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Course Description:
Official Description: Selected moral issues of current interest, e.g., abortion, sexual morality, euthanasia, capital punishment, reverse discrimination, civil disobedience, or violence.
Description Unpacked: The purpose of this course is to introduce students to the prominent ethical problems in modern life, taking a specific interest in problems relating to food. As an ethics course, this class is designed to provide an array of possible perspectives from which to approach moral considerations. As an introductory philosophy course, this class is designed to teach students techniques in philosophical reasoning, writing, and argumentation.

Learning Outcomes:
By the end of this course, you should:

· Be familiar with a variety of moral problems relating to food, consumption, distribution, production, hunger, and policy.

· Understand different perspectives on values moral beliefs

· Be able to formulate and defend original and coherent philosophical arguments.

· Be able to write persuasively and succinctly.

Course Format:
· Class sessions will be primarily lecture based with accompanying slides.

· Weekly discussion sections will be formatted at the discretion of the Teaching Assistant

· Students are expected to do nightly readings, many of which will be posted online

· There will be a few assignments that demand online research

Texts: 

Pojman, Paul. Food Ethics. Wadsworth Publishing, Cengage. (2012) (Required)

Nestle, Marion. What to Eat. North Point Press (2006) (Recommended)
Course Requirements:
Reading Assignments:

· Below is the schedule indicating what material will be covered in each class session.  

· You are expected to have read the assigned readings by the time you arrive at class on the day for which the reading is scheduled

· Lectures are designed to supplement the reading assignments, not replace them.

Section Attendance (10%)

Essay #1 (10%)

Due January 31 at 11:59 pm via turnitin.com

Essay #2 (25%)

Due February 28 at 11:59 pm via turnitin.com

Essay #3 (40%)

Due March 19 at 11:59 pm. via turnitin.com

Online Questionnaires (5% x 3)

Available under the “Quizzes” Section on EEE. 

Note: It is the student’s responsibility to complete each quiz by the day it is marked due on the syllabus.

Grading Scale: 


Final %

Grade
92-100

A

90-92

A-

88-90

B+

82-88

B

80-82

B-

78-80

C+

72-78

C

70-72

 
C-


60-69

 
D


< 60

  
F

Grades will not be curved.  A grade of “A” is a possible outcome for each student in this course.

Other Important Considerations that May Affect Your Grade:   

i) Make every effort to attend class. This class is designed to be a relatively easy “B” if you (a) read the material carefully before class, and (b) you attend every class. If you miss class, ask a classmate about any assignment instructions, due dates, and/or exam schedules you may have missed information about.  You are responsible for finding out if you missed anything important during your absence and for being present on exam dates.

ii) Make every effort to be at class on time.  If you must be late, enter as quietly and inconspicuously as possible - don’t distract others who have arrived on time. 

iii)
Participation, both oral and written, is required for this course.  This course is interactive by nature and is not merely a lecture course (although I will lecture regularly).  If you are uncomfortable with participation, this may not be the class for you (although I attempt to make the participation as painless, albeit as challenging, as possible).

v)  
Any student who wishes to drop the course is responsible for dropping himself or herself.  If you neglect to drop the course by the required deadline (see the official course schedule), you will receive a failing grade.

vi)  
If you have a disability and will require special accommodations, please notify me soon after the start of classes.  Any request for special accommodations must be accompanied by proper documentation.

vii)
Do not get behind in the reading or work for this course.  The material for this class is extremely cumulative.  If you get behind, this will only snowball and it will be very difficult to get caught up.  If you do get behind for whatever reason, make every effort to get caught up right away. 

iix)  
Any form of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated.  Policy on Cheating and Plagiarism: I encourage studying together but I expect that assignments handed in will be your own original work.  Except when specifically assigned as such, I will not accept group efforts.  If I find that the answers in two or more assignments or exams are too similar then none of the answers in question will receive any points. If you are found plagiarizing or cheating in any way on any of the exams or assignments, you will be dismissed from this class with a grade of “F” and face a referral to your college’s dean. 

 Course Schedule: 
	Week
	Monday
	Wednesday
	Friday

	1
	1/6 

Introduction
	1/8 

A Trip to the supermarket

Read: Nestle Ch 1
	1/10 

Dietary Variety

Read: Diet Types

	2
	1/13 

Animal Rights, Regan

Read: Pojman 31-39

Recommended: Nestle Ch13
	1/15 

 Animal Rights, Sentience 

Read: Pojman 21-31
	1/17 

Animal Rights, Kant 

Pojman (pp 10-21)

	3
	1/20 OFF
	1/22 

Cannibalism 

Read: “German Cannibal” and Wisnewski “Cannibalism” pp. 17-20


	1/24 

Cannibalism II, Harm Principle

Read: On Liberty pp. 18-27 (Project Gutenburg)

	4
	1/27 

CAFOs. Feedlots

Read: Pollan ”CAFOs” [Omnivore Pt I. Ch. 4]
	1/29 

CAFOs

Read: Pew CAFOs
	1/31 ESSAY #1 DUE
Domestic Hunger

Read: US Hunger Report



	5
	2/3 

Distributive Justice

Read: Theory of Justice pp 11-17
	2/5 Online Quiz DUE
Food Stamps 

Read: Food Stamps, Farm Bill 
	2/7 

Pro GMO

Read: Pojman 159-166

	6
	2/10 

GMO Anti

Read: Pojman 166-177, 

Suggested: Nestle. Ch 5
	2/12 

Monoculture Anti

Read: Pollan Omnivore 32-56
	2/14 

Monoculture Pro: 

Read: UDHR

	7
	2/17 OFF
	2/19 

Subsidies Pro:

Read:

Understanding Subsidies

Subsidies Summary
	2/21 
Subsidies Anti: 

Read: Pollan Subsidies

	8
	2/24 Online Quiz DUE
World Hunger:

(Use FAO Hunger Portal and WFP Interactive Hunger Map)
	2/26 

Must America fight hunger abroad?

