Business Ethics
September 10 

Goal: Successful life and a successful business 
Ethics? 
· What is the right thing to do
· Ethics is the art/science of decision making 
· How can we come to the right decision (what criteria)
Business Cost  lower productivity, lower profit, absenteeism; business costs the economy billions each year! 
Consequentialism  base decision on consequences, this is how businesses are... consequences of profit. The act is right, if the consequences of the act are good and if they promote the best overall state of affairs. 
Ex, better to save five people than saving one 
Business  whenever you offer a product, or service to another 
Business + Ethics always go together
Civilization begins when we are interested in business; use our skills (foundation) 
Milton Friedman 
· 20th Century American economist 
· He said “Business is amoral” (Amoral – doesn’t involve moral (culture, ethics)
Deontology- duty; we don’t base our decisions on consequences; we base our decisions on what the right thing to do. 
Egoism- base my decision on self interest 
· All successful people are risk-takers, people that take the easy path have irrational fears 
· What you don’t want is to live a meaningless existence. 
· Most people live the 90/10 (90% don’t want to do, 10% they want to do) 
· Some people hold their life until they get the big thing (like CEO), a hurdle ex, “ I need to get past this exam” 
· Fear motivates people to make too many unwise choices 



Meaningful Existence
Two Ancient Philosophers:
Epictetus- 1st century AD 
Epicurus- 3rd century BC 

Epictetus 
· A meaningful life is when we become a part of something bigger than yourself
· A label, uniform, religion 
· People who like to join a system, follow something
· ‘I know my place in this world; if not they I am lost’ 
Epicurus 
· A meaningful life is when you create your own system, your own path 
· ‘I make my own goals and I follow my own rules’ 
· Steve jobs 
· Problem: Epicurean- Hedonism
· A hedonist is someone who seeks basic pleasures (ex, Miley Cyrus = keep having fun!); pleasure is the only intrinsic good
· Consequentialist 
· His own happiness 
Bingo Chris Landrenth (Bingo the Clown video) 
· You are bombarded every day by questions, decisions. 
· We are always surrounded by culture, society, family, who all influence your decision making
· Always surrounded by voices to do this, or that 
· To be successful, don’t listen to those voices 
A successful life has three things: 
1) Friends
2) Enough Money to satisfy your basic needs (luxuries are not necessary!) 
3) Freedom (to speak and think) 
	Consequentialism
	Deontology (Kantianism)

	Thinking about good consequence

	Thinking about what’s right, not about the consequence 

	Good/ Bad 
	Right/ Wrong 

	Emotions/ Feelings 
	Reason/ Logic 

	Wants/ Desire 
	Rights (you might not want them, but they are just there.. rights) 



Jeremy Bentham 
· 18th century British Philosopher 
· Founder of modern utilitarianism (concept of enlightenment)  
· We face moral dilemmas, how do we actually decide? How do we function naturally? 
· Naturalism 
· Our ultimate foundation of Decision Making = seek pleasure + avoid pain (hedonism)
· Pleasure/Pain Principle (grounds for morals) 
· Pleasure is good, Pain is bad 
What is the greatest good? Happiness
What is the greatest happiness? 
The greatest happiness (good) is the greatest good for the greatest number of people 
Rule: Act so as to create the greatest amount of happiness (good) for the greatest number 
Bentham- hedonist (He believed in maximizing net pleasure) 
· Animals are moral beings equal to us 
· They follow the same moral foundation as us 
· Bentham Utilitarianism is not just for people but for animals as well 
Economics behind this: 
Usefulness = good, uselessness = bad (goods vs. Bad), efficiency!!!
Useful = utility = utilitarian
John Stuart Mill 
· 19th century British 
· He says that Bentham’s moral goal is not what should be
· Should the world full of Miley Cryrus’s be the ultimate goal for humanity? 
· Doesn’t like the pleasure/pain view and the animalistic approach (animals can’t read of write, we cannot relate to them, they have no intellect) 
· We have intellectual pleasures, we can read, write, think etc. 
· We have a world full of art, math, science and should not be about Lindsay Lohan or Miley Cyrus 
· It is better to be an unsatisfied human than a satisfied pig. Unhappy human > Happy pig 
· He rejected the idea that there were any sinful pleasures
· Desire for money, power, fame etc, are not bad except if they get in the way of utilitarian principle 
· Happiness doesn’t require an explanation. You know it when you feel it. 
· Happiness is not an abstract concept 

