Reedley College

New Credit Course Outline 

	Course # / Title
	PHILOSOPHY 1CH-HONORS ETHICS


CHECK OFF SHEET 

PRELIMINARY STEPS (Do before completing Course Outline):

	(   1.
	Communicate with the Curriculum Chair regarding intent to propose a new course (scheduling an appointment for discussion is highly recommended for first time proposers).


	(   2.
	List term for Implementation:
	[x ]
	Fall
	2008
	[  ]
	Spring
	
	[   ]
	Summer
	


	(   3.
	Determine if there is a similar course or program at FCC:

	
	X
Yes

No




If yes, you will fill out the RC/FCC Course Alignment form (included in packet) after you have completed the cover page (Part I, Items 1-12) of the Course Outline of Record.

	(   4.
	Determine placement of course:

	
	Desired CSU General Education Code

Yes

x
No

Transfer Baccalaureate List

Yes

x
No

Corresponds for CSUF Course?

Yes

x
No




If Yes, schedule an appointment with the Articulation Officer.
	(   5.
	Course repeatability for credit: If any of these are checked

	
	Yes

x
No





If yes, secure a Course Repetition form from the Curriculum Office.

	(   6.
	Suggested maximum enrollment for course:  
	45


(   COURSE OUTLINE OF RECORD completed.
FINAL steps (Do after completing Course Outline of Record)

	(   1.
	Signature Form. Secure signatures of the Department Chair and the Dean of Instruction before submitting the completed course proposal to the Curriculum Office.


	(   2.
	Program Description.  Course will change an existing program/is part of a new program which is or will be described in the college catalogue.

	
	Yes

x
No




If yes, fill out the Program Description form (included in packet) before submitting your finalized proposal to the Curriculum Office.

	(   3.  
	Final Check. All items above have been completed and checked off before proposal is submitted.



Reedley College

SIGNATURE FORM


Submission/Recommendation/Action

	Course Department and Number:
	PHILOSOPHY 1CH

	Course Title:
	HONORS ETHICS

	
	
	
	Effective Date:
	April 17. 2008


	1.  Submitted By:
	James Druley, Laird Durley, Michael Stannard
	Date:
	March 31, 2008


	2.  Reviewed by Department:
	
	Date:
	

	
	Department Chair’s Signature
	
	


Attach department recommendation.  (optional)

	3.  Received/Reviewed by Dean:
	
	Date:
	


	
	Dean’s Signature
	
	


	4.  Approved by Curriculum Committee on:
	

	
	Date


	
	
	

	Curriculum Committee Chair
	
	Date


	
	
	

	Vice President of Instruction
	
	Date


	5.  Reviewed by Articulation Officer:
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date:


	CSU GE Code submitted for articulation:
	


COURSE ALIGNMENT


REEDLEY COLLEGE/FRESNO CITY COLLEGE

Complete only if YES was checked on New Course Proposal Packet check off sheet for a similar department or course at FCC.

	FCC Course 
	PHIL 1C-ETHICS


	RC Course ID
	PHIL 1CH
	Course Title
	HONORS ETHICS


The RC and FCC faculty members of the        Philosophy       Department have communicated regarding the attached course. The following determination has been made:

Check the appropriate boxes:

(
The course department is the same

(* 
Prerequisites/Corequisites are the same.

( 
The course number is the same

(*
The catalog descriptions are the same.

( 
The course title is the same.

(*
The number of repeats are the same.

(
The units are the same

(
The lecture/lab hours are the same. (rationale if not the same)                                           
	 


( 
The grading basis is the same. (CR-NC/A-F)

[image: image1.png], - Needaiey
Lollege




(
It was determined that this course is a match. 

(*Items with asterisk do not need to be an exact match.)






(
The course does not match but should be evaluated for acceptance in lieu of FCC’s  

	PHIL 1C.


(
This course is not a match.

