Essay #2
Write an essay in response to two questions from the options below.  Your total essay should be around 5-6 pages (if you go over, then that’s no problem) in answering two total questions.  Your paper should be in typical academic format (12 pt. font, Times New Roman, etc.).  Most prompts require you to restate someone’s argument and argue for your own position on some issue.  MAKE SURE TO ARGUE FOR YOUR POSITION!!!  I neither expect nor require full-proof, knock-down arguments here, but I do expect and require for you to give the best argument you can.  IF YOU DO NOT ARGUE, THEN YOUR GRADE WILL SUFFER—MERE ASSERTION OF YOUR POSITION IS NOT AN ARGUMENT.
EMAIL YOUR ESSAY TO bmccraw@uscupstate.edu BY 5 PM on 6/24/22.

1. First, let's get clear on terms.  When the philosophers we've read talk about animal rights, what exactly are they discussing?  What are "animal rights" in this context?  Next, give me one argument FOR the view that animals have rights and one argument AGAINST that claim from our readings.  Finally, and it shouldn’t be a shock, assess the issue.  What side do you think is correct/more plausible and why?
2. What moral constraints should guide free expression of one’s ideas? (Note: moral ≠ legal. What’s morally right/wrong and should be legal/illegal are, importantly, different things that we should keep separate.) There’s a huge variety of possible answers: there could be significant constraints or no constraints at all or any place in between. Be clear about your answer and, most importantly, defend or argue for it. Grade-wise, I don’t really care what your view is so long as you formulate a clear, well-principled argument for it. Make sure that your essay significantly engages our course readings in order to develop and support your claims.
3. We’ve talked a lot about affirmative action (AA) in this course.  First, distinguish weak from strong AA.  Second, give what you think is the strongest argument for AND against strong AA, from the assigned readings.  What is your own view on the morality of AA?  What arguments do you accept justifying this view? 
4. In discussing capital punishment, we talked about two different kinds of retentionist arguments that folks give: the retributivist (or lex talionis) argument and the deterrence argument.  Really, they’re more like argument families than a specific argument.  Anyway, first, reconstruct a plausible version of each argument. (Note: plausible ≠ convincing, compelling, even something you accept.) Second, analyze each argument you give and determine which type you think does the better job. (Again, ‘better’ ≠ ‘successful’.) And, finally, which general position do you think is more plausible about capital punishment: retentionism or abolitionism.  Be sure to ARGUE for your answers to these various questions
