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Johns Hopkins University
School of Arts and Sciences
Summer Programs
Course Evaluation

Course Title:__Introduction to Moral Philosophy No. and Sect.: 150.220

—— e

Instructor:___Dan Callcut Term and Year._ TERM 1, 1999
Check your status:
— JHU undergraduate student
1 Freshman 2 Sophomore 3 Junior 4 Senior
1 6 3
— JHU graduate student
_ Visiting student
1 Freshman 2 Sophomore 3 Junior 4 Senior 5 Graduate
2
_ Pre-College student

Special student (not currently enrolled in a college or university)

Circle your Hopkins affiliation (if any):

1 School of Arts and Sciences 8
2 School of Engineering 3
3 School of Hygiene and Public Health
4 School of Medicine

5 School of Nursing

6 Peabody Institute

7 School of Advanced International Studies

Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluation. For questions 1 through 10, please
circle the appropriate number indicating your level of agreement with the statement. If you strongly
agree with the statement, circle the number 1; if you strongly disagree with the statement, circle the
number 5; if you have no opinion or are neutral, circle the number 3.

Please do not write your name on this form.

1. The instructor knew the course material well.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
10 3 0 0 0
2. The instructor communicated his/her interest in the material in a satisfactory manner.

Agree 1 2 4 5 Disagree
10 2 1 0 0



10.

11.

The instructor provided a syllabus with clear course objectives, requirements, and grading
procedures.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
9 4 0 0 0

The instructor required assignments (e.g. readings, papers, presentations, exams) that were
effective ways to learn the material.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
: 8 5 0 0 0
The instructor used the class time well.

Agree 1 2 3 4 S Disagree

10 3 0 0 0
The instructor made constructive comments in response to student classroom participation
and written assignments.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree

9 4 0 0 0
The instructor was accessible and helpful to students who had questions or other difficulties
with the course.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
11 2 0 0 0
I learned a great deal from this instructor.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
7 6 0 0 0
1 would recommend this instructor to other students.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
9 4 0 0 0
I would recommend this course to other students.

Agree 1 2 3 4 5 Disagree
9 3 1 0 0
List the strengths and weaknesses of the instructor:
1.) Dynamic, animated, intelligent
2.) Choseand concentrated on appropriate readings. Effectively communicated course lesson.
3.) Strong all around
4)) Great teacher, tough, but fair grader, made class full ‘o fun!
5.) He's really nice and approachable. He’s really good at making conversation productive.
6.) Enthusiastic. Makes the material very accessible.
7.) Laid back, very knowledgeable.
8.) Strengths: readily available, unbiased teaching
9.) Strengths: instructor was always available after class. He was always willing to hear the

student’s entire argument before responding.



10.) Knew material, good sense of humor, available and let us know what to expect.
11.) He’s a good instructor, positive attitude and comments were helpful.

12.  List the strengths and weaknesses of the course:

1.) Need more time.

2.) Gave comprehensive overview

3.) Strengths: interesting discussions. Flexibility in paper topics.

4.) 3 Papers for a W is outstanding.

5.) Really interesting, especially considering the stuff about practical issues.

6.) Good readings, quite diverse

7.) Concentration of readings and generalities were difficult to elaborate on in the time
allotted.

8.) Open form for discussion. Introduces many philosophical theories through practical
issues. I would like to see an upper level, more demanding course offered in the same field in the
summer.

9.) Interesting course. Should have more practical issues.



Varieties of Moral Skepticism
Syllabus

Philosophy 150.198 Thursday and Friday 1-2.30pm
Instructor: Daniel Callcut Email: call_dan@jhunix.hcf jhu.edu

Office Hours: Thursday and Friday 2.30-3.30 and by appointment
Required Texts

Bernard Williams, Morality: an introduction to ethics

Other assigned readings are on reserve in the M.S.E. library. They can also be accessed
electronically via http://milton.mse.jhu.edu:8001/library/reserves/reserves.html (for further
assistance, ask the reserves staff or email them at reserves@jhu.edu).

Paper Assignments
Your grade for this writing-intensive course will be based on two 5-7 page papers and one

8-10 page final paper. Each of the two shorter papers will be worth 30% of your final grade, and
the final paper will be worth 40%.

