PHL 452: 

Ethics and Development

Tues. and Thurs., 8:30 – 9:50;   3 credits

222 Ernst Bessey Hall

Fall 2011

Instructor: Fred Gifford -- 517 South Kedzie Hall, gifford@msu.edu 

Office hours: T Th 12:30-1:30; and by appt  

Recommended background: two courses in philosophy or three courses in relevant social science fields.

Course description:

This is a course about the ethical and other philosophical questions that arise concerning development (in the sense of “developing countries”).  It is about stepping back and analyzing this process of development, the discourse of development, and development work -- identifying assumptions in the thinking, analyzing the concepts at issue, and evaluating arguments that are given, with the goals of improving our thinking about this.  It is in that sense a philosophical course, though it is also “interdisciplinary” (utilizing the perspectives of (and readings from) other disciplines) and “engaged” (closely connected with real-world problems).


There are a wide variety of topics here, or angles from which to come at this set of issues.  To start, it is useful to distinguish the following three: (1) What is development?  (What is the goal of development?) (2) How and to what extent can it be advanced? What are the most appropriate means? (3) What do we have a responsibility to do?  (What are our duties to aid and assist others, and how far do they extend?)

We begin with this topic of aid assistance.  There has been much discussion of this ever since philosopher Peter Singer’s classic (1972) paper, “Famine, Affluence and Morality”.   We will read Singers’ new book, The Life You Can Save, which reviews and develops those challenging arguments.  This leads us to look more broadly at the question of assistance programs from richer to poorer countries, and how that ties to development, including empirical questions of whether and how we can be effective in alleviating poverty.  Our reading of  philosopher Christopher Wraight’s book, The Ethics of Trade and Aid, will provide a review of the literature about poverty and the possibility of ending it, and a systematic look at the practical and ethical case for taking one position or another concerning trade and aid.
We will also explore “development theory” from a more social science point of view, in part through John Rapley’s book, Understanding Development.
Ultimately we are faced with the central philosophical issues and questions of the course: What is development?  What should be its goals?  How does this connect to economic well-being?  Who should decide what those goals (and the means to them) will be?  How should we understand and address ethical issues that arise in the context of development work?  We will want to think about a variety of answers to these questions, but we will focus on an approach called the “capability approach”.  The two central architects of this view are Amartya Sen and Martha Nussbaum, and we will read a book by each of these thinkers -- Sen’s Development as Freedom, and Nussbaum’s Creating Capabilities: The Human Development Approach.

Goals: The pedagogical goals of the course are to help students

· understand some of the major controversies over the meaning of development,

· become familiar with some of the most important ethical questions and issues in development,

· learn to analyze and interpret these questions and controversies from a philosophical perspective, 

· work cooperatively with other students in the course to consider objections to their own arguments and respond to these objections.

Texts: All students must purchase the following five required books:


Peter Singer, The Life You Can Save: Acting Now to End World Poverty (2009)

Christopher Wraight, The Ethics of Trade and Aid: Development, Charity or Waste? (2011)

John Rapley, Understanding Development: Theory and Practice in the Third World (2007)

Amartya Sen, Development as Freedom (1999)

Martha Nussbaum, Creating Capabilities: The Human Development Approach (2011)

The other required readings will be available electronically on the course’s “ANGEL” site.  (Go to angel.msu.edu.)  (Students should download and print these out for themselves early on.)  

Format

The course will be conducted in a discussion format.   There will be some lecture, but there will be a lot of discussion (sometimes in small groups).  All students are expected to complete the required readings that are assigned for each meeting and participate actively in classroom discussions.  

Basis for grade   
1. Two short papers, approx. 1500 words each. These papers will be responses to specific questions handed out or posted at least a week in advance.  They should be focused philosophical arguments that answer the specific question that is asked.   (They are not book reviews or summaries of the readings.)

The short papers and the final essay must each include


(1) a clear thesis,

(2) sound arguments (valid arguments with true premises),

(3) relevant supporting evidence,

(4) at least one strong objection to the thesis, and a response to the objection(s).

We will discuss drafts of these papers in class in small groups. This draft is due electronically a couple of days before then, and the final version is due electronically at least two days later.  (The drafts will be graded “pass/fail”. Failure to turn this in will result in a loss of one grade point on the paper.)

