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PHILOSOPHY 103   INTRODUCTION TO ETHICS    Dr. Evelyn Pluhar-Adams

OFFICE:
Room 115 Williams. Office hours are Tuesdays and Thursdays from 1:30-2:45 and Wednesdays from 11:05-12:00.  Other times can be arranged by appointment. Campus telephone:  (724) 430-4258.    If I am not in the office, please leave me a message!  Email address:  exp5@psu.edu.  For general information about our campus and links to special topics, see the Fayette website at http://www.fe.psu.edu/.  To call the campus for information about campus closings, student life, specific telephone numbers for faculty and staff, etc., call (724) 430-4100.  To access my home page with links to the syllabus and philosophical sites, go to http://www.personal.psu.edu/exp5 (click on “teaching”).

COURSE OVERVIEW:  In this course, we will be exploring the meaning and justification of moral value judgments, how to rationally back up one’s moral beliefs, and the major arguments on opposing sides of controversial ethical issues. We will consider the justification, or lack of justification, of, for example, suicide, mercy killing, abortion, capital punishment, and the use of animals to serve human purposes. We will read articles by historical and contemporary thinkers who have very different views on these issues.  What counts is not what position you decide to take on these issues, but how well you can back up your views with clear, careful reasoning.  Independent thinking and discussion is greatly encouraged.

REQUIRED TEXTS: 

R. Abelson and M. L. Friquegnon, Ethics For Modern Life, Sixth Edition. 

T. Regan and P. Singer, Animal Rights and Human Obligations, Second Edition.

Note:  Earlier editions are not acceptable.  Assigned readings in earlier and current editions are not the same, and you will be tested on these readings! One copy of each text is on non-circulating reserve in our library, filed under the name of our class.  Ask for it at the front desk.
MISSED/LATE WORK:  If an emergency prevents you from coming to an exam, email or call me (or get someone else to do this) as soon as you can. If you miss the due date for a paper, debate, or presentation, the same applies.  You will not be penalized for missing work due to illness, dangerous travel conditions, car trouble, etc.  However, it is your responsibility to notify me as soon as you can.  You must have a serious excuse in order for makeups to be allowed.

If you are sick: In compliance with Pennsylvania Department of Health and Centers for Disease Control recommendations, students should NOT attend class or any public gatherings while ill with influenza.  Please don’t come to class or to my office to tell me how sick you are:  just go home and do not return until you are well again. The illness and self-isolation period will usually be about a week. It is very important that individuals avoid spreading the flu to others.  When you are well again, you will be allowed to make up any missing assignments or exams.
DISABILITY STATEMENT:  Penn State welcomes students with disabilities into the University's educational programs. If you have a disability-related need for modifications or reasonable accommodations in this course, contact Kathy Iannamorelli of the Office for Disability Services (ODS) at 104 Williams (724-430-4137) or Cindy Artis at 124 Williams ( 724-430-4122).  Do this as early in the semester as possible.  I will be very happy to work with you!
"ACADEMIC INTEGRITY" POLICY:  Plagiarism and other forms of cheating are prohibited by Penn State policy (Senate Rule 49-20).  See The Policies and Rules for Students.  That rule states:  "Academic dishonesty includes, but is not limited to, cheating, plagiarizing, fabrication of information or citations, facilitating acts of academic dishonesty by others, having unauthorized possession of examinations, submitting work of another person or work previously used without informing the instructor, or tampering with the academic work of other students."  Cheating is a very serious offense and can result in your expulsion from the University!

