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Teaching Statement

In all of my courses, I want my students to feel that they are part of an ongoing, vibrant, and
important intellectual history that intersects with central parts of their daily lives. For some of
my teaching interests, e.g. when I teach ethics or the philosophy of law, this is easy to accomplish.
For other areas, such as logic, students arrive less aware of their history and significance to their
lives and academic pursuits. Yet I find that even engaging with highly technical material can have
surprising benefits for students’ lives. For example, it can help students gain an understanding of
theoretical topics in contemporary philosophy, as well as build confidence and a growth-oriented
mindset. Depending on the class level and subject matter, I employ di↵erent strategies to stress
the ways that philosophical issues already impact their lives, and how they can understand these
parts of their experience by explicitly engaging with philosophical questions and methods.
Since starting at Saint Louis University, I’ve been regularly teaching philosophy of law at the
upper under-graduate level to primarily non-majors. My aim in the class is to provide students
with the philosophical background to see the complexity in legal and societal issues they already
find gripping. We begin by considering the source of legal authority and the normative source
of the law, but we go on to discuss contemporarily relevant issues like the permissibility of civil
disobedience, whether judges can permissibly refuse to apply unjust laws, and the role of police
patrols, national borders, and hate speech laws in a democratic society with ideals of equality.
These questions are particularly salient to my students given the current events in the St. Louis
area surrounding the use of force against minority populations, discriminatory policing, and court
practices, as well as on-going protests in the area and on campus. I draw heavily on these topics
and current events to shape discussion and assignments. For example, in the fall of 2014, a part of
Saint Louis University’s campus was occupied by Black Lives Matters protesters. I had fortuitously
assigned Rawls’s “A Justification of Civil Disobedience,” and instead of continuing with the planned
in-class discussion, I decided to have students engage in discussion with protestors about the protest.
Afterward, I assigned a short paper in which they drew on those discussions assess whether the
protest was an instance of civil disobedience according to Rawls’s criteria. Addressing this topic
required them to develop not only a conceptual understanding of Rawls’s ideas, but also how these
ideas applied to the protestors’ intentions and expectations. This gave the students a hands-on way
to see how something as abstract-seeming as legal obligation can have immediate significance 20
yards from their classroom. More recently, controversial speakers on campus, most notably Allan
West in the fall of 2016, have led to student protests and campus-wide debate about free speech.
This also provided opportunities for students to discuss the role speech had to further or limit the
speech rights of others, and to what extent it was possible to have full speech rights.
Engaging with protestors and the ideas behind protests is a prime example of one of the main
aspects of my pedagogical style. I am always looking for ways to bring material into my classes
that highlights the breadth, both topically and historically of philosophy. I try to share with my
students not only the truly exciting nature of the topics we are discussing but also how they connect
to a world of exciting philosophy. Bringing students into the intellectual depth of philosophy, as a
lively discipline with a robust and important history, and a significance outside of the classroom,
makes them active participants in a living practice. This desire for active engagement informs all
of my lectures, all of my assignments, all of my exercises. In introductory classes, I include diverse
philosophical voices and topics that are gripping to the lives of students, making philosophical topics
relevant and engaging. In more advanced undergraduate classes, I help students not to merely
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build but also apply their skills—sometimes literally right outside the classroom. In graduate
instruction, I work to bring students into competence and confidence as philosophers engaged in
active philosophical debates and community.
Another feature of my pedagogical style is that I take a great deal of care to structure assignments in ways that ensure that students are able to learn material without being demoralized
or disincentivised. In logic, for instance, it is very common for two students who could both fully
master the course material by the end of the semester to do so at very di↵erent rates. Students who
take longer to master early material can easily be discouraged, not just by the comparative rate
of their mastery, but also by the prospect of final grades that are depressed by low-scores on early
exams. I structure both material and assessment structures to avoid this. I set aside several days
throughout the semester during which students can retake earlier exams to demonstrate increased
mastery of material, replacing earlier exam grades. I find that this keeps students motivated, and
conveys to them that I value understanding and the work needed to gain it, rather than the speed
with which they are able to acquire it. This also allows students who master material early on to
move forward more quickly, giving the a feeling of success and the incentive to tutor other students
or come to office hours to hear more about non-classical and modal logics—topics I briefly touch
on in class, but are part of the curriculum.
Finally, when selecting readings for courses, I take great care to respect my students’ time
and financial situations. At every opportunity, I forgo textbooks and rely on selections of primary
tests and excerpts of articles, which I make available for free on the course website that I host on
my professional website. In logic, where this is not possible, I have recently adapted a version of
the textbook For All X, an open access, open source logic textbook, and provided it free to my
students. More information about For All X: SLU can be found here: http://www.klindeman.
com/forallx.html
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Teaching Experience, Teaching Interests

