
Topics in Philosophy: Value Theory

[held at Butler University] 
Instructor: Levi Tenen (he/him/his) 

Course #: PL376 
Office: Jordan Hall 210 

Office Hours: Mondays 2:30 - 3:30pm and by appointment 
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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 
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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 
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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.
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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.
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PL_375_SEC02_Fall19-LEC: Topics in Philosophy (4191_PL_375_SEC02-LEC)
No. of responses = 11
No. of enrolled = 12
% returned = 91.7

Overall indicatorsOverall indicators

Course Average av.=4.6
dev.=0.5+-

1 2 3 4 5

Instructor Average av.=4.8
dev.=0.4+-

1 2 3 4 5

Course Global av.=4.5
dev.=0.5+-

1 2 3 4 5

Instructor Global av.=4.7
dev.=0.5+-

1 2 3 4 5

Survey ResultsSurvey Results

Course InformationCourse Information

This course is best described as:
n=11Required for major/program 27.3%

Required for minor 9.1%

University Core requirement 0%

An elective in your major 27.3%

An elective in your minor 18.2%

An elective outside of your major or minor 9.1%

Other 0%

Unsure 9.1%

About the course...About the course...

The course learning objectives were clear. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.6
dev.=0.5

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

36.4%
4

4

63.6%
7

5

Class sessions contributed to my learning Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.9
dev.=0.3

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

9.1%
1

4

90.9%
10

5

This course was intellectually challenging. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.9
dev.=0.3

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

9.1%
1

4

90.9%
10

5

Course requirements and student responsibilities were
clear.

Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.6
dev.=0.5

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

36.4%
4

4

63.6%
7
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I learned a great deal in this course. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.8
dev.=0.4

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

18.2%
2

4

81.8%
9

5

This course required a lot of effort in order to be
successful.

Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.1
dev.=1.1

0%
0

1

18.2%
2

2

0%
0

3

36.4%
4

4

45.5%
5

5

Assigned work contributed to my learning. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=10
av.=4.4
dev.=0.7

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

10%
1

3

40%
4

4

50%
5

5

The workload for this course was appropriate. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.5
dev.=0.5

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

54.5%
6

4

45.5%
5

5

This course helped me to develop valuable knowledge
and/or skills.

Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.6
dev.=0.5
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1
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2
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0

3
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4

4
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7
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How would you rate this course overall? ExcellentPoor n=11
av.=4.5
dev.=0.5

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

45.5%
5

4

54.5%
6
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About the instructor...About the instructor...

Provided clear answers to student questions. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.7
dev.=0.5

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

27.3%
3

4

72.7%
8
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Was enthusiastic about the course material. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.9
dev.=0.3

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

9.1%
1

4

90.9%
10

5

Provided feedback on student work in a timely manner. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.9
dev.=0.3

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3

9.1%
1

4

90.9%
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Created an atmosphere of engagement. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.9
dev.=0.3
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0

1
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0

2
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0

3
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1

4
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10
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Treated all students with respect. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.8
dev.=0.4

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3
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2

4

81.8%
9
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Provided fair and impartial evaluation of student work. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.8
dev.=0.4

0%
0

1
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0

2

0%
0

3
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2

4
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9
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Was skillful in helping students understand course
material.

Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.7
dev.=0.5

0%
0

1

0%
0

2

0%
0

3
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4
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Cared about students’ learning. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.7
dev.=0.5
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1
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0
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0%
0

3
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3

4
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8
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Was sufficiently available for help when needed. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
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dev.=0.5
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5
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Provided meaningful feedback on student work. Strongly AgreeStrongly Disagree n=11
av.=4.8
dev.=0.4
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0%
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2
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How would you rate this instructor’s overall teaching
effectiveness?

