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Phil. 102/CRN 36729                                                                               Dr. Caroline Lundquist 
101 Allen                                   Office: 247 Susan Campbell Hall 
TR 10:00-11:50                                                     Office Hours: Tuesday/Thursday 12:30-1:30pm  

                   lundc@uoregon.edu 
 

(Western) Ethics 
 

“We are investigating not in order that we might know what virtue is, 
but in order that we might become good, 

since otherwise there would be no benefit in it.” 
    -Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics 

 
“[A]ction is indeed the sole medium of expression for ethics.” 

   -Jane Adams, Democracy and Social Ethics 
 
 
Course Description: 
 
The fundamental assumption behind this course is that reading, writing, thinking and talking 
about ethics can help us to become better people, live richer, more meaningful lives, and 
inspire us to work together to improve our world. Hence the chief purpose of this course is to 
foster a meaningful and continuing engagement with key ethical questions (also called moral 
issues). The philosophical aim is for us all to practice analyzing and assessing our opinions and 
the opinions of others. This process of analysis and assessment may lead to changes in our 
ethical views, or it may strengthen those we already hold. 
 
We will begin by examining a selection of potential “threats” to ethics, including relativism, 
egoism, false consciousness and moral luck, and then consider whether or to what extent moral 
theories can help mitigate those threats and guide our ethical thinking. In the process, we will 
consider a number of questions that have historically posed, and continue to pose, serious 
challenges to ethical philosophers. We end by applying our tentative beliefs and conclusions to a 
selection of contemporary moral issues. 
 
Required Texts: 
 
Simon Blackburn. Being Good, 2nd edition 
*Loius P. Pojman, and Lewis Vaughn, eds., The Moral Life, 5th edition 
  Both texts are available at the Duck Store 
 *Not all assigned readings appear in other editions of this text. 
 
Course Requirements: 
 
Midterm Essay (3-4pp): 10% 
2 Take-home Quizzes (multiple choice/short answer): 10% each 
1 In-class Quiz (multiple choice/short answer): 15% 
Final Exam (short answer): 20% 
Final Essay: 15%  
Preparation/Engagement: 10% 
Homework and in-class work: 10% 
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Course Policies: 
 
Assigned Readings: Reading assignments should be completed by the day listed above them on 
the schedule. Because this is a highly interactive course, it is essential that all readings be 
completed on time. Periodic homework and in-class writing assignments will establish whether 
or not you have completed and/or understood the assigned readings.     
 
Attendance: Regular attendance is vital to your success in this course. You will be allowed two 
absences without penalty (to accommodate illnesses, family and work obligations, emergencies, 
really bad days, etc.), after which each additional absence will result in a 5% reduction to your 
final grade (for example, four total absences will lower an “A” to a “B”).   
 
Preparation/engagement: In recent years, “engagement” has become an important concept in 
higher education, and with good reason. Students who are engaged are much more likely to 
succeed in their classes, and to retain what they have learned. In the classroom, students who 
engage tend to: listen attentively to instructor and classmates, take notes, ask clarifying 
questions, answer questions posed by instructor and classmates, read actively (with pen in hand, 
noting questions), engage in discussion and debate, etc. Outside of class, engaged students tend 
to: make notes while completing assigned readings, communicate with instructor regarding 
assignments and course concepts, communicate with peers/form study groups, independently 
research topics from class, carefully plan assigned projects before completing them, etc. Because 
engagement is such an integral component of student success, ten percent of your course grade 
will be based on your level of preparation and engagement.   
 
Academic Honesty: Intellectual honesty is expected. The stiffest punishments possible will be 
sought for those who plagiarize, fabricate, or cheat. The usual punishment is an “F” for the 
course. (But really, who would cheat in an ethics class!?) 
 
Quizzes: At the end of weeks 2 and 6 you will take home a multiple-choice/short answer quiz 
that covers the material from the previous week. Both quizzes are open-book/open-note and are 
due at the beginning of class the following Monday. Quiz 2 will take place in class near the 
middle of the term, and will be closed-book/closed-note.   
 
Late Work: Make an effort to complete all assignments on time. Late work will be accepted 
only at the instructor’s discretion, and will usually incur a grade penalty. If for any reason you 
turn an assignment in late, write “late” at the top of it, and briefly explain in writing why the 
assignment is late.  
 
