
Introduction to Ethics
Philosophy 2050, Spring 2017
Instructor: Professor Kathryn Lindeman 
Office: 214 Adorjan Hall 
Email: lindemankm@slu.edu 
Office phone: (314)977-3162
Office Hours: W 2-4pm  
Class held: Xavier 122, TuTh 2:15-3:30pm

Course Overview                                                      
This course focuses on classic and contemporary work on central topics in normative ethical theory and applied 
ethics. Students will study core historical texts from several traditions in philosophy including Aristotle, 
Bentham, Mozi, Menicus, and Kant, as well as contemporary ethical developments and responses to these views,   
including those from feminist care ethics. Additionally, students will consider applications of and challenges to 
these theories through particular applied questions, including issues raised by developing technology, our duties 
to animals, and to charitable causes. In doing so, we will consider how to best consider questions about how best 
to conduct our lives in community with others.  

Students in this course will come away with a foundational understanding of portions of the history of ethical 
thought, increased competency in locating and assessing the morally relevant features of complex ethical issues,  
advanced philosophical reading skills, and the ability to write a philosophy paper advancing and defending an 
argument in support of a philosophical thesis. 

Assignments                                                              
1. Reading analyses

(25% of grade)   
2. Midterm Exam   

(25% of grade) 
3. One 5-7 page Term Paper

(25% of grade) 
4. Class participation 

(25% of grade) 

Readings                                                                      

Links to all readings and bibliographic data can be found at the course website at: 
http://www.klindeman.com/introethics.html

Academic  Community  Policy                            
This class is an academic community with a shared goal of learning and preparation for service to others. Its 
members, both students and instructor, have a responsibility to ensure that others are respected and supported in 
this joint goal.   
All members of this class must meet the following standards:

1. To make the environment conducive to other's learning and participation.
2. To listen as well as talk.
3. To contribute substantially and thoughtfully.
4. To participate and engage cooperatively with others.  
5. To demonstrate attentive respect for class-mates and instructor by refraining from sleeping, eating, 

texting, or otherwise inappropriately using electronic devices during class time (see gadget policy).



Attendance  and  Participation                           

All students are expected to attend and be full participants in class and adhere to the Academic Community 
Policy (APC) outlined above. Missed classes do not need to be excused, but excessive absences will harm your 
participation grade. Special allowances can be made for extra participation options in cases of documented 
extended illness or emergencies, so long as Professor Lindeman is notified at the time of the illness. 

Discussion and participation is graded as a component of class. If you are not able to participate in class, because 
you are unusually tired or are ill, do not attend class. You will not receive credit for attending class if you are 
asleep or are distracted by an electronic gadget. 

Daily class participation is graded on the following scale: 
– - 0pts;  reserved for absences, failures to participate in group activities, and violations of the APC.
✔ – - 1pt;    received for attendance and participation in group activities.  
✔ - 2pts;  received for asking or answering a question, in addition to requirements for check minuses.
✔ + - 3pts;  received for substantial contribution, generally involving direct and thoughtful engagement with 

peers in discussion of course material, in addition to requirements for checks.  

On days marked with an asterisk “*” on the reading schedule, all attending students will receive a ✔

Turning check minuses to checks: if you are uncomfortable talking in class, you may attend office hours with 
questions to discuss from the course material and convert a check minus to a check. You may also send Professor 
Lindeman articles, jokes, or other things of interest you find related to course material, in order to raise a check 
minus to a check.  

Points to grade conversion (minimum necessary):
A - 100% -   46pts  
A –  - 93% -   42pts
B+ - 89% -   38pts
B - 86% -   34pts
B –  - 83% -   30sts    (merely showing up to every class and adhering to the APC)
C+ - 79% -   28pts
C - 76% -   26pts
C –  - 73% -   24pts
D - 65% -   22pts
F - 0% -   < 20pts

Email and Communication Policy                        

I try to answer all emails within 24 hours of receipt, but please know that I don't answer emails after 8pm or on 
Sundays. If you do not get an email within 24 hours, please feel free to send me a (polite) reminder email.  I 
appreciate polite reminders, and I promise I will not hold one against you. 
I have many students and thus rely on students to seek out course information from each other before emailing 
me. Right now, introduce yourself sitting to the person sitting to your right and your left (or the closest 
approximations of this) and write the name and phone number/email of those people here, so that you can 
contact them if you need information you might have missed about class.

Person to my right: _____________________________________________________

Person to my left: ______________________________________________________

Reading analyses                                       
Reading analyses are brief 250-400 word essays summarizing an aspect of a reading and are graded on a – to 
✔ + basis. They provide a very short introduction to the main point of the reading. Think of yourself as 
summarizing the most important part of the reading for a friend who is interested in deciding whether to read the 
paper for herself, but wants to know what it's about and what the author does in the reading. You should not 
provide your own commentary or discuss any other topics that the author does not herself discuss. It is like a 
teensy book report on the reading.



