
Final Exam Questions

 This is to be a closed book exam, but you will be allowed one 4" x 6" note-card which should contain
notes regarding empirical matters and possibly citations.  Other than that one card, you should have
nothing else out in class while you take this portion of the exam. You are to return this handout and the
notes you use with your name on them, along with the green-book at the end of the exam period.  You
may study together, but essays must be in your own words!  Do not start writing your exam, until we
have announced it is time to begin.

For all questions: Your answer should have four parts, clearly identified:

Part 1: Briefly state your own position on a topic from below on which you did not write a
paper.

Part 2: Give your best reason (by this we mean your argument including your normative,
conceptual and empirical claims) for thinking that your position is justified.

Part 3: State the best argument for the opposing position.  Be fair to the argument.  Since this
will be the best argument, it should be presented in a way that makes it seem as plausible as
possible.

Part 4: Respond to that argument and defend your conclusions against it.  Explain what is wrong
with the reasoning behind the opposing argument.  Is one of its premises mistaken, or does it
draw an unwarranted conclusion from those premises?

Your topic will be whichever general topic (that is 1 or 2) you did not write your final paper about.

Topic 1.  Do either 1a or 1b.

1a. Are there measures that should be taken to reduce income and/or wealth inequality in this
country?  If you think so, please explain what those measures should be and why they ought to be
taken.  If the answer is no, explain why no such measures are needed or a good idea to
implement.

1b. Are there measures that should be taken to reduce the influence of money on politics and the
ways in which that influence interacts with inequalities of wealth and income to give people
differential influence over the laws and administration of the laws?  If you think so, please
explain what those measures should be and why they ought to be taken.  If the answer is no,
explain why no such measures are needed or a good idea to implement.

Topic 2. Do either 2a or 2b.

2a. Should the federal government and/or state and local governments take measures to decrease
the rate of incarceration in this country.  What measures? Why or why not?  

Grading: Since we are asking you to give an opposing argument and explain why you disagree, some
comments on that are in order.  We will look at:  (1) How well was the opposing position presented?  Did
it capture the argument fairly, and did it present it in a way that allows us to see why some people might
accept it?  Was it really directed against the position described in the first two sections. (2) Did the



criticisms offered in the final section present reasonable grounds for criticizing the argument in the third
section?  Was the writer sufficiently aware of how the criticisms addressed the argument being
criticized?  And did the criticisms defend the position described in the first two sections against the
argument of the third section?

The first two sections of the exam will guide us in evaluating the last part, enabling us to assess
whether the argument criticized in the third section really is one for a position opposed to your own, and
whether the answer offered in the fourth section can serve to consistently defend your own position.  We
will also look at whether the argument is section 2 offers a plausible defense of the position stated in the
first section.

Writing clear essays: If your own position depends on the consequences of the policy you advocate, be
clear about which consequences count, and which values are intrinsic and which instrumental.  If you
rely on a rights based justification be clear on the content of the rights you rely on.  Also, be clear about
whether you are treating rights as side-constraints (in the way a non-consequentialist would) or as
something the violation of which should merely be minimized, as a consequentialist might treat them.  Be
equally clear in describing the argument of your opponent.

If you want comments, bring and attach a self-addressed stamped envelope (with enough postage
to mail four ounces of mail).  Otherwise the exam will be graded, but no comments will be written on it. 


