
PHIL 102: ETHICS 
Winter 2017   
MTWRF 9 – 10:50 
Room: TBA 
Instructor: Martina Ferrari 

Office Hours: TBA & by appt. 
Office: Susan Campbell Hall 323 
email: mferrar2@uoregon.edu 

 

Course Description: Most people understand ethical theory as 
concerned primarily with questions about conduct: What to do, how to 
act, and why. Contemporary accounts have been largely divided 
between those that take results or consequences as central (and 
concepts of “good” and “bad” as primary) and those that take 
intentions, principles, and the kind of act as most important (and the 
concepts of “right,” “wrong,” and “obligation” as primary). We will 
examine these ethical theories with the aim of providing students the 
tools necessary to figure out, over the course of their lives, what it 
means to live a good life. We will first focus on the divergent modern 
theories of David Hume and Immanuel Kant, giving particular 
attention to Kant’s approach, which remains today the privileged 
moral framework in the West. In the second part of the course, 
through an examination of Arendt’s reflections on the ethical crisis 

occasioned by the Holocaust, we will consider the limitations and enduring value of this theory. In the third and 
last part of this course, we will study other approaches to ethics that have gained prominence during the second 
half of the 20th century. We will discuss Virtue Ethics, by reading the work of its founder, Aristotle, and its 
adaptation by feminist scholars; approaches that focus on the character of individuals and the circumstances in 
which they are embedded. Another approach we will consider studies the development of ethical principles 
through the course of history and cultures, reflecting on the dangers that “morality” poses to ethical thinking. 
We will conclude the course with Michel Foucault, discussing the ancient questions of ethics as a matter not only 
of proper acting and sound thinking, but of living a good life. 

 
Required Texts 
Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics (Hackett) 2nd Edition.  
Immanuel Kant, Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals (Hackett) 
Friedrich Nietzsche, Genealogy of Morality (Hackett) 
Hannah Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem (Penguin) 
Additional Reading will be made available to students on Canvas 
 
Some special notes on the various assignments 

Written Work: 
 
There will be weekly in-class writing assignments of 1-2 pages in length that will involve answering a 
question based on the week’s reading assignments. For this class, you will have a midterm and a final paper, 
of 4-5 and 5-6 pages in length, respectively. In preparation to the midterm and final papers, you will have an 
in-class, graded writing workshop. All work must be turned in on time. A handout that details expectations 
for writing for this course, the policy on rewritten work, and grading guidelines, will be available on Canvas. 
Students will be strictly held to the standards of academic conduct specified in the University’s Student 
Conduct Code. Academic dishonesty of any sort will not be tolerated. The knowing or careless submission 



of another person’s work as your own is a serious infraction. Please see me or consult the Code of 
Academic Integrity if you have questions about the academic violations described in the code 
(http://uodos.uoregon.edu/StudentConductandCommunityStandards/StudentConductCode.aspx) 

1) In-class response papers: There will be 9 (one per week with the exception of the last week of class) 1-2 
pages in length. You will be expected to address the question(s) that I will assign in class. Since these are 
short papers, do not summarize or re-state arguments and events in the reading. Assume the audience is 
familiar with the text and move directly to answering the prompt. Each paper is worth 3% of your grade, for 
a total of 27% of your final grade. No make-up papers are accepted. 

2) Midterm/Final Papers: 4-5 and 5- 6 pages in length, respectively. The Midterm Paper must be turned in 
at the beginning of class on November 2. The Final is due via email on December 6, no later than 5 pm. 
Topics will be given a week in advance. Late papers are penalized one letter grade for every day the paper is 
late. Each paper is worth 25% of your final grade.  

3) Midterm/Final Papers Writing Workshops: On October 19 and November 30 we will have an in-class 
writing workshop. That day, you will be expected to bring to class two copies (one for me and one for you) 
of the rough draft of your midterm/final paper. Working in groups, you will read your classmates’ work and 
provide feedback and comments. Each workshop is worth 5% of your final grade.  

Participation & Attendance: 

Your written work for the class is the space for presenting well-thought-out analysis and response. Class 
discussion will be your forum for trying out and experimenting with new ideas, old ideas, and working 
through the material in the reading. I expect you to be prepared each day to 1) discuss the reading, 2) ask 
questions about its meaning and merit, 3) help others find the answers, 4) discern presuppositions, 5) trace 
consequences, 6) reconstruct arguments, and 7) evaluate strengths and weaknesses of positions. 

Needless to say, good participation presupposes attendance. Participation is not a function of quantity, but it 
does require presence in body and spirit. Therefore, your participation grade will be determined both by 
your attendance of class, together with the weekly assessment of your participation. After the 3rd unexcused 
absence your participation grade will be reduced of ½ a letter grade every class you miss. 

Evaluation: Evaluation is based on written work and participation in the following proportion: 

In Class Weekly Responses: 27% (3%x9) 
Midterm Paper Writing Workshop: 4% 
Midterm Paper: 20%    

Final Paper Writing Workshop: 4% 
Final paper 25% 
Participation: 20% 

 
If you experience difficulty in this course for any reason, please do not hesitate to consult with me. In 
addition to the resources of the department, a wide range of services is available to support you in your 
efforts to meet the course requirements. 
 
