Ethical Theory:
Philosophical Essay

Length of Paper: Varies with topic – approximately 6 pages. Please do not to exceed 12 pages. Trying to turn in three paragraphs of work into 6 pages by increasing the font and margins is just silly.
Introductions and Conclusions: Do not give me any introductions and conclusions. Just start working your way through the outline I’ve given you.

Type of Paper: Philosophical Essay: A philosophical essay is a different sort of research paper. Like a research paper, you will need to use the writings of other authors, yet you are not merely reporting to me the state of the art. You will also be arguing for your own position on the issue. You will comment on the deficiencies and superiorities of the arguments you read and explain to me why your view is best. (This does not mean that you need to create your own view; it is possible that you will end up siding with one of the writers you use.)

Bibliography: You will need to include a bibliography of works cited. These need to be peer-reviewed (actually published) sources, not merely a web-site. J-Stor is one of the more reliable places to check for possible source. Make sure to include what is required by the topic outline below. A good place to look for these sources are in the notes and bibliography sections on your topic in your class texts.

Style: Use the style with which you are most comfortable. I would recommend parenthetical notes over footnotes or endnotes. By parenthetical notes I mean something like this: (Mill, 189). It’s easiest for me if you type my question to you in bold print above your answer. You should not have chapter breaks, just move on to the next question if you have room on a page.

Plagiarism: I will consider a paper plagiarized if more than 500 words are quoted from a single outside source or if more than two paragraphs are taken verbatim or almost verbatim without recognizing the outside source. An outside source here is any work not your own. If two or more of you turn in papers that have borrowed heavily from each other (by this I mean that three or more paragraphs are basically the same), then you each receive a zero in the course. 
Your Topic Choices (Read carefully.):

1) Nietzsche: Part One (2-4 pages): Describe in detail Nietzsche’s moral philosophy. To do this, you will need to review his concepts of slave and master morality. And you will need to comment on whether Nietzsche actually is a moral skeptic and what kind of moral skeptic he is. Is he a moral nihilist? Explain. He seems to argue that God is dead. What is his argument? What is the impact of this argument. Part Two (2-4 pages): Is Nietzsche right? If you believe he is, look at one essay that disagrees with you and address the concerns raised there to show that they amount to little or nothing. If you believe he is wrong, use cogent/sound reasoning to explain why he is wrong an be sure to include the relevant arguments that at least one author makes who agrees with you on this.

2) Divine Command Theory: Part One (1 page): What is the Divine Command Theory? You should include here a short discussion on the possible DCTs and the one that you think would be best if DCT were correct. Part Two (6-8 pages): The theory runs into at least four main philosophical problems. First, it implies that what is good is based merely upon God's whim of the moment; second, it implies that calling God good is a non-sense statement under DCT’s definition of good; third, it seems unable to escape the Euthyphro problem; fourth, it seems to lead to the conclusion that all moral values are at the same level, because what is wrong is simply to disobey god. Choose one of these problems (or one that you okay with me.) (1) Thoroughly explain why it is a problem for DCT, refering to at least one philosopher. Then, (2) give the response that defendents make, refering to at least two philosophers. Finally, (3) give your own response, demonstrating that the cirticisisms expose a fatal flaw in DCT or showing why they fail to to do so.

3) Aristotle: Part One (1-2 pages): Explain the salient points of Aristotle’s Virtue Ethics. Part Two (4-6 pages): Many philosophers cite problems with Aristotle’s virtue ethics. Look at one of these problems. (1) thoroughly explain why it is a problem for Aristotle, refering to at least one philosopher. Then, (2) give the response that a defendant of Aristotle might make, refering to at least one philosopher. Finally, (3) give your own response, demonstrating that the cirticisisms expose a fatal flaw for Aristotle’s view or showing why they fail to to do so. Some problems you might consider: the application problem, cultural relativism, inability to resolve moral dilemmas, and the problem of seeming like ethical egoism.