Canvas/email: Handouts, in-class activities and other course materials will be posted on Canvas. 
If you miss a class session, be sure to acquire and review course materials via Canvas. (A bit of 
advice: never ask an instructor, “Did I miss anything important?”) Email is an excellent way to 
contact me, and I am generally able to respond to student emails within 24 hours.  
 
Inclusiveness Statement: If you have a documented disability and require assistance or 
accommodation of any kind, please inform me at the beginning of the term so I can make any 
necessary arrangements. If there is anything you would like me to know about you that would 
help you to participate fully in class, including a preferred gendered pronoun, please let me know 
early in the term.    
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Tentative Schedule: 
 

Week 1:  
Introduction to Ethics; “Threats” to Ethics: Relativism 

 
Tuesday: Course introduction. What makes an issue a “moral” issue? 
  Reading due Tuesday: Course Syllabus, Being Good 1-9 and Moral Life (Vaughn) 917-
 920; Complete Syllabus Quiz and bring to class    
 
Thursday: Intro to the threats to ethics. What are the “threats” to ethics? Moral Relativism. Is 
 all morality relative?    
 Reading due Thursday: Being Good 19-29, Moral Life (Benedict) 132-139 
 
 
 

Week 2:  
“Threats” to Ethics: Relativism, continued; Egoism  

 
Tuesday: Moral relativism, continued. Should there be any universal moral rules? Why are we 
 afraid to judge? Psychological egoism. Are people fundamentally selfish?  
 Reading due Tuesday: Moral Life (Elshtain) 152-160, Being Good 29-37 
 
Thursday: Ethical egoism. Should we be selfish? Is it better to be selfish or to be altruistic? 
 When should we put others’ needs before our own? 
 Reading due Thursday: Moral Life (Rand) 504-513, (Pojman) 513-520  
 
 
 

Week 3: 
“Threats” to Ethics: False Consciousness; Moral Luck   

 
Tuesday: False consciousness. Why do we sometimes work against our own interests? Is it 
 possible to be doing harm when we think we are doing good? Can we be deceived about 
 our own motives? Quiz 1 Due     
  Reading due Tuesday: Being Good 50-55, Moral Life (Hill) 601-611    
 
Thursday: Moral luck. Is our goodness or lack thereof wholly or in part a matter of luck?   
 Reading due Thursday: Moral Life (Dennis), 311-312, Moral Life (Nagel), 300-311 
 

 
 

Week 4: 
“Threats” to Ethics: Moral Luck, continued; Introduction to Moral Theory 

 
Tuesday: Mid-term essay assigned. Moral luck, continued. Summing up the threats to ethics. 
 Which of the four threats to ethics (relativism, egoism, false consciousness and moral 
 luck) poses the greatest danger to ethics, and why? Introduction to moral theory. What is 
 a moral theory?   
 Reading due Tuesday: Being Good 43-50 
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Thursday: Bentham’s Utilitarianism. What is Utilitarianism? Is it always right to maximize 
pleasure and minimize pain? Mill’s revised Utilitarianism. Quiz 2 (in class)     
 Reading due Thursday: Read: Being Good 81-93, Moral Life (Bentham) 195-200, 
 Moral Life (Mill) 201-205 
 
 
 

Week 5: 
Moral Theories: Utilitarianism; Deontology 

 
Tuesday: Mill’s revised Utilitarianism, continued. Did Mill do enough to save Utilitarianism? 
 Do we have a right to benefit from the suffering of others? Are some things simply wrong, 
 regardless of the consequences?   
 Reading due Tuesday: Moral Life (LeGuin) 230-235   
 
Thursday: Kant’s deontology. Should there be a single, universal Moral Law? Kant “close 
 reading” homework due    
 Reading due Thursday: Being Good 116-124, and Moral Life (Kant) *239-255  
  *close reading of assigned section/s only  
 
 
 

Week 6:  
Moral Theories: Deontology, continued; Aristotle’s Virtue Ethics 

 
Tuesday: Assessing Kant’s Deontology. Is there always a right thing to do? What should we do 
 when rules conflict? Mid-term Essay due 
 Reading due Tuesday: Moral Life (Kant) *239-255  
  *read full text  
 
Thursday: Aristotle’s virtue ethics. How can we become good? What is the difference between a 
moral virtue and an intellectual virtue, and which is more important?   
 Reading due Thursday: Being Good 112-116, and Moral Life (Aristotle) 316-329 
 