Bentham- quantity of pleasure 
Mill- Quality is at least as important as quantity 
Mill and Bentham were about act utilitarianism... stating that a person’s act is morally right if and only if it produces at least as much happiness as any other act that the person could perform at that time. Bentham and Mill define happiness as pleasure and the absence of pain. Example, compare the consequences of your watching television all day tomorrow to the consequences of your doing charity work tomorrow. You could produce more overall happiness in the world by doing charity work tomorrow than by watching television all day tomorrow. According to act utilitarianism, then, the right thing for you to do tomorrow is to go out and do charity work; it is wrong for you to stay home and watch television all day tomorrow
Problem with this is that what brings the greatest happiness could be the wrong thing to do (killing people because it brings the greatest happiness) 
Machiavelli
· 14th century Italian 
· He wrote “The Prince”- a book about how to acquire and maintain political power
· One of the problems of Consequentialism is that it seems to argue for the “The End Justifies the Means” meaning that if a goal is morally important enough, any method of achieving it is acceptable. 
G.E. Moore 
· 20th century British 
· Confusing fact for value 
· Fact is pleasure or pain, value is good or bad 
· There are bad pleasures: You kill people because you like it 
· Good = pleasure, pain = bad  naturalistic fallacy (Moore argues it would be fallacious to explain that which is good reductively in terms of natural properties such as "pleasant" or "desirable".) 
David Hume 
· 18th century Scottish 
· You cannot derive a value form a fact 
· We give something a value based on facts, which is not always true 
· Is-ought Fallacy There is a difference between descriptive statements (about what is) and normative statements (about what ought to be) 
· Views of aesthetic theoryaesthetic values- some things are beautiful, other are ugly 
· Many of his writings make little or no distinction between moral and aesthetic value 
Utilitarian violates the naturalistic fallacy and is/ought fallacy 
Immanuel Kant (Kantian Ethics) 
· 18th century German 
· Opponent of utilitarianism
· Kant, unlike Mill, believed that certain types of actions (including murder, theft, and lying) were absolutely prohibited, even in cases where the action would bring about more happiness than the alternative. 
· Example of a deontology moral theory- the rightness or wrongness of actions does not depend on their consequences but on whether they fulfill our duty.
· We can never know the full consequences of an action. We cannot know the future. 
· Making a hypothetical guess/choice to decide which path to go, but we don’t really know what the chain action would be 
· Consequentialism- probabilistic 
· Morals are too important to give values of probabilities 
· We need certainty, need to know what is certainly right or certainly wrong 
· Logic/Reason
· Deduction- we should be able to deduce what is, draw a logical conclusion 
· Hypothetical imperative (command conditionally on your relevant demand, ex, if you are hungry, go eat!)
· A categorical imperative, on the other hand, denotes an absolute, unconditional requirement that must be obeyed in all circumstances and is justified as an end in itself (ex, Don’t cheat on your taxes)

Categorical imperative: Two formulations
1. “Act so as to treat all personal maxims as if they were universal laws” 

It commands that every maxim (rule) you act on must be such that you are willing to make it the case that everyone always act on that maxim when in a similar situation. Ex, if you expect other people to keep their promises, then you are obligated to keep your own promises.

“Do what you think is right, do only what you would see happening everywhere” 

“An act is morally right only if the underlying rule of conduct (your moral principle upon which you decide to act) can consistently and universally apply to yourself and others. 

2. “Act so as to treat all people as ends not as means”

To treat others as ends means to respect others as rational moral agents who also have their own goals and life pursuits. On the other hand, to treat people merely as a means is to treat people as a mere thing, such as an inanimate object or a tool. Tools are things that we use ONLY as a mere means to an end. But Kant’s morality requires that you never treat people the same way you would with any inanimate object or thing. 