RESPECT IN THE CLASSROOM:  I respect each of you and expect you to respect me and each of your fellow students.  When I am speaking to the class or another student has the floor, do not interrupt or carry on conversations with your neighbors.  Leave cell phones turned off during class (they may be set to vibrate).  No texting is permitted during class!  If you have a laptop, surfing the Web on subjects unrelated to our class is also not permitted.  All electronic devices are to be turned off and stored out of sight during exams.  Make it a practice to arrive on time, but if you have been delayed, you may join the class quietly.  Unless there is an emergency, do not leave the class early without notifying me ahead of time about a conflicting commitment. Rude or bad language should not be used in class, and your fellow students should never be attacked personally.  Persistently disrespectful behavior to other students or to me will at the worst lead to your expulsion from the classroom.  Students who encounter difficulties with instructors or other students are referred to Senate Policy 20-00, “Resolution of Student Classroom Problems,” for an outline of procedures to follow to obtain solutions.  Please see me if you are experiencing problems with anyone in class.

STATEMENT ON DROPPING CLASSES:

If you run into difficulty with this or any class, please talk to your professor(s) and/or advisor.  There are support services available on campus that may be able to help you with those problems.  Should you finally decide to drop this class, please be sure to do all of the following

· Notify the professor that you are planning to drop the class.  It is to your benefit that the professor knows your last date of attendance.

· Talk to your advisor to ensure that this action will not delay your potential graduation date.  Many courses are sequential.  Be sure you understand all of the possible consequences of dropping this class.

· Talk to the Student Aid office if you are receiving any form of financial aid.  You could lose some or all of your aid if you drop a class.

· Go to the Registar’s Office or use ELion to officially drop the class.  YOU ARE NOT AUTOMICALLY DROPPED FROM THE CLASS FOR NON-ATTENDANCE.

· If you are a Dual Enrollment (high school) student, be sure to talk to the Finance Office about the consequences of dropping a class.
· If you stop attending this class but do not officially drop this class, you will receive an F for this course that will remain on your permanent record and will be factored into your GPA.  Further, you will be liable for the total cost of this class and you could lose your eligibility for current and future financial aid and scholarships.

PHILOSOPHY 103 GRADES WILL BE BASED ON:
Exams:  There will be three exams.  The first exam will cover introductory material and our first controversial ethical issue (25% of your course grade).  The second exam will occur roughly in the middle of the semester (25% of your course grade).  The last exam will be a non-cumulative final exam, as scheduled by the Registrar (25% of your course grade).

Debates or Papers:  You have the following two options.  Each should be the same amount of work.  Whatever option you pick, you will be doing some written work for each debate.  Work for each option constitutes 25% of your course grade.

(1) Active debater option:

You will participate in two of three scheduled in-class debates on selected ethical issues.  A brief summary (1/2 page to a page) describing your debate presentation only with a list of the sources you used must be turned in on the class period which follows the debate (see debate instructions in this syllabus).  For the debate you do not participate in, you are to turn in a one-page reaction paper to what you saw, identifying the most important arguments you think each side made and telling me how you think the debate went.  Unlike your work for the debates you participate in, this paper requires no extra research on your part.  Your debates and debate reaction paper constitute 25% of your course grade.

(2) Debate nonparticipant option:  If you prefer not to debate: (a) you will write a short one-page reaction to each of the in-class debates.  You will tell me which side you believe made the better case, or if you thought it was a draw, and briefly but logically explain why you drew this conclusion.  No extra research is needed for these papers.  (b) You will also write a paper that is a full 4-6 pages (typed in a 12-point font, double-spaced with one-inch margins) in which you will explain and defend your own position on one of the topics and readings listed at the end of this syllabus (see paper instructions in this syllabus).  Your debate reaction papers are all together 10% of your course grade. Your 4-6 pp. paper constitutes 15% of your course grade.

GRADING SCALE:  The final grade on your transcript, according to Penn State U. policy, will be one of the following:  A, A-, B+, B, B-, C+, C, D, F; AU (audit), W (withdrew), DF (Deferred).  My own grading scale with numerical equivalents is more nuanced:  A+ (97-100), A (93-96), A- (90-92), B+ (87-89), B (83-87), B- (80-82), C+ (77-79), C (73-76), C- (70-72), D+ (67-69), D (63-66), D- (60-62), and F (59 and below).  For your final grade, I will convert to the PSU scale.  An “A” will be given to you for an average of 93-100, an average of 70-76 will get a “C,” and averages of 60-69 will convert to a “D.”  For other averages, my scale and the PSU scale are equivalent.

