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Part 1 a)
Both Utilitarianism and Ethical Egoism are Consequentialist Theories that focus on the consequence of one's conduct as the primary motivation of a given action. Critically Utilitarianism and Ethical Egoism encompass any form of critique on whether conduct is ethical or not. However, though similar I tend to think that the Utilitarianism theory is good in comparison to Ethical Egoism due to the differences hold by each theory. The Utilitarianism theory is good in that it focuses on the impression of greater good since it ethically seeks to maximize goodness of majority populace in the community by minimization of harm to all contrary to ethical egoism that seeks ethically maximizing goodness in people by keeping happiness among individuals. The utilitarianism is also good as compared to ethical egoism because even if most ethical actions are likely to harm individuals the positive impact for a greater number of an individual is positively maximized. Further, egoism holds that good consequences for a given individual agent is outweighed by the consequences that are placed upon others and as such, I suppose that any being in egoism is considered ethical only if an action benefit individual involved. 
Part 1 b. 
From my own experience, I was involved in a situation whereby I was forced to send a young to the police station man who for stealing my laptop which was further sent to prison. I knew that this young man would never commit such crime and I wanted to be lenient based on whether he was mentally ill or not and I was so sure that convict will be very happy with this kind of thinking. After some days I convinced the judge that I had forgiven the convict and as such he did not feel the pain due to my decision. In this way, I acted like a utilitarian since my decision led maximized the convict’s happiness while at the same time altering future pain in the event of this case. However, I don't think this was the best choice because as utilitarian the convict should suffer punishment for any committed crime even if there are zero chances of carrying out such crimes in the future.

Question 2 a
The utilitarian argument that Singer has in mind is the expansion of the greatest good. He argues that as humans we should not apply the principle of the greatest good to other animals by ironically rejecting the lights as the most dependent concept from utilitarianism based on people’s interest but accepts the principle of minimizing suffering. This means that there is a need to limit the pain we usually inflict on animals because comparatively, animals have a low level of intelligence than an average human being. We ought to change animal treatment like beating and discrimination based on color and species
b. I tend to agree with the singer simply because animal rights must be based on their capacity to the feeling of pain as opposed to their intelligence. Most importantly there is a visible discrepancy between animals and humans, and this must reveal the differences regarding rights held by both humans and other animals. 

Question 3
 a). some good consequences of abortion
· Leads to the controlled inflating the world with a large number of children.
· Results into controlled unwanted pregnancies and birth within a population and allowing birth to take place at the right time but not by a matter of chance
· It controls complications or conditions that put the mother into danger during child birth.

· Saves physical health of mother
b).Some bad consequences of abortion
Death of mother leads to pupation decrease 
Leads to permanent loos of fertility to those involved 
Promote a culture of accepting death by threatening mankind's freedom and dignity

Religiously, abortion leads to curse 
c). the utilitarian decision of my case

In reality, many women get pregnancy. It is only a few who decides to do abortion under some conditions. If abortion is allowed in a given society many people will do away with the unwanted pregnancies, lead to controlled birth rate and save physical health of mothers hence happiness will be enjoyed be a great number. However, if it is permanently withdrawn due to its bad consequences like the death of mothers, curses, and loss of infertility just a few individuals will enjoy this happiness. Further, the goodness of abortion will be determined by the moral consequences resulting from it, and as such, it should be applied exceptionally.




Question 4 a
The problems Rachels associate with Utilitarianism
Rachels associate Utilitarianism with hedonism as embraced by Utilitarianism. Hedonism is something that Rachels rejects. Rachel supports that falsely, hedonism operates under the assumption that things are viewed to be either good or bad based on the way they make one feel. The other problem is that Rachels associate utilitarianism with ignorance in consideration of both justice and injustice by supposing that utilitarianism fails in justification of punishing an innocent individual which is ignorance of moral ideals of treating humans in justice. The other problem rights of the individual are ignored by utilitarian and according to Rachels utilitarianism individual rights are easily set aside. Rachel sees common sense that is associated with utilitarianism as something that cannot be trusted and this shows flawed common sense morality. Utilitarian is associated with backward-looking of moral reasons in that utilitarianism considers the outcomes of a given action in determining what is right or wrong but ignore any past consideration until it affects the future.

b. In my opinion, I don't think these problems are the sufficient dismissal of utilitarianism. It is worth noting that utilitarianism holds that its principle is far from posing a punishment to innocent persons. It can also explain the need for treating people justly to avoid violation of individual rights by keeping promises since doing so is a way of promoting a positive consequence. Utilitarianism is guided by the principle of utility when choosing rules rather than in acts conducted by individuals.
Question 5a 
The Categorical Imperative refers to a moral obligation that is unconditional in binding all the circumstances, and it is rarely dependent the individual purpose and inclination. The Categorical Imperative holds that people should act as they want to be acted upon by others. It is embodied in the rational universality through its governance by universal law that holds that you should act the way you expect others to act on you. I can apply the Categorical Imperative when people act cruelty to animals. In the event of individual acting cruelty agonist animals, it must be understood that the issue of cruelty is about oneself a violation of duty. By acting cruelty to animals kills human compassion with other animals and as such by applying the Categorical Imperative the people will have an imperfect duty in strengthening a feeling of compassion since such feeling helps in promoting immorality and human relations with other animals (Singer, P., & Liberation, 1975).
b. The principle of Utility seems better to me since it considers behaviors and actions to be rights as long as they promote pleasure and individual happiness. In this way, people have controlled the ideal of wrong actions and behaviors that always produces the reverse of pleasure. The categorical imperative seems to be less good since bad actions can be unintentional even if they attract bad consequences.
Question 6 a
Rachels suggest that to avoid trouble associated with the case of inquiring murder posse by Kant's theory, it is always good. Rachels suggest that moral murder is against the moral rule and she pinpoints Kant’s mistake by saying holding that Kant was lost in thinking that consistency is an implication of an absolute moral rule. Rachels moves ahead to suggest that all consistency follows that if people advocate for rule violation for whatever reason like lying to save an individual who is innocent, there must be a willingness for accepting that reason for rule violation in other cases which tend to be the same.
b. Violating universal rule is an act of going against the actions of legal legitimacy. A good example where the universal rule is violated is in the event of abortion is done to safe physical health and life of the mother.  Ethically, the fetus is considered as human and killing is the violation of human rights. This is viewed as going contrary to universal rule although it is done to safe mother in case of a danger that is risky to live.

Question 7 a
The utilitarian view regarding punishment holds that punishment is designed to deter and discourage offenders from future wrongdoing. Retribution holds that offenders need to be punished since t5hey deserve it by use of laws that coherently maximizes societal happiness. The Kant’s view regarding punishment is that the procedure of securing fairness and utilitarian crime control through punishment is the price that people pay for justice and liberty in the society. Kant's view regarding punishment seems to be better because it focuses on it provides for individual rights as opposed to utilitarianism which does not provide enough for the rights of an individual.
Question 7 b
From the version of the Categorical Imperative Kant’s view regarding Capital Punishment follow in that punishment is imposed by law and judges but not individuals. The laws governing capital punishment are all moral ideals ‘statement. Also, Kant’s view follows from the version of the Categorical Imperative in that it supports for treating others the way would expect to be treated. Further, the Kant’s view on capital punishment is based on behaving in a way that any reasonable generalization of one's action to the universal rule results into a benefit to generic people under such universal rule.
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