Business Ethics
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Introduction to Business Ethics 

Milton Friedman – American Economist (20th century)

· Ethics has nothing to do with business
· He won a Nobel prize for economics
· He claims that business was amoral meaning business has nothing to do with ethics/morals. Amoral refers to issues that do not concern matters of right or wrong.
· When you do bad things – immoral.
· Amoral is the claim that something has nothing to do with ethical decision.

Ethics and Morals

· It’s about choosing
· It’s the ancient art/science of discovering how to make wise choices
· Establishing criterions for choices; how do you know you’re making the right choice?

Ethics: your personal criterion for choices.
Morals: the code or law of society

Ethics is about choosing. One thing we look at is:
· Psychology
· Psychological egoism – you are psychologically pre-wired to seek your self interest.
· Ethical (choosing) – normative
· Psychological – non-normative

How can we live a successful life?
What is a successful business? – A life that has meaningful existence. A successful life involves happiness.

Happiness is essentially the goal of life. Most people aren’t happy with their lives, even if they’re rich. You might want to blame others but your choices are what cause your happiness or unhappiness.

A person’s life is the sum of the choices they make.

A meaningful existence is what you want.  

Tons of people have a meaningless existence and they blame other people for their situations.


Video: Alan Watts
· This video talks about life and music. He explains that success in life is some sort of pilgrimage (has a starting point and the ending point, success), a straight story expectation to follow to achieve some sort of goal in the system of success. He gives an example of how one starts elementary school, then go high school, college, then follows graduate school and finally find him/herself in the world and then s/he ends up to the great thing that s/he has been waiting for (success).
· A meaningful life is living the now. Of course have goals but enjoy the current time.

Goals
Some people follow the rules in order to become successful. Goal is about the following:

Video: Arnold Schwarzenegger
· Break the rule but not the law 
· Don’t be afraid to fail. 
· You can’t climb the ladder of success with your hands in your pocket.
· Take risks
· I want to be “this” person and just do it to become that person   

A less meaningless life leads to:
· Lower productivity
· Greater amount of absenteeism in the workplace
· Huge impact on the economy
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Utilitarianism and Kantianism 

Video: Movie called Network (1975) - ethics causing trouble at workplace 
· “The world is a business” The world is not just about money it’s about quality of life you live in and how you live your life.

Milton Friedman view on what ethics is:
· Ethics is about choosing
· you choose the right or the wrong choices to your own destiny

Ethical theories
· Utilitarianism  you act as to bring the greatest good for the greatest number of people (more capitalism). Utilitarianism is the ethical theory put forth by Bentham and Mill, and has the pain or pleasure principle as its moral foundation. Additionally, the goal is to create the greatest good for the greatest number because that is considered the ultimate goal or consequences for actions. Also, the goal can be seen as good, happiness, and utility because utility (usefulness) is seen as a good.
· Consequentialism- an ethical theory put forth by Bentham and Mill which refers to doing something regardless of what the consequences are. Utilitarianism is a good example of consequentialism.  

· Kantianism (Deontology) – Deon – duty. An ethical theory by Immanuel Kant – 18th century German
· He claims that consequentialism is controversial. Various non-consequentialist (e.g. Kant) views are that morality is all about doing one's duty, respecting rights, obeying nature, obeying God, obeying one’s own heart, actualizing one’s own potential, being reasonable, respecting all people, or not interfering with others—no matter the consequences. 
· He says morality is more obligations rather than just looking at the consequences

How do you have a successful life and a successful business? This is all about:
· Happiness = meaningful life
· Avoid a meaningless existence

When we talk about money, we mean 
· Standard of living =/= (but not) quality of life

What exactly is business ethics?

Business – is when you offer a product or service to another
· Civilization began around 10,000 yrs. ago. Civilization means when we started using ethics in business.
· Business begins when we decide to settle down and trade based on our mutual benefit. Meaning when we started to specialize our crafts. Business is ethical is moral. Remember! Immoral ≠ amoral.

Immoral vs moral

How do we make wise choices? A person’s life is the sum of all the choices they make. 
· Psychological element to our decision making process
· Criterion for making our decisions = fear, doubt, risk taker, etc.…
· 90/10 ratio
· Spending 90% of time doing something you hate or don’t like for spending 10% doing something you like.

When it comes to choices:
One choosing the path of least resistance
· Successful people aren’t successful because of the money but rather because they’re doing something they want to do or feel like they’re doing something they’re meant to do.
· A lot of people are like slaves and prisoners trapped in time chasing a life of retirement

Family vs. business – a family can get in the way of business and even happiness.
· A lot of people often choose their goals over their family
· Successful people seek their full potential. Its better you try and fail but don’t fail to try.

Came up with theories about how to have a meaningful life:
· Epicurus – Ancient Greek – 4th century BC
· Meaningful life is when you choose your own path in life and not to live according to other peoples' rules.
· Three ways for happiness
1. Friends (true friends)
2. Enough money to satisfy your needs
3. Freedom


· Epictetus – Ancient Greek – 1st century AD
· Embrace a system – like joining the army 
Personalities – different people have different personalities. 
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· Consequentialism is about wants
· Epicurus – hedonist
Hedone = pleasure
· Seek the things that bring you pleasure and ignore those things that bring you pain
· Criterion tells you what you should do. Natural criterion –refers to something based on some self-evident principle or based on reason; we are rational human beings, naturally.
· Everything in the universe is rationally natural. Miracles are considered unnatural.
· Naturalism – developed in early 20th century, around the 1940s. Ultimately, we must ground our principles in what’s around us in space and time.

The difference between Rights vs. wants

· Natural wants = this is what people naturally want. For example; we want pleasure and to avoid pain
· A right is something that if it exists, then you have it whether you want it or not. 
· We naturally want things, it’s based on desire and need. 
· Naturalistic fallacy – G.E. Moore – early 20th century. 

Fact (pain, pleasure) – value (bad, good) He says you can’t do this because it’s not as simple and easy as that in connection. In life there is such thing as a bad pleasure.

Another theory is Is/ought problem – David Hume -18th century Scottish
· We like to think that this is the way things are and therefore the way they should be
· Is = a fact
· Ought = value

Is/Ought fallacy – this states that a value is not logically derived from a fact. Many writers make claims about what ought to be on the basis of statements about what is. Hume found that there seems to be a significant difference between descriptive statements (about what is) and prescriptive or normative statements (about what ought to be), and that it is not obvious how one can coherently move from descriptive statements to prescriptive ones.

