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Teaching Statement

I adopt a skills-first approach to pedagogy (Walker 2021). That is, I believe
the main goal of an education in philosophy is to improve on certain skills—
e.g., how to develop clear and rationally persuasive arguments. And to learn a
skill, one must practice it. One cannot become a good violinist, swimmer, chef,
actor, or philosopher by merely listening to the relevant experts talk about
their skills and experiences. Practice makes perfect—or at least much better.
I see my primary role as that of a coach who gives students frequent feedback
as they practice the relevant philosophical skills. Ultimately, students will
have to put in the hard work to become better philosophical thinkers, readers,
and writers, but I will be there to encourage them to put in this hard work
in ways conducive to their long-term learning.

I spend most of a typical class having students practice, often col-
laboratively, the skills listed in the course syllabus’ learning objectives. My
favorite activity to organize is a think-pair-share variant on Earl’s (2014)
four-sentence philosophy papers. I have students work on a four-sentence
philosophy paper on their own. The first sentence is a thesis regarding the
relevant debate, the second thesis is an argument for this thesis, the third
sentence is an objection, and the fourth sentence is a reply to this objection. I
then have students comment on each others’ four-sentence philosophy papers
in small groups. Finally, I have class discussion on students’ four-sentence
philosophy papers. In my experience, this activity generates productive con-
versations and helps prepare students to write longer philosophy papers with
a transparent dialectical structure. It gives students a clearer sense of how
to organize a philosophy paper. We have all read—and once written—more
than enough poorly organized undergraduate philosophy papers. I believe
one reason for this observation is that students are often not taught how to
organize a longer philosophy paper. The four-sentence philosophy paper has
served well as part of my solution to this problem.

Another think-pair-share activity I like to run in class employs the
“Jigsaw” (Kilig 2008) technique. I will have, say, two different worksheets,
each of which revolves around a different key passage from an assigned
reading. Half of the students gets one worksheet; the other half gets the other
one. Students work alone before discussing their answers in small groups of
students with the same worksheet. Then, students pair up with students with
the other worksheet; any given student’s goal now is to teach their partner
about the passage their worksheet revolves around. Students are to be the
“experts” on their respective worksheet’s passage. Finally, we discuss the two
passages together as a class. This exercise gives students valuable practice
analyzing philosophical texts and explaining their main claim(s) clearly to
someone who may not be familiar with them. Perhaps most importantly,
however, this activity builds student confidence that they can—at least with

the help of a peer—interpret dense philosophical texts.
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Another advantage of prioritizing active learning is that it can help
make philosophy more relevant to students. Teachers can improve student
engagement and performance by demonstrating the course material’s rele-
vance (Hulleman 2010). I emphasize to students that practicing philosophical
skills will improve improve important soft skills, which may be useful in both
their personal lives and future professional careers.

Furthermore, I structure discussion so as to get students to see the
practical relevance of philosophical theories. For example, in an introductory
ethics course I taught at USC, I explained what (act) utilitarianism is and
then asked students what this moral theory’s implications are in various
situations. One fruitful scenario was when I asked them about utilitarianism’s
implications, if any, for donations to effective charities. I took this opportunity
to begin a think-pair-share activity. In class discussion, students largely agreed
that utilitarianism would require relatively wealthy people to donate a lot to
effective charities. Several students then developed potential objections to
utilitarianism. Discussion thrived because the students cared. The truth of
the matter here transparently had practical implications for how they, and
some people they know, should live.

In the spirit of giving students many opportunities to actively en-
gage with course material and to entrench philosophical skills, I give many
low-stakes assignments as opposed to just one or two major, high-stakes
assignments, such as final papers or exams. (In class, I also have students fre-
quently participate in ungraded activities, such as the previously mentioned
four-sentence philosophy papers and Jigsaw worksheets.)

I do assign long papers and exams. But these are complemented by less
intimidating assignments such as short papers and quizzes. This policy gives
students more opportunities to practice relevant skills. Furthermore, the use
of frequent, low-stakes assignments reduces student stress with respect to
traditionally high-stakes assignments. After all, not only have they gotten
more practice with the concepts and skills relevant to these big assignments,
these big assignments must now be weighted less heavily than they would be
if they were the only assignments. Relatedly, low-stakes assessments build
student confidence, clarify to students the instructor’s academic expectations,
and increase student retention (Meer & Chapman 2014). Frequent low-stakes
assignments contribute to a more inclusive classroom environment while
simultaneously giving students more opportunities to practice philosophical
skills.

In summary, my core pedagogical value is the promotion of philosophical
skills by means of active learning. Practicing philosophical skills, with feedback
from me and their peers, is what will most effectively promote students’
development of these skills. But students are not the only ones with room
for growth. Teaching is a never-ending journey, and I strive to continually

develop as a teacher so that I can best foster student learning.
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Diversity Statement
Depending on my mood, I either chuckle or cringe when I recall the memory

of being reprimanded for calling the professor by the title ‘Mister’, instead
of ‘Professor’ or ‘Doctor’, in the first class I took at college. I kind of just
showed up to college and had to play folk anthropologist to figure out the
social norms. My parents are refugees from the Vietnam War and had never
attended college, so I had not been taught the “hidden curriculum” (Alsubaie
2015), the typically unspoken social and academic norms college students are
expected to abide by. My personal struggles with the hidden curriculum—as
well as with being Asian in the United States and in Western academic
philosophy, which I describe in Nguyen (2020)—have led me to especially

relate to, and support, students from marginalized backgrounds.

Inclusive Teaching: High-Structure Course Design

To help these students succeed, I employ inclusive pedagogical practices. For
example, I create “high-structure courses” (Hogan and Sathy 2022, 32), in
which students are regularly held accountable for actively engaging with course
material. The goal is to impose transparent structure that will encourages
active learning conducive to achieving the course objectives.

Empirical evidence indicates that high-structure courses narrow the
academic gap between privileged and marginalized students (Hogan and
Sathy 2022, 38-41). For example, high-structure course design can halve
the gap in academic performance between white and Black students. High-
structure course design benefits all students by requiring everyone to regularly
engage in active learning. But it can especially benefit underserved students,
whose relevant skills have not been equally cultivated. For example, regular
practice writing philosophy papers will—due to diminishing marginal returns—
especially benefit students who have gotten less practice with such academic
writing in their past education. Moreover, high-structure courses cultivate a
growth mindset, for they presuppose that the relevant skills are ones that
can be developed over time with regular practice.

To implement high-structure course design, I require students to fre-
quently participate in group activities and discussions that practice relevant
philosophical skills, give low-stakes quizzes on assigned readings, provide
detailed paper prompts that explicitly communicate my expectations, and
provide detailed question pools for exams.

Furthermore, structure, as I understand it, includes transparency that
minimizes assumptions about what students already know. I unveil aspects
of the hidden curriculum relevant to my courses. To prevent mishaps like the
anecdote I began with, I make explicit on day one what to call me. I explain
what office hours are and why students should feel entitled to attend them. I
justify to students why I structure courses the way I do.

In my experience, students welcome, and thrive because of, additional

structure. As a result, fewer students find my expectations unclear or con-
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sider their grades arbitrary. I have also found that while students may notice
the greater workload, they do recognize that this regular practice efficiently

improves their philosophical abilities over the course’s duration.

Service to the Profession: Promoting Diversity in Philosophy
There are other pedagogical practices—e.g., diversifying syllabi, running
collaborative think-pair-share activities, and encouraging students to anony-
mously write questions on notecards that I answer later in class—that I use
to create an inclusive classroom environment. I am committed to fostering
an inclusive classroom. But I wish to emphasize that I also strive to promote
inclusivity within academic philosophy more generally. Much of my service
work speaks to this value.

As an undergraduate, I was one of the founders of Reed College’s Mi-
norities and Philosophy (MAP) chapter in 2016. There, I helped to organize
regular meetings in which philosophy majors could discuss their experiences
in philosophy in a welcoming environment. Between 2022 and 2025, I volun-
teered for USC’s MAP chapter’s undergraduate mentoring program, in which
graduate students individually mentor undergraduate students interested
in philosophy. During the 2024-2025 academic year, I was the organizer
of USC’s MAP chapter. During this time, I organized the undergraduate
mentoring program as well as various meetings where both graduate students
and undergraduates were invited to discuss their experiences with academic
philosophy, both at USC and more generally.

Furthermore, I have twice, in 2018 and 2019, helped organize the
Gathering of Philosophers in Southern California (GPS) workshop for un-
dergraduates at USC. In 2019, I was the graduate student chair for the
workshop’s organizing committee. GPS is a workshop for undergraduates
from marginalized groups. The USC faculty organizers and I aimed to better
prepare these students to apply to graduate schools in philosophy. During
this workshop, students see talks and discussion of work by philosophers
from underrepresented groups, as well as receive individual mentoring from
graduate students and professors. Concerning the 2019 GPS’s panel on diver-
sity in philosophy, one undergraduate participant reported they “really liked
the session because [they| never had the opportunities to ask these questions
that [they| asked in this session.” As the graduate student chair for the GPS
workshop’s organizing committee, I delegated various tasks—e.g., meeting
undergraduate participants one-on-one and speaking in graduate student
panels—to 16 graduate student volunteers from the philosophy department.
I also reviewed undergraduate applications and met with GPS’s faculty orga-
nizers in order to manage logistical details, such as the workshop’s schedule
and a list of graduate student volunteers. I had a rewarding experience with
GPS, and I hope to help organize future workshops promoting diversity in

our discipline.
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TEACHING RESUME

Teaching Awards

2022

Mentored Teaching Fellowship
Every year, 2 PhD students in USC’s philosophy department

are selected to teach an undergraduate course. I taught Ethics.

Teaching Development

2025

2024

2024

2021

2019

2018

Life Worth Living Graduate Fellows’ Workshop
A selective summer workshop on meaningful pedagogy held at
Yale University’s Divinity School.
AAPT Seminar on Teaching & Learning in Philosophy
A selective summer seminar on effective pedagogy in philosophy.
Advanced Practicum on Disciplinary Instruction
An advanced graduate seminar on teaching philosophy.

Advanced Teaching Seminar

An advanced graduate seminar on teaching philosophy.
Future Faculty Teaching Institute

A semester-long workshop on effective pedagogy held at USC.
Teaching Seminar

An introductory graduate seminar on teaching philosophy.

Teaching Repertoire

Introductory Introductory and Advanced
Business Ethics AT Ethics

Critical Thinking & Reasoning Colonialism & Self-Determination
Early Modern Philosophy Democratic Theory

Epistemology Ethics (Applied & Normative)
Introduction to Philosophy Feminist Ethics & Political Philosophy
Philosophy of Biology Formal Semantics & Pragmatics
Philosophy of Race Free Will & Moral Responsibility
Philosophy of Religion Justice

Philosophy of Science Logic

The Meaning of Life Metaphysics

Video Games & Philosophy Modal Logic & Metaphysics

Philosophy of Human Rights
Philosophy of Language

Philosophy of Law

Political Philosophy

Speech Acts & Spoken Harms

The Ethics of Self-Defense & Warfare

Click Here to Return to the Table of Contents 8


https://cet.usc.edu/services/mentored-fellows/
https://lifeworthliving.yale.edu/fellowship
https://philosophyteachers.org/teaching-learning-seminars-workshops/
https://cet.usc.edu/institutes/future-faculty-teaching-institute/

Anthony Nguyen-Teaching Portfolio Quantitative Summary of Evaluations

Quantitative Summary of Evaluations

Below, I summarize all available quantitative course evaluations for the

courses | have taught. For FSU evaluations, I used the mean of all 13 scores

concerning the course and instructor. For USC evaluations, I used the mean

of the 5 “learning experience” scores. For CTY Evaluations, I used the mean

of the 9-10 scores concerning “the quality of the instructor.”

FEvaluations as Instructor at FSU

Law

Course Term Mean Rating | #Students| #Evaluations
(out of 5) Completed

Introduction Spring 2026 | 4.55 45 36 (80.00%)

to Political

Philosophy

Philosophy Spring 2026 | 4.53 46 37 (80.43%)

of Human

Rights

Introduction || Fall 2025 4.45 59 51 (86.44%)

to Philosophy

Philosophy of || Fall 2025 4.33 48 35 (72.92%)

Evaluations as Instructor at USC

Course Term Mean Rating | #Students| #Evaluations
(out of 4) Completed

Ethics in the || Summer 2025 | 3.80 18 18 (100%)

215¢ Century

Reasoning and|| Spring 2024 | 3.77 5 5 (100%)

Argument B

Reasoning and|| Spring 2024 | 3.73 15 14 (93.3%)

Argument A

Ethics in the || Summer 2023 | 3.63 18 15 (83.3%)

215¢ Century

Ethics Spring 2023 | 3.85 31 30 (96.77%)

Evaluations as Instructor at Johns Hopkins CTY

Course Term Mean Rating | #Students| #Evaluations
(out of 5) Completed
Philosophy Summer 2022 | 4.70 9 2 (22.2%)
Mathematical || Summer 2021 | 4.47 11 8 (72.72%)
Proofs
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Selected Written Evaluations

On Active Learning and High-Structure Course Design

“The format of the course was really helpful as it allowed me to get into
a routine that I was comfortable with and helped me adjust to how we
were learning the content. I thought that by being able to learn the content
and review at the beginning of each class and then going over problems
by ourselves and then with peers was really helpful because I was able to
reinforce what I just learned immediately. I also really liked the ability to have
discussions and going over the quizzes in each class as going over those things
and having an open environment to ask any question was really encouraging

to my learning process.” (Reasoning and Argument B, USC, Spring 2024)

“4-sentence philosophy papers were great for helping us think and write
down our ideas. .. Very knowledgeable about the subject and allowed his
students to give their ideas (which I am sure helps with learning quite a bit)”
(Introduction to Political Philosophy, FSU, Spring 2026)

“Great structure. The pop quizzes were very effective in providing an incentive
to actually read. They also weren’t strict, and provided ample opportunity
to get credit for them. The readings were also fun and the perfect length.”
(Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)

“One of the most valuable aspects of this course was the opportunity for group
discussions. Collaborating with classmates helped me engage more actively
with the material and encouraged deeper critical thinking. These discussions
were especially helpful for reviewing concepts before pop quizzes, as they

gave me a chance to clarify ideas and learn from different perspectives.’
(Philosophy of Law, FSU, Fall 2025)

“For me, I really learned to enhance my philosophical writing. His short essays
were really helpful for this, because I had so much to say but only had 400
words. That was a really good exercise for me in developing writing skills
like clarity and concision.” (Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)

“I feel like almost all aspects of the course were valuable, as they do build
on each other. I think its pretty great how right off the bat we could pretty
much apply what we learned [about logic| to English sentences” (Reasoning
and Argument A, USC, Spring 2024)

“The most valuable aspects of this course were the topics we discussed and
the debates we engaged in. I really loved the essays, and they really helped
me grow as a student.” (Ethics in the 21°¢ Century, USC, Summer 2025)

“T really appreciate how discussion based the class was and how obviously
Anthony tried to set us up for success.” (Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)
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On Fostering an Inclusive Classroom

“Anthony has by far been one of my favorite professors at USC. A lot of my
philosophy professors summarize the readings, but the way he outlines them
on his slides while we do this summary has been so helpful for me as a visual
learner. He makes the topics clear, interesting, and applicable to daily life.
Every assessment I felt had fair content and was graded fairly. Comments
he made were encouraging, even if they were pointing out a problem, which
only motivated me to work harder on enhancing my writing. More than that,
though, Anthony has made me feel so comfortable and heard in his classroom.
During my time at USC I've struggled with health issues—both physical
and mental—and there were some times where I felt my teachers either
didn’t believe me or didn’t believe the seriousness of the issue. Anthony
helped me get through this semester, and without his hearing me and being
accommodating I'm not sure I would have been able to. I'm more than

grateful. Thank you for an amazing semester!!” (Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)

“Anthony Nguyen’s. . . passion for teaching |has| created a strongly positive and
exciting atmosphere. .. He always sought to include everyone’s perspective
and created a classroom environment that was strongly equal, fair, and
diverse. . . His endless support, positivity, and dedication to our classroom
have given me a boost in confidence in my educational pursuits and a renewed
excitement to learn.” (Ethics in the 21%¢ Century, USC, Summer 2025)

“The most valuable aspect of the course was how empathetic and open the
instructors were during discussions. Anthony always took time to listen and
reiterate perspectives to better understand them, not invalidating claims or
statements.” (Ethics in the 21°t Century, USC, Summer 2025)

“Professor Nguyen always made sure to hear everyone’s opinions during
discussions, which made the class feel engaging and inclusive.” (Introduction
to Political Philosophy, FSU, Spring 2026)

“Professor Nguyen is one of the best professors I've ever had. You can tell he
genuinely cares about his students as people and wants us to succeed in the
class. He makes an effort to learn and remember every student’s name, and
gives multiple opportunities to obtain help if we need it. I've learned a lot in
this class and I feel like I also have a professor who has genuinely wanted me
to do well.” (Philosophy of Human Rights, FSU, Spring 2026)

“Prof Nguyen’s instructional methods may be my favorite out of every course
I've taken here at FSU. He communicates extremely well and lays out
expectations of students in a timely manner while also being available to
help. .. His Powerpoints are the best of any professor I've had here. They are
inform|altive, helpful, and easy to reference/access. .. He is awesome, and I
wish I could take another class of his!” (Philosophy of Law, FSU, Fall 2025)

Click Here to Return to the Table of Contents 11



Anthony Nguyen-Teaching Portfolio Selected Written Evaluations

On Promoting Student Engagement
“Prof. Nguyen is one [of] the best prof[s| I've had at USC. He definitely
encouraged me to take more philosophy courses as someone who is unsure

about declaring a minor in philosophy.” (Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)

“I think he will make an amazing teacher! For someone who was not enthused
to learn about ethics, he made this class super interesting and enjoyable and

was a great professor.” (FEthics, USC, Spring 2023)

“Originally this was just a credit filler for me but it’s quickly become my

favorite course.” (Reasoning and Argument A, USC, Spring 2024)

“I really liked having Anthony as a professor. He made a class that could have
easily been boring, fun, and exciting, by being passionate and considerate
with his teaching.” (Reasoning and Argument A, USC, Spring 2024)

“Literally one of the best professors I've ever had at USC. He was so full of
energy every class which was so greatly appreciated given the time of day
when everyone is naturally a little more low energy, he broke down super
complex theories into comprehensible examples and language, and he was
so so so helpful in feedback on assignments. I would give him 5/5 stars if I
could, such a helpful and patient teacher.” (Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)

“Professor Nguyen always explained the course content and the content we
were expected to learn from readings during lecture with enthusiasm and

clarity, making class and the content engaging.” (Ethics, USC, Spring 2023)

“The class was amazing. I thought the subject matter, as well as how it was
taught, was incredibly interesting. It made me think more about what I want
to do for my career.” (Ethics in the 215 Century, USC, Summer 2025)

“I enjoyed your class sooooo much!!! I’'ve never expected I would be sooo
excited about reading and learning. You made philosophy such an intriguing
thing. I really appreciate every activity you have organized for us.” (Ethics
in the 215t Century, USC, Summer 2025)

“This course was conducted excellently and strengthened an interest I already
had in philosophy. The teaching was outstanding, and the interactions with
the professor were both human and understanding. I truly loved taking this
class!” (Introduction to Philosophy, FSU, Fall 2025)

“You are one of the most influential teachers I've ever had in my entire life.
You’ve changed my perspective on many topics throughout these 4 weeks.
Thank you for this fun, interactive course.” (Ethics in the 215t Century, USC,
Summer 2023)

Click Here to Return to the Table of Contents 12
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FSU Classroom Observation Report

The next page contains a classroom observation report written by my teaching
mentor at FSU: Stephen Kearns. The report is based on a class visit he made
for an upper-division course I taught at FSU, Philosophy of Human Rights.
The assigned reading for that day’s class was Onora O’Neill’s “The Dark Side
of Human Rights.”

