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There are no passengers on Spaceship Earth. We are all crew mentors.
· Buckminster Fuller

Abstract: Our paper first time presents the three prevailing attitudes toward nature are development ethics, which assumes that nature is for people to use for their own purpose; the preservation ethic which assumes that nature has value in it self and should not be disturbed; and conservation ethic, which recognizes that we will use nature but that it should be use in a sustainable manner. Maybe a problem that corporations exist to make profit ? Any way that can reduce costs makes them more profitable? These are only two problems very difficult to solve. Unfortunately, pollution and exploitation of rare resources may be costly individuals or society.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Environmental sustainability of economic growth hinges on pollution intensity of output. If that intensity declines as growth progresses, through active policy or otherwise, economic growth within the confines of a limited resource base becomes at least possible. Recent econometric analysis has came up with intriguing results of this issue. For pollutants when most of  the damage is done in the country when the pollution originates, intensities decline starkly after a particular level of per capita income is reached their ever, for there pollutants where the costs fall on people living for away from the place where the pollution is caused, no such turning point can be observed (Grossman, 1994). When a significant part of the benefits a regulation occurs to people not contributing to the cost of regulation, rules are difficult to put in place. Thus resolving the difficulties of binging about international agreements an environmental standards, the topic of this chapter, may well be the key to resolving any conflict between economic growth and environment quality that may exist.
Such difficulties have been a prominent display recently. The typical pattern is for rich countries to insist on global harmonization on tough western standards, with poorer countries baulking at the costs or likely impact on economic growth. Side payments, a possible solution to this conflict, create obvious budgetary and monitoring problems and thus not an offer or a significant scale. As a consequence, little progress has been made in for example, resolving the environmental problems of Eastern Europe’s nuclear reactor, or the wide range of environmental issues that were on the table during the UN’s environment conference in Rio de Janeiro in 1992. The key result of our paper is that such problems are unavailable when harmonization is chosen as coordination a strategy, but can be avoided if minimum standards are used instead.
Many people see little value in an undeveloped river and feel it is unreasonable to leave it flowing in a rotund state. It could be argued that rivers through out the world have been “controlled”, to provide power, immigration, and navigation at the expense of the natural world. It could also be argued that to not use these resources would be wasteful. Many people believe that we have entered an era characterized by global change that stems from the independence between human development and the environment. They agree that self conscious, intelligent management of the earth is one of the greatest challenges facing humanity as we begin the twenty first century. To meet this challenge, they believe, a new environmental ethic must evolve. Environmental issue requires a consideration of ethics and moral. For example, because there is currently enough food in the world to feed everyone adequately, it is unethical to allow some people to starve while others have more than enough. However, the predominant mood of those in the developed world is one of indifference. They don’t feel morally bound to share what they have with others. In reality, this indifference says that it is permissible to allow people to starve. This moral stand is not consistent with a purely ethical one.

Most ethical questions are very complex. Ethical issues dealing with the environment are no different. It is important to explore environmental issues from several points of view before taking a stand. One point to consider is the difference between the chart-term and long-term effects of a course of action.

2. THE ENVIRONMENT ETHICS
Ethical issues dealing with the environment are different from other kind of ethical problems. Depending on your perspective, an environmental ethic could encompass differing principles and beliefs.
Environmental ethics is a topic of applied ethics which examines the moral basis of environmental responsibility. In these environmentally conscious times, most people agree that we need to be environmentally responsible. Toxic waste contaminates ground water, oil spills destroy share lines and fossil fuels produce carbon dioxide thus adding to global warning. The goal of environmental ethics, then, is not convince us that we should be concerned about the environment – many already are. Instead, environmental ethics focuses on the moral foundation of environmental responsibility, and how for this responsibility extends. There are three primary theories of moral responsibility regarding the environment. Although, each supports environmental responsibility, their approaches are different.

