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All course materials can be produced
in alternative formats. Please let me
know your requirements.



This packet will be released in parts. Eventually, it will include copies of most of the
handouts we are likely to be using in class. Most materials will be grouped topically and I
plan to produce a separate booklet for each topical section of the course although I may
occasionally combine two or more sections when this is convenient. It may also occasionally
be necessary to split a section into more than one booklet. A process of trial-and-error has
established that the photocopier can staple at most 50 pages (100 sides) so sections which
need to include several readings, for example, may exceed this capacity.
Generally speaking, I have tried to include assigned readings in the course booklets. Further
readings are not generally included unless I anticipate students experiencing particular
difficulties in obtaining them. Many of these are available electronically and will be linked
from Learning Central. This should take you directly to the reading you need if you are
on campus. If you are working off campus, you may need to authenticate by providing
your university username and password. This will be the same as those you use to login to
Learning Central, access your email etc.
Both the course and this distribution method are experimental and I would be very
interested in your thoughts about either.



Cardiff University

PHI13A4937A/CE4937

Introducing Moral Problems

Dr. Clea F. Rees

029 2087 0000

ReesC17@cardiff.ac.uk

Autumn 2013

M 14:00–16:00

Humanities 0.01

https://learningcentral.cf.ac.uk/

Course Description:

Is abortion morally permissible? Should pornography be censored? What moral consideration is due
to non-human animals? What are our obligations to victims of famine in other countries? What
makes a relationship a good one? Is death such a bad thing? Should you use free software? People
or penguins? What’s wrong with slavery?
Moral issues are frequently at the centre of political and social controversies. This course will explore
a selection of moral questions relevant to our lives as individuals and members of political and social
communities. The course will examine what guidance philosophy may offer us as we clarify the
questions and evaluate suggested solutions.
No previous knowledge of philosophy is required.
The following list of sample topics indicates the kind of subject matter which may be discussed but
the specific issues selected will vary:

• bioethics e.g. abortion (pro-life, pro-choice, feminist approaches), euthanasia;
• pornography & censorship (freedom of expression, offence vs. harm, feminist vs. non-feminist);
• the moral status of non-human animals and its implications;
• our obligations to distant others vs. our obligations to those in our immediate family, community

or nation;
• human relationships;
• sex roles;
• value & death;
• environmental ethics;
• justice & punishment;
• challenges of multiculturism;
• educational ethics;
• ethical issues in research;
• civil disobedience e.g. conscientious objection;
• computing ethics e.g. free software, the GPL, software piracy, digital rights management;
• terrorism & civil liberties.

The course may draw on case studies and examples from fiction and non-fiction to illustrate the
theoretical positions discussed and students are encouraged to draw further examples from their own
experience.

Goals:

By the end of this course, you should be able to:

• demonstrate an understanding of core elements of the course material;
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• critically read and analyse a philosophical text;
• use philosophical vocabulary appropriate to the subject matter of the specific course;
• formulate and defend a philosophical thesis;
• constructively discuss philosophical ideas with others;
• recognise, analyse and critically evaluate arguments through reading, writing and discussion;
• compare and contrast different positions on an issue by identifying theses and reconstructing

the arguments advanced in their support;
• adjudicate disputes by giving reasons in support of a particular position;
• explain and defend a view clearly and concisely whether orally or in writing;
• respond constructively to disagreement;
• evaluate ethical claims in the context of historical and contemporary debates about moral,

social and political issues;
• bring the insights of ethical theory to bear on specific ethical questions concerning individual

morality, social justice and public policy.

Library and Computer Accounts:

You will be provided with details of your computer account during the first class provided that you
registered in advance and do not already have one. Students taking the module on a free-standing
basis should use their regular university account. Your computer account will enable you to submit
work for feedback and assessment, to make use of institutional subscriptions to electronic resources
and to use the university’s computing facilities.
All students are entitled to use the university libraries. Lifelong Learning students can obtain a card
from the library in the Centre for Lifelong Learning on Senghennydd Road.
As the course proceeds, we will draw on a number of resources, including the paper and electronic
resources available through the university, publicly accessible internet sources and photocopies.

Accreditation and Funding:

This is an accredited course. The guidelines anticipate that students will study for 80–100 hours for
a 10 credit module such as this one, including class contact time and activities outside the classroom.
Students taking the course as a free-standing module should ensure that I am aware of this and
that I have your full details as you are not included on the pre-printed register and the paperwork
necessary for reporting assessment will not be automatically generated. Please also ensure that you
provide me with your home school, your university email address, a current telephone number and
preferred postal address so that you can be contacted if necessary. I do not have these and the
Centre may not have them if your home school registered you directly.
I strongly encourage all students to attempt one of the assessment options. Even if you are not
personally concerned with gaining the credits available, there are at least two reasons to participate.
The first and most important reason is that the glossary entry , in particular, is designed as an
integral part of the course and will form the basis for class discussion and collaboration. Participation
should enhance your understanding of the reading and enable you to get the most out of the class. I
hope that contributing to the glossary will prove an enjoyable and stimulating part of the course.
Unfortunately, the second reason is less pedagogically inspiring. The viability of the Centre in general,
and the humanities programme in particular, depends on students attempting assessment. This is a
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consequence of national educational funding policy. The Centre relies on two primary sources of
income to fund choices: student fees and hefcw funding. We receive no hefcw funds for students
who do not attempt assessment.

Course Requirements:

All work should include appropriate references, be double-spaced in a reasonable font
and submitted electronically through Learning Central, which includes plagiarism de-
tection. Do not include your name on your work itself. Use your student identification
number instead. This enables me to grade “blind” (or at least attempt to).

• Case study — 500–750 words (35%)

◦ A draft should be submitted in advance and will be returned with comments to help you
prepare the final version.

◦ Both drafts and final versions should be typed and submitted electronically as explained
above.

◦ Deadlines are marked on the included provisional class schedule.
◦ A choice of cases will be provided.
◦ Students may instead find their own cases but these must be approved in advance.
◦ The case study will consist of two parts. Choices students should note that submission of

the first part alone will constitute an attempt at assessment.
Part 1 — 150–250 words (10%)
Clarification of a single ethical question, or two or three closely related ethical
questions, raised by the case study. This should include just enough factual information
for a reader to understand why the question raised is relevant and important.
Part 2 — 350–500 words (25%)
Comparison of the two most plausible answers to the question raised in part 1, drawing
on assigned and further readings. Answers should summarise the ethical advantages
and disadvantages of each answer.
No evaluation of these answers or adjudication of the dispute is required.

• Paper — 1,000–1,250 words (65%)

◦ A draft should be submitted in advance and will be returned with comments to help you
prepare the final version.

◦ Both drafts and final papers should be typed and submitted electronically as explained
above.

◦ Deadlines are marked on the included provisional class schedule.
◦ A list of topics will be provided.

Please keep copies of all work submitted.
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Help with Referencing:

The Centre’s Student Handbook (available from Reception) explains the basics of formatting citations
and references and includes a pointer to the university’s guides at http://www.cardiff.ac.uk/insrv/
educationandtraining/guides/citingreferences/index.html.
The handbook also explains what plagiarism is and strategies for avoiding it. You should read
this if you are in any doubt whatsoever about these matters. I will be happy to answer
any further questions you may have.

Environment:

If something occurs which you feel negatively affected your ability to learn, please do not hesitate
to discuss the matter with me. If you have any disability which may affect your ability to succeed
in the class, please discuss the matter with me as soon as possible. I will be happy to discuss any
accommodations you may require.

Provisional Class Schedule

This schedule is tentative and will almost certainly require modification depending on the pace at
which we cover the material. I would also like to respond to students’ particular interests where
possible. For this reason, the last two classes have no pre-assigned topic or reading. The topics of
these sessions will be agreed as a class and readings assigned accordingly.
You will need your library/computer account in order to access certain readings.
Occasionally, I will circulate copies of readings which are not otherwise readily available.
Readings listed in the class schedule are key. In general, you will find it difficult to follow the class if
you have not read the assigned readings for that week.
The further reading list is designed for students writing papers and any who wish to deepen their
understanding of the issues.
I would be happy to provide additional reading suggestions upon request.
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§1 Matters of Life & Death

Week 1: 30 Sept General Introduction
Ethical Questions
Epicurus, ‘Letter to Menoeceus, from Epicurus’, excerpt (1926)

§2 Killing & Letting Die

Week 2: 7 Oct Thomson, ‘The Trolley Problem’ (1985)
Week 3: 14 Oct Rachels, ‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’ (1975)

§3 Abortion

Week 4: 21 Oct Thomson, ‘A Defense of Abortion’ (1971)
Week 5: 28 Oct Little, ‘Abortion, Intimacy, and the Duty to Gestate’ (1999)

1 Nov Draft case study due by noon.

— Reading week —

§4 Moral Community & Moral Status

Week 6: 11 Nov Hare, ‘What is Wrong with Slavery?’ (1979)
Week 7: 18 Nov Singer, ‘Speciesism and Moral Status’ (2009)

22 Nov Paper draft due by noon.

§5 Varieties of Deception

Week 8: 25 Nov Saul, ‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’ (2012)
Webber, ‘Liar!’ (2013)

29 Nov Revised case study due by noon.

§6 Love

Week 9: 2 Dec Grau, ‘Love, Loss, and Identity in Solaris’ (forthcoming)

§7 Terrorism & Civil Liberties

Week 10: 9 Dec Waldron, ‘Security and Liberty: The Image of Balance’ (2003)

— Classes end —

16 Dec Final paper due by noon.
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Further Reading

Dr. Clea F. Rees Autumn 2013

This list is designed to complement the assigned readings listed in the class schedule. It is
intended for students writing papers and anybody interested in pursuing questions raised
in the course further. Good essays will reflect familiarity with the relevant literature.
The list is divided into two sections. The first section lists some general resources. The
second lists specific readings by topic. Remember that the topics are closely connected
so that readings listed for one section of the module are often relevant to others.
Please let me know if you have any difficulty obtaining readings or if you would like
suggestions for a topic not covered here.

General

Useful Anthologies

Louis P. Pojman, ed. (2004). The Moral Life: An Introductory Reader in Ethics and
Literature. 2nd ed. New York and London: Oxford University Press.

Peter Singer, ed. (1986). Applied Ethics. Oxford Readings in Philosophy. Oxford
and New York: Oxford University Press.

Dictionaries of Philosophy

A good dictionary of philosophy such as the following is useful:

Simon Blackburn (1996). The Oxford Dictionary of Philosophy. Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Online Philosophy Resources

The Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy is an excellent source of high quality
entries on a wide variety of philosophical topics.

Philosophy Pages offers ‘aids to the study of philosophy, including study guide,
dictionary, timeline, discussion of major philosophers, and links to e-texts.’

Further links will be available from Learning Central.
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Topical

§1 Matters of Life & Death

Thomas Nagel (1970). ‘Death’. Noûs 4.1 (Feb. 1970), 73–80. JSTOR: 2214297.

§2 Killing & Letting Die

Judith Jarvis Thomson (2008). ‘Turning the Trolley’. Philosophy and Public Affairs
36.4, 359–374. doi: 10.1111/j.1088-4963.2008.00144.x.

J. David Velleman (1992). ‘Against the Right to Die’. Journal of Medicine and
Philosophy 17, 665–681. doi: 10.1093/jmp/17.6.665.

§3 Abortion

Jane English (1975). ‘Abortion and the Concept of a Person’. Canadian Journal of
Philosophy 5.2, 233–243.

Kathryn Pyne Parsons (1979). ‘Moral Revolution’. The Prism of Sex: Essays in
the Sociology of Knowledge. Ed. by Julia A. Sherman and Evelyn Torton Beck.
Proceedings of a symposium sponsored by WRI of Wisconsin, inc. Madison:
University of Wisconsin Press, 189–227.

§4 Moral Community & Moral Status

Tom Regan (1997). ‘The Rights of Humans and Other Animals’. Ethics and Behavior
7.2, 103–111. doi: 10.1207/s15327019eb0702_2.

Bonnie Steinbock (1978). ‘Speciesism and the Idea of Equality’. Philosophy 53.204, 247–
256. doi: 10.1017/S0031819100016582.

§5 Varieties of Deception

Jonathan E. Adler (1997). ‘Lying, Deceiving, or Falsely Implicating’. Journal of
Philosophy 94.9, 435–452. JSTOR: 2564617.

Alan Strudler (2010). ‘The Distinctive Wrong in Lying’. Ethical Theory and Moral
Practice 13.2, 171–179. doi: 10.1007/s10677-009-9194-2.
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§6 Love

Christopher Grau (2006). ‘Irreplaceability and Unique Value’. Philosophical Topics
32.1/2, 111–129.
Start here if you are interested in the topic but don’t know much about Kant’s
ethical theory.
Don’t worry if you find the section on unique and intrinsic value (122–) hard
going. Grau draws a number of quite fine-grained distinctions here (122–126) and
you may wish to skip to the final paragraph of the paper (126–127).