Please provide an explanation of the differences: 


	Fresno City has a PHIL 1C that is a match to our RC PHIL 1C, but FCC has no PHIL 1CH, and this new proposed course of ours is an Honors course. The primary difference is that this new proposed course requires the reading of four entire primary texts of philosophical ethics: Republic, Nichomachean Ethics, Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals, and Utilitarianism. Because of the greater amount of reading from historical/theoretical texts, there will be less emphasis in this new proposed course on contemporary moral problems than there is in either FCC’s or RC’s regular PHIL 1C.

	

	


	
	
	

	RC Instructor
	
	Date

	
	
	

	Department Chair
	
	Date

	
	
	

	Dean
	
	Date



CREDIT COURSE OUTLINE

I.  COVER PAGE

	(1)

Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	(2)

Course Title:  Honors Ethics
	
	(3)

Units:  3.0


	(4) Lecture / Lab Hours:
	
	
	(8)Classification:

	Semester course


Hours per week
	Lec hrs:

	3
	

	
	Lab hrs:  
	
	
	Degree applicable:
	X

	     
Lec will generate ______ hour(s) per week outside work.

Lab will generate ______ hour(s) per week outside work.
	
	Non-degree applicable:
	

	Short-term course:


Hours per course
	Lec hrs:

	
	
	Pre-collegiate basic skills:
	

	
	Lab hrs:

	
	
	
	

	Lab will generate ______ total hour(s) outside work.
	(9)RC
	Fulfills AS/AA degree requirement: (area)
	

	(5)Grading Basis:
	Grading scale only
	
	
	General education category:
	Humanities

	
	Pass/No Pass option
	X
	
	Major:
	Liberal Arts

	
	CR/NC only
	
	
	
	

	(6)Basic Skills Prerequisites:


	(10)CSU:
	Baccalaureate:
	X

	
	(11) Repeatable:  (A course may be repeated


three times)
	No

	Basic Skills Advisories:        



	For Office Use Only

	
	New

	(
	Mod

	
	Effective Date: Fall 2008

	(7)Subject Prerequisites (requires C grade or better):
        



	Replaced by:  

Date:
	DATATEL ID:

	
	SAM Priority: E
	TOPS Code: 1509.00

	
	Unit Code: 
	Program Status: 1

	Subject Corequisites:




	Reporting ID: 
	Date Reporting ID Assigned: 

	Subject Advisories:

Eligibility for ENGL 1A or 1AH

	Total Course Contact Hours : 54
	Course LHE:  3.00

	12)Catalog Description:  
A rigorous introduction to key ethical theories and their application to moral problems through four primary texts: Plato’s Republic, Aristotle’s Nichomachean Ethics, Kant’s Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals, and Mill’s Utilitarianism. Critical analysis of ethical concepts, such as justice, character, virtue and vice, right and wrong, good and evil, duty and obligation; study of the conditions, such as impartiality, freedom, and knowledge that are necessary to ethical choices. Application of theories to at least one contemporary moral problem.                




	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title:  Honors Ethics


II. COURSE OUTCOMES:

(Specify the learning skills the student demonstrates through completing the course and link critical thinking skills to specific course content and objectives.)

Upon completion of this course, students will be able to:

A. Recognize, clarify, and critically evaluate key arguments of moral philosophy. 

B. Characterize and critically evaluate some of the major moral challenges to rationalist ethics raised in the history of 
philosophy, such as egoism, relativism, subjectivism, skepticism, and emotivism.

C. Critically appraise responses to key moral questions.. 

D. Create and revise arguments on various moral issues.  
E. Compare and contrast aretaic, deontological, and teleological approaches to various moral issues and problems through familiarity with four primary historical texts in which those approaches were famously developed.
III. COURSE OBJECTIVES:
(Specify major objectives in terms of the observable knowledge and/or skills to be attained.)

In the process of completing this course, students will: 

A.
Understand and distinguish among some of the major moral problems that have challenged and continue to challenge 
thinking individuals and societies throughout history.

B. Understand and distinguish among some of the major moral philosophers' attempts at understanding and answering moral 
challenges by reading four major works of Western moral philosophy.

C. Develop reasoned responses to moral challenges.

D. Articulate the connection of moral problems and solutions to the student's own life and to at least one contemporary social issue.

