PART 1 

This quiz consists of discussion questions based on the assigned text reading for this unit and is designed to measure your understanding of the information presented in the chapter.
Read Chapter 2 in the course text, as well as the other materials provided in the unit, and then complete the questions contained in this quiz. You may use your textbook but your answers must be in your own words. Answers that are copied directly from the text will not receive credit.

1. Review the case of Detective Russell Poole and the LAPD. Identify the ethical systems represented by the actions of the Detective and the Chief Parks.
2. Discuss the arguments against and supporting relativism. Do the same for absolutism.
3. Describe another way of resolving ethical dilemmas that does not use the ethical systems.
4. Describe and discuss the ethics of virtue ethical system. Provide examples.
5. Imagine you have a time machine that was built for one purpose: to kill Adolf Hitler in the cradle. In the time machine are two other men from history: Jeremy Bentham and Immanuel Kant. Bentham has the gun, but Kant has the bullets. You need to convince each of them that what you are about to do is the ethical thing. What will you say to each of them? What will they say to you in return?















PART 2 
Read the following scenario and answer the questions that follow. Your responses should demonstrate critical thinking
The United States continues to confront a drug crisis. While drug use in the general population seems to be declining, drug use and sales among criminals are continuing to increase. Some citizens are calling for stiffer penalties for illegal drug use, while others are calling for decriminalization, a greater emphasis on treatment, and even legalization of certain drugs, especially those associated with the management of pain.
Suppose you were a staff assistant to a congressperson whose committee was investigating the ethics of drug control policy.

1. What issues would be relevant to this assessment?
2. How could a morally correct approach to drug/crime policy be developed?
3. Whose rights would have to be protected?
4. What societal benefits and deficits would you consider?
5. How could this policy be developed in a way that promoted caring and concern for all in society?
























PART 3 

Watch the video on Patty Hearst at the link below.  Were her actions immoral? If you think yes, explain what elements of the situation led you to that conclusion. If you think no, what actions could she have taken under the circumstances that would have made the situation moral? The Hearst Case has often been cited as a textbook example of Stockholm Syndrome. Google the term to gain understanding of the syndrome. Do you think Patty Hearst suffered from this? Does it change your perception as to whether or not her actions were immoral?
https://www.cnn.com/videos/tv/2018/01/10/2001-patricia-hearst-larry-king-live-sot.cnn

Your initial response must be at least 200-250 words.  In addition, you must make at least one response to another student's answer to the question. 
Minimalist posts that provide short comments such as "yes" or "I agree" do not count as a post.  Posts will be evaluated based on relevance and depth of content. Personal opinions which require no thought about the materials will not be viewed favorably. Your discussion postings must use the language of a college educated professional. (No internet slang.) No crude, rude or otherwise inappropriate comments will be tolerated.
PLEASE RESPOND TO THIS STUDENTS POST: Patty Hearst went through an unimaginable situation by being kidnapped by the SLA. While she was under their control, she developed Stockholm Syndrome which caused her to relate to the group of people that kidnapped her and even find them somewhat likable because they had chosen not to kill her. During her time with the SLA, she was well known not only for being the child of a wealthy and popular family, but because she robbed a bank under the control of her kidnappers. The leader of the group, Donald DeFreeze shot someone and she was obligated to be present in the robbery at gunpoint. Although she was manipulated psychologically, breaking the law is immoral. She was forced to break the law, which is understandable under the circumstances she was in (trying to avoid being killed for disobeying). While some may look at the situation and say that she should've just disobeyed since they hadn't killed her for some reason or the other, it is difficult to look at the situation neutrally. I do believe that it's immoral to break the law, but in her situation, I do believe that she was under extreme circumstances that caused her to break the law and put others at risk. 