Enlightenment – started in Europe 17th century to the end of the 19th
· Jeremy Bentham – 18th century English 
· He accredited the idea about finding what the best consequence is for an action is then the best good. He said; the best consequences for an action is the best good.
To him, the best good = happiness, usefulness

Utilitarianism – act so as to create the greatest good for the greatest number.
Good vs. right – this is a theory doing what is good and bad or right and wrong. We want the good path, the good consequence.  Good and bad vs. right and wrong.

· Bentham was a hedonist. He is the pleasure calculus where he takes different pleasures and rates them. He attempt to quantify pleasure
· Animals are also moral beings. – He was one of the first people to say this. Animals also feel pain and pain is bad so don’t cause them pain but to be treated as human beings. They have to be included in the greatest number of good and consider nature.
Consequences, you only do what is good for the majority. Majority rule.

The end justifies the means.
· Philosopher Machiavelli – 15th century Italian wrote a book called The Prince
· ‘How do I become Powerful’?’
· You can’t please everybody so do what pleases the most. You can do whatever you want to the minority as long as you’re doing what is best for the majority.

VIDEO (Does the end justify the mean)
· Bentham – maximize the amount of pleasure to people and minimize the amount of pain
· Business is consequentialist – making the most profit – you have to please the shareholders, employees (whether to please them), stakeholder (everyone who has a stake and affected by the business and its decision); including all living things. Stakeholders cause media trouble
· Bentham – his point of view on pleasure, if it feels good, it is good. (Regarding pleasures)

John Stuart Mill – 19th century English
· He agrees with everything with Bentham except in terms of the animals, and says the good isn’t just quantity, but quality. This is trying to mean that Intellectual pleasures are superior to bodily pleasures.
· An unsatisfied human was still superior to a satisfied pig. Human beings have some pleasures that animals do not have 
· Our human dignity prevents us from choosing to become a happy pig

G.E. Moore – came up with something. He added the ideal utilitarianism  the greatest good is the greatest quality and quantity of good for the greatest number; humans.

Where does the self-interest come in?
· Benevolent observer 
· You do the greater good for the greater number of good
· The main cause of stress is the choosing between family and work.
· Happiness is the goal. There is no such thing as happiness being an abstract concept. 
· Anything that satisfies the greatest good for the greatest number is good. Money fame, etc.…
· The majority of philosophers in history are some type of consequentialist.
· Plato – 4th century BC Greek
· Peter Singer – 21st century Australian
· Argument for charity – greatest good obligates you to give extra money to the deserving poor.
· Business – if a business has extra profit, they should give that extra to help startup companies, because it brings about the greatest good; being a better stronger economy. 

VIDEO 
	- Steve Jobs on being successful and his failures to make it where he is…
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Video: Elon Musk’s 10 rules for success. These include:
1. Never give up					2. Really like what you do
2. Don’t listen to the #littlenan		4. Take a risk
5. Do something important			6. Focus on signal over noise 
7. Look for problem solver			8. Attract great people
9. Have a great product				10. Work super hard


Consequentialism- most of successful people want to have a successful life by doing what they want. 

Business is inherently consequentialist. It is a theory based on ‘want’

Video:  More 
· One problem of consequentialism is to base everything on feelings. If feelings are the basis for morals then justice is not possible.  Most people believe in justice. 
· Seeing the world based on perspective by viewing it through the goggle he invented using his inner ambition to see a world of fantasy and happiness.

Immanuel Kant = 18th century German
He says, if justice is based consequences, then your morality will always be probabilistic.  Meaning:

· You can never really know the full consequences of your actions
· The notion of right and wrong and try to establish a certain path to route
· Moral rights, justice, equality, etc. 
· “ethical”
· Inductive logic = probabilistic of something being true
· Deductive = would mean certain true conclusions
· Categorical statements = trying to form arguments that are categorically true. For example, if this and that are true then that one also must be true. (If then statement in philosophy)

Kantian Ethics- a theory based on feelings
· Deontology
· Deon = Greek duty
What is morality? -  Reason and logic will get us to certain truths plus free will.
· Human beings are by definition, morality.  We are obliged to be true to our nature. If not, then we are unnatural. This would mean:
Morality - 
1. Act so as to treat all people as ends never as means (you must never use people)
2. Act as if your personal maxims (personal ethical rules) apply to everyone.

Reason is logic = it’s like math. This is where right, equality, justice come from

Under consequentialism – end justifies the means. You always ignore the possible consequences 

Kant’s theory of ethics stresses intention for actions. For example; 
· Lifeboat 
· What do you do if boats sinking, and it’s filled with innocent people, do you throw out the innocent person in order to save the remaining people. If you are consequentialist you would say yes but Kant would say no and would rather kill everyone than choose to kill one person; equal treatment. 
Can a bridge be built between the two theories? (Peter Singer comes in)
· Peter Singer
· One of the things they argued for was to say; there is a duty to help the deserving poor if you have an excess of the good. Within utilitarianism. 
· John Rawls – 20th century American
· There are inherent rules built within the utilitarian principle. You act so as to create the greatest good for greatest number.
· Promises are part of the greatest good. The greatest good is only about appealing to the majority. Therefore, promises are a universal rule that is necessary for a non-universal moral system (utilitarianism)

· Mill, Bentham = Act Utilitarianism
· Rawls = Rule Utilitarianism
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Video: Death of a Salesman - by Arthur Miller
· Classic film that speaks the truth
· He says; business is business, it’s all really about money and nothing to do with respect or thankfulness or loyalty or caring. 
· “A man is not a piece of fruit” – the business uses you up until they throw you away like a peel of fruit when you’re used up
· Do you owe loyalty to your employer? Because most employers don’t believe they owe you any loyalty.
· It is a question of loyalty which is a virtue and character

Video:
On the Waterfront by McCarthyism – early 1950
· Elia Khazan  -the informer

On the Waterfront – 1953 film tried to justify the concept of being an informer
· Violation of loyalty
· Edward Snowden – 
· WikiLeaks – Julia Assange – This is dangerous because you can rat and inform on people anonymously.
· Chelsea Manning
· People like information but nobody ever respected an informer
An informer is someone who violates a written or unwritten bond of loyalty. He’s a traitor.
· People who praise informers do not themselves want to be informed upon.
· Nobody wants to work with a whistleblower because they can’t be trusted for. We praise them when they come to you with information but you don’t want to be around them so that they don’t inform on you.
· So Snowden being a hero for bring an informer is not necessarily true
· People say it was the right thing for them to do because it was a utilitarian thing. The secrets revealed by the informer bring about the greater good for the greater number.
Whistleblower – a metaphor symbolizing a referee 
· Business does not like informers.
· If you have no loyalty to your business employer, then it is possible that they inform on them.
· Whistleblowers find it nearly impossible to be re-employed in the industry after informing on their own company
· Informer – John Leotine (Alaska Airlines)
· Did he do the right thing?
Utilitarian- the secrets revealed by the informer brings about the greater good for the greater number.
· The greater good affected? Was a greater good accomplished there? You bring the price of being a hero on yourself. 
· It is illegal to fire an employee who blows the whistle or informs on them. 
· Labor laws try to help but the prof believes they are bullshit because they wont protect you 
· The public has a short memory
· Product Safety
· Most people are not willing to pay more money for their safety
When doing a whistleblower to your company, there things to consider 
· Consider about yourself
· Consequences
· customers
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Is it ever good or right to be an informer?
· Whistleblower = traitor
· Does blowing the whistle (informer) bring about the greater good? 