 
 
 

Week 7:  
Care Ethics and Divine Command Theory 

 
Tuesday: Care ethics. What can human vulnerability teach us about ethics? Are our first 
 responsibilities to the people who are closest to us? Quiz 3 Due.   
 Reading due Tuesday: Moral Life (Vaughn) 439-442, Moral Life (Held) 477-491 
 
 
Thursday: Divine Command Theory. What is the relationship between religion and ethics? 
 What are the advantages and disadvantages of basing ethics on religion?  
 Reading due Thursday: Moral Life (Jesus of Nazareth) 388-392, Buddha Dhammapada 
 (on Canvas) 
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Week 8: 

Nietzsche and “The Death of God”; Virtues and Vices 
 
Tuesday: The Death of God. Are we entitled to the ethical views we have inherited? Does the 
 “Death of God” threaten ethics?   
 Reading due Tuesday: Being Good 10-19, and Moral Life (Nietzsche) 106-117 
 
Thursday: Virtues and vices in the present age. Which vices are the most blameworthy, and 
why? Which virtues are the most important in our time, and why?     
Reading due Thursday: Moral Life (Kant) 405-411, Moral Life (Gansberg) 412-415, 

 
 

 
Week 9: 

Existentialism and the Search for Meaning 
 
Tuesday: Camus: The Absurd and the Myth of Sisyphus. Is life absurd? Can we flourish in an 
 absurd world? Can mortality be a source of meaning? 
 Reading due Tuesday: Being Good 65-81 and Moral Life (Camus) 545-551   
 
Thursday: Frankl and the human search for meaning. Why do we long for meaning? How does 
 the human search for meaning help us to flourish? 
 Reading due Thursday: Moral Life (Frankl) 557-564 
 
  
Homework due Tuesday: Choose a contemporary ethical problem that you care about. Briefly 
 describe the problem (1 page maximum), and then reflect on the steps that you believe 
 we should take to help solve it (1.5-2 pages). 
 
 
 

 
Week 10: 

Ethics in the Age of Globalization, continued; Conclusions 
 
Tuesday: Poverty and economic inequality. What obligations, if any, do the wealthy have to the 
 poor? What luxuries should we be willing to sacrifice so that other people can meet their 
 basic needs? Homework due. 
 Reading due Tuesday: Moral Life (Singer) 887-898  
 
Thursday: How can we, as individuals and members of communities, help to make a better 
 world? Final Project discussion. Preparing for final Exam. 
 Reading due Thursday: Being Good (129-135), and United Nations’ Universal 
 Declaration of Human Rights (Being Good 136-143) 
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Final Exam: Tuesday, June 12th, 8:00am 
(arghhh!) 

 
Final Essay due Thursday, June 14th, 4pm 

 
 
   
 
   

         

Guide to Essay Grades: 

What kind of philosophy paper deserves an “A,” “B,” etc.? 

A = Excellent. No mistakes, well-written, uses sources effectively and 
makes a persuasive argument. Acknowledges and responds to potential 
objections (counterarguments). Reflects a sophisticated engagement with the 
material. 

B = Good. No significant mistakes, well-written, but doesn’t use sources 
effectively and/or lacks a persuasive argument. Acknowledges but does not 
engage objections. Reflects a strong grasp of the material. 

C = OK. Some errors, somewhat well-written, attempts to integrate sources 
and make an argument. Does not acknowledge objections. Reflects a basic 
grasp of the material. 

D = Poor. Several errors, not well-written, uses sources poorly or not at all 
and/or lacks a central argument. Reflects a tenuous grasp of the material. 

F = Failing. Problematic on all fronts indicating either no real grasp of the 
material or a complete lack of effort.  

         
 

 

 



Ethics 
 

7 

 

PHILOSOPHY PAPER WRITING GUIDE 

1. DIRECTNESS Be direct. Make sure that you give a direct and focused answer to the question for 
the paper. This is the most important attribute of a strong philosophy paper.   

2. ARGUMENT Philosophy papers generally respond to debatable questions with arguments. Start 
by identifying the question you are attempting to answer, and then work to develop a reasoned 
response (i.e. central argument). Always make sure that you give reasons for claims (claim + reason 
= argument).  