J. David Velleman (1999). ‘Love as a Moral Emotion’. Ethics 109 (Jan. 1999), 338–
374. JSTOR: 10.1086/233898.
Some knowledge of Kant’s ethics is useful for reading this paper.

Rebecca Whisnant (2004). ‘Woman Centered: A Feminist Ethic of Responsibility’.
Moral Psychology: Feminist Ethics and Social Theory. Ed. by Peggy DesAutels
and Margaret Urban Walker. Feminist Constructions. Lanham, Boulder et al.:
Rowman & Littlefield. Chap. 12, 201–217.

§7 Terrorism & Civil Liberties

Jeremy J. Waldron (2011). ‘What are Moral Absolutes Like?’ New York University
Public Law and Legal Theory Working Papers. Paper: 301.
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Effective Objections
Dr. Clea F. Rees

There is no magic formula when it comes to raising objections (or replying to them) but the following
pointers may be of some help:

• Less is more

Fewer objections will generally be better than more. A single, knock-down objection is ideal although
you might wish to explore two or even three in a longer paper. Pick the strongest.

• Object to the whole argument

Sometimes authors anticipate objections. They identify what they think the most likely objections
will be and then they explain both the objections and their replies to them. You cannot use these
objections when objecting to the author’s argument because they are part of that argument.

Exception: if the author’s reply is weak, you can object to the (anticipated objection + response).
That is, you can object to the whole package by pointing out the weaknesses in the author’s
response.

• Avoid the easily avoidable

When raising an objection, ask yourself how easily you could adapt the author’s argument to avoid it.
If the answer is, “very easily”, it isn’t a good objection.

• Uninteresting appeals to facts

If the author relies on a false factual claim but the argument could go through either by dropping the
claim completely or by replacing it with a true one, it isn’t a good objection.

• Would this be a good pointer?

Avoid rhetorical questions. State the claim. You may occasionally get away with a rhetorical question
but they are generally best avoided.

• Avoid straw persons

If your objection makes the author’s view sound really implausible, check that it really is her view
and not just a similar sounding view to which you have a really great objection. Lumbering your
opponent with an implausible view which she doesn’t actually hold is sometimes known as constructing
a “straw person”. Because your objection only works against the straw person’s view, it does nothing
to undermine the view you are objecting to.

• Principle of charity

If an author makes an ambiguous claim — that is, one which could be understood in more than one
way — you should interpret it as charitably as possible. If your objection depends on an uncharitable
reading, it isn’t a good objection.
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First things first: You need, first of all, to make sure you understand the assignment. One thing
you will need to decide is whether the assignment requires you to give your own view or simply
to present some view which you may or may not share.

The pondering stage: Once you understand the assignment, you will need to think the issues
through carefully. Mull them over, discuss them with each other or with me. Even after this, you
may not be sure what you think — that’s wise, as the issues are tricky. If you need to present
your own view, you may feel stuck. Simply pick the side you are inclined most towards and then
defend it to the death. This is useful for developing your budding philosophical wings, even if
you’re not sure you’ve picked the correct side!

A word about scholarship1: When you are presenting or using the ideas of another, you must
do so fairly and accurately. You must, of course, acknowledge the source of the idea, giving a
citation and full reference. Except in a very few cases, quotations are unacceptable but, of course,
if you do use the words of somebody else, you must use quotation marks and give a page reference
as part of your citation.
You are not encouraged to do extra reading to complete assignments. They are not, or not mainly,
research papers. I want to see you working out your own thoughts, as clearly and as rigorously
as you can. If you do use a source from outside class, be sure to credit the author, giving a full
citation in a footnote, including page references.
Failure to give full citations, acknowledge the source of other’s ideas or to use quotation marks
when using the words of another counts as plagiarism, a particularly awful violation of academic
integrity. You must acknowledge the source of ideas and words you use whatever the source —
e.g. book, web site, journal, relative, friend, classmate etc. etc.

Philosophy is hard: If you don’t find it hard, then either you were born with philosophy in your
very bone marrow or you do not understand the assignment. Although the degree of difficulty is
high, my expectations are modest. I expect only that you say something reasonable — not that
you discover a 422 step deductively valid argument from indisputable premises! (Though that
would be great, should you stumble across one!)

Writing style: A simple, clear and concise style is recommended. Oratory and rhetorical flourishes
will not particularly help, nor will bare assertion in any style; it is the content of your arguments
and the substantive force of your reasoning that I will be assessing. Imagine your audience as a
bright 14 year-old, who is intelligent but has no special philosophical knowledge. She needs to be
able to understand your paper.

Is there a right answer? When you are asked for your own opinion, there is no preferred answer.
You make take any position, provided you can give reasons for it. Remember: any claim is
admissible in philosophy, provided one can give reasons for it. I don’t care what position you end
up taking, but only how clearly and cogently you defend it.

Relevance: Be sure that your paper answers the question asked. If you are asked to defend a
particular view, that’s what your paper should do. If you are asked to write about a particular
topic, that is the topic you need to write about. You will lose credit for including irrelevant
material.

1Further discussion can be found in the Centre’s Student Handbook, available from Reception or at http:
//www.cardiff.ac.uk/learn/student_information/index.php.

2I hope that everyone fully understands the great significance of this figure for the universe.
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Language: Clarity and conciseness are very important. It should be crystal clear to your reader
exactly what you are saying and what your reasons you are for saying it. Philosophy requires
very precise use of language, because many of the issues involve somewhat subtle distinctions.
Remember, I will evaluate the written work you hand in and not the thoughts you had while
writing. So, you need to say what you mean and mean what you say, as precisely as possible.
You may remember Lewis Carroll on this topic3:

“Come, we shall have some fun now!” thought Alice. “I’m glad they’ve begun asking riddles — I believe
I can guess that,” she added aloud.
“Do you mean that you think you can find out the answer to it?” said the March Hare.
“Exactly so,” said Alice.
“Then you should say what you mean,” the March Hare went on.
“I do,” Alice hastily replied; “at least — at least I mean what I say — that’s the same thing, you know.”
“Not the same thing a bit!” said the Hatter. “Why, you might just as well say that ‘I see what I eat’ is
the same thing as ‘I eat what I see’!”
“You might just as well say,” added the March Hare, “that ‘I like what I get’ is the same thing as ‘I get
what I like’!”
“You might just as well say,” added the Dormouse, which seemed to be talking in its sleep, “that ‘I
breathe when I sleep’ is the same thing as ‘I sleep when I breathe’!”

Structure: If you are asked to use a particular structure, be sure to follow it exactly.

Editing: It is usually best to write quite a lot and then later pare down your draft, eliminating
redundancies, repetition and irrelevancies. You can then organise the remainder as systematically
as possible. Be sure to proofread and edit, edit, edit! Here are some suggestions which you may
find useful:

• When you’ve written your first draft, put it aside for a time. Then look at it again. Imagine
you are your own worst enemy and have been paid by the CIA to humiliate and destroy the
paper. Write down the criticisms and objections which occur to you.

• Now, stop imagining you’re somebody else and try to answer the criticisms. Some of this
adversarial thought process might go into your paper; philosophers often try to anticipate
objections.

• Get a friend to read your (new) draft.
• Get a classmate to read it.
• Read your paper out loud.
• Make sure you have answered the question / done the assignment and not something else.
• If the assignment has several parts, make sure you have done all of them.
• Remember that spell-checkers are fallible. In particular, be careful that you have the correct

word spelt correctly and not merely a correctly spelt word. Make sure you spell the authors’
names correctly.

• If the assignment allows you to turn in a draft for feedback, make full use of the opportunity
by turning in a draft which is as complete and as good as you can possibly make it.

• Keep repeating the process until you feel your paper is as good as possible.

Good Luck. I’m looking forward to seeing what you have to say.

3Lewis Carroll, Alice’s Adventures in Wonderland in The Complete Works of Lewis Carroll, The Modern Library:
Random House. Pp. 75–76. (Note: no copyright year is included as none is given.)
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This is how Jay F. Rosenberg explains the point:

Any opinion for which one can give reasons is admissible
in philosophy, but once a claim has been supported by an

argument, subsequent criticism must then engage the
argument.

Rule One

In fact, the point is so important that there is no Rule Two.1

1. Original emphasis. Jay Rosenberg, The Practice of Philosophy: A Handbook for Beginners (Englewood Cliffs,
New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1996), 19, isbn: 0132308487.
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The structure of your paper should follow this schema. Throughout your paper, you must use
your own words. This is emphasised, especially, for part 1, where it is easiest to forget the importance
of using your own language. It applies, however, to all parts of the paper.

Except in a very few, unusual cases, quotations are not acceptable and you should not use them.

Part 0: Introduction Thesis = main conclusion. 1 sentence.
2–3 supplementary sentences.

Transitional sentence
Part 1: Initial argument Present and explain the argument fully, fairly and accurately in

your own words.
Transitional sentence

Part 2: Objection An argument (1 reason) that raises an objection to the argument
in part 1.
** Remember “Rule 1”

Transitional sentence
Part 3: Response An argument (1 reason) that attacks the argument in part 2.

** Remember “Rule 1”

Optional:
Transitional sentence

Part 4: Objection An argument (1 reason) that raises an objection to either the
argument in part 1 or the argument in part 3.
** Remember “Rule 1”

Transitional sentence
Part 5: Response An argument (1 reason) that attacks the argument in part 4.

** Remember “Rule 1”

No conclusion
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Throughout your paper: use your own words; follow the advice in “Writing with Philosophical
Attitude” and any mechanics guidelines; and edit! Proofread! Edit!

Part 0: Introduction [3–4 sentences total]

Write this part ** last **.
Include a 1 sentence thesis statement. Make it as clear and concise as possible.
Note: your thesis is the same as the conclusion of your argument. In some papers, your thesis

may be stated for you — in this case, use the exact wording given in the assignment.
Write 1 other sentence to introduce the thesis.
Write 1 or 2 other sentences explaining what you will do in your paper.
Avoid “yawners” i.e. unnecessary sentences which immediately bore. Examples include “Religious

belief is a very controversial topic”, “Since the dawn of time. . . ”, “Collins English Dictionary says
that. . . ” etc.

This part of your paper is of least importance.

Part 1: Argument to be defended [1 paragraph]

Present and explain the argument fully, fairly and accurately.

• in some papers, you will need to reconstruct the author’s argument. In this case, you are
simply explaining her argument — whether you agree or not is irrelevant.

• in others, you may be presenting an argument of your own.

Be sure to focus on one specific argument. You are to present only one of the many
arguments the author gave in her paper. If you are presenting your own argument, you may have
several, present only one — the strongest one.

It’s a good idea to work out the conclusion and then work backwards to get the premises.
Remember to use your own words — especially if you are reconstructing the argument of somebody

else.
Your premises should be basic. They shouldn’t obviously beg a central question.
Every time you write down a premise, ask ‘why?’ This will help push you back to the most basic

claims the argument rests on. (Obviously, at some point, you’ll have to stop! But only stop when
you have to.)

Sometimes, an author does not state all the claims she relies on explicitly. Rather, some of the
premises may be implicit. If you are reconstructing an argument, you need to make all such implicit
premises explicit — that is, you need to state them, explaining that the author doesn’t state them
explicitly but that her argument relies on them. You need to explain how the argument relies on
them, too.

If it’s your argument, all your premises should be explicit!
The argument should be valid.
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Part 2: Objection [1 paragraph]

Present one single objection to the argument in part 1 — i.e. one reason to reject it.
Pick the strongest objection.
You need to offer an argument challenging the truth of one of the premises in part 1.
Do not be tempted to weaken this section in order to write a super-duper part 3!

Part 3: Response [1 paragraph]

Present one single response — i.e. one reason to reject the argument in part 2.
Pick the strongest response.
If you find this part hard, you may be on the right track — you probably did a good job in part

2; if you find this part easy, you are almost certainly on the wrong track — you probably did a poor
job in part 2.

You are defending the argument in part 1 and your thesis by doing this. Make sure that you do
not say things inconsistent with what you said in parts 0 and 1!

Optional Parts

• If you have enough to say in parts 1–3, you do not need to include parts 4 and 5.
• Only include parts 4 and 5 if the arguments you develop in parts 1–3 do not require the full

length of the paper.
• State the arguments in parts 1–3 as concisely as possible but do not omit points in order to

include parts 4 and 5.
• Depth is more important than breadth.

Part 4: Objection [1 paragraph]

Present one single objection to the argument in parts 1 and 3 — i.e. one reason to
reject it.

Pick the strongest objection.
You need to offer an argument challenging the argument presented in parts 1 and 3.
Do not be tempted to weaken this section in order to write a super-duper part 5!

Part 5: Response [1 paragraph]

Present one single response — i.e. one reason to reject the argument in part 4.
Pick the strongest response.
Again, this part should be hard if you did a good job in part 3.
You are defending the argument presented in parts 1 and 3 and your thesis by doing this. Make

sure that you do not say things inconsistent with what you said in parts 0, 1 and 3!

LWC DDA!! — GOOD LUCK!!
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Case Studies

Dr. Clea F. Rees Autumn 2013

This packet includes a selection of news articles which raise complex ethical issues. You
may wish to use these resources as the basis for your assessed case study. They will also form
the basis of an exercise during the first class.

