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Introduction

The challenges of college are not only prevalent in student’s everyday lives but can affect their academic lives as well. According to Purdue University whether it’s a family death or serious illness, students may have to cope with stresses such as feeling guilty for being away from home or related financial issues connect to family illness (Purdue University, 2012). Life being so unpredictable can take control of all of your attention and draw it away from academics. Students can have serious repercussions of missing too much school or not turning in any of their assignments, which can not only hurt their grade but possibly hurt the grades of the members in their group.
Situation

Ari, a college student, is dealing with a lot of family issues. His father is dealing with serious anxiety and depression and his brother just deployed to Afghanistan. But, Ari is also a part of a group project with 5 other students. Karen, the group’s leader, knows that Ari is dealing with his father, but Ari has been missing important group meetings and hasn’t been contributing to the groups work. The teacher thinks highly of group work and equal participation. To make sure the students are sharing the work the teacher makes them sign each piece of work to make sure that they are equally participating. Ari hasn’t put a lot of work into this project and hasn’t met the groups final presentation responsibilities since he couldn’t attend the group meetings.

 Ari did attend the fourth group meeting but showed up 10 minutes late and didn’t understand what the group was talking about. In the meeting he shared with his group that he couldn’t complete his work in the set time frame. The whole group doesn’t know how to act or respond due to Ari’s home situation. He then continued to say that he would not be in town for the next 2 days because he is worried about his father. Even though Ari feels bad about not participating in his groups project and is worried about his final grade in the course. The group doesn’t know how react and Karen doesn’t know if Ari will be able to complete all of his work for his team. 

In this situation the moral agent is Karen because she is the one who is confronted with an ethical dilemma. Day says that the moral agents are the ones who make ethical judgements, regardless of whether they are acting on their own volition or as institutional representatives (Day, 2006). One ethical dilemma in the case would be whether or not Karen decides to help Ari and not talk to the teacher about his participation due to her knowing about Ari’s family troubles. On the other hand, Karen could talk to her teacher bout Ari because she has put a lot of time and effort into this group project and doesn’t feel like it’s fair to her or the rest of the group. Day says that a true ethical dilemma is a dilemma involving moral struggles and reflection in an effort to do the right thing (Day, 2006). It’s hard to understand and figure out the “right” right, so that’s why usually there is not right answer, it just depends on what you personally believe. So, the ethical issue is whether or not Karen should complain about Ari to their teacher. Karen is placed in a difficult situation where she is not certain on how to communicate to her group, Ari and her teacher. 

Analysis

Competing values
	
	Truth vs. loyalty can be seen in this situation due to the struggle Karen is facing. Truth vs. loyalty is the ethical dilemma where someone is faced with deciding to either be truthful which could hurt someone or being loyal and not sharing the complete truth to spare their feelings. If Karen was going to be truthful she could tell her teacher about Ari’s participation which could hurt Ari in the long run or she could be loyal and not tell her teacher and Ari’s participation within the group would stay the same.

	A pro of truth vs. loyalty would be that Karen would help get her group a good grade while also listening to the teacher’s ideals of equal participation. But, a con of truth vs. loyalty would be that Ari would not get a good grade on this particular project or in the class. Even if the teacher and his classmates know about his family’s situation he could potentially still fail the class. 

Stakeholders

	A stakeholder is someone who is most affected by someone’s actions (Day, 2006). There are multiple stakeholders in this situation. The classmates who are affected by Ari’s lack of participation, the teacher, Ari and Karen. The classmate’s grades could be affected by the lack of information and participation Ari has put forward, by not participating in the group he is putting his classmate’s grades at risk. Also, if Ari does get excused from this project the class could become upset because he was able to skip this particular project. 

	The teacher could be affected by this because he stated that he takes equal participation very seriously and by Ari not participating the teacher would have to make a decision about Ari’s grade. The teacher could either drop his grade, decide to ignore the lack of participation or let him skip the project. Also, the teacher could receive backlash from his students and faculty if he does decide to let Ari skip this project. If Karen does decide to tell her teacher about his lack of participation in the group project Ari could potentially fail the project and receive a bad grade in the class. 

