
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Topics in Philosophy: Value Theory 
 

Instructor: Levi Tenen (he/him/his) 
Course #: PL376 

Office: Jordan Hall 210 
Office Hours: Mondays 2:30 - 3:30pm and by appointment 

 



 

Can one be a morally good person while also being a good friend?  
Should we admire artworks created by bad people? 

Who should own historical artifacts? 
 
The overarching goals for this course are twofold: first, to develop your philosophical abilities and, 
second, to help you acquire a set of tools for analyzing complex value-related issues that arise 
throughout one’s life. Towards the latter goal, we will seek to answer the above questions and 
explore a variety of values that shape peoples’ lives. In addition to “impersonal” moral values that, 
one might think, everyone has a reason to respond to, we will look at “personal” values at the heart 
of friendship. We will then explore aesthetic and historical values as they are manifest in art, 
UNESCO World Heritage sites, and nature. For all of these kinds of value, we will outline their 
characteristic features and understand how they relate and interact with each other. As we navigate 
course content, you will hone your analytic skills with many short writing assignments and a longer, 
argumentative paper.  
 
Grade Breakdown:  
Participation: 5% 

There are many ways to participate. The most obvious is to have you participate in class by 
asking questions, sharing what you think about a topic, and so on. I expect you to participate 
in this manner. I know, though, that some people do not like to speak up much. So, I will 
also factor in other forms of participation, including visits to my office hours and emails you 
send me where you ask content-related questions. In short, engaged students succeed in this 
category.  
 

In-class worksheets: 5% 
I also assign in-class worksheets and quizzes throughout the semester without advance 
notice. These are designed to encourage you to engage with course content, and to ensure 
that you are reading course material.  

 
 I excuse family and medical emergencies (with a doctor’s note), religious observances (see 
 below), and Butler sporting events in which you are competing. If you provide adequate 
 documentation, I will drop the relevant assignments from your final grade. 
 
Presentations: 10% 
 You will give two presentations during the semester. Both are meant to be low-stress. In the 
 first presentation you will provide an overview of an assigned  reading and lead class
 discussion by raising questions regarding the text. In the second presentation, you will give 
 an overview of your final paper. This is meant to simulate academic “workshops” in which 
 people present works in progress and receive feedback from others.  
 
Short Responses: 40% 

There will be 4 written responses, each no longer than one, 1.5-spaced page. Each 
response will be out of 10 pts. The assignments come in three varieties and I provide specific 
instructions prior to each.  
 
Put generally, the first kind of assignment—Argument Analysis— asks you to provide a close 
analysis of a specified reading. No thesis or opinion of your own should be provided. Only 
one quote may be used. Your aim in this kind of assignment is to explain in your own words 



 

some part of an article that I designate (e.g. the author’s thesis and how an argument 
supports that thesis). You will be graded on how accurately you capture the ideas in the 
designated part of the article. The second type of assignment—Thesis Response—asks you to 
provide a clear thesis for your final paper and, second, show how you might argue for that 
thesis. You will be graded on how clear and detailed your thesis is, as well as how thoroughly 
you have thought out your argument in support of that thesis. The third type of 
assignment—Value Analysis—asks you to pick something (e.g. an object, tradition, song, 
person, etc.) that you are familiar with, and analyze some of the values (or disvalues) of it. 
You will be graded on how nuanced and thoughtful your analysis is. 
  

Mid-Semester paper: 15% 
 This will be a 5ish-page paper that requires you to explore content from the first half of the 
 semester. Outside research will not be required. I will provide paper prompts the week prior 
 to the due date.  
 
Final Paper: 25% 
 The course culminates in a final paper that you will write. I am giving you much leeway on 
 what you write your paper on. Part of the value of this assignment is realized by having you 
 explore course content on your own and, in the process, develop as a thinker. I will factor a 
 number of things into your grade, including how clearly and convincingly you argue for a 
 claim, how accurate and charitable your interpretation of other philosophers’ work is, how 
 nuanced and thoughtful your discussion is, how original your ideas are, and how ambitious 
 your project is.  
 