Morality requires two things” 
· Free will 
· Reason (logic) 
Only humans have free-will and reason, so we are morality. Animals do not have the ability to choose against their basic pleasures. 
The Story of ‘The Stonecutter’
Kantianism vs. Consequentialism 
John Rawls 
· 20th century American 
· Believed in Rule Utilitarianism as opposed to act utilitarianism 
· Rule Utilitarianism: An action is right as it conforms to a rule that leads to the greatest good. The correctness of a rule is determined by the amount of good it brings about when followed. 
Punishment 
· Why do we punish people? Because justice demands that those who do bad things be punished. Retribution. 
· We have to have punishment in order to have a working utilitarian society (utilitarian- better for the majority) 
Rawls wants to prevent utilitarian being end justifies the means 
Two types of Rules: 
1. Summary Rules- Those are created after certain particular instances have occurred 
2. Practice Rules- These are created for the system to work to begin with and are not created after particular instances have occurred. 
Utilitarian can only work if there are non-utilitarianism rules within utilitarianism 
Promise
· You should always keep your promise 
· Universal rule which everyone should follow always (nothing to do with the majority) 
Analogy is sports... The goal of sports is to win (the rule is to win), sports cannot be played unless there are rules which everyone agrees to follow

Peter Singer 
· Still alive, Australian 
· He says “within utilitarianism there is a duty to help others” 
· Argues for charity 
· Obligated to give to charity within utilitarianism 
· We should help others in order for more people can be happy, even if it means giving up some of our own happiness. 
· You should give whatever money to the poor in order to help them to the point where you don’t become poor yourself
· If you refuse to help a drowning child, you are guilty of murder (you don’t lose anything, but you don’t help someone else gain (greater happiness)) 
· You are obligated to give your excess money to the absolute poor 
· It is the right thing to do, because you bring the greatest amount of good 
Business 
· A large business should help small business in order for the whole capitalist system to function 
· Standard oil, Nelson Rockefeller 
Robert Nozick 
· We prefer to be a certain way rather than feel a certain way 
· Happiness machine, a virtual heaven (paradise) an attempt to show that ethical hedonism is false. If this machine worked, would we choose a machine-induced experience of a wonderful life real life? No. 
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 “Fuck the Poor” video  we know you care… ‘help the poor’ no one seems to care
Why don’t people give to charities? 
Egoism- self-interest 
· What sort of person am I? Why interest? 
· Based on me and what I want
· Good to be self-interested
Self interest and selfishness = not the same!! 
Adam smith- wealth of nation (book about division of labour)
· 18th century Scottish
· Moral philosopher, not an economist
· Book “A Theory of Moral Sentiments” and “Wealth of Nations”
· The best result for the group comes when each member of the group pursues their own self-interest. 
· Self-interest in order to bring best results for the group
· Not selfish
Friedrich Nietzche
· 19th century German 
· We’ve got to break free from this comformity
· Fitting into society 
· We got to go on our own path
Ayn Rand 
· 20th century Russian/American
· Atlas shrugged, the fountain head 
· Argue for selfishness
· Against altruism 
· She says ‘never help people if you are running a race’
· Honour the great man not the good man 
· Be a winner not a loser
· Why write all these books? If she doesn’t want to help others why does she write so many books? Paradoxic, ironic
· Why should we read her books? Was she trying to help us? 
Richard Dawkins
· 1975
· Book about “The Selfish Gene”
· We are supposed to pursue our selfish desire, its natural 
· Selfishness is not path to success
· Documentary: Nice Guys finish first
· Biological competitive world
· Capital markets can be justified by biological grounds
· Not about the ‘strongest survives’ (cooperation is always be strength) 
· How selfish genes can be- cooperation
· bees helping other colony (same genes passing genes), genetic relatedness 
Thomas Hobbes
· 17th century English
· “Leviathan book” – in order to bring order and peace, you need a strong and unified government
· People naturally choose their self-interest, what is our best interest? 
· Psychological egoism; we are hardwired to be selfish, natural
· Psychological altruism- helping other people because it brings happiness to us
· Reciprocal altruism- you do me a favour and I will return it. You help me and I will help you; path to success allows you to cooperate with others, through help you build relationships
· Problem with Egoism and Altruism
· Psychological egoism- view that humans are always motivated by self-interest, even in what seem to be acts of altruism. It claims that, when people choose to help others, they do so ultimately because of the personal benefits that they themselves expect to obtain, directly or indirectly, from doing so; descriptive- study of human beliefs of morality 
Non-ethical theories- we don’t have free will, it is psychological; No one can prove it’s just a belief 
Ethical choose; free will = normative (we have choices) which accounts for decision making
Ethical Egoism- we should (we ought to) seek/choose your self-interest (to be selfish); normative
Selfish- ‘I only care about myself that I will hurt others in order to achieve my goals’; used to be like that in business before, but now things have changed since we need trust 
Selfish people can be unhappy
John Nash- a mathematician
· Bring best result 
· The best result for the group comes when each individual seeks what is best for themselves AND the group 
· Ex, Beautiful Mind movie- true story of a mathematician 
· Arguing for the group’s wellbeing 
· How much of an individual can you be with the group 
Empathy- foundation for moral humans; the ability to understand and share the feelings of another 
Psychopath- not successful, selfish, not empathetic 
Plato 
· 4th century B.C. Greek 
· Dialogues, plays that aren’t meant to be performed 
· Student of Socrates
· Truth is always in the spoken works, not written
The Republic (dialogue written by plato)
· Book about justice; Anti-democratic 
· Socrates and two students, these students say it’s good to be selfish 
· His students: Glaucan and Thracymachus 
· Plato identified 4 chief virtues in his dialogue: Wisdom, Justice, Temperance (tolerance), Fortitude (moral courage)