Class Exercise
• Begin by reading ‘Ethical Questions’ but do not worry about the details. Just get a

general sense of the ideas you might want to refer back to later.

• Each group will be assigned one of the topics listed below.

• The purpose of the exercise is to generate a list of ethical questions raised by the article(s)
listed as resources. Assign each article on your topic to one or more members of the
group to read.

• Note the questions you generate and decide who will present each to the class later.

◦ Ethical questions and claims involve terms such as ‘ought’, ‘should’, ‘right’, ‘wrong’,
‘(im)permissible’, ‘(im)moral’, ‘(un)ethical’ etc.

◦ That is, they are questions and claims about how the world ought to be, as opposed
to how it is. In technical terms, they are normative, as opposed to descriptive.
e.g. ‘How do scientists clone sheep?’ is descriptive.

‘Should scientists clone sheep?’ is normative.
e.g. ‘Is it illegal to possess purple Wellingtons?’ is descriptive.

‘Ought the law to prohibit their possession?’ is normative.
e.g. ‘At what point can a foetus experience pain?’ is descriptive.

‘Is it morally permissible to have an abortion?’ is normative.
‘Should abortion be legal?’ is normative.
‘Is the foetus a person?’ looks descriptive, but is usually normative.

Resource List
Articles are listed by headline in order of inclusion.

Abortion & Infanticide

‘“Zoe’s Law” Debate: Emotions Run High as MPs Decide Status of an Unborn Baby’
‘“Zoe’s Law” Stalemate: Women Fearing Abortion Consequences Fail to Sway MP’
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‘Abortion Rights Under Threat from “Zoe’s Law”, say Australian Women’s Groups’
Adviser Sparks Infanticide Debate

Commercial Surrogacy

‘Inside India’s Surrogacy Industry’
‘India’s Surrogate Mothers are Risking their Lives. They Urgently Need Protection’
‘India’s Surrogate Mothers Face New Rules to Restrict “Pot of Gold”’

Euthanasia

‘Professor Stephen Hawking Backs Right to Die for the Terminally Ill’
‘Right-to-Die Battle: Court of Appeal Rejects Paralysed Man’s Case’

Non-Human Animals

‘Research on Animals in UK Rises by 8% to Exceed 4m Procedures’
‘US Pledges to Reduce Use of Chimpanzees in Scientific Research’
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Ethical Questions
Dr. Clea F. Rees

Thinking about moral problems involves identifying, clarifying and attempting
to resolve them.

Both this exercise and the case study which you will be working on later in
the course are concerned with the first two stages of this process. The readings
we will discuss generally offer solutions to the problems they consider, and you
will later have the opportunity to develop your own in writing your paper. In
order to evaluate proposed solutions or to suggest better ones, we will need to be
clear about the problems they are intended to address. ‘Sewing a patch on’ is an
excellent solution to some problems (a hole in your jeans) but a useless solution to
others (a hole in your bucket).

Identification

This might seem trivial. Can something be such a problem if you are not aware of
it? In fact, of course, problems we are unaware of are often especially harmful for
just that reason. The gas leak you don’t spot is the one which causes the explosion
— not the one you identify in time to take remedial action. Moral problems are
sometimes no different. Not noticing that a moral response is required or not
appreciating the ways in which your principles are being compromised creates
fertile ground for moral corruption, missed opportunities, and occasions for guilt.

In this course, however, we will be concerned less with moral oblivion and more with
moral confusion and complexity. That is, for the most part, we will be clear that the
issues we discuss present moral problems. The difficulty will be in understanding
just what kinds of problems they are.

Clarification

The world is messy, confused and complex. The moral problems it throws at
us reflect this. It is impossible to give definitive guidance on clarifying them —
indeed, it is their endless variety which constitutes one of their greatest challenges.
There are, however, certain questions which seem essential to clarifying any moral
question. As the course progresses, you should reflect on these questions with a
view to revising and extending them. The questions given below are merely a
starting point not only for thinking about the moral problems we will be discussing,
but for thinking about the questions we should be asking about those problems.
The exercise is an essentially reflexive one.
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Fact-Finding

This is an essentially empirical exercise. At this point, we are not yet concerned
with ethical values but with accurately describing a particular aspect of the world.

Do not get so involved in this stage that you forget the point of the
exercise. This step is a means to clarifying the ethical question and not an end in
its own right.

1. Who does the issue affect?
If the decision is an individual one, this might involve quite small numbers.
For example, ‘which of these people should I rescue?’ or ‘should I have an
abortion?’. In contrast, ‘what procedures should people follow in case of fire?’
or ‘should abortion be legally regulated and, if so, how?’ will affect many. In
some cases, it will be possible to identify those affected only by their group
membership. Moreover, those affected may include future persons or, as in
the case of abortion, possible future persons.

2. What are the available options?
Be alert to presentations which falsely present the options as all-or-nothing.
(Pro-choice or pro-life? Sanctity of life or death on demand?)

3. How will each of those options affect the various parties involved?

Evaluation

4. What criteria determine whether a particular solution is acceptable?
What moral values are at stake here? How should any conflicts be resolved?
Should a solution make people happy? Should it be agreed to by as many
concerned parties as possible? Should it show respect for the dignity of all
persons? Should it enable those concerned to act autonomously? Should it
reflect compassion, justice or beneficence?

5. Who should decide on these criteria? Who should decide on the solution?
The people making the rules are often not those most affected by them. Is this
a problem? Or does it depend on how well-intentioned, empathetic and know-
ledgeable they are? Perhaps it really doesn’t matter who decides, provided
they decide correctly. Or is it essential to follow a particular procedure? Can
the interests of any unable to participate be adequately represented?

Note the difference between (4) and (5). Should we have asked (5) first?



Ultrasound scan of a foetus at 20 weeks. Photograph: Vincenzo Lombardo/Getty Images

The controversial "Zoe's law" bill has sparked a heated and emotional debate in New

South Wales parliament as MPs weigh up changes that would allow people to be charged

with hurting an unborn baby.

The bill, which is being put to a conscience vote, was named in honour of the unborn

child of Brodie Donegan, who was hit by a drug-affected driver on Christmas Day in

2009.

The proposed changes amend the law so that a person can be charged with the grievous

bodily harm of a foetus that is either 20 weeks or 400g by allowing it to be treated as a

living person. It does not apply to anything done with a pregnant woman's consent or

during a medical procedure.

'Zoe's law' debate: emotions run high as
MPs decide status of an unborn baby
Labor MP Paul Lynch says aspects of the changes are illogical.

'No thought seems to have been given to multiple pregnancies'

Australian Associated Press
theguardian.com, Thursday 19 September 2013 05.22 BST
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During debate on the bill on Thursday, Labor MP Paul Lynch described aspects of the

proposed changes as illogical, "distinctly odd" and flawed.

"No thought seems to have been given to multiple pregnancies," he told parliament.

"One foetus could weigh 410g and its twin 390g, which means if they were in these

circumstances they would be treated differently – a result that seems quite wrong."

Opposition leader John Robertson said he had met Donegan and was moved by her

"unwavering love and dedication to a child she never had the opportunity to know".

But he could not ignore the concerns that doctors, lawyers and women's groups had

raised.

"Legislation can also have unintended consequences, and our duty must always be ... to

prevent future wrongs to others," he said.

Nationals MP Troy Grant argued the bill was necessary for those who had experiences

like Donegan's.

The father of two became emotional as he described how he was the older brother of

twin sisters, one of whom was stillborn due to medical reasons.

"She was buried and I visit her grave in Moree at every opportunity that I can."

He said it was his understanding that Liberal MP Chris Spence, who introduced the

private member's bill, would be moving an amendment to include medical treatments.

"I am confident this is not a slippery slope as described by the NSW Bar Association,"

Grant said.

Women's groups and the legal profession had raised concerns about the bill's

implications for reproductive rights.

The chief executive of Rape and Domestic Violence Services Australia, Karen Willis, has

urged MPs to reject the bill, saying she could not support a bill that separates a woman

from the foetus she is carrying.

Debate was adjourned.
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'Zoe's law' would reclassify a foetus of more than 20 weeks as a 'person'. Photograph: Vincenzo Lombardo/Getty

Images

A final meeting between a coalition of women's groups and a NSW MP, to try to amend

a bill the groups believe could lead to abortion becoming illegal, has ended in a

stalemate.

The NSW parliament is due to debate "Zoe's law", which will class a foetus as a living

person in particular circumstances, on Thursday.

Women's lobby groups vehemently oppose the bill and met the MP introducing it, Chris

Spence, on Tuesday morning to try to thrash out a compromise.

The chief executive of Family Planning NSW, Ann Brassil, who was at the meeting, said

the groups wanted the wording which would make the a foetus a living person taken out.

'Zoe's law' stalemate: women fearing
abortion consequences fail to sway MP
Lobby groups opposing NSW bill battle in vain to have words

referring to a foetus as a living person taken out

Bridie Jabour in Sydney
theguardian.com, Tuesday 17 September 2013 09.57 BST
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"We are not looking at any further discussions about that amendment to the bill. At this

point we just want the bill defeated," she told Guardian Australia. "From Chris Spence's

perspective, the words living person embodied the essence of the bill."

The potential law was named after Brodie Donegan's unborn baby Zoe, who was

stillborn after Donegan was hit by a car when she went for a walk on Christmas Day

while eight months pregnant in 2009.

Donegan, who is pro-choice, wanted charges of manslaughter or murder laid against the

drug-affected driver of the car but because Zoe technically died in her mother's womb

she was listed as part of Donegan's injuries and the driver was charged with grievous

bodily harm.

Spence is Donegan's local MP and the pair have worked on the bill together and worded

it so that anything done to the foetus with the mother's consent - including abortion -

would not be punishable under the potential new law.

Groups opposed to the bill, including the NSW Bar Association, believe it could have

unintended consequences such as setting a legal precedent that would lead to abortion

becoming illegal.

"Our legal advice was that there wasn't an alternative set of words to those of living

person that would protect women in the way we require, so we informed Chris of this

and we agreed given his unwillingness on the form of words around living person, we

agreed to differ and we will now continue our lobbying against the bill," Brassil said.

"It was an amicable meeting."

The bill was due to be debated last Thursday but, at the urging of the coalition of

women's groups, Spence delayed it for a week to allow them time to meet him and other

MPs.

Brassil believes opposition to the bill is growing within the parliament but stopped short

of saying she believed it would be defeated.

"Because it's a conscience vote, we are talking to individuals, rather than the party

rooms themselves and my view would be there is increasing concern around the bill as

they are getting more information about unintended consequences of the bills," she

said.

"People are also firming up in their views that this piece of legislation is unnecessary

because it doesn't add anything to existing legislation so I'm pleased with how we're

progressing with our lobbying but I don't think our job is done yet if we truly want to

protect the women. We've got work to do yet."
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After the meeting with Spence a range of groups including the NSW bar association,

Women's Health NSW, Rape and Domestic Violence services of Australia, the Women's

Electoral Lobby, an independent lawyer and women's legal services gave presentations

to a cross-section of MPs and their representatives from the NSW parliament.

Brassil would not say her confidence was growing that the bill would be defeated and

said there was a range of religious and rightwing organisations and individuals lobbying

for the bill to pass.

"This is essentially not an abortion debate. This is about the unintended consequences

of legislation that isn't required and some individual groups are saying this is about

pro-choice, pro-abortion groups but it's not; this is about the very great concerns about

unintended consequences of the bills," she said.

© 2013 Guardian News and Media Limited or its affiliated companies. All rights reserved.
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'Zoe's law' is seen as the first step towards criminalising abortion in NSW, as it would reclassify a foetus of more than

20 weeks as a 'person'. Photograph: Vincenzo Lombardo/Getty Images

A debate on "Zoe's law" – which could classify a foetus as a person in New South Wales

– has been postponed until next week after women's lobby groups asked for more time

to brief MPs on the possible consequences.

Women's groups oppose Zoe's law, seeing it as the first step towards criminalising

abortion in the state, since the bill would allow grievous bodily harm charges to be

brought against those who hurt a foetus of more than 20 weeks' gestation.

Zoe's law was due to be debated in the state parliament on Thursday after being

introduced by Liberal MP Chris Spence, but Spence was asked on Wednesday to delay

the debate by a coalition of women's group.

Abortion rights under threat from 'Zoe's
law', say Australian women's groups
Debate postponed over controversial law which could make it an

offence to harm a foetus in New South Wales

Bridie Jabour in Sydney
theguardian.com, Thursday 12 September 2013 07.55 BST
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Melanie Fernandez, chair of the Women's Electoral Lobby Australia (WELA), one of the

groups to ask for the delayed introduction, said Spence initially rejected their request on

Wednesday.

"We put a media release out and a few hours later he [Spence] called us and said he had

a change of heart and would defer the debate until next Thursday," she said.

Spence's office confirmed the debate had been delayed until next Thursday.

