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The Moral Justification
The relationship between individuals is considerably connected to the behavior displayed by each of them (Krause & Strang, 2016).  Demonstration of morally right actions has always been the key consideration behind successful ties. However, the question of what is considered morally right for one person might be a point of concern by the other individual. An unlimited number of factors shapes events, choices, and decisions. Elements such as the culture one were raised from, and the influence of the current environment creates a big gap between what can be expected and what actually occurs. Some individuals are still involved in cheating in various situations, and they find a way to justify the mistake (MR INFORMER, 2017). There is no fixed standard of saying the course of action a person should take. Moreover, if there existed any, that would be caging a person's freedom, since the thinking and how we perceive things is diverse depending on the environment we are used to (Krause & Strang, 2016).
For better and healthy living, medics and those responsible for advising us on how to live, psychologists involved, indicate that happiness is necessary for consistent positive results. The generation of this “happiness” ranges in intensity and methods from one individual to the other (Shaver, 2013). Some will go to the extent of cheating to achieve their happiness. 70% of people involve in lying so that they attain their personal gravitation. From a judging perspective, we will be offended, but the particular individual has achieved their goal. This is the theory of utilitarianism and egoism (MR INFORMER, 2017). This phenomenon of morality insinuates campaigning for actions that foster personal happiness, whether as self-interest or a collective affair. There are no specifications of the actions, which leads to individuals justifying many of their actions as morally right as long as they generate happiness.
In my opinion, I contradict any form of moral disregard with the weak claim of achieving happiness. There is no way to justify a lie. Whether it causes happiness at the moment, the overall consequence of any kind of lying is the same negative implications in the end. Losing of trust follows, and this can only cause a poor relationship with the individuals involved. The increased use of cheating as a way of sourcing justification reduces the standards of morality. I believe there is no community built up with weak strings of morality in supporting the compromise. Even if a lie fails to be detected at the moment, its effects will follow later in life (Krause & Strang, 2013). For example, some individuals plan and commit fraud in an organization. The initial plans succeed just as laid out, and they feel they have gotten away with it. However, after some time, the firm's unstable financial implications started to take a downward spiral. Upon investigation, it is discovered that fraud had happened (MR INFORMER, 2017). The law takes its suit, and the individuals are sued to the bar. A moment of gratification comes back to them in a negative impacting way, and they end up losing what they had gained. That is the effect of lies. So why would one justify a cheat when the long-term effects can only be adverse?
Alternatively, offering the truth will only guarantee peace of mind, which is worth everything (Krause & Strang, 2013). It will develop deeper connections while connecting with people. Further, one can only be assured of living away from fears. Lies are sweet and satisfying at the moment, but long-term effects are undesirable. The “truth” effects will never disappoint.
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