The two students’ argument: Myth of the ring of Gyges
· Study about ring that makes its wearer invisible to everyone (including gods) 
· If everyone wears an invisibility ring, morality would not exist (you can do anything and no one will ever know!) 
· World of selfish people! People would be selfish if this was the case
Selfish Arguments 
1) Isn’t it true that it is better to be an evil person that everyone thinks is good rather than the other way around? (more concerned about what people would think)
2) Isn’t it true, that we all admire to a certain extent, the successful selfish person, and despite to a certain extent, the unsuccessful goody goody person. Who is your role model? 
3) Hellenism
· All about helping the evil person
· The gods favour the evil people by giving all sorts of ways to clean their souls/minds. The religion is filled with loop holes that help the evil man. Ex, rituals, pilgrimages, offering
4) If you gave an invisibility ring to a good person, eventually they will become evil 
Socrates says two things: 
1) Whole thing about invisibility ring and that people think about you... NOT TRUE! 
- implies wrongly that people only do the good thing because they fear punishment if they do wrong. That’s NOT true. We have empathy for our fellow humans, not because we fear punishment
2) Selfish person
- Not at ease with themselves, you can only have peace of mind (and a successful state) when you achieve an equilibrium of your differing mental states. Define true happiness: peace of mind, balance of certain virtues, altruism