Fernandez said she wanted medical and legal groups to have "proper consultation" with

Spence and other MPs on the potential consequences of the bill and the women's lobby

groups wanted the opportunity to brief the Liberal party room instead of having to

arrange individual meetings with MPs.

"The bill has been pushed through very quickly and there has been no consultation from

Chris Spence or the Liberal party room," she said. "We are really concerned Liberal MPs

are going in uninformed.

"This bill established personhood for a foetus and this is a very concerning precedent to

be setting. That kind of precedent has been used as a first starting point to roll back

abortion right in other places, such as states in America."

WELA is working on opposing the bill with Family Planning NSW, Women's Health

NSW, Domestic Violence NSW, Rape & Domestic Violence Services Australia, the

National Foundation for Australian Women, Reproductive Choice Australia and

Children by Choice.

Opposition has been growing to the bill with the NSW Bar Association and Australian

Medical Association also voicing concerns.

The bill was first championed by Christian Democratic Party leader Fred Nile after

Brodie Donegan lost her unborn daughter Zoe at 32 weeks of pregnancy when she was

hit by a car on Christmas Day in 2009.

The driver was charged with driving under the influence of drugs and causing grievous

bodily harm but the family wanted charges of murder or manslaughter brought over the

loss of Zoe.

Under NSW law Zoe was not technically classed as a baby as she had not taken a

physical breath.

Donegan took to Facebook to post a passionate defence of the bill last week, saying it

was "very tightly written" and she was confident it did not threaten the rights of mothers

or medical professionals.
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She wrote that her daughter was 32 weeks old and two kilograms: "She existed and she

deserved to be recognised. She was much harder to recover from than my other

injuries," Donegan said.

"This bill is NOT about sending an offender to prison for specific periods of time, it is

NOT about murder. It is just about letting that baby get the recognition he or she

deserves. I AM pro-choice. I do not want to see any rights taken from women. But I

cannot reconcile how the current law works. I cannot reconcile why some legislation

recognised the baby and some does not."

The women's groups have asked for a meeting with NSW Premier Barry O'Farrell but

claim he is yet to respond.

O'Farrell's office was contacted for comment.
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Adviser sparks infanticide debate

A medical ethics adviser has provoked controversy by comparing the morality of
abortion with that of infanticide.

Professor John Harris said it was not "plausible to think there is any moral change that occurs
during the journey down the birth canal".

He questioned whether there was any moral difference between infanticide and a late
abortion in the event of severe brain damage.

Pro-life activists called the BMA adviser's comments "horrifying".

Professor Harris, a member of the British Medical Association's ethics committee, made his
comments in a debate at the Commons Science and Technology Committee and they were
reported in the Sunday Telegraph.

The adviser emphasised he was making his remarks to widen the debate on the ethics of the
law on human reproduction as the government considered a review.

He told BBC Radio 4's Today programme: "I am not advocating infanticide nor am I
proposing any changes in the law... I was trying to provoke a new debate.

"The geographical location of the developing human, whether it is inside the womb or not, is
not the sort of thing that can make a moral difference."

'Murder'

Richard Nicholson, editor of the Bulletin of Medical Ethics, said Professor Harris's views were
dangerous and that the ethicist had indulged in "a philosopher's mind game".

"He is wrong in saying there is no moral change that occurs in the process of birth.

"That is a change that is recognised in the law. Most parents would recognise their views
about their newborn baby are considerably different than their views about the foetus in the
mother a day earlier."

Julia Millington, political director of the ProLife Party, whose question prompted Professor
Harris's remarks, told the Sunday Telegraph: "Infanticide is murder and is against the law."

She told the paper it was "frightening" to think university students were being educated by
somebody with Prof Harris' views, and "equally worrying" to discover such a person was also
a member of the ethics committee of the British Medical Association.

Story from BBC NEWS:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/go/pr/fr/-/1/hi/health/3429269.stm

Published: 2004/01/26 09:45:48 GMT

© BBC 2013
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At last ... a European mother cradles her newborn in a clinic providing surrogacy services in Gujarat, India.

Photograph: Suzanne Lee/Panos London

Dr Nayana Patel says, "Human beings have two main instincts; the instinct of

self-protection and the instinct to reproduce." And she should know – she has carved

out a career matching infertile couples with women willing to "rent their wombs".

Beginning with a couple of surrogacies a year in 2003, Patel's Akanksha clinic in the

west Indian state of Gujarat now delivers about 110 surrogate babies a year.

Commercial surrogacy remains controversial and is banned in many countries. But in

India, a socially conservative society, surrogacy has thrived since the supreme high court

legalised the practice in 2002. A report by the Confederation of Indian Industry

estimates the practice will generate $2.3bn a year by 2012.

Women's rights advocates claim that the lack of a clear law on surrogacy and the

Inside India's surrogacy industry
Poverty makes Indian women happy to bear children for infertile

western couples who find the costs lower and the legislation less

stringent

Divya Gupta
Guardian Weekly, Tuesday 6 December 2011 14.00 GMT
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commercialisation of an unregulated sector have left room for unethical medical

practices and the exploitation of both surrogates and infertile couples.

Partly due to pressure from campaigners, the government set out a draft bill last year to

limit the age of surrogate mothers to 35, set a maximum of five pregnancies – including

their own children – and to make medical insurance mandatory. A further proposal

would make it compulsory for prospective parents to show that a child born to a

surrogate mother will have automatic citizenship in their home country. The bill also

aims to stop clinics sourcing, supplying and taking care of the surrogate mothers

themselves.

For now, however, it's business as usual at the Akanksha clinic. When Patel arrives one

Wednesday morning, the lobby is full of women. Some wear brightly coloured saris;

others are in western dress. They are either desperately seeking a baby or hoping to lift

themselves out of poverty and offer their own children a better life.

One of the main attractions of surrogacy in India is the price. Most of Patel's clients are

from the US, Canada and Europe. Where it is legal, surrogacy in western countries can

cost more than $90,000. At the Akanksha clinic, tucked down a lane behind a chaotic

market in Anand, it costs around a third of that. The surrogates are paid between

$6,500 and $7,500, the equivalent of several years' income.

When an accident left 32-year-old Ranju Rajubhai's husband severely burned and

unable to work, surrogacy seemed the answer to the couple's problems. "I thought I'll be

doing a good deed, my work will also get done and [the couple] will also get a baby,"

says Rajubhai who is due in a month. Like all the women signed on by Akanksha,

Rajubhai will receive $6,225, the equivalent of seven years wages for her husband. "I

will get my husband's surgery done [for his burns]," she says. "I also want to buy a

house. It costs [$14,500 -$18,500] these days. One pregnancy won't be enough, so I am

thinking of coming back."

Rajubhai's is a familiar story in the "surrogate house" where she lives with 39 other

pregnant women. Owned by Patel, the house is located 10 minutes away from the clinic.

With two to three iron-framed beds in each room, the house has the look of a hospital

ward. The surrogates, clad in loose, colourful gowns, are sitting, lying, stretching,

watching TV or chatting with each other. In one room, hangs a picture of a crawling

toddler with the words: "The time to be happy is now."

The majority of the women are second-time surrogates and will have caesarean sections.

"We have to cut our stomachs for money," says Anjuman Pathan, a blunt, 30-year-old.

"It's not a bad thing, is it?"
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Life at the surrogate house creates a sense of sisterhood. The women enjoy the rest and

care they may not have had during their own pregnancies but are confined to the house

for the whole pregnancy. Their families can visit on Sundays but the surrogates only

leave the premises for medical check-ups or if there is a family emergency.

"When I used to go, I would just see the surrogates lying around all day," says Kantibhai

Motibhai, the husband of two-time surrogate Shardaben. "They count the days to go

back home. [But] I guess it works well. Our main interest was in the money. Their main

interest is in the baby." Sharda's two surrogacies have allowed the couple to lease some

land, buy buffaloes and a motorbike, have money for their children's education and start

saving. As second-time surrogate from Nepal, Diksha Gurunga, puts it, "You have to lose

something to gain something and what we gain is a lot more than what we lose."

The experiences of the expectant parents are very different. "I would go and pick up a

baby on the street," says 38-year-old Jennifer, a tall American who has had five failed

pregnancies. "That's the kind of desperation that comes with infertility."

Slender-framed with green eyes and cropped blonde hair, 38-year-old Robyn Wright

runs a beauty salon in Wilson, Wyoming. She has a 14-year-old daughter from her first

marriage, but a haemorrhage following the birth led to a hysterectomy. When she met

Jason, a guide at Yellowstone National Park, the couple wanted their own biological

child. The Wrights admit they "weren't born rich" and don't "live on credit". Realising

surrogacy in the US was financially impossible, the couple took their savings and

travelled to Gujarat to fulfil their dream.

Patel says laws governing surrogacy in the US, for example, are weighted too much in

favour of the surrogate mother. "There are so many cases where you are the genetic

parent and [the surrogate mother] is blackmailing you. She will not give you the baby ...

If you don't pay, you're not allowed to see the baby. Couples from abroad write to us

saying that the legal liabilities are so much in the US, that after paying so much money

also, I don't know if I'm going to hold my baby or not and that is what India has taken

care of."

She is in favour of regulation in India but sees ethics as more important. "See sex

determination. It's rampant in India but it's illegal. So whatever you do, there's going to

be unethical behaviour. It's the ethics of the couple, surrogate and doctor, which

counts."

Back at Patel's clinic, three women who come from North America to find a surrogate

mother are gushing over a newborn European baby recently born to one of the

surrogates at the clinic – proof that their dreams could also come true. "There's no

perfect system, but given what we have and under the circumstances, Dr Patel's clinic

Inside India's surrogacy industry | World news | G... 3 o 4

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2011/dec/06/su... 24.09.13 23:56



definitely helps create miracles," says Fatima, a Canadian of Indian and Chinese

heritage.
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Surrogacy is now a global industry, and requires a global institution to regulate it. Photograph: Dae Seung Seo/Getty

Premila Vaghela, a poor 30-year-old surrogate mother, died last month, while

reportedly waiting for a routine examination at a hospital in Ahmedabad. The news was

barely covered by the media – after all, she had completed the task she had been

contracted for, and the eight-month-old foetus meant for an American "commissioning"

parent survived.

In fact Premila was like many other economically marginalised surrogates, who may

suffer or even lose their lives while carrying a child, and are quickly forgotten. The

highly secretive and largely unregulated baby factories (many of which are dressed up as

legitimate IVF clinics) now mushrooming all over India are usually only concerned with

India's surrogate mothers are risking
their lives. They urgently need
protection
As rich westerners flock to India's unregulated baby factories,

impoverished surrogates suffer appalling conditions

Kishwar Desai
The Guardian, Tuesday 5 June 2012 20.30 BST
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the end product: the child.

Even conservative estimates show more than 25,000 children are now being born

through surrogates in India every year in an industry worth $2bn. These clinics are not

just spreading in big cities but in smaller towns as well. Domestic demand is increasing,

but as fertility levels drop elsewhere, at least 50% of these babies are "commissioned" by

overseas, mainly western, couples.

Whoever the prospective parents, the pattern is the same: it is only India's desperately

poor women who are tempted to rent their wombs. Since the cost of fertility treatment

and that of the surrogate is comparatively cheaper in India than in the rest of the world,

would-be parents are flooding in, eager to have a child that bears some part of their

genetic heritage.

Most of the industry is operating unchecked. India's medical research watchdog drafted

regulations more than two years ago, yet they still await presentation in parliament,

leaving the surrogates and baby factories open to abuse. And even many of the

supposedly well-run clinics do not appear to be transparent in their dealings.

Dr Manish Banker, from the Pulse Women's Hospital, is reported to have said that

Premila had come for a check-up. "She suddenly had a convulsion and fell on the floor,"

he said. "We immediately took her for treatment. Since she was showing signs of

distress, we conducted an emergency caesarean section delivery."

The child, who was born a month premature, was admitted to the intensive care unit.

Premila was moved to another hospital, which claims she was in a highly critical

condition, having suffered a cardiac arrest. Although there's no suggestion that this was

the case with Premila, sadly, in many cases the surrogate's life is secondary. It is the

baby, for whose birth the hospital is being paid, that is paramount.

Most mothers sign contracts agreeing that even if they are seriously injured during the

later stages of pregnancy, or suffer any life-threatening illness, they will be "sustained

with life-support equipment" to protect the foetus. Further, they usually agree to assume

all medical, financial and psychological risks – releasing the genetic parents, their

lawyers, the doctors and all other professionals from all liabilities.

Besides, in tragic cases like Premila's, the hospital would have quickly paid out the

money owed for a 'successful' birth, so the family would be unlikely to complain.

Premila herself had gone in for the surrogacy to provide her own two children a better

life. In a country where thousands of women die every year in normal childbirths, who

would complain about the death of one surrogate?

Anindita Majumdar, who is researching surrogacy for her doctorate, says she is
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personally distressed by how easily the "sheer horror" of it all is being swept away by the

money paid out to the surrogates. There are many grey areas - and she fears that even

the draft legislation, when it is passed, will favour the medical community over the

rights of the surrogate.