ESTIMATED SCHEDULE FOR SPRING SEMESTER 2012
The following dates are subject to change.  Bad weather or other unforeseen events may necessitate schedule adjustments.  I will announce any changes to the class.  It is your responsibility to be aware of due dates and of any announced changes in the schedule.  The readings listed below will be supplemented by handouts and information provided in class.  You are responsible for all of this information.

1/10-1/17:
INTRODUCTION TO CLASS AND COMMON FALLACIES IN REASONING ABOUT ETHICAL ISSUES

Readings:  "General Introduction" in Ethics and Modern Life (hereafter "EML"), class handouts

1/19-1/31:

COMPETING ETHICAL THEORIES

Readings:  Sophocles, from “Philoctetes,” in Part I, EML; "Standards of Right and Wrong," pp. 13-19 in Part I, EML; class handouts

2/2-2/9:

INTRODUCTION TO TAKING LIFE, SUICIDE

Readings:  Tom Godwin, “The Cold Equations,” in Part II, EML; class handouts

2/14:


EXAM ONE

2/16:


DEBATE ONE:  mercy killing (euthanasia)

2/21:


Debate One papers are due (from debaters and nondebaters: see instructions)
2/16-2/28:

ASSISTED SUICIDE AND EUTHANASIA

Readings: "Physician-Assisted Suicide and Euthanasia," 189-190; Dan W. Brock, "The Moral Justifiability of Assisted Suicide;" Daniel Callahan, "The Immorality of Assisted Suicide" (these readings are in EML Part II, Chapter 3); class handouts

3/1-3/20:

ABORTION 

Readings:  "Abortion," 237-238; Philip Devine, "The Wrongs of Abortion;" Mary Anne Warren, "The Right to Abortion;" Paul Wilkes, "The Moral Dilemma of Abortion" (EML Part II, Chapter 4); class handouts

3/5-3/9:

UNIVERSITY-WIDE SPRING BREAK; NO CLASSES

3/22:


EXAM TWO

3/27:


DEBATE TWO:  Capital Punishment 

3/29:


Debate Two papers are due
3/27-4/3:

CAPITAL PUNISHMENT

Readings:  "Capital Punishment," 270-271; Louis Pojman, "The Wisdom of Capital Punishment;" Jeffrey Reiman, "The Folly of Capital Punishment;" Supreme Court Justice H. Blackmun, "Callins v. Collins--Dissenting;" Supreme Court Justice A. Scalia, "Callins v. Collins--Concurring" (EML Part II, Chapter five); class handouts

4/5-4/26:

ARE MORAL RIGHTS RESTRICTED TO HUMANS?

Readings (all from Regan and Singer's book, Animal Rights and Human Obligations):  From Part One:  Selections from the Bible; Aristotle, "Animals and Slavery;" Aquinas, "Differences Between Rational and Other Creatures;" from Part Two:  D. Griffin, "Ethology and Animal Minds;” From Part Six:  P. Singer, "Down on the Factory Farm;" from Part Seven:  S. Gendin, "The Use of Animals in Science;" from Part Three:  P. Singer, "All Animals are Equal;" from Part Four:  A Catholic Dictionary, "Why Animals Have no Rights;" R. Frey, "The Case Against Animal Rights;" class handouts

4/17:
NON-DEBATERS ONLY:  4-6 PAGE PAPER DUE.  SEE ASSIGNED TOPICS/READINGS AND PAPER INSTRUCTIONS IN THE LAST PAGES OF THIS SYLLABUS
4/17:


DEBATE THREE: The Harming of Animals for Human Purposes
4/19:
Debate Three papers are due. 