Click Here to Return to the Table of Contents 13



I observed Anthony Nguyen teach his Human Rights class in the Spring 2026 semester. To put
things briefly, I was extremely impressed with his teaching.

One thing which immediately stuck out was the extent to which Nguyen engaged the students in
activities and discussions. He started the class by displaying a question that the students had
earlier picked to discuss (the question concerned where to draw the line between the enforcement
of socioeconomic rights and imperialistic intervention). The students first mulled over the
question individually in silence before breaking into groups of three or four to talk about it
amongst themselves. Only then did Nguyen open up the question for class discussion.

This led to a healthy debate in which students offered different interpretations of the question,
proffered their own opinions, and utilized material that they had covered in previous classes (for
example, one student invoked the idea of a progressive realization policy, while another explored
the role NGOs might play).

All the while, Nguyen kept track of the discussion by writing major points on the white board,
connecting related ideas with arrows or the placement of the text. This focused the discussion
nicely, preventing it from getting unwieldy or straying into irrelevance.

After drawing the discussion to a close, Nguyen and the class dove into another (about O’Neill’s
work on socioeconomic rights and duties). Nguyen went through the same process as above, but
asked a wider range of questions. One question that particularly stood out concerned what the
students thought of O’Neill’s writing (was she clear? was the paper enjoyable to read? etc). As he
revealed afterwards, Nguyen did this to get the students thinking about their own work—their
papers should reflect the good qualities of the reading.

Nguyen then presented the students with a short multiple choice quiz on the O’Neill reading.
While some of the questions could be answered if one were paying close enough attention to the
discussions, others required that one had done the reading. This too helped ensure that students
remained engaged with the class.

Nguyen ended the class with a powerpoint outline of some of the major threads in O’Neill’s
thinking (including her skepticism of socioeconomic rights, her distinction between first-order
and second-order duties, the problem of allocation of resources, etc.), which prompted further
discussion.

The class was overall very nicely put together.

Stephen Kearns
Professor of Philosophy

Florida State University
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Classroom Recordings
Below are two classroom recordings from FEthics, an upper-division ethics

course I taught at USC in the Spring 2023 semester:

(1) Here is |a 10-minute snippet of a class on virtue ethics.| This video
showcases a standard lecture-discussion format. For this class meeting,
students had read Rosalind Hursthouse’s “Right Action,” a chapter
from her 2001 book On Virtue Ethics.

(2) Here is jan 8-minute snippet of a class on cultural excuses. This record-
ing showcases class discussion. The recording begins with the class
discussion portion of a think-pair-share activity. For this class meet-
ing, students had read Michele Moody-Adams’ 1994 paper “Culture,
Responsibility, and Affected Ignorance.”

Teaching Reference

Mark Schroeder

Professor of Philosophy
University of Southern California

maschroeQusc.edu
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Sample Course Materials

Sample Handouts and Worksheets
(Begins Next Page)
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Jigsaw Worksheet

Ethics in the 21% Century
Team A: Anca Gheaus’ “Basic Income, Gender Justice and the Costs of Gender-Symmetrical
Lifestyles”

“Research by Catherine Hakim shows that if cash is provided instead of services (for example,
home care allowances instead of services such as childcare), female preference patterns become
more polarized: more women become either career-oriented or home-oriented and fewer try to
adapt in order to combine home and career...In spite of sending the message that one’s social
value should not be entirely dependent on whether or not one holds paid employment,
introducing a BI [i.e., universal basic income] would lead to further public devaluation of care-
based lifestyles...A BI would result in improvements with respect to the ability to choose
between paid and unpaid work, as well as between different types of work. This consequence,
welcome in a world where men and women have equal bargaining powers and where preferences
are formed under structurally just circumstances, would in fact perpetuate the traditional
gendered division of labour resulting...in a drop of women’s participation in paid work. A BI
would, all things being equal, lower the costs for individuals to pursue their preferences. It is
precisely this feature...that should worry feminists. As long as most men will resent doing care
work as demeaning, tedious, and unimportant, or otherwise regard it a threat to their
masculinities, a BI will also perpetuate the devaluation of care. Thus, given the pressure that
social environments put on individuals, for the more gender conservative groups the existence of
a BI would raise the costs for individuals (of both sexes) to engage in gender-symmetrical
lifestyles...Gender-unjust norms would be more deeply entrenched” (Gheaus 3-5)

1. What is the main claim being argued for in this passage?

2. What are one or two of the most important premises/supporting statements?

3. Do you agree with the author’s argument? Why or why not?



Jigsaw Worksheet

Ethics in the 21 Century
Team B: Juliana Bidadanure “The Political Theory of Universal Basic Income”

“If political communities tend to avoid delivering benefits without conditioning them on work, it
is...because they believe that working is the recipients’ responsibility. Letting the idle benefit
from the hard working would be exploitative, and a system encouraging or enabling such free
riding would be deeply unfair. Rawls famously claimed that we should not design institutions to
subsidize those who decide to surf all day; if surfers want an income, they will have to use their
productive capacity...Those who genuinely choose idleness or unproductive activities cannot
expect those who have committed to doing productive work to subsidize their livelihood.
Responsibility is central to fairness, and it conflicts with the idea of UBI as a policy. This
concern has sometimes been described as the exploitation objection... [But] there are pragmatic
reasons to support UBI in an unjust society like ours. As mentioned above, the actual conditions
of employment are precarious and exploitative. In the abstract, we may find UBI unappealing on
the ground that justice requires a contribution from those able to participate—the value of
reciprocity. But then, we may scrutinize the actual state of the world of jobs and reconsider our
judgment. Jobs are characterized by much inequality. When we are forcing the worse off to work
in exchange for an income, we might be forcing them into jobs that are precarious, degrading,
dangerous, alienating, or pointless...Moreover, it seems difficult to claim that any formal job is a
more adequate form of reciprocation than activities outside the labor market that are sometimes
more useful or productive...One of the background conditions that need to be in place for the
value of reciprocity to apply is that different forms of participation must be recognized, including
care work and volunteering” (Bidadanure 489-490)

1. What is the main claim being argued for in this passage?

2. What are one or two of the most important premises/supporting statements?

3. Do you agree with the author’s argument? Why or why not?



Ethics in the 21% Century
Worksheet 1: Standards of Clarity, Accuracy, and Charity
Section A: Multiple Choice

Instructions: For each question below, please circle the letter corresponding to your answer. Only
pick one answer!

1. The following 4 sentences all say, roughly, the same thing. Which one is clearest?

Lying is morally wrong.

There exists some rather unassailable moral objections to lying that show lying is false.
Lying has the property, or feature, of being morally wrong.

People who lie do something that features immorality.
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2. The following 4 sentences all say, roughly, the same thing. Which one is clearest?

A. Truth is a desideratum of premises one should try to achieve when making arguments.

B. Persuasive argumentation involves, among other things, surely, the possession of truth in
said argumentation’s premises.

C. Premises that are true are needed for an argument to be persuasive.

D. Persuasive arguments have true premises.

3. The following 4 sentences all say, roughly, the same thing. Which one is clearest? Assume
that the reader has not heard of cultural relativism before.

Cultural relativism is true.

Relative to a culture, an action is permissible if that action is culturally acceptable.
Cultural relativists are right.

For any action, which we may call A, A has the property of being morally permissible
relative to a culture, which we may call C, if C has the feature of containing norms that
do not rule out the action A.
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4. Which of the statements is implied by cultural relativism (if cultural relativism is true)?

A. Cannibalism is morally permissible for anyone to do, relative to any culture.

B. If a culture’s dominant norms do not forbid murder, then murder is permissible in that
culture.

C. Cultures do not exist.
5. Which of the following two objections is most charitable to cultural relativism?

A. Cultural relativism says that we, here and now, cannot condemn slavery. That’s an
unacceptable result. So, cultural relativism is false.

B. Cultural relativism says that slavery is permissible relative only to pro-slavery cultures. If
that’s true, then we can—here and now—correctly condemn slavery, but people in past
pro-slavery cultures would be correct to disagree with us. That’s an unacceptable result.
So, cultural relativism is false.



Section B: What Could be Better? You Fix it!

Instructions: For each question below, rewrite the example sentences to improve them. Assume
for these questions that the reader already knows what cultural relativism is, so there is no need to
define it for them.

6. Rewrite the following sentence to make it clearer while retaining its overall meaning:

“Falsity is had by the thesis of cultural relativism.”

7. Rewrite the following 3 sentences to make them clearer while retaining the passage’s overall
meaning:

“To lie, under any conditions whatsoever, is impermissibility itself. That being said, cultural
relativists have to be accept the implication that lying is permissible under some
circumstances, relative to some cultures. As a consequence of these premises, it follows that
we must accept the truth in the statement that cultural relativism is not really true.”

8. Improve the following (deficient) statement of the “moral progress” objection to cultural
relativism. Make it clearer, as well as more accurate and charitable to cultural relativism.
(Hint: You should change the content of the following sentences to some extent. You’ll need
to keep in mind what the moral progress objection to cultural relativism is.)

“Under the assumption that cultural relativism is true, it follows at once that American society
was objectively better off in the past when women did not have voting rights. However, that’s
an unacceptable result. Surely, it is morally good that women gained voting rights in the US.
Therefore, cultural relativism is not true, but is instead a view possessing falsehood.”



PHIL 340: Tips for Writing Short Essays
Anthony Nguyen January 16, 2023

The Goal

¢ Your goal is to fully answer the prompt, in part by clearly developing
and persuasively defending an argument for some claim.

e Pretend that while your reader starts reading your short essay being Moreover, pretend that this reader is re-
sponsive to rational and logical argumen-

. . i tation. If you’ve been taught the rhetori-
your best argument for it. This reader, however, will need to be cal distinction between logos, ethos, and

very skeptical of your thesis, they are genuinely open to hearing out

rationally persuaded of your thesis. Your short essay is persuasive pathos, your reader is one who is most

. . . . responsive to logos.
insofar it convinces such a reader that you are right. P 8

Clear Writing

o Clarity is of the utmost importance in philosophical writing. You can
have the best argument ever, but if it is incomprehensible, then it is
completely worthless. If your reader can’t understand what you're
saying, it will definitely not (rationally) convince them.

e Clear writing is easy to understand. A smart 10th grader should be
able to read your essay in 2 minutes and get 90+% comprehension.

e Use short sentences. Use simple words. Use flowery or “fancy”
language sparingly, if at all. If you wouldn't say it, that’s a sign you
probably shouldn’t write it.

e The “deeper” it sounds, the more unclear it probably is. As much as
possible, stick to ordinary language.

e You also want to make the structure of your paper very clear. At There is no restriction against using the
first-person in philosophy papers! Just
K i . i make sure you hedge (e.g., “I believe
I am reading right now?” Use transition words like “therefore,” that”) sparingly and only when appro-

“furthermore,” etc. as appropriate. You may also explicitly state priate. “I claim,”I will argue,” and “I
object that” are totally fine.

no point should your reader be wondering “Why am I reading what

what you're doing, e.g., “I will now defend such-and-such premise.”

e Koons and Driver are good role models for clear philosophical writ-
ing. They are generally clear about what they are assuming, what
they are arguing for or against, and why they reach the conclusions
that they do.

Exposition and Thesis

e Every short essay will involve some exposition. That is, you must
describe the relevant background information: What are the views or



arguments your paper will discuss? What do they say? Why would
anyone be attracted to these views? Be clear, concise, and charitable.

Charity involves being fair to the philosophers you are engaging
with. Do not attack a strawman: That is, only attribute a view to a
philosopher if it really is something they are committed to.

Give a clear thesis statement early on into your short essay, probably
in your first paragraph. What is the main claim you will argue for?
Be explicit about what your thesis is. You may use the first-person
and write “I will argue that ...” or “My thesis is that ... ”

Only give just enough detail that answers the prompt and that an
uninformed reader would need to follow the arguments that follow.
Not too much, not too little. As you only have a maximum of 400
words in a short essay, you should delete sentences that don’t help
you answer the prompt. You might also try editing your sentences
to make them more concise while retaining their meaning.

Advancing an Argument

Ideally, you would advance an uncontroversially persuasive argu-
ment for your thesis. In practice, you will want to aim to get as close
as you possibly can to this ideal.

As much as possible, use premises that are uncontroversial and plau-
sible. If you need to use a controversial premise, argue for it.

After defending an argument for your thesis, you should consider
and reply to an objection. If done well, this will make your argu-
ment even more persuasive. But only consider objections that seem
promising and convincing.

Keep in mind that, in philosophy, quality and not quantity reigns
supreme. One solid and well-developed argument for a conclusion
is all you need. This is way better than five superficial, poorly devel-
oped arguments for a conclusion. Between carefully defending one
argument and briefly mentioning several, definitely take the former
route. This strategy is almost always better.

Concluding

® You don’t need a concluding paragraph! You are likely better off
using those words clarifying or defending your answer to the prompt.

e But if you have some words to spare and want to include a brief con-

cluding paragraph, a quick summary of your answer to the prompt
and of your arguments will suffice.

Especially since you only have 400 words
in short essays, you should avoid useless
“fluff” like “Since the beginning of time,
philosophers have debated X.” Get into
the relevant ideas and arguments ASAP.
Don’t waste your precious words on sen-
tences or tangents that don’t help you an-
swer the prompt well (i.e., clearly, accu-
rately, charitably, and persuasively).

Following this advice will help you to
avoid begging the question.

If you only consider obviously bad objec-
tions, it'll look like you're purposefully
trying to “pull a trick” and avoid hard ob-
jections. This will, ironically, make your
overall argument less persuasive.

Analogously, suppose we're engaging in
archery: One arrow hitting the target is
infinitely better than five arrows that all
miss the target. You only need one good
argument. Make it count; make it as
clear, unstoppable, irresistable, and un-
objectionable as possible.
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PHIL 340 Ethics: Final Paper Prompts

General Instructions

Your final paper must be between 2,500 and 3,000 words. You may choose one of the 3 prompts
provided below; if you do so, answer only one of them in your final paper. You may, if you choose
to, instead propose a different prompt to work on. Details about the procedure for proposing your
own prompt are detailed later, below the 3 prompts | offer.

Whichever prompt you end up working on, you must perform all of the following tasks:

e Explain the moral concepts, views, or arguments relevant to your prompt,

e Explicitly state your thesis,

e Argue for your thesis,

e Charitably consider and reply to 2 different reasonable objections against your thesis or
against your argument for it, and

e Citeat least 2 different philosophical texts (e.g., articles, books, or SEP/IEP online entries).
You must also cite at least one relevant assigned reading from this course. You may cite
philosophical texts not assigned in this course, but only if they help you address your
prompt. You may give in-text citations parenthetically or in footnotes; it is up to you. Your
in-text citations must provide an author last name and—if available—a page number. You
must include a bibliography, consisting of the texts you’ve cited, at the end of your final
paper. You can use any bibliography or citation format. But be sure to include at least an
author name, title, and publication year for each bibliography entry!

Deadline and Submission Details
The final paper is due at 11:59 PM on Friday, 4/7. Submit it through the course Blackboard.

Prompts
If you choose one of the 3 prompts given below, remember to only work on one!

1. Explain and contrastively evaluate act utilitarianism and Kant’s deontology. What are the
defining features of these two theories? Of these two theories, which one is more plausible?
Why?

2. Explain and contrastively evaluate rights-based deontology and virtue ethics. What are the
defining features of these two approaches to ethics? Of these two approaches, which one
is more plausible? Why?

3. Explain and evaluate Railton’s sophisticated consequentialism. What are its defining
features? Does it successfully resolve the alienation problem for act consequentialism?
Why or why not? Be sure to characterize the alienation problem and to provide some
plausible examples of it.



Instructions for Proposing an Original Prompt

If you want to work on a different prompt, you must propose your own prompt and get explicit,
written approval from me over email by the end of 3/24. | recommend brainstorming possible
prompt ideas with me beforehand (e.g., in office hours or over email.) There is no guarantee that
I’ll approve your first original prompt idea. So, it would be best to discuss possible prompt ideas
with me as soon as is possible—Ilong before 3/24. If your prompt is approved, you must still cite
at least one assigned reading and, in total, cite at least 2 philosophical texts.

For me to approve it, a prompt proposal must satisfy the following 3 conditions:

= Explicitly mention a live debate or question in ethics to address,

»= Mention at least 2 philosophical texts—with at least one being an assigned reading
from this course—that you will actively engage with and cite, and

= Qutline your preliminary thesis and argument for it. (You may change your mind later,
in the final paper that you submit, and use a different thesis or argument in it.)

Grading Criteria

While there is no strict rubric for how final papers will be graded, there are 3 criteria that will be
used to holistically evaluate your work. These are the same 3 criteria used to evaluate your work
on short essays—but the standards will be higher! After all, the maximum word count for final
papers is much higher than it is for short essays. You still should write concisely and avoid
irrelevant tangents. (Of course, your work must address the prompt you choose, remain within the
2,500-3,000 word limit, and avoid plagiarism as well.) The 3 criteria are described below:

1. Clarity: How easy would it be for a philosopher who never studied ethics to understand
your writing? Do you usually use simple sentences, or are your sentences usually
grammatically complex and thus hard to understand? Do you avoid making many
confusing typos or grammatical mistakes? Do you explicitly state your thesis? Do you
clearly explain relevant jargon, views, and arguments?

2. Persuasiveness: Do you give a convincing argument for your thesis? Would a reasonable
philosopher who initially doubted your thesis be convinced? Do you defend controversial
premises and assumptions using less controversial premises and assumptions? Do your
premises really support your thesis? Do you give a convincing reply to the objection that
you consider against your own thesis or argument for it? Does your reasoning avoid
fallacies like begging the question, attacking a strawman, or making ad hominem attacks?