External factors

	External factors can play a big role in deciding on whether or not a case or decision is ethical or not. An external factor is an outside factor that has an impact on the situation that could potentially change something in the case. Some external factors in this case would be Ari’s intelligence and the schools honor code. Depending on Ari’s past grades within the class, success in school, and capability to learn could determine if his intelligence would be a factor. If Ari is not participating at all maybe he is scared to admit that he doesn’t understand the topic of the project. Also, if Ari doesn’t have a good grade in the class then maybe he is not as motivated to keep working to get a better grade in the class. Another external factor would be the schools honor code. The teacher is making the students sign a participation form saying that each group member did an equal amount of the work. If Ari’s group signs the paper then that would be lying, so if they teacher does find out maybe the group would get in trouble. 


Ethical theories

	Two ethical theories that correlate to this case would be Dialogical theory and Egalitarianism. Egalitarianism was founded by John Rawls and embodies the ideas of Kantian ethics as well as a different perspective to Unitarianism. Rawls theory focuses on ideas of social justice and equality (Day, 2006). Egalitarianism stresses the ideas of justice for a community, not just for an individual. In this particular situation if Karen tells her teacher about Ari’s lack of participation and then acts on it by enacting discipline this would be using Egalitarianism due to the teacher creating equality for everyone. So, for this case the outcome that would produce social justice would be to let the teacher talk to Ari about the situation and then decide what to do. 

Dialogical theory is the student’s capability to actively participate in any type of discussion. When a student’s ideas or diminished, demonized, or ignored or their personhood is questioned or demeaned, unethicality is present (Petress). This theory focuses on equally participation and inclusion within conversation. So, for this case because Ari is not participating or communicating well with his teacher or any of his group members, it is unethical.

Decision

	In this particular scenario if I was Karen or one of Ari’s group members I would let the teacher know what has been happening. Maybe the teacher doesn’t know about Ari’s family situation, so maybe he could help Ari and work with him to create a new plan for this project. The teacher could work with Ari and maybe give him an extension on the project and let his group do their project without him. I wouldn’t want to get Ari in trouble but Karen and their group care about this project so informing the teacher would be in favor of the group. 

Conclusion

	Dealing with the stress of school on top of dealing with whatever life has in store for you is difficult. Situations like this one are very common amongst college students everywhere. Almost all college students have dealt with a situation like this were someone in their group hasn’t put forth the same effort as the rest of the members of the group. 





















Introduction
	The news always is dealing with whether or not to air sensitive information. That is the question that all journalists and publishers ask themselves either when they are reporting or publishing a piece. The public is a tough critic when it comes to producing sensitive content. Either it is too much or too little, usually when it is an intense image or video. Journalists, photographer, and reporters all risk their lives to give the public the news. In cases when this happens it is pertinent that the journalists covering the case expose the information, especially if it is a situation that could affect all Americans.

Situation
	Daniel Pearl was a reporter for the Wall Street Journal and was assigned a story on an Islamic fundamentalist leader. Pearl planned the interview and when he was on the way he was abducted. On February 21st the FBI received a video titled The Slaughter of the Spy Journalist, the Jew Daniel Pearl. The video contained graphic content of Pearl confessing that he was indeed Jewish and him reading a statement written by his abductors about U.S. foreign policy in the Middle East and in Afghanistan. After Pearl finished reading the statement he was decapitated, then an undefined man holds Pearl’s decapitated head in his hand. Then a list of demands was played on the screen saying that they want the delivery of F-16s that were made in the U.S. but were never shipped to Afghanistan. 

	A few weeks went by and an edited video, without the image of Pearl’s decapitated head, was aired on CBS evening news. The news anchor David Rather talked about how this video was created for propaganda and is being used for the war against the U.S. CBS aired this video even after the disapproval from the Secretary of State’s office, the Justice Department, the Wall Street Journal, and Pearl’s family members. By doing this his family believed that this would just spread the message of hate and the potential to surface the unedited video. 

