1) [bookmark: _GoBack]Briefly and in your own words, what is the difference between eternal law and natural law in Aquinas? Go straight to this point: Who and/or which beings are bound by eternal law and natural law?
Eternal law is God’s divine wisdom which governs everything and oversees common good. This law is meant to lead all of God’s creation towards God’s eventual plan of salvation to be holy and blameless. In this law, creatures act according to their nature hence their final cause is derived from the laws written to determine their nature. Natural law, on the other hand, is, according to Aquinas, the rational participation of all creatures in eternal law. Natural law is based on human dignity. 
2) The ‘human’ is a special kind of being (as distinguished from non-human beings) in Aquinas’ ‘natural law ethical theory’. Why is that?
Humans are viewed as special as they are recognized as rational beings. As much a nonrational beings share the external law as well, their actions non-freely result from their determinate natures. Human beings are rational hence we can understand external law and act on it. Humans can act freely and understand fully right from wrong. 
3) For Aristotle and Aquinas, nature is ‘rational’. This means that:
a) Nature is the result of chance and accidents. True or False?
b) Nature can think, judge, decide
c) Nature can be observed to behave with regularity.
d) Nature has purposes built into them
e) All of the above
4) Aquinas’s 'natural law ethics' can only make sense to those who belong to his religious tradition. True or False?
I believe that the statement is true as when Aquinas wrote about natural law, he stated that God exclusively guides human beings in their acts. He states that through God, the light of reason is placed by nature. Hence, man alone among all creatures create by God, use reason to lead their lives. This law is fundamentally based on religion. 
5) This is an exercise in application:   What sort of public policies/laws might Aquinas support or pursue if he were an American citizen today? (Tip: one slide in the PowerPoint is the key here.)
The United States is a democratic state which means that the government is made by the people, for the people, to the people. Principally, Aquinas thinks that governmental power should be held by all people, by free people, or a public persona who represents them in public office. This can only be achieved through democracy. There are instances where his theory supported tyranny but was he an American citizen, he would support democratic policies. 
6) Discuss one strength and one weakness of classical natural law. 
One advantage of classical natural law is that it makes God’s reason accessible to human beings as they both share similar forms of rationality. One disadvantage of the same is that natural law hugely relies upon reason and human reason is too corrupt and does not hold enough grace of God. 
7) Discuss two objections to John Locke’s Natural Rights theory. 
According to John Locke, there are three natural rights; the right to live, the right to liberty if it does not conflict the first right, and the right to own property.
8) Aquinas and Aristotle share the belief that nature is teleological. What does that mean?
a) All-natural existence has an end; living things die at some point.
b) All nature automatically grows toward the purpose for their existence.
c) Both a and b
d) Neither a nor b.
9) How are aretai (plural form of the Greek ‘arete’) formed? (You are not asked what they are but HOW they are formed!)
Aretai are basically formed when two glaciers erode parallel U-shaped valleys. They can also be formed when two glacial cirques headward erode towards each other. However, most times this usually results in a saddle-shaped pass which is identified as a col. 
10) How is virtue ethics different from other normative ethical theories that we studied (utilitarianism, deontologism, natural law)?
Virtue ethics involves living life well and fulfilling one’s function excellently. The other normative ethical theories do not focus on what makes an individual happy but rather on the actions of the individual. Consequentialism views on whether an action is warranted or not given on its effect on others. Similarly, deontologist views are concerned with the nature of the action and natural law is based on rationalism of thought.  
11) One objection to virtue ethics is it overemphasizes the purity of the virtuous character and is naïve about how political and economic forces influence good and evil in the world. What does that mean?
Virtue ethics are solely based on living well and fulfilling one’s function excellently. virtue focuses on the greater good. For instance, in the instance of dropping atomic bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki at the end of WWII, was it justified? A virtue ethicist would argue that an invasion to Japan would cost the US more soldiers and that poverty had soared throughout the war and this would have ended a lot of suffering. The ethicist will not look at the consequences of his action but rather than the greater good which beats reason. 
