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Catalog Description:
   
 

Prerequisite:  none.  Students examine pressing moral issues in politics, society and law, guided by contemporary and historical writings.  Topics include:  punishment (death penalty, “victimless crimes”), liberty, justice (distributing social services and tax burdens fairly), civil disobedience.  Especially relevant for those seeking careers in law, government, and criminal justice.  (Offered every year.)  3 credits.

Student Learning Outcomes

· Values and Ethical Inquiry (7VI): 

· Students will be able to articulate how values and ethics inform human understanding, structures, and behavior.

· Social Inquiry (7SI): 

· Students will be able to identify, frame and analyze social and historical structures and institutions in the world today.

· SLO 1: Writing

· Ability to state and support a thesis, apply knowledge of critical reasoning, accurately interpret philosophic sources, and clearly communicate a balanced account in writing.

· SLO 2: Critical Reasoning

· Ability to construct and analyze complex arguments, and distinguish good reasoning from bad.

· SLO 3E: Ethics

· Ability to demonstrate knowledge of some of the most important figures and theories in philosophical ethics.

Appropriate Texts (All Mandatory)

Plato, The Republic. trans. GMA Grube, rev. CDC Reeve. Hackett Publishing. 1992.

Hobbes, Thomas. Leviathan. ed. Edwin Curley. Hackett Publishing. 1994.

Rawls, John. A Theory of Justice: Original Edition. Harvard Belknap Press. 2005.

Reading Schedule

The following is the list of assigned readings that we will follow this semester. You are expected to have read the listed material before the day that it is listed. This will allow us to be on the same page during class.

Readings for 4/1-4/5 will be available online through BlackBoard.

	Date
	Topic
	Reading Due Today

	1/28
	Introduction, Visions of Justice
	None

	1/30
	Definitions of Justice
	Republic, 327a-335e

	2/1
	Discussion: Thrasymachus and Justice
	Republic, 336a-345c

	2/4
	The Ring of Gyges
	Republic, 357a-368b

	2/6
	Ind. Vs. City Justice, Division of Labor, Guardians 
	Republic, 368c-376c

	2/8
	Discussion: Censorship and education of the guardians
	Republic, 376d-383c

	2/11
	The Rulers, The Noble Lie
	Republic, 412b-415d

	2/13
	Living Conditions 
	Republic, 415d-427d

	2/15
	4 Civic Virtues, Justice of the City
	Republic, 427d-443d

	2/18
	Tripartite Soul, Individual Justice
	Republic, 434e-445e

	2/20
	The Role of Women
	Republic, 449a-461e

	2/22
	The Philosopher King
	Republic, 462a-480a

	2/25
	The Allegory of the Cave, Plato Summary
	Republic, 514a-520d

	2/27
	Writing Workshop - Transition to Hobbes
	None

	3/1
	Cancelled
	Cancelled

	3/4
	Moral skepticism, The State of Nature
	Leviathan Ch. 6, 13

	3/6
	Laws of Nature, Covenants
	Leviathan Ch. 14

	3/8
	Discuss: Justice and Unjustice, Authorship
	Leviathan Ch. 15, 16

	3/11
	Why we make the commonwealth, The Sovereign
	Leviathan, Ch. 17, 18

	3/13
	Writing Workshop – Discuss Prompts
	None

	3/15
	Different kinds of commonwealth
	Ch. 19 (20 optional)

	3/18
	Discussion: Liberty, Freedom, and the duty to obey
	Leviathan, Ch. 21

	3/20
	On Civil Laws, Is this really positivism?
	Leviathan, Ch. 26

	3/22
	Summary of First Half (Paper Due)
	Spring Break

	4/1
	Legal Positivism
	Hart, Sep of L&M, pt1

	4/3
	A Problem for Legal Positivism, Evil Laws
	Letter from a Birm…

	4/5
	Natural Law Theory
	Pufendorf Ch. 6

	4/8
	Problems for NTL: Radical Error, Pluralism
	TBA

	4/10
	Cancelled
	None

	4/12
	Cancelled
	None

	4/15
	Introduce Constructivism
	TJ, Introduction, Skim

	4/17
	Introduce Rawls
	TJ, Ch. 1, pp. 3-11

	4/19
	The Middle way
	TJ, Ch. 1, pp. 11-22

	4/22
	The Original Position
	TJ, Ch. 3 pp. 118-136

	4/24
	The Veil of Ignorance
	TJ, Ch. 3, pp. 136-150

	4/26
	Discussion Day: What Principles would you choose?
	None

	4/29
	The Two Principles: Equal Opportunity
	TJ, Ch. 2, pp. 60-65,  83-90

	5/1
	The Two Principles: The Difference Principle
	TJ, Ch. 2, pp. 65-83

	5/3
	Gun Control in the OP
	Online

	5/6
	Capital Punishment in the OP
	Online

	5/8
	Final Course Overview; Concluding Remarks
	None

	5/10
	Review
	None


Essential Facility:

Blackboard or whiteboard, overhead projector, and instructional media support for video.