Already many malpractices, such as implantation of more than four embryos in the

surrogate's womb, as well as invasive "foetal reduction" frowned on the world over, are

being followed. Often women undergo caesareans so the time of birth suits the

commissioning parents.

While researching my novel I found that women are more than willing to undergo the

risks. They feel that by renting their wombs (perhaps the only asset they possess), they

can make enough money to look after their families. And indeed, many have earned

enough to build small homes for their families, and buy some security for their

children's schooling. One surrogate told me she wanted her daughter to receive a proper

education and speak English just like I did. She was only 21, and carrying twins for a

commissioning couple – but she was already planning her next three surrogacies.

One woman, according to another researcher, had over 20 cycles of hormonal injections.

Since each child is often born through caeserean section (so that the birth coincides with

the arrival of the commissioning parents) the health of the surrogate is likely to suffer

with each operation.

I found that medical practitioners involved in it are rarely troubled about the fate of the

women whose normal maternal cycles have been disrupted. As in Premila's case, they

seem to be only interested in delivering the end-product: a child.

If India doesn't pass the regulatory bill soon, the international community should

pressurise it to do so. This is now a global industry so requires an international law and

a global fertility body to regulate it. Otherwise, it is likely that most of the unhealthy

practices prevailing will go underground – and the fog of secrecy over the industry will

become more dense.

• Follow Comment is free on Twitter @commentisfree
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Bearing children on behalf of childless westerners offers a lucrative escape from deprivation for many Indian women,

albeit often at the cost of social stigmatisation. Photograph: Massimiliano Clausi/LAIF

Shabnum Nur Mohammed Sheikh's reasons for bearing another woman's child are

straightforward: the 60 rupees (80p) her husband earns from his food stall each day

buys dinner but little else.

Shabnum's first surrogate pregnancy got her out of a shared shack in a slum and into a

small flat. Her second will pay for uniforms, books, bags and eventually, she hopes,

university fees for her three young daughters.

"I hope my kids will work in computers or something like that," Shabnum, 26, said.

"Then they will look after me when I'm old."

Pushpa Pandiya, 33, also left the slums after buying a small apartment with money

India's surrogate mothers face new rules
to restrict 'pot of gold'
World centre of 'surrogacy tourism' will introduce radical

legislation to regulate £1.5bn industry

Jason Burke in Anand
The Guardian, Friday 30 July 2010 15.45 BST
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earned from, in her case, two surrogate pregnancies. She too has a bright young

daughter.

"Education is getting very costly but it is essential," she said, explaining that she was

about to embark on her third pregnancy for some "very nice" foreigners.

Since 2002, when the practice was legalised, India has become a world centre of

"surrogacy tourism".

A relative lack of red tape and prices that are a quarter of those in the US or Europe have

brought thousands of childless couples to Indian clinics to be matched with women like

Shabnum and Pushpa.

The Confederation of Indian Industry predicts the business will generate $2.3bn

(£1.5bn) annually by 2012. A recent report by the Indian Law Commission described it

as a "pot of gold".

Radical legislation is to be introduced to bring some order to this booming but almost

unregulated sector.

One measure will make it compulsory for prospective parents to carry proof that any

infant born to a surrogate mother will have automatic citizenship in their home

countries in an attempt to avoid messy legal battles.

A second will stop clinics that perform the clinical procedures from sourcing, supplying

and taking care of the surrogate mothers themselves.

"The IVF clinics' job is to do IVF. We want them away from the potential areas where

corruption and malpractice take place," said Dr RS Sharma, secretary of the bill's

drafting committee and deputy director general of the Indian Council for Medical

Research.

Wise spending

The clinics are likely to resist such a move, citing the welfare of the mothers. Dr Nayna

Patel, who runs the Akshanka clinic in Anand, the small town in the western state of

Gujarat where Shabnum and Pushpa gave birth, said it was only her close involvement

that guaranteed their safety and welfare.

"We know all the women personally. We exclude many after psychological assessments,

after learning of social problems, and we make absolutely sure that the money that they

earn is well spent," Patel, who pioneered the industry in India, said.

If all goes well, Pushpa and Shabnum will earn about 300,000 rupees (£4,200) with a
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bonus if there are twins. If they miscarry during the first term, they will get a third of the

cash. "We don't release the money until we see the deeds of the house they want to buy,

the bank account that has been set up or whatever," Patel said.

Dr Harsha Bhadarka, an embryologist at the clinic, said mothers spent their earnings on

a house, education, to set up a business or on medical expenses. The last of these is one

of the principal reasons for debt among poor Indian households, recent studies have

shown.

So too is dowry. Bhardarka tries to dissuade women such as Shabnum from using

money earned from surrogate pregnancies to pay a "bride price" for their daughters.

"Do you want them to have do the same as you?" she asked. "This is my family, my

community, my custom," shrugged Shabnum.

Mothers at Patel's clinic – there were 190 last year, a vast increase on previous years –

live in a hostel so they are not forced to do housework and are sheltered from inquisitive

neighbours or drunken husbands.

One couple who used the clinic are Nikki and Bobby Bains from Ilford, Essex. Within a

week they will fly to Anand to pick up their second child. Their first, Daisy, was born to a

surrogate mother nearly two years ago after "a 13-year struggle".

Bobby, 46. said: "It's very difficult to find surrogates in the UK. There are lots of delays

and surrogates are very rare. We had a couple of bad experiences too. So we ended up

with 10 attempts, all in India. It has cost around £80,000 in medical fees.

"We call Daisy little Miss India. We are Sikh, the surrogate was Muslim, the egg donor

was Hindu. So she encapsulates the whole country.

"No one can say we are exploiting anyone. They get paid the equivalent of 10 or 15 years'

salary. At least you know the money goes to a good cause."

Such care is rare in the sector, say campaigners.

Instead, there is "rampant use of unethical practices", with mothers and prospective

parents being exploited by unscrupulous middlemen.

The bill limits the age of surrogate mothers to 35, imposes a maximum of five

pregnancies, including their own children, and makes medical insurance mandatory.

The proposed changes have provoked fierce debate in a society that remains broadly

conservative. Many refuse to believe that a woman can carry a child without sexual

intercourse. Few of the surrogate mothers have the full backing of their families.

India's surrogate mothers face new rules to restrict ... 3 o 5

http://www.theguardian.com/world/2010/jul/30/indi... 25.09.13 00:01



"My community should be proud of me for what I'm doing, not criticise me," said

Shabnum, whose parents have disowned her.

Emotional distance

The draft bill bans post-natal contact between a surrogate mother and the child she has

borne.

"It is natural that when it is inside you for nine months you have some feelings. But

from the beginning we are conditioned not to involve our emotions," Pushpa said.

"When they take the child, those days are a bit tough. I know I have done a good thing in

helping someone have a child and a happy life but I think about them a lot."

Shabnum, 26, said text messages and photos from the parents of the child to whom she

had given birth made her very happy – until they tailed off.

The bill makes any such contact a criminal offence punishable by fines or imprisonment

of up to two years "or something appropriate like that", Sharma said.

Case study

Within a week Nikki and Bobby Bains from Ilford, Essex, will fly to Gujarat, in India, to

pick up their second child from the Akshanka clinic in Anand.

Their first, Daisy, was born to a surrogate mother nearly two years ago after "a 13-year

struggle".

"It's very difficult to find surrogates in the UK. There are lots of delays and surrogates

are very rare. We had a couple of bad experiences too," said Bobby, 46. "So we ended up

with 10 attempts, all in India. It has cost around £80,000 in medical fees.

"We call Daisy Little Miss India. We are Sikh, the surrogate was Muslim, the egg donor

was Hindu. So she encapsulates the whole country.

"No one can say we are exploiting anyone. They get paid the equivalent of 10 or 15 years'

salary. At least you know the money goes to a good cause."

The Bainses write about their experiences on the website on their have now launched a

website, oneinsix.comabout their experiences.

Jason Burke
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Professor Stephen Hawking, now 71, was himself given only two or three years to live at the age of 21. Photograph:

Justin Sullivan/Getty Images

Professor Stephen Hawking, who once said he thought assisted dying was "a great

mistake", has changed his stance to support the right of terminally ill people who are

suffering to end their lives.

Hawking, 71, was diagnosed with Lou Gehrig's disease – a form of motor neurone

disease – at the age of 21 and was told he had only two or three years to live.

He said in 2006 that, although people should have the right to end their life if they

wanted to, "I think it would be a great mistake. However bad life may seem, there is

always something you can do, and succeed at. While there's life, there is hope."

But in an interview with the BBC, Hawking, a cosmologist and theoretical physicist,

Professor Stephen Hawking backs right
to die for the terminally ill
Physicist's change of stance likely to fuel debate on euthanasia

after previously calling assisted suicide 'a great mistake'

Sarah Boseley, health editor
The Guardian, Tuesday 17 September 2013 16.52 BST
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offered his unqualified support to those who feel their life is no longer tolerable.

"I think those who have a terminal illness and are in great pain should have the right to

choose to end their lives and those that help them should be free from prosecution," he

said. "We don't let animals suffer, so why humans?"

He is concerned, however, that there must be safeguards to ensure that nobody's life is

terminated against their wish. In 1985, when he became very ill with pneumonia, he was

at one stage placed on a life support machine. His first wife, Jane Hawking, was given

the option to turn it off.

"There must be safeguards that the person concerned genuinely wants to end their life

and they are not being pressurised into it or have it done without their knowledge or

consent as would have been the case with me," he told the interviewer.

Hawking has been held up as the supreme example of a human being who has

triumphed over a failing body to achieve scientific and literary success. Only 5% of those

diagnosed with Lou Gehrig's disease survive for more than a decade. Hawking cannot

move and communicates through a computer slowly and laboriously, but produced the

scientific bestseller A Brief History of Time, which sold 10m copies. Opponents of

assisted dying have cited him as an example of why the law should not be changed.

His words are likely to further fuel the debate after tragic public appeals by several

people who are terminally ill to be allowed to end their lives, including Tony Nicklinson,

who lost his high court case for a change in the law to allow him help to die at home.

Nicklinson then refused food and died within the week.

The Dignity in Dying chief executive, Sarah Wootton, said the British Social Attitudes

survey in 2007 found that a large majority of both disabled and non-disabled people

support a change in the law.

"Professor Stephen Hawking's comments reinforce that, providing proper and rigorous

safeguards are in place in an assisted dying law, there is no reason to oppose a law

which gives dying people the right to choose the manner and timing of their death," she

said.

"Lord Falconer's assisted dying bill, due to be debated in the House of Lords next year,

includes robust legal safeguards which would better protect people than the current

situation where the law turns a blind eye to those helping loved ones to die. Such a

change would not result in more people dying, but in fewer people suffering."
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Paul Lamb, who is paralysed, took on the right-to-die case originally brought by Tony Nicklinson, who died last year.

Photograph: Christopher Thomond

The court of appeal has rejected a request by a paralysed man that doctors should be

allowed to help him die.

Paul Lamb, 57, from Leeds, had taken on the "right to die" case originally brought by

Tony Nicklinson, a sufferer of "locked-in syndrome" who died last year, and a week after

losing his high court euthanasia battle.

Nicklinson's widow, Jane, supported the appeal against the previous judgment which,

she said, had condemned her husband to a life he no longer wanted to lead. Both want

to overturn the prohibition on doctors helping to end the lives of their patients.

By a two-to-one majority, however, the judges did uphold another appeal by a man,

Right-to-die battle: court of appeal
rejects paralysed man's case
Judges reject Paul Lamb's request for help from doctors to die but

allow another man to get help to travel to Swiss clinic

Owen Bowcott, legal affairs correspondent
theguardian.com, Wednesday 31 July 2013 10.23 BST
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known only as Martin, who is suffering from "locked-in syndrome". He is seeking

clearer guidance about whether any doctor of nurse who accompanied him to a suicide

clinic in Switzerland would be prosecuted.

Lamb and Nicklinson's lawyers argued there should be a defence of necessity available

to any doctor assisting someone to die and that the current law of murder is

incompatible with the right to respect for private and family life under article 8 of the

European convention on human rights. That article includes a right to autonomy and

self determination at the end of life.

The case was heard by a high-ranking bench of judges: the lord chief justice, Lord

Judge, the master of the rolls, Lord Dyson, and Lord Justice Elias.

Earlier this year Lamb, a father of two like Nicklinson, told the Guardian in an interview

at his home in Leeds that he wanted the right to end his life at a time and place of his

choosing. "When the end comes, I want it to be in here, in that bed," he said, jutting his

head towards the bed in his house in the Bramley area of the city. "I want to end my life

in a peaceful, dignified way."

Dismissing Lamb and Nicklinson's appeal, the judges said that a blanket ban on assisted

suicide or euthanasia is a "proportionate interference" with their article 8 rights in

relation to their self-determination at the end of their life.

The second claim was brought by Martin who wants clearer guidance from the director

of public prosecutions about what action might be taken against medical staff who

accompany a patient to the Dignitas clinic in Switzerland.