4/26:
Last day of class instruction

FINAL EXAM:  The campus Registrar schedules all class finals for the week following the end of instruction.  The final exam schedule for all classes is to be posted on the campus website.  I will also announce the time in class when I know the schedule.

DEBATE INSTRUCTIONS:

If you decide to take this option, you will be participating in TWO of the following three in-class debates.

(a) Mercy-Killing Debate:  Is killing for merciful reasons justified?

(b) Capital Punishment Debate:  Is it moral for a government to punish any of its citizens with death? 

(c) Debate on the harming of animals for human purposes (pro and con experimentation, raising and killing for food, hunting and trapping, etc.)  Note:  individuals will be taking one such topic to defend or attack; you do not have to support or attack all of the above to be on a team.

You don't have to have your mind made up on an issue in order to debate it.  I will send around sign-up sheets, and you can list yourself as "pro," "con," or "willing to argue on either side."  Every effort will be made to give you your choice as "pro" or "con," but I reserve the right to switch persons to different sides or different debates if teams get overloaded with volunteers.

Debates are supposed to be cooperative enterprises.  Although you will be graded individually, I expect you to cooperate with your group.  Team members must show up promptly on the day of the debate.  Remember that everyone involved should be polite, respectful, and constructive.  Debates should be fun, exciting learning experiences, not warm-ups for Armageddon! 

EACH SIDE SHOULD CHOOSE A CAPTAIN.  The captain will keep tabs on what the individual members are planning to present.  She or he should speak first.  The captain should also make brief introductions between the presentations, introducing the speaker and the speaker's topic (e.g., "Susan will now show that capital punishment is cruel and unusual punishment").  This will help keep everything straight for debaters and the audience.  The captain will also be making a presentation, although it need not be quite as long as the others. 

Everyone is expected to do some outside research (that is, research that goes beyond selections in our texts).  THE PRESENTATION MUST BE IN YOUR OWN WORDS. You may briefly quote from your sources if you wish, being sure to mention the author of your quote.  It is NOT ACCEPTABLE for your presentation to be merely a reading from a web site or any other source not written by you!  If you simply repeat word-for-word, or virtually word-for-word, what your sources say, you are committing plagiarism, a very serious offense.  SEE THE UNIVERSITY POLICY ON "ACADEMIC INTEGRITY" in your Student Handbook.

Each person should make a clear, well-organized presentation of 3 to 5 minutes. This should be a speech, not just a reading of your written notes (some reading is OK, but this should be kept to a minimum).  Don't worry:  I won't grade you down for being nervous!  Each speaker should present different material.  Do not ignore relevant class material, even if it came up in a different context.  For example, we will talk about basic mistakes in ethical reasoning well before the first debate; you don't want to make these mistakes.  Each speaker will be trying to convince others of his or her position, so you must use facts, logic, and striking examples.  Do not base your case on your own PARTICULAR religious views:  this cannot convince anyone who has different beliefs from yours.  Buddhists, Christians of any denomination, Hindus, Jews, Moslems, etc., as well as unbelievers, should find your arguments persuasive.

After all the presentations are completed (first by "pro," then by "con") rebuttals will begin.  At this time, persons on the two teams will question and answer each other directly.  Everyone is expected to raise or answer at least one question or make at least one additional point during the rebuttal period. 

