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G. Taking Action 3 hours [42]
1. Sustainable living
2. Activism

Cumulative Final Exam 2 Hours [44]
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Evaluation methods will vary among instructors. A sample evaluation method is given for the
syllabus above:

Multiple, short, in-class writings: 10%
Two Short Papers (2 pages): 20%
Group Project: 10%
Two Mid-Term Examinations: 35%
Final (Comprehensive) Exam: 25%

V. Example Grading Scale
90-100% A, 80-89% B, 70-79% C, 60-69% D, 59% or less F.

VI. Undergraduate Course Attendance Policy
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the Undergraduate Catalog: it will be distributed in writing to students during the first week of
the course; it will recognize students’ need to miss class because of illness or personal
emergencv: and. it will define some limited level of allowable absence.

VIl. Required Textbooks, Supplemental Books and Readings.

Required text: Pojman, L. and Pojman, P., eds., 2010. Environmental Ethics: Readings in Theory
and Application, 6th ed., Wadsworth.

Alternate text: Light, A. and Rolston, H. lll, eds., 2002. Environmental Ethics: An Anthology, 1st
ed., Blackwell Publishing.

Supplemental Reading Example: Leopold, A., Excerpt from The Sand County Almanac, in Light,
A. and Rolston, H. lll, eds., 2002. Environmental Ethics: An Anthology.

ViIl. Special Resource Requirements

None.
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the Wounds, Philadelphia: New Society Publishers: 18-28.
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COURSE ANALYSIS QUESTIONNAIRE

A. Details of the Course

course designed? (majors, students in other majors, liberal studies). Explain why this content
cannot be incorporated into an existing course.

The course will be open to all lUP undergraduate students.

A2. Does this course require changes in the content of existing courses or requirements for a
program? If catalog descriptions of other courses or department programs must be changed as
a result of the adoption of this course, please submit as separate proposals all other changes in

courses and/or program requirements.
This course does not require changes in any existing Philosophy courses or programs.

A3. Has this course ever been offered at IUP on a trial basis (e.g. as a special topic) If so, explain
the details of the offering (semester/year and number of students).
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current resources? If not adequate, what plans exist for achieving adequacy?
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C3. Are any of the resources for this course funded by a grant? If so, what provisions have been
made to continue support for this course once the grant has expired?
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for or restricted to certain seasonal semesters?

The course will usually be offered once every three semesters.

C5. How many sections of this course do you anticipate offering in any single semester?
We expect to offer one section each semester the course is offered.

C6. How many students do you plan to accommodate in a section of this course? What is the
justification for this planned number of students?
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C7. Does any professional society recommend enrollment limits or parameters for a course of
this nature?

The American Philosophical Association does not recommend maximum enroliments for this
type of course.






SAMPLE ASSIGNMENT 1 FOR LIBERAL STUDIES COURSE: PHIL 270 (Ethics and the
Environment)

PHIL 270 Short Essay

Explain the main points in the debate between Tom Regan and Carl Cohen regarding our
treatment of non-human animals. Then defend your own stance on the use of animals in
factory farming and medical experimentation. | recommend that you structure your essay
around the following three tasks, organized as you choose.

a. Each author defends a different stance on the question of whether animals have moral
status. Explain this debate.

b. Each author derives different conclusions concerning the status of factory farming and/or
medical experimentation. Explain these differences.

c. State your position on the moral status of non-human animals and implications for our
treatment of them, explaining how your stance on status is consistent with your position on
treatment.
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9 - 10: Very clear and compléte on the Regan/Cohen bar-setting debate about capacities
ralavant th.mogolorate o ——
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8 or 8.5: Clear and correct on this debate.
7 or 7.5: Somewhat unclear or sometimes incorrect on this debate.
6 or 6.5: Debate discussed but very incompletely.

:Debate not discussed.
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group receive?

5. What individual grade do you deserve as a group member? Why?

New Course Proposal: PHIL 270 -- p. 16