Paper 1 (Due date: Mar 3rd) Topic: Skepticism about our capacity to be moral
Paper 2 (Due date: Apr 7th) Topic: Skepticism about moral objectivity

Paper 3 (Due date: Apr 28th) Topic: Skepticism about the priority of moral values
A Note about Papers

You may write on any subject within the scope of the topics listed above; however, for each
paper, you must examine at least one of the relevant works that we have covered in the course. I
strongly recommend that you meet with me before each paper is due to discuss your ideas for
your paper. If you wish to receive an extension, you must obtain one from me before the due
date. Otherwise, late papers will be penalized.

It is very important that you document the claims that you make about the views you say each
author holds. You can use either footnotes or parenthetical references in the text. Give page
references for direct quotations; and indicate what chapter or set of pages you are summarizing
even if you are not directly quoting anything. If you use secondary sources, you should list them
in a bibliography. If you quote from them you must give the page number from which the
quotation is taken. Even if you do not quote a commentary, you should note a debt to it if you
have found it helpful. Failure to acknowledge help from secondary sources is plagiarism and is a
serious offense.



Varieties of Moral Skepticism

Reading Schedule
Week 1 Introduction
(Jan 27/28)  Discussion
Week 2 Is Morality in our Nature?

(Feb 3/4) Sigmund Freud, Civilization and its Discontents, Chapter V
Howard Kahane, "Sociobiology, Egoism, and Reciprocity"

Week 3 Psychological Egoism
(Feb 10/11)  Frangois La Rochefoucauld, "The Disguised Selfishness of Man"
Joel Feinberg, "Psychological Egoism"

Week 4 Are we Free to be Moral?
(Feb 17/18)  Paul Rée, "We are Not Responsible for What we do"
Peter Strawson, "Freedom and Resentment”

Week § Moral Relativism
(Feb 24/25)  Ruth Benedict, "A Defense of Ethical Relativism"
Bernard Williams, "Interlude: Relativism"

Week 6 Reason and Moral Standards
1st Paper due (Friday, March 3rd)

(Mar 2/3) Gilbert Harman, "Ethics and Observation"
David Hume, 4 Treatise of Human Nature (Selections)
Christine Korsgaard, "Skepticism about Practical Reason"

Week 7 Is there a Moral Reality?
No Class on Friday, March 10th

(Mar 9th) John Mackie, "The Subjectivity of Values"
Richard Rorty, “Solidarity or Objectivity?"

Week 8 Objectivity and ""Male Reality"
(Mar 16/17)  Sally Haslanger, “Ontology and Social Construction”

Spring Break

Week 9 The Rejection of Moral Sainthood
(Mar 30/31) Susan Wolf, "Moral Saints"
Oscar Wilde, "The Soul of Man under Socialism"

Week 10 Hedonism
Second Paper due (Friday, April 7th)
(Apr 6/7) Dangerous Liaisons (film)



Week 11 The Amoralist
(Apr 13/14) Bernard Williams, "The Amoralist"
Joseph Raz, "The Amoralist"

Week 12 Ethical Egoism

(Apr 20/21) Wall Street (film)
Ayn Rand, "A Defense of Ethical Egoism"
James Rachels, "A Critique of Ethical Egoism"

Week 13 The Moral Life as the Good Life
Final Paper due (Friday, April 28th)
(Apr 27/28) Aristotle, The Nicomachean Ethics (Selections)
David Hume, An Enquiry Concerning the Principles of Morals, Sect. IX, pt II



Varieties of Moral Skepticism: course goals

The course has two main aims. One is to acquaint the students with, and to help
them understand better, the rich and diverse nature of moral skepticism. The other is to
encourage the students to think sympathetically but also critically about an issue of
philosophical and social importance.

The course has the title it does because it will examine a variety of positions that
present, at the very least, a challenge to moral thought. The positions to be examined are
skeptical in that they cast doubt upon whether morality possesses some feature that it is
widely believed to require (for example: human freedom). The students will read the
work of skeptics and non-skeptics, but the focus, unusual for a philosophy course, will be
on the skeptic’s arguments. The students will be encouraged, in class and in their papers,
to address questions such as: “How does the skeptic reach his or her position?”, “What
are the assumptions that she or he makes?”, “What are the consequences of accepting
such a view?”, “Is the view appropriately called skeptical?”. The aim is thus to foster
critical and creative thought. The hope also is for students to develop their conceptual
insight and imagination by encouraging them to discuss where and how different forms
of skepticism relate to one another.