First, the anthropocentric theory. Environmental anthropocentrisms is the view that all environmental responsibility is derived from human interests alone. The assumption here is that only human begins is morally significant organisms and have a direct moral standing. Since the environment is crucial to human survival, we have a duty to ward the environment, that is, a duty which is derived from human interests. This involve the duty to assume that the earth remains environmentally hospitable for supporting human life, and that is beauty and resources are preserved so that human life on earth continues to be pleasant. 
Second, the biocentric theory. According to the broadest form of the life – centered theory, all forms of life have an inherent right to exist. Some biocentric thinkers give species a hierarchy of values. Some, for example, believe we have greater responsibility to protect animal species than plant species. Others determine the rights of various species depending on the harm they do to humans. For example, they see nothing wrong in killing pest species such as rats or mosquitoes. Some go further and believe that each individual organism, not just each species, has a basic right to survive. Individuals who support the animal rights movement tend to place more value on the individuals of animal species than on plant species. Trying to decide what type of species or individuals should be protected from early extinction or death resulting from human activities is an ethical dilemma. It is hard to know where to draw the line and be ethically consistent.
Third, the ecocentrism theory. This theory maintains that the environment deserves direct moral consideration, and not one which is merely derived from human (and animal) interests. In ecocentrism it is suggested that the environment has direct rights, that it qualities for moral person-hood, that it is deserving of a direct duty, and that it has inherent worth. The environment, by it self, is considered to be on a moral par with human.
The position of ecocentrism is the view advocated by the ecologist and writer Aldo Leopold in his essay “The Land Ethic” from A Sand Country Almanac and Sketches Here and There (1949). “All ethics so far evolved rest upon a single premise: that the individual is a member of a community of interdependent parts. The land ethics simply enlarges the boundaries of the community to include soils, waters, plants, animals, or collectively land… a land ethic changes the role of Homo sapiens from conqueror of the land-community to plain member and citizen of it … It implies respect for his fellow members, and also respect for the community as such”. What Leopold put forth in “The Land Ethic” was viewed by many as a radical shift in how humans perceive themselves in relation to the environment. Originally we saw ourselves as conqueror of the land. Now according to Leopold we need to see ourselves as members of a community which also includes the land and the water. Of course we have many different attitudes about the environment: (1) the development ethic, (2) the preservation ethic and (3) the conservation ethic.
The development ethic is based on individualism or egocentrism. It assumes that the human race is and should be the master of nature and that the Earth and its resources exist for our benefit and pleasure. This view is reinforced by the work ethic, which dictates that humans should be busy creating continual change and that things that are bigger, better, and faster represent “progress” which it self is good. This philosophy is strengthened by the idea that “if it can be done, it should be done” or that our actions and energies are best harnessed in creative work.
The preservation ethic considers nature special in itself. Nature, it is argued, has intrinsic value or inherent worth apart from human appreciation. Preservationists have diverse reasons for wanting to preserve nature. Some hold an almost religious belief regarding nature. They have a reverence for life and respect the right of all creatures to live, no matter what the social and economic costs. Some preservationist’s interest in nature is primarily esthetic or recreational. They believe that nature is beautiful and refreshing and should be available for picnics, hiking, camping fishing, or just peace and quiet.
The conservation or management ethic is related to the scientific preservationist view but extends the rational consideration to the entire Earth and for all time. It recognizes the desirability of decent living standards, but it works toward a balance of resource use and resource availability. The conservation ethic stresses a balance between total development and absolute preservation. It stresses that rapid and uncontrolled growth in population and economics is self-defeating in the long run. The goal of the conservation ethic is one people living together in one world, indefinitely. We must to say that exist, was created, a environmental philosophy. Nature, grow and progress are concepts that we all use, but which we see-dam define either in discussion or to ourselves. We speak about environmental ethics, environmental philosophy, ecophilosophy and so on, but what do we put in there concepts? We say that we have a responsibility for future generation, and that this is a question of morals but how should questions about morals be decided?

3. THE CORPORATE PERSPECTIVE ABOUT ENVIRONMENTAL
 ETHICS
Many tasks of industry, such as procuring new materials, manufacturing and marketing and disposing of wastes, are in large part responsible for pollution. This is not because any industry or company has adapted pollution as a corporate policy. Industry is naturally dirty because it consumes energy and resources. When new materials are processed, some waste (useless material) is inevitable. It is usually not possible to completely control the dispersal of all by-products of a manufacturing process. Also, some of the waste material may simply be useless. For example, the food service industry uses energy to prepare meals. Much of this energy is lost as waste heat. Smoke and others are released into atmosphere, and discolored food items must be discarded.
The cost of controlling waste can be very important in the determining a company’s profit margin. Corporations are legal entities designed to operate at a profit, which is not in it self harmful. The corporation has no ethics, but the people who make up the corporation are faced with ethical decisions. Ethics are involved when a corporation cut corners in production quality as waste disposal to maximize profit. The cheaper it is to produce an item, the short run to dump wastes into a river than the install waste water treatment facility, and it is cheaper in the short run to release wastes into the air then is trap them in filters. Many people consider such pollution unethical and immoral, but some corporations think of it as just are of the factors that determines profitability (see figure 1). Because stockholders expect an immediate return on their investment, corporations often make decisions based on short-term profitability rather than long-term benefit to society.
The amount of profit a corporation realizes determines how much it can expand. To expand continually, a corporation increases the demand for its products through advertising. The more it expands the more power it attains. The more power it has, the greater its influence over decision makers who can create conditions favorable to its expansion plans. The process becomes a seemingly never-ending spiral. 
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Nations of the world must confront the problem of corporate irresponsibility toward the environment. In business, incorporation allows for the organization and concentration of wealth and power far surpassing that of individuals or partnership. Some of the most important decisions affecting our environment are made not by executives who wield massive corporate power. Often, these executives make only minimal concessions to the public interest, while they make every effort to maximize profits.
Business decisions and technological developments have increased the exploitation of natural resources. In addition, many political and legal institutions have generally supported the development of private enterprise. They have also defended and promoted private property rights rather than social and environmental concerns. Business and individuals typically use loopholes, political pressure, and time-consuming nature of legal action to circumvent or delay compliance with social or environmental regulations.

