Philosophy 209 – Environmental Ethics – Topics for First Paper
Write a short paper (2-4 pages, double spaced) on one of the topics below.  The paper is due on Monday, March 31st at the start of class.  Late papers will be penalized 3 points per day.  Make sure that your paper addresses each part of the assignment.  If you have any questions concerning what is expected of you, please ask me for clarification.  Finally, this is not a research paper, so use of secondary materials is discouraged (although it is not prohibited): you should focus on materials covered in class and in our readings.  If you do decide to use secondary sources, they should be cited.  

1. Some people make arguments of the following form: Policy A is morally superior to policy B because policy A is more natural than policy B.   We can see from his discussion of the various senses of the word “nature” (in reading #5 in our coursepack) that John Stuart Mill would not be convinced by an argument of that form.  Explain the different definitions of the word “nature” that Mill identifies and show how he would use those definitions to try to undermine such arguments.  Do you think Mill’s attempt to undermine such arguments is successful?  Explain why or why not.

2. In the first chapter of his book, The Idea of Nature, R.G. Collingwood identifies three different answers to the question, “What makes science possible?”  Those answers take the form of cosmologies.  

To explore the practical implications of adopting these cosmologies, write a paper in which you first explain each of them and then explain how those cosmologies would shape the climatological investigation described below.
There is now a near consensus in the scientific community that human activity is altering the ratio of the gases in the atmosphere.  (Perhaps most significant is the relative increase in the amount of carbon dioxide.)  Many scientific projects are underway to try to predict what climatological changes will result from that atmospheric alteration. 

In the course of your paper, you should discuss what kinds of questions three scientists who each accept one of the three cosmologies would ask and explain what kinds of answers she would look for.

3. In his article, “Some Basic Points about Arguments”, James Rachels criticizes two common arguments for the conclusion that there is no such thing as objective truth in ethics.  Critically assess his discussion of those arguments by giving the best responses to his objections you can think of and then adjudicate the dispute by giving the best responses possible on behalf of Rachels.  Finally, say which side you think wins the debate and why.

Please note: you need to submit both a hard copy (i.e., paper) version of your paper to me on March 31st and you need to submit an electronic copy to turnitin.com -
I will distribute instructions for the electronic copy submission next week.