· Written Oath
· Business – sign a confidentiality agreement
· John Liotine – Alaska Airlines
· Snowden – US Gov’t
· Alaska airlines got into trouble for what happened but no major consequences were faced
· Cost/benefit analysis
· There is no long term PR problem
· Consequences vs. virtues (loyalty, trust)
Kantian Ethics – is it ever right to be an informer?
· What is the real motive for an informer? Is it revenge or to do good?
· Act so as to treat all maxims as universal laws.
· Retaliation/courage – using wikileaks (anonymous informing) how is that courageous. It is a sneaky person who does this and can’t be trusted unless they’re being used by you to do the sneaking.
· READ: Sisella Bok Article and Ronald Duska
· You do owe your employer loyalty.
· Laws of favors.  – Example: I do a favor for you, you do one for me or vice versa. 
· Sisella: whistleblowing; 3 things you got to consider with it:
1. Weigh the pros and cons
2. Do your best to limit the breach of loyalty
3. Make sure your accusation is correct – it’s better to quit a job than to inform incorrectly because once you’re an informer, you’re one forever and you’re labeled as one wherever you go.
· Duska: You do not owe loyalty to your employer. You only work for your employer to make money. It would be like owing loyalty to an ATM machine.
· He has a cold-blooded view of the work environment
· You wont be very happy thinking of it this way because then your life is about money and doing something you don’t actually like and rather just for money, you wont be happy. 
· You don’t get to choose whether you want to be involved in business or not because business is all pervasive.

The world is a business – Network
· Sports is amoral – it’s just a game whereas business is not just a game.
· You can belong to groups without having loyalty to the other members. Like sports fans.
· Duska suggests the following on informing on business:
1. There must be a clear harm to society
2. You have to be close to the information
3. You have to be confident that there is a chance of success for what you are doing.
4. It should be a last resort
5. Consider other options before informing
· Duska – Gov’t is something different; it’s betrayal to inform on your government.
· 
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Advertising
Ethical problems in advertising
· False Advertising (Hawaiian chair commercial)
· People ripping you off
· Offensive advertising
· Misleading advertising
· We’re philosophically concerned about the image the advertising gives you that isn’t necessarily true with buying the product (like the happy couple in the ford commercial – that you’re going to be happy like them if you get the car)

An ethical question would be: are we really brainwashed people? How does this bring about the greater good?
· Consumerism – Began in the early part of the 20th century 
· This helps bring about the greater good by getting people distracted into buying things or focusing the attention on sports otherwise people will go crazy and start hurting one another and consumerism brings about a peaceful society – based on dishonesty and manipulation
· If we don’t have consumerism we’ll end up killing each other from boredom. Keep people distracted with consumerism.
· Need to create a world that is peaceful
· Edward Bernays (from video with David Letterman) – recognized as the inventor of public relations (PR), modern advertising, and known as a spin doctor. First person to manipulate the masses how to make people want things they don’t need by linking mass production of goods to their desires. He got woman to smoke by the same idea.
· He was the nephew of Sigmund Freud
· Known as the most influential psychiatrist (inventor of psychiatry)
· Brought the idea that we are fundamentally sexual beings
Emotion vs. Reason
· Emotions drive our actions rather than reason and reason is more of a fantasy, or by other thought to be the other way around.
The Century of the Self – about consumerism
· Film on Edwards Barnays
· The concept of having people act irrationally by providing them purchase a product by making them think they need that new product
· The concept of cigarettes and the image it portrays of woman if they were to smoke in public

Necessities vs. luxuries
· Man’s desires must overshadow their needs
· Freud - Human beings are fundamentally aggressive/sexual beings, that wear the mask of civilization
· Consumerism is needed in order to satisfy the greater good
· Because of the true nature of human beings, they must be governed from above by an enlightened elite.
· Propaganda became a bad word. And isn’t used anymore because of Nazi Germany. Propaganda is now public relations but it’s ultimately the same thing.
· Oedipus complex - 
· Electra complex – 
· You want things not just as a need but to rather represent your inner self and character to others.
· It’s not about what you need, it’s about what you desire.
· How people behave in groups.
· When the mob (the people) get in power, it’s nothing but destruction. 
· You can’t allow people to be truly free, provide them a mere illusion of freedom.
· Reason is out. 
Consumerism is immoral with regard to Kantianism. Consumerism takes away to the two most important things:
· Free will, and
· Reason.
· Fundamental conformist nature of humans.
· Group dynamics are one of the strongest fundamentals of psychology.
· The Ashe Experiment – the line test with the group
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· Advertising =Manipulation
· Edward Bernays = inventor of modern advertising
· BSing – means mixing up the truth and lies to someone to manipulate information
· Propaganda and Public Relations are the same thing but propaganda stopped being used do to it being considered an ugly term
· The Century of the Self – Successful people seem to be those rare individuals that can to some extent conform to the group 
· Bernays admitted that his ways were considered manipulation.  Which is the appeal to people’s sub-conscious desires. This includes people’s aggressive/sexual animal instincts. If that’s what human nature is, then it is a problem.
· How people behave in groups
· They seem to go crazy in a group and lose one’s self. 
· Lose the mask of civilization
· Freud – misanthropy
· You cannot trust people to make rational choices
· Manipulating people means using them for a greater goal
· This is against what Kant believes. He says that people should have free will and reason. By being brainwashed, you have no reason and aren’t really making your own decision
· Kant – act as to never treat people as means but always as ends
· Utilitarianism – favors the manipulative ideology by Bernays 
· People in groups aren’t very nice, so how can they be controlled? You can have anarchy, dictatorship or something in the middle (using Bernays manipulation to control them and their reasoning; consumerism)
· So long as the illusion makes you happy
· Plato – says look at the way societies are, the rich people are always the minority, so why allow the mob (the dummies) run things. Democracy that killed Socrates. 
· The Republic – Philosopher King, Enlightened Elites
· Freud – Civilization (business and ethics) were formed in order to control the irrational mob
· Human beings must always be controlled because they cannot be trusted to truly express themselves because it would be too dangerous
· Fascism – To remove the Self-interest from public life
· Gov’t control of business
· FDR – He had his new deal – Broad Executive Power – going to take charge over business
· Capitalism – think of it as being part of Democracy. Before Bernays, capitalism and democracy weren’t seen together
· Michael Philips
· John Kenneth Galbraith – 20th century economist
· Utility – usefulness
· All people are just hamsters in a wheel
· Theodore Levitt – Are we really being manipulated? 
· Old spice man – commercial – manipulation for the perception of the product
· We don’t really believe in the advertising, then we’re not really being manipulated. Therefore there’s no ethical problem.  You know what’s going on in the commercial, so we’re not being brainwashed, if we didn’t know then it would be considered being brainwashed.
· There is no Kantian problem either
Advertising and consumerism has no immoral of unethical actions