Schedule of Reading Assignments (subject to change) 
  
Week 1 
1/9: Introduction 
1/10: Hellenistic – Epicurus selections from Principle Doctrines; Letter to Menoeceus (Canvas) 



1/11: Hellenistic – Epictetus, The Enchiridion (Canvas) 
1/12: In Class Response & Small groups and class discussions about the material  
 
Question for in class response paper: 
What is the linchpin of Epicurus’ formulation of morality? More specifically, why is the removal of pain and 
fear such as the fear of death a necessary step toward the attainment of happiness? In your answer discuss, 
as an example, why Epicurus thinks that justice and, in general, following the legal code is 0onducive to 
happiness. 
 
Week 2 
1/16: No Class: Martin Luther King Holiday  

Last day to drop w/o a w 
1/17: Hume’s Enquiry Concerning Morality I, pp. 1-16 (Canvas) 
1/18: Hume’s Enquiry Concerning Morality I, pp. 16-28 (Canvas) 
1/19: In Class Response & Small groups and class discussions about the material 
 
Question for in class response paper: 
TBA Question on Hume 
 
Week 3 
1/23: Kant, Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals, Preface  
1/24: Kant, Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals, Chapter I  
1/25: Kant, Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals, Chapter II, part 1, to p. 34 (Hackett: end of 426) 
1/26: In Class Response & Small groups and Discussion about the material and Crimes and Misdemeanors 

Homework for today: Watch Crimes and Misdemeanors 
 
Question for in class response paper: 
Kant: What is Kant’s objective as stated in the preface? More precisely, what is Kant trying to accomplish by 
clearly setting apart the “empirical from the rational part” (4)? Why is such a purification process 
indispensable according to Kant?  
 
Week 4 
1/30: Larissa MacFarquhar, “The Kindest Cut” (Canvas) 
1/31: Kant, Grounding for the Metaphysics of Morals, Chapter II, part 2, pp. 34-44 (Hackett: 427-437) 
2/1: Arendt, Total Domination (Canvas) 
2/2: In Class Response & Small groups and Discussion about the material 
 
Question for in class response paper: 
Hannah Arendt, Total Domination: Explain, as if to someone outside this class, how “total domination” as 
Arendt describes it, constitutes a violation of the (Kantian) moral law. 
 
Week 5 
2/6: Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem, Through Chapter IV  
2/7: Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem Chapters V- VII 
2/8: Arendt, Eichmann in Jerusalem , Chapters VIII & XIII, pp. 206-279 
2/9: In Class Response & Writing Workshop 
 
Week 6 



2/13: Claudia Card, “Inexcusable Wrongs,” from Confronting Evils (Canvas) 
MIDTERM PAPERS DUE at the beginning of class (4-5 PAGES).  
2/14: Card, “Between Good and Evil” (Canvas) 
2/15: Card, “Complicity in Structural Evils” (Canvas) 
2/16: In Class Response & Small groups and class discussions about the material 
  
Question for in class response paper: 
TBA 
 
Week 7 
2/20: Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book I & II  
2/21: Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Books III, VII  
2/22: Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book X; 
2/23: In Class Response & Small groups and class discussions about the material  
2/26: last day to withdraw from class 
 
Question for in class response paper: 
Aristotle Books I & II: Aristotle claims that the end toward which “everything seeks” (1094a2) is the Good. 
What is the “best good” (1094a22) for Aristotle? In your answer make sure to discuss 1) the central features 
of this highest Good and how it is achieved; and 2) how Aristotle arrives to such a conclusion. 
 
Week 8 
2/27: Gilligan, “In a Different Voice: Women’s Conception of Self and Morality” (Canvas) 
2/28: Alcoff, “Sotomayor’s Reasoning” (Canvas) 
3/1: Beauvoir, selections from The Ethics of Ambiguity (Canvas)  
3/2: In Class Response & Small groups and class discussions about the material + La Historia Oficial 

Homework for today: Watch La Historia Oficial 
 
Question for in class response paper: 
TBA On embodied ethics 
 
Week 9 
3/6: Nietzsche, Genealogy of Morality, Preface   
3/7: Nietzsche, Genealogy of Morality, Essay I 
3/8: Nietzsche, Genealogy of Morality, Essay I, continued 
3/9: In Class Response & Writing Workshop 
 
Question for in class response paper: 
Nietzsche, On The Genealogy of Morality: Nietzsche ends the preface of On The Genealogy of Morality by inviting 
the reader to be like a cow, by stating that, in order to understand his writing style and, most importantly, 
the content, one must “almost be a cow and in any case not a ‘modern man’: ruminating…” (7). After reading 
the "Preface" and the "First Treatise," why do you think it is necessary to ruminate when morality is 
investigated? In your response discuss the inversion of value and meaning of the concepts of good and bad, 
good and evil.  
 
Week 10 
 3/13: Foucault, “The Ethics of the Concern of the Self as a Practice of Freedom” (Canvas) 
3/14: Bartky, “Foucault, Femininity, and the Modernization of Patriarchal Power” 



3/15: Foucault: “What is Enlightenment?” (Canvas) 
3/15: Last day of class. Wrapping up. 
 
3/20: FINAL PAPERS DUE 5-6 PAGES.  


