
PHILOSOPHY 103: INTRODUCTION TO ETHICS   (Sample Syllabus) 
Instructor: Daniel Schneider 
Email:   
Office:  
Office Hours:      and by appointment. 
 
Course Description:  
In this course we will use classic philosophical texts to help us better understand—and 
sometimes challenge—some of the most influential answers to some of the most 
fundamental of practical questions:  

• How should we live?  
• Are there goals towards which we should direct our lives?  
• Are there rules that we ought to follow?  
• Do these questions make sense? Can they be answered? 

 
Required Texts: Readings can be found in the Course Packet available for purchase at the 
Humanities Building Room 1650 (the copy center). Additional handouts will be distributed 
to students throughout the course and/or made available via Blackboard. 
 
Course Requirements: 
PAPERS: 
Students must write 2 papers (5 pages, double-spaced). A first draft of the first paper must 
be turned in by ------, and will be worth up to 5 points. A second and final draft of this 
paper is worth up to 10 points (DUE --------), and the second paper another 10 points 
(DUE ------).  Late papers will be penalized.  Paper topics must be selected from options 
that will be offered at the end of each week. 
 
READINGS: Some of the readings are extremely difficult. They will require considerable 
thought on the part of the reader. Students are encouraged to discuss the readings with each 
other, and to take note of the handout “Reading Philosophical Texts” found on the course 
Blackboard page. 
 
QUIZZES: 
There will be 8 quizzes held during Lecture. Each quiz is worth up to 4 points. Only the five 
highest scores will be counted. Missed quizzes cannot be made up.  
 
CRITICAL ASSESSMENTS 
Each student will be expected to turn in up to four critical assessments. (Due dates are listed 
on the schedule). These assignments should be one to two pages long double-spaced. For 
each assessment, you must do the following: 
1. Identify one important philosophical claim for which the author is arguing.  
2. Reconstruct an argument that the author gives for this claim. 

a. Unless you believe that the author has given an invalid argument, and you identity 
this when critically assessing it, the reconstructed argument must be valid.  

3. Critically evaluate the argument. 
a. To critically assess an argument is to say whether it is good or bad and why. There 
are several ways that an argument might be bad. It may be that the premises offered 
in support of the conclusion don’t actually lend support to the conclusion, or 
it may be that some of the premises offered in support of the conclusion are false. It 
may be that you think the conclusion is true, but that the argument for that 
conclusion is not the best available. In such a case, you may support the claim with 
what you take to be a better argument. 



 
4. Explain the implications of your assessment: What are the broader implications of your 
assessment? Does your evaluation show that we must give up some particular claim, or does 
your evaluation show that the initial argument can be strengthened in ways that make the 
claim more plausible? 

• I will count only your three highest critical assessment scores towards your final 
grade. 

 
FINAL EXAM 
There will also be a final exam on ----- at ---- (location TBA) worth up to 30 points. 
 
ATTENDENCE/PARTICIPATION: 
Attendance is mandatory, but merely showing up to this class is not enough to earn full 
participation points (10pts). Although I hope this class will be enjoyable for many of you, it 
will likely not be easy for any of you. Reading philosophy is difficult. Thinking and writing 
philosophically is also difficult. And questioning answers that we’ve accepted for most of our 
lives is perhaps most difficult of all. For this reason, it’s essential that we all work to ensure 
that this class is a respectful and supportive environment. I will be respectful and supportive 
of you, and expect you to be respectful and supportive of me. Most importantly, I will insist 
that you respect and support each other. This means listening to one another without 
interrupting; it means being kind to one another even when you disagree; and it means 
listening to and learning from one another. You are to be active in class. At no point during 
lecture or discussion is it appropriate to read a newspaper or other non-course-related 
materials, or text or talk on the phone. I also ask that you refrain from using laptops during 
class: Your task is to take part in a dialogue not to record one. If you have questions or 
worries about note taking please see me outside of class. 
 
GRADING: 
10% Participation                            (10 points)                
10% Written Assessments 5 x 3      (15 points)                 
20% Quizzes 5 x 4                          (20 points)                    
25% Papers 5, 10, 10                       (25 points)              
30% Final                                        (30 points) 
 
Final Grades: 
A       100-92  
AB      91-88  
B        87-82  
BC     81-78  
C        77-70  
D       69-60  
F        59-0 
 
SCHEDULE 
 
 
Week 1:  Introduction; Ethics and Meta-Ethics; three different ethical concepts: Good, 
Ought, Excellence.  
Reading: Course Packet: Epicurus excerpt, Golden Rule, Epictetus excerpt 
 
Week 2: What explains what? Divine command theory, explanation, logic 
Reading: Euthyphro, Logic handout. 



 
Week 3: Is/ought, desire satisfaction, subjectivism 
Readings:  
Hume Treatise of Human Nature, Book III Part 1 Section 1, Section 2; Herodotus: “Custom is king of 
all.” (FIRST ASSESSMENT DUE) 
 
Week 4: Three kinds of Good. Ring of Gyges. Objective value 
Readings: Plato’s Republic Book 1 to Book 2 (line 361d);  Mill (excerpt from Utilitarianism) 
Nozick, “The Experience Machine;” J.L Mackie, “The Argument from ‘Queerness’ 
 
Week 5: Excellence, Virtue, Ethical Egoism 
Reading: Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics 1097a15-1100a10 (virtue); 1103a15-1109a (habit and 
mean); 1099b30-1115a5 (voluntary involuntary) 
 
Week 6: Epictetus, the Handbook  
 
Week 7: Consequentialism, Utilitarianism 
Reading: Mill Utilitarianism   
 
Week 8: Deontology, a good will, maxim, self-legislation, freedom 
Reading: Kant, Groundwork, Preface; First Section; Second Section 
 
Week 9: Deontology continued. 
Reading: Kant, Groundwork, Second Section cont. Third Section 
 
Week 10: Excellence revisited. 
Reading: Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morals  Section 1; 2; 3 
 
Week 11: Existentialism 
Reading: Sartre, “Existentialism is a humanism;” Camus “The myth of Sisyphus” 
 
Week 12: Applied Ethics 
Reading: Singer, “Famine, Affluence, and Morality;” Hardin, “Lifeboat 
Ethics;” Anscombe,“Truman’s Degree” 
 
Week 13: Applied Ethics continued 
Reading: Thomson, “A Defense of Abortion;” Marquis, “Why Abortion is Immoral” 
 
Week 14: Applied Ethics continued. 
Reading: Thomson, “The Trolley Problem;” Warren S. Quinn, “Actions, Intentions, and 
Consequences: The Doctrine of Double Effect.” 
 
Week 15: Problems with our Theories?  
Reading: Bernard Williams, “Jim and the Indians;” Bernard Williams, “Persons, character, 
and morality” 
 
Week 16: Back to Plato and Aristotle 
Readings: Plato, The Apology; Aristotle Nicomachean Ethics Book 9 Friendship 
 
 
 
Final Examination: --- 



 
Special Needs 
Any student who requires special arrangements for attending class or completing 
assignments should please speak with me as soon as possible. 
 
Academic Honesty 
Cheating of any kind, including plagiarism, will not be tolerated. If you are found to be in 
violation of the University’s policies governing academic dishonesty, you will be penalized in 
accordance with University guidelines. For information concerning the University’s policies   
concerning academic dishonesty, see:  