Since my appointment at Saint Louis University, I have taught philosophy of law, introduction to
philosophy, introduction to ethics, two graduate seminars—one a survey of metaethics and another
in neo-Aristotelian ethics and metaethics—and logic both at the undergraduate level and as a
directed reading in modal logic.
As a graduate student instructor at the University of Pittsburgh, I prepared and independently
taught courses on concepts of human nature and introduction to philosophical problems. In addition, I was a teaching assistant for courses on introduction to ethics, modern European philosophy,
political philosophy, logic, and introductory philosophy courses.
In addition to the courses above, my research interests are well-suited teach courses in undergraduate and graduate-level epistemology and logic, as well as specialty courses in topics in
philosophy of language, metaphysics, and political and social philosophy.
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Additional Documents

Course documents for classes I am teaching this semester, including syllabi, paper prompts, and
teaching materials provided for students, can be found on the teaching section of my professional
website: http://www.klindeman.com/teaching.html
Course materials for past courses as well as complete student evaluations and letters are available
upon request.
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Neo-Aristotelian Metaethics
SLU: PHIL 6300 / UMSL: PHIL 5537
Fall 2017 Tuesday 5:30-8:00pm (or 6:00-8:40pm)
in SLU Adorjan 343 and UMSL Clark 205

INSTRUCTORS:
Eric Wiland, Associate Professor (UMSL), wiland@umsl.edu (314) 516-5495
Kathryn Lindeman, Assistant Professor (SLU), kathryn.lindeman@slu.edu (412) 606-6351
OFFICE HOURS:
Lindeman: 214 Adorjan Hall, Wednesdays 2-4pm, and by appointment.
Wiland: 561 Lucas Hall, Mondays, 9-11:30am, and by appointment.
TEXTS:
Most readings available on Dropbox.
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/0dvihg1okdfpth8/AAAeCV2D10vjH2inMF75WGiPa?dl=0
COURSE REQUIREMENTS:
Weekly responses
Each week you will write a paragraph-to-page response to the assigned reading emailed to
both instructors by midnight Monday, which will be used as the basis for class discussion. Your
response should directly address one of the assigned texts, and identify a specific sentence or
passage that prompted your response. Your response can be either about an extended
question you have, a counterexample, a worry, an expression of confusion, or anything else that
might be useful to both you and the rest of the class to discuss. Excellently prepared responses
explain the significance of the response (e.g., what turns on it being answered) and an educated
guess as to what the answer might be. To pass the class, you must turn in on time at least eight
responses during the semester.
Regular attendance and participation is, although ungraded, expected of all students.
Graded writing assignments
There are two options for completing the seminar:
OPTION 1:

Seminar-length paper (5000+ words).
14th, final draft due December 5th.

Minimum 3000 word draft due November

OPTION 2:

Colloquium length paper & Presentation:

1. Presentation-length paper (max 3000 words, exclusive of footnotes and
citations)
2. abstract (max 150 words)
3. synopsis (between 500 - 750 words)
4. talk handout (max one page, front and back)
5. 20 min in-class colloquium-style APA talk
6. typed commentary on another student’s colloquium paper
7. 10 min in-class presentation of colloquium style APA comments on another
student’s paper.
In order to complete the seminar with the Conference Paper Option, students
must meet the following time schedule:
10/31: Meet with either Eric or Kathryn to work on an abstract.
11/7: Submit draft synopsis to Kathryn & Eric
11/14 or 11/21: Distribute a copy of the paper to commentator and Eric & Kathryn
(papers must be later presented without substantial revision of arguments or
points)
11/28 or 12/5: Distribute a copy of the comments to presenter and Eric & Kathryn
(comments must be presented unchanged)
11/28 or 12/5 (day of presentation): Turn in copy of the presented paper and
handout to Eric & Kathryn
12/5 or 12/12 (week after presentation): Turn in paper, revised in light of
commentary, abstract, and synopsis to Eric & Kathryn