IN THE NEXT CLASS AFTER THE DEBATE, UNLESS OTHERWISE SPECIFIED, EACH PARTICIPANT MUST TURN IN THE FOLLOWING TO ME:  A brief written summary, carefully proofread—half a page to a  page—of the major points you made during your presentation (not your rebuttal, or anyone else's material) and a list of the sources you used (books, articles in magazines or journals, internet addresses, people interviewed, etc.).  If you printed out all your sources, turn these in with your summary; you need not also list them in that case.   Sources that cannot be printed out and turned in should be listed in a reference or works cited page.  Entries should be complete (author, title of article or book, journal or magazine, page numbers for articles, and dates of publication).  Either the APA or the MLA format is acceptable.  For the MLA format, see http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/747/06/ for details.  For the APA format, see http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/560/01).  Avoid unreliable Internet sources such as “Wikipedia” unless reputable sites back up its information.  If you use such websites, attach copies of what you have drawn from OR give a complete, detailed electronic address for each source used along with other materials in your list of sources. Your summary should be typed in a 12-point font with 1-inch margins and written in good English.  Any factual material or quotes in your summary that you got from your sources must be documented in your summary within parentheses).  For example:  “Oregon was the first state to permit physician-assisted suicide (Death With Dignity Act, Oregon.gov).”  See me if you have any questions about how to do the summary.  Remember that you will also be writing a reaction to the one debate you do not participate in, due the day after that debate.  If you are having any problems with finding sufficient materials, or with uncooperative team members, or you would like further clarification of these instructions, just ask!

THE PAPER NON-DEBATERS WILL WRITE:   GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS 

Philosophy 103 students who decide not to participate in two of the three in-class debates will be writing a paper on one of the topics listed below, as well as three short reaction papers to each of the debates.  Each topic is keyed to opposed readings in your assigned books.  If you wish to cite additional sources, you may, but you must respond to the specific readings in the topic.  TURN IN TWO COPIES OF YOUR FINAL PAPER.  I will keep one and you can have one back after classes are over.  Papers may be turned in  anytime up to the due date (see schedule above).  The paper must be written in good English and carefully proofread (checked for spelling and grammar errors).  It should be written clearly enough for any reasonable person to follow, not just people who have had this class.  4-6 typed, double-spaced pages of text (not counting title page, endnote page, or bibliography), using a 12-point font and 1-inch margins, is an acceptable length. If you need more space, fine, but the paper should certainly not be shorter than the specified length. Any quotations from the readings must be set off in quotation marks and documented.  Either the APA or the MLA format, or the format specified by the Chicago Manual of Style, is acceptable.  THE PAPER MUST BE IN YOUR OWN WORDS!  I offer to read any paper turned in early and give my comments without a grade.  You may then modify your paper and turn it in for a grade.  See me if you have any questions!  Each topic is tied to readings in one of our two textbooks:  Ethics and Modern Life (EML) or Animal Rights and Human Obligations (AR).

TOPIC ONE:  The Ethics of Cloning

In Part III, Chapter 11 of EML, Hilary Putnam and John Harris take opposing stands on cloning. Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.
TOPIC TWO:  Affirmative Action
In Part III, Chapter 9 of EML, Charles Murray and Gertrude Ezorsky take opposing stands on affirmative action.  Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.

TOPIC THREE:  Genetic Engineering

In Part III, Chapter 11 of EML, Robert Sinsheimer and Stephen Stich take opposing stands on genetic engineering. Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.

TOPIC FOUR:  Multiculturalism and Political Correctness

In Part III, chapter 12 of EML, Lawrence Foster and Jan Narveson take opposing stands on multiculturalism. Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.

TOPIC FIVE:  Terrorism

In Part III, Chapter 13 of EML, B. T. Wilkins and Alfred Louch take opposing stands on the justifiability of terrorism.  Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.

TOPIC SIX:  Animal Experimentation

In Part Seven of AR, C. R. Gallistel and Mary Midgley take opposing positions on whether animal research should be restricted.  Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.

TOPIC SEVEN:  Raising and Killing Animals for Food

In Part Six of AR, Bart Gruzalski and Jan Narveson take opposing positions on the use of animals for food.  Following an introductory paragraph, identify the position taken by each author, then clearly state in your own words what you find to be the most important points made by each.  Who do you think makes the better case and why?  Carefully and logically explain your view.  If you feel you must quote an author's words, do so very sparingly and (of course) use quotation marks.  When explaining an author's views, do not repeat word for word, or almost word for word (just changing a word here or there), what the author says!  This is a form of plagiarism.

Have a great semester!  Don't hesitate to see me for help anytime! 

(