Major Study Units:

This course follows two closely related philosophical threads through classic texts in both political and legal philosophy. The first thread is the dialectic between those who seek to give a substantive account of the ideal society – as Plato does in Republic – and those who leave the structure of society open to the wills of those with political power – as Hobbes does in Leviathan. The second thread is the parallel dialectic between natural law theorists – who believe that law is only law when it  follows from moral principles – and legal positivists – who think that law is a purely social fact and so need not be attached to morality. Finally, we close with Rawls’s theory, which offers a middle way for both dialectics. 

1. Plato’s Republic

a. Definitions of Justice and the Ring of Gyges

b. Individual Justice vs. Justice in the City

c. The Ideal City

d. The role of women

e. The Allegory of the Cave

2. Hobbes’s Leviathan 

a. The State of Nature

b. The Commonwealth and the Sovereign

c. Liberty, Freedom, and the Duty to Obey

3. Legal Positivism

a. Basic Concepts

b. Problematic Cases: Immoral Laws

4. Natural Law Theory

a. Basic concepts

b. Problematic Cases: Radical Error, Cultural Pluralism

5. Rawls’s A Theory of Justice

a. Constructivism Generally

b. The Original Position and the Veil of ignorance

c. The Two Principles of Justice, Distributive Justice

Pedagogical Methods:

Frequent feedback activities best allow an instructor to gauge student progress. By balancing reading, lecture, discussion and assessment, a flexible course can meet students’ needs while maintaining a challenging but manageable pace.

Oral Communication:  The class will be largely discussion oriented, with lecturing sufficient to establish the context and theoretical framework.  Some days are specially designated for discussion, to allow students to explore their own ideas.

Reading:  Reading assignments will emphasize primary texts and interdisciplinary readings.

Writing:  The course will require substantial student writing that demonstrates college-level proficiency, unity, coherence, and development, and conforms to assigned conventions for style and documentation. Brief and ungraded in-class writing assignments may be used to spur conversation.

Reasoning/Critical Thinking:  This course will require students to develop well-reasoned arguments and to identify, analyze, and evaluate arguments as they occur in their own or in others’ work.

Information and Technical Competence:  This course will require students to perform basic operations using personal computers.  Students will understand and apply basic research techniques, and locate, evaluate, and synthesize information from a variety of sources.  

Methods of Evaluation:

1. (5%) Attendance and participation in class discussions 

2. (25%) 10 Short Writing Assignments

3. (15%) First Paper – Due 3/22, 11:59pm

4. (25%) Second Paper – Due 5/10, on last day of instruction

5. (30%) Final – Multiple Choice and Short Answer

Additional Requirements for Graduate Courses:

N/A

Turnitin.com

To deter plagiarism, all at-home written assignments will be submitted through turnitin.com.  As per the Chapman University Academic Integrity Policy, plagiarism will not be tolerated, and will result in penalties. You can access turnitin.com through the Chapman University Blackboard Portal.

Computer Policy:

The use of all computing devices is prohibited in class. This includes laptops, tablets, and cell phones. Audio recorders are permitted. If special circumstances apply, such as a medical condition, students may request special permission for exemption from this rule. 

Students with Disabilities

In compliance with ADA guidelines, students who have any condition, either permanent or temporary, that might affect their ability to perform in this class are encouraged to inform the instructor at the beginning of the term.  Upon recommendation from the Center for Academic Success, adaptations of teaching methods, class materials, including text and reading materials or testing may be made as needed to provide for equitable participation.

Chapman University Academic Integrity Policy

Chapman University is a community of scholars that emphasizes the mutual responsibility of all members to seek knowledge honestly and in good faith.  Students are responsible for doing their own work, and academic dishonesty of any kind will not be tolerated anywhere in the university.

Prepared by Daniel Pilchman, Spring 2012

Last Revised by Daniel Pilchman, Spring 2012

Short Writing Assignments (10)

Formal Expectations: 

· 200 words (About half a page, size 12, Times New Roman, double spaced)

· Students must do 10 of these by the end of the semester.

