreading to another person.
Moreover, in leadership, when making a decision, a leader focuses on the goodness for society and in making every decision; self-interest should not supersede the interest of the society. This does not mean that leader always what sides with the majority in making them happy rather, does what is ethically correct whether it makes people happy or not. Even though the theory of utilitarianism is a moral system theory that is believed will be applied when making an ethical decision, the decision of allowing these citizens into the country is likely to increase pain than pleasure to the society than maximize the happiness of the society. Therefore, judgments expressed through the lens of the principle of the greatest happiness of the society by Jeremy Bentham and James Mill may apply in some situations but not all. 
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