	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title: Honors Ethics


IV. COURSE CONTENT OUTLINE:

Several weeks of class meetings are devoted to readings on ethics from and moral questions raised by eminent moral philosophers:

A.
Plato


1. The relation of knowledge to virtue.


2. The rule of reason in a just soul. 


3. The concept of harm and the commitment to justice.


4. The Theory of Forms (or Ideas) as a theory of value.  


5. Socrates as a moral exemplar.

6. Focus on Republic
B.
Aristotle


1. Reason and the telos of a rational soul.


2. Moral character and its development through habit.


3. Virtue as a relative mean between excess and deficiency.


4. Eudaimonia (Happiness).


5. Aretaic ethics as an approach to moral problems.

6. Focus on Nichomachean Ethics
C.
Immanuel Kant


1. The good will.


2. The Categorical Imperative: pure reason as a source of the moral law.


3. Duty as a motive for action.


4. The rejection of consequentialism.

5. Focus on Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals
D.
John Stuart Mill


1. The Greatest Happiness Principle as a theory of value and a theory of right.


2. The distinction between higher and lower pleasures.


3. The rejection of motive as relevant to the moral evaluation of actions.


4. Utilitarianism as both a personal and a social morality.

5. Focus on Utilitarianism
E. At least one contemporary philosopher, such as Onora O’Neill, Peter Singer,  Mary Anne Warren, James Rachels, Virginia Held, Celia Wolf-Devine, and/or Jeffrey Riemann, who either apply classical theories to contemporary social problems, or who provide feminist critiques of traditional moral theory, and alternative feminist approaches to contemporary social problems.  
F. This course is an Honors version of our Reedley College PHIL 1C-Ethics course. It is substantially more demanding than the regular Ethics course in that the students will read four important books of moral philosophy in their entirety, rather than merely selections from them: Plato’s Republic, Aristotle’s Nichomachean Ethics, Kant’s Groundwork of the 
Metaphysics of Morals, and J.S. Mill’s Utilitarianism. 

	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title:  Honors Ethics


V.  APPROPRIATE READINGS
Reading assignments may include but are not limited to the following:

A.
Sample Text Title: 
Plato, Republic (Focus Publishing, 2006)

Aristotle, Nichomachean Ethics (Penguin Classics, 2003)

Immanuel Kant, Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals (Wilder Publications 2008)

John Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism (IndyPublish, 2005)

B.
Other Readings: 
White, James, editor, Contemporary Moral Problems, Eighth Edition (Thomson/Wadsworth, 2006) 

	X
	Global or international materials or concepts are appropriately included in this course

	
	Multicultural materials and concepts are appropriately included in this course.


If either line is checked, write a paragraph indicating specifically how global/international and/or multicultural materials and concepts relate to content outline and/or readings.

The concepts and problems of ethics are internationally known and discussed. The readings for this course are drawn from the philosophical traditions of several different nations. 

	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title: Honors Ethics


VI. METHODS TO MEASURE STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT AND DETERMINE GRADES:
Students in this course will be graded in at least one of the following four categories.  Please check those appropriate.  A degree applicable course must have a minimum of one response in category A, B or C.

	A.  Writing

 

Check either 1 or 2 below

	X
	1.
Substantial writing assignments are required.  Check the appropriate boxes below and provide a written description 
in the space provided.



	
	2.  
Substantial writing assignments are NOT required.  If this box is checked leave this section blank.  For degree 
applicable courses you must complete category B and/or C.

	X
	a.
essay exam(s)
	X
	d.
written homework

	
	b.
term or other papers(s)
	X
	e.
reading reports

	
	c.
laboratory reports
	
	f.
other (specify)   


Required assignments may include but are not limited to the following:
Ethics Paper Assignment 



Write an essay of approximately 1000-1500 words in which you compare and contrast Kant and Mill on the issue of justice. After you summarize, compare and contrast each of the two philosophers, create an argument of your own about justice, saying whether Kant or Mill’s theory is more adequate as an account of justice. Address such questions as: Does justice have intrinsic value, or only instrumental value? How should an ethical theory take justice into account? 