· Hard copy to be turned in at the end of class

· Electronic copy is also due on turnitin.com by the beginning of class.

· Student is “On Point” for any class for which an assignment is done.

Over the course of the semester, students are expected to write ten (10) brief assignments responding to the day’s readings. Each short assignment may take either of the following two forms: 

Option #1: Abstract

Summarize the reading due for the day. Be sure to emphasize the most important points, and skim over the less important details. Being able to identify which are most important and which are less so can be difficult, and is part of this assignment.

Option #2: Critical Response


Summarize a main point from the day’s reading. Do you agree or disagree with this point? Briefly give reasons why you agree or disagree. This is a good option if you feel like you didn’t “get” the reading, but want to engage with why that might be.

“On Point”

These assignments are due on the day for which the reading is assigned. On any day that a student chooses to turn in one of these assignments, that student is “On Point.” Students should be especially prepared to answer questions on these days, as I will expect them to be able to field questions and be involved in discussion. Ability to do so will be reflected in this portion of the grade. 

First Essay Assignment (Due 3/22, by 11:59 pm on TurnItIn via BlackBoard)

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

Formal Expectations:

· 1500-2000 words (this is about 5-7 pages, Times New Roman, double spaced)

· Be certain that you have addressed all parts of the prompt

· Present a clear thesis, and be sure to use topic sentences for every paragraph.

· Cite all sources both in text and at the end in a bibliography

· Citations should use either MLA or Chicago style

Option #1: Censorship in The Republic


Throughout The Republic – specifically in Books 2, 3 and 10 – Socrates argues that plays and poems ought to be censored for the good of the kalipolis – the ideal city. Identify and explain one argument that Socrates gives in favor of censorship. Having done this, develop a counter-argument against Socrates’s position. How might Socrates respond to your counter-argument? Finally, what is your own opinion about censorship? What reasons or arguments can you provide to support your opinion?

Option #2: The State of Nature


Describe the state of nature, according to Hobbes. Next, describe the commonwealth, according to Hobbes. What are some Pros and Cons of living in the State of Nature? What are some Pros and Cons of living in the commonwealth? If you had a choice, which of the two would you rather live in? Why?

Option #3: Sources of Legal Authority


For both Socrates and Hobbes, citizens are obligated to follow the laws of their society. However, the two authors offer very different justifications for this legal authority. On what grounds are the laws and rules of the kalipolis authoritative, according to Socrates? On what grounds are the laws of the commonwealth authoritative, according to Hobbes? Which of these two do you think comes closer to the truth? Why? How, in your opinion, could this view be improved? 

Second Essay Assignment (Due 5/10, by 11:59 pm on TurnItIn via BlackBoard)

Choose ONE of the following prompts, and write an essay in response. Alternatively, you may write on a topic of your choice, so long as you gain permission from the instructor.

Formal Expectations:

· 2000-2500 words (this is about 7-9 pages, Times New Roman, double spaced)

· Be certain that you have addressed all parts of the prompt

· Present a clear thesis, and be sure to use topic sentences for every paragraph.

· Cite all sources both in text and at the end in a bibliography

· Citations should use either MLA or Chicago style

Option #1: Positivism vs. Natural Law


Describe and explain the main thesis of Legal Positivism. Describe and explain the main thesis of Natural Law Theory. Using a real-world example of a law or a set of laws, present an argument for why we ought to prefer one or the other. What is the strongest counter-argument a person might give against your position? How would you respond?

Option #2: Positivism vs. Republic


Describe and explain the main thesis of Legal Positivism, specifically regarding the relationship between law and morality. Using The Republic, how might Socrates object to this thesis and/or the argument(s) that support it? How might a legal positivist respond? Which side do you think is more correct, and why?

Option #3: Natural Law vs. Leviathan


Describe and explain the main thesis of Natural Law Theory, specifically regarding the relationship between law and morality. Using Levitathan, how might Hobbes object to this thesis and/or the argument(s) that support it? How might a natural law theorist respond? Which side do you think is more correct, and why?

Option #4: The Original Position


Describe and explain the Original Position and its relationship to the laws and rules that govern a just society. Describe Rawls’s Two Principles. If you were in the Original Position, behind the Veil of Ignorance, what principle(s) would you choose? Why? How might someone object to your choice(s)? How might you respond?

Option #5: Choose Your Own Adventure!


Write your own prompt for this assignment. Be sure to consult with me by May 1, to get my permission. 