COURSE SCHEDULE:
Week 1 (8/22): Aristotle’s Ethics: a whirlwind summary
Week 2 (8/29): Primer on 20th Century mainstream metaethics:
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/metaethics/
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/naturalism-moral/
Weeks 3 and 4 (9/5, 9/12): Early moral naturalism
9/5:
G. E. M. Anscombe, “Moral Modern Philosophy” and “On Brute Facts”
Peter Geach, “Good and Evil”
9/12:

Philippa Foot, “Virtues and Vices”
Philippa Foot, “Utilitarianism and the Virtues”

Week 5 (9/19): Martha Nussbaum
Martha Nussbaum, “Non-Relative Virtues: An Aristotelian Approach”

Martha Nussbaum, “Aristotle on human nature and the foundations of ethics.”

Weeks 6-9 (9/26, 10/3, 10/10, 10/17): Contemporary moral naturalism
9/26:

John McDowell, ‘Two Sorts of Naturalism,’’
John McDowell, “Eudaimonism and realism in Aristotle’s ethics”

10/3:

Michael Thompson, “The Representation of Life” (Part I of Life and Action).
Michael Thompson, “Apprehending Human Form” (2004).

10/10: Rosalind Hursthouse, On Virtue Ethics (excerpts) Chapters 1, 8-11.
10/17: Philippa Foot, Natural Goodness Chapters 1-6.
Criticisms, by type
Week 10 (10/24) - SLU on Fall Break: UMSL meets to cover metaethical worries:
under-accounting for normativity/authoritativeness/etc
David Copp and David Sobel, ‘‘Morality and Virtue: An Assessment of Recent Work in
Virtue Ethics.”
John Hacker-Wright, "Ethical Naturalism and the Constitution of Agency."
Micah Lott, “Why be a good Human Being? Natural Goodness, Reason, and the
Authority of Human Nature.”
Week 11 (10/31): First-order ethical worries: wrong/incomplete moral norms
Louise Anthony, “Natures and Norms.”
Christopher Gowans, “Virtue and Nature.”
Scott Woodcock, “Philippa Foot’s Virtue Ethics Has an Achilles’ Heel.”
Weeks 12-13 (11/07, 11/14): Biology (how natural?)
Joseph Millum, “Natural Goodness and Natural Evil.”
Chrisoula Andreou, “Review of Natural Goodness.”
John Hacker-Wright, “What is Natural About Foot’s Ethical Naturalism?”

Symbolic Logic
Philosophy 4040, Fall 2017
Professor: Kathryn Lindeman
Office: 214 Adorjan Hall
Email: kathryn.lindeman@slu.edu,
Office phone: (314)977-3162
Office Hours: W 2-4pm, and by appointment
Course Overview
PHIL 405 introduces students into the formal study of argument form and analysis by introducing truthfunctional sentential and first-order predicate logic. If you commit to this course and seek out help
before you fall behind, you will be successful. The main commitment you must make is to carefully
read the material before coming to class and make an effort to do all assigned problems before class
time.
Required Texts
You may find an open access version of our textbook: forallx: Cambridge Edition here:
www.klindeman.com/logic.html
Assessment
1. Exam portion one – 30%
2. Exam portion two – 30%
3. Exam portion three – 30%
4. In-class quizzes – 10%
Exam Portioning
Logic is the sort of subject where understanding can come in waves. At first, you might just do your
homework mechanically, and not really understand what you're doing. Then boom, suddenly it will all
make sense.
Because the goal of this class is for you to learn the material and the purpose of the grade is to reflect
how much you've learned by the end of the semester, the grade structure of the course is set up to
encourage dedicated work throughout the semester while having the final grade reflect final
understanding.
To that end, the material in the class is divided into three portions, and there are five opportunities to be
tested on those portions. The first portion will cover material taught from 9/5-9/19, the second portion
will cover material taught from 9/28/10/31, and the third portion will cover material 11/7-12/5.
There will be five opportunities to take the first portion: 9/26, 10/12, 11/2, 12/7, and during the final
exam period (on 12/14). You will have three opportunities to take the second portion: 11/2, 12/7 and
12/14. You will have two opportunities to take the third portion: 12/7 and 12/14.
In order to receive a grade for the course, each portion must be taken at least once. I strongly suggest
that you take each section as soon as it is available. Exam portions may be taken as many times as it is
offered, and the highest grade will be recorded in your final grade.
In-class Quizzes
There will be frequent in-class quizzes, the purpose of which are to help you assess your understanding