12) How is ‘virtue ethics’ both open (sensitive to different contexts) and yet vague, imprecise, and not action-guiding enough?
Virtual ethics are based on what makes a human being happy and involves fulfilling one’s function excellently. An individual’s happiness depends on their nature. As sensitive as virtue ethics is, it tends to have less informative answers to normative ethics as the basic rule is do what a virtuous person would. This explanation is vague. It gives us results we think are right but does not give a particular answer on whether living happily is living virtuously. 
13) For Aristotle, what is the right thing to do in a tough moral situation?
According to Aristotle, moral virtue is the disposition to behave in the right manner. It should also act as a mean between extremes of excess and deficiency. These are vices. Human beings can only be held responsible for the decisions they choose to make. Moral judgement is best measured by choice as choices are voluntary and so is rational deliberation. When faced with a tough moral situation, we always aim at the good. 
14) Aquinas is a religious person (a theologian and saint) and his understanding of ‘laws’ deals only with the spiritual dimension of human life. He avoids politics. True or False.
This statement is true as both natural and eternal laws are founded upon a higher power. 
15) For Aquinas, happiness is the telos of human life, but happiness is something objective. How does he understand ‘happiness’. 
According to Aquinas, true happiness can only be found in the knowledge of God. He explains that not worldly pleasure or good can provide human beings with the ultimate good. He explains that happiness is the perfect good which completely satisfies an individual’s desire. If not, it would not be the ultimate end if something yet remaining to be desired. 
16) Among the speakers in the first thought-provoking video in Week 12, what might Aristotle and Aquinas say if they took part in the conversation? Defend what you say given what you know of Aristotle and Aquinas.
The first video was based on traditional gender roles and transgender. Aquinas is highly religious hence I think that if he was part of the conversation he would definitely side with the traditional thinkers as he based most of this reasoning on religious thinking. Also, through his thinking on virtue ethics, his reasoning would be to do what makes an individual happy and fulfilled. 
17) Among the speakers in the second thought-provoking video in Week 12, whose or which position and argument do you find yourself closest to and why on any three questions? Whose or which position and argument disturbs you or makes you uneasy and why.
I would find myself leaning towards the LGBTQ side as no person should ever feel discriminated against because of being different. LGBTQ practices do not hurt any person and people should always feel comfortable expressing their views on sexuality without being judged. The argument on establishing homosexuality as a sin was so disturbing because God does not choose who to love and neither do we. 
18) From either the first or the second of the videos in week 12, which is the strongest objection to your own position on any question and how would you address the concern of that strongest objection. (Without necessarily agreeing!)
My greatest objection to my own position is what is considered normal by society. The society chooses what feels comfortable to it and normalizes it. in the first video, the gender spectrum is a complicated topic and should be non-binary because people should identify as they please as it does not pose a threat to any other person. In the second video, homosexuality is viewed as an anomaly as it makes people very uncomfortable. Again, people should identify s they please if no moral code is being broken. 
19) What were the arguments for same-sex marriage in the third video in Week 12? Is the question of the morality or immorality of homosexuality separate from the question of legalization?
The arguments posed for same-sex marriage is that marriages ought to be reserved to heterosexual couples as they can procreate accidentally. I think that denying marriage to members of the LGBTQ community has nothing to do with whether heterosexuals can procreate but rather on immorality. I think that the reason it is having a problem being legalized is that conservatives view it as immoral. 
20) What are your thoughts on same-sex marriage? Why should there be or why should there not be same-sex marriage? Are your reasons utilitarian, deontological, classical natural law, or virtue ethics?
I fully support same-sex marriage based on virtue ethics. Same-sex marriage allows people who are not attracted to the opposite sex to find love and become vocal about it. I believe that society should not be so fixated on its beliefs. No person is getting hurt by people of the same sex getting married. Besides, we should not determine who any person chooses to love as only God has the power to judge. People should be able to do what makes them happy as long as it does not go against man’s moral code. 