3. Accuracy and Charity: Do you correctly describe relevant views and arguments? Do you
describe views and arguments that you disagree with in a way that makes them seem as
plausible as possible? When you consider an objection to either your thesis or your
argument for it, do you describe a strong and initially plausible objection?



Ethics in the 21 Century: Business, Politics & Technology
Midterm Paper Prompts

Instructions
Your midterm paper must be between 1,500 and 1,800 words. Your paper must address one of the
5 prompts given below. You get to choose which one to write on.

Whichever prompt you end up working on, you must perform all of the following tasks:

ok wnpE

Explain the moral concepts, views, or arguments relevant to your prompt;

Explicitly state your thesis;

Argue for your thesis;

Develop at least one reasonable objection against your thesis or your argument for it;
Reply to any objection you describe; and

Cite at least 2 different philosophical texts (e.g., articles, books, or SEP/IEP online entries).
Chat-GPT and other Al chatbots do not count as philosophical texts. At least one of the
philosophical texts you cite must be an assigned reading from this course. You may cite
texts not assigned in this course, but only if they help you address your prompt. You may
give in-text citations parenthetically or in footnotes; it is up to you. Your in-text citations
must provide an author’s last name and—if available—a page number. You must also
include a bibliography, consisting of the texts you’ve cited, at the end of your paper. You
can use any bibliography or citation format. But be sure to include at least an author name,
title, and publication year for each bibliography entry!

Deadline and Submission Details
The midterm paper is due at 11:59 PM on Saturday, 7/8. Submit it through the course Blackboard.

Prompts
Answer one of the 5 prompts below:

1.

Explain and contrastively evaluate utilitarianism and Kant’s deontology. What are the
defining features of these two ethical theories? Of these two theories, which one is more
plausible? Why?

Explain and evaluate moral vegetarianism. What is moral vegetarianism? Is it true? Why
or why not? Hint: Keep in mind that moral vegetarians can allow for some exceptions.

Explain and evaluate Rawls’ fair equality of opportunity (FEO) principle. What does it
state? Does a fully just society have to obey this FEO principle? Why or why not?

Explain and evaluate the claim that if the state is a legitimate authority, then uncivil
disobedience is always an impermissible response to unjust laws since civil disobedience
is an available alternative. What does this claim mean? Is it true? Why or why not?

Explain and evaluate the claim that commercial surrogacy always involves pro tanto
wrongful commodification. What does this claim mean? Is it true? Why or why not?



Grading Criteria

While there is no strict rubric for how midterm papers will be graded, there are 3 criteria that will
be used to holistically evaluate your work. These are the same 3 criteria used to evaluate your work
on short essays—but the standards will be higher! After all, the maximum word count for midterm
papers is much higher than it is for short essays. You still should write concisely and avoid
irrelevant tangents. (Of course, your work must address the prompt you choose, remain within the
1,500-1,800 word limit, and avoid plagiarism as well.) The 3 criteria are described below:

1. Clarity: How easy would it be for a high school student who has never studied ethics
before to understand your writing? Do you usually use simple sentences, or are your
sentences usually grammatically complex and thus hard to understand? Do you avoid
making many confusing typos or grammatical mistakes? Do you explicitly state your
thesis? Do you explain relevant jargon, views, and arguments in simple terms?

2. Accuracy and Charity: Do you correctly describe relevant views and arguments? Do you
describe views and arguments that you disagree with in a way that makes them seem as
plausible as possible? When you consider an objection to either your thesis or your
argument for it, do you describe a strong and initially plausible objection?

3. Persuasiveness: Do you give a convincing argument for your thesis? Would a reasonable
philosopher who initially doubted your thesis be convinced? Do you defend controversial
premises and assumptions using less controversial premises and assumptions? Do your
premises support your thesis? Do you give a convincing reply to the objection that you
consider against your own thesis or argument for it? Does your reasoning avoid fallacies
like begging the question and attacking a strawman?



PHIL 340 Ethics: Short Essay #3 on Kleingeld’s “How to Use Someone ‘Merely as a Means’”

Prompt
In 300-400 words, explain and evaluate the following claim, which is entailed by the agent-focused
actual-consent account (Kleingeld 398):

If an agent A uses another person B as a means to their own (i.e., A’s) ends without making
this use of B conditional on B’s actual consent, then A uses B impermissibly.

For convenience, we may call the above, indented claim “Kleingeld’s means principle.” IS
Kleingeld’s means principle true? Or is there is a counterexample to it?

Your task is not to evaluate whether Kleingeld’s means principle accurately describes Kant’s claim
that it is always impermissible to use others as a mere means. Rather, your task is to explain and
evaluate Kleingeld’s means principle in its own right. What does it mean? Is it true?

Be sure to do the following things:

e Explain the meaning of Kleingeld’s means principle,

e Define its key components (i.e., “using someone as a means to their own end”, “actual
consent,” and “using someone conditional on their actual consent”),

e Explicitly state your thesis on whether you agree with Kleingeld’s means principle,

e Argue for your thesis, and

e Charitably consider and reply to one reasonable objection against your thesis or against
your argument for it; and

e Cite the assigned reading by Kleingeld at least once. In your in-text citations, please
provide a page number. You may give in-text citations parenthetically or in footnotes; that
is up to you.

Deadline and Submission Details
If you choose to do this short essay, it is due at 11:59 PM on Friday, 3/3. Submit your work through
the course Blackboard.

Grading Criteria

While there is no strict rubric for how this assignment will be graded, there are 3 criteria that will
be used to holistically evaluate your work. (Of course, your work must address the prompt, remain
within the 300-400 word limit, and avoid plagiarism as well.) The 3 criteria are described below:

1. Clarity: How easy would it be for a philosopher who never studied ethics to understand
your writing? Do you usually use simple sentences, or are your sentences usually
grammatically complex and thus hard to understand? Do you avoid making many
confusing typos or grammatical mistakes? Do you explicitly state your thesis? Do you
clearly explain relevant jargon, views, and arguments?



2. Persuasiveness: Do you give a convincing argument for your thesis? Would a reasonable
philosopher who initially doubted your thesis be convinced? Do you defend controversial
premises and assumptions using less controversial premises and assumptions? Do your
premises really support your thesis? Do you give a convincing reply to the objection that
you consider against your own thesis or argument for it? Does your reasoning avoid
fallacies like begging the question, attacking a strawman, or making ad hominem attacks?

3. Accuracy and Charity: Do you correctly describe relevant views and arguments? Do you
describe views and arguments that you disagree with in a way that makes them seem as
plausible as possible? When you consider an objection to either your thesis or your
argument for it, do you describe a strong and initially plausible objection?
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Syllabus Drafts for Future Courses

I have included 3 syllabus drafts. The political philosophy syllabus for Con-
temporary Theories of Justice is intended for an upper-division undergraduate
course. In designing this course, I assume that students have taken at least

one philosophy course before.

In contrast, the feminist philosophy and Al ethics syllabi—for, respectively,
Feminist Ethics and Political Philosophy and The Ethics of Artificial Intel-
ligence—are both intended for introductory, lower-division undergraduate

courses.

Contemporary Theories of Justice

(Begins Next Page)
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CONTEMPORARY THEORIES OF JUSTICE

University of Southern California
Term TBD

Instructor: Anthony Nguyen (he/him) Time: TBD
Email: anthony.nguyen.1@usc.edu Place: TBD

Course Description

This course will survey several major debates on justice within contempo-
rary social and political philosophy. We will investigate questions such as the
following: What is justice? Does justice require any particular distribution
of social goods? If so, which one(s)? To what extent are gender and racial
justice a matter of distributive justice? Is global justice a meaningful notion?
If so, what does it require? Are we morally obligated to pay reparations for
historical injustices? What is the distinction between ideal and non-ideal the-
orizing on justice? How, in our non-ideal circumstances, might we support
and create just institutions?

You, the students taking this course, will be encouraged to critically think
through important social and political issues and to rigorously justify your
informed views on them. These important skills will allow you to philosoph-
ically evaluate the social and political institutions you encounter in the real
world. Furthermore, this course will encourage you to carefully think through
what it would mean for society, and perhaps the world, to become more just.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, students will be able to perform the following tasks:

1. Identify major claims made in philosophical, academic articles about
justice after reading them;

Describe several major philosophical claims concerning justice;

3. Develop clear and well-reasoned arguments for philosophical claims
on justice;

4. Develop clear, charitable, and well-reasoned objections against these
claims; and

5. Philosophically evaluate the arguments for, and objections against,
these claims.

Office Hours

I will hold office hours TBD in TBD. Please come by to ask any questions
about the course. Office hours are a time in which my job is to help you, in a
one-on-one setting, succeed in this course. It makes me happy when students
attend! If you cannot meet during my office hours but wish to meet to discuss
the course, please email me to schedule a meeting.

Prerequisites

This is an advanced, upper-division philosophy course. I will use high stan-
dards to evaluate student work. To register for the course, you must have
taken at least one philosophy course or receive special permission from me.
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Syllabus: Contemporary Theories of Justice Term TBD

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade for the course will be determined by 5 components, 3 of
which will concern your final paper:

1.

Reading Quizzes

These are multiple-choice, closed-note, and in-class pop quizzes as-
sessing your understanding of the assigned readings. 9 will be given
throughout the semester, and your grade on this component will be
determined by your performance on the 5 that you perform best on.
For example, you can receive a perfect score on this component of your
grade if your answers for 5 quizzes are perfect, even if you completely
fail (or do not submit anything for) the other 4 quizzes. For another
example, if you only take 4 in-class quizzes but give perfect answers
to them, you will receive 80% credit for this component of your final
grade. These quizzes will be given on random class meetings. They
will always be given in the first half of a class meeting. Any quiz given
in a class will be on the reading(s) assigned for that day. No more
than one quiz will be given during any single class.

Reading Responses

These are 800-1,000-word essays in which you describe the main argu-
ment of an assigned reading, advance an objection to this argument,
consider a possible reply to your objection, and then—finally—develop
a rejoinder to this reply. You will submit 2 reading responses, one for
each of 2 different assigned readings of your choice, so long as they
meet following three constraints: First, you cannot write a reading
response on this syllabus, which is an assigned reading. Second, your
first reading response must address a reading assigned during weeks
1-6 of the course. Third, your second reading response must address
a reading assigned during weeks 7-12 of the course. (See the course
schedule at the end of this syllabus.)

Prompt Proposal

This is a 50-100-word description of a prompt you propose to write
your final paper on. I will give you feedback on your prompt and
let you know whether your prompt is approved. If the prompt you
propose is not approved, I will work with you to determine a related
prompt that is acceptable for the final paper. The main constraints for
an acceptable prompt are twofold: (i) it must address a controversial
philosophical issue concerning justice and (ii) 3,000-3,5000 words—
i.e., the word count of the final paper—must be an appropriate length
for a philosophically defensible answer to the prompt.

Paper Outline

The paper outline is a 800-1,000-word document in which you perform
5 tasks: (a) state the prompt that your final paper will address, (b)
state your provisional thesis or conclusion, (c) describe a provisional
argument for this thesis, (d) describe a reasonable objection, and (e)
describe a provisional reply to this objection.

Final Paper
The final paper will be 3,000-3,500 words in length.
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Syllabus: Contemporary Theories of Justice Term TBD

Grade Breakdown

Reading Quizzes ........ 20%
Reading Responses ...... 20%
Prompt Proposal ........ 10%
Paper Outline ........... 20%
Final Paper ............. 30%

Grading Scale
Letter grades will be determined using the following 100-point scale:

A 93-100
A— o 90-92
B+ o 87-89
B ..o 83-86
B— 80-82
CH+ 77-79
C o 73-76
C— 70-72
D+ oo 67-69
D .o 63-66
D—. 60-62
F+ o 57-59
F oo 0-56

Communication Timeline
The best way to contact me about the course is through office hours or email.
I will respond to emails within 3 days, including days of the weekend.

Grading Timeline

I will return grades and feedback on final papers within 3 weeks of whichever
of the following is later: the deadline or date of submission. For reading
quizzes, reading responses, paper proposals, and paper outlines, grades and
feedback will be returned within one week.

Assigned Readings

All assigned readings will be uploaded to Blackboard. No textbook is required
for this course. You are expected to do the reading(s) assigned for a day before
class meets on that day.

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

For all assignments except reading quizzes, there is no late penalty if they are
no more than 2 days late. Work that is 3 or more days late will be penalized
by 10% every day that it is more than 2 days late. If you submit something
1 minute late, I will count that as a day late. If it is 24 hours and 1 minute
late, I will count that as two days late. And so on. For example, if you sub-
mit your final paper 48 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 3 days late.
Then the highest possible grade that you could receive on your final paper
would be a 90% A—. For another example, if you submit your final paper 96
hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 5 days late. Then the highest possible
grade that you could receive on your midterm assignment would be a 70% C—.
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Syllabus: Contemporary Theories of Justice Term TBD

Extensions are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, medical emer-
gencies that hinder your ability to complete an assignment on time are legit-
imate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must be approved by
me ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline. Please contact me if you
need an extension! An analogous policy holds for excused absences.

There is no option to do a makeup quiz unless you have an excused absence
for the class meeting in which that quiz is given; in that case, email me to
determine when you will take a makeup quiz. Makeup quizzes will always
differ from the quizzes originally given in class.

Recommendations

Come to class! If you miss class (even with an excused absence), review the
slides uploaded later for that class. But these slides will not cover all the
material discussed in class, so I recommend that you either get notes from
another student or meet me in office hours.

Carefully do the assigned readings! Take notes. Even when philosophers
write or speak clearly, philosophy is hard and requires keen attention to de-
tail. When reading, having to read slowly and attentively is the norm, not
the exception. Rereading philosophical writing is often necessary to truly un-
derstand the arguments made in it. When reading philosophy, don’t forget to
charitably interpret the author’s view and argument(s)! Attribute the most
plausible views and arguments to an author that are consistent with the text.

In your work, prioritize quality over quantity! For example, it is better to
clearly state and carefully defend one argument for your conclusion than to
briefly sketch and defend 3 different arguments for that same conclusion.
Some readings assigned in this course will contain several arguments for a
conclusion. But these authors have the privilege of having much more space
to state and defend their arguments than you will. In your midterm paper,
the longest assignment for the course, you only have a maximum of 3,500
words to review the relevant background material, argue for your conclusion,
object to relevant views besides yours, as well as consider and reply to rea-
sonable objections to your own conclusion or to your argument for it. That
is a lot to do. For philosophical writing, 3,500 words are not many at all.
So, when you argue for a conclusion in your work for this class, I strongly
recommend that you state only one argument and make it well.

Come to office hours if you would like to discuss course material or logistics!
I want to set you up for success in this course, and I will be better able to do
so if you reach out to me when you sense you need help.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown
Assigned readings and important dates are listed below. The course will
consist of four modules, or parts.

Week 1: Introduction and the Original Position
e Day 1 Reading: None
e Day 2 Reading: (I) Syllabus and (II) Susan Okin, “Reason and Feeling
in Thinking About Justice”
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Module 1: Distributive Justice
Week 2: Justice as Fairness—Rawls’ Two Principles of Justice

e Day 1 Reading: John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (selected passages)

e Day 2 Reading: John Rawls, Justice as Fairness (selected passages)

Week 3: Justice as Fairness—Applications to Social Oppression

e Day 1 Reading: Susan Okin, “Forty Acres and a Mule’ for Women:

Rawls and Feminism”

e Day 2 Reading: Tommie Shelby, “Race, Reparations, and Justice as

Fairness”

Week 4: Right-Libertarianism

e Day 1 Reading: Robert Nozick, “Distributive Justice”
e Day 2 Reading: G.A. Cohen, “Self-Ownership, World-Ownerhip, and
Equality”
Week 5: Luck Egalitarianism
e Day 1 Reading: Kok-Chor Tan, “A Defense of Luck Egalitarianism”

e Day 2 Reading: Cynthia Stark, “Why Luck Egalitarianism Fails in Con-

demning Oppression”
Week 6: Left-Libertarianism
e Day 1 Reading: Barbara Fried, “Left-Libertarianism: A Review Essay”

e Day 2 Reading: Jonathan Quong, “Left-Libertarianism: Rawlsian, not

Luck Egalitarian”
¢ Reading Response #1 due on TBD

Module 2: Alternatives to the Distributive Justice Paradigm?
Week 7: The Five Faces of Oppression

e Day 1 Reading: Iris Marion Young, “Displacing the Distributive Paradigm”
e Day 2 Reading: Iris Marion Young, “Five Faces of Oppression”

Week 8: The Politics of Recognition and Identity
e Day 1 Reading: Nancy Fraser, “Rethinking Recognition”

e Day 2 Reading: Linda Martin Alcoff, “Fraser on Redistribution, Recog-

nition, and Identity”
Week 9: Relational Egalitarianism
e Day 1 Reading: Elizabeth Anderson, “What is the Point of Equality?”

e Day 2 Reading: Juliana Bidadanure, “Making Sense of Age-Group Jus-
tice: A Time for Relational Equality?”
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e Prompt Proposal due on TBD
Module 3: Global Justice

Week 10: Statism
e Day 1 Reading: Thomas Nagel, “The Problem of Global Justice”

e Day 2 Reading: Arash Abizadeh, “Cooperation, Pervasive Impact,

and Coercion” (selected passages)
Week 11: Cosmopolitanism
e Day 1 Reading: Martha Nussbaum, “Patriotism and Cosmopolitanism”

e Day 2 Reading: Anna Stilz, “Authority, Self-Determination, and Comm-

unity in Cosmopolitan War”
Week 12: Colonialism, Reparations, and International Expropriation

e Day 1 Reading: Catherine Lu, “Colonialism as Structural Injustice:

Historical Responsibility and Contemporary Redress”
e Day 2 Reading: Shuk Ying Chan, “Expropriation as Reparation”
e Reading Response #2 due on TBD

Module 4: Ideal and Non-Ideal Theory
Week 13: What is the Distinction Between Ideal and Non-Ideal Theory?

e Day 1 Reading: Amartya Sen, “What Do We Want from a Theory of

Justice?”

e Day 2 Reading: Laura Valentini, “Ideal vs. Non-Ideal Theory: A Con-
ceptual Map”

e Paper Outline due on TBD

Week 14: The Millsian Critique of Ideal Theory as Oppressive Idealization
e Day 1 Reading: Charles Mills, “‘Ideal Theory’ as Ideology”
e Day 2 Reading: Charles Mills, “Racial Liberalism”

Week 15: Defenses of Ideal Theory Against the Millsian Critique

e Day 1 Reading: Tommie Shelby, “Racial Realities and Corrective In-

justice”
e Day 2 Reading: Olifemi O. Taiwo, “Uncommon Features”

e Final Paper due on TBD
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Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems

Academic Conduct

Plagiarism—presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or
recast in your own words—is a serious academic offense with serious con-
sequences. Please familiarize yourself with the discussion of plagiarism in
SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University Standards”
policy. Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally unacceptable. See
additional information in SCampus and university policies on Research and
Scholarship Misconduct.

