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Truth and Reality
The first compelling pro fact is “18 is the age of adulthood in the United States, and adults should have the right to make their own decisions about alcohol consumption” (Gerard, 2007, p. 20). “Turning 18 entails receiving the rights and responsibilities of adulthood to vote, serve on juries, get married, sign contracts, be prosecuted as adults, and join the military – which includes risking one’s life” (Getnick, 2018, p. 8). The second compelling pro con fact on dining age is, “Allowing 18- to 20-year-olds to drink alcohol in regulated environments with supervision would decrease unsafe drinking activity. Prohibiting this age group from drinking in bars, restaurants, and other licensed locations causes them to drink in unsupervised places such as fraternity houses or house parties where they may be more prone to binge drinking and other unsafe behavior” (Barber, 2020, p. 6).
The compelling cons for drinking age are, “Lowering MLDA 21 would be medically irresponsible. Alcohol consumption can interfere with development of the young adult brain’s frontal lobes, essential for functions such as emotional regulation, planning, and organization. When alcohol consumption interferes with this early adult brain development, the potential for chronic problems such as greater vulnerability to addiction, dangerous risk-taking behavior, reduced decision-making ability, memory loss, depression, violence, and suicide is greater” (Birckmayer & Hemenway, 1999, p. 6). The second con states that, “Lowering MLDA 21 to 18 will irresponsibly allow a greater segment of the population to drink alcohol in bars and nightclubs, which are not safe environments. 76% of bars have sold alcohol to obviously intoxicated patrons, and about half of drivers arrested for driving while intoxicated (DWI) or killed as alcohol-involved drivers in traffic crashes did their drinking at licensed establishments. Neighborhoods with higher densities of bars, nightclubs, and other alcohol-selling locations suffer more frequent assaults and other violent crimes” (Fell, 2013, p. 4).
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Part 2

1. If you found something at a yard sale that was far more valuable than the posted price, would you let the seller know?
In this scenario, most people would not let the seller know. However, I feel that it is right to let the seller know that the item in the yard sale is more valuable than the price tag posted. There is an ethical dilemma in this situation, the situation at hand first, it would be the buyer’s advantage to get the expensive item at a cheaper price by not letting them know, and it would be the buyer’s advantage and the seller’s disadvantage. On the other hand, it is also wrong not to tell the seller of the wrong price tag since it appears like stealing, in taking the advantage of the situation. Thus the dilemma lies between doing right to the advantage of the seller and doing wrong to the buyer’s advantage
.
2. If someone tells an offensive joke, is it my responsibility to speak up about it?
Many people would get angry and overreact. As for me I would keep quiet and walk away. I feel that there is no ethical dilemma in this scenario and thus it would not affect my response in any way.
3. Is it ever ok to sneak a peek at your significant other's email?
Many people would agree to the statement. I also believes it is okay since we share everything with my significant other. The ethical dilemma in this scenario is that, peeking at their email, breaches their privacy and also not peeking on their email, one might not find if they are cheating. Thus the dilemma would influence my response to ensure they are not cheating since trust needs proof.
4. My boss asked me to cover for him on his expense report by saying I was at a meal when I wasn’t. Should I do it?
Not everyone would agree, but some may agree. I personally will not agree. The dilemma is that disobeying the boss means risking losing my job, while agreeing to it means not maintaining integrity of conduct and allowing for corrupt and unaccounted for expenditure. This would get me thinking a lot, and losing my job would be the last option.





