
Third Paper Prompt
Write a (1500 – 2000 word) paper answering one of the following prompts: 

1. First, consider the following questions: What are laws for? What should political bodies attempt to 
accomplish with laws? What should be prioritized in cases of conflict? (Do not include answers to 
these questions in your paper unless they become relevant—they are simply to help get you thinking 
about the prompt.)

Prompt: What should the law do in cases of conflict, where legitimate group or individual rights and  
interests are unable to be upheld by the law? 
Your essay should do the following things: 

1. Explain how either Langton or Waldron argue that there are potentially irresolvable conflicts 
between the rights or interests of two groups or individuals.

2. Then, drawing on your own answers to the questions above, develop an argument for the 
conclusion that the law should privilege one side of the conflict, drawing attention to how this 
agrees with or diverges from, the conclusions of Langton or Waldron. 

3. Finally, assess the argument by making two strong criticisms of it and responding to those 
criticisms. 

4. Conclude by stating whether you think that the argument you gave survives the criticisms you 
raised, and if the matter is inconclusive, what would need to be identified to decide the matter. 

2. First, consider the following questions: What sort of authority do laws have for those in the legal 
profession or the judiciary? Is it possible for a law to be generally a good law, but have particular 
applications where it is morally impermissible to enforce it? What features or traits make a judge a 
good judge? (Do not include answers to these questions in your paper unless they become relevant—
they are simply to help get you thinking about the prompt.)  

Prompt: Are there ever cases in which judges should deviate from faithful application of the law?  
Your essay should do the following things: 

1. Explain Brand-Ballard's main argument about the permissibility of judges deviating in applying 
the law.

2. Then, drawing on your own answers to the questions above, critically assess Brand-Ballard's 
argument. In doing this, identify a portion of his argument, explain what it role it is playing in the
argument, and whether and how the argument could work without it. 

3. Then, develop an independent argument that we should not accept the portion of the 
argument. 

4. Finally, consider how Brand-Ballard would respond to your argument and what we would need 
to know to decide if he is right about judicial adherence to the law.  

Guidelines:
Papers are due on May 3rd at 12:15pm.

Papers must be submitted in electronic copy, as a single pdf along with all peer editing materials, to 
the following email address: slu.phil.3430@gmail.com. 

Remember to carefully introduce all technical terms; be wary of using words that are outside of your 
natural speaking vocabulary; imagine your audience as a slightly tired, intelligent, but philosophically 
naive reader.

Papers submitted without bibliographic information, which lack proper citation practices, or which are 
in violation of the anonymity guidelines will have their grade reduced by a portion of a letter grade. 

Papers that fail to attribute ideas and phrasing to their sources violate of the Academic Integrity Code 
and will incur more serious penalties, including potentially failure for the course. 
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