Students and Disability Accommodations

USC welcomes students with disabilities into all of the University’s educa-
tional programs. The Office of Student Accessibility Services (OSAS) is re-
sponsible for the determination of appropriate accommodations for students
who encounter disability-related barriers. Once a student has completed the
OSAS process (registration, initial appointment, and submitted documenta-
tion) and accommodations are determined to be reasonable and appropriate,
a Letter of Accommodation (LOA) will be available to generate for each
course. The LOA must be given to each course instructor by the student and
followed up with a discussion. This should be done as early in the semester
as possible as accommodations are not retroactive. More information can be
found at osas.usc.edu. You may contact OSAS at (213) 740-0776 or via email
at osasfrontdesk@usc.edu.
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FEMINIST ETHICS AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

University of Southern California
Term TBD

Instructor: Anthony Nguyen (he/him) Time: TBD
Email: anthony.nguyen.1@usc.edu Place: TBD

Course Description

This course will survey several prominent debates in feminist ethics and po-
litical philosophy. To a rough approximation, feminism’s core thesis is that
women experience unjust sexist or patriarchal oppression that ought to be
eliminated. This thesis raises various questions that feminist philosophers
have aimed to shed light on. We investigate several such questions, such
as the following: What is objectification, and when—if ever—is it morally
permissible? What is ethical sex? Should the state outlaw certain forms
of pornography? What is social oppression? Why, exactly, is oppression
morally problematic? How does sexism intersect with other forms of oppres-
sion? What does individual freedom even mean in a world of gendered—as
well as, for example, racialized and class-based—expectations and socializa-
tion? What role, if any, should anger play in feminist theory and practice?
What future should feminists strive to bring out?

By focusing on feminist ethics and political philosophy in particular, we will
become better positioned to understand the practical implications of feminist
ideas on how we—whether as individuals or as a society—should live. We will
investigate feminist values and how feminist individuals and social institutions
should promote them. Furthermore, students will be encouraged to critically
think through important moral and political issues and to rigorously justify
their informed views on them. These important skills will allow students
to develop philosophically justified beliefs about the social world they find
themselves in and how to ethically respond to it. These skills have practical
relevance for feminists and non-feminists alike.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, students will be able to perform the following tasks:

1. Identify major claims made in media (e.g., articles and videos) on
feminist ethics and political philosophy after consuming them;

2. Describe the major philosophical claims of different views in several
major debates in feminist ethics and political philosophy;

3. Develop clear and well-reasoned arguments for these claims;

Develop clear, charitable, and well-reasoned objections against these
claims; and

5. Philosophically evaluate the arguments for, and the objections against,
these claims.

Office Hours
I will hold office hours TBD in TBD. Please come by to ask any questions
about the course. Office hours are a time in which my job is to help you, in a
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one-on-one setting, succeed in this course. It makes me happy when students
attend! If you cannot meet during my office hours but wish to meet to discuss
the course, please email me to schedule a meeting.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade for the course will be determined by 4 components:

1. Media Quizzes

These are multiple-choice, closed-note, and in-class pop quizzes assess-
ing your understanding of assigned media. 9 will be given throughout
the semester, and your grade on this component will be determined
by your performance on the 5 that you perform best on. For example,
you can receive a perfect score on this component of your grade if your
answers for 5 quizzes are perfect, even if you completely fail (or do
not submit anything) for the other 4 quizzes. For another example, if
you only take 4 in-class quizzes but give perfect answers to them, you
will receive 80% credit for this component of your final grade. These
quizzes will be given on randomly selected class meetings. They will
always be given in the first half of a class meeting. Any quiz given in
a class will be on the media assigned for that day. No more than one
quiz will be given during any single class.

2. Short Essays

These are 300-400-word essays in which you answer the prompt pro-
vided. The prompt for any short essay will be given at least one week
before its deadline. 4 short essay prompts will be provided over the
course of the semester. You only need to complete 3 short essays. You
are not permitted to submit work on more than 3. You must complete
short essay #1, but you get to choose which one of short essays #2-4
to skip. You are allowed to revise and resubmit exactly one of short
essays #1-3 in light of my comments if you choose to do so. In that
case, your previous grade on that essay will be replaced by the new
one. Revised short essays must be submitted to me over email by
TBD, the last day of class.

3. Muidterm Paper

The midterm paper will be 1,300-1,600 words in length. 3 paper
prompts will be provided at least 4 weeks before the deadline, which
is on TBD. You may choose to write a paper addressing one of these
prompts. However, you are welcome to propose a prompt to work
on. But it must be relevant to the course and be approved by me
by TBD, which is 3 weeks before the deadline. You may email me a
rough draft of your midterm paper by TBD, which is 2 weeks before
the submission deadline for the midterm paper. If you choose to do
so, I will return comments within a week of that date so that you get
feedback from me at least a week before the submission deadline.

4.  Final Exam
This cumulative and closed-note exam is scheduled for TBD. It will
consist of multiple-choice, short-answer, and long-answer questions.
On TBD, which is 2 weeks before the final exam, a study guide and
concrete details on the exam format will be provided.
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Grade Breakdown

Media Quizzes .......... 20%
Short Essays ............ 30%
Midterm Paper ......... 20%
Final Exam ............. 30%

Grading Scale
Letter grades will be determined using the following 100-point scale:

A 93-100
A— 90-92
B+ ..o 87-89
B .o 83-86
B— 80-82
C+ o T77-79
Co 73-76
C— 70-72
D+ oo 67-69
D ..o 63-66
D—. 60-62
F+ oo 57-59
F oo 0-56

Communication Timeline
The best way to contact me about the course is through office hours or email.
I will respond to emails within 3 days, including days of the weekend.

Grading Timeline

I will return grades and comments on short essays and midterm papers within
3 weeks of whichever of the following is later: its deadline or date of submis-
sion. Reading quizzes will be graded within one week of completion.

Assigned Media

All assigned media will be uploaded to Blackboard. No textbook is required
for this course. You are expected to consume the media assigned for a day
before class meets on that day.

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

There is no late penalty for short essays and midterm papers if they are no
more than 2 days late. Work that is 3 or more days late will be penalized by
10% every day that it is more than 2 days late. If you submit something 1
minute late, I will count that as a day late. If it is 24 hours and 1 minute late,
I will count that as two days late. And so on. For example, if you submit
your midterm paper 48 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 3 days late.
Then the highest possible grade that you could receive on your midterm pa-
per would be a 90% A—. For another example, if you submit your midterm
paper 96 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 5 days late. Then the high-
est possible grade that you could receive on your midterm assignment would
be a 70% C—.

Extensions are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, medical emer-
gencies that hinder your ability to complete an assignment on time are legit-
imate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must be approved by
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me ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline. Please contact me if you
need an extension! An analogous policy holds for excused absences.

There is no option to do a makeup quiz unless you have an excused absence
for the class meeting in which that quiz is given; in that case, email me to
determine when you will take a makeup quiz. Makeup quizzes will always
differ from the quizzes originally given in class. Makeup final exams will be
offered only when required by university policy, as described here: [insert link
to official university policy here].

Recommendations

Come to class! If you miss class (even with an excused absence), review the
slides uploaded later for that class. But these slides will not cover all the
material discussed in class, so I recommend that you either get notes from
another student or meet me in office hours.

Carefully consume the assigned media! Take notes. Even when philosophers
write or speak clearly, philosophy is hard and requires keen attention to de-
tail. When reading, having to read slowly and attentively is the norm, not the
exception. Rereading or rewatching philosophical media is often necessary to
truly understand the arguments made in it. When consuming philosophical
media, don’t forget to charitably interpret the author’s view and argument(s)!
That is, for all assigned media, attribute the most plausible views and argu-
ments to its author that are consistent with the text or speech.

In your work, prioritize quality over quantity! For example, it is better to
clearly state and carefully defend one argument for your conclusion than to
briefly sketch and defend 3 different arguments for that same conclusion.
Some media in this course will contain several arguments for a conclusion.
But these authors have the privilege of having much more space to state and
defend their arguments than you will. In your midterm paper, the longest
assignment for the course, you only have a maximum of 1,600 words to re-
view the relevant background material, argue for your conclusion, object to
relevant views besides yours, as well as consider and reply to reasonable ob-
jections to your own conclusion or to your argument for it. That is a lot to
do. For philosophical writing, 1,600 words are not many at all. So, when you
argue for a conclusion in your work for this class, I strongly recommend that
you state only one argument and make it well.

Come to office hours if you would like to discuss course material or logistics!
I want to set you up for success in this course, and I will be better able to do
so if you reach out to me when you sense you need help.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown
Assigned media and important dates are listed below. When some media is
assigned for a given day, please consume it before class meets that day.

Week 1: Introduction
e Day 1 Media: None

e Day 2 Media: (I) Syllabus and (II) Alison Stone, “What is Feminist
Philosophy?”
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Module 1: The Ethics of Sex and Desire
Week 2: Objectification

e Day 1 Media: Martha Nussbaum, “Objectification” up to section III on
page 271

e Day 2 Media: Martha Nussbaum, “Objectification” page 271 to the end

Week 3: Pornography

e Day 1 Media: Rae Langton, “Speech Acts and Unspeakable Acts” up
to section II on page 314

e Day 2 Media: Rae Langton, “Speech Acts and Unspeakable Acts” page
314 to the end

Week 4: Sexual Desire

e Day 1 Media: Amia Srinivasan, “Does Anyone Have the Right to Sex?”

e Day 2 Media: Robin Zheng, “Why Yellow Fever isn’t Flattering: A
Case Against Racial Fetishes”

Week 5: Sex and Consent

e Day 1 Media: Quill Kukla, “That’s What She Said: The Language of

Sexual Negotiation” up to section V on page 87

e Day 2 Media: Quill Kukla, “That’s What She Said: The Language of
Sexual Negotiation” page 87 to the end

e Short Essay #1 Due on TBD

Module 2: Gender and Oppression
Week 6: Gender

e Day 1 Media: Amia Srinivassan, “On What is a Woman” (podcast)
e Day 2 Media: Robin Dembroff, “Beyond Binary”
Week 7: Social Oppression
e Day 1 Media: Marilyn Frye, “Oppression”
e Day 2 Media: Serene Khader, “Why is Oppression Wrong?”
Week 8: Intersectionality

e Day 1 Media: Kimberle Crenshaw, “Demarginalizing the Intersection

of Race and Sex”
e Day 2 Media: Sally Haslanger, “Why I Don’t Believe in Patriarchy”

e Short Essay #2 due on TBD
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Module 3: Epistemic Injustice
Week 9: Testimonial Injustice

e Day 1 Media: Miranda Fricker, “Testimonial Injustice”

e Day 2 Media: Audrey Yap, “Credibility Excess and the Social Imagi-

nary in Cases of Sexual Assault” up to section V on page
9

Week 10: Standpoint Epistemology
e Day 1 Media: Brianna Toole, “Standpoint Epistemology with Brianna
Toole” (podcast)

e Day 2 Media: Brianna Toole, “From Standpoint Epistemology to Epis-
temic Oppression”
e Short Essay #3 due on TBD

Module 4: Freedom in Oppressive Conditions
Week 11: Adaptive Preferences

e Day 1 Media: Uma Narayan, “Minds of Their Own”
e Day 2 Media: Serene Khader, “Must Theorizing About Adaptive Pref-
erences Deny Women’s Agency?”
e Midterm Paper due on TBD
Week 12: Relational Autonomy
e Day 1 Media: Ji-Young Lee, “Relational Approaches to Personal Au-
tonomy”
e Day 2 Media: Marina Oshana, “Social-Relational Autonomy”
Week 13: Abortion and Reproductive Autonomy
e Day 1 Media: Sally Markowitz, “Abortion and Feminism”
e Day 2 Media: Gina Schouten, “Fetuses, Orphans, and a Famous Vio-
linist” up to section II on page 655

Module 5: Anger, Self-Respect, and Political Transformation
Week 14: Anger

e Day 1 Media: Martha Nussbaum, “Beyond Anger”

e Day 2 Media: (I) Audre Lorde, “The Uses of Anger” and (II) Myisha
Cherry, “The Case for Rage” (lecture recording)
Week 15: Self-Respect

e Day 1 Media: Robin Dillon, “Toward a Feminist Conception of Self-
Respect”

e Day 2 Media: None
Final Exam Review Lecture

e Revised Short Essay (Optional) due on TBD
e Final Exam on TBD
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Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems

Academic Conduct

Plagiarism—presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or
recast in your own words—is a serious academic offense with serious con-
sequences. Please familiarize yourself with the discussion of plagiarism in
SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University Standards”
policy. Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally unacceptable. See
additional information in SCampus and university policies on Research and
Scholarship Misconduct.

Students and Disability Accommodations

USC welcomes students with disabilities into all of the University’s educa-
tional programs. The Office of Student Accessibility Services (OSAS) is re-
sponsible for the determination of appropriate accommodations for students
who encounter disability-related barriers. Once a student has completed the
OSAS process (registration, initial appointment, and submitted documenta-
tion) and accommodations are determined to be reasonable and appropriate,
a Letter of Accommodation (LOA) will be available to generate for each
course. The LOA must be given to each course instructor by the student and
followed up with a discussion. This should be done as early in the semester
as possible as accommodations are not retroactive. More information can be
found at osas.usc.edu. You may contact OSAS at (213) 740-0776 or via email
at osasfrontdesk@usc.edu.
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THE ETHICS OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE

University of Southern California
Term TBD

Instructor: Anthony Nguyen (he/him) Time: TBD
Email: anthony.nguyen.1@usc.edu Place: TBD

Course Description

This course will survey the burgeoning field of Al ethics. Al has already dra-
matically changed the world we live in, and we can be sure that will continue
to transform society. Whether as software engineers, tech entrepreneurs, Uber
drivers, Youtube viewers, social media users, or even as people who ever use
Google, Al affects all of us. It is therefore imperative that we develop ethical
and political frameworks appropriate to these technological advances. Oth-
erwise, given the ubiquity and power of Al, we risk moral catastrophe.

In this course, we will investigate the following questions: What does it mean
for an algorithm to be fair? Can we trust algorithms to make important social
decisions, such as when to judge that a defendant is guilty? When does it
matter that we humans cannot understand how, exactly, an algorithm gener-
ated the prediction that it did? What new threats to privacy does the advent
of Al bring about? How can we hold any particular person or corporation
morally responsible when the use of Al leads to morally undesirable outcomes,
given how complicated the causal processes leading to the development and
use of Al are? Will Al lead to human extinction?

Students will be encouraged to critically think through important moral and
social issues concerning Al and to rigorously justify their informed views on
them. These important skills will allow students to develop philosophically
justified beliefs about the sociotechnical world they find themselves in and
how to ethically respond to it.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, students will be able to perform the following tasks:

1. Identify major claims made in media (e.g., articles and videos) on Al
ethics after consuming them;

2. Describe the major philosophical claims of different views in several
major debates in Al ethics;

Develop clear and well-reasoned arguments for these claims;

Develop clear, charitable, and well-reasoned objections against these
claims; and

5.  Philosophically evaluate the arguments for, and the objections against,
these claims.

Office Hours

I will hold office hours TBD in TBD. Please come by to ask any questions
about the course. Office hours are a time in which my job is to help you, in a
one-on-one setting, succeed in this course. It makes me happy when students
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attend! If you cannot meet during my office hours but wish to meet to discuss
the course, please email me to schedule a meeting.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade for the course will be determined by 4 components:

1. Media Quizzes

These are multiple-choice, closed-note, and in-class pop quizzes assess-
ing your understanding of assigned media. 9 will be given throughout
the semester, and your grade on this component will be determined
by your performance on the 5 that you perform best on. For example,
you can receive a perfect score on this component of your grade if your
answers for 5 quizzes are perfect, even if you completely fail (or do
not submit anything) for the other 4 quizzes. For another example, if
you only take 4 in-class quizzes but give perfect answers to them, you
will receive 80% credit for this component of your final grade. These
quizzes will be given on randomly selected class meetings. They will
always be given in the first half of a class meeting. Any quiz given in
a class will be on the media assigned for that day. No more than one
quiz will be given during any single class.

2. Short Essays

These are 300-400-word essays in which you answer the prompt pro-
vided. The prompt for any short essay will be given at least one week
before its deadline. 4 short essay prompts will be provided over the
course of the semester. You only need to complete 3 short essays. You
are not permitted to submit work on more than 3. You must complete
short essay #1, but you get to choose which one of short essays #2-4
to skip. You are allowed to revise and resubmit exactly one of short
essays #1-3 in light of my comments if you choose to do so. In that
case, your previous grade on that essay will be replaced by the new
one. Revised short essays must be submitted to me over email by
TBD, the last day of class.

3. Mudterm Paper

The midterm paper will be 1,300-1,600 words in length. 3 paper
prompts will be provided at least 4 weeks before the deadline, which
is on TBD. You may choose to write a paper addressing one of these
prompts. However, you are welcome to propose a prompt to work
on. But it must be relevant to the course and be approved by me
by TBD, which is 3 weeks before the deadline. You may email me a
rough draft of your midterm paper by TBD, which is 2 weeks before
the submission deadline for the midterm paper. If you choose to do
so, I will return comments within a week of that date so that you get
feedback from me at least a week before the submission deadline.

4. Final Exam
This cumulative and closed-note exam is scheduled for TBD. It will
consist of multiple-choice, short-answer, and long-answer questions.
On TBD, which is 2 weeks before the final exam, a study guide and
concrete details on the exam format will be provided.
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Grade Breakdown

Media Quizzes .......... 20%
Short Essays ............ 30%
Midterm Paper ......... 20%
Final Exam ............. 30%

Grading Scale
Letter grades will be determined using the following 100-point scale:

A 93-100
A— 90-92
B+ ..o 87-89
B .o 83-86
B— 80-82
C+ o T77-79
Co 73-76
C— 70-72
D+ oo 67-69
D ..o 63-66
D—. 60-62
F+ oo 57-59
F oo 0-56

Communication Timeline
The best way to contact me about the course is through office hours or email.
I will respond to emails within 3 days, including days of the weekend.

Grading Timeline

I will return grades and comments on short essays and midterm papers within
3 weeks of whichever of the following is later: its deadline or date of submis-
sion. Reading quizzes will be graded within one week of completion.

Assigned Media

All assigned media will be uploaded to Blackboard. No textbook is required
for this course. You are expected to consume the media assigned for a day
before class meets on that day.