Justice Theories

Justice theory says that whatever is fair is right. Fair in this situation would mean two things:
· Egalitarianism- everyone gets an equal portion of whatever and that’s that. 
· Desert- everyone gets what they deserve 

Two big names in justice theory are Aristotle and John Rawls. Aristotle (4th Century- BC Greek) divided justice into three kinds:
1. Distributive justice- how the goods are divided up. He says like cases should be treated alike
2. Retributive justice- this means punishing transgressors. 
3. Compensatory justice- compensating those transgressed
He also distinguished between just procedures and just outcomes.  

The utilitarian version of justice suggests that whatever provides the greatest utility is the most just. So it doesn’t really matter who gets how much of what. 

Mill argues that justice involves respect for rights especially the right to equal treatment, unless utility says otherwise. 

Kant
· People are equal regardless of differences
· Human equality is that we all intrinsically equal moral beings gifted with reason and free will
· Categorical Imperative
· All personal maxims must be acted on only if they were universal laws that everyone should follow
· You must treat all people as ends, never as means to an end
John Rawls- He is capitalist, he emphasizes like Kant, human rationality. Rawls also takes a procedural justice approach. He says if the procedure is fair, the results of the procedure will be fair. He added that in order to create a just society all biases must be removed. 



Religionism 

Religion is not about is there a God, or whose God is best. How do we know what God is telling us? The big question is about interpretation

Some people connects religion with morality so much so that atheists (people who don’t believe in gods) are automatically considered immoral.  There are two errors with this position:
1. One can have a morality without a religion. Meaning one could be a morally good person without adhering to a religion. Religion involves much more than morality: mainly, it involves belief in a god (s); involves the practice of rituals. 
2. People’s values and principles are based on belief in a god, meaning without that god, there can be no values. 


Plato – the republic
· The Euthyphro
· What is the Good?
· Is there something good because god says so, or does god say something is good because it is good?
What is the role of reason in relation to religious obedience? How does reason fit into religious belief?
· You are commanded to think about what God says
Literal meaning – Problem is with language
Ludwig Wittgenstein – 20th century Austrian
· The meaning of a word comes through its use, not its definition
Averroes (Ibn Rushd) – 12th century Spain
· One needs reason in order to interpret religion
St. Thomas Aquinas (Official theologian of the Catholic Church) – 13th century Rome
· Reason proved God’s existence; faith was necessary for the details
Kant 
· Reason is one of the God’s gift to us
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Video: Lords of the Rings
Homie got a ring that makes him invisible

The Lord of Ring:
Why be moral? Can we justify choosing a moral life even when the immoral life is more rewarding? If an immoral life leads to wealth, power, and fame while a morally virtuous life leads to poverty, powerlessness, and abuse, then why be moral? Plato’s response is simple: the immoral life is a worse life than a morally virtuous life because ultimately the immoral life corrupts the soul of the immoralist. The immoral life leads to fundamental unhappiness: mental anguish, the loss of friends and loved ones, and emotional bankruptcy. All the power in the world cannot compensate for the psychological emptiness of an immoral life. The moral person, in contrast, lives a life of integrity and personal fulfillment, even if he or she is limited in power, wealth, and fame. Moral persons are at peace with themselves. 

Egoism 

This means to care about yourself

Psychological Egoism – we naturally seek our self-interest THOMAS HOBBES

Ethical Egoism – we should seek our self-interest (to the point of selfishness) AYN RAND

Thomas Hobbes – 17th Century English Philosopher
- argued we naturally seek out our own self-interest (psychological egoism)

Richard Dawkins – English Ethologist
- became famous for writing a book (1975 – The Selfish Gene) 
- documentary “Nice Guys Finish First”

Success comes about through cooperation with others, not by being selfish.
Reciprocal Altruism is the path to success.
Code of Favors – help others who have helped you and vice versa

Two version of ethical egoism
1. Individual egoism- this one says, something is morally right if it’s in my own interest. Meaning if some action is good for me, it’s right. As such, egoism is a consequentialist theory (determining rights and wrongs according to the consequences, according to what happens). 
2. Universal egoism- says that everyone should consider morally right those things that are in their own interests. 

Virtue Ethics

Most of the ethical theories ask ‘What should I do?’ Loads of people believe this is the wrong question. But in virtual ethics, the more important question is “what kind of person should I be?”
The answer is to be a virtuous person. So what is virtuous? 

Aristotle lists virtues includes the standard four of the ancient Greeks: 
· Justice, temperature, courage, and wisdom. 

Should I be selfish in order to be successful? 

Lots of people are confused that selfishness is self-interest, but it is not.



Classic argument for selfness: Plato

RINGS OF GYGES
· Ancient in Plato’s day
· If you could turn yourself invisible (everyone), morals would not exist
· If we could come up with a way where you could do whatever you wanted and not get caught, morals would not exists.
· If you could make yourself invisible you would be naturally selfish (evil). 

Plato – The Republic
- argues for selfishness
- in the dialogue you have Socrates, he is arguing with his two students (Thracymachus and Glaucon)
1. It is better to be a bad person that everyone thinks is good than to be a good person that everyone thinks is bad. 
2. Don’t we admire to some extent the bad successful person and despise the unsuccessful good person?
3. Myth of Gyges – isn’t it true that if you give a good man an invisibility ring, eventually he will become a bad man?
4. Religion – HELLENISM – the reason why I do good things to others is because my religion tell me.  (all you have to do is worship the gods and do whatever you want, live your life doing all sorts of evil but perform that “cleanse” and you’re ok to go) Religion has loop holes. Do all sorts of evil but make sure you keep up to date with the rituals and become “good” again. Religion argues for evil provided you perform the rituals. 
Therefore we should be selfish/evil.