ExcellentPoor n=11
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Profile Line for Indicators
Subunit: College of Liberal Arts and Sciences
Name of the instructor: Levi Tenen
Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

PL_375_SEC02_Fall19-LEC: Topics in Philosophy

Comparative line: University Average - Fall 2019 (s3)

Course Average - +
av.=4.6 dev.=0.5
av.=4.2 dev.=0.9

Instructor Average - +
av.=4.8 dev.=0.4
av.=4.5 dev.=0.8

Course Global - +
av.=4.5 dev.=0.5
av.=3.9 dev.=1.1

Instructor Global - +
av.=4.7 dev.=0.5
av.=4.2 dev.=1.0
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Profile
Subunit: College of Liberal Arts and Sciences
Name of the instructor: Levi Tenen
Name of the course:
(Name of the survey)

PL_375_SEC02_Fall19-LEC: Topics in Philosophy

Comparative line: University Average - Fall 2019 (s3)

Values used in the profile line: Mean

About the course...About the course...

The course learning objectives were clear. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.6
n=20845 av.=4.3

Class sessions contributed to my learning Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.9
n=20817 av.=4.3

This course was intellectually challenging. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.9
n=20815 av.=4.2

Course requirements and student responsibilities were
clear.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.6
n=20813 av.=4.3

I learned a great deal in this course. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.8
n=20804 av.=4.2

This course required a lot of effort in order to be
successful.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.1
n=20815 av.=4.1

Assigned work contributed to my learning. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=10 av.=4.4
n=20795 av.=4.2

The workload for this course was appropriate. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.5
n=20795 av.=4.2

This course helped me to develop valuable knowledge
and/or skills.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.6
n=20648 av.=4.3

How would you rate this course overall? Poor Excellent
n=11 av.=4.5
n=20549 av.=3.9

About the instructor...About the instructor...

Provided clear answers to student questions. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.7
n=22614 av.=4.3

Was enthusiastic about the course material. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.9
n=22591 av.=4.6

Provided feedback on student work in a timely manner. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.9
n=22586 av.=4.4

Created an atmosphere of engagement. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.9
n=22598 av.=4.4

Treated all students with respect. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.8
n=22594 av.=4.6

Provided fair and impartial evaluation of student work. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.8
n=22573 av.=4.5

Was skillful in helping students understand course
material.

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.7
n=22593 av.=4.4

Cared about students’ learning. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.7
n=22582 av.=4.6
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Was sufficiently available for help when needed. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.5
n=22546 av.=4.5

Provided meaningful feedback on student work. Strongly
Disagree

Strongly Agree
n=11 av.=4.8
n=22445 av.=4.4

How would you rate this instructor’s overall teaching
effectiveness?

Poor Excellent
n=11 av.=4.7
n=22247 av.=4.2
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Comments ReportComments Report

About the course...About the course...

What were the strengths of this course and how could it be improved?

I liked the structure of the course. I thought that any questions that I had about the reading were answered either by the professors lecture
or the focused class discussions that followed. One or two of the readings felt a bit long, but overall the work load wasn't overwhelming. I
also found the content to be very engaging which made it easier to read what was assigned.

I thought the course was well designed to provide an intro/overview of ethical theories and morality and then to examine particular
philosophical issues related to value theory. What I recognized is that non-philosophers have views on the topics we read about and
discussed without having done the week we did to consider all aspects of the issue, which are complex. Many topics seemed relevant to
things happening today (such as musicians/actors/celebrities doing/saying immoral things, morality in movies/tv shows, cultural
preservation/appropriation, repatriation, confederate monuments). Each student had to give a presentation about one of our readings
which sparked student-led discussions.

It was a challenging course in terms of the concepts but it was taught in a way that overtime it became easier to grasp and get the hang of.
Sometimes it went faster paced but that's also due to time constraints, but we spent more time on things when needed.

It was helpful that the class was a good mix of class discussion and lectures. We got to think through things out loud with each other, and
the professor, and get immediate feedback during discussions.

It was very conversation-dependent, which was really good because it allowed for people to share their ideas in a safe space. However, for
the sake of variety, a field trip, in-class videos, and maybe even in-class projects might help to balance it out

The course was well-structured and topics were interesting and applicable to everyday life. Student presentations were effective for
learning but would have been more helpful if the students would have shared their presentations, handouts, etc. with the class in order for
further studying. Overall, the course matched the expectations of an upper-level philosophy course.