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

There is no late penalty for short essays and midterm papers if they are no
more than 2 days late. Work that is 3 or more days late will be penalized by
10% every day that it is more than 2 days late. If you submit something 1
minute late, I will count that as a day late. If it is 24 hours and 1 minute late,
I will count that as two days late. And so on. For example, if you submit
your midterm paper 48 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 3 days late.
Then the highest possible grade that you could receive on your midterm pa-
per would be a 90% A—. For another example, if you submit your midterm
paper 96 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 5 days late. Then the high-
est possible grade that you could receive on your midterm assignment would
be a 70% C—.

Extensions are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, medical emer-
gencies that hinder your ability to complete an assignment on time are legit-
imate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must be approved by
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me ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline. Please contact me if you
need an extension! An analogous policy holds for excused absences.

There is no option to do a makeup quiz unless you have an excused absence
for the class meeting in which that quiz is given; in that case, email me to
determine when you will take a makeup quiz. Makeup quizzes will always
differ from the quizzes originally given in class. Makeup final exams will be
offered only when required by university policy, as described here: [insert link
to official university policy here].

Recommendations

Come to class! If you miss class (even with an excused absence), review the
slides uploaded later for that class. But these slides will not cover all the
material discussed in class, so I recommend that you either get notes from
another student or meet me in office hours.

Carefully consume the assigned media! Take notes. Even when philosophers
write or speak clearly, philosophy is hard and requires keen attention to de-
tail. When reading, having to read slowly and attentively is the norm, not the
exception. Rereading or rewatching philosophical media is often necessary to
truly understand the arguments made in it. When consuming philosophical
media, don’t forget to charitably interpret the author’s view and argument(s)!
That is, for all assigned media, attribute the most plausible views and argu-
ments to its author that are consistent with the text or speech.

In your work, prioritize quality over quantity! For example, it is better to
clearly state and carefully defend one argument for your conclusion than to
briefly sketch and defend 3 different arguments for that same conclusion.
Some media in this course will contain several arguments for a conclusion.
But these authors have the privilege of having much more space to state and
defend their arguments than you will. In your midterm paper, the longest
assignment for the course, you only have a maximum of 1,600 words to re-
view the relevant background material, argue for your conclusion, object to
relevant views besides yours, as well as consider and reply to reasonable ob-
jections to your own conclusion or to your argument for it. That is a lot to
do. For philosophical writing, 1,600 words are not many at all. So, when you
argue for a conclusion in your work for this class, I strongly recommend that
you state only one argument and make it well.

Come to office hours if you would like to discuss course material or logistics!
I want to set you up for success in this course, and I will be better able to do
so if you reach out to me when you sense you need help.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown
Assigned media and important dates are listed below. When some media is
assigned for a given day, please consume it before class meets that day.

Week 1: Introduction
e Day 1 Media: None

e Day 2 Media: (I) Syllabus and (II) Mirella Lapata, “What is Generative
AT and How Does it Work?” (Turing Lecture)
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Module 1: Algorithmic Fairness
Week 2: An Introduction to Algorithmic Bias

e Day 1 Media: Julia Angwin et al., “Machine Bias”
e Day 2 Media: Sina Fazelpour and David Danks, “Algorithmic Bias”
Week 3: Values, Algorithmic Bias, and Cognitive Bias

e Day 1 Media: Gabrielle Johnson, “Are Algorithms Value-Free?” up to

section 4 on page 49

e Day 2 Media: Gabrielle Johnson, “Algorithmic Bias: On the Implicit

Biases of Social Technology”

Week 4: Fairness Metrics—FEqualized Odds

e Day 1 Media: Fairlearn, “Common Fairness Metrics”

e Day 2 Media: David Grant, “Equalized Odds is a Requirement of Al-

gorithmic Fairness”

Week 5: Fairness Metrics—Impossibility Results and Calibration

e Day 1 Media: Brian Hedden, “On Statistical Criteria of Algorithmic Fair-

ness” up to section III on page 219

e Day 2 Media: Brian Hedden, “On Statistical Criteria of Algorithmic Fair-
ness” from page 219 to the end

e Short Essay #1 due on TBD

Module 2: The Black Box Problem, Transparency, and Explanation
Week 6: The Black Box Problem and Transparency

e Day 1 Media: Sam Bowman, “The Black Box: Even the Scientists who
Build AI Can’t Tell You How it Works” (podcast)

e Day 2 Media: Kathleen Creel, “Transparency in Complex Computa-

tional Systems”
Week 7: The Right to Explanation
e Day 1 Media: Kate Vredenburgh, “The Right to Explanation”
e Day 2 Media: Uwe Peters, “Explainable AT Lacks Regulative Reasons”
e Short Essay #2 due on TBD

Module 3: Moral Responsibility for AI
Week 8: The Responsibility Gap

e Day 1 Media: Andreas Matthias, “The Responsibility Gap”

e Day 2 Media: Daniel Tigard, “There is no Techno-Responsibility Gap”
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Week 9: Structural Injustice and Forward-Looking Political Responsibility

e Day 1 Media: (I) Iris Young, “Structure as the Subject of Justice” up to
section II on page 52 and (II) Ting-An Lin and Po-Hsuan
Chen, “Artificial Intelligence in a Structurally Unjust
Society” up to section IV on page 11

e Day 2 Media: Ting-An Lin and Po-Hsuan Chen, “Artificial Intelligence
in a Structurally Unjust Society” page 11 to the end

e Short Essay #3 due on TBD

Module 4: Data Privacy and Exploitation
Week 10: Privacy Rights and Big Data

e Day 1 Media: Beate Roessler, “Privacy as a Human Right”

e Day 2 Media: Caitlin Chin-Rothmann, “Protecting Data Privacy as a
Baseline for Responsible AI” (podcast)

Week 11: Surveillance Capitalism

e Day 1 Media: Shoshana Zuboff, “Surveillance Capitalism and the Chall-

enge of Collective Action”

e Day 2 Media: Jim Harper and Neil Chilson, “The Semantics of ‘Surveill-
ance Capitalism’: Much Ado About Something”

e Midterm Paper due on TBD
Week 12: Data Colonialism
e Day 1 Media: Nick Couldry and Ulises Mejias, “Data Colonialism”

e Day 2 Media: Ulises Mejias, “Notes on the Historiography of Data Colo-

nialism”
e Short Essay #4 due on TBD

Module 5: The Existential Risk of AI
Week 13: An Introduction to Al and Existential Risk

e Day 1 Media: Nick Bostrom, “The End of Humanity” (TED Talk)

e Day 2 Media: Karina Vold and Daniel Harris, “How Does Artificial Inte-

lligence Pose an Existential Risk?”

Week 14: The Power-Seeking AI Problem

e Day 1 Media: Joe Carlsmith, “Existential Risk from Power-Seeking AT”
up to section VI on page 22

e Day 2 Media: Joe Carlsmith, “Existential Risk from Power-Seeking AT”
from page 22 to the end
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Week 15: Optimism About Al Risk

e Day 1 Media: (I) Seth Lazar et al., “Is Avoiding Risk from AI Really an
Urgent Priority?” and (II) David Thorstad, “Exaggerat-
ing the Risks—Part 8: Carlsmith Wrap-up”

e Day 2 Media: None

Final Exam Review Lecture
e Revised Short Essay (Optional) due on TBD

e Final Exam on TBD

Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems

Academic Conduct

Plagiarism—presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or
recast in your own words—is a serious academic offense with serious con-
sequences. Please familiarize yourself with the discussion of plagiarism in
SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University Standards”
policy. Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally unacceptable. See
additional information in SCampus and university policies on Research and
Scholarship Misconduct.

Students and Disability Accommodations

USC welcomes students with disabilities into all of the University’s educa-
tional programs. The Office of Student Accessibility Services (OSAS) is re-
sponsible for the determination of appropriate accommodations for students
who encounter disability-related barriers. Once a student has completed the
OSAS process (registration, initial appointment, and submitted documenta-
tion) and accommodations are determined to be reasonable and appropriate,
a Letter of Accommodation (LOA) will be available to generate for each
course. The LOA must be given to each course instructor by the student and
followed up with a discussion. This should be done as early in the semester
as possible as accommodations are not retroactive. More information can be
found at osas.usc.edu. You may contact OSAS at (213) 740-0776 or via email
at osasfrontdesk@usc.edu.
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Syllabi from Past Courses

I have included the syllabi for all courses in which I was a primary instructor.
Sample Syllabi

Ethics
(Begins Next Page)

Ethics is an upper-division course, taught at USC, which surveys normative

ethics.
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Spring 2023 PHIL 340—Ethics
Time: Tuesday and Thursday 5-6:20PM
Location: THH 215

Instructor: Anthony Nguyen

Pronouns: He/Him/His

Email: anthony.nguyen.1@usc.edu

Office Hours: Thursday 2-4PM in MHP courtyard

Course Description

What is the difference between right and wrong? The answer to this question has important
implications for how we should live. For most of the course, we will investigate influential ethical
theories that purport to, at least partially, answer this question. In the remainder of the course, we
will survey several other topics of interest to ethicists: doing versus allowing harm, the ethics of
belief, moral luck, the relation between culture and moral responsibility, and the duties of the
oppressed under conditions of social injustice. Students will practice using critical reasoning to
evaluate philosophical views and arguments in normative ethics.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, students will be able to do the following:

Identify major claims made when reading philosophical texts about ethics,
Describe several influential theories and views in normative ethics,

Develop clear and well-reasoned arguments for these theories and views,

Develop clear and well-reasoned objections against these theories and views, and
Philosophically evaluate the arguments and objections to these theories and views.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade in this course will be determined by 5 components:

1. In-Class Quizzes: These are multiple-choice, closed-note, and in-class pop quizzes
assessing your understanding of assigned readings. There will be 10 given throughout the
semester, and your grade on this component will be determined by your performance on
the 5 that you perform best on. For example, you can receive a perfect score on this
component of your grade if your answers for 5 quizzes are perfect, even if you completely
fail (or do not submit anything) for the other 5 quizzes. For another example, if you only
take 4 in-class quizzes but give perfect answers to them, you will receive 80% credit for
this component of your final grade. As these are pop quizzes, they will be given on random
class meetings. They will always be given in the beginning, or near the beginning, of a
class meeting. Any quiz given in a class will be on the reading(s) assigned for that day. No
more than one quiz will be given during any single class. There is no option to do a makeup
quiz unless you have an excused absence for the class meeting in which that quiz is given;
in that case, email me to determine when you will take a makeup quiz. Makeup quizzes
will always differ from the quizzes originally given in class.
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. Short Essays: These are 300-400-word essays in which you answer the prompt provided.

The prompt for any short essay will be given at least one week before its deadline. 5 short
essay prompts will be provided over the course of the semester. You only need to complete
3 short essays. You are not permitted to work on more than 3. However, you are allowed
to revise and resubmit exactly one of short essays 1-4 in light of my comments if you
choose to do so. In that case, your previous grade on that essay will be replaced by the new
one. Revised short essays must be submitted to me over email by 4/27, the last day of class.

Midterm Assignment: Your work on this assignment will consist of 300-400-word
responses to 3 prompts. Your work on this assignment should therefore be 900-1,200 words
in total. 5 prompts will be given at least 2 weeks before the deadline, which is on 2/17. You
only need to answer 3 of the prompts. You are not permitted to answer more than 3.

Final Paper: The final paper will be 2,500-3,000 words long. 3 paper prompts will be
provided at least 4 weeks before the deadline, which is on 4/7. You may choose to write a
paper responding to one of these prompts. However, you are free to propose a prompt of
your own choosing to work on. But it must be relevant to the course and be approved by
me by 3/24, which is 2 weeks before the deadline. You may email me a rough draft of your
final paper by 3/24. If you choose to do so, I will return comments within a week so that
you get feedback from me at least a week before the submission deadline.

Final Exam: This non-cumulative exam, scheduled for 4:30-6:30pm on 5/4, will consist
of multiple-choice, short-answer, and long-answer questions. Any material discussed in
readings or lecture covered after 2/17, the midterm assignment deadline, may appear on
this exam. You will have 2 hours to complete the exam. It will be a closed-note exam. By
4/13, which is 3 weeks before the final exam, a study guide and more concrete details on
the exam format will be provided.

Grade Breakdown

Assessment Tool % of Final Grade Deadlines and Exam Period
In-Class Quizzes 20 N/A

Short Essays 20 1/25, 2/10, 3/3, 3/24, and 4/14
Midterm Assignment 20 2/17

Final Paper 20 417

Final Exam 20 5/4 from 4:30-6:30pm

Grading Scale
Letter grades in this course will be determined using the following 100-point scale:

A
A-
B+
B
B-
C+

93-100
90-92
87-89
83-86
80-82
77-79
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C 73-76
C- 70-72
D+  67-69
D 63-66
D- 60-62

F 59 and below

Assigned Readings
All assigned readings will be uploaded to Blackboard. No textbook is required for this course. You
are expected to do the reading assigned for a day before class meets that day.

Grading Timeline
I will return grades and comments on a short essay, midterm assignment, and final paper within 3
weeks of whichever of the following is later: its deadline or date of submission.

Communication Timeline
The best way to contact me about the course is through office hours or email. I will respond to
emails within 3 days, including days of the weekend.

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

There is no late penalty for submitting short essays, midterm assignments, and final papers if they
are no more than 2 days late. Work that is 3 or more days late will be penalized by 5% every day
that it is more than 2 days late. If you submit something 1 minute late, | will count that as a day
late. If it is 24 hours and 1 minute late, | will count that as two days late. And so on. For example,
if you submit your midterm assignment 48 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 3 days late. Then
the highest possible grade that you could receive on your midterm assignment would be a 95% A.
For another example, if you submit your midterm assignment 96 hours and 1 minute late, that
counts as 5 days late. Then the highest possible grade that you could receive on your midterm
assignment would be a 85% B.

Extensions are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, illness and family emergencies that
hinder your ability to complete an assignment on time are legitimate reasons for requesting an
extension. Extensions must be approved by me ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline.
Please contact me if you need an extension. An analogous policy holds for excused absences.

Recommendations

Come to class when you can! If you miss class (even with an excused absence), review the slides
uploaded later for that class. But these slides will not cover all the material discussed in class, so |
recommend that you either get notes from another student or meet me in office hours.

Carefully read the assigned readings! Even when philosophers write clearly, philosophy is hard
and requires keen attention to detail. Having to read slowly and attentively is the norm, not the
exception. Even then, rereading a philosophical text is often necessary to really understand the
arguments made in it. When reading a philosophical text, don’t forget to charitably interpret the
author’s view and argument(s)! That is, for any assigned reading, attribute the most plausible views
and arguments to its author that are consistent with the text.
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In your work, prioritize quality over quantity! For example, it is better to clearly state and carefully
defend one argument for your conclusion than to briefly sketch and defend 3 independent
arguments for that same conclusion. Sometimes in this course, you will read philosophers who
give several arguments for their conclusion. But they generally have the privilege of having much
more space to state and defend their arguments than you will in your work for this assignment. In
your final paper, the longest assignment for the course, you only have a maximum of 3,000 words
to review the relevant background material, argue for your conclusion, object to relevant views
besides yours, as well as consider and reply to reasonable objections to your own conclusion or to
your argument for it. That is a lot to do. For philosophical writing, 3,000 words are not much at
all. So, when you argue for a conclusion in your work for this class, I strongly recommend that
you state only one argument and make it well.

Come to office hours if you would like to discuss course material or logistics! Office hours are a
time in which my job is to help you succeed in this course in a one-on-one setting. If you cannot
meet during my scheduled office hours, please contact me to schedule an appointment.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown
This course consists of two modules, or parts, as described below. Readings and important dates
are listed. When a reading is assigned for a given day, read it before class meets that day.

Module 1: Ethical Theories
Week 1: Introduction and Divine Command Theory
e T 1/10 Reading: None
e Th 1/12 Reading: Course Syllabus and Jeremy Koons, “Can God’s Goodness Save the
Divine Command Theory from Euthyphro?”

Week 2: Cultural Relativism and Moral Universalism
e T 1/17 Reading: Julia Driver, “The Challenge to Moral Universalism”
e Th 1/19 Reading: Lila Abu-Lughod, “Do Muslim Women Really Need Saving?
Anthropological Reflections on Cultural Relativism and its Others”

Week 3: Ethical Egoism
e T 1/24 Reading: James Rachels, “Ethical Egoism”
e W 1/25: Short Essay #1 Due
e Th 1/26 Reading: Kim-Chong Chong, “Egoism, Desires, and Friendship”

Week 4: Act Utilitarianism
e T 1/31 Reading: Henry Sidgwick, excerpt from The Methods of Ethics
e Th 2/2 Reading: Ursula Le Guin, “The Ones Who Walk Away from Omelas;” Judith
Thomson, excerpt from “The Trolley Problem;” and Emile Torres, “Against Longtermism”

Week 5: Rule Consequentialism
e T 2/7 Reading: Brad Hooker, “Rule-Consequentialism”
e Th 2/9 Reading: Frances Howard-Snyder, “Rule Consequentialism is a Rubber Duck”
e F 2/10: Short Essay #2 Due
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Week 6: Sophisticated Consequentialism
e T 2/14 Reading: Peter Railton, “Alienation, Consequentialism, and the Demands of
Morality”
e Th 2/16 Reading: Neera Badhwar Kapur, “Why it is Wrong to be Always Guided by the
Best: Consequentialism and Friendship”
e F 2/17: Midterm Assignment Due

Week 7: Kant’s Deontology and the Categorical Imperative
e T 2/21 Reading: James Fieser, “Kant’s Categorical Imperative”
Optional: Immanuel Kant, excerpt from Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals
e Th 2/23 Reading: Pauline Kleingeld, “How to Use Someone ‘Merely as a Means’”

Week 8: Rights-Based Deontology
e T 2/28 Reading: Peter Jones, “The Morality of Rights”
e Th 3/2 Reading: Judith Thomson, “Tradeoffs”
e F 3/3: Short Essay #3 Due

Week 9: Virtue Ethics
e T 3/7 Reading: Rosalind Hursthouse, “Right Action”
Optional: Aristotle, excerpt from Nicomachean Ethics
e Th 3/9 Reading: Ramon Das, “Virtue Ethics and Right Action”

Spring Break: 3/12-3/19

Week 10: Care Ethics
e T 3/21 Reading: Stephanie Collins, “Care Ethics: The Four Key Claims”
e Th 3/23 Reading: Virginia Held, “Caring Relations and Principles of Justice”
e F 3/24: Short Essay #4 Due

Module 2: Other Topics in Ethical Theory

Week 11: Doing versus Allowing Harm
e T 3/28 Reading: Judith Lichtenberg, “The Moral Equivalence of Action and Omission”
e Th 3/30 Reading: Fiona Woollard, “Doing, Allowing, and Imposing”

Week 12: The Ethics of Belief
e T 4/4 Reading: Rima Basu, “The Wrongs of Racist Beliefs”
e Th4/6 Reading: Briana Toole, “From Standpoint Epistemology to Epistemic Oppression”
e F 4/7: Final Paper Due

Week 13: Moral Luck
e T 4/11 Reading: Eduardo Rivera-Lopez, “How to Reject Resultant Moral Luck Alone” and
Susan Wolf, “The Moral of Moral Luck”
e Th 4/13 Reading: Michael Otsuka, “Moral Luck: Optional, Not Brute”
e F 4/14: Short Essay #5 Due
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Week 14: Culture and Moral Responsibility
e T 4/18 Reading: Michele Moody-Adams, “Culture, Responsibility, and Affected
Ignorance”
e Th4/20 Reading: Neil Levy, “Cultural Membership and Moral Responsibility”

Week 15: The Duties of the Oppressed and Final Exam Review
e T 4/25 Reading: Tommie Shelby, “Justice, Deviance, and the Dark Ghetto”
e Th 4/27 Reading: None
Final Exam Review Lecture
Revised Assignments Due (Optional)

Final Exam: 4:30-6:30pm on Thursday, 5/4 in THH 215
Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems
Academic Conduct:

Plagiarism — presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or recast in your own
words — is a serious academic offense with serious consequences. Please familiarize yourself with
the discussion of plagiarism in SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University
Standards”_policy.usc.edu/scampus-part-b. Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally
unacceptable. See additional information in SCampus and university policies on Research and
Scholarship Misconduct.