Lords Dyson and Elias said: "In our judgment, the [DPP's] policy is in certain respects

not sufficiently clear … in relation to healthcare professionals. It is not surprising that

they are reluctant to assist victims to commit suicide.

"… It is not impossible or impractical to amend the policy so as to make its application

in relation to cases [involving those who are not members of a patient's immediate

family] more foreseeable than it currently is."

Lord Judge, however, opposed his request, insisting that the "answer must be, and

always has been, that the law relating to assisting suicide cannot be changed by judicial

decision".

He added: "The repeated mantra that, if the law is to be changed, it must be changed by

parliament, does not demonstrate judicial abnegation of our responsibilities, but rather

highlights fundamental constitutional principles."

Lawyers for Lamb and Nicklinson said they would appeal to a higher court against their
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judgment. Saimo Chahal, the solicitor from the law firm Bindman who acted for Jane

Nicklinson and Lamb, said: "It is inevitably disappointing for my clients that the court

has decided against them. They are considering grounds of appeal to the supreme court.

"It is literally a life and death issue for Paul and there is no prospect of parliament

adjudicating on the issue any time soon – so there is but one option open to Paul and

that is to try and persuade the courts that his concerns and real and legitimate.

"They are also shared by thousands of other people who want this issue to be resolved. It

is wrong that people should be condemned to a lifetime of misery when they want to die.

It is wrong that a good death should be denied to people in Paul's situation."

In response to the decision, Lamb said: "I am absolutely gutted by the decision. I was

hoping for a humane and dignified end. This judgment does not give me that. I will

carry on the legal fight – this is not just about me but about many, many other people

who are being denied the right to die a humane and dignified death just because the law

is too scared to grapple with these issues."

The British Humanist Association (BHA), which intervened in the case, said it was

disappointed at the decision and urged the government to help terminally ill or

incurably suffering people who want to die.

Andrew Copson, BHA's chief executive, said: "Brave individual after brave individual

has brought legal case after legal case in the face of their own incredible suffering to try

to secure the right to die with dignity.

"Their determination is inspiring and we will support them right up until the end, but

they really shouldn't have to be doing this at all. They represent the majority of over

80% of the British public that supports their fight and it is parliament and government

who should be putting the work in on changing the law – not people who have already

suffered enough.

"This is the most important bioethical issue of our time and the lack of legal or political

progress in the face of massive public demand and a knock-down moral argument in

favour of change is a standing rebuke to our view of ourselves as a civilised and humane

society."

Jane Nicklinson said: "As a family we are hugely disappointed with the judgment but it

will not stop us. We will carry on with the case for as long as we can so that others who

find themselves in a position similar to Tony don't have to suffer as he did. Nobody

deserves such cruelty."

Responding to the appeal court's ruling that the DPP's guidelines should be reviewed,
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Keir Starmer, QC, the director of public prosecutions, said: "While I respect the carefully

considered judgment of the court of appeal, I think it would be sensible for the CPS, if

possible, to have the benefit of the views of the supreme court before any amendments

are made to the DPP's Guidelines in this important and sensitive area of the law."
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A marmoset is subjected to experiments at a primate research facility in England. Photograph: Graeme Robertson for

the Guardian

The number of scientific procedures carried out in Britain on animals rose by 8% in

2012, compared with the previous year, according to figures published by the Home

Office on Tuesday.

The overall rise in use of animals comes despite the government's pledge to reduce their

use in scientific research.

The number of procedures broke through four million for the first time, and animal

welfare campaigners condemned the increase.

In a statement the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals called the

latest numbers alarming and said it was a wake-up call to all involved to find ways to

Research on animals in UK rises by 8%
to exceed 4m procedures
RSPCA among animal welfare groups condemning boost as

Home Office data reveal tally, including 22% rise in primate use

Alok Jha, science correspondent
The Guardian, Tuesday 16 July 2013 21.03 BST
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replace and reduce the use of animals in research.

Gavin Grant, the RSPCA's chief executive, said of GM animals, which now account for

more than 50% of procedures: "It's often stated that many procedures are simply [to do

with] breeding animals. Let's be clear, breeding relates to the procedures used to create

genetically altered animals, for example, hormone injections and surgery to implant

embryos.

"Large numbers of animals also lose their lives as part of the process. All of these

present very serious ethical and welfare issues, quite apart from the fact that when born,

genetically altered animals may experience painful or distressing side-effects that can be

hard to predict."

Judy MacArthur Clark, head of the Home Office's Animals in Science Regulation Unit,

said that the 8% overall rise might sound dramatic: "But we know, within that, there's

been a significant increase in the breeding of genetically altered animals and this [is]

primarily mice and fish. That's a 22% increase that takes it up to nearly 2m animals in

that category."

The number of procedures on animals in research rose by 317,200 to 4.11m last year,

largely due to rising use of genetically modified animals, most of these being mice.

The number of non-human primates used in research was also up by 545 in 2012, a rise

of 22%.

The number of procedures is higher than the number of animals used in UK laboratories

because the breeding of a GM animal, for example, counts as a procedure in itself and an

individual animal can undergo several procedures during the course of a research

project.

Excluding the figures for breeding GM animals, MacArthur Clark said that there had

been a 2% drop in the overall number of procedures carried out in 2012, compared with

2011. She also said that no animals had been used to test household products, cosmetics

or tobacco, in the previous year.

The number of mice accounted for 74% of the animals used in 2012. Fish accounted for

12% of the total, rats were 7% and the bird tally came to 4%.

MacArthur Clark said that the rise in non-human primates was due to their use in

pharmaceutical research and development, particularly development of "biologicals".

As opposed to pharmaceuticals, which are small molecules made by chemical synthesis,

biologicals are complex compounds – such as monoclonal antibodies, gene products or

stem cell treatments – that are tested in animals which have immune systems
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supposedly close to those of humans. Well-known biologicals in use included the

anti-cancer drugs Herceptin and Avastin.

Kieran Breen, director of research and innovation at the research group Parkinson's UK,

said: "One of the key points for me is the increase in the number of genetically modified

animals. These represent the next generation of tools to understand complex conditions

such as Parkinson's.

"The development of these models, which much more accurately reflect the condition,

are vital for the development of new therapies."

Wendy Jarrett, chief executive of Understanding Animal Research, a group that backs

research using animals, said

"Even 10 years ago a treatment for Duchenne muscular dystrophy or for motor neurone

disease, looked an impossible dream. Now we are trialling treatments in humans that

[were] developed using genetically modified mice.

"A huge amount of scientific, medical and veterinary research is done without the use of

animals – and indeed it is illegal to use an animal if an alternative can be used instead –

but in some cases we still need to use animals if we want to find the medical and

veterinary treatments of tomorrow."

© 2013 Guardian News and Media Limited or its affiliated companies. All rights reserved.
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Their similarity to humans makes chimpanzees 'uniquely valuable', said NIH director Francis S Collins, but also

demands greater justification for use. Photograph: Getty

The US National Institutes of Health, the world's largest funder of biomedical research,

has announced it is to "substantially reduce" the use of chimpanzees in the research it

funds.

The decision comes after an Institute of Medicine (IOM) report concluded that most

research using the apes is "unnecessary".

"Americans have benefited greatly from the chimpanzees' service to biomedical

research, but new scientific methods and technologies have rendered their use in

research largely unnecessary," said NIH director Francis S Collins.

"Their likeness to humans has made them uniquely valuable for certain types of

US pledges to reduce use of
chimpanzees in scientific research
New methods and technologies have rendered chimpanzees in

research largely unnecessary, says National Institutes of Health

Kara Moses
theguardian.com, Wednesday 26 June 2013 18.50 BST

US pledges to reduce use of chimpanzees in scientifi... 1 o 3

http://www.theguardian.com/science/2013/jun/26/u... 25.09.13 01:29



research, but also demands greater justification for their use. After extensive

consideration with the expert guidance of many, I am confident that greatly reducing

their use in biomedical research is scientifically sound and the right thing to do."

A small number of chimpanzees will be retained, but not bred, for future research that

meets IMO criteria. NIH chimp research projects not meeting the criteria will be wound

down, and the majority of NIH chimpanzees deemed "unnecessary" will be retired to

federal sanctuaries. Some of the recommendations made by the IMO were rejected, such

as the amount of living space needed – 93 square metres per chimpanzee – due to "lack

of scientific consensus".

The move follows recent proposals by the US Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) to list all

chimpanzees as endangered following a legal petition from a coalition of organisations.

Currently, wild chimpanzees are listed as "endangered" on the US Endangered Species

Act, but captive chimps' "threatened" status offers them less protection and allows them

to be used for research, entertainment and pets.

Reclassification would mean stricter regulations around use of the apes, affecting both

NIH- and privately funded research, meaning further revisions to NIH policy may be

needed when a final decision on classification is made.

The US is the only remaining nation in the developed world that still uses great apes as

research subjects, though the use of monkeys is still common in the US, Europe and

many other parts of the world.

Dr Allyson J Bennett, a spokesperson for animal research advocacy group Speaking of

Research and a developmental psychobiologist who uses non-human primates, said that

animal research remains an important part of scientific discovery and new

understanding that improves both human and animal health.

"We welcome the NIH proposals to reduce the number of chimpanzees in experiments

while still ensuring a small number are available for lifesaving research," she said. "We

hope that the implementation of the IOM proposals ensures a high standard of

long-term care for the chimpanzees, both in research and retirement facilities."

Anti-vivisection groups have expressed disappointment that some chimps will be

retained. BUAV chief executive Michelle Thew said that while the animal rights group

welcomes the NIH announcement, it is "extremely disappointed that up to 50

chimpanzees will be 'retained' and remain available for future research requests. The

psychological and physical harm to the animals, and the scientific ineffectiveness of

their use in experiments demonstrate that there should be a total ban on the use of

chimpanzees in research."
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Dr. Clea F. Rees Reading Epicurus

Please read the following excerpt from a letter by Epicurus (1926a).

Become accustomed to the belief that death is nothing to us. For all good and
evil consists in sensation, but death is deprivation of sensation. And therefore
a right understanding that death is nothing to us makes the mortality of life
enjoyable, not because it adds to it an infinite span of time, but because it takes
away the craving for immortality. For there is nothing terrible in life for the
man who has truly comprehended that there is nothing terrible in not living. So
that the man speaks but idly who says that he fears death not because it will be
painful when it comes, but because it is painful in anticipation. For that which
gives no trouble when it comes, is but an empty pain in anticipation. So death,
the most terrifying of ills, is nothing to us, since so long as we exist, death is not
with us; but when death comes, then we do not exist. It does not then concern
either the living or the dead, since for the former it is not, and the latter are no
more.

But the many at one moment shun death as the greatest of evils, at another
yearn for it as a respite from the evils in life. But the wise man neither seeks
to escape life nor fears the cessation of life, for neither does life offend him nor
does the absence of life seem to be any evil. And just as with food he does not
seek simply the larger share and nothing else, but rather the most pleasant, so he
seeks to enjoy not the longest period of time, but the most pleasant.

And he who counsels the young man to live well, but the old man to make a
good end, is foolish, not merely because of the desirability of life, but also because
it is the same training which teaches to live well and to die well. Yet much worse
still is the man who says it is good not to be born, but

“once born make haste to pass the gates of Death.” [Theognis, 427]
For if he says this from conviction why does he not pass away out of life? For

it is open to him to do so, if he had firmly made up his mind to this. But if he
speaks in jest, his words are idle among men who cannot receive them.

References

Epicurus. 1926a. ‘Letter to Menoeceus, from Epicurus.’ In The Extant Remains.
Oxford: Oxford University Press/Clarendon. Accessed September 27, 2012.
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. 1926b. The Extant Remains. Oxford: Oxford University Press/Clarendon.
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§2 Killing & Letting Die
Is killing worse than letting die?





‘The Trolley Problem’
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Thomson’s ‘The Trolley Problem’ (1985) and
is included in this booklet.

Thesis

1. What is Thomson’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘The Trolley Problem’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘The Trolley Problem’. Your explanations should reflect Thom-
son’s use of the terms.

The Puzzle

3. What puzzle is Thomson trying to solve?

Argumentation

4. What solutions does Thomson reject?
5. What reasons does she give for rejecting each of these solutions?
6. How does her discussion of these solutions contribute to Thomson’s defence

of her own solution?
7. What solution does Thomson endorse and what reasons does she give for

accepting this solution?
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Evaluation

8. What is the single strongest objection to Thomson’s argument?
9. How might Thomson reply to this objection?

10. What is the greatest strength of Thomson’s argument?
11. What is the most significant weakness of Thomson’s argument?

Discussion

12. Moral philosophers may enjoy intellectual sparring over trolleys and transplants
but why should the rest of us care?

References

Thomson, Judith Jarvis (1985). ‘The Trolley Problem’. In: The Yale Law Journal
94.6 (May 1985), pp. 1395–1415. JSTOR: 796133.
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‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Rachels’s ‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’
(1975) and is included in this booklet.

Thesis

1. What is Rachels’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’. Your explanations should
reflect Rachels’s use of the terms.

