[bookmark: _GoBack]1. A friend and you are talking about ethics when she suddenly asks you, "So, what does morality mean to you? Why should I act in the way you propose?" In a critical manner, how would you answer her? When I say "critical," I mean that you give me more than just your opinion – give me reasons to defend your position.

 Morality is about the beliefs regarding morally right and wrong actions and ethically good and bad persons or characters. Everything one does or can influence others. Everyone has his or her own set of beliefs, values, and practices. As a Christian, I was raised to know the difference between right and wrong by following the examples and teachings of Jesus Christ. God says killing is wrong, and we must never kill someone; otherwise, it would be illegal and immoral to kill others. For me, the teachings of God through the Bible are the rules that I follow, and they determine my morality.
Moreover, to function in society, we must obey the laws set in place by our systems. I believe the rules are established for good order and discipline. I think it is essential to behave a certain way because we are all responsible for our actions. We should behave a certain way to allow for harmony and a prosperous society. Furthermore, we have the freedom to make choices in our daily lives. We can choose to learn and become a better person every day, or we can want to not live a life full of happiness or peace without moral standards.

 2. Ayn Rand stated that "the moral purpose of a man's life is to achieve his happiness." In your own words, state what she means. Would an ethical egoist agree with her? Why or Why Not?

This statement does not imply that he is uncaring. It does not mean he does care about others' lives, or he cannot help other people in case of an emergency. Actually, it means that the man should not subordinate his own life to others' well-being or happiness. The man ought not to sacrifice his life for the self-interest and benefit of others. In other words, the relief of other people's pain or sorrow is not the man's principal concern, and any help he provides is not a mandatory, rather an "exception," as it is an act of kindness. Helping others is not a moral responsibility; it is incidental and marginal. Just as incidental and marginal do occur in due course of human life, and such values are objectives that motive our life. Human beings cannot survive by chance or random means; we must identify and practice the principles for survival. Therefore, the individual's self-interest is not determined by random and blind desires but should be identified and attained through the guidance of sensible moralities and codes. Hence, an ethical egoist agrees with her statement.  

 3. You are a utilitarian ethicist living in the US in 1860. You have just read a defense given in the presidential debates between Lincoln and Douglas for the continuation and even the growth of the institution of Slavery. The reasoning went something like this: "Slavery has been with us since the dawn of man. And in that time, it has proven to create the greatest happiness for the greatest number of people possible." What would you say to this statement? 

Slavery should not be practiced anywhere, no matter what. Even the Bible does not allow Slavery. The Bible quotes, "No man can serve two masters"-Luke 16:13. Slaves are known to "worship" their bosses since they have to do everything instructed. This is contrary to the Bible because man is only supposed to worship one God. Also is think Slavery should stop because all people should be treated the same. The Bible clearly says that all people are equal before the eyes of the Lord. Everyone agrees that Slavery is the wrong thing. Actually, many people will say Slavery is wrong simply because it's wrong. Even slave traders cannot defend themselves. Instead, they only give attempts to avoid being arrested; this means they usually know they are not doing the right thing. From my point of view, Slavery should be abolished because: it increases human unhappiness, it degrades and exploits humans, and it violates human freedom and rights. We were all born free and equal, and thus we should not be exposed to slavery activities. 

 4) Major essay: Write a response to the question below using either normative ethical theory: egoism or utilitarian ethics. Make sure to identify the theory and argue to a proper conclusion using the underpinnings of the approach. Also, address two common criticisms leveled at the approach.

The utilitarian theory judges individuals' actions in terms of their outcomes and consequences, that is, the nets costs and benefits to all interested parties on individual levels. It focuses on the greatest good that will benefit a higher number of individuals while making the least amount worse off. The theory suggests that every entity's interest should be considered to be the same equal while making business decisions, and this should involve people of other species because they may also suffer. Thus for any alternative set, it should view the most ethical options, the one will not cause suffering or losses in business, and it will not harm the other party. The outcomes should be balanced. All people should mutually benefit.
For this reason, I conclude that it's immoral to fail to pay taxes consistently. As a good citizen, it is your responsibility to pay tax to the government. Failing to pay tax it means no government investments, since government revenue sources from collected tax. In other words, failing to pay tax is unethical action as it makes one party better off while a bigger party is made worse off. 
One of the common criticism of utilitarianism is that it provides incorrect answers to moral questions. Arguments against this theory say that it allows actions that are clearly morally wrong. For instance, if justice can prevent workers' demonstrations that may bring deaths by sentencing an innocent soul of criminality and punishing that person severely, utilitarianism argues that the judge should go on and convict the innocent soul and punish him. It is clear that the innocent person is not wrong, but the theory allows immoral action to occur.