of the material and skills introduced in the reading and give you an opportunity to see how long it takes
you to solve problems in test-taking situations.
These quizzes make up a very small portion of your grade, but serve a very important function in
providing feedback on your understanding of course material. Please, take them seriously but do not
worry about their affect on your grade. I promise you that if you take these in-class quizzes, they will
not negatively affect your grade in this class.
Class Time
The class time is run like a review session. We are moving at a quick pace that requires you to put in
effort before class to become familiar with the main concepts. By attending class, you are implicitly
signaling that you have read the assigned material and completed and reviewed the answers of the
assigned practice exercises. I will not collect these practice exercises, but I will assume that you have
done the exercises and are prepared to discuss them in class.
Class will involve a student-guided review of material that was unclear or challenging from the reading
and exercises. If there are no questions, I will pose some review problems for students to explain at the
board. If we exhaust the review problems, and there are no further questions from students, class will
be dismissed early.
Email and Communication Policy
I try to answer all emails within 24 hours of receipt, but please know that I am human and receive an
overwhelming amount of email. If you do not get an email within 24 hours, please feel free to send me
a (polite) reminder email. I appreciate polite reminders. It is not personal if your email falls off my
radar, and I promise I will not hold a polite reminder against you.
Office Hours
My posted office hours are times I have specifically set aside to meet with students and handle classrelated matters on campus. However, I'm often in my office. You are welcome to come by my office at
other times or email me for an appointment outside of my office hours. If I am unable to hold office
hours at the usual time, I will email students to inform them of alternate office hours that week.
Gadgets
My typical class-room policy is to ban electronic gadgets of all kinds (laptops, cell phones, ipads,
kindles, etc.) because they introduce distractions and are not conducive to class discussion and
learning. However, in this course we have a textbook that is primarily available in pdf.
So, you may have a laptop or tablet-style computer to read the textbook, but you must have the wifi
turned off on this devise at all times during class. There are no exceptions, and students who violate
this policy will have their grades lowered by a half letter grade for each infraction after one warning.
Other Students As Resources
If you are unable to attend class for any reason, the person you should contact is a fellow logic student.
Nicely ask to copy their notes. Ask if any course details were discussed. Please do not email me for this
purpose.
You're encouraged to work with other logic students in doing your review problems. If you don't
understand something, having another student explain it to you before class will benefit you. If you
understand something that your logic buddy hasn't gotten yet, explaining it to them will help strengthen
your grasp on it. If neither of you understand something, that is a great question to bring up during
class time to discuss with the whole class.
To this end we will be exchanging contact information with a few other students during the first
class.