*** I reserve the right not to accept any unexcused late assignments. *** 
 

Reading List 
Unit 1: Methods and Morals 
 
Week 1—Introduction 
  Aug 28   Introduction and presentation of James Rachels’ “Moral Relativism” 
 
Week 2— Intrinsic and instrumental value; the human good 
 Sept 2   Labor Day 
 Sept 4  Aristotle Nicomachean Ethics Book I, Ch. 1 and 7 (optional: Ch. 8-13) 
  
Week 3— The value of pleasure 
 Sept. 9  J. S. Mill’s Utilitarianism Ch. 2  
 Sept 11  J. S. Mill’s Utilitarianism Ch. 4 
   
   
 
Week 4—But is pleasure good?  
 Sept 16  G. E. Moore’s Principia Ethica (pp.116-126) 
 Sept 18  G. E. Moore’s Principia Ethica (pp. 232-251) 
 
Week 5— Breaking down the Intrinsic/Instrumental Distinction; Kantian Ethics 

Argument analysis due on excerpt from Mill’s Ch. 4 



 

 Sept 23  Christine Korsgaard’s “Two Distinctions in Goodness”  
 Sept 25  Kant excerpts from Groundwork I.  
 
Week 6— Morality’s demands  
 Sept 30  Susan Wolf’s “Moral Saints”  
 Oct. 2  Michael Stocker’s “The Schizophrenia of Modern Ethical Theories” 
     
    
 
Week 7— Can bad people be good friends?     
 Oct. 7  Alexander Nehamas’ “The Good of Friendship.” Mid-semester paper  
   assigned. 
 Oct. 9  Alexis Elder’s “Why bad people can’t be good friends” 
 
Unit 2: Aesthetic Value 
Week 8—Aesthetic Value  
 Oct. 14  Marcia Eaton’s “Art and the Aesthetic”  
     
  
 
 Oct. 16  Kendall Walton: “How Marvelous! Towards a Theory of Aesthetic Value”  
 
Week 9— Moral flaws in art 
 Oct. 21  Noël Carroll: “Moderate Moralism” 
 Oct. 23  Anne Eaton “Robust Immoralism”  
 
Week 10— Good art; bad artists 
 Oct. 28  Aesthetics’ Roundtable “Can we separate the art from the artist?”  
    Optional: NYT’s “Good Art, Bad People” 
 Oct. 30  No reading.  
 
Unit 3: Historical Value 
Week 11—The Values of the Past  
 Nov. 4  Janna Thompsons’ “Environment as Cultural Heritage” 
 Nov. 6  Chike Jeffers’ “The Ethics and Politics of Cultural Preservation” 
      
 
Week 12— Universal heritage 
 Nov. 11 Henry Cleere’s “The Concept of ‘Outstanding Universal Value’ in the  
    World Heritage Convention” 
 Nov. 13 Erich Hatala Matthes’ “Impersonal Value, Universal Value, and the Scope  
    of Cultural Heritage” 
 
Week 13—The values of repatriation?    
 Nov. 18 Henry Atkinson “The meanings and values of repatriation”  
 Nov. 20 Kwame Anthony Appiah “Whose Culture Is It Anyway?”  
 
 

Argument analysis due on Stocker

Value analysis paper due. 

Thesis response for final paper. 

Mid-semester paper due.



 

Week 14—Thanksgiving 
 No Class.  
 
Week 15—Commemorating bad pasts?  

 Dec. 2 Travis Timmerman’s “A Case for Removing Confederate Monuments”  

 Dec. 4  John Viola’s “Tearing Down Statues of Columbus Also Tears Down My  
   History”  
   Shen-yi Liao, "Oppressive Statues" at Philosopher.net  
Week 16—Student presentations 

 Dec. 9  Student presentations 
 Dec. 11 Student presentations 
Final exam day:  
 
 

Final papers due Wednesday, December 18th at 1:30pm through Canvas 

Some of my reasoning behind this course:  
 

(1) Due to the fact that the class is capped at 20 students and the fact that it 
is an upper-level course that many majors would be taking, I wanted to 
have students give two presentations, one of which emulates a 
workshop-style conference in which they will get feedback on their 
final paper from their peers. My hope is that this will not only improve 
their papers, but also promote their interest in course material by 
hearing about each other’s original ideas. It also exemplifies the work 
that professional philosophers do, which is an asset to those who may 
be considering post-graduate work.   

(2) Although upper-level, I was informed prior to arriving at Butler that 
some students in the course will have never taken an Ethics course, or 
even a philosophy course. Given this, I decided to spend the first 1/3 of 
the semester discussing core moral theories, albeit at a higher level 
than one might find in an Introduction to Ethics course.  

(3) As I learned in Environmental Philosophy, students do not find it easy 
to think about philosophical methodology. As a result, in that class, 
students did not go as far as I would have liked in justifying the claims 
in their final papers. So, in an attempt to avoid that same result here, I 
decided to forefront discussion of methodologies in Value Theory, 
incorporating it into the first unit on ethical theories. My hope is that, 
paired with a discussion later in the semester about argumentative 
strategies they can use in their paper, this will lead students to write 
stronger, more philosophically-satisfying papers. 