3. CLARITY All of your claims should be explicitly stated and not left to the reader to infer. One 
difference between philosophy and literature is that philosophers spell everything out, while creative 
writers may depend on the imagination of the reader.  

4. PRECISION Avoid vague claims or general statements about the ideas in the readings. Be 
accurate in reporting the views of others and exact in stating your own.  

5. ORGANIZATION Each paragraph of your essay should address one main idea. Organize the 
paragraphs of your paper into a progression of related claims. To write an introduction, briefly 
explain the problem or question that you are addressing in your paper, then explain briefly how you 
will solve or address it. This will show your reader what you accomplish in your paper. Do not use a 
filler or a fluffy beginning. Your conclusion should do more than restate your main claims- it should 
leave the reader with something more to think about.  

6. ANALYSIS Analyze arguments. This means breaking arguments down into their simplest 
components (such as unstated assumptions), and explaining them. Examine the logical consequences 
of your claims and the claims of others. When clarifying the meanings of terms, do not start with or 
rely on dictionary definitions, but develop your own definitions and cite the dictionary only if 
necessary. Dictionary definitions report usage, whereas a philosophical definition may be critical of 
current usage or find it vague.  

7. QUOTATIONS Quotation should be used primarily to illustrate a claim that you are making 
about an author’s work. It is not a substitute for explaining an author’s thought in your own words. A 
good strategy is to state the author’s ideas in your own words first and then “prove” your 
interpretation with a short quote. 

8. COUNTERARGUMENTS As a rule of thumb, for every legitimate argument, there is at least 
one legitimate counterargument (reasoned objection). Philosophical papers try to anticipate and 
respond to legitimate objections, that is, objections that an intelligent reader might raise. An A-range 
philosophy paper will acknowledge and respond to valid counterarguments.  

9. CITATION Always cite sources. Cite the required readings as follows: “Quote” (Kant 280). If 
you use outside sources, please include a bibliography. If you use material from lecture/section, 
please make sure to cite that as well. 

10. WRITING MECHANICS Writing mechanics include spelling, punctuation, syntax and 
paragraph structure. Make sure that you already have these down or consult a source if you don’t. 
Highly recommended is Strunk and White’s The Elements of Style. This is available online at: 
www.bartleby.com/141/                  
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Dr. L’s  
Principles for Ethical Discussion 

 
 

Contrary to popular opinion, philosophical argument is not a form of combat. 
Philosophical discussions are opportunities for us to explore and 

critically evaluate our own views and the views of others. When executed well, they 
can help us reach agreement on issues that matter to our communities, and foster 

compassion for those whose views we do not share. Please keep in mind the following 
precepts as we engage in philosophical discussions: 

 
1. Genuine, productive dialogue requires more than one perspective, so our 
purpose should never be to silence those who disagree with us. A philosophical 
discussion, like our society, cannot thrive without disagreement and a diversity of ideas. 
The best ideas and solutions often arise as a result of vigorous disagreement and debate. 
 
2. Because we are always learning, our beliefs must be subject to change. As we 
engage in philosophical discussions, we must have the courage to let our own opinions 
change and grow, and to rethink or let go of opinions that we cannot adequately justify. 
As Ralph Waldo Emerson famously wrote, “A foolish consistency is the hobgoblin of 
little minds.” 
 
3. Our opinions are only as good as the cases that can be made for them. In the realm 
of philosophy, having opinions is not enough; we must also be able to adequately justify 
them. When we disagree, it is wise to evaluate the reasons behind our opinions (assertion 
+ reason = argument). 
 
4. We ought to understand and appreciate what others are saying before we 
set out to challenge them. Remember to listen with an open mind; assume 
the person you are conversing with has something important to teach you. 
Give every argument the strongest interpretation you can before finding fault with it. 
Also remember that there is no point in disagreeing with a stance before you 
fully understand it. 
 
5. Many or most of our basic values are probably the same, even if we have different 
views about how to actualize them. (Examples: justice- we don’t want to see innocent 
people punished or otherwise harmed; social connection- we want to be acknowledged, 
and to feel like we belong; conscience- we feel bad if we think or know that we have 
done something wrong.) When serious conflicts of opinion arise within a community, it’s 
wise to come back to our shared beliefs and values, and then reframe the issue together. 
 
Inspired by John Gage’s discussion of the ethics of argument. See The Shape of Reason, 4th edition. Pearson, 
2005. 