The introduction should include your thesis statement, which is the main point of your argument, and should indicate how you will go about justifying your conclusion. The introduction can be very brief and straightforward. 

The main body of your paper should include all of the premises and points that you want to make in support of your position. It is also absolutely essential that you consider objections to your position somewhere in the main body and provide a response to them. 

In your concluding section, review the main argument and include relevant additional thoughts and speculations, but do not include any new premises or unsupported conclusions. Focus on clearly summarizing the case for your position. 

This assignment does not require research so much as it requires you to think through the theories and arguments that we have already studied. If you do perform additional research, properly cite any sources that you use, even if you don’t quote from them. But don’t be led by any sources; do your own thinking and use your own words. Above all, do not commit plagiarism.

Remember to proofread your own work before you turn it in. Your writing should reflect college-level mastery of grammar, spelling, and style.

	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title: Honors Ethics


	B.  Problem Solving

1.
Computational or non-computational problem-solving demonstrations, including:

	X
	a.  exam(s)
	
	d.  laboratory reports

	X
	b.  quizzes
	
	e.  field work

	X
	c.  homework problems
	X
	f.  other (specify) Optional oral exams


Required assignments may include, but are not limited to the following:

Exam on Aristotle, Kant, and Mill 
Write on four of the six questions below. Your essays should be approximately 200 words in length. Be sure to answer all parts of each question, and include only material that is relevant to the question you are answering. Use a small BLUEBOOK examination booklet.     

1. State and explain John Stuart Mill’s Principle of Utility. Show how it could be used to justify actions that are conventionally viewed as wrong, such as lying and stealing.  

2. Carefully reconstruct Mill’s proof of the Principle of Utility.

3. State the first formulation of Kant’s categorical imperative (using the notion of a universal law), and explain how Kant uses this rule to derive some specific duties toward self and others.

4. State the second version of the categorical imperative (using the language of means and end), and explain it. 

5. What is happiness, according to Aristotle? How is it related to virtue? How is it related to pleasure? How does Aristotle’s conception of happiness compare to John Stuart Mill’s?
6. How have feminist philosophers criticized the dominant traditions in Western ethics? How would a feminist ethic differ from a traditional “male” ethic in its emphases and its values? 
	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title:  Honors Ethics


	C.
Skill demonstrations, including:

	
	a.  class performance(s)
	
	c.  performance exam(s)

	
	b.  field work
	
	d.  other (specify)


Required assignments may include, but are not limited to the following:

	D.
Objective examinations, including:

	X
	a.  multiple choice
	
	d.  completion

	X
	b.  true/false
	
	e.  other (specify)  

	
	c.  matching items
	




COURSE GRADE DETERMINATION:

Description/Explanation: Based on the categories checked in A-D, it is the recommendation of the department that the instructor’s grading methods fall within the following departmental guidelines; however, the final method of grading is still at the discretion of the individual instructor.  The instructor’s syllabus must reflect the criteria by which the student’s grade has been determined. (A minimum of five (5) grades must be recorded on the final roster.) 
If several methods to measure student achievement are used, indicate here the approximate weight or percentage each has in determining student final grades.

1.  4-6 essay exams




25%

2.  16+ in-class 5-15 minute quizzes

25%

3.  In-class discussion



25%

4.  Optional essays and/or oral exams

25%

Emphasis is on positive demonstration by the student in both discussion and writing of having met the course objectives.  The onus, therefore, is on the student to demonstrate that he or she has (rather than on the instructor to discover if he or she has or has not) met those objectives.

FOR DEGREE APPLICABLE COURSES

	Course ID:  PHIL 1CH
	
	Course Title:  Honors Ethics


VII.  EDUCATIONAL MATERIALS

For degree applicable courses, the adopted texts, as listed in the college bookstore, or instructor-prepared materials have been certified to contain college-level materials.
	Validation Language Level (check where applicable):
	College-Level 

Criteria Met

	
	Yes
	No

	
Textbook
	X
	

	
Reference materials
	X
	

	
Instructor-prepared materials
	X
	

	
Audio-visual materials
	
	


	Indicate method of evaluation:

	
Used readability formulae (grade level 10 or higher)
	

