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Climate change is happening now. According to the National Academy of Sciences, 
“Humans are changing the Earth’s climate.”1 The primary driver of this anthropogenic climate 
change is the greenhouse gas CO2, which builds up in the atmosphere due to the burning of 
fossil fuels and the destruction of forests. Historically, significant climate changes have 
corresponded with species extinctions, mass migrations, and alterations to landmass shapes 
and ocean currents. The severity of continued warming is projected to reach an additional 
2.6 to 4.8 °C (4.7 to 8.6 °F) by 2100. This projected level of climatic change will result in 
food insecurity, desertification, and the displacement and migration of billions of people living 
in coastal areas. 

In May of 2018 fifteen-year-old Swedish student Greta Thunberg won an essay writing contest 
on climate change and was contacted by Bo Thorén from Fossil Free Dalsland. Thunberg, 
encouraged to become a more proactive climate activist, considered a school strike as a 
possible strategy. This plan was inspired by the activism of students at Marjory Stoneman 
Douglas High School, who had refused to go to school to draw attention to the need for gun 
reform following the school shooting in Parkland, Florida. After trying, and failing, to recruit 
friends and classmates to her cause, on August 20th, 2018, Thunberg sat outside of the 
Swedish Parliament and “handed out