Essay Instructions

REQUIREMENTS:

1. An introduction that focuses on the topic at hand instead of a collection of musings about the historical nature of the question, etc. An important goal of all philosophical writing is not to include content that doesn’t advance an argument. The introduction should have a clear and specific thesis statement that outlines what the reader can expect. Underline the thesis statement.
2. Explain the argument. This includes necessary concepts. For example, if you’re going to focus on natural evil, then it is probably a good idea to distinguish it from moral evil. However, there is no need to explain things like “this is an A Posteriori argument” and so forth. 

3. After the argument has been captured in detail, it should arrive a particular conclusion (identify what it demonstrates or fails to demonstrate).  Next, raise and answer potential objections to the argument. In other words, anticipate how someone might reasonably disagree, state that disagreement and respond to it. Discuss these matters at length. Each objection could be its own paragraph.

4. The conclusion should be a summary of your main argument and why the objections to your claim do not succeed. Wrap it up with some final thoughts on the merits of the argument itself.
**
1.
The analysis must include sources apart from the class text. 3 should be sufficient, but they must be substantive. In other word, NO “QUOTE-JACKING” (lifting one sentence out a piece just to say you used a source, while providing no substantive analysis or rendering its presence meaningless in light of what you have written). See blackboard for appropriate sources. Wikipedia, blogs, and other non-professional sources are not considered legitimate.

2.
Standard rules for essay writing apply. The essay should be a clearly written and well-developed. It should include a brief introduction, a thesis statement, a “body” that develops the main points as reflected in the thesis statement, and a conclusion that summarizes the main points. 

The paper should be formatted using the following parameters:

Font: 

12 pt times (new) roman

Margins: 
One (1) inch

Spacing: 
Double

Bibliography:
Only if non-class sources are used. Otherwise, cite class sources in text.
***Students must use articles at the end of the chapter or from Course Documents.
Essay Prompts – CHOOSE 1 ONLY
1. The problem of evil is a serious problem for the theist. Explain the problem of evil and discuss whether or not it undermines the case for God’s existence. Consider objections to the argument. Answer using the works of John Hick, Alvin Plantinga, Richard Swinburne and/or B.C. Johnson
2. Does the argument from Religious experience provide adequate justification for the existence of God? Explain your answer. Be sure to handle all relevant objections and employ at least two sources. Answer using D.E. Trueblood, Richard Swinburne, Michael Martin and or Kai Kwan
3. Is morality relative or must there be some universal/objective moral principles? Consider the implications of your for human rights and the coherence of protest and civil disobedience. Provide an argument for your position and defend it, addressing any potential objections or counter-examples to it. Answer using Ruth Benedict and James Rachels.
4. A murder takes place in the beachside city of Pensacola, Florida. The alleged murderer is apprehended. It turns out that the person has killed multiple people, all in the same way (he fits the definition for being a serial killer). He has abnormal brain scans and contends that he “just has these desires” that drives him to kill in this way, but he doesn’t know why. On several occasions, he had these desires but did not kill. He also had a rough childhood in which he moved around a lot, had a father that beat him and a mother that blamed him for all their troubles.

Question: Are we rationally justified in holding him morally responsible for his actions? Articulate and discuss a theory of agency that answers this question, discussing philosophical issues and implications for crime and punishment.
5. Suppose you are convinced that there are good reasons for holding people responsible for their actions. This requires free will (in some form), and free will requires downward causation. What theory of mind and theory of free will must be true in order to hold people responsible for their actions? Articulate the theories and demonstrate that they are logically compatible