Academic Integrity

Academic integrity is honest, truthful and responsible conduct in all academic endeavors. The
mission of Saint Louis University is "the pursuit of truth for the greater glory of God and for the
service of humanity." Accordingly, all acts of falsehood demean and compromise the corporate
endeavors of teaching, research, health care, and community service through which SLU
embodies its mission. The University strives to prepare students for lives of personal and
professional integrity and therefore regards all breaches of academic integrity as matters of
serious concern. The governing University-level Academic Integrity Policy was adopted in
Spring 2015, and can be accessed on the Provost's Office website: https://www.slu.edu/the-officeof-the-provost/academic-affairs-policies
Additionally, each SLU college, school and center has adopted its own academic integrity
policies, available on their respective websites. All SLU students are expected to know and abide
by these policies, which detail definitions of violations, processes for reporting violations,
sanctions, and appeals. Please direct questions about any facet of academic integrity to your
faculty, the chair of the department of your academic program, or the dean/director of the college,
school or center in which your program is housed. Specific College of Arts and Sciences
Academic Honesty Policies and Procedures may be found at
http://www.slu.edu/Documents/provost/policies_procedures/Academic_Integrity_Policy.pdf
It is my policy to refer all violations of this policy to the Academic Integrity Board.
Title IX Statement
Saint Louis University and its faculty are committed to supporting our students and seeking an
environment that is free of bias, discrimination and harassment. If you have encountered any form of
sexual misconduct (e.g. sexual assault, sexual harassment, stalking, domestic or dating violence), we
encourage you to report this to the University.
If you speak with a faculty member about an incident of misconduct, that faculty member must notify
SLU's Title IX coordinator, Anna R. Kratky (DuBourg Hall, room 36; anna.kratky@slu.edu; 314-9773886) and share the basic fact of your experience with her. The Title IX coordinator will then be
available to assist you in understanding all of your options and in connecting you with all possible
resources on and off campus.
If you wish to speak with a confidential source, you may contact the counselors at the University
Counseling Center at 314-977-TALK. View SLU's sexual misconduct policy here:
http://www.slu.edu/general-counsel-home/office-of-institutional-equity-and-diversity/sexualmisconduct-policy.
Student Success Center
In recognition that people learn in a variety of ways and that learning is influenced by multiple factors
(e.g., prior experience, study skills, learning disability), resources to support student success are
available on campus. The Student Success Center assists students with academic related services, and is
located in the Busch Student Center (Suite, 331) and the School of Nursing (Suite, 114). 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 your course
instructor.
•University-level support (e.g., tutoring services, university writing services, disability services,
academic coaching, career services, and/or facets of curriculum planning) by visiting the Student
Success Center.

Disability Services Academic Accommodations
Students with a documented disability who wish to request academic accommodations are encouraged
to contact Disability Services to discuss accommodation requests and eligibility requirements.
Please contact Disability Services, located within the Student Success Center, at
disability_services@slu.edu or 314-977-3484 to schedule an appointment. Confidentiality will be
observed in all inquiries.
Once approved, information about academic accommodations will be shared with course instructors via
email from Disability Services and viewed within Banner via the instructor's course roster.
Tentative Reading Schedule
We might get slightly ahead of (or more likely behind) schedule. If so, adjustments will be made.
Date
1

Topic

Required Reading

08/28/17 Introductions

Assignments Due
Read this Syllabus and establish email
contact with your logic buddies.

08/31/17 Mass of the Holy Spirit

No Class

2

09/05/17 Arguments

forallx Ch 1, section 1, 2

Practice exercises on p3 and p6

3

09/07/17 Truth, Falsehood,
Contingency

forallx Ch 1, section 3

Practice exercises on p10

4

09/12/17 Logical Symbols

forallx Ch 2, section 4, 5

Practice exercises on p23-24 A, B, C

5

09/14/17 Logical Connectives

forallx Ch 2, section 5

Practice exercises on p24-25 D, E, F
(optional: G)

6

09/19/17 Sentences in Symbols

forallx Ch 2, section 6, 7

Practice exercises on p29

7

09/21/17 Exam Review

Review Ch 1 & Ch 2

Practice Exam

8

09/26/17 In-class exam period

9

09/28/17 Truth Tables

none
forallx Ch 3, section 8, 9,
10

Practice exercises on p45

10 10/03/17 Constructing Truth Tables

forallx Ch 3, section 11-12 Practice exercises on p50-51 (try the
ones on p55)

