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P242 Applied Ethics 
Instructor: Levi Tenen 

Spring 2019 
 

Office Hours: 000—000 
Office: Sycamore 009 
ltenen@umail.iu.edu 

 
 
 

Course Description 
 

Should you be vegetarian? 
Is affirmative action justified? 

Should you give a large amount of your money to others in need? 
 

These are some of the questions that we will explore in this course. For, more generally, we will 
be interested in the ethical dimensions of certain practical decisions that people are faced with. 
Sometimes you will not have considered the questions we raise. Other times you might have 
already answered some questions we discuss. In either case, though, we will approach these 
issues with fresh eyes, relying on philosophical work in the field of Applied Ethics to help us to 
come to a nuanced understanding of what is at stake in certain debates.  
 I have three main goals for this course. First, I want to help you cultivate the ability to 
accurately understand a philosophical argument and to articulate one of your own. These skills 
lay at the heart of philosophy, so you will come away from this course with an introduction to 
philosophical writing more generally. Second, I want to provide you with a set of philosophical 
tools and concepts for recognizing the ethical complexities of various practical issues. Finally, 
third, I will expect you to relate the philosophical debates we discuss to your own life.  
 To further these ends, I will ask you to write numerous short papers that target specific 
philosophical skills, a reflection paper on your experience changing a daily habit, as well as a 
longer final paper. Additionally, I will challenge all of us (myself included!) to consider the ways 
in which ethical issues and problems arise in our lives. I will ask everyone, for instance, to 
consider their eating and transportation habits, their implicit biases, and their ability to spot 
inaccurate or misleading news stories. The result is that by the end of the semester, you will 
come away as a better philosopher, and one who can identify ethical complexities in the world 
around you.  
 
 
Grade Breakdown:  
 
Argument Analysis and Thesis Responses: 25% 

There will be 5 written responses, each no longer than one, 1.5-spaced page, due in the 
first half of the semester. Each response will be worth 25 pts. Although I am not setting a 
minimum word count, be aware that in general these assignments should be very close to 
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one page in length. If they are substantially shorter, then you likely did not provide 
sufficient detail.  
 
In order to give you ample opportunity to do well on these assignments, I will allow you 
to rewrite each assignment and turn it in precisely one week after the initial due date. I 
will then average the first and second score (unless your second score is worse than the 
first) and that will be your final score for that assignment. So, if you turn in an 
assignment that receives a 60% the first time and then rewrite it for a score of 100% the 
second time, you will receive 80% for that assignment’s grade.  
 
There are two types of responses that I will ask you to write depending on the week. The 
first type of assignment—Argument Analysis— asks you to provide a close analysis of a 
specified reading. NO thesis should be provided and only ONE quote may be used. Your 
aim in this kind of assignment is to explain in your own words what the author’s thesis or 
main point is and how they argue for their thesis. You will be graded on how accurately 
you capture their view.  
 The second—Thesis Response—type of assignment asks you to provide a clear 
thesis of your own and, second, offer a brief argument in support of that thesis. You will 
be graded on how clear your thesis is, as well as how well your argument supports that 
thesis.  
 
Absolutely no late assignments will be accepted. If you are ill or have a family 
emergency, please provide a doctor’s note or the equivalent; accommodations will be 
made.  

 
Attendance: 10% 

Included within this category are in-class assignments. I excuse family and medical 
emergencies, religious observances, and IU sporting events that you are competing in. 
Besides these events, I expect you to be in class and participating. If you have more than 
four unexcused absences, you will receive a 0 for this category.  
 

Exams: 10% 
 There will be two in-class exams early on in the semester. I will distribute a study guide 
 for each.  
 
“Implicit Association Test”: 5% 
 You will be asked to take an online test gauging the degree to which you might have 
 implicit associations regarding race, gender, and sexual orientation. You will not be 
 required to share your precise results, but you will need to offer proof that you completed 
 the test.  
 
“Changing your practices” Assignment: 10% 
 I will ask you to change one of your daily practices for one week in light of an argument 
 from the semester that you found particularly interesting or convincing. This could 
 include, for instance, forgoing meat, opting to walk to class instead of drive, volunteering 
 at the local food bank, refraining from posting articles on social media without 
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 verifying their veracity, and so on. Then you will write a 3-5 page paper where you 
 (1) explain in detail the argument motivating your decision, noting why you found it 
 interesting or convincing, (2) show why that argument supported making the change to 
 your habits, and (3) reflect on your experience in making that change.  
  
“Detecting ‘fake news’ assignment”: 5% 
 You will be asked to complete an online assessment that tests your ability to distinguish 
 fake from real news articles. I will not require seeing your “score” on this test, but I will 
 need to see that you completed it.  
 
Final Paper Draft: 10% 
 You will need to submit a draft of your final paper to me so that I can provide comments. 
 Although the draft is a smaller portion of your grade than the final paper, it will be graded 
 on the same rubric.  
 