Socrates has two replies to their arguments:
1. Peace and justice can only come about when all the different virtues work in balance. (a balanced mind)
2. It is not true that people only will do what is good because they fear punishment. Empathy is the reason why you care about people that are close to you

The ring makes you invisible, so it is the power. If everyone make themselves invisible, morality would not exist. You will never be caught. The ring brings you true self.

People are naturally selfish, and the only reason we behave good is because of the fear of punishment.


What is evil?
Evil is duplicitous (you show one face to the world and keep the other one to yourself). 
Satan, Lago, Uriah Heep. “I want to help you, but I truly want to destroy you.”


Socrates: 
1. What our nature is? We are not naturally selfish; we do not just do good things because we fear punishment. Empathy is a more accurate word; we have empathy to the group of our people. We do things that makes us feel good.
2. Successful person? A successful person is a just person, someone who has their life in balance. A peaceful mind requires stability.

Ashe Experiment
Bystander Effect: two rules

· Bystander Effect – individuals do not offer any means of help to a victim when other people are present. We ought to help and then we ought to do what everyone else is doing. We have a natural impulse to help others, when we are on our own. We worry about what others think of us. We are naturally psychological altruists

· Domino Effect – one person does something and then everyone else joins in. All victims on street tend to show assistance to people on the street. In London, the woman in inferior clothes the experiment fell on the street lied on the street for 20 minutes and no one helped. Yet the man in nice suit got help quickly, because people assume he is from the higher class, calling him “Sir”.

“Impulse to Help”
In the next experiment of kids and chimpanzees are helping out adults, people seems to help people naturally.

Individually we are not selfish. If the group help, we help, if the group doesn’t, we don’t help.

New York City: Wisley saved the man in the subway rall. 
How could they be heroes taking risk of their life and families to help some strangers.

Courage is to some extent self-sacrifice.
Ayn Rand: 20th philosopher, she argued for selfishness. Altruism is bad. It’s bad to help people. Crossing the line should be first instead of helping people. (She will walk away if the family will die).

[bookmark: _ayn_rand]Question: What does Ayn Rand mean when she describes selfishness as a virtue?

Answer: Ayn Rand rejects altruism, the view that self-sacrifice is the moral ideal. She argues that the ultimate moral value, for each human individual, is his or her own well-being. Since selfishness (as she understands it) is serious, rational, principled concern with one's own well-being, it turns out to be a prerequisite for the attainment of the ultimate moral value. For this reason, Rand believes that selfishness is a virtue.

Nietzsche – 19th century philosopher

Atlas Shrugged: Would you like to be a millionaire coward? 

Ayn Rand Paradox: Writing novels, doing interviews, her work indeed helped people. Truly selfish people only want to help themselves. She did the interview not for herself.

Courage: Sacrifice yourself for others.
Aristotle: 4th century BC Greek as the student of Plato (SocratesPlatoAristotle)

Virtue 
Aristotle believed in human flourishing. People have characterises, but virtue cannot be taught. You cannot teach them what to do because they need to figure out for themselves. Virtue is to seek the Golden rule (middle) between to extremes.


Selfishness--------Courage----------Foolishness
(Coward)             (Balance)           (Not enough care for himself)

Nash Equation

Movie: A Beautiful Mind
· Adam Smith nature of vision 
· Everyone in the group doing what is best for themselves and the group

Adam Smith – 18th century Scottish philosopher

John Nash- 20th Century Mathematician 

Wealth of Nations
A Theory of Moral Sentiment

The best result for the group comes about when each individual pursues their own self-interest.

John Nash: Adds to Adam Smith’s part “and chooses what is best for the group” and then each person pursues what is best for the group.

Should I be selfish?

The argument is Selfish vs Self Interest

Ayn Rand – 20th Century Philosopher 
· Argues for selfishness 
· Her ideal man is selfish one 
· She claims that morality is a cult, got in the way of what you needed to do
· To be successful is to be selfish
· Altruism is bad

The billionaire is coward is the way to go. 

AYN RAND PARADOX
	- she doesn’t believe in helping people
	- however her books and her interviews helped people
	- if you were a truly selfish person you wouldn’t help people
If someone was really selfish they would not want to help others and only themselves.


Nietzsche- 19th Century German Greek

· Selfishness is cowards
What is courage? Courage is self- sacrifice. Selfish people aren’t successful. Look out for number one. 

Aristotle – 4th Century BC Greek
· Student of Plato


Richard Dawkins – 1975 ‘The Selfish Gene’

1985 Nice Guys Finish First

Nature is not selfish: 

Reciprocal altruism: Code of favours: If you want to have successful life, you need to have the code of favour. 

3 sets of computers tested moral commands
1. Be selfish
2. Practice the code of favour (RA)
3. Golden Rule

Golden Rule: states that do onto others as you would have them do unto you.
The winner used the code of favours (RA), because there was trust. 

Altruism – helping others
Psychological egoism: We are naturally selfish. Thomas Hobbes – Levithan
17th century English phi: The only reason you do good is because you feel good

Ethical egoism – Ayn Rand
You should choose to be selfish. 

Joseph Buler 18th century English
Selfish people would not feel good

You are supposed to feel good by helping others. 

Virtue Ethics: 
This is an approach to Ethics that emphasizes an individual’s character as the key element of ethical thinking, rather than rules about the acts themselves or their consequences.

What sort of person do I want to be? 
You cannot be taught virtue, you have to learn it from experience. Everyone has their own individual life. The courageous person cannot tell you how to live as he lives his own life. Therefore you can’t have a moral teacher.
It’s like learning a musical instrument. You have to practice
1. It does not tell you what to do. (Do the courage/honest things but it does not have guide)
2. How can you determine what sort of person Joe is unless by observing his actions? – The idea of virtue ethics is judged by people’s actions. I cannot know whether you are courageous unless I saw you are courageous. 

SEEK THE GOLDEN MIDDLE BETWEEN TWO EXTREMES.
On each side you have COURAGE (virtue of self-sacrifice) and on the other side you have a COWARD (too much self-interest)
Scale, we have two extremes, FOOLISHNESS- (COURAGE) -COWARDESS
Foolishness – no self-interest
Cowardice – too much self-interest

Golden Balls:
Split or Steal. (Another version of Game Theory)
Prisoner’s dilemma

Virtue ethics:
How can we act to produce the best result? What about his characters, personal actions and virtue ethics are important for decision-making. 