11 10/05/17 Short cuts to Truth Tables

forallx Ch 3, section 13

12 10/10/17 First-Order Logic

forallx Ch 4 section 14, 15 Practice exercises on p71-72 B, C

13 10/12/17 In-class exam period

Practice exercises on p55, 58

none

14 10/17/17 Quantifiers

forallx Ch 4 section 15

Practice exercises on p71-72 A, D

15 10/19/17 Generality

forallx Ch 4 section 16

Practice exercises on p78-80

No Class

none

10/24/17 Fall Break
16 10/26/17 Definite Description

forallx Ch 4 section 17-19 Practice exercises on p84 and p89-90

17 10/31/17 Exam Review

Review Ch 3 & Ch 4

Practice Exam

18 11/02/17 In-class exam period

none

19 11/07/17 Truth Interpretations

forallx Ch 5 section 20-21 Practice exercises on p 106-107

20 11/09/17 Reasoning with
Interpretations

forallx Ch 5, section 22-24 Practice exercises on p112-113

21 11/14/17 Natural Deduction

forallx Ch 6, section 25-26 Practice exercises on p136-138

22 11/17/17 Applying Rules

forallx Ch6 section 27

23 11/21/17 Deductions in TFL

forallx Ch 6 section 28-30 Practice exercises on p 144-145
(Optional: exercises on p150)

11/23/17

Practice exercises on p142

Thanksgiving

*gobble*

24 11/28/17 Quantified Deductions

forallx Ch 7 section 31

Practice exercises on p159-161

25 11/30/17 Quantifier Rules

forallx Ch 7 section 32

Practice exercises on p163

26 12/05/17 Deduction Theory

forallx Ch 7 section 33-35 Practice exercises on p167

27 12/07/17 In-class exam period

The Final Exam for this class will be given on December 14th from 12:00PM – 1:50PM.

Scott Woodcock, “Neo-Aristotelian Naturalism and the Indeterminacy Objection.”
Jay Odenbaugh, “Nothing in Ethics Makes Sense Except in the Light of Evolution?
Natural Goodness and Evolutionary Biology”
Micah Lott, “Have Elephant Seals Refuted Aristotle? Nature, Function, and Moral
Goodness.”
Weeks 14 (11/21): UMSL on Thanksgiving: SLU discusses Week 10 material.
Weeks 15-16 (11/28; 12/5): Student Talks (final two weeks)

***This schedule is tentative; assigned readings are open to revision.***

Philosophy of Law
Philosophy 3430, Spring 2017
Professor: Kathryn Lindeman
Office: 214 Adorjan Hall
Email: lindemankm@slu.edu,
Office phone: (314)977-3162
Office Hours: W 2-4pm, and by appointment
Class Held: McGannon 121, TuTh 11-12:15
Course Overview
This course is an introduction to topics in philosophy of law (sometimes referred to as “jurisprudence”). We'll
begin by considering questions related to legal authority and obligation – what they are, if they're possible, what
they mean for both the subjects and the agents of the law. In considering these questions, we'll ask questions
like: Are any governments legitimate? Is there any prima facie reason to obey the law? Is it ever justified to
disobey the law? Is it ever justified to overthrow a legitimate government?
The second section of this course considers how what we should do constrains the law (rather than how the law
constrains what we should do). In it, we consider several answers to the question: what is the appropriate aim of
the law. We will look at answers that include: preventing subjects from harming each other, keeping them from
greatly offending each other, preventing subjects from harming themselves, and promoting societal standards or
morals.
In the last section, we'll consider how we should weigh the interests (and possibly rights) of individuals and
groups governed by a set of laws. We will consider particular issues where the rights or interests of some people
are at odds with the rights or interests of another group. The topics we will consider are: pornography, hate
speech, religious restrictions, and stop and frisk.
Assignments
1. At least six reading analyses
(a total of 20% of grade)
2. Class participation
(a total of 10% of grade)
3. Two 5-6 page papers
(a weighted total of 40% of grade)
4. One 7-9 page paper, due on last day of classes
(30% of grade)
Keep both electronic copies of all assignments and all returned graded assignments until final grades have
been submitted.
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).