Final Paper: 25% 

You will write a philosophical paper in which you analyze and evaluate two or more 
arguments from course readings and offer your own view on the topic. In other words, 
your final paper will require you to apply the skills you honed in the argument analysis 
and thesis response assignments. In fact, you may incorporate the work you already did 
on one or more of those assignments when writing your paper.  
 You have two choices for structuring the paper: 

(1) You could draw from your experience in the “Changing your practices” 
assignment to critically engage at least two arguments from course readings.  

 Or (2) You could investigate how two arguments discussed in class illuminate the  
         ethical complexities at play in a real-world case that we haven’t discussed  
         in the semester.  

In Week 8, I will provide further criteria and examples for this paper. Then you will meet 
individually with me to brainstorm ideas. Your paper must be typed, 12pt font, and 
double-spaced. The average length will be 6-10 pages. A works cited page is essential.  

 
Reading and Assignment Schedule  

 
Week 1—Syllabus and Course Introduction 
 Tu: Introduction 
 Thr: Excerpt from “Applied Ethics” in the Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy.  
 

Unit 1 — War and Global Justice 
Week 2 — Just War and Pacifism  
 Tu: Douglas P. Lackey “Just War Theory” 
 Thr: Excerpt from Jan Narveson’s “Pacifism: A Philosophical Analysis” 
  Thesis response on Narveson.  
 
Week 3 — Global Justice 
 Tu: Onora O’Neill “Lifeboat Earth” 
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 Thr: Peter Singer’s “Famine, Affluence, and Morality” 
  Argument analysis for Singer.  
 
Week 4 — Global Justice and environmentalism 
 Tu: Holmes Rolston III “Feeding People versus Saving Nature?” 
 Thr: Recap and Exam 
 
 

Unit 2 —  Responsibility for Big Problems and Past Wrongs 
Week 5 — Implicit Bias 
 Tu: Listen to Jennifer Saul on Implicit Bias  
 Robin Zheng’s “Attributability, Accountability, and Implicit Bias” 
  Assignment: Take Implicit Association Test 
  https://implicit.harvard.edu/implicit/ 
 Thr: Samantha Brennan’s “The Moral Status of Micro-Inequities: In Favour of   
  Institutional Solutions” 
 
Week 6 — Affirmative action 
 Tu: Nahshon Perez “Must We Provide Material Redress for Past Wrongs?”  
 Thr: Thomas Hill Jr. “The Message of Affirmative Action”  
  Assignment: Argument analysis for Hill   
 
Week 7 — Global Climate Change 
 Tu: Melany Banks’ “Individual Responsibility for Climate Change” 
 Thr: Dale Jamieson’s “Responsibility and Climate Change”  
 
**Introduce final paper** 
 
Week 8 — Corporate responsibility and corporate solutions 
 Tu: George Brenkert “Private Corporations and Public Welfare” 
 Thr: Onora O’Neill “Agents of Justice” 
  Assignment: Thesis Response on this weeks’ content 
 

Unit 3 — Rights of the Unborn and the Nonhuman 
Week 9 — Abortion 
 Tu: Exam 
 Thr: Excerpt from Lori Gruen and George E. Panichas’ “Introduction” to Abortion 
  (In class assignment: Roe v. Wade and Doe v Bolton) 
  Individual meetings with me to brainstorm final paper.   
 
Week 10 — Abortion Continued 
 Tu: Judith Jarvis Thomson’s “A defense of Abortion” 
 Thr: Mary Anne Warren’s “On the Moral and Legal Status of Abortion” 
  Assignment: Argument analysis for Warren 
 
Week 11 — Animal ethics 
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 Tu: Peter Singer’s “Utilitarianism and Vegetarianism” 
 Thr: Cheshire Calhoun “But What About the Animals?” 
  Assignment: Changing your practices! [Reflection due next Thursday]  
 
Week 12 — Animal ethics: domestic versus wild animals 
 Tu: Jeff McMahan “The Meat Eaters” in The Stone  
 Thr: Clare Palmer “The Moral Relevance of the Distinction between Domesticated and  
  Wild Animals”  
  “Changing your practices” reflection due. 
 

Unit 4 — Privacy, Information, and the Public Good 
Week 13 — Pornography  
 Tu: Ronald Dworkin “Liberty and Pornography” 
  (In class assignment: American Booktellers Assn v Hudnet) 
 Thr: Abigail Levin’s “Pornography, Hate Speech, and Their Challenge to Dworkin’s  
   Egalitarian Liberalism” 
 
Week 14 — Fake News 
 Tu: Bryan Norden “The Ignorant do not have a right to an audience” in The Stone. 
  NYT “Macron Pushes Bill Aimed at ‘Fake News’ as Critics Warn of Dangers” 
  ** Paper Draft Due ** 
 Thr: WSJ “Fighting Fake News” 
  Economist “Do Attempts to Legislate against ‘fake news’ recall the tactics of  
  religious censors?” 
 Assignment: detecting “fake news”—	http://factitious.augamestudio.com/#/ 
 
Week 15 — Media Ethics (bias and neutrality) 
 Tu: Maxwell Boykoff and Jules Boykoff “Balance as Bias: Global Warming and the US  
  Prestige Press” 
 Thr: Matthew Kieran’s “Objectivity, Impartiality and Good Journalism” 
  
Week 16 (finals): **Final Paper Due** 