James Rachels- 
· Self interest can allow for someone to help others whereas selfishness does not. 
· A selfish person only cares about themselves. If helping other makes you feel good, than you are self-interest, because if you were truly selfish, you would not feel good about helping others, you would feel angry.
· Rachels: all you can do is to avoid truly selfish person. Isolate them from society. True selfishness is very rare; Ethical egoists (selfish people) are actually rare because even a serial killer loves his sister.
· Most philosophers believe that you are morally obligated to follow your self-interest; we have an empathetic nature. 
· You are naturally supposed to care about those things that are closer to you; things far away (stranger) is just a number 
· Empathy is in degrees (when stranger is killed vs. When our wife gets killed)
Joseph Butler
· 18th century English 
· 
Richard Dawkins (documentary)- Nice guys finish first
· Reciprocal altruism (found in nature, computer wars)
· Computers experiment (compete with each other using programs)
1. Golden Rule- foundation of moral; do unto others as you would want them to unto you; 
2. Be selfish. Care only about yourself; you cannot be trusted, not from alliances (and cooperate) 
3. Reciprocal altruism- wins AT LEAST! 
In the end, the golden rule are wiped out first, then the Reciprocal Altruism wins. This is so because selfish people can’t be trusted. Thus, they cannot form alliances, unlike the R.A, which allowed them to win.
Prisoners Dilemma
· Game theory: two people arrested are separated: 
1) you can rat on your friend, and let him take the blame and you go free
2) you can remain silent and possibly let your friend rat our then you are the only one punished
3) You can both stay silent, and both go free
4) Both rat on each other, both go to jail 
Golden Balls (trust people, how to pay prisoners dilemma)
Virtue Ethics
· Base our idea on not what the right to do is but what is the good/right thing to do
· Develop character: honor, character are important things for morals 
Aristotle
·  student of Plato, Consequentialist
· Believed that virtue is the golden mean (middle) between two extreme
Ex, Cowardice----------------------Courage-----------------------------Foolishness 
Selfishness = cowardice
Courage = some sort of self-sacrifice
(No one can teach you how to be moral because people have their own different life circumstances, experiences must be experienced themselves) 
· There are no actual rules to tell you how to be virtuous. 
· You become a virtuous person through practice; if you want to be a courageous person, learn how to do courageous things
· Seek the middle, if everyone does that you achieve Eudomania (aka human flourishment)
· Eudomania: Everybody chose to be virtuous, not selfish thing (you want others to have virtues), better yourself and help others be virtuous as well
Robert Loudon 
· Virtue ethics tells us how to be but now how to do it
· It only works in the long term and does not address immediate moral problems
· The point of virtue ethics seems to be to focus on person rather than action, but there seems to be actions which are evil in themselves, and have nothing to do with the person that commits it 
· How can we judge a person as virtuous unless we look at their actions?
· There seems to be style over substance problem, more important to be a certain way than act  in a certain way 
· Problem: So many factors that make it hard to be virtuous... ‘we just can’t be brave, courageous’
· Bystander Effect: Let someone else take care of it or when there is a domino effect, we need to break free from this fear (Ex, Subway superman... self-sacrifice to help someone; very rare!), conform with other people
Asch Experiment
· You will conform with the group you identify with
· Some type of people, gender, ... age, very hard to disagree with 
· Big problem for virtue ethics! 
Children and chimpanzee’s instinctively provide help when it looks like someone needs something  - instinct to help
Rawl’s Two Principles of Justice: 
1) Each person is to have an equal right to the most extensive basic liberty compatible with a similar liberty for others
2) Wealth: Social and economical inequalities are to be arranged so that they are both a) reasonably expected to be at everyone’s advantage, b) attached to positions and offices open to all (fair equality of opportunity to all)

· RAWLS says equal share of wealth and income; opportunity to advance their life and motivation is reduced 

Robert Nozick- conservative thinker
· The entitlement theory
· We can have equal rights, but not equal distribution of goods. 
· Because it is essentially legalized theft. We have the right to our honest gotten property
· Ex, Taxation- that would be an unjust want. Why? You have the right to your property to the consequences of what you merited. 
· Why should a bum get what you get when you work hard for it?
· Justice society- uses their own merits to acquire the life they want. 
· He says: no distribution of wealth and income; no security for individuals 
Video
· Aim to make everyone equally happy OR distribute wealth and income equally to make everyone happy
Aristotle
· ‘eye for eye’
· Individual merit (talents, skills) should decide what they get. Ex, education, materials, things you need
· Karl Marx—communism, most liberals were dehumanized. Social justice (every society has been divided by social classes)
· People are equal in their difference consequentialist (ultimate consequences was just to achieve Eduomania society); There are of equal value for the common goal they share- to be the best they can be
Kant 
· People are equal regardless of their differences
· By definition people are morality (freewill and reason) they are intrinsically of equal value
Problem with Egalitarianism- it lowers motivation, you justify your unequal state by your actions. 
Some of the theories about justice are egalitarian. They hold that all persons have equal intrinsic worth and therefore everyone should be treated with equal concern and respect. Some other theories are inegalitarian. Inegalitarian promotes inequality between people; the intrinsic worth of people varies according to their personal characteristics (moral merit- are they morally good? They are being morally good because of duty not inclination)
Van Hayek (mentor for Milton Freidman) 
· We are going to equally distribute goods how do we really know what each person deserves? 
· The equal distribution of goods is not doable
· Unrealistic goal
· Globalization- a lot of inequality in this world 

Divine Command Theory 
· An act is either moral or immoral solely because God either commands us to do it or prohibits us from doing it. 
· I know what right and wrong (good and evil) is because a religious authority tell me; debate about what the command is (what is it exactly that you are supposed to obey)
· Euthyphro- argument of this dialogue: Socrates asks Euthyphro what is piety (religious devotion)

The Letter of the Law vs. Spirit of the Law 
· Interpretation within religion (do I take those words literally or do I take the intention of the words) 
· Literal meaning vs. intentional meaning of words 