Assigned Reading and Gadgets
There are no textbooks for this class. Links to all readings and bibliographic data can be found at the course
website at: http://www.klindeman.com/phillaw.html
Always bring readings to class; either print the article or bring it in on an electronic gadget.
If you bring the reading on a gadget, do not use that gadget to distract yourself or others.
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
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
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% - 45pts
A–
- 93% - 41pts
B+
- 89% - 37pts
B
- 86% - 33pts
B–
- 83% - 29sts (merely showing up to every class and adhering to the APC)
C+
- 79% - 27pts
C
- 76% - 25pts
C–
- 73% - 23pts
D
- 65% - 21pts
F
- 0% - < 19pts
1 Taking notes by hand increases recall, discourages verbatim note-taking, and decreases temptation to misuse laptops in
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

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: ______________________________________________________
No Reason Needed Extension Policy
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.
Reading analyses
Reading analyses are brief essays summarizing an aspect of a reading and are graded Pass/Fail.
In order to pass, a analysis must 1) be clearly and concisely written, 2) be between 250-400 words, 3) directly
and accurately explain the main argument (or a relevant portion) of the reading, 4) include bibliographic
information, proper citation practices, and be anonymously formatted.
Analyses that are not of passing quality may be re-written for half credit. For full credit, analyses on a reading
are due at the beginning of class on the first day we are discussing the reading. Re-written analyses must be
turned in the within a week of the first submission and must be accompanied with the prior analysis attempt.
Late analyses will be accepted within a week of the first day they are due, but cannot be rewritten, and will only
receive half-credit for a pass.
A sample analysis of the first reading Wolff, “The Conflict Between Authority and Autonomy,” can be found on
the course website, and can be used as a guide to writing analyses.
All students must write a reading analysis for Rawls's paper “Legal Obligation and the Duty of Fair Play” and
the last reading by Luara Ferracioli, “Challenging the Burqua Ban.” Otherwise, it is at the discretion of each
student when they will write analyses. Students may write as many analyses as needed to receive six passing
marks.
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.
Reading analyses may not receive extensions.
Re-writing Papers and Drafts
Papers may be rewritten, provided they were Quick Edited prior to original submission.
Rewritten papers must be resubmitted within a week of papers being returned in class. Rewrites must be
submitted with the original graded version of the paper, paper grade sheet, and a one-page written summary of
changes.

No extensions are granted for rewrites. Due to time constraints, final papers that receive extensions cannot be
rewritten.
The recorded grade for the assignment will be the grade of the rewritten paper.
Quick and Careful Editing
Quick and Careful Editing are services that students perform for each other on a voluntary and reciprocal basis.
In order to Quick Edit, students exchange and read papers, provide basic comments on clarity and grammar, and
fill out a Quick Editing worksheet.
Quick editing worksheets can be found on the course website. Quick Editing involves checking for the following
features: satisfaction of anonymity and formatting standards, appropriateness of paragraph length, citation
practices, bibliography, clarity of thesis, appropriateness of introduction and conclusions, and satisfaction of all
prompt requirements.
Having a paper Quick Edited prior to submission is a precondition on rewriting the paper.
In order to Careful Edit, students exchange and papers, complete a Quick Edit, and also provide careful feedback
on both structure and content, guided by a Careful Editing worksheet.
Careful Editing worksheets can be found on the course website. Careful Editing involves checking for and
making contentful suggestions for improvement in the following areas: argument structure, accuracy of claims,
strength of objections, word choice, transition phrases and sign-posting, quote choices and usage, explanation
and use of technical terms, and writing clarity and accuracy.
Doing an exemplary job Careful Editing another paper will raise the final grade on your own assignment a
third of a letter grade (e.g., from a B+ to an A-).
Both Careful and Quick Editing may be completed in paper or electronic formats, but all completed worksheets
and all edited paper drafts must be turned in with papers in hard-copy.
Anonymity and Formatting
I grade all essays 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:
•

Times New Roman, size 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 in the left hand upper corner.
Do not fold over the corners of pages in an attempt to affix them together.

•

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.
Support Services
Every student is entitled to a meaningful learning experience. I encourage students registered in the course to
come discuss their learning styles and comprehension requirements with me during my office hours or at another
arranged time. These discussions are confidential.
In recognition that people learn in a variety of ways and that learning is influenced by multiple factors (e.g., prior
experience, study skills, learning disability), 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.
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.
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 Schedule
Date

Class Topic

Readings to be completed before class.