Reading analyses are graded on the following scale: 
– - 0pts;  reserved for analyses that are not turned in, lack bibliographic information, proper citation 
practices, are not anonymously formatted, or are seriously off topic.   
✔ – - 1pt;    received for analyses that make serious errors, fail to discuss a central portion of the reading, 
include extensive discussion of irrelevant material, or are otherwise confused.  
✔ - 2pts;  received for analyses that satisfactorily report a central feature of the reading, engaging with the 
material in a way that shows understanding. (most analyses should receive checks) 
✔ + - 3pts;  received for very impressive analyses, exhibiting clear and concise presentation, careful and 
thoughtful selection of the portion of the reading discussed, and a deep understanding of the reading. 

Points to grade conversion (minimum necessary):
A - 100% -   26pts   
A –  - 93% -   24pts  
B+ - 89% -   22pts  (check on every required analysis, no extra analyses)
B - 86% -   20pts
B –  - 83% -   18sts
C+ - 79% -   16pts
C - 76% -   14pts
C –  - 73% -   12pts
D - 65% -   11pts  (check minus on every required analysis, no extra analyses) 
F - 0% -   < 11pts  

Submitting analyses: In order to be graded, analyses on a reading must be turned in by the end of class on the 
day indicated on the syllabus. If you cannot attend class, you may turn in an analysis to Professor Lindeman's 
box in the Philosophy Department Office in Adorjan Hall, or you may have a friend submit the analysis for you. 
You may not email analyses to Professor Lindeman, and you may not submit them under her office door. 

Re-writing analyses: Analyses that receive a minus or check minus may be re-written, if the student comes to 
office hours to discuss the analysis within a week of receiving the analysis back. Re-written analysis grades 
replace the original analysis grade.  
Purpose of analyses: These analyses are meant primarily to be pedagogical tools, rather than assessment tools. In 
writing them, students practice important philosophical skills of identifying and accurately explaining central 
arguments from readings. Students should make use of the feedback on their writing throughout term, and come 
to office hours if they are struggling to write passing analyses. 

No Reason Needed Extension Policy                   

I understand that situations arise where, despite our best efforts, things sometimes do not go according to plan. 
The printer breaks, you get a cold, the idea didn't work out and you had to go back to the drawing board. These 
things happen. Because I understand this, I have a general blanket extension policy of three days for papers. 

To receive an extension, you must email me by midnight the day before the essay is due and request an 
extension. I grant all extension requests with a 72 hour extension. 

You do not need to specify the reason you are asking for the extension. 

If you need an extension for more than 72 hours, your situation is serious enough that you should be in contact 
with the Dean's Office or the Student Health Center. In such cases, I will be happy to be in contact with those 
offices to arrange a schedule for you to complete your work.

Gadget Policy                                                           

If you bring the reading on a gadget (laptop, tablet), do not use that gadget to distract yourself or others (which is 
in violation of the APC). 

1. Close your laptop if you are not actively consulting a reading on it.
2. Notes may not be taken on laptops during class.1 

1 Taking notes by hand increases recall, discourages verbatim note-taking, and decreases temptation to misuse laptops in 



3. Cellphones must be stowed away in bags at all times during class. 
(Exceptions can be made on a case-by-case basis, consult Professor Lindeman.)

4. You are required to turn off your gadget's wifi during class.2 

Anonymity and Formatting                                  
I grade all submitted material anonymously, because I believe that it leads to fairer assessments of written work. 
Because of this, I require that all students format their essays as follows:

• Standard font, size 10-12 font, double spaced, 1” margins.

• Each page should include: a page number, your Banner ID number. 

• Your name or identifying information should not be included on any page.

• No cover page, bindings, or sleeves. Staple (or paper clip) in the left hand upper corner.

• Please also do not make statements from which I can identify your gender, race, or nationality. 
I know that you might not have been asked to submit papers anonymously before. I am happy to discuss the 
reasons that I have adopted this grading policy in my office hours. 
All papers must be turned in in hard copy at the beginning of class on the due date or by the date designated by 
extension. 
 
Support Services                                                     
I encourage students registered in the course to discuss their accessibility needs with me during my office hours 
or at another arranged time within the first week of classes. These discussions are confidential. Every student is 
entitled to a meaningful learning experience.  
Many resources to support student success are available on campus. Students who think they might benefit from 
these resources can find out more about: 

• Course-level support (e.g., faculty member, departmental resources, etc.) by asking me.
• University-level support (e.g., tutoring/writing services, Disability Services) by visiting the Student 

Success Center (BSC 331) or by going to www.slu.edu/success. 

Students who believe that, due to a disability, they could benefit from academic accommodations are encouraged 
to contact Disability Services at 314-977-3484 or to visit the Student Success Center. Confidentiality will be 
observed in all inquiries. I will gladly support student accommodation requests handled through Disability 
Services when students discuss these accommodations with me. 