Students and Disability Accommodations:

USC welcomes students with disabilities into all of the University’s educational programs. The
Office of Student Accessibility Services (OSAS) is responsible for the determination of
appropriate accommodations for students who encounter disability-related barriers. Once a student
has completed the OSAS process (registration, initial appointment, and submitted documentation)
and accommodations are determined to be reasonable and appropriate, a Letter of Accommodation
(LOA) will be available to generate for each course. The LOA must be given to each course
instructor by the student and followed up with a discussion. This should be done as early in the
semester as possible as accommodations are not retroactive. More information can be found at
o0sas.usc.edu. You may contact OSAS at (213) 740-0776 or via email at osasfrontdesk@usc.edu.
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Introduction to Political Philosophy
(Begins Next Page)

Introduction to Political Philosophy, taught at FSU, provides an introductory

survey of some central issues in political philosophy.
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INTRODUCTION TO POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

Florida State University
Spring 2026

Prof:  Anthony Nguyen (he/him) TA: Minsu Kim (he/him)
Email: anguyen5@Qfsu.edu Email: mk24bb@Qfsu.edu
Time: TTh 9:45-11AM Place: BEL 116

Office Hours

The instructor’s office hours are 2:30-3:15PM on Tuesdays and Thursdays
in Dodd 290. The TA’s office hours are 11AM—12:30PM on Mondays and
Wednesdays in DIF 318. Please come by to ask any questions about the
course. Office hours are a time in which our job is to help you, in a one-on-
one setting, succeed in the course. We are glad when students attend! If you
cannot attend them but wish to meet, please email us to schedule a meeting.

Course Description

Are there political obligations to obey a law because it is a law? If so, why?
What limits, if any, does justice place on socioeconomic inequality? Does
money buy freedom? How concerned, if at all, should we be about the role of
money in politics? Should states endorse a closed borders policy, or instead
an open borders one, on immigration? What is the scope of free speech?
What explains the value of free speech? To what extent should the state
accommodate cultural diversity? When, if ever, may a cultural group claim
an exemption from laws that apply to other citizens? In this course, we will
investigate classic questions such as these within political philosophy.

Besides teaching you content regarding some major debates within political
philosophy, we aspire to further foster your philosophical abilities. And the
best way to practice any skill is to regularly practice it while getting reliable
feedback from a mentor, such as your TA or me. This course provides an
opportunity to practice, and thus improve on, core philosophical skills.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, you will be able to perform the following tasks:

1. Identify major claims made in academic articles on political philoso-
phy after reading them;

2. Describe several influential views in political philosophy;

3. Develop clear and well-reasoned arguments for these views;

4. Develop clear, charitable, and well-reasoned objections against these

views; and

5. Evaluate the arguments for, and objections against, these philosoph-

ical claims.
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CoreFSU Syllabus Language: Three CoreFSU Requirements
First, this course meets the CoreFSU Humanities and Cultural Practice re-
quirements. By the end of this course, you will be able to:

e Interpret intellectual or artistic works within a cultural context, and

e Apply philosophical methods to analyze and evaluate aspects of hu-

man experience.

Second, this course meets the CoreFSU Ethics requirement. To fulfill this
requirement, you must earn a C—or higher in the course. By the end of this
course, you will be able to:

e Evaluate various ethical positions; and

e Describe ways in which historical, social, or cultural contexts shape

ethical perspectives.

Finally, this course meets the CoreFSU Exploring the Human Experience
requirement. To fulfill this requirement, you must earn a C—or higher in
the course. Moreover you must complete some substantial assignment that
accounts for at least 25% of your final grade; in this class, that assignment

will be a midterm paper. By the end of this course, you will be able to:

e Analyze some aspect of human experience within a culture, focusing
on at least one source of diversity; and

e Explore one’s own cultural norms or values in relation those of a dif-
ferent cultural group.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade in the course will be determined by 5 components:

1. READING QUIZZES
These are multiple-choice, closed-note, and in-class pop quizzes assess-
ing your understanding of assigned readings. 8 will be given through-
out the semester. Your grade on this component of your final grade
will be determined by your 4 highest quiz grades.

These quizzes will be given on randomly selected class meetings. They
will always be given before 10:45AM during a class meeting. Any quiz
given in a class will be on the reading(s) assigned for that day. No
more than one quiz will be given during any one class. You will write

your answers to quiz questions on notecards provided to you in-class.

2. ESSAY
This a 4-6 paragraph essay in which you answer one of the provided
prompts. Essays will be completed in-class on 1/22 in a closed-note
environment. Prompts will be provided by 1/15, one week before the

essay is completed. Note that you are allowed, but not required, to
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revise and resubmit this essay—during office hours of the last week of
class—in light of your TA’s comments. Your previous grade on that
essay would be replaced by the new one if, and only if, it is higher.

PAPER PRECIS

This is a 400-500-word mini-draft of your midterm paper. The précis
should be written much like an essay; in your précis, you are required
to state a thesis, argue for it, consider a reasonable objection, and
then reply to it. The précis will be graded using the same standards
as essays, but it will nonetheless be much more difficult to get a raw
grade of an A; your thesis should be more ambitious (as befitting
a midterm paper) and therefore harder to persuasively defend. It is

virtually impossible to receive a raw grade of an A on this assignment.

To accommodate this assignment’s difficulty, its final grade will be its
raw grade plus 12 points (i.e., a flat 12-point curve), up to a maximum
of 100. For example, a 80% B— raw grade means a 92% A— final
grade; a 90% A— raw grade means a 100% A final grade. Your précis’
final grade, not its raw grade, will be used to calculate your final
course grade. The précis constitutes the only graded component of
your final course grade that will be graded on any curve whatsoever.

MIDTERM PAPER

This is a 1,100-1,400-word paper in which you answer one of the
prompts provided. Prompts will be provided by 2/8, which is one
week before the précis is due; so, the prompts will be available for
over a month before your midterm paper is due. You are expected to
write your midterm paper on the same prompt you choose for your
précis. If you wish to do otherwise, you must consult with your TA
and get his approval before the midterm paper is due.

FINAL EXAM

This cumulative and closed-note exam will consist of multiple-choice,
short-answer, and long-answer questions. By 4/14, which is two weeks
before the final exam, you will be provided a study guide containing

a question pool and more specific details about the exam’s format.

Assignment Deadlines

Reading Quizzes ............ N/A (surprise!)
Essay .................... 1/22, during class
Paper Précis .................. ... 2/15
Midterm Paper ........................ 3/15
Final Exam .............. 4/28, 7:30-9:30AM
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Grade Breakdown

Reading Quizzes ........ 20%
Essay ........ooooiinns. 10%
Paper Précis ............ 10%
Midterm Paper ......... 30%
Final Exam ............. 30%
Grading Scale
A 93-100
A— 90-92
B+ ..o 87-89
B oo 83-86
B— 80-82
CH 77-79
Co 73-76
C— 70-72
D4+ 67-69
D ..o 63-66
D—. 60-62
F+ ..o 57-59
F oo 0-56

Communication Timeline

The best way to contact us about the course is through office hours or email.
We will respond to emails within 72 hours (excluding weekend hours). Al-
though we will strive to respond more quickly and will often succeed in doing
so, responding within 72 hours is what we can sincerely promise.

Grading Timeline
Quizzes, essays, and précis will be graded within 3 weeks of whichever of the
following date is later: its deadline or the date it is submitted. Midterm

papers will be graded within 4 weeks.

Assigned Readings
No textbook is required. All assigned readings will be made available on

Canvas.

Especially as the assigned readings will often contradict one another, you
should charitably interpret and critically evaluate each of them. None of the
readings can be assumed to express the instructor’s or TA’s own personal
views; in any case, our own personal views on these controversial issues are
irrelevant to your academic success in this course. We are teaching you what
the relevant philosophical views say as well as some of the arguments for and
against them, not whether you should accept them. That is for you to decide
based on careful, philosophical evaluation of the relevant arguments.

page 4 of 8



PHM 2300: Intro to Political Philosophy Spring 2026

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

There is no late penalty on paper précis and midterm papers if they are no
more than one day late. This lenient late work policy does not apply to
quizzes, essays, or exams. Work that is 2 or more days late will be penalized
by 10% every day that it is more than one day late. If you submit your
midterm paper 1 minute late, that counts as a day late. If it is 24 hours and
1 minute late, that counts as two days late. And so on. For example, if you
submit an midterm paper 48 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 3 days
late. Then the highest possible grade that you could receive on it would be a
80% B—. For another example, if you submit your midterm paper 96 hours
and 1 minute late, that counts as 5 days late. Then the highest possible grade
that you could receive on it would be a 60% D—.

Extensions are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, medical emer-
gencies are legitimate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must
be approved by one of us ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline.
Please contact us if you wish to request an extension! An analogous policy
holds for excused absences.

There is no option to do a makeup quiz or essay unless you have an excused
absence for the class meeting in which that quiz or essay is given. Makeup
quizzes will differ from the quizzes originally given in class. Makeup final ex-
ams will be offered only when required by university policy, which is described
here: https://registrar.fsu.edu/term-specific-examination-policies.

AT Statement

Using generative Al (e.g., ChatGPT and, less obviously, Grammarly) is for-
bidden in this course. All assigned work must be completed independently.
Violations of this policy will result in severe academic penalties. One of the
course’s main goals is to promote your critical thinking skills. Recent scien-
tific results, however, suggest that using Al tools often decreases one’s critical
thinking skills. Relatedly, recent brain imaging results indicate that relying
on LLMs (large language models, like ChatGPT) reduces brain connectivity
and likely imposes other cognitive costs. Using generative Al to skip diffi-
cult thinking processes undermines the very point of a philosophy course: to
improve as a philosophical thinker capable of independently understanding,

discussing, and evaluating philosophically controversial ideas.

Recommendations

Come to class! This course is designed to teach you much of the required
skills and content through in-class activities and discussions. If you miss
class, review the slides uploaded later for that class. (Slides used in a week
will be uploaded onto Canvas by the following weekend.) But these slides
will not cover all the material discussed in class, so we recommend that you
either get notes from another student or meet us in our office hours.
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Do the assigned readings carefully! Take notes. Even when philosophers write
clearly, philosophy is hard and requires keen attention to detail. Having to
read slowly and attentively is the norm, not the exception. Don’t forget to
charitably interpret these readings! That is, for any reading, attribute the
most plausible views and arguments to its author consistent with the text.

In your writing, prioritize quality over quantity! For example, it is better
to clearly state and carefully defend one argument for your conclusion than
to briefly sketch and defend 3 different arguments for that same conclusion.
Some assigned readings will contain several arguments for a conclusion. But
these authors have the privilege of having much more space to state and
defend their arguments than you will. In your midterm paper, you only have
a maximum of 1,400 words to review the relevant background material, argue
for your conclusion, as well as consider and reply to a strong objection to
either your conclusion or to your argument for it. That is a lot to do. For
philosophical writing, 1,400 words are very little to work with.

Come to our office hours if you would like to discuss course material or logis-
tics! We want to set you up for success in this course, and we will be better

able to do so if you reach out to us when you sense you need help.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown

The course consists of three modules. Course topics, assigned readings, and
assignment deadlines are outlined below. You should expect roughly 30-35
pages of assigned reading (bibliography pages excluded), on average, per week.
When a reading is assigned for a day, please read it before class meets that day.

Module 1: Legitimate Authority

WEEK 1: INTRODUCTION
e 1/06: N/A (the Spring semester has not yet begun)
e 1/08: THE FIRST DAY OF CLASS (no reading)

WEEK 2: PHILOSOPHICAL METHODOLOGY AND THE CONSENT THEORY
e 1/13: (1) Syllabus and (2) Plato, Crito
e 1/15: Hanna Pitkin, “Obligation and Consent”

WEEK 3: THE NATURAL DUTY OF JUSTICE THEORY
e 1/20: Anna Stilz, “Why Does the State Morally Matter?”
e 1/22: Essay today in class

Module 2: Justice
WEEK 4: THE ORIGINAL POSITION AND JUSTICE AS FAIRNESS
e 1/27: John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (selected passages #1)

e 1/29: John Rawls, A Theory of Justice (selected passages #2)
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WEEK 5: JUSTICE AS FAIRNESS (CONTINUED)
e 2/03: Leif Wenar, “A Society of Self-Respect”
e 2/05: Simone Chambers, “The Politics of Equality”

WEEK 6: LIBERTARIANISM

e 2/10: Robert Nozick, “Distributive Justice” (selected passages #1)
e 2/12: Robert Nozick, “Distributive Justice” (selected passages #2)
e Paper Précis due on Sunday, 2/15

WEEK 7: LUCK EGALITARIANISM

e 2/17: Kok-Chor Tan, “Luck Egalitarianism: A Modest Account” (se-
lected passages)

e 2/19: Elizabeth Anderson, “What is the Point of Equality?” (selected
passages)

Module 3: Other Topics in Political Philosophy

WEEK 8: FREEDOM AND MONEY
e 2/24: G.A. Cohen, “Freedom and Money” (selected passages #1)
e 2/26: G.A. Cohen, “Freedom and Money” (selected passages #2)

WEEK 9: MONEY IN POLITICS

e 3/03: Ingrid Roebyns, “What, if Anything, is Wrong with Extreme
Wealth?”

e 3/05: Jessica Flanigan and Christopher Freiman, “Wealth Without
Limits: In Defense of Billionaires”

WEEK 10: FREE SPEECH

e 3/10: Jovy Chan, “Understanding Free Speech as a Two-Way Right”
e 3/12: Bhikhu Parekh, “Limits of Free Speech”

e Midterm Paper due on Sunday, 3/15

SPRING BREAK: 3/16-3/20

WEEK 11: PRISONS AND CRIMINAL PUNISHMENT
e 3/24: Ernest van den Haag, Punishing Criminals (selected passages)
e 3/26: Raff Donelson, “The Inherent Problem with Mass Incarceration”

WEEK 12: THE BOUNDARY PROBLEM IN DEMOCRATIC THEORY

e 3/31: Sarah Song, “The Boundary Problem in Democratic Theory”
(selected passages #1)

e 4/02: Sarah Song, “The Boundary Problem in Democratic Theory”
(selected passages #2)
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WEEK 13: IMMIGRATION
e 4/07: Sarah Song, “Political Theories of Migration”
e 4/09: Christopher Freiman and Javier Hidalgo, “Liberalism or Immi-

gration Restrictions, but not Both” (selected passages)

WEEK 14: MULTICULTURALISM AND GENDER EQUALITY
e 4/14: Susan Okin, “Is Multiculturalism Bad for Feminism?”
e 4/16: Chandran Kukathas, “Is Feminism Bad for Multiculturalism?”

WEEK 15: CULTURAL APPROPRIATION

¢ Revised Essays (Optional!) due this week during office hours
e 4/21: Hochan Kim, “Cultural Appropriation and Social Recognition”
e 4/23: FINAL EXAM REVIEW TODAY IN CLASS (no reading)

FINALS WEEK
e Final Exam from 7:30-9:30AM on Tuesday, 4/28

Other FSU Syllabi Statements
Important details concerning FSU’s attendance policy, academic honor policy,
ADA policy, and academic as well as mental health resources, are described

here: https://facsenate.fsu.edu/Curriculum-Resources/syllabus-language.

Note that, consistent with state law and university policy, students are per-
mitted to make recordings of class lectures—but not class discussions—for
personal use only. However, note that sharing, posting, or publishing class-
room recordings (even with other enrolled students) may subject you to honor
code violations and legal penalties associated with theft of intellectual prop-
erty and violations of other state laws. Students must monitor their recordings
so that they do not include participation by other students without permis-
sion. Students with disabilities will continue to have appropriate accommo-
dations for recordings if approved, and as established, by OAS.

Finally, note that except for changes that significantly affect implementation

of the stated policies on grading (e.g., graded assignments central require-
ments), this syllabus is subject to change with advance notice.
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Philosophy of Law
(Begins Next Page)

Philosophy of Law is an upper-division course, taught at FSU, which surveys

contemporary debates in analytic jurisprudence, normative jurisprudence,

and international jurisprudence (i.e., the philosophy of international law).
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PHILOSOPHY OF LAW

Florida State University

Fall 2025
Prof:  Anthony Nguyen (he/him) TA: Gagyung “Gigi” Dong (she/her)
Email: anguyenb@fsu.edu Email: gd24g@fsu.edu
Time: TTh 11:35-12:50 Place: KRB 105

Course Description

What is a law, and how do laws differ from other rules? What makes a law
a good one? Should socioeconomic rights be recognized by a constitution?
Is judicial review compatible with democracy, or does it give a concerning
amount of power to unelected political officials? We will spend most of the
course investigating such classic questions in the philosophy of law, also known
as “jurisprudence.”

We will conclude the course by investigating the special case of international
law and the philosophical questions it raises. Does international law even
exist, given the arguable—albeit, debatable—absence of centralized, global
institutions that can effectively enforce international law? What is self-
determination, and how might it problematize the enforcement of interna-
tional law? To what extent is international law complicit in colonial injustice?

