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	Utilitarianism


	Utilitarianism theory determines what is right or wrong by focusing on the outcome of the action taken by either patients, doctors, or any medical practitioner. The theory views an ethical act as the one that produces the utmost moral for highest numbers (Mill, 2016). Utilitarianism theory also holds that any ethical issue should be of great happiness to the patients and medical practitioners. 
	If a hospital has four patients whose lives depend on organ transplant or blood transfusion, it is ethical and the highest good if a person walks in the hospital and his or her organs are harvested to save the lives of the four patients.

	The theory follows the principles of democracy as it depends on the will of the majority. Also, an individual does not need to practice any religion for him or her benefit from this theory. It is objective in nature, and thus any choice made is based on its consequences. 

	It is difficult to predict the future, and thus the outcomes of the theory are unpredictable. Another weakness of the theory is that it is difficult to justify the means when happiness is considered a target of the actions. Also, happiness is not measurable in tangible ways and thus should not be used as a measure of the theory.


	Kantian Ethics


	Kantian ethics theory prohibits some actions like lying, theft, or murder even if the action creates more happiness. The theory is based on the rational will or everyone who is involved in an activity. Also, it is based on respect for the goals of human beings. Any act acted by an individual should conform to morality laws and respect interests human beings instead of individual interests (Wood 2017).
	An individual involved in theft does not conform to the law of morality even it is meant to make the actor happy. The act is based on individual interest rather than the interest of humankind. Kantian theory discourages such actions. Taking a soft drink is not immoral, and thus an individual should go ahead and do it.  

	The theory bases its arguments on social duties, and thus any personal moral acts are taken as a duty and hence part of human experience. 

It gives rules that apply to everyone regardless of religion or race. 

Also, the theory aims at treating every person fairly and avoids discrimination. 
	The theory is not always applicable as it tells what to do but not what is right. 
The theory puts more value on duty rather than feeling, and thus it's inhuman. 


The Kantian theory does not address what is meant a person, and thus there is exception using people like the end product. 

	Ross’s Ethics


	This theory is based on the ideas of prima facie. That is, the first impression is crucial and ethical until proved otherwise. It does not base its argument on principles but on the specific factors or features that express the real facts of the act. Ross listed the duties of self-improvement, justice, gratitude, beneficence, non-maleficence, reparation, and fidelity as the guiding duties of morality. 

	If an individual is involved in a theft act, ross's ethics investigate the forces that contributed to the incident. For example, the individual may have been forced to participate in theft due to peer pressure or poverty. These factors determine how an act is ethical. 

	Basing morality on factors that contribute to acts makes the theory more realist and reasonable. This creates a fair understanding of the cause-effect of the deeds done by an individual. 

	Ross does not highlight what is wrong or write, and thus he left it open for individuals to determine what is wrong or right. This left a space for criticisms.

The theory also does not highlight how to distinguish acts of self-interest from those of human interest, and people act unethically and claim to fulfill the will of others (Jovanović 2019).

	Natural Law Ethics


	Natural law ethics connect morality and the laws formulated by people. It takes that what is good or bad is the same as all despite their differences. 

It also takes that human laws are directed and defined by morality and not by authority. As such, the nature of human beings guides, such as human morality. 

	It is taken killing a person is wrong, but punishing an individual for killing a person is right and even acceptable by all.  

	The theory is deontological and applicable to any society, regardless of gender, age, or race. The theory is not based on personal interests and thus does not focus on individuals or specific groups. This gives human beings a purpose of living (Besong 2018). 
	The theory's assumption that all human beings are the same and does not act unethically is not the case. 
It is also not possible to determine what is natural. 

Also, when people make an ethical decision, sometimes people are not rational, and thus people are more likely to make decisions on emotional factors. 
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