Plagiarism and Academic Integrity       
The following is a statement of minimum standards for student academic integrity at Saint Louis University. 

The University is a community of learning, whose effectiveness requires an environment of
mutual  trust  and  integrity,  such  as  would  be  expected  at  a  Jesuit,  Catholic  institution.  As
members of this community, students, faculty, and staff members share the responsibility to
maintain this environment. Academic dishonesty violates it. Although not all forms of academic
dishonesty can be listed here, it can be said in general that soliciting, receiving, or providing any
unauthorized assistance in the completion of any work submitted toward academic credit  is
dishonest. It not only violates the mutual trust necessary between faculty and students but also
undermines the validity of the University’s evaluation of students and takes unfair advantage of
fellow students. Further, it  is the responsibility of any student who observes such dishonest
conduct to call it to the attention of a faculty member or administrator. 

ways that distract you. Moreover, research shows that note-taking on laptops distracts your peers, even if you do not 
misuse the laptop. See http://hilt.harvard.edu/files/hilt/files/notetaking_0.pdf

2 I have reasons. Begin here to see reasons why electronic devices hinder learning in class rooms: 
http://www.facultyfocus.com/articles/teaching-professor-blog/multitasking-confronting-students-with-the-facts/ also, 
see: http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/03634523.2013.767917



Examples of academic dishonesty would be copying from another student, copying from a book
or  class  notes  during  a  closed-book  exam,  submitting  materials  authored  by  or  editorially
revised by another person but presented as the student’s own work, copying a passage or text
directly from a published source without appropriately citing or recognizing that source, taking
a test  or  doing an assignment  or  other  academic work for  another  student,  tampering with
another student’s work, securing or supplying in advance a copy of an examination without the
knowledge or consent of the instructor, colluding with another student or students to engage in
an act of academic dishonesty; and making unauthorized use of technological devices in the
completion of assignments or exams. 

Where there is clear indication of such dishonesty, a faculty member or administrator has the
responsibility to apply appropriate sanctions. Investigations of violations will be conducted in
accord with standards and procedures of the school or college through which the course or
research is offered. Recommendations of sanctions to be imposed will be made to the dean of
the school or college in which the student is  enrolled. Possible sanctions for a violation of
academic  integrity  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  disciplinary  probation,  suspension,  and
dismissal from the University.3

Students who plagiarize or otherwise violate the SLU Academic Integrity Policy risk penalties ranging from 
course failure to dismissal from the University.

3   http://www.slu.edu/Documents/provost/policies_procedures/Academic_Integrity_Policy.pdf 



Tentative Reading Schedule  
We might get slightly off schedule. If so, adjustments will be made.

Date Required Reading/Assignment Notes

01/17/17 none  No Class 

1* 01/19/17 none Class introductions 

2 01/24/17 Bentham, excerpts of “An Introduction to the Principles of 
Morals and Legislation”  

3 01/26/17 Bentham reading analysis due

4 01/31/17 Mozi, excerpts 

5 02/02/17 Mozi reading analysis due

6 02/07/17 Kant, Groundwork, Section I & II, excerpts

7 02/09/17 Kant reading analysis due

8 02/14/17 Foot, “Morality as a System of Hypothetical Imperatives” 

9 02/16/17 Foot reading analysis due

10 02/21/17 Held, “Feminist Transformation of Moral Theory”

11 02/23/17 Held reading analysis due  

12 02/28/17 Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book I & II, excerpts Midterm posted online

03/02/17 Aristotle reading analysis due No Class 

13 03/07/17 Menicus 2A.6 and 6A 

14* 03/09/17 Midterm 
(optional Menicus reading analysis)

Midterm

03/14/17 none Spring Break No Class 

03/16/17 none Spring Break No Class 

15 03/21/17 Thomson “Killing, Letting Die, and the Trolley Problem” 

16 03/23/17 Thomson reading analysis due Midterms returned (ideally)

17 03/28/17 Nyholm & Smids, “The Ethics of Accident-Algorithms for 
Self-Driving Cars: an Applied Trolley Problem?” 

 

18 03/30/17 Nyholm & Smids reading analysis due

19 04/04/17 Onora O'Neill, "A Kantian Approach to Famine Relief,"

20 04/06/17 O'Neill reading analysis due  

21 04/11/17 Singer, “Famine, Affluence, Morality”  



04/13/17 none Easter Break 
(optional Singer reading analysis)

 No Class 

22 04/18/17 Diamond, "Eating Meat and Eating People" paper outline due

23 04/20/17 Diamond reading analysis due  

24 04/25/17 Norcross, “Puppies, Pigs, and People” paper draft due

25 04/27/17 Norcross reading analysis due

26* 05/02/17 penultimate paper draft in-class peer editing 

27* 05/04/17 Professor Lindeman AMA form Final Paper Due / 
AMA session 

Final Paper Due May 4th at 11AM.  

*Links to readings and full bibliographic information for readings can be found at the course website: 
http://www.klindeman.com/introethics.html