I have tried to do justice to the range of moral skepticism by incorporating
readings from a number of different disciplines. This emphasis on the variety of moral
skepticism is useful, I think, not just in giving the course more intellectual breadth, but
also in encouraging the students to see how the topics of study intersect with areas of
study with which they may be more familiar. So, along with addressing more traditional
philosophical questions, the course will explore questions such as the following: “Does
evolutionary theory undercut altruism?”, “Are economists moral skeptics?” and “How
should feminism affect our understanding of moral objectivity?”’. There is also the
pedagogical need for the series of readings to have an appropriate shape and structure, so
I have organized them around three main categories: skepticism about our capacity to be
moral, skepticism about moral objectivity, and skepticism about giving priority to moral
values. These categories help structure the course and reading assignments.

In my experience, students are extremely interested in moral skepticism. This is a
large part of the reason why I am so interested in teaching the course and why I aim to
focus on the skeptic’s views. Many students either hold skeptical views or hold views
that many would see as skeptical. These views are often gestured towards but they are
rarely developed: “He only did that because he was going to get something out of it”
(Egoism), “Well, for me, it’s wrong, but...” (Subjectivism, Relativism), “Why do it if it’s
not fun?” (Hedonism), and so on. What I want to do in this course is to zoom in on such
comments and place the views they embody center stage. How the students think about
these issues clearly plays a deep part in how they see themselves and other people. It also
affects how they conceive of the role they play in society. The opportunity to read, think
about, and discuss such issues at greater length than they are usually able to would, I
think, be of great significance to them.



Varieties of Moral Skepticism: teaching strategies

A central goal of this course is to develop the students’ ability to articulate their
opinions. This goal immediately presents me with important questions: “How shall I
make the students comfortable in opening up?”, “How shall I get them to participate?”,
“How do I prevent the already outgoing students from dominating every meeting?, “How
shall I encourage productive dialogue and feedback?”, “How do I teach but at the same
time have the students do most of the talking?”. These questions are given an extra
importance by the fact that this is a course for freshmen, many of whom will not be used
to seminar-style teaching and the level of participation it demands of them.

If the seminar is going to be one of lively group participation, then it had better
start off that way. The opening classes are therefore very important. I think that it is
important to have a number of “ice breakers™: that is, meetings designed to get the
students comfortable with voicing their opinions in front of one another. On the first day,
I plan to ask them some very general questions about the course: why they chose this
seminar, what they expect to get from the course, and so on. I also plan to ask them what
they think moral skepticism is and to ask them for some examples. In the second meeting,
I will split them into two groups for twenty minutes or so and get them to discuss one
example of moral skepticism (one that they have come up with on the first day). What
this does, I think, is almost instantly to make the students more comfortable with one
another. This clearly is of great advantage to the seminar.

The use of groups helps in other ways. Each group will have a spokesperson. His
or her job will be to relay the main point of his or her group’s discussion to the seminar
as a whole. This means that some of the issues raised by the individual groups can then
be discussed by the seminar as a whole. This allows the topics of greater interest and
concern to the students, raised in the smaller groups, to fuel the larger group’s discussion.
This, in turn, encourages the students to initiate new topics of conversation and debate
directly when in the standard seminar format. Hence I will continue to use the group
method of teaching at appropriate times throughout the course. Furthermore, the groups
will be required to change their spokesperson every time they reconvene, which means
that everyone will have the opportunity to speak in front of the seminar.

Another exercise that I have used before, and that I think is very helpful, is to
have the students read their papers in front of one another. This provides a valuable
public speaking experience for the person reading his or her paper. It also gives the
students a chance to hear and discuss the work of their peers. Students, in my experience,
are very respectful of one another and are eager to offer constructive advice. This
exercise, then, is a useful way of developing their ability to be good, sympathetic critics.
Also, in order to pay thoughtful attention to the content of each other’s papers, the
students are thereby obliged to think hard about the course material, which is not a bad
thing. In general, I think this exercise has the nice effect of getting the students behind the
goals of the course.



Finally, there is the question of how to draw the seminar to a close. In the last
week, the goal will be to ascertain the most important points to emerge from the seminar.
It will be a chance for the students to see what they have learnt from the course and to
look at how the views they hold at the end of it compare with those they held at the
outset. How did they answer the questions posed in the opening week and how would
they answer them now? What do they now see as the most pressing issues?



Course Evaluation: Varieties of Moral Skepticism (150.198)

Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluation. Your responses will not be made
available to the instructor until after the course grades are turned in. For 1 through 9, please circle
the number that best indicates your level of agreement with the statement (where "5" means
"strongly agree” and "1" means "strongly disagree"). Please do not write your name on this form.
1. The instructor explained the aims of the course well.

