The Morality of a Free Market System


The church especially seems suspicious of the idea of a free market, and in many cases seems relatively hostile towards the free market, or what it sometimes called capitalism. The overriding reason for this is that the church doesn’t seem able to distinguish between doing good through personal behavior and doing good through government. Partly it’s a consequence of the fact that Christianity really has no theory of government. They think of the Christian injunctions to feed the hungry, cloth the poor, take care of your neighbors. Churches tend to favor more “compassionate” policies, such as the ones listed above, and don’t think that the government is doing it in a “compassionate” way. The church’s policy is to help people, and resent the government for doing it but not in a “good” way. They also don’t appreciate that in some way the government is breaking one of the Ten Commandments, “thou shalt not steal” because the government cannot obtain a single cent without coercion and taking from the American people, which to the hierarchies of the churches is considered stealing. 


With a free market, one becomes wealthy by services his fellow man, therefore for the most part is it not considered stealing like it was back in the 13th or 14th century perhaps. It even says so in the Bible that “its as hard for a rich man to get into heaven as it is for a camel to fit through the eye of a needle,” so back in that day, if one was wealthy, they were automatically guilty of stealing from their fellow man. That is not the case today where the free market allows everyone to benefit off of services and helping their fellow man, which shouldn’t be something that people should be prosecuted for. If it was done about in a sleazy and manipulating manner, then that’s a whole other story and it is NOT what a free market is all about. Now it is evidence if a man is rich that he has been servicing the fellow man, so it’s considered a good thing. The church is still stuck way back in the day when being rich was a bad thing.

An individual action is when an individual could gain wealth serving his fellow man by producing a product that would abhorrent to decent moral people, but he’s nevertheless served the wants and desired of the other people. That could be problematic for someone who wants to pass judgments on the people in a free market. On the other hand, a person cold want to become wealthy by serving the most fundamental needs that would be approved by everybody. The fact of the matter is, the market is in many senses neutral, and what comes out of it is different moral kinds of practices that the practitioners bring to it. 


Another issue is on the issue of motivation. Christian theology is a principal of motivation or intention. They believe that if you intended to do it, than its just as good as following through with the act. On the other hand, economists only look at the consequences, and therefore do not pay attention to whether someone intended to or not. It doesn’t matter to economics is a guy providing a service is a creep or not, but if he does supply a good or a service that helps his fellow man, then they don’t care about it. Socially this guy may not be gifted, but the economy will want to use him to serve the fellow man. It’s a distinction that a lot of theologically minded people to understand. 

What’s the worse thing someone could say about a benefactor in our society? “oh he just did it for the money,” as if there’s something really tainted about that. Partly that reflects that when people do just do something for the money, you feel that they might be likely to con their fellow man. Again, this brings up another issue of the discipline that a market provides for individual actors. Even if someone might want to con you, as long as he’s got competitors he can’t get away with it for very long. 


If everybody was providing a good or a service out of the good of their hearts and wasn’t just “doing it for the money” then it’s doubtful that there would be any goods and services for the people to enjoy! For example, it’s doubtful that cattle ranchers out in Texas are breeding cows because they care how the population likes their steaks. No, they are just in it for the money, and in a low of incidences, that’s ok! People providing the goods and services need to eat too, and as long as they are putting out good things into the economy, who care whether or not they are about the people too.  