Gladiator Movie scene: 
Roman’s virtue

Socratic virtues

Platonic virtues: Wisdom, justice, fortitude (moral courage), temperance (moderation)

Aristotle
Ambition
Devotion

2nd midterm: virtue ethics 


Videos
Here are the videos we watched after the first midterm

1. Is Ethics based upon Virtue?
2. Russian Daredevil

3. A Beautiful Mind- John Nash and Adam Smith’s theory
· Adam Smith nature of vision 
· The best result for the group comes about when each individual pursues their own self-interest.
· John Nash: Adds to Adam Smith’s part “and chooses what is best for the group” and then each person pursues what is best for the group.
· Everyone in the group doing what is best for themselves and the group

4. Gladiator – Roma virtue
· Slaves (Maximus one of the) fighting for their freed

5. Lord of the Rings


6. Nice Guys Finish First – Richard Dawkins 
· He discusses selfness and cooperativeness 
· He claims that success comes about through cooperation with others not by being selfish 
· He talks about selfish gene in his documentary 

7. Golden Balls
· Split or Steal. (Another version of Game Theory)
· Prisoner’s dilemma
· Seek the golden middle between two extremes
· On each side you have COURAGE (virtue of self-sacrifice) and on the other side you have -COWARD (too much self-interest)
· Scale, we have two extremes, FOOLISHNESS COURAGE and COWARDESS
· Foolishness – no self-interest
Cowardice – too much self-interest


8. Ayn Rand Interview 
· She argues for selfishness. She didn’t believe in helping others 
· Her ideal man is selfish one 
· She claims that morality is a cult, got in the way of what you needed to do
· To be successful is to be selfish
· She claims that altruism is bad (doing things that do not benefit the one doing it is bad. You better do things that will benefit you first)



Questions 

Explain Aristotle’s theory of human equality
· People are equal in their differences
· All things including people are defined by their function 

Explain John Rawls’ argument for the Veil of Ignorance
· We need to imagine the most just position possible if we are then going to create a just society. This is accomplished by imagining we are behind the veil of ignorance and decide what sort of world we want to live but do not know what role we want to play in that world. From that position we will then create a just egalitarian world

What are Kant’s two versions of the Categorical Imperative?
· Act so as to treat all people as ends never as means
· Acts so as to treat all personal maxims as universal laws

Explain Robert Nozick’s main argument against the equal distribution of goods.
· World will be unjust to those people who are cleverness and hard work, are able to morally acquire a better life for themselves. Such people should not have to give portions of their property to others just to keep everything relatively equal. They are just entitled to their legally acquired property. To make money away from people through taxes is theft

Explain how Aristotle’s theory of human equality is different from Kant’s theory of human equality 
· Aristotle argues that all humans are equal worth, so that a slave is equal to king
· Kant argues that people are equal regardless of differences. Human equality is that we all intrinsically equal moral beings gifted with reason and free will 

In the Myth of Gyges section of Plato The Republic, what 4 points do Glaucon and Thracymachus make to Socrates to argue for selfishness? What 2 replies does Socrates make to their argument?
Glaucon and Thracymachus argue that:
· If you give two invisibility rings to a good man and a bad man and in the end both will be bad
· We all prefer the successful bad man and despise the unsuccessful good man
· We would prefer to be a bad man that everyone thinks is good than vice-versa
· The Gods themselves favor the evil man that is why religion has all sorts of ways for them to clean their souls/consciousness by performing rituals etc.
 
Socrates:
· We aren’t just good because we avoid punishment, for example, caring for friends and family is not done for that reason. We act out of sense of relationship with others (empathy)

· The selfish evil man will never be at rest because you can only have justice and peace of mind when there is equilibrium between the virtues.

Using Aristotle’s argument for the Golden Mean, explain how selfishness is actually cowardice
· The virtuous life is found in the middle (Golden Mean) of two extremes and so between the extremes of foolishness and cowardice is courage
· To be courageous is to believe in self-sacrifice, consequently, since the selfish person never sacrifices their self, they are by definition a coward

In the film “A Beautiful Mind”, how does John Nash’s analysis of “governing dynamics” advance the theory of self-interest put forth by Adam Smith?
· Nash’s theory says that unlike Adam Smith’s theory that claims the best result for the group comes from each person pursuing their own self-interest, Nash argues that the best result for the group comes from each person pursuing what is best for themselves and the group


After Second Midterm

November 11

Video; Fight Club 1999 Coordinator 
· Car drives but burns and kills everyone in the car
· He decides to recall it or not

Moral decision
How important is money? Is money the most important thing in this world? If money is most important thing, then you are saying you will do anything for money. Most people say everyone has their price, yes or no? People who live for money tend to be desperate, drug addicts etc. 

· Secret formula: a*b*c=x and if x is greater than the cost to recall; then we do it but if it is less than the cost then we don’t do it.
· Businessman who is driven crazy over moral dilemmas

In business, the big question would be what is the value of a human life? There is no such a thing as a life with an infinite value. People have to live that way. Can you make a product that is 100% safe? 

Ford commercial from 1970s
· Pinto - little carefree car
· OPEC came along and increased oil price and made gas more expensive 
· Little cars became the thing to get
· Japanese made tiny car but they SUCKED so basically they took a big car and cut it in half and made it lighter
· What happened when they did this;
· Rear end collisions in 20-30 km an hour resulted in fires and complete destruction 
· Gas tank was too close to the back
· Car would crinkle - car would catch fire and people would burn to death
· However only 0.0001% of people died is that not fair?
· Famous ford memo
· Showed ford knew of the problem 1975s
· Gave this Formula TO DETERMINE TO RECALL OR NOT
Benefits;
180 people dead 180 people injured 2100 cars burned
$200 000 per death $67 000 per injury $700 per car
Total benefit 180x ($200000) + 180x ($67000) + 2100x ($700) = $49.5 million
Cost;
11 mill cars, 1.5 mill trucks
$11 per car $11 per truck
11000000x ($11) + 1500000x ($11) = $137milliom
 
Costs less to let people die. So let people die. 
 