Practicing an environmental ethic should not interfere with corporate and other social responsibilities or obligations, though this is not always the case. It must be integrated into overall systems of belief and coordinated with economic systems. Environmental advocates, in turn, need to consider others objectives just as they demand that others consider environmental consequences indecision making. It makes little sense to preserve the environment if that objective produces national economic collapse. Nor does it make sense to maintain stable industrial productivity at the cost of breathable air, drinkable water, wildlife species, parks, and wilderness. But to maintain profitability, influence, and freedom, business must be sensitive to their impact on current and future citizen, not just in terms of the price a net quality of the goods they produce but also in terms of public approval of their social and political influence. A 1997 Haris Poll, for example, found that 70 percent of Americans wanted increased government spending, either national or state, to address environmental problems, even if they had to pay higher taxes. In another poll, eight of ten Americans said they would be willing to pay extra for a product packaged with recyclable materials.
In the middle 1990s a concept emerged called “industrial ecology” that reflects the link between the economy and the environment. This concept argues that good ecology is also good economics and that alternatives exist for corporations to provide goods and services in ways that do not destroy the environment.

One of the most important elements of industrial ecology is that, as in biological systems, it accounts for waste. Dictionaries define waste as useless or worthless material. In nature, however, nothing is eternally discarded; in various ways, all materials are reused. In our industrial world, discarding materials taken from the Earth at great cost is also generally unwise. Perhaps materials and products that are no longer in use should be termed residues rather then wastes: wastes are merely residues that our economy has not yet learned to use efficiently. A simpler way of saying this is to view a pollutant as a resource out of place. Such a statement forces is to view pollution and waste in a new way.
One of the most important and yet difficult lessons learned during the past two decades is that the environment and economy need not be viewed as opposite. On the contrary, we beginning to understand that in order to have a healthy environment must also have a healthy economy. The opposite is also equally true in that a healthy economy is dependent on a healthy environment. Many of the leading multinational corporations are adapting this new attitude as a philosophy of business. This is especially true in the area of sustainability. General Motors Corporation (GM) is one such company that has publicly stated its commitment to sustainability (see figure 2).
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Figure 2 The Philosophy of GM about sustainability Management Framework 

The following environmental principles provide guidance to GM personal world wide in the conduct of their doily business practices.

· We are committed to actions to restore and preserve the environment.
· We are committed to reducing waste pollutants, conserving resources, and recycling materials at every stage of the product’s life cycle.

· We will continue to participate actively in educating the public regarding environmental conservation.

· We will continue to pursue vigorously the development and implementation of technologies for minimizing pollutants emission.
· We will continue to work with all governmental entities for the development of technically sound and financially responsible environmental laws and regulations.

· We will continually assess the impact of our plants and products on the environment and the communities in which we live and operate with a good of continuous improvement.
Noel Brown, the director of the United Nations North American Environmental Programme, in 1990, stated: Suddenly and rather uniquely the world appears to be saying the same thing. We are approaching moment in history when suddenly from most quarters we get a sense that the world community is now agreeing that the environment has become a matter of global priority and action.

The difficulty of coordinating environmental policy between nations may well be the most serious threat to the environmental sustainability of economic growth. Where pollution damage strikes the very country that causes the pollution to begin with, evidence suggest that measures will be taken to reduce the pollution intensity of economic production. But where the damage strikes people in countries other than one from which the pollution originates, coordination and incentive problems have so far thwarted attempts at effective international regulation.

Size differences exacerbate the extent of this wasteful competition: small countries bordering larges neighbors can attract a great deal of foreign investment at relatively low cost by loosening their environmental standards. This in their forces the larger county to respond and a downward spiral results. Increased economic integration, by lowering the costs of relocation abroad and exporting goals back, reduces the national costs of environmental competition and therefore produces more of it. Moreover, these two effects interact in a damaging manner the more closer economic integration between them leads to inefficient degradation of environmental standards. We consider that the common response to such problems, harmonizing on a common standard, is unlikely to succeed. When countries are of unequal size, harmonization of environmental standards will always leave the small country worse off, irrespective of the level of which standards are harmonized. And the longer country will also lose if the common standard is set too low. As a consequence, no harmonization strategy is likely to be agreed upon without some sort of international compensation mechanism.

We also consider, however, that a different strategy of coordinating international responses offers more promise: the imposition of a minimum standard of environmental control, leaving each side free to impose tighter standards. The smaller country wills adhere to the minimum while the larger county will set its standards somewhat tighter: the destructive tit-for-tot generated by strategic interactions is thus forestalled. As a consequence, international agreements on the basis of a minimum standard should be substantially easier to reach and implement. And success in reaching such agreements should, in turn, lead to sustainability is compatible with sustained economic growth.
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