2. Final essay, 2,500 to 3,000 words.  Students should choose their own topic for the final essay from any of the topics discussed during the semester.  However, the topic must be approved by the instructor well in advance (early in the term is a good time for this; by mid-November is essential).  The essay is not an empirical or historical research paper, but rather a philosophical essay informed by the required readings (and discussion) and any other relevant supplementary readings the student, in consultation with the instructor, considers appropriate.  More detailed directions for the final essay will be distributed later in the term.  


A compete rough draft (at least 1500 words) is due by email no later than midnight of Tuesday, Dec. 6.  These will be discussed in class in groups the last class period, Dec. 8. The final version of this paper will be due Thursday, Dec. 15, at 5 p.m. 

3. “Reflection Papers” -- very short (no more than a total of one double-spaced, typed (12-point font) page).  We will develop the exact nature of the assignment as time goes on (so pay attention), but to start (in the first weeks), it will be the following: In these papers students will respond (separately) to each of two different questions:


(1) What, to your mind, is the most interesting or important unanswered question raised in or by the class meeting prior to the day the paper is due, and why?


(2) What, to your mind, is the most interesting or important point raised in or by the assigned reading for the day the paper is due, and why?  Part of the idea here is that you are preparing something to bring up in class.)


There will be 10 weeks in which you will be assigned a reflection paper (beginning Tuesday, Sept. 13).  You must turn in 8 of these. (If you wish, you may write 9 (or all 10), in which case only the best 8 will count toward the final grade.)  These reflection papers are due at the beginning of class. They will be read, evaluated, and returned at the following class meeting.  See sheet (on Angel) on Reflection Papers for further details.

Note that for each of the above written assignments: Late papers will be accepted only in very unusual circumstances and only if cleared with the instructor in advance. Late papers not so arranged in advanced will receive a grade of 0.0. 

4. Attendance and participation. Attendance is expected (in the normative sense of “required”), as is consistently engaged and prepared participation; this is important for the success of small group discussion and the class as a whole.  Students will be given a 4-point scale grade for participation.  This will not be a matter of always having the right answers, or sounding the smartest.  What is important is that you come to class having read the assignment and show that you are thinking seriously about the material is class, trying to come up with answers and trying to come up with further questions.  

Evaluation Criteria and Grading
Final course grades will be calculated on the basis of the following percentages

Short paper #1






20%

Short paper #2






20%



Final paper






30%

“Reflection Papers”





20%

Attendance and Participation




10%

Details of assignments will appear on Angel.  General descriptions will be on the Angel site the first week, and specific assignments for papers will appear at least a week before the assignment is due.
Participation grades will be based on active and informed contributions to discussions in class.  Especially good contributions to class discussion will also be taken into consideration in borderline cases when final course grades are calculated.
Policy on Academic Freedom and Integrity
Article 2.3.3 of the Academic Freedom Report states that "the student shares with the faculty the responsibility for maintaining the integrity of scholarship, grades, and professional standards." In addition, the Department of Philosophy adheres to the policies on academic honesty as specified in General Student Regulations 1.0, Protection of Scholarship and Grades, and in the all‑University Policy on Integrity of Scholarship and Grades, which are included in Spartan Life: Student Handbook and Resource Guide. Helpful information is found at https://www.msu.edu/unit/ombud/academic-integrity/plagiarism-policy.html 

Students who commit an act of academic dishonesty may receive a 0.0 on the assignment or in the course. 

Policy on Accommodations for Students with Disabilities
Students with disabilities should contact the Resource Center for Persons with Disabilities to establish reasonable accommodations. See http://rcpd.msu.edu/ 

Graduate Specialization in Ethics and Development


The Department of Philosophy has an interdisciplinary graduate specialization in “Ethics and Development”, and there will be, associated with this, some talks and brown-bag discussions throughout the term which you are invited (but not required) to take part in.