Argumentation

3. What reasons does Rachels give in support of his main thesis in each of his
initial three arguments?

Rachels uses an analogy involving Smith and Jones to support his third argument.
(See figure 1.)

4. How is the analogy involving Smith and Jones supposed to support Rachels’s
third argument?

5. What objections does Rachels consider to his third argument?
6. How does Rachels respond to those objections?
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Philosophers often use arguments by analogy. For example:

1. A child starving on your doorstep is relevantly
similar to a child starving thousands of miles
away.

2. In the case of a child starving on your doorstep,
you should give the child something to eat.

3. Contributing to famine relief (in the case of a
child starving thousands of miles away) is relev-
antly similar to giving the child something to eat
(in the case of a child starving on your doorstep).

4. In the case of a child starving thousands of miles
away, you should contribute to famine relief.

1. ♠ is relevantly sim-
ilar to ♥.

2. In the case of ♠,
one ought to ♣.

3. ♦ (in the case of ♥)
is relevantly similar
to ♣ (in the case of
♠).

4. In the case of ♥,
one ought to ♦.

An argument by analogy with schema illustrating the argument’s structure.

Figure 1: Arguments by analogy

7. Identify each argument attributed by Rachels to those opposed to his main
thesis.

8. How does Rachels respond to each of these arguments?

Evaluation

9. Is Rachels’s argument a good one? Why or why not?

References

Rachels, James (1975). ‘Active and Passive Euthanasia’. New England Journal of
Medicine 292, pp. 78–80.
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§3 Abortion
Rights, locations & persons





‘A Defense of Abortion’
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Thomson’s ‘A Defense of Abortion’ (1971) and
is included in this booklet.

Thesis

1. What is Thomson’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘A Defense of Abortion’?

Argumentation

Thomson uses a variety of different analogies1 in her article.

2. Identify each of the analogies used by Thomson in the assigned extracts.
3. What claim is each analogy supposed to establish?

Thomson sometimes changes an analogy in order to produce a new variant in
support of a further claim.

4. Where appropriate, identify these variants and the claims they are intended
to support.

These analogies contribute to the case Thomson builds for her main thesis.

5. What reasons does Thomson give in support of her main thesis?
6. What objections does Thomson consider?
7. How does Thomson respond to those objections?

1For information about analogies and their use in arguments, see questions on Rachels.
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Evaluation

8. What is the single strongest objection to Thomson’s argument?
9. How might Thomson reply to this objection?

10. Is Thomson’s argument a good one? Why or why not?

References

Thomson, Judith Jarvis (1971). ‘A Defense of Abortion’. In: Philosophy and Public
Affairs 1.1, pp. 47–66. JSTOR: 2265091.



Hard copy includes Thomson’s ‘A Defense of Abortion’ (1971).





‘Abortion, Intimacy, and the Duty to Gestate’

Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Little’s ‘Abortion, Intimacy, and the Duty to
Gestate’ (1999) and is included in this booklet.

Thesis

1. What is Little’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Abortion, Intimacy, and the
Duty to Gestate’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for un-
derstanding ‘Abortion, Intimacy, and the Duty to Gestate’. Your explanations
should reflect Little’s use of the terms.

Argumentation

3. How would Little evaluate the usefulness of the analogies1 Thomson uses in
‘A Defense of Abortion’ (Thomson 1971)?

4. What common problem does Little identify with both sides of the abortion
debate in the United States? Why is it a problem?

1For information about analogies and their use in arguments, see questions on Rachels.
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We have seen that philosophy is concerned with arguments and with evalu-
ating them i.e. with deciding whether they are any good. By now, you probably
have an intuitive sense of what arguments are and the sorts of considerations
relevant to evaluating them. We now introduce some terminology to capture our
intuitive sense of what arguments are and what makes them good or bad.

An argument is a set (or group) of sentences. One of the sentences is
the conclusion of the argument and the other sentences are premises2. The
premises are supposed to support the conclusion. The conclusion is the claim
the argument is trying to convince you of.

Figure 1: Arguments, premises & conclusions

As noted above, we are interested in the argument(s) which Little gives in support
of the thesis you identified in (1). This means identifying the arguments’ premises
and understanding how those premises are supposed to support their conclusions.
(See figure 1.)

5. What premises does Little’s argument rely on?

The conclusion of this argument should be the main thesis you identified in (1).

6. How are Little’s premises supposed to support her conclusion?
7. What objections does Little consider, and how does she respond to them?

Evaluation

8. What is the single strongest objection to Little’s argument, and how could
Little best reply to it?

9. Is Little’s argument a good one? Why or why not?

Further Reflection

10. Read the information on menstrual extraction in figure 2. Is this a ‘powerful
example of medical research done by women on and for ourselves’? If so, what
is its significance?

11. A similar example to that discussed in question 10 involves Jane (Parsons
1979). Jane was a feminist organisation operating in Chicago between 1969
and 1973. Jane moved from providing an abortion counselling and referral

2Technically, an argument can have zero or more premises but we will not be concerned about
arguments with zero premises for now.
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Menstrual Extraction
In the early 1970s, self-help groups at the Feminist Women’s Health
Center in Los Angeles and elsewhere developed a technique using a
small flexible plastic cannula to remove the lining of the uterus at
about the time that the menstrual period is due. Women practiced
on each other in order to develop safe instruments and techniques.
Menstrual extraction is done on an experimental research basis by
women in advanced self-help groups; it cannot be obtained at a
medical facility.

Menstrual extraction also helps women avoid the discomfort of a
menstrual period, provides information about menstruation, and
enables women to learn basic health care skills. A very early
pregnancy, if present, would probably be removed along with the
lining of the uterus.

We need to do more research before we can know whether frequent
extraction of the uterine lining creates any long-term or delayed
health problems, although there is no evidence of any so far. Several
aspects of the techniques developed for menstrual extraction have
been incorporated into medical practice for early abortion with
flexible cannulas.

Internationally, a similar technique, called menstrual regulation
(MR), is used in developing countries — throughout Latin America,
in Asia, in many African countries, and on a limited basis in the
Middle East. MR has dramatically reduced the complication rate in
countries in which abortion is unsafe because it is either inaccessible
or illegal.

Women in the U.S. who do ME consider it to be legal — a home
health care technique. They do not see themselves as performing
abortions, since no medical diagnosis of pregnancy has been made.
ME has not been challenged in court, and it is difficult to say what
would happen if a suit were to be brought under current abortion
laws or those governing the practice of medicine.

Menstrual extraction is a powerful example of medical research
done by women on and for ourselves. (The Boston Women’s Health
Book Collective 1998, p. 391)

Figure 2: extract from Our Bodies, Ourselves for the New Century
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service to working directly with illegal abortionists. As they did so, the women
involved began assisting with abortions. Eventually, they were performing all
abortions themselves. Jane provided approximately 12,000 illegal abortions
to women on a sliding scale through a determinedly non-hierarchical service.
Any woman could play any role in the service and women using the service
were encouraged to take an active role in their own care. Does Jane reflect
a specifically feminist approach to women’s needs? Jane closed shortly after
abortion became legal throughout the United States. What should feminists
be doing in our society today?

12. What ethical position should feminists take on abortion? Is this position any
different from the one non-feminists should take?
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§4 Moral Community & Moral Status
Who is morally equal?
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Products 
of Slavery

There are at least 12.3 million people, both children and adults, working in forced labour, a modern form of slavery.

The U.S. Department of Labor’s study found a high incidence of forced labour being used in 29 countries to produce 50 

products. Anti-Slavery International aims to raise awareness of the problem of forced labour, to encourage consumers to ask questions
and to call upon companies to join efforts towards its eradication.

Forced labour is a worldwide phenomenon. The absence of 
countries or products in this graphic does not necessarily 
reflect the absence of forced labour. Conversely, the inclusion 
of a product does not automatically mean it is produced only 
by workers in conditions of forced labour. The variety of goods 
in a particular country does not reflect the scale of forced 
labour in that country.

This graphic does not intend to invite the boycott of specific 
goods or countries. Boycotts can undermine the economy of 
an already poor country and hurt those in slavery-like 
conditions as well as those employers who are not exploiting 
their workers. Anti-Slavery International takes decisions to 
call for boycotts very carefully.

Forced labour is defined as “
”

8 countries 6 countries 6 countries 5 countries

Four major industries deploying forced labour

                                                  all work or service 
which is exacted from any person under the menace 
of any penalty and for which the worker does not 
offer himself or herself voluntarily.

Anti-Slavery International is the only charity 
in the United Kingdom working exclusively 
against slavery and related abuses and is 
the leading organisation in this field.

Anti-Slavery International
The Stableyard, Broomgrove Road, London SW9 9TL
Tel: +44 (0)20 7501 8920 
Registered charity no: 1049160

Data source
The United States Department of Labor (2009) ’Goods Produced by Child Labor or Forced Labor’

http://www.dol.gov/ilab/programs/ocft/PDF/2009TVPRA.pdf
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www.antislavery.org/workingwithbusiness/

Turkmenistan 

www.antislavery.org
Find out how you can join the fight for freedom at:

Anti-Slavery International  The Stableyard  Broomgrove Road  London  SW9 9TL  Tel: +44 (0)20 7501 8920  Fax: +44 (0)20 7738 4110  Email: info@antislavery.org 
registered charity no: 1049160

Anti-Slavery International is the only charity in the United Kingdom working exclusively against slavery and related abuses, and is the leading organisation in this field. 
With your help we work at local, national and international levels to eliminate the systems of slavery around the world. By working with local partners we investigate and report on slavery and promote action to eliminate this abuse. 

‘Indra’ was trafficked from Sri Lanka to the UK to work in domestic service. Her employer took
her passport so she was unable to leave and refused to pay her anything for her work. 

Many migrant workers are trafficked to their country of work and forced to harvest crops on farms.

60 year old Shyari’s hands are bound in cloth in an attempt to protect them against the bricks
she has to shift for twelve hours a day.
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being forced to work
for little or no pay

under the threat 
or use of violence 

and denied your
basic dignity?

Slavery: past and present



‘What is Wrong with Slavery?’
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Hare’s ‘What is Wrong with Slavery?’ (1979)
and is included in this booklet. If you are unfamiliar with utilitarianism, you may
wish to consult figure 1 before tackling Hare’s paper.

Thesis

1. What is Hare’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘What is Wrong with Slavery?’

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘What is Wrong with Slavery?’ Your explanations should reflect
Hare’s use of the terms.

The Challenge

3. What objection to utilitarianism (figure 1) is Hare responding to in this
paper? How is this objection supposed to work?

Argumentation

4. What premises1 does Hare’s argument for the thesis you identified in (1) rely
on?

1See handout on Little for an explanation of premises, conclusions and arguments.
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Utilitarianism

Utilitarianism is the view that the right choice is whichever of the
available options will maximise utility.
‘Utility’ refers to happiness. In particular, maximising utility involves
maximising happiness and minimising suffering in the world.
Everyone’s utility counts equally so the right choice might be one which
makes you, personally, very unhappy. Your happiness counts just as
much, but no more than, the happiness of others. The same is true
of the happiness of your nearest and dearest, of serial killers and of
members of undiscovered indigenous peoples.

Figure 1: Utilitarianism

The conclusion of Hare’s argument should be the thesis you identified in (1).

5. How are Hare’s premises supposed to support his conclusion?
6. What is the overall logical structure of Hare’s argument?
7. What objections does Hare consider, and how does he respond to them?

Evaluation

8. What is the single strongest objection to Hare’s argument, and how could
Hare best reply to it?

9. Is Hare’s argument valid? (See figure 2.) Why or why not?
10. Is Hare’s argument sound? (See figure 3.) Why or why not?

Reflection

11. Does Hare answer the challenge you identified in (3) successfully?
12. What is wrong with slavery?

References
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Intuitively, a good argument needs two things:
(i) good logic/reasoning i.e. the premises should support the conclusion;
(ii) good premises i.e. the premises should be true.

Philosophers use the terms valid and invalid to describe the quality of an
argument’s logic. An argument is valid if, and only if, the conclusion
follows from the premises. That is, it is not possible for the premises to all
be true and the conclusion false. In other words, if the premises are all true
then the conclusion must be true as well. An argument is invalid if, and
only if, it is not valid.

Here are two examples:

1. Purple mice discuss
Descartes daily.

2. If purple mice discuss
any philosopher daily,
they must be super-
intelligent aliens.

3. Descartes is a philo-
sopher.

4. Purple mice must be
super-intelligent aliens.

Exhibit A: A valid argument.

1. A child starving on your doorstep is relevantly
similar to a child starving thousands of miles
away.

2. If a child is starving on your doorstep, you
should give the child something to eat.

3. Contributing to famine relief (in the distance
case) is relevantly similar to giving the child
something to eat (in the doorstep case).

4. If a child is starving thousands of miles away,
you should contribute to famine relief.

Exhibit B: Another valid argument.

Clearly, validity is not enough. Exhibit A is valid but obviously rubbish!
Nonetheless, validity is one important part of what makes an argument good. It
captures the first of the two conditions — item (i) — identified above.

