
DOES SOCIETY HAVE OBLIGATION THOSE NEED

Obligation means duty or responsibility. It binds morally. The question then turns to be does Society have a moral duty
to help the needy? Lets first consider what.

In this way, there must be a balance between economic growth and the welfare of society and the
environment. I then ask what makes up a moral obligation? Read part one here , part two here , part three here
, part four here , and part five here. If this equilibrium is maintained, then social responsibility is
accomplished. Because of the intellectual and physical division of labor, the resulting fragmentation of
knowledge, the high degree of specialization, and the complex and hierarchical decision-making process
within corporations and government research laboratories, it is exceedingly difficult for individual scientists
and engineers to control the applications of their innovations. Only when acting out of empathy do we
understand other people, meaning that the only way we can understand others and our obligation to them is
through empathy. Every individual has a responsibility to act in manner that is beneficial to society and not
solely to the individual. Anyone living under a legitamite government not only has a moral obligation to assist
a person in need, but continuosly practice this. Sometimes people refuse help when it is good for them. When
we do empathize with those in need, we understand their pain and need, and so we are obligated to help them.
Antibiotic resistance is an example of a collective action problem. Do unto others Understanding how we
might have obligations for collective problems will mean we need to rethink some of our common
assumptions and intuitively held views about morality. Rethinking our moral obligations Here is a way in
which we could rethink our moral obligations regarding problems of collective action. Read more: We must
develop 'techno-wisdom' to prevent technology from consuming us This, in fact, is something moral
philosophers have been grappling with for several decades. Holding on to such a principle means to let
everyone off the hook for the kind of global collective action problems mentioned above. Essentially, if one
understands another and their pain, a moral obligation is thus created. This means that it is not a moral
obligation that we have to help peole, but a problem of understanding. By obeying those laws you assist others
by creating a society that minimized pain and suffering as well as maximized understanding. Political actors
â€” states, international organisations, or alliances of states â€” need to cooperate. Free will, exercise it. A way
to assist the person in need of sex would then be to change what it is they need. Evidence suggests that CSR
taken on voluntarily by companies will be much more effective than CSR mandated by governments.
Dependence Although helping people in need is an honorable thing to do, when we tell people that they are
"obligated" to help, those on the receiving end will develop a laziness or dependence upon others. Small things
that many of us do, often on a daily basis, can have disastrous consequences in aggregate. If you are doing
something for yourself, you are not being virtuous. This essentialy means we perscribe ourselves to knowing
the best way to help a need. All companies have a two-point agendaâ€”to improve qualitatively the
management of people and processes and quantitatively the impact on society. There is no way around
creating needs, denying needs and so on, as such you are not obligated to doing anything. A change in this
universal mentality is imperative if the Achuar are to survive this threat; in order to do so pandemic social
responsibility is essential. More on Social Justice. Similarly, most of the research funded by governments is
mission-oriented, such as protecting the environment, developing new drugs, or designing more lethal
weapons. This addiction is the result of a faulty system of belifs that disregards the environment, its
inhabitants, and the consequences of our actions.