Web: 

http://www.philosophy.msu.edu/graduate-programs/graduate-specializations/graduate-specialization-ethics-and-development

https://www.msu.edu/unit/phl/EandDWebsite/index.htm 

Related Study Abroad Opportunities

There are (at least) two summer Study Abroad programs connected to the Department of Philosophy that focus on ethics and development: 

Costa Rica: Development, Health and Environment



http://studyabroad.isp.msu.edu/programs/costaethics.html 

Ethics and Development in Mali  http://studyabroad.isp.msu.edu/programs/maliethics.html 

Tentative Class Calendar and Reading Assignments  


(There may be some minor changes: some articles may be dropped; there may be some additional readings on Angel.  But this should give you a sense of what will be covered.)

Thurs, Sept 1

INTRODUCTION



Singer, preface and chs 1-3 (xi-xv, 3-41)



Sen, Introduction (3-11)



Nussbaum: Preface (ix-xii)

Tues, Sept 6

GENERAL INTRO TO THE PROBLEM



Wraight, Intro and ch 1: An Unequal World (1-46)




Sachs, (part of) ch 1: (ANGEL)

Thurs, Sept 8




Singer, 
Ch 4: What don’t we give more? (45-62)

Ch 5: Creating a culture of giving (63-78)




Ch 9: Asking too much? (140-150)

Tues, Sept 13





Wraight, Chs 2 (47-70) and 3 (71-93)

Thurs, Sept 15




Singer,
Ch. 6: How much does it cost to save a life, and how can you tell which charities do it 




best? (81-104)

Abhijit Vinayek Banerjee, “Making Aid Work: How to Fight Global Poverty Effectively” 

(ANGEL)

Tues, Sept 20




Singer, ch 7: Improving Aid (105-125)



Wraight, Ch 4: Giving (94-130)



Collier, Editorial: Rethinking Assistance for Africa 2006 (ANGEL)

Thurs, Sept 22




Singer, 
Ch 8: Your child and the children of others (129-139)




Ch 10: A realistic approach (151-173)

Tues, Sept 27








Wraight, Ch 5 (Trading) (131-152) & 6 (153-163)

Thurs, Sept 29

ESSAY EXCHANGE








PAPER #1 due electronically Sat, Oct 1 at midnight

Tues, Oct 4




Gasper, “The Meaning of Development” (ANGEL)



Dower, “The Nature and Scope of Development Ethics” (ANGEL)

Thurs, Oct 6










Nussbaum, chs 1 and 2



Sen, ch. 1

Tues, Oct 11 




Nussbaum, chs 3 and 4



Sen, ch 2

Thurs, Oct 13
 

Sen, ch 4



Deepa Narayan, et al., “Voices of the Poor: Can Anyone Hear Us? Voices from 47

Countries” (Angel)
Tues, Oct 18










Sen, chs 6 and 7



Ingrid Robeyns, “The Capability Approach: A Theoretical Survey” (93-114) (ANGEL)

Thurs, Oct 20



Nussbaum, 5 and 6

Tues, Oct 25




Nussbaum, ch 8, Conclusion and Postscript

Thurs, Oct 27 




Sen, chs 8, 9, 10


Tues, Nov 1




NO CLASS, BUT ESSAY EXCHANGE
Thurs, Nov 3

NO CLASS


PAPER #2 due electronically Sat, Nov. 5 at midnight
Tues, Nov 8





 


Sen



Audun Ruud, “Sustainable Development: A Useful Tool for Change?” (ANGEL)


Thurs, Nov 10

POST-DEVELOPMENT: 
Visit by Sandra Harding



Arturo Escobar, “Development and the Anthropology of Modernity”
Tues, Nov 15



Rapley, chs 1 and 2 (1-33)



Benedicte Bull, “Development Theory Revisited” (ANGEL)

Thurs, Nov 17




Rapley, ch. 3 (35-58)

Tues, Nov. 22


Rapley. Ch. 4 (63-84) and part of ch. 5 (87-104)

Thurs, Nov 24

THANKSGIVING

Tues, Nov. 29  




Rapley, rest of ch. 5 (104-119) and ch, 6 (135-149)

Thurs, Dec 1
 


Rapley, ch. 7 (155-177) and ch. 8 (185-201)

Tues, Dec 6

CATCH UP AND SUM UP



Rapley, ch. 9 (205-226)

Thurs, Dec 8 

SUM UP AND ESSAY EXCHANGE



No reading

Final essay due Thursday, Dec. 15, at 5 p.m.
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