Business Ethics
Lecture #5
Star Trek – The Prime Directive
· “You have no right to interfere with another culture”
Development – Technology
Moral Development
Ethical relativism goes further than the prime directive.
Ethical Relativism
· There is no universal standard throughout space and time regarding ethics.
· You cannot judge other cultures
· What is right and wrong and what is good and bad is based solely on the place and time.
· Unlike Kant who wants a definite sense of right and wrong
· People feel that there should be a universal right and wrong
· There is no such thing as moral progress, because moral progress implies that there is some standard that society is working towards. 
· Change does not necessarily mean progress
· Mainly to do with French philosophy around the 1960s called Postmodernism, but it has been in decline for the last 20 years.
· Some argue that if you believe in ethical relativism, there is no such thing  as right and wrong and there is no such thing as truth
· Truth is Anglo-Saxon and it means “home”.
· Relativists tend to ignore the “fact/value problem”
· David Hume – Scottish 18th Century – you cannot logically derive an ought from an is.
· Science deals with the facts, and philosophy (religion) is where you get values from.
· This is important in business (international business aka globalization).
· One of the big issues has been child labour
· Children sent to be a slave
· Slavery has been around since the beginning of civilization. It is actually a great economic idea because you get cheap labour.
· Slave wages are you only pay the enough to essentially stay alive.
· Those who are from the Enlightenment (western 17th century) believed in equality. Equality intrinsic property of people.
· Two arguments
· Wrong because it is not being equal
· Right because there are cultures out there who did it and we have no right to say they are wrong (VIDEO).
· People want to be “polite” and “tolerant of differences” but this comes at a high cost. 
· Relativism means there is no objective standard – William Sumner (wrote the book Folkways, Anthropologist.)
· Moral is a development of how a particular culture chooses to function
· He is a relativist. His standards of right or wrong are for a particular place and time and are right merely because they are right. 
· You are not allowed to judge another culture because you have no standard for judging them.
· He said that you have to look at the scientific facts of the worlds. But just because the facts say, it does not mean it is right.
· Philosophical theories about right or about good are based on a delusion or a forgetting of where these philosophies come from, which is from within a particular culture at a particular time.
· William Shaw argues against relativism. (Relativism and Objectivity in Ethics) 
· His claim is that is there really such a thing as universal standards for morality? Kantian argument.
1. Naturalism (Utilitarian) – you can’t derive values like good or bad from facts. Main fact they go by is the pain pleasure principle. It violates the is/ought problem. Also, there are different opinions on what is painful and pleasurable. Not clear that values are derived from facts. 
2. Intuitionism – i.e. we just “know” what is right or wrong. The problem with this is people don’t all intuit the same behaviours and values. 
3. Emotivism – we know right from wrong or good from bad by our feelings. Empathy would go into here as well. The problem is that people don’t seem to always feel the same way about moral issues. The other problem is with emotivism is that reason is taken out of the equation. If that is the case where is there room for rational judgement?  
4. Reason. We want rational judgement for our actions. There is a universal standard based on reason (Kant). Reason are where civilized people find their morals and that is where we can base our universal standards. They want to do “what works”. When they find this system that works, that is their universal standard. However, not all cultural values and ways of doing things are equal.
Moral relativism is not a moral theory itself it is a dilemma that affects all moral theories:
· Consequentialism
· Virtue ethics
· Kant
Ronald Dworkin:
· If we don’t judge other cultures it means we don’t really believe in our own moral values
· To say that all cultures have their own morals and we are never to judge them, is itself is a universal rule
· Paradox is to say you are against universal moral rules is to make a universal statement about morals
· Moral relativism is itself a universal standard