 
Profit and Product safety;
· How important is money? Business is typically criticized for being all about money but it is all about money
· Is it the most important thing? Depends on you. For some YES for some NO
· If money is the most important thing in life or business; then you are saying  you will do anything for money
· Would you though? Would you sell your body? - Some yes. Some say everybody has their own price
· If everyone has their own price would you sell your children to a slave market for 3 billion?
· A drug addict may. But will a successful person?
· Money Addiction; true problem and it can easily result in you doing ANYTHING for money - even selling your children
 
· In business, one of the questions is what the value of a human life is. 
· No dollar value? Well business does that every day and so do we. 
· Cross the street you think; what could happen - is it worth it that’s putting a value on it
· There is no such thing as a life with infinite value - then you would never leave your house on the risk of dying you are to valuable
· Taking a toy out of a box - would you do it or keep it original for the potential value?
· Can you make a product that is 100% safe? -NO
· Willing to accept the fact you may harm yourself (putting a value on yourself)
 
P&G (Proctor & Gamble) – the only company that got into a lot of trouble for their product due to their logo myth. It was assumed that the company was in league with the devil 
· Oldman + 13 stars as logo
· Some guy sued because some guy said it was the devils sign and the president is the anti-Christ
· Only time where the company actually had a true PR problem 
· You can be sued 10,000 for saying it is linked with the devil these days
 
Milton Friedman
· 20th century American Economist
· Someone asked him what his thoughts about ford pinto were? He replied
· Even if the cost was more does it matter? NO
· 1 million people starve for 1 person to have a safe car
· Install 13$ safety thing on each car or let 200 people die. 13$ for each car costs more so no people don’t want to do it. 
· Would you pay more to be safe? Most wouldn’t. You are choosing a small car; in a small car you are more likely to die. You know that. So that is your choice. Pay more for gas and big car or pay less and have a chance of dying
 
If they decided to make tuition 10 000 cheaper but took away all protection would you do it? Probably. But then when you get hurt you will complain we don’t have protection. So????
 
For example, Casino
· You know you have a 0.0001% chance of winning - you play anyway

Cross the street
· You know you have a chance of dying. You don’t know what chance but still. 
· Your life is worth not paying barricades to go up and protect the intersection for you to walk 
· You know the traffic light and the cars are not 100% safe. You have no right to sue. HOWEVER the company of the traffic lights or car should be able to sue you due to the fact that you are creating bad publicity for them even though you KNOW you trusted the lights or car when they aren't 100% safe
MAC Books
· Every 1000 laptops explode, you buy it anyway
 
The Third Man (1948)
· Gangster sells poison as medicine 
· Makes millions and has to moral problem
· Informer tells cops and then meets with gangster
· Makes valid point about number of "dots" below and if he were to give someone a lot of money for each dot - how many dots can you spare to make INCOME TAX FREE profit
· Also says he can’t get rid of his friends but if it’s a stranger it just doesn’t matter. 
· 30 people die and oh that’s sad but you move on. If one of those 30 was your brother you would be devastated and mad for years.
 
Empathy
· Ground for morals
· If you felt empathy for EVERY SINGLE person that died you would destroy yourself. 
· David Hume tried saying empathy has rules called spatial-temporal rules (if you care about the thing/person it will bother you if not you really don’t care)
· If you tell me your country just got bombed I don’t actually care. I go " oh that sucks"- cause it does but other than that I really don’t care
· We all treat people as numbers if they are outside our sphere of empathy
 
Moral of the story; we always treat people as a number. We put a number on them the same way we put a number on ourselves.
 
"I just work here"
· To separate your ethics from the business ethics
 
Hannah Arendt 
· 20th century American
· "the origins of totalitarian regimes"
· How is it that dictatorship starts
· Vast majority of people just go "I just live here"
· Normal people do evil. Not just live under it
· Banality of evil
· Natzis were normal people doing their jobs "I just work here" under Hitler’s "evil" mind
 
Taxi driver that drove the Prof. He told him to look at this video in which is related to today's class?
Guy pretends to be blind, Asks people for change for a 5$ bill but hands them a 50 most people don’t say anything. 










November 13th

Video; Puppies playing 
· How do we test products? - Animals. 
· Humans would be the best option for product testing but we don’t
· Should we use humans?
· Which ones?
· Typically animal testing is out of sight since most do not want to see such horrible scenes
 
Product Safety 
· What is right/wrong 
 
Animal Rights
· He believes it is animal WANTS - since they cannot speak up for themselves
· Peter Singer - 21st Century Australian 1975
· Wrote the Animal Bible- stating the right and wrong ways to treat animals
· He is a utilitarianism 
· Descartes - 17th century French man
· Jamieson And Regan Argument - READ
· Some people believe we should use animals since they don’t have a conscious thought of "this is wrong"

3 major arguments;
· Cartesian Argument
· Animals don’t feel pain, Just biological machines
· But then let's just use humans painlessly
· Might-makes-right
· We have power over them so let's use that
· But then let's use humans we have power over
· Knowledge Argument
· We need to in order to gain knowledge
· But if we experiment on humans then we get better more helpful results
 
Why don’t we just use humans for product testing?
 
· You must never use animals arguments
· You must never cause pain to another living thing
· What about dentist visits? Those hurt - For a good purpose however. Aren't there times where it is morally good to cause pain?
· Informed Consent - You must never use another living thing without their consent
· Isn't it necessary sometimes? Someone is unconscious so they can't give you consent but if you don’t act they die… so you act
· No harm Argument - always wrong to harm someone
· What about self-defense? That’s okay
· Innocents argument - animals like children are innocent 
· Well, children/animals are not innocent. Justice is a 2 sided coin with guilt and innocence, both together. So animals can only be innocent if they can be guilty as well.
· Is it always wrong to murder an innocent person?
· No. 
· Lifeboat example; on a life boat and it's in a shark infested water. 11 in the boat 10 allowed. Boat starts to sink. Save 10 kill 1 is reasonable. 
 
What are people willing to do for money?
· From last class - people will steal 50 pounds from a blind man (100$ Canadian)
· Are we judging those who stole? If we are truly meant to think of ourselves and only ourselves are they not in the right to steal?
 
Video; BBC Documentary 
· Young child who learned to herd a flock at 5 years old - saying it was normal. 
· Narrator says the child is made to do this job whereas he would rather learn and be in town 
· However the child is working to support his family not in a slave or degraded way; therefore is okay by western standards
· Young children who fish in gross water alone
· Far away from family, working for men who have bought them from their family and enslaved them to work
· Celebration where fisherman return to families to celebrate the dead and life as well as the chiefs. They are also there to recruit small boys 
· Asking boys to choose school or work, since most kids are now able to go to school less choose to go to work however he finds someone
· This boy believes he can help his family, many brothers/sisters and his mother/father
· His mother is from a polygamous family where her only task is to keep the kids and herself alive. She believes at this point the only way to do that is to sell her son. 
· The whole family is happy and excited about it - weird to the western thought.
· This family is also unaware of the down side of this profession - the deaths - the poor treatment- the horrible water - getting caught in the net
· Family wants 1 million cedis for the boy, offers 400 000 cerdis as an advance and if the fishing goes well more to come
· This is approx. 25 pounds (50$) which is double a teacher's 2 month salary
· Who are we to judge
 
· Ethical Relativism = there is no universal right and wrong - all depends on time and location
· Kant is not a Relativist
· Is slavery sometimes okay?
· What is someone willing to sell to make a profit?
·  

November 18th

Would you push a button to kill innocent people for $100 000 000?
 