Agree @ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

2. The instructor explained the course material well.

Agree@ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

3. The instructor was enthusiastic about the subject.

Agree @ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

4. The instructor helped students to see the broader implications of the course material.
Agree @4 3 2 1 Disagree

5. The instructor was receptive in class to questions or comments from students.

Agree@ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

6. The instructor was available and helpful outside of class.

Agree®4 3 2 1 Disagree

7. The instructor provided useful comments on papers.

Agree 4 3 2 1 Disagree
' 8. I would recommend this instructor to other students.

Agree 6’ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

9. I would recommend this course to other students.

Agree @ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

10. Please use the space on the other side of this sheet to elaborate on the above responses or to
add any additional comments about the instructor or the course.
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Course Evaluation: Varieties of Moral Skepticism (150.198)

Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluation. Your responses will not be made
available to the instructor until after the course grades are turned in. For 1 through 9, please circle
the number that best indicates your level of agreement with the statement (where “5" means
"strongly agree” and "1" means "strongly disagree"). Please do not write your name on this form.
1. The instructor explained the aims of the course well.
Agree @4 3 2 1 Disagree
2. The instructor explained the course material well.

7 N
Agree 3/ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

3. The instructor was enthusiastic about the subject.

Agre@4 3 2 1 Disagree

4. The instructor helped students to see the broader implications of the course material.
) :

Agree, 5/ 4 3 2 | Disagree

5. The instructor was receptive in class to questions or comments from students.

Agree@4 3 2 1 Disagree

6. The instructor was available and helpful outside of class.

Agre<5)4 3 2 1 Disagree

7. The instructor provided useful comments on papers.

Agree:,/ 5)( 4 3 2 1 Disagree

8. I would recommend this instructor to other students.

Agree 3 4 3 2 | Disagree

9. I would recommend this course to other students.

Agree fé 4 3 2 1 Disagree

10. Please use the space on the other side of this sheet to elaborate on the above responses or to
add any additional comments about the instructor or the course.
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Course Evaluation: Varieties of Moral Skepticism (150.198)
Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluation. Your responses will not be made
available to the instructor until after the course grades are turned in. For 1 through 9, please circle
the number that best indicates your level of agreement with the statement (where "5" means
“strongly agree” and “1" means "strongly disagree"). Please do not write your name on this form.
1. The instructor explained the aims of the course well.
Agree 5 @ 3 2 1 Disagree
2. The instructor explained the course material well.
Agree @ 4 3 2 1 Disagree
3. The instructor was enthusiastic about the subject.
Agree @4 3 2 1 Disagree
4. The instructor helped students to see the broader implications of the course material.
Agree @) 4321 Disagree
5. The instructor was receptive in class to questions or comments from students.
Agree@ 4 3 2 1 Disagree
6. The instructor was available and helpful outside of class.
Agree@ 4 3 2 1 Disagree
7. The instructor provided useful comments on papers.
Agree 5 @ 3 2 1 Disagree
8. I would recommend this instructor to other students.
Agree @ 4 3 2 1 Disagree
9. I would recommend this course to other students.
Agree 5 é) 3 2 1 Disagree

10. Please use the space on the other side of this sheet to elaborate on the above responses or to
add any additional comments about the instructor or the course.
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Course Evaluation: Varieties of Moral Skepticism (150.198)

Thank you for taking the time to complete this evaluation. Your responses will not be made
available to the instructor until after the course grades are turned in. For 1 through 9, please circle
the number that best indicates your level of agreement with the statement (where "5" means
“strongly agree” and "1" means "strongly disagree"). Please do not write your name on this form.

1. The instructor explained the aims of the course well.
Agree 5 @ 3 2 1 Disagree

2. The instructor explained the course material well.

Agree@4 3 2 1 Disagree

3. The instructor was enthusiastic about the subject.

Agree @4 3 2 1 Disagree

4. The instructor helped students to see the broader implications of the course material.

Agree@4 3 2 1 Disagree

5. The instructor was receptive in class to questions or comments from students.
Agree @ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

6. The instructor was available and helpful outside of class.
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Agree @4 3 2 1 Disagree

8. I would recommend this instructor to other students.

Agree@4 3 2 1 Disagree

9. I would recommend this course to other students.
Agree 5\ 4 3 2 1 Disagree

10. Please use the space on the other side of this sheet to elaborate on the above responses or to
add any additional comments about the instructor or the course.
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