4) Ethical Egoism: Part One (1 page): Describe ethical egoism. Use a case study to demonstrate how it works in concert with considered moral belief. Part Two (4-6 pages): Who are the most notable ethical egoist theorists today? Choose one to write on. Summarize what you think are the two best criticisms against that person’s ethical view. How does (or would) that person (reasonably) respond? In your opinion, are (would) these responses (be) adequate? Why or why not?

5) Cultural Relativism: Part One (1-2 pages): James Rachels claims that (perhaps the most) common argument for Cultural Relativism fails. Explain why he is right. Part Two (3-4 pages): What are two other arguments that philosophers have made against cultural relativism? What are some responses to these problems? You will need at least two sources for this part here other than Rachels. Part Three (2-3 pages): Explain why people might be drawn to the Cultural Relativism anyway. Are these reasons good enough to defeat the arguments from Part Two? Explain why or why not. Be careful in your explanation to make clear arguments rather than merely stating your opinion or your feelings. You should use at least one source for this part.

6) Principle of Double Effect: Part One (2 pages): Explain the Principle of Double Effect. What are some reasons to accept it as a good principle? Use a case study to show that it seems to give desirable answers. You should refer to at least one philosopher in this section. Choose either part two or part three. Do not do both parts. Part Two (4 pages): The principle of double effect shows that agents may permissibly bring about harmful effects provided that they are merely foreseen side effects of promoting a good end. Using a case study, explain why this is a problem for PDE, and explain how philosophers have responded to this problem. Is the response adequate? Why or why not? You will need to consult at least one source for this part. Part Three (4 pages): Contrast the permissibility of causing harm as a merely foreseen side effect of pursuing a good end with the impermissibility of causing the same kind of harm as one's end. Clearly explain how this issue differs from the issue in Part Two. Then, explain why this is a problem of PDE, and explain how philosophers have responded to this problem. Which side do you believe is correct and why? Again, you will need to consult at least two sources for this part.

7) Natural Law: Part One (4 pages): Holmes discusses the problem of determining what is precisely meant by the term “nature” in natural law. Refer to at least one source other than Holmes on this issue, and (1) review the possible ways in which “nature” can be understood. (2) For each definition, explain a problem with the definition. (3) Which one do you think stands out? Why? Part Three (2 pages): Using only that best definition, do you believe that the version of natural law theory ultimately stands up to criticism. (1) What is the criticism? You will need to refer to one other writers here. (2) What do you believe is the best response to that criticism? 

8) Kant: (6 pages): Kant gives three formulations of the Categorical Imperative and claims that these formulations are equivalent. Other philosophers believe they are not. Engage this debate. First, cite two reasons why we might believe that these formulations are not the same. Second, cite two responses to these arguments. You will need to rely on philosophical writings for this, although you should use modern day writers, not necessarily Kant here. 

9) Kant: (6 pages): Kant is sometimes accused of being a consequentialist, as tentatively proposed by R.M. Hare. Find a writer who makes this argument. Summarize his/her arguments. Find another writer who responds. Are these responses adequate?

10) Rawls: Part One (1 page): Summarize Rawls’s Theory of Justice, using an outside source. Part Two (1 page): Explain what seems to be the most troubling component of Rawls’s theory. You should find two outside sources that agree on this. Part Three (1 page): How does Rawls or one of his defenders respond to this? Part Four (1 page): Do you believe that that response is adequate? Defend your position.

11) Care Ethics: Part One (1 page): Define the Ethics of Care. What different kinds, if any, are there? Part Two (1 page): How do these differ from traditional ethical positions? Part Three (1 page): Choose one Ethics of Care position to defend. Find one troubling component of this position. You should rely on at least one outside source here. Part Four (1 page): How have Care Ethicists responded? Cite sources. Part Five (1 page): Analyze their response, using cogent/sound arguments.

PAGE  
2

