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Billion dollar bribery scandal
1. Did the interrelationship between politics and business surprise you? Explain your response. 
The interrelationship between politics and business is not a surprise because it is evident that the politicians are involved in business in one way or another in the businesses of their country. Taking, for example, the oil industry is a business in Nigeria and being a major source of income to the country, and it requires the government has to appoint ministers in the docket for efficiency.

2. Would payment of $1.1 billion to Malabu Oil be questionable given the known owners of the firm? Should this payment have raised questions, especially in the light of Shell's Code of Conduct? Explain your response. 
The payment of that cash is questionable because Mr. Etete was among the owners of the firm who was involved in corrupt dealing and the code of conduct forbids working with criminals or even suspects of criminal activities. The shellcode of behavior also forbids payment of cash to gain an advantage in the business. In this case, Malabu was to be paid to withdraw the claim to the oil fields.  

3. If you served as a Shells Compliance Officer, how would you attempt to learn where the payment went to be confident that it wasn’t a bribe? 
As a compliance officer, I would look into the accounts of the Nigerian government to determine and verify whether the money was used for the benefit of the country. If the money was well accounted for, I would then be sure that the money was not used for bribery but if the money were not accounted for it would tell me that it served as bribery since it was not accounted for. 

4. Is “Shell’s we dint Know” defense credible in your opinion? Explain your response.
Shells response is not credible enough because they at first admit of making payments for licensing but later through their spokesperson claim that if the payments made were improper then their stand was that it was made without their knowledge. This means that the company made the payment thinking that it will not be discovered that it was a bribe.

5. Did you notice the difference in ethical standard between the shell executives and the bankers at J.P Morgan Chase who blocked the transaction? Why do you suppose the bankers questioned the transaction while some Shell executives did not?
There was a difference in ethics between them and the bankers being ethical, questioned the transaction because they felt that shell had failed to comply by attempting to transfer the money into another account outside the country meaning that the money was never intended to be put into government use as it had been said earlier.
Money was never intended to be put into government use as it had been said earlier.vert was a bribe. Serve as a bribe ensure Exxon article.

1. Were you impressed that the Liberian government was concerned about possible corruption? Explain your response. 
The government's concern about possible corruption is not impressive because the government itself has been linked with cases of corruption deals such as the being paid off by Exxon to avoid being scrutinized by it.

2. How likely was the comment of the former CEO of the Liberian state oil company that the company and the government did not know the truth regarding the ownership of the oil?
The comment is not credible enough because being comfortable with the two companies working together means that they must have gathered enough information about the two companies and in the process must have known that the ownership of the Liberian oil stake company was under Murky.

3. State-owned or controlled oil firms such as in Russia and China do not hesitate to bribe foreign government officials. How may a private firm that is bound by its national law’s compete for access to resources without resorting to bribery and other forms of corruption?
 It is not easy for a company that does not involve itself in corruption to compete with other firms that do not adhere to anti-corruption laws favorably for the same resources. This is because companies that give out bribes will always be favored. For the company to be able to gain access to the resources it also results in giving bribes.

4. In your own opinion, by crafting a complex transaction that attempted to avoid the appearance of corruption, did Exxon comply with the letter of the law, but, perhaps, violate the spirit of the same law? Explain your response.
 Exxon really tried to do according to the law by always doing what is correct to the extent of refusing to pay pepper coast nor partner with the Canadian oversee but later violated the law when it paid Nocal which acted as an intermediary after it was able to acquire a loan to pay Pepper coast in order to transfer the oil block. Nocal was able to do so, and the oil block was transferred to Canadian oversea then to Exxon which got 80% of the stake.
 
5. [bookmark: _GoBack]Given the facts that faced ExxonMobil CEO, Rex Tillerson, how would you have proceeded with this transaction? Approve or Disapprove? Explain your response.
I would approve the transaction because it benefits the company to a great extent as it has been able to acquire 80% of the oil rights although it has indirectly broken the law.


 