Is there a universal standard for right and wrong?
 
Some believe morals are just a fashion - like what’s in style
 
Universal Standard
· Universal right and wrong 
· Moral progress(looking at history)
· Is there one?
 
Moral Progress
· Have we become more moral?
· This is only possible if there is a universal standard
 
Relativism
· No such thing as moral progress/universal standard
· Woman not being able to vote/slaves were okay in that time period
 
Intuitionism 
· A theory that moral right/wrong is directly known by intuition. Therefore, no reason for knowing its wrong

Emotivism
· How we feel about things makes it right/wrong
· I feel bad about that therefore it is wrong
 
Rationalism (Kant)
· If we are rational we should be able to reason out what is right/wrong
 
Is it good for business? - Pragmatism
· Is it good? Will it benefit?
· If it works for you then it’s the right thing to do
 
Therefore there is a universal standard but it is based off Pragmatism - what actual works in that specific situation
 
Capitalism
· Social system based on the principle of individual rights.
· "the best option"
 
If the goal of life is human flourishing (standard of living, quality of life)
 
International Business

· To be spoken about later
· If I want to build a factory in Africa and they don’t have woman supervisors "we don’t do that so you can’t" what do we do? Impose morals on them or take their morals?  
· BE PRAGMATIC
· Money or Morals
· Do we hire $.10 an hour young boys or $20.00 an hour men from Canada… do we pay them what they are typically paid or what we are paid? Hire based on our age laws or there's?
 
Kant
· Believes in right/wrong and universal standard
· We are moral beings
· To say we are relative means we have different morals therefore is wrong
· End justifies the means
· If having little boys work in my factory makes me money then I’ll do it
 
Child Slavery
· If we don’t buy from child slavery places we are actually harming the kids
· They don’t have a job and then boom they starve to death
 
Video; ending child slavery
· India; largest # child slaves but huge economic growth
· 50 000 children working in (Sari-spelt wrong) industry
· "we were beaten, yelled at" "the smell was horrible"
· Work 18 hours a day
· Feet would hurt from sitting with crossed legs for long hours
· Bonded labor immigration- charity to help these kids
· Released 26000 so far since 2001
· Some kids have to be CARREID out
· But kids don’t look happy when saved because they know it means no money
· Some boys would run off from being free - to work again
· Excited to see family but sad cause parents will be struggling already
· Return home to be sold to others
· Parents don’t even look happy they are back
· People are sent to go make sure the kids are good - also help with money a bit however it is frequently ignored and kids are sent off
· Other kid released and parent is hysterical 


Things that matter
· Pollution
· Climate Change
 
Rachel Carson - 1963 Silent Spring
 
DDT
· Kills mosquitoes
· Saved 40 million
· Destroyed the environment as well
 
2 environment arguments
· Nature is necessary for our live
· We need clean water air etc.
· Deep Ecology - nature itself is important AF
· Nature has rights? Business doesn’t care
 
Nature is necessary for business 
· Natural resources are what we use
· Lumber company - plan 100 trees for every 1 cut down
· Simply to keep their own company going however will allow positive impact on nature itself
 
"The goal of business is to make the most money"
· Yet they will sacrifice long term gain for short term gain (i.e. 1 tree down 100 planted - why not only 20 to save us a few bucks?)
 
What should be done and at what cost
· Really have to balance such
· There is something that is fixable and the environment can be "fixed" - Helped
· Extreme environmental arguments are counter productive
 
"Sustainable development"
· But some think no we should be willing to go out of business for the environment
 
Gene Patents
· Genetically Modified Organisms GMOs
· They then OWN that gene
· As property
· Then the US came up with "you can patent any living organism except a full growth human being" 
· Only reason not a full growth human being is because it is then slavery 
 
"Slave"
· Human being becomes property of another 
· Now the law does EVERYTHING except that.
 
Who owns life?
· Should we be allowed to own life?
· Nobody owns the moon, used to not be able to own a tree and grass but now people want to own everything. 
· God and Nature have no power anymore
· Some believe nature and animals should not be owned (other than as loved pets)
· Monsanto - chemical company changed to biological company
· Legit goes around and buys peoples life
 
Documentary
· About Monsanto 
· Roundup Ready soy beans - protein added to plant makes it resistant to round up
· Largest chemical company for a while and most controversial
· Creek nearby killed fish in 3.5minutes because of pollution
· MANY people died due to poisoning
 
Loss of diversity
· Science is important and diversity is needed for evolution 
 
Culture
· Mexican farmer working not only for science but for culture
· India buying up cotton helpers to asset in business upgrades
 
Ownership
· Of life 
· Go anywhere and the chances are the food is genetically modified
· Not only plants and animals but humans - our genes are being modified and patented daily
 
If you buy a house and pay the mortgage, you are still a renter
· You cannot make your own language and raise your own flag and create you r own money because the government still owns the land you are simply renting it
 
When you buy something you purchase is an increased right of usage
 
The only thing you own is yourself 
· no clothing no nothing 
· just your flesh and inners
 
Say you need a kidney. 
· But you want one that can withstand all alcohol so you buy one from Monsanto 
· If they want it back because you miss use it or something they can take it back.
[bookmark: _GoBack] 
So this makes us feel like we have a loss of rights and freedom
 
Article - Resnick (READ)
 4 major problems to watch out for 
1. Genetic testing by employers for insurance companies 
0. Of course they want to know
1. Possible threat to future generations
1. Cancers, mutations
1. Loss of diversity
2. Different foods
1. Creations of deadly biological weapons
3. War? 
 
Article - Spinelli (READ)
Pharmaceuticals
· Should there be equal access to medicine 
· Argues for Distributive justice
· High prices
· Only wealthy can afford it
· A guy bought a 2$ pill and a guy came along and bought it and now charges 30$ for it (not exact numbers)
· Costs company 1billion dollars on average US to make a drug
· Pharma companies could self-regulate 
· But why do they care? 
· They care because people would want to purchase the product out of good will
· NOT BUSINESS - LIKE 
· People only care for the price - let's be honest humans suck 
 
Jean Pasquirolo - Quebec
· Prototype for balancing economy and cultural wants 
· According to him the rules in Quebec are
1.  preserve identity
1. Economic assertion is only seen as a form of nationalism
1. francophone companies trump everyone else to preserve culture
1. Commitment to social democracy
2. History of small businesses
2. Catholic church with emphasis on family values 
2. Develop coop businesses that steer profits towards nationalistic projects. Desjardin-ex
2. Make business/government group. CPQ-ex 
 

