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1. Did the interrelationship between politics and business surprise you? Explain your response.
The interrelationship between politics and business was not surprising given the thin line between the two spheres in the modern life. The modern business world is more globalized than ever before as multinationals engage with countries all over to further their interests. A multinational has to deal with a variety of government officials during the process of securing a tender or partnership with that nation. It is only reasonable to expect that politics and business would be as intertwined as illustrated in the Shell and Eni bribery scandal.  
2. Would a payment of $1.1 billion to Malabu Oil be questionable given the known owners of that firm? Should this payment have raised questions, especially in light of Shell’s Code of Conduct? Explain your response.
Given the questionable nature of the owners of Malabu Oil, it would be inappropriate to make a payment of $1.1 billion to them. The code of conduct used by Shell prohibits employees and all its partners from making payments to third parties or any recipients who do not conform to the organizational standard of ethics. In addition, Shell’s code of conduct also prohibit payments to parties who would influence the outcome of bidding processes and give the company an unfair advantage. Such a huge payment should not be allowed because it violates the company code of ethics. 
3. If you served as a Shell 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 have required the government, specifically the oil ministry, to supply financial documents which detail the trail of payments. This would involve a step-by-step evaluation of the payments from the moment they were transferred from Shell accounts all the way to the individual accounts of every recipient.
4. Is Shell’s “We didn’t know” defense credible in your opinion? Explain your response.
This defense is not credible because first and foremost, it is the responsibility of the company to know where and how their money will be used. The company executives should not claim ignorance of the questionable nature of the individuals they were paying. If it was as easy as claiming to not know about the details of the deal, all companies in the world would use the “We didn’t know” defense to avoid liability for corruption activities they engage in.
5. Did you notice a difference in ethical standards 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 apparently did not?
There was a notable ethical difference between Shell executives and bankers at J.P Morgan Chase. The bankers maintained a commendable ethical standard by not allowing the transactions to go through despite there being no significant investigation into J.P Morgan Chase activities at the time. It shows that the bankers are focused on maintain an ethical code of conduct whether or not there is supervision or investigation of their practices. This is the mentality that Shell executives were lacking. They engaged in questionable activities because they were not being monitored at the time and because they assumed that as long as they were not directly involved, it was appropriate to go along with the activities. The bankers questioned the transaction because it was directly involved with their company. This was unlike Shell, which realized that its new partner Eni was doing most of the dirty work for them. If Shell had been more directly involved from the beginning, its executives would have shown more interest in the transaction. 