The material which was covered in the course itself was extremely interesting and unique. The only improvement which I could suggest
would be to provide slightly more time to work on papers, as the midterm for example had only about a week between when it was
assigned and the final due date. However, this is a minor point and the substance of the class was very good overall.

The structure of the course was one of its main strengths, as it started more generally and progressed from there to material that
hearkened back to larger theories while working in a specific domain. If one aspect of the course could be improved it would be that each
section of the course has so much more depth that it would be impossible to cover them definitively in one semester, for example I think a
full semester dedicated to aesthetics would be worthwhile.

This course is very intellectually stimulating. I was able to have fascinating discussions almost every class which helped me formulate my
own thoughts more clearly and helped me to strengthen what I believe.

This course provided several challenging and thought-provoking reading assignments that we would discuss in class. I appreciated how
we were able to read several different viewpoints on the course topics, as it made the class more interesting and varied.

About the instructor...About the instructor...

What were the strengths of this instructor and how could they improve?

Assured in the material covered in class and overall clear in the way he presents it. Area of improvement may be in anticipating student
questions and being able to respond more confidently.

Challenged our critical thinking and prompted us to participate regularly. I also appreciated that he wrote everything he said on the board
because it allowed me to take very detailed notes.
In terms of improvement, I would say that I wish a lot of the topics/articles didn’t have to be controversial or political. I know it makes for
great discussion but I think it can make some people feel like their views would conflict with the professor or most of the other students,
making it harder to participate for them.

Levi was very good at trying to get everyone to the same level of understanding. He was lengthy in his comments on papers but it was
good feedback that helped to improve writing later on. He was very conscious about students having other work and was very
accommodating to this. He also was more than willing to meet outside of class when help was needed and tried his best to come to a
solution when there may have been a problem with work (in my case, a paper topic). I thought that the course challenged students very
much intellectually but I thought he did a really good job teaching it.

Prof. Tenen is very caring, kind, and respectful. He speaks in a calm and relaxed manner, therefore making the atmosphere less tense. I
struggle to think of anything he could do to improve his teaching skills that he doesn't already have

Professor Tenen has been one of my favorite professors at Butler. He was very personable and made the class interesting and
entertaining. He also provided clear feedback and was willing to do whatever was needed to help us succeed.
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Professor Tenen is a great teacher. He is always very passionate about what we are talking about which allows him to facilitate very
interesting conversations. He also is not afraid to admit that he might be wrong, and in doing so empowers the students to really speak
their mind even if it disagrees with what he thinks it's correct.
The way he teaches makes everyone feel involved and interested in the topic, no matter what it is. I highly recommend everyone take a
class from him.

Professor Tenen was a fantastic teacher! One of my favorites so far. He was relatable yet *very* knowledgeable about issues pertaining to
value theory and philosophy in general. He provided quick feedback on assignments that I found very helpful as well. He was available for
office hours after class and students, including myself, would often speak with him after class to continue the class discussion. Rarely have
I done that with professors in the past. It's unfortunate that he won't be here next year due to the nature of his role as a Future Faculty
Fellow. Butler's philosophy dept is fortunate to have him this year! Sometimes he apologized for the length of reading, though I've had
classes with much longer reading assignments. Students should just expect to have lengthy readings for university philosophy classes.
One of Professor Tenen's top strengths was teaching us how to write philosophical papers, which isn't something I feel like I've received
from professors before. This would come first by analyzing the structure of a paper we read for class, and then he would write it out and
other ways on the board. He would also include helpful approaches on handouts about our writing assignments. Where a lot of professors
seem to assume we understand how to write a paper, I was grateful for the clarifcations about different ways to write like a philosopher.

The instruction in this course was overall very good - concepts were explained well and discussions were always interesting. For this
reason, I do not have any specific recommendations for improvement.

The instructor was very knowledgable about the topics and was able to present them clearly and thoroughly. The constructive feedback on
assignments and presentations was extremely helpful philosophically, especially if one is continuing their career in philosophy.

They did an excellent job keeping the class enthusiastic about the material and he kept us focused on the subject in order to help us dive
deeper into each topic. They could possibly allow students some more small group discussion.