The Boston Phoenix, a small paper known for criticism, published the unedited version of the video on their website. The Phoenix editor Stephen Mindich believed that the video needed to be seen due to the FBI taking down the first publication of the unedited video on Prohosters.com. The video was compared to the footage of 9/11, the 1986 Challenge space explosion, and Nazi concentration camps. 

The ethical dilemma they are dealing with is whether or not they should have aired the graphic video on CBS or on The Boston Phoenix. One right would be that they made the right decision airing it, so the viewers could understand what is happening. But the other right would be not airing the video per the request of family members and multiple different organizations. The ethical issue of this case is whether or not the video should have been made public. 

Analysis
Competing values 
	There are many different values that can be applied to this case but one in particular would be truth vs. loyalty. Truth vs. loyalty is the ethical dilemma where someone is faced with deciding to either be truthful which could hurt someone or being loyal and not sharing the complete truth. In this situation the truth would be publishing the video and the loyalty would be to respect the families wishes and not air it.

A pro of truth vs. loyalty would be that the public will become aware of the situation at hand. This could potentially help some people learn about what is happening in Afghanistan. But, a con of truth vs. loyalty would be disobeying the families and the governments wishes. By airing the video, the family’s privacy and grieving process has been exposed. 

Stakeholders
	There are a number of important stakeholders within this case. Stakeholders are the people that can be affected by the event, so the creation and publishing on the video. Some stakeholders would be Pearl’s family, the public, CBS, the Boston Phoenix, and the FBI. Pearl’s family was already distraught about his murder but the publicizing of his death on two separate occasions after asking them not to view it could hurt the family. Potentially they could sue both CBS and The Boston Phoenix. The public could also have some repercussions from viewing this graphic video, people could become worried or upset after viewing something so saddening. 

CBS could potentially get in a lot of trouble for airing that video especially because of how many different companies and people asked them not to air it. They have the potential to get sued and loose viewers because of this video. The Boston Phoenix could have their website shut down because of the graphic content as well as the loss of their viewers. The FBI has to deal with this whole situation, which could mean that there could be some repercussions. Afghani’s could rebel due to the video being published and could make more requests. Also, the FBI could get in trouble with the government and the state because the video was supposed to never be seen.

Ethical theories
	Not only do stakeholders affect this case but also theories can help decide if the case is ethical or not. Two ethical theories that could correlate to this case would be Kantian Duty-Based and Aristotle’s Golden Mean. Kantian ethics, founded by Immanuel Kant in the eighteenth century, is the basic universal principle that should be used at all times. Kantian ethics states that you should respect everyone, usually the principles that are put in place are what the moral agent assumes to be universally ethically. Day stated moral agents should check the principles underlying their actions and decide whether they want them to be applies universally (Day, 2006). If the video was never released it would have been respecting the families and the FBI’s wishes. So, this would go along with the Kantian universal principle that you need to respect everyone. 

Aristotle’s Golden Mean is a theory that believes in the middle between two extremes. An extreme in this case would be posting the whole video which would make it go viral. The other extreme would be to not do anything about the video and not address the situation at hand. A middle between these two extremes would be addressing the video but not publishing it and dealing with the Afghanis quietly. 

Decision
There is no denying that the video was horrifying and gruesome. But, I do believe that people have the right to know about what the U.S. is dealing with. So, I do think that it is ethical. Even though both CBS and The Boston Phoenix did go against the wishes of the family and the law I think that the video shows how important it is that we as a country stick together. But, if I were to change anything I would suggest that CBS and The Boston Phoenix talk to Pearl’s family before, especially because The Boston Phoenix posted the unedited version of the interview.

Conclusion
Dealing with a situation like this can be tough on our family, friends, and our country. Having a graphic video shared of U.S. citizen being murdered is horrific. But, the reporters are only doing their jobs and I think as Americans we have a right to know what has been happening. 	
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