	
Text is used in a college-level course
	X

	
Used grading provided by publisher
	

	
Other: (please explain; relate to Skills Levels)
	


	Computation Level (Eligible for MATH 101 level or higher where applicable)
	
	X

	Content

	
Breadth of ideas covered clearly meets college-level learning objectives of this course
	X
	

	
Presentation of content and/or exercises/projects:

	

Requires a variety of problem-solving strategies including inductive and deductive reasoning.
	X
	

	

Requires independent thought and study
	X
	

	

Applies transferring knowledge and skills appropriately and efficiently to new situations or 



problems.
	X
	

	List of Reading/Educational Materials
Plato, Republic ( Focus Publishing, 2006)

Aristotle, Nichomachean Ethics (Penguin Classics, 2003)
Immanuel Kant, Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals (Wilder Publications 2008)

John Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism (IndyPublish, 2005)
White, James, editor, Contemporary Moral Problems, Eighth Edition (Thomson/Wadsworth, 2006) 



	Comments:


	
	This course requires special or additional library materials (list attached).

	
	This course requires special facilities:




FORM B

	TARGET COURSE  
	PHIL 1CH
	
	Honors Ethics

	
	Number
	
	Title


CONTENT REVIEW FOR ALL COURSES IN ADDITION TO BASIC SKILLS COURSES

List in Column 1 at least three specific major concepts, skills, or kinds of knowledge that a student will learn in the pre- or corequisite or advisory course that are essential to the successful completion in the target course.  In Column 2, state why the skill in Column 1 is essential in relation to the content listed in the course outline of the target course.

	COLUMN 1:  Concepts, Skills, Kinds of Knowledge
	COLUMN 2:  Specifically how this is necessary in the target course

	(List each prerequisite or advisory separately here.  If you need more space, attach a second page B.  Be sure to explain each course in Column 2.)

Name of prerequisite or advisory course: 
English 1A
Concepts, skills, etc. (List these.)
	

	1. College-level (transfer-level) reading comprehension skills.


	1. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to read material involving philosophical argumentation, including books, articles, and essays that are appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.  



	2. College-level (transfer-level) study skills.


	2. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to study at a level that is appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.

	3. College-level (transfer-level) writing skills.


	3. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to write at a transferable, college-level.


If the courses listed in Column 1 are advisory, complete the information below and do not go on to the next page.

	Advisory course(s):
	English 1A


	Content review completed by
	
	
	

	
	Signature(s)
	
	Date


	Dean's Signature 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date



Please forward this completed form to the Curriculum Committee.


FORM B

	TARGET COURSE  
	PHIL 1CH
	
	Honors Ethics

	
	Number
	
	Title


CONTENT REVIEW FOR ALL COURSES IN ADDITION TO BASIC SKILLS COURSES

List in Column 1 at least three specific major concepts, skills, or kinds of knowledge that a student will learn in the pre- or corequisite or advisory course that are essential to the successful completion in the target course.  In Column 2, state why the skill in Column 1 is essential in relation to the content listed in the course outline of the target course.

	COLUMN 1:  Concepts, Skills, Kinds of Knowledge
	COLUMN 2:  Specifically how this is necessary in the target course

	(List each prerequisite or advisory separately here.  If you need more space, attach a second page B.  Be sure to explain each course in Column 2.)

Name of prerequisite or advisory course: 
English 1AH
Concepts, skills, etc. (List these.)
	

	1. College-level (transfer-level) reading comprehension skills.


	1. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to read material involving philosophical argumentation, including books, articles, and essays that are appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.  



	2. College-level (transfer-level) study skills.


	2. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to study at a level that is appropriate for a transferable, college-level course.

	3. College-level (transfer-level) writing skills.


	3. Students will be required, from the beginning of the course, to write at a transferable, college-level.


If the courses listed in Column 1 are advisory, complete the information below and do not go on to the next page.

	Advisory course(s):
	English 1AH


	Content review completed by
	
	
	

	
	Signature(s)
	
	Date


	Dean's Signature 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Date



Please forward this completed form to the Curriculum Committee.