Read: 

Cut Aid to World’s Needy
	2/28 ESSAY #2 DUE
Must America fight hunger abroad?

Read: Pojman, pp 129-146



	9
	3/3 

Must America fight world hunger?

Read: Mexican Farmer


	3/5 Online Quiz DUE
America vs. World Hunger

(use USAID, Feedthefuture.gov, fairtradeusa.org)
	3/7 

Labeling: Fair Trade, COOL, Organic, GMO, 

Read Nestle: Ch. 3, 35 

	10
	3/10

Against Labeling

Read: Anti-Labeling
	3/12

Labeling: The Right to Know

Read: Pollan Labeling
	3/14 

Revisiting A Trip to the Supermarket and Things you can do



	FINALS
	
	FINAL ESSAY DUE
	


THIS SCHEDULE IS SUBJECT TO CHANGE. ANY CHANGES WILL BE ANNOUNCED IN CLASS.

Essay #1 

Choose ONE of the following prompts, and write an essay in response.

DUE:  January 31, 2014

Length: 700-1300 words

Citations: You may choose whatever citation style you prefer, but please be sure to cite all sources.

Option #1: Is it worse to eat a cow than a fish?

Kant, Singer, and Regan all have strong opinions about eating animals. Although they don’t say it, some seem to believe that it is better to kill fish for food than it is to kill cows. Others believe that it is just as morally wrong to kill one as the other.

For this essay, choose one author whose view you think implies that it is worse to kill a cow for food than it is to kill a fish. Using that author’s ideas about animal rights, create an argument for the claim that it is worse to kill a cow for food than it is to kill a fish.

Next, choose another author whose view you think implies that it is not worse (though not necessarily better) to kill a cow for food than it is to kill a fish. Using that author’s ideas about animal rights, create a counter-argument for the claim that it is no worse to kill a cow for food than it is to kill a fish.

Finally, which author do you think is more correct, and why? Support your opinion with reasons other than those that you use in the previous sections.

Option #2: Is a government allowed to outlaw consensual cannibalism?

Recently, there have been a number of cases of people who volunteer to be cannibalized after they die. Many people find these cases shocking and disturbing. Others see consensual cannibalism as an expression of a person’s right to choose what happens to their body.

For this essay, define consensual cannibalism. Then use the Harm Principle as a premise in an argument for the claim that it is morally permissible for a government to outlaw consensual cannibalism.

Next, critique the argument from the previous section. To do this, choose a premise from that argument that you think is false, and create a new argument showing why that premise is false.

Finally, offer your opinion. Do you believe that a government should be allowed to stop consensual cannibalism, or is that an impermissible invasion of a person’s rights? Support your opinion with reasons other than those that you use in the previous sections.

Essay #2

DUE:  February 28, 2014

Length: 700-1300 words

Citations: You may choose whatever citation style you prefer, but please be sure to cite all sources.

Choose ONE of the following prompts:

Option #1: GMOs and the Harm Principle

Imagine that you are a member of congress, considering Mae-Wan Ho’s demand that the government should forbid farmers from growing GMO crops. The Farmers Association opposes this law saying that congress does not have the right to tell farmers what they may or may not grow. Despite their protestations, you are still uncertain whether it would be permissible for congress to pass such a law.

For this essay, develop an argument, using the harm principle, for the claim that it is morally permissible for the government to outlaw the production of GMO crops. 

Next, critique the argument from the previous section. To do this, choose a premise from the previous argument that you think is false, and create a new argument for why that premise is false.

Finally, offer your opinion. Do you believe that a government should be allowed to forbid the production of GMO crops or not? Support your opinion with reasons other than those that you use in the previous sections.

Option #2: Food Stamps – For and Against

Recently, members of congress dramatically cut SNAP, the U.S. Food Stamp program. As a consequence, many of the poorest people in our country who relied on government entitlements will become food insecure. Some see this as a reprehensible attack on the poor, while others see it as the end of an unjustified entitlement program.

For this essay: Using the Difference Principle as a premise, develop an argument for the claim that it was wrong for congress to cut SNAP benefits.

Next, use the Harm Principle as a premise to develop a counter-argument for the claim that congress was justified in cutting SNAP benefits. 

Finally, offer your opinion. Do you believe that Congress was justified in cutting SNAP benefits? Support your opinion with reasons other than those that you use in the previous sections.

Essay #3

DUE: March 19, 2014

Length: 900-1300 words

Citations: You may choose whatever citation style you prefer, but please be sure to cite all sources.

Choose ONE of the following prompts:

Option #1: America and World Hunger

The United States of America sends millions of dollars of Food Aid to starving countries every year to combat world hunger. At the same time, there are vast numbers of food insecure people right here in the U.S. Is it wrong for the U.S. to spend money to feed people in other countries while there are still starving people here?

For this paper, decide what you believe the right answer to this question is, and give an argument in favor of your answer.

Next, imagine how someone might object to your argument. To do this, identify a premise in your argument that someone might disagree with, and give an argument for why they might think it is false.

Finally, respond to this objection with new reasons that undermine the objection. 

Option #2: The Right to Know

Recently, Californians rejected a proposition that would force food distributors to label foods that contained GMOs. Voters in favor of labeling argued that consumers have a “right to know” whether their foods contained GMOs. Do consumers have a “right to know”?

For this paper, decide what you believe the right answer to this question is, and give an argument in favor of your answer.

Next, imagine how someone might object to your argument. To do this, identify a premise in your argument that someone might disagree with, and give an argument for why they might think it is false.

Finally, respond to this objection with new reasons that undermine the objection. 
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