Assignments Due/
Events of Note

01/17/17 No Class
1*

01/19/17 Introductions

*Elucidations Podcast with Mark Lance (esp
starting at 10:10min)

2

01/24/17 Possibility of Legal Authority:
Anarchism

Wolff, In Defense of Anarchism. (Chapter 1)

3

01/26/17 Writing review

*Lindeman “How to Write a Reading analysis”
*Lindeman “Sample Wolff Reading analysis.”

4

01/31/17 Legal Obligation from the Duty Rawls “Legal Obligation and the Duty of Fair
of Fair Play?
Play”

5

02/02/17

Smith, “Is there a prima facie duty to obey the
law?” focusing especially on pp954-958

6

02/07/17 Citizen's Legal Obligations

Rawls “The Justification of Civil Disobedience”

7

02/09/17

Singer, Democracy and Disobedience (excerpt)

First reading
analysis due.

First paper prompt
online

*Lindeman, “Anatomy of a Philosophy Paper”
8

02/14/17 Writing Philosophy Papers

*Lindeman, “Sample Philosophy of Law Paper”
*Lindeman, “Paper Grade Sheet”

9

02/16/17 Duties to Legal Authorities:
Right to Revolution

Korsgaard, “Taking the Law Into Our Own
Hands: Kant on the Right to Revolution”
optional: *SEP entry on “Kant's Social and
Political Philosophy,” sections 5 and 6

10

02/21/17 Normative Constraints on the
law: Harm Principle

Mill, On Liberty Ch 1 (excerpt)

11

02/23/17 Normative Constraints on the
law: Offense Principle

Feinberg, Offense to Others Ch 7 (excerpt)

12

02/28/17 Normative Constraints on the
law: Paternalism

Mill, On Liberty Ch 4 and 5 (excerpt)

03/02/17

No Class

13

03/07/17 Constraints on the law:
Moralism

Devlin, “The Enforcement of Morals” (excerpt)

14

03/09/17

Hart, “Social Solidarity and the Enforcement of
Morality”

03/14/17 Spring Break

No Class

03/16/17 Spring Break

No Class

03/21/17 Laws functions: adjudicating
rights conflicts

Brennan, “Threshold Rights”

15

Outlines Due
Graded Sample
Paper Due

First paper due

Dworkin, “Paternalism” (excerpt)

Ideally first papers
returned

Second paper
prompt online

16

03/23/17 Pornography

Langton, “Speech Acts and Unspeakable Acts”

17

03/28/17

Review Langton

18

03/30/17 Laws functions: expressive
function

Sunstein, “The Expressive Function of Law”

19

04/04/17 Hate Speech

Waldron “Dignity and Defamation” (Introduction Second paper due
and Section I)

20

04/06/17

ACLU – “Hate Speech on Campus”

Outlines Due

*Riverfront Times, “Allen West Slurs SLU
Students as "Little Cupcakes" – But They're
Fighting Back”
21

04/11/17

Scanlon, “The Difficulty of Tolerance”

04/13/17 Easter Break

No Class

22

04/18/17 Acceptable consequences of law Anderson “Outlaws”

23

04/20/17 Police Patrols

Wertheimer “Are The Police Necessary?”

24

04/25/17

Harris “Factors for Reasonable Suspicion”
(Introduction only)

Ideally second
papers returned

Final paper prompt
online

*Peart “Young, Black, and Frisked by the NYPD”
25

04/27/17 Religious Bans

Ferracioli, “Challenging the Burqua Ban”

26

05/02/17

*NYT “Letter from Europe: France Envisions a
Citizenry of Model Muslims”

27* 05/04/17 Class Wrap-up

Professor Lindeman AMA

Outlines Due
Last Reading
Analysis Due

Final Paper Due

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/phillaw.html
Items marked with a “*” may not be the topic of reading analyses.

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

03/07/17

Menicus 2A.6 and 6A

13

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

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”

Midterms returned (ideally)

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”

25

04/27/17

Norcross reading analysis due

paper draft 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
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