Besides teaching you content about some major debates within the philoso-
phy of law, we aspire to further foster your philosophical abilities. And the
best way to practice any skill is to regularly practice it while getting reliable
feedback from a mentor, such as your TA or me. This course provides an
opportunity to further practice the related philosophical skills.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, you will be able to perform the following tasks:

1. Identify major claims made in academic articles on the philosophy of
law after reading them:;

2. Describe several influential philosophical claims concerning analytic
jurisprudence, normative jurisprudence, and international law;

3. Develop clear and well-reasoned arguments for these philosophical
claims;

4. Develop clear, charitable, and well-reasoned objections against these
claims; and

5. Evaluate the arguments for, and objections against, these philosoph-
ical claims.

Office Hours

The instructor’s office hours are 3-4pm on Tuesdays and Thursdays in Dodd
290. The TA’s office hours are 10am-1pm on Wednesdays in DIF 404C. Please
come by to ask any questions about the course. Office hours are a time in
which our job is to help you, in a one-on-one setting, to succeed in this course.
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We are glad when students attend! If you cannot meet during office hours
but wish to meet to discuss the course, please email us to schedule a meeting.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade in the course will be determined by 5 components:

1.

READING QUIZZES

These are multiple-choice, closed-note, and in-class pop quizzes assess-
ing your understanding of assigned readings. 9 will be given through-
out the semester, and your grade on this component will be deter-
mined by your performance on the 5 that you perform best on. For
example, you can receive a perfect score on this component of your
grade if your answers for 5 quizzes are perfect, even if you completely
fail (or do not submit anything) for the other 4 quizzes.

These quizzes will be given on randomly selected class meetings. They
will always be given before 12:15pm of a class meeting. Any quiz given
in a class will be on the reading(s) assigned for that day. No more
than one quiz will be given during any single class. Your answers to
quiz questions will be written on notecards provided in-class.

ESSAYS

These are 4-6 paragraph essays in which you answer one of the pro-
vided prompts. Essays will be completed in-class in a closed-note
environment. Prompts will be provided at least one week before an
essay’s deadline. You will submit 2 essays. Furthermore, you are al-
lowed, but not required, to revise and resubmit exactly one of these
two essays—during office hours of the last week of class (i.e., the week
of 12/1)—in light of your TA’s comments. You may bring your orig-
inal essay with your TA’s comments. Your previous grade on that
essay would be replaced by the new one if (and only if) it is higher.

PAPER OUTLINE

This is a 400-500-word outline of your midterm paper. This should be
written much like an essay; in your paper outline, you will explicitly
state your paper’s thesis, argue for it, consider a reasonable objection,
and then reply to it. Paper outlines will be graded using the same
standards as essays, but it will nonetheless be more difficult to get a
raw grade of an A on this assignment; your thesis should be more am-
bitious (as befitting a midterm paper) than those you defend in essays
and therefore harder to persuasively defend. It is virtually impossible
to receive a raw grade of an A on this assignment.

To accommodate this assignment’s difficulty, its final grade will be its
raw grade plus 12 points (i.e., a flat 12-point curve), up to a maximum
of 100. For example, a paper outline receiving a 78% C+ raw grade
will receive a final grade of a 90% A—; a paper outline receiving a
90% A— raw grade will receive a final grade of a 100% A. Your paper
outline’s final grade—mnot its raw grade—will be used to calculate your
final course grade. The paper outline constitutes the only graded
component of your final course grade that will be graded on a curve.
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MIDTERM PAPER

This is a 1,400-1,700-word paper in which you answer one of the
prompts provided. Prompts will be provided by 10/12, which is one
week before the paper outline is due; so, the prompts will be available
before your paper outline is due as well. You are expected to write
your midterm paper on the same prompt you choose for your paper
outline as well as to defend the same thesis concerning that prompt.
If you wish to do otherwise, you must consult with your TA and get
her approval before the midterm paper is due.

FINAL EXAM

This cumulative and closed-note exam will consist of multiple-choice,
short-answer, and long-answer questions. By 12/1, which is one week
before the final exam, a study guide containing more concrete details
on the exam format will be provided.

Assignment Deadlines

Reading Quizzes ............ N/A (surprise!)
Essays ............. 9/9 & 9/30 during class
Paper Outline ........................ 10/19
Midterm Paper ........................ 11/9
Final Exam .......... 12/8 from 10am-noon

Grade Breakdown

Grading Scale

Reading Quizzes ........ 10%
Essays .........ooooi... 20%
Paper Outline ........... 10%
Midterm Paper ......... 30%
Final Exam ............. 30%
A 93-100
A— 90-92
B+ ..o 87-89
B ..o 83-86
B— 80-82
C+ .o 77-79
C o 73-76
C— 70-72
D+ .o 67-69
D . 63-66
D— 60-62
F+ 57-59
F oo 0-56

Communication Timeline

The best way to contact your TA or me about the course is through office
hours or email. We will respond to emails within 72 hours (excluding weekend
hours). Although we will strive to respond more quickly, responding within
this specified timeframe is all we can sincerely promise.
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Grading Timeline

Reading quizzes, essays, and paper outlines will be graded within 2.5 weeks of
whichever of the following date is later: its deadline or the date it is submitted.
Midterm papers will be graded within 3.5 weeks.

Assigned Readings
All assigned readings will will be uploaded to Canvas. You are expected to
do the reading(s) assigned for a day before class meets on that day.

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

There is no late penalty on paper outlines and midterm papers if they are
no more than one day late. This lenient late work policy does not apply to
quizzes, essays, or exams. Work that is 2 or more days late will be penalized
by 10% every day that it is more than one day late. If you submit your
midterm paper 1 minute late, that counts as a day late. If it is 24 hours and
1 minute late, that counts as two days late. And so on. For example, if you
submit an midterm paper 48 hours and 1 minute late, that counts as 3 days
late. Then the highest possible grade that you could receive on it would be a
80% B—. For another example, if you submit your midterm paper 96 hours
and 1 minute late, that counts as 5 days late. Then the highest possible grade
that you could receive on it would be a 60% D—.

Extensions are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, medical emer-
gencies that hinder your ability to complete an assignment on time are le-
gitimate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must be approved
by your TA ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline. Please contact
your TA if you wish to request an extension! An analogous policy holds for
excused absences.

There is no option to do a makeup quiz or essay unless you have an excused
absence for the class meeting in which that quiz is given; in that case, email
your TA to determine when you will take a makeup quiz or essay. Makeup
quizzes will differ from the quizzes originally given in class. Makeup final
exams will be offered only when required by university policy, as described
here: https://registrar.fsu.edu/term-specific-examination-policies.

Al Statement

AT tools (besides online/google search and autocorrect) are not permitted in
this course. All work must be completed independently. Violations of this
policy will result in severe academic penalties. One of the course’s main goals
is to promote your critical thinking skills. Recent scientific results, however,
suggest that using Al tools often decreases one’s critical thinking skills. Fur-
thermore, another study by OpenAl indicates that the recent “reasoning”
models of the most popular LLM “hallucinate,” or confidently state some-
thing objectively false, in response to specific factual questions about 33-48%
of the time. (And if nothing else, philosophy hinges on relevant, specific de-
tails.) In other words, these LLMs would typically score between a 52% F
and a 67% D+ on a test about specific and publicly available facts. You can
do much better than that!
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Recommendations

Come to class! If you miss class (even with an excused absence), review the
slides uploaded later for that class. But these slides will not cover all the
material discussed in class, so we recommend that you either get notes from
another student or meet us in our office hours.

Carefully do the assigned readings! Take notes. Even when philosophers
write clearly, philosophy is hard and requires keen attention to detail. When
reading, having to read slowly and attentively is the norm, not the exception.
Rereading philosophical texts is often necessary to truly understand the argu-
ments made in it. Don’t forget to charitably interpret the author’s view and
argument(s)! That is, for all assigned readings, attribute the most plausible
views and arguments to its author that are consistent with the text.

In your own philosophical writing, prioritize quality over quantity! For ex-
ample, it is better to clearly state and carefully defend one argument for your
conclusion than to briefly sketch and defend 3 different arguments for that
same conclusion. Some assigned readings will contain several arguments for a
conclusion. But these authors have the privilege of having much more space
to state and defend their arguments than you will. In your midterm paper,
you only have a maximum of 1,700 words to review the relevant background
material, argue for your conclusion, as well as consider and reply to a strong
objection to either your conclusion or to your argument for it. That is a lot
to do. For philosophical writing, 1,700 words are very little to work with.
So, when you argue for a conclusion in your work for this course, we strongly
recommend that you state only one argument and make it well.

Come to our office hours if you would like to discuss course material or logis-
tics! We want to set you up for success in this course, and we will be better
able to do so if you reach out to us when you sense you need help.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown

The course consists of three modules. Course topics, assigned readings, and
assignment deadlines are outlined below. When a reading is assigned for a
day, please read it before class meets that day.

Module 1: Analytic Jurisprudence

WEEK 1: INTRODUCTION
e 8/26: No reading
e 8/28: (1) syllabus and (2) H.L.A. Hart, “Persistent Questions”

WEEK 2: NATURAL LAW THEORY
e 9/2: Robert George, “Natural Law”
e 9/4: Robin West, “Natural Law Ambiguities”

WEEK 3: LEGAL POSITIVISM

e 9/9: Essay #1 today in class
e 9/11: H.L.A. Hart, “Law as the Union of Primary and Secondary Rules”
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WEEK 4: LEGAL POSITIVISM (CONTINUED)
e 9/16: H.L.A. Hart, other selected passages from The Concept of Law
e 9/18: Ronald Dworkin, “What is Law?” (selected passages)

WEEK 5: CONSTRUCTIVE INTERPRETIVISM
e 9/23: Ronald Dworkin, “Jurisprudence Revisited”
e 9/25: H.L.A. Hart, “Postscript” (selected passages)

Module 2: Normative Jurisprudence

WEEK 6: STATUTORY INTERPRETATION

e 9/30: Essay #2 today in class

e 10/2: (1) Maija Aalto-Heinild, “Intentionalism” and (2) Guha Krish-
namurthi, “Interpreting Textualist Slogans”

WEEK 7: THE HARM PRINCIPLE AND FREE SPEECH

e 10/07: Charles Edwin Baker, “Harm, Liberty, and Free Speech” (se-
lected passages)

e 10/09: Rebecca Brown, “The Harm Principle and Free Speech” (se-
lected passages)

WEEK 8: SOCIOECONOMIC RIGHTS

e 10/14: Dennis Davis, “The Case Against the Inclusion of Socioeconomic
Demands in a Bill of Rights Except as Directive Principle”

e 10/16: Ellen Wiles, “Aspirational Principles or Enforceable Rights? The
Future for Socio-Economic Rights in National Law”

e Paper Outline due on Sunday, 10/19

WEEK 9: JUDICIAL REVIEW AND CONSTITUTIONALISM

e 10/21: Jeremy Waldron, “The Core of the Case Against Judicial Review”
(featuring a lecture on Albie Sachs and Apartheid by Prof. May)

e 10/23: Albie Sachs, “Toward a Bill of Rights in a Democratic South
Africa”

WEEK 10: JUDICIAL REVIEW AND CONSTITUTIONALISM (CONTINUED)

e 10/28: Chapter Two of the Constitution of South Africa (featuring a
class visit by Albie Sachs today!)

e 10/30: Annabelle Lever, “Democracy and Judicial Review: Are They
Really Incompatible?”

Module 3: International Jurisprudence

WEEK 11: THE LEGAL (IN)VALIDITY OF INTERNATIONAL LAW

e 11/4: Mehrdad Payandeh, “The Concept of International Law in the
Jurisprudence of H.L.A. Hart” (selected passages)

e 11/6: Ronald Dworkin, “A New Philosophy for International Law”

e Midterm Paper due on Sunday, 11/9
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WEEK 12: NO CLASS
e 11/11: Veteran’s Day—NO CLASS TODAY
e 11/13: Instructor out of town—NO CLASS TODAY

WEEK 13: SELF-DETERMINATION AND ITS LIMITS
e 11/18: Seyla Benhabib, “Claiming Rights Across Borders”
e 11/20: Anna Stilz, “Decolonization and Self-Determination”

WEEK 14: COLONIALISM
e 11/25: Catherine Lu, “Colonialism as Structural Injustice”
e 11/27: Thanksgiving—NO CLASS TODAY

WEEK 15: NEOCOLONIALISM

e Revised Essays (Optional!) due this week during office hours

e 12/2: Godfrey Uzoigwe, “Neocolonialism is Dead: Long Live Neo-
colonialism”

e 12/4: No reading—FINAL EXAM REVIEW TODAY IN CLASS

FINALS WEEK
e Final Exam from 10am-noon on Monday, 12/8

Other Required FSU Syllabi Statements

For other important details concerning FSU’s attendance policy, academic
honor policy, ADA policy, and academic as well as mental health resources,
please see the following link: https://facsenate.fsu.edu/Curriculum-Resources/
syllabus-language.

Please note that this course will adopt the policy, outlined at the link above,
of—consistent with state law and university policy—not allowing audio or
video recordings of classroom activities without the instructor’s prior permis-
sion; such recordings are forbidden without the instructor’s prior permission.
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Reasoning and Argument A: Truth-Functional (Propositional) Logic
(Begins Next Page)
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Reasoning and Argument A covers first-order logic. The course only goes for 7
weeks, or approximately half of a semester at USC. Reasoning and Argument
A is a prerequisite for Reasoning and Argument B, which covers first-order

logic.
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PHIL 122A: REASONING AND ARGUMENT

University of Southern California
Spring 2024

Instructor: Anthony Nguyen (he/him) Time: TTh 5:00-6:50PM
Email: anthony.nguyen.1@usc.edu Place: GFS 105

Course Description

What is the difference between a persuasive and unpersuasive argument?
When does an argument give us good reason to believe its conclusion? In this
course, we will begin to answer these questions. We will focus on deductive
arguments, which purport to show that their conclusion must be true if their
premises are true. We will learn the formal language of TFL (i.e., truth-
functional logic), and how to use it to determine whether an argument is
valid. Since any persuasive deductive argument must be valid, this foray
into TFL will help illuminate what makes a deductive argument persuasive.
We will also discuss some limitations of TFL, which will motivate learning
about the more powerful first-order logic that PHIL 122B, the sequel to this
course, will focus on. Note that this course proceeds for only the first half
of the semester. Its sequel, PHIL 122B, proceeds for the second half of the
semester. PHIL122B must be registered for separately if you wish to take it.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, students will be able to perform the following tasks:

e Define the concepts of arguments, validity, and soundness;

e Identify and produce wffs (i.e., well-formed formulas) of TFL;
e Translate wifs of TFL as English sentences, and vice-versa;

e Create truth tables for wifs of TFL;

e Apply truth tables to determine whether a sentence is a tautology, a
contradiction, or a contingent sentence;

e Apply truth tables to determine whether two sentences are equivalent;

e Apply truth tables to determine whether a collection of sentences is
jointly satisfiable;

e Apply truth tables to determine whether an argument is formally valid;

e Create natural deductions proving that an argument is formally valid.

Office Hours

I will hold office hours 2-4pm on Tuesdays in MHP B7AD. Please come by to
ask any questions about the course. Office hours are a time in which my job
is to help you, in a one-on-one setting, succeed in this course. It makes me
happy when students attend! If you cannot meet during my office hours but
wish to meet to discuss the course, please email me to schedule a meeting.
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Communication Timeline
The best way to contact me about the course is through office hours or email.
I will respond to emails within 3 days, including days of the weekend.

Grading Timeline

I will return grades—and when applicable, feedback—on submitted course-
work within a week of whichever of the following dates is later: its deadline
or its date of submission.

Textbook

We will use the Fall 2023 edition of forallx: Calgary, written by P.D. Magnus,
Tim Button, Robert Trueman, and Richard Zach. This is a free textbook. I
have uploaded a pdf copy on our course Blackboard. Except for this syllabus,
all assigned readings will come from the forallz: Calgary textbook.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade will be determined by 3 components:

1. HOMEWORK: There will be 5 homework assignments. The first will be
due on Sunday, 1/21. Subsequent homework assignments will be due on
each following Sunday, up to (and including) Sunday, 2/18. You must
submit homework assignments through our course’s Carnap page. You
must create a Carnap account using your USC email and then register
in our Carnap course with the following link:

https://carnap.io/enroll/USC:%20PHIL122A,%20Spring%202024

2. QUIZzZES: There will be 5 cumulative, closed-note quizzes. However,
the quiz component of your final grade will be calculated using only
the 4 that you do best on. For example, if you get a 90% A— on 4
quizzes but a 50% F on the fifth, then you will get a 90% A— for this
component of your final grade. The first quiz will be given on Tuesday,
1/23. Subsequent quizzes will be given on each following Tuesday, up to
(and including) Tuesday, 2/20. Quizzes will be given at the beginning
of class. You will have 20 minutes for each quiz. Each quiz will contain
5-10 questions. For any quiz, the vast majority of these questions will
concern new material covered in the previous week week of the course,
though one or two questions will concern older material. There is no
option to do a makeup quiz unless you have an excused absence for
the class meeting in which that quiz is given; in that case, contact me
to determine when you will take a makeup quiz. Makeup quizzes will
always differ from the quizzes originally given in class.

3. FINAL EXAM: The cumulative, closed-note final exam will proceed from
5-7Tpm on 2/27 in our usual classroom, GFS 105. By 2/20, a week in
advance of the exam, I will provide a study guide and details on the
exam’s format.

Grade Breakdown

Homework .............. 30%
Quizzes ................. 40%
Final Exam ............. 30%
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Grading Scale
Letter grades will be determined using the following 100-point scale:

A 93-100
A—o 90-92
B+ oo 87-89
B ..o 83-86
B— 80-82
C+ 77-79
Coo 73-76
C— 70-72
D+ oo 67-69
D .o 63-66
D—. 60-62
F+ o 57-59
F oo 0-56

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

Solutions to homework problems that are submitted late can only receive,
at most, half credit. Except when an extension is granted, late work will
not be accepted at all a week after the deadline. Extensions on homework
assignment are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, illness and
family emergencies that hinder your ability to complete an assignment on
time are legitimate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must
be approved by me ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline. Please
contact me if you need an extension. Note that requesting an extension is not
the same thing as receiving one from me; I must approve it for it to count.
An analogous policy holds for excused absences.

Recommendations

Topics in this course will build on previous ones. So, I encourage you keep
up with the course by carefully doing the readings, regularly attending and
actively participating in class meetings, prompting completing homework as-
signments, and asking questions when you struggle. You will learn course
material best via trial-and-error. I expect all of you to make mistakes. I also
expect all of you to work hard, and to use these mistakes as opportunities for
further growth. Failing to solve a problem correctly is not a sign that you
aren’t “smart enough!” When I first took a logic course over a decade ago, 1
made plenty of mistakes. What matters is that you understand your mistakes
and learn to improve upon them in the future. When you find that you are
struggling with some course material, please get in touch with me—whether
during class, in office hours, or over email—so that I can help you succeed!
It would be most unusual if you never needed individualized help on course
material from me. I also encourage you to form study groups with your peers.
Of course, you must avoid plagiarism, as that is a serious academic offense.

Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown
Readings and important dates are listed below. When reading is assigned for
a given week, please read it before class meets on Tuesday that week.

WEEK 1: 1/9 AND 1/11—ARGUMENTS, VALIDITY, AND SOUNDNESS

e Assigned Reading: Syllabus and Chapters 1-4
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WEEK 2: 1/16 AND 1/18—THE SYNTAX OF TFL AND TRANSLATIONS
e Assigned Reading: Chapters 5-8
e Homework Assignment #1 due on Sunday, 1/21
WEEK 3: 1/23 AND 1/25—TRUTH TABLES AND VALIDITY
e Assigned Reading: Chapters 9-11
e Quiz #1 on Tuesday, 1/23
e Homework Assignment #2 due on Sunday, 1/28

WEEK 4: 1/30 AND 2/1—TRUTH TABLES, TAUTOLOGIES, CONTRADICTIONS,
CONTINGENCY, EQUIVALENCY, AND JOINT SATISFIABILITY

e Assigned Reading: Chapters 12-15
e Quiz #2 on Tuesday, 1/30
e Homework Assignment #3 due on Sunday, 2/4
WEEK 5: 2/6 AND 2/8—NATURAL DEDUCTIONS AND VALIDITY
e Assigned Reading: Chapters 16-18
e Quiz #3 on Tuesday, 2/6
e Homework Assignment #4 due on Sunday, 2/11

WEEK 6: 2/13 AND 2/15—DIFFICULT NATURAL DEDUCTIONS WITH
SEVERAL SUBPROOFS

e Assigned Reading: None!
e Quiz #4 on Tuesday, 2/13
e Homework Assignment #5 due on Sunday, 2/18
WEEK 7: 2/20 AND 2/22—NATURAL DEDUCTIONS WITH DERIVED RULES
e Assigned Reading: Chapters 19-22
e Quiz #5 on Tuesday, 2/20

e Final Exam on Tuesday, 2/27

Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems

Academic Conduct

Plagiarism—presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or
recast in your own words—is a serious academic offense with serious con-
sequences. Please familiarize yourself with the discussion of plagiarism in
SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University Standards”
policy. Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally unacceptable. See
additional information in SCampus and university policies on Research and
Scholarship Misconduct.
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Students and Disability Accommodations

USC welcomes students with disabilities into all of the University’s educa-
tional programs. The Office of Student Accessibility Services (OSAS) is re-
sponsible for the determination of appropriate accommodations for students
who encounter disability-related barriers. Once a student has completed the
OSAS process (registration, initial appointment, and submitted documenta-
tion) and accommodations are determined to be reasonable and appropriate,
a Letter of Accommodation (LOA) will be available to generate for each
course. The LOA must be given to each course instructor by the student and
followed up with a discussion. This should be done as early in the semester
as possible as accommodations are not retroactive. More information can be
found at osas.usc.edu. You may contact OSAS at (213) 740-0776 or via email
at osasfrontdesk@usc.edu.
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Reasoning and Argument B: First-Order Logic
(Begins Next Page)

Reasoning and Argument B covers first-order logic. The course only goes for 7
weeks, or approximately half of a semester at USC. Reasoning and Argument

A, which covered truth-functional (i.e., propositional) logic is a prerequisite.
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PHIL 122B: REASONING AND ARGUMENT

University of Southern California
Spring 2024

Instructor: Anthony Nguyen (he/him) Time: TTh 5:00-6:50PM
Email: anthony.nguyen.1@Qusc.edu Place: GFS 108

Course Description

What is the difference between a persuasive and unpersuasive argument?
When does an argument give us good reason to believe its conclusion? What
follows from what? In this course, we will make further progress on these
questions. We will focus on deductive arguments, which purport to show that
their conclusion must be true if their premises are true. We will learn the
formal language of FOL (i.e., first-order logic), and how to use it to determine
whether an argument is valid. Since any persuasive deductive argument must
be valid, this foray into FOL will help illuminate what makes a deductive
argument persuasive. FOL will prove to be a more powerful tool than the
truth-functional, or propositional, logic covered in this course’s prerequisite
(i.e., PHIL 122A). Through this course, students will acquire the required
technical skills to later study more advanced logics, such as modal logic.

Learning Objectives
By the end of this course, students will be able to perform the following tasks:

o Identify wifs (i.e., well-formed formulas) of FOL;
e Produce wifs of FOL;
e Translate wifs of FOL as English sentences, and vice-versa,

e Apply the Russellian analysis of definite descriptions to provide FOL
translations of English definite descriptions;

e Develop formal FOL interpretations (i.e., models);
e Develop FOL natural deductions;

e Apply FOL interpretations and natural deductions to determine whether
an argument is formally valid;

e Apply FOL interpretations and natural deductions to determine whether
a sentence is a tautology, a contradiction, or a contingent sentence;

e Apply FOL interpretations and natural deductions to determine whether
two sentences are logically equivalent; and

e Apply FOL interpretations and natural deductions to determine whether
a collection of sentences is jointly satisfiable;

Office Hours
I will hold office hours 2-4pm on Tuesdays in MHP B7AD. Please come by to
ask any questions about the course. Office hours are a time in which my job
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is to help you, in a one-on-one setting, succeed in this course. It makes me
happy when students attend! If you cannot meet during my office hours but
wish to meet to discuss the course, please email me to schedule a meeting.

Communication Timeline
The best way to contact me about the course is through office hours or email.
I will respond to emails within 3 days, including days of the weekend.

Grading Timeline

I will return grades—and when applicable, feedback—on submitted course-
work within a week of whichever of the following dates is later: its deadline
or its date of submission.

Textbook

We will use the Fall 2023 edition of forallx: Calgary, written by P.D. Magnus,
Tim Button, Robert Trueman, and Richard Zach. This is a free textbook. I
have uploaded a pdf copy on our course Blackboard. Except for this syllabus,
all assigned readings will come from the forallz: Calgary textbook.

Components of Course Grade
Your final grade will be determined by 3 components:

1. HOMEWORK: There will be 5 homework assignments. The first will be
due on Sunday, 3/24. Subsequent homework assignments will be due on
each following Sunday, up to (and including) Sunday, 4/21. Homework
assignments will be made available at least 72 hours in advance of their
respective deadlines. You must submit homework assignments through
our course’s Carnap page. You must register in the PHIL 122B Carnap
course using your USC email and the following link:

https://carnap.io/enroll/USC:%20PHIL122B,%20Spring%202024

2. QuIzZES: There will be 5 cumulative, closed-note quizzes. However, the
quiz component of your final grade will be calculated using only the 4
that you do best on. For example, if you get a 90% A— on 4 quizzes
but a 50% F on the fifth, then you will receive a 90% A— for this
component of your final grade. The first quiz will be given on Tuesday,
3/26. Subsequent quizzes will be given on each following Tuesday, up to
(and including) Tuesday, 4/23. Quizzes will be given at the beginning
of class. You will have 25 minutes for each quiz. Each quiz will contain
5-10 questions. For any quiz, the vast majority of these questions will
concern new material covered in the previous week week of the course,
though one or two questions may concern older material. There is no
option to do a makeup quiz unless you have an excused absence for
the class meeting in which that quiz is given; in that case, contact me
to determine when you will take a makeup quiz. Makeup quizzes will
always differ from the quizzes originally given in class.

3. FINAL EXAM: The cumulative, closed-note final exam will proceed from
4:30-6:30pm on 5/2 in our usual classroom, GFS 108. By 4/25, a week
in advance of the exam, I will provide a study guide and details on the
exam’s format. Makeup final exams will be offered only in the case of
medical emergencies or when otherwise required by university policy.
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Grade Breakdown

Homework .............. 30%
Quizzes ................. 40%
Final Exam ............. 30%

Grading Scale
Letter grades will be determined using the following 100-point scale:

A 93-100
A—o 90-92
B+ o 87-89
B oo 83-86
B— 80-82
C+ o 77-79
Co 73-76
C— 70-72
D+ oo 67-69
D ..o 63-66
D—. 60-62
F+ o 57-59
F oo 0-56

Late Work, Extensions, and Excused Absences

Solutions to homework problems that are submitted late can only receive,
at most, half credit. Except when an extension is granted, late work will
not be accepted at all a week after the deadline. Extensions on homework
assignment are possible on a case-by-case basis. For example, illness and
family emergencies that hinder your ability to complete an assignment on
time are legitimate reasons for requesting an extension. Extensions must
be approved by me ideally, but not necessarily, before the deadline. Please
contact me if you need an extension. Note that requesting an extension is not
the same thing as receiving one from me; I must approve it for it to count.
An analogous policy holds for excused absences. For the makeup policy for
quizzes and the final exam, refer back to the “Components of Course Grade”
section above.

Recommendations

Topics in this course will build on previous ones. So, I encourage you keep
up with the course by carefully doing the readings, regularly attending and
actively participating in class meetings, prompting completing homework as-
signments, and asking questions when you struggle. You will learn course
material best via trial-and-error. I expect all of you to make mistakes. I also
expect all of you to work hard, and to use these mistakes as opportunities for
further growth. Failing to solve a problem correctly is not a sign that you
aren’t “smart enough!” When I first took a logic course over a decade ago,
I made plenty of mistakes. What matters is that you identify your mistakes
and learn to improve upon them in the future. When you find that you are
struggling with some course material, please get in touch with me—whether
during class, in office hours, or over email—so that I can help you succeed!
It would be most unusual if you never needed individualized help on course
material from me. I also encourage you to form study groups with your peers.
Of course, you must avoid plagiarism, as that is a serious academic offense.
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Course Schedule: Weekly Breakdown
Readings and important dates are listed below. When reading is assigned for
a given week, please read it before class meets on Tuesday that week.

WEEK 1: 3/5 AND 3/7—INTRODUCTION TO FOL: MOTIVATION AND SYNTAX
e Assigned Reading: Syllabus

SPRING BREAK: 3/10-3/17

WEEK 2: 3/19 AND 3/21—FOL TRANSLATIONS AND THE RUSSELLIAN
ANALYSIS OF DEFINITE DESCRIPTIONS

e Assigned Reading: chapters 23-29

e Homework Assignment #1 due on Sunday, 3/24

WEEK 3: 3/26 AND 3/28—FOL INTERPRETATIONS, TRUTH, VALIDITY, AND
JOINT SATISFIABILITY

e Assigned Reading: Chapters 30-32
e Quiz #1 on Tuesday, 3/26
e Homework Assignment #2 due on Sunday, 3/31

WEEK 4: 4/2 AND 4/4—FOL INTERPRETATIONS, TAUTOLOGIES, CONTRA-
DICTIONS, CONTINGENCY, AND EQUIVALENCY

e Assigned Reading: Chapters 33-35
e Quiz #2 on Tuesday, 4/2

e Homework Assignment #3 due on Sunday, 4/7

WEEK 5: 4/9 AND 4/11—NATURAL DEDUCTIONS AND FOL VALIDITY
e Assigned Reading: Chapters 36-38
e Quiz #3 on Tuesday, 4/9
e Homework Assignment #4 due on Sunday, 4/14

WEEK 6: 4/16 AND 4/18-NATURAL DEDUCTIONS, RULES FOR IDENTITY,
AND OTHER LOGICAL PROPERTIES

e Assigned Reading: Chapters 39-41
e Quiz #4 on Tuesday, 4/16
e Homework Assignment #5 due on Sunday, 4/21
WEEK 7: 4/23 AND 4/25-—NATURAL DEDUCTION AND FINAL EXAM REVIEW
e Assigned Reading: None!
e Quiz #5 on Tuesday, 4/23

e Final Exam: 4:30-6:30PM on Thursday, May 2
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Statement on Academic Conduct and Support Systems

Academic Conduct

Plagiarism—presenting someone else’s ideas as your own, either verbatim or
recast in your own words—is a serious academic offense with serious con-
sequences. Please familiarize yourself with the discussion of plagiarism in
SCampus in Part B, Section 11, “Behavior Violating University Standards”
policy. Other forms of academic dishonesty are equally unacceptable. See
additional information in SCampus and university policies on Research and
Scholarship Misconduct.

Students and Disability Accommodations

USC welcomes students with disabilities into all of the University’s educa-
tional programs. The Office of Student Accessibility Services (OSAS) is re-
sponsible for the determination of appropriate accommodations for students
who encounter disability-related barriers. Once a student has completed the
OSAS process (registration, initial appointment, and submitted documenta-
tion) and accommodations are determined to be reasonable and appropriate,
a Letter of Accommodation (LOA) will be available to generate for each
course. The LOA must be given to each course instructor by the student and
followed up with a discussion. This should be done as early in the semester
as possible as accommodations are not retroactive. More information can be
found at osas.usc.edu. You may contact OSAS at (213) 740-0776 or via email
at osasfrontdesk@usc.edu.
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All Other Syllabi (Links)

FSU DEPARTMENT OF PHILOSOPHY

(1) Introduction to Philosophy (Fall 2025)
(2) Philosophy of Human Rights (Spring 2026)

JOHNS HOPKINS CENTER FOR TALENTED YOUTH (CTY)

Johns Hopkins CTY] offers intensive courses to gifted middle schoolers and
high schoolers. These courses are 3 weeks long. They are enrichment courses
in which students do not receive grades. But students receive a written
evaluation by me in which I assess their strengths, weaknesses, and overall

academic performance.

(3) Mathematical Proofs (Summer 2021, taught remotely)
(4) Philosophy (Summer 2022)

USC PRISON EDUCATION PROJECT
USC’s Prison Education Project offers courses to adult students at partici-
pating correctional institutions. These courses are 7 weeks long. They are

enrichment courses in which students do not receive grades.
(5) Introduction to Philosophy| (Fall 2024, taught remotely)

USC SUMMER PROGRAMS
USC Summer Programs| offers summer courses to a selective group of accom-
plished high school students. These courses are 4 weeks long. I taught courses

for USC Summer Programs as rigorous, introductory college courses.

(6) |Ethics in the 215" Century: Business, Politics & Technology (Summer
2023)

(7) |Ethics in the 215" Century: Business, Politics & Technology (Summer
2025, co-instructed with Shu Wang)

YEREVAN ACADEMY FOR LINGUISTICS AND PHILOSOPHY (YALP)

YALP is an annual summer school that offers introductory, one-week-long
courses in linguistics and philosophy to undergraduates. These are enrichment
courses in which students do not receive grades. Although participating
students come from across the world, the vast majority come from Armenia,
Turkey, Iran, or Russia. YALP is hosted at the American University of

Armenia, located in Yerevan, Armenia.

(8) Logic for Philosophy (Summer 2019)
(9) Feminist Views on Agency and Autonomy (Summer 2023)

(10) |AI Ethics: Data Privacy, Exploitation, and Colonialism (Summer
2026)
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1peRBd-5i2ME43RjHlKWPpNFiXkHmDODS/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Zd3HhHKR-9bNTOFkq0-jb2AW4dhs20sj/view?usp=sharing
https://cty.jhu.edu/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/133bxmYICk3UVz6A9wBvl9cwAt7_snHlC/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1rJxnIDRKokWQDrpM_J1tjB_wJGUfWfWE/view?usp=sharing
https://dornsife.usc.edu/pep/content/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/145OxO3zMV001uY-eWArEtRNoB-cKp2P3/view?usp=sharing
https://precollege.usc.edu/summer-programs/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1tiDL2YsGSYFYMLMcSL3UJUnKOpKFYAmr/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zvFzX5Syv66QnEkywFUg--RjxLh33Kw6/view?usp=sharing
https://sites.google.com/view/yalp2017/yalp-2023/about
https://drive.google.com/file/d/16o7xoNDNkvrmwV-dLOn-seGwNjV3zNPH/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ReqoXKDi-BSAwZjFZkdUsACeogBpQvKU/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1ZUNHIIYPlrbR9K5i7ng8wVNj6nE5-nEX/view?usp=sharing

Anthony Nguyen-Teaching Portfolio Teaching Evaluations

Full Teaching Evaluations

Below, I provide links to all available teaching evaluations. Note that, unfor-
tunately, no teaching evaluations were collected for the courses I have taught
at USC’s Prison Education Program or the Yerevan Academy of Linguistics

and Philosophy.

As Primary Instructor

Florida State University

(1) Introduction to Philosophy (Fall 2025)
(2) Philosophy of Law (Fall 2025)

(3) Introduction to Political Philosophy (Spring 2026)
(4)

4) |Philosophy of Human Rights (Spring 2026)

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

(5) Ethics (Spring 2023)

(6) |Ethics in the 215" Century: Business, Politics & Technology (Summer
2023)

(7) Reasoning and Argument A| (Spring 2024)
(8) Reasoning and Argument B/ (Spring 2024)

(9) |Ethics in the 215" Century: Business, Politics & Technology (Summer
2025, co-instructed with Shu Wang)

JOHNS HOPKINS CENTER FOR TALENTED YOUTH

(10) Mathematical Proofs (Summer 2021, taught remotely)
(11) Philosophy (Summer 2022)

As Teaching Assistant

I have compiled the evaluations that I have received while working as a
teaching assistant at, respectively, USC and Johns Hopkins CTY. Note that
in the CTY evaluations, I have redacted the portions of these evaluations
that concerned the primary instructor. This redaction was done to preserve
their privacy. (At USC, no evaluations concerning the primary instructor

were provided to me for the courses in which I was a teaching assistant.)

(12) |University of Southern California (Teaching Assistant)
(13) |Johns Hopkins Center for Talented Youth (Teaching Assistant)
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https://drive.google.com/file/d/1K06ujoZKGrpIaqRfRgEhGCWNklMbaLNn/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1i11xLPVLW-zPTHYUl8rSP4KBebmBGWMl/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1LPnGS9cJ-Qzkg2me62CntN54q5OD47ji/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1pUnMEXnH2qMywrzkpOiDVX7pEFaQPszZ/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1jvEPOyJiPlGDyaOsdJtrKoT-N_Dy1jrJ/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1bHen5ESwzi01zd4Ipj_ht6gDDr1s1eOv/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1yaBOzqUWsHKrOlt0gK3ERrmomb-l8LkG/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zHh8RQxU3qxQkOBBRSoZ1hZr_Qn0ZuUg/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1mAbYlSb_DzzSZLXlb-NDySXD7B-N90a6/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1sa8ws_O8WbGD1S33gZxlvnGV5cAqGFZ8/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1x_PlbtYjIL8rw1Lloz-a303mlx1wGPeH/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1DHN3iwg-7ILx0BjsEBtjUW_YhOJfuPsg/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1pECRcnx50W5MIl2S4NBSfMH4d_ZR9sn-/view?usp=sharing
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