Abraham- prophet in the Semitic trilogy (Judaism, Christianity, Islam); obey without questioning, without thinking; If you want to be a believer, you accept the literal meaning of words 
· Isn’t language just symbols that represent them (literal meaning)? 
· Angel Gabriel- interpreter (we cannot understand God talk)
· Hellenism- Hermes (interpreter) 
· Study of interpretation of language is called ‘hermeneutics’  
· God gave you reason in order to use it. Therefore you reason what the words mean and you go from there (intent of the words) 
· How do faith and reason go together? What place is there for reason in religion faith? 
‘Im supposed to question what the prophet says about the religion’  literal 
Im suppose to think what the prophet says we use reasoning 
How to faith and reasoning go together? 
St. Thomas Aquinas
· 13th century Rome
· Official philosophy, Theology of Roman Catholicism
· Reason and faith complement each other 
· Reason proves gods existences, but faith provides the details 
· You need to think and obey (reason and faith)! 
Kant (very religious)
· Believer in reason, god gave us reason in order to discover certain truths, categorical imperative.
· - non-automonous – obey without thinking
· - reason and free will are what make us moral beings and ultimately the children of god
· - urged people to depend on themselves to think about what morality means
· - cannot prove god is real by reason but faith can prove it 
· - thought that there were no moral dilemmas
· - moral autonomy and human dignity 
· - admirer of Newton 
· - wants to restore a true sense of justice
· - doesn’t like that ppl say “ morality is based on justice”, because if morality is based on feelings then justice cannot exist 
· -Utilitarians – if it feels good, it is good 
· - Kant knows there is a definite right and wrong
· - you never have end justifies the means
· -the word justice is meaningless if you say sometimes it is right to do the wrong thing
· - obligated by reason (which is given to you by god) to what is right, regardless of the consequences 
·  - consequences are always in the future thus are unknowable
· - morality is not about probabilities, it is about a certain sense of justice
· - consequentialist, virtue ethics, Kantian ethics 
· - no such thing as justice, rights, equality in the modern sense if there was no Kant  - if you believe in these things in some sense you are a Kantian
Plato wrote dialogues; he wrote a dialogue called ‘The Euthyphro’ 
· Euthyphro is a religious scholar
· Socrates dislikes people who think they know everything, so he goes after them to humiliate them; he was executed in 399 BC because of this reason 
· He wants to know what piety is. Piety is religious devotion (what god wants you do to) What does good mean? 
· The literal meaning of Good is ‘Good is what God says it is’  problem: Is something good because God says it is OR Does god say something is good because it is good. What is the nature of goodness is? 
· Euthyphro would then say “something good because God says it is” 
· If God says something is good, he must have a reason. If his reason is just that it is good, then we have a circular definition (a tennis racket is what you use to play tennis with). His claim is that God is part of justice (Socrates). What part? Courage, Honesty, etc. Then part of justice is that is good is the good part (circular definition). 
· Good is what God wants you to do. He wants you to do it because it is sort of a trade where you do the good, and God will reward you. God’s don’t want anything because as Gods they don’t need anything. So why would God ask you to do something when he doesn’t need anything?
· The word good is meaningless if you just say it is what God says so. 
· Reason- what is the good? And then that’s why God says so. 
· Reason is necessary in order to interpret religion. 
· Faith and Reason Debate 
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Star Trek TNG- symbiosis 
Prime Directive
· you must never interfere with less developed cultures; don’t have the right to tell other people how to live
· Ethical/Moral Relativism- nothing is right or wrong
· Multiculturalism
· You have no basis on which to tell another culture (or individual) what is right and wrong. 
· There is no universal standard for morals (cannot be compared to other countries or people)

Relativist- there is no one truth or right; everything is relative. 
· Judgement- do you have a basis in which to judge someone (someone is doing a different way, doesn’t mean they are wrong!) 
· Do I have the right to judge others? 
· Time and Space 
· There is no such thing as moral progress, people just do the right thing at a particular time under a particular situation; ‘They are just as right in their time and space, just as how we are right during our right time and space.’ 

Sumner- Anthropologist
· People always judge others from their own moral standings. 
· Who gets to say that their morals are the ones that everyone else has to follow?

Morals – Might is Right
· The strongest decide what the morals are. 
· people with power decide what is right and wrong
· Assume they are superior
· Although the role is might is right, there is always a question of whose morals to follow and whose is right? But at the end of the day, morals are relative. 
· Every culture has their own morals. These standards for behavior are based on their own particular circumstances at a particular place and time. 
· Morals are things that people devise on their own in their culture. 
· Simply forgotten the culture base for those morals 

A culture can only work when there is some moral conformity. 
Thin line between culture and morals (ex, women driving buses while men taking care of the kids or cleaning)
Moral relativism: affects the other moral theories; encourages the open-mindedness and tolerance
Child Slavery Movie:
· Is it ethical to have children working in factories where they are underpaid and not properly treated?
· North American standpoint is that kids should be in school and having fun, playing sorts. 
· Is it better for the children that are working to be working or going to school? If children don’t work, there is no money for the families, and they will then starve. 
· Is it okay for some cultures to have slaves?
· Moral relativism: If you believe slavery is wrong, how can you say its okay in some cultures?
· If you say slavery is wrong regardless (Kantian), who are you to judge that culture and what are you going to do to stop it? 
· Is there a difference between culture values and moral values? 
· Culture values (how you dress and what you like to eat which are okay) but there are things like morals (murder, rape, slavery that are not okay!)

Ronald Dworkin
· 20th century 
· He is against moral relativism 
· If you are a relativist, then you don’t really believe in your own morals. 
· Your morals are just fashion 
· He brings up: Paradoxes within relativism, there are no universal moral rules; no one has a basis for judging another culture/ moral system. Never judge another culture/moral system – Universal rule. Never judge another culture’s morals” They are against universal moral values. BUT saying you can never judge another culture’s morals IS a universal moral standard 
· Let’s say that you are able to judge another culture. Then what? 
· Obligation to act on those morals of which you believe in 
· I have the right to judge another culture when I know they are doing something wrong. Does another culture have the right to tell us how to live? 
· You are assuming there is a universal moral standard, and it just happens to be my morals which are that standard. 

William Shaw
· Believes there  is a universal standard for Morals
· Tries to explain how to create a universal standard for morals:

1) Naturalism
- Pain/Pleasure Principle, Is/Ought Problem, Naturalistic Fallacy
- idea that we naturally feel a certain way (utilitarian – Bentham)
- we all naturally seek pleasure and avoid pain
- violates the is/ought fallacy – (cannot derive values from facts)


2) Emotivism- morals are based on my feelings which I make statements from. Feelings. - We all feel the same way about what is right and wrong, human beings base their morals on how they feel about things. We base our morals on our emotions. 
· Bypasses judgment
· If emotions are what guide us then there is no place for judgment
Judgment is done by reason

3) Intuitionism- I just know right from wrong especially when I see it; People intuit different rights and wrongs to different things. 
- We just simply know what is right from wrong 
- people’s intuitions vary, not everyone agrees 

Kant was against moral… 
He was the first to argue that reason also provides the standard by which we make moral evaluations. 
The only possible universal moral standard comes from reason (Kant). We tend to seek rational justification for our (and others) actions; we should be about to rationally see compromises, reason out our differences. Only one that works or is feasible! 
· Universal standard can be made using reason (KANT) 
· We should be able to rationally see compromises. 
· Reason out our differences 
· Only one that works or is feasible 

Business in the global market (video)
· Child labour
· Exploitation 
What is slavery? 
Children in the factories make Sari’s 
· expensive ones are 1000 pounds (1600 canadian)
· children make 10 rupees a day (18 hrs a day)
· They work with needles, knives, and often injure themselves and their eye sights are often impaired
· 50 rupees = 1 canadian dollar 
· 2 months to make a sari 
· therefore, the can afford to pay the children, they are making a lot of money, the economic conditions did not force this
· This is EXPLOITATION (slavery)- says ‘Rageh Omar BBC’ 
· The manager (swami) frees the child (aka firing him), and the kid doesn’t look happy because he lost his job
· Judge something, but what sort of action should be done? It’s possible because you don’t understand the whole situation and you could make it worse


Slavery = exploitation
- treating people as property
- receive slave wages
- Children are locked in most of the time 
- Exploitation? 
- Slave- is when one person becomes the property of another
- If you believe there is a definition for certain right or wrong, then there is slavery: 