Figure 2: Validity
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We noted previously that validity is not enough to make an argument a good
one because it captures only one of the two conditions a good argument must
satisfy. We need a term which takes account of both conditions if we are to
capture what makes an argument good.

Philosophers use the terms sound and unsound to describe the overall
quality of an argument. An argument is sound if, and only if, it is valid
and all its premises are true. An argument is unsound if, and only if, it is
not sound.

So an argument can go wrong in two different ways:
(i) An argument may be unsound because it is invalid.

i.e. The logic is bad — the conclusion doesn’t follow from the premises.
(ii) An argument may be unsound because one (or more) of the premises

is false.
On the one hand, if you can show either that an argument is invalid or that

one of its premises is false, you’ve shown it is unsound. An unsound argument
gives you no reason, by itself, to accept its conclusion.

On the other hand, the conclusion of a sound argument is true. If the
conclusion is false, there must be something wrong with the argument.

So if you think an argument’s conclusion is false but the argument seems
sound, you need to rethink!

Figure 3: Soundness



Hard copy includes Hare’s ‘What is Wrong with Slavery?’ (1979).



Is speciesism just another form of prejudice?



‘Speciesism and Moral Status’
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Singer’s ‘Speciesism and Moral Status’ (2009)
and is included in this booklet.

Thesis

1. What is Singer’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Speciesism and Moral Status’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘Speciesism and Moral Status’. Your explanations should reflect
Singer’s use of the terms.

Argumentation

3. What role do the examples discussed in ‘Cognitive Abilities in Humans and
Animals’ play in Singer’s argument (568–570)?

4. Singer considers three types of argument for the thesis that all humans have
equal moral status far exceeding that of any non-human animal (571–574).
Explain each of these arguments and Singer’s objections to them.

5. What premises1 does Singer’s argument for the thesis you identified in (1)
rely on?

1See handout on Little for an explanation of premises, conclusions and arguments.
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The conclusion of Singer’s argument should be the thesis you identified in (1).

6. How are Singer’s premises supposed to support his conclusion?
7. What is the overall logical structure of Singer’s argument?
8. What objections does Singer consider, and how does he respond to them?

Evaluation

9. What is the single strongest objection to Singer’s argument, and how
could Singer best reply to it?

10. Is Singer’s argument valid2? Why or why not?
11. Is Singer’s argument sound3? Why or why not?

Reflection

12. Do you agree that
. . . if it happens that one of you is an alien who has cleverly disguised yourself in a
human shape, but you are capable of understanding this argument, I am talking to
you just as I am talking to members of my own species. In important respects, I
have much more in common with you than I do with someone who is of my species
but, because he or she is profoundly mentally retarded, has no capacity for verbal
communication with me at all. (573)

13. Assume for a moment that Singer is right. If we accept his thesis, how should
we alter out treatment of (i) human beings who meet the criteria for ‘profound
mental retardation’ (569–570); (ii) great apes such as Koko; (iii) dogs such as
border collies; (iv) grey parrots such as Alex; (v) pigs; (vi) dolphins; (vii) cats;
and (viii) salmon? Are different answers possible here?

14. How should we treat each of the groups listed in (13)?

References

Singer, Peter (2009). ‘Speciesism and Moral Status’. In: Metaphilosophy 40, pp. 567–
581.

2See handout on Hare for an explanation of validity.
3See handout on Hare for an explanation of soundness.



Hard copy includes Singer’s ‘Speciesism and Moral Status’ (2009).





§5 Varieties of Deception
Is misleading with the truth morally better than lying?





‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’ vs. ‘Liar!’

Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

There are two key readings for this week. The first is Saul’s ‘Just Go Ahead
and Lie’ (2012) and the second is Webber’s ‘Liar!’ (forthcoming). Both readings
are included in this booklet.

These readings are both from Analysis which specialises in publishing short,
concise contributions to philosophical debate. While the journal’s articles have the
virtues of clarity and conciseness, their brevity can pose a challenge for readers less
familiar with the philosophical issues they discuss. In preparing for class, focus
on getting as clear as possible about each author’s argument. You may wish to
postpone the questions concerning comparison and evaluation until after we discuss
the readings in class.

1. ‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’
Thesis

1.1. What is Saul’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

1.2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’. Your explanations should reflect
Saul’s use of the terms.
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The Puzzle

1.3. What puzzles Saul (3)? Why is it puzzling?

Argumentation

1.4. What claim is the example of Frieda and George intended to establish (3)?
1.5. Saul considers the idea that the deceived’s greater responsibility for her own

deception in the case of mere deliberate misleading makes this form of deceiving
a lesser wrong than lying (4–5). How does Saul respond to this argument?

1.6. What role does the mugging analogy1 play in the response mentioned in (1.5)?
1.7. What other arguments does Saul consider for the greater wrongness of lying

(5–6)? How does she object to them?
1.8. Why is the qualification defended in §4 important (7–8)?
1.9. What is the overall logical structure of Saul’s argument2?

Evaluation

1.10. Is Saul’s argument valid? Is it sound3? Why or why not?

2. ‘Liar!’
Our focus is primarily on Webber’s discussion of lying and mere deliberate

misleading. We will be less concerned with his claims about bullshit although I
would be happy to spend some time discussing this topic in class if people are
interested.

Thesis

2.1. What is Webber’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Liar!’ (You may find it easiest
to express Webber’s conclusion as a small number of closely related claims
rather than as a single statement.)

1For information about analogies and their use in arguments, see questions on Rachels.
2See handout on Little for an explanation of premises, conclusions and arguments. Recall that

clarifying the logical structure requires identifying the premises and the way in which they are
supposed to support the conclusion.

3See handout on Hare for an explanation of validity and soundness.
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Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2.2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘Liar!’ Your explanations should reflect Webber’s use of the
terms.

Argumentation

2.3. What role does the discussion of Paxman interviewing Howard play in Webber’s
argument?

2.4. Webber rejects several arguments for his thesis. What are they and why does
he reject them?

2.5. What is the overall logical structure of Webber’s argument?

Comparison

2.6. On what points do Webber and Saul agree?
2.7. What exactly does Webber disagree with Saul about, and why does he disagree?

Evaluation

2.8. Is Webber’s argument valid? Is it sound? Why or why not?
2.9. Webber argues that

Had the boy who cried wolf instead had his fun by merely implicating that there
were wolves, he would still have been able to communicate the later actual presence
of a wolf by explicit assertion. He would have had a greater chance, that is to say,
of avoiding his sheep being eaten by a wolf. (§3)

Do you agree? Why or why not?
2.10. Is either Saul or Webber correct about the relative ethical merits of lying and

mere deliberate misleading? Why or why not?

References
Saul, Jennifer (2012). ‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’. In: Analysis 72.1, pp. 3–9.
Webber, Jonathan (forthcoming). ‘Liar!’ In: Analysis.



Misleading isn’t always better!



Hard copy includes Saul’s ‘Just Go Ahead and Lie’ (2012).



Would the boy who cried wolf have done better merely to mislead his fellow villagers?



Hard copy includes Webber’s ‘Liar!’ (2013).





Katherine Lucas, The Owl and the Pussy Cat

§6 Love
Should you be loved for yourself alone or for your yellow hair?



Jen Russell Smith (Timballoo)



For Anne Gregory

Never shall a young man,
Thrown into despair
By those great honey-coloured
Ramparts at your ear,
Love you for yourself alone
And not your yellow hair.

But I can get a hair-dye
And set such colour there,
Brown, or black, or carrot,
That young men in despair
May love me for myself alone
And not my yellow hair.

I heard an old religious man
But yesternight declare
That he had found a text to prove
That only God, my dear,
Could love you for yourself alone
And not your yellow hair.

(WB Yeats)



Soderbergh’s Solaris (2002)
Top row from left to right: Rheya; Kelvin on Earth;

Second row: Gibarian; Space Station orbiting Solaris; Snow2, Rheya3, Kelvin, Gordon;
Third row: Rheya? & Kelvin; Rheya2 cast into space; Rheya3 & Kelvin;

Fourth row: Rheya2/3; Kelvin, Michael2;
Bottom: Solaris



‘Love, Loss, and Identity in Solaris’
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Grau’s ‘Love, Loss, and Identity in Solaris’
(forthcoming) and is included in this booklet.

Thesis

1. What is Grau’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Love, Loss, and Identity in
Solaris’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the terms which are important for
understanding ‘Love, Loss, and Identity in Solaris’. Your explanations should
reflect Grau’s use of the terms.

Argumentation

3. Which character’s perspective does Grau most strongly endorse, and why does
he endorse it?

4. What alternative conceptions of love does Grau consider and why does he
reject them?

5. What premises does Grau’s argument for the thesis you identified in (1) rely
on, and how are they supposed to support that conclusion?

At the end of the paper, Grau discusses an interpretation of the film’s ending based
on Parfit’s approach to identity.
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6. According to Grau, how does his view of ‘attachment and identity’ differ from
Parfit’s and how do the differences affect interpretation of the film’s final
scenes?

Evaluation

7. Is Grau’s argument (i) valid and (ii) sound1? Why or why not?

Reflection

8. Grau argues that
Kelvin’s descent into denial and fantasy involves not just mental illness but a
morally troubling attitude of disregard toward the memory of the woman he so
urgently claims to love. (111)

Is he correct about this?
9. Kelvin indeed seems confused if he truly believes Rheya3 can grant him

forgiveness for his treatment of Rheya. But suppose that Rheya had died
through no fault of Kelvin’s — perhaps she was killed in a tragic accident or
had a sudden heart attack. Could Kelvin genuinely love Rheya3 in that case
and, if so, would there be anything wrong with his doing so?

10. Suppose that you discovered that you will die several years before your partner
and, knowing your partner as you do, you realise that s/he will be devastated
by your death. Would it be an act of love to arrange for a replica of yourself
you2 to appear following your death?

References

Grau, Christopher (forthcoming). ‘Love, Loss, and Identity in Solaris’. Ed. by Susan
Wolf and Christopher Grau. Oxford: Oxford University Press. Chap. 5, 97–121.

1See handout on Hare for explanations of validity and soundness.



Hard copy includes Grau’s ‘Love, Loss, and Identity in Solaris’
(forthcoming).





Steve Bell, The Guardian, 10 June, 2013

§7 Terrorism & Civil Liberties
Should civil liberties be curtailed for the sake of security?



Top left: Jessamyn West (http:\\www.librarian.net), ‘Canary warrant’ for US libraries;
Top right: Lavabit, Silent Circle and Groklaw close following the Snowden revelations;

Second row: Opposing views;
Bottom row from left to right: UK protest; US library warning



‘Security and Liberty: The Image of Balance’

Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees

These questions include reminders of the material covered in the first class
which explained how to read philosophy.

Recall that we are concerned with the arguments which authors give for their
theses and that in order to evaluate a piece of philosophical writing, we need to
clarify both the claims the author is making and the reasons she gives in support
of those claims.

The key reading for this week is Waldron’s ‘Security and Liberty: The Image of
Balance’ (2003) and is included in this booklet.

Note that Waldron sketches several accounts of rights (196–199). Although
some explanation is provided, it is not detailed enough to do more than act as a
reminder for readers already familiar with these accounts. If you are not familiar
with them, you may wish to skip from the bottom of 196, where Waldron starts
discussing Nozick’s theory, to the first full paragraph on 199.

Thesis

You might find it helpful to start by thinking about what Waldron is not arguing
for in this article.

1. What is Waldron’s main thesis or conclusion in ‘Security and Liberty: The
Image of Balance’?

Terminology

Understanding a philosophical text often involves identifying specialist terminology
and ensuring that you understand how the author is using that terminology.

2. Identify and explain in your own words the most important terms for under-
standing ‘Security and Liberty: The Image of Balance’. Your explanations
should reflect Waldron’s use of the terms.
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Argumentation

3. Explain each of the four concerns Waldron raises (194–195).
4. What argument does Waldron give for the legitimacy and importance of each

of the concerns you identified in question 3?
5. How are each of the sub-arguments you identified in question 4 supposed to

support the thesis you identified in question 1?

Evaluation

You may wish to begin evaluating Waldron’s argument by considering the individual
validity and soundness of each of the sub-arguments you identified in question 4.

6. Is Waldron’s argument (i) valid and (ii) sound1? Why or why not?

Reflection

7. Can you think of examples to illustrate the four dangers you identified in
question 3?

Consider the recent revelations concerning the activities of US and UK intelligence
agencies2.

8. Should we be reassured by the energy, commitment and resourcefulness of
our intelligence agencies? Or do the revelations show that those agencies are
themselves a threat to us?

9. Are the actions of (i) Snowden and (ii) the Guardian justified?
10. How should we respond (i) collectively and (ii) individually?

References

Waldron, Jeremy J. (2003). ‘Security and Liberty: The Image of Balance’. Journal
of Political Philosophy 11.2, 191–210.

1See handout on Hare for explanations of validity and soundness.
2See http://www.theguardian.com/world/the-nsa-files for details.



Hard copy includes Waldron’s ‘Security and Liberty: The Image of
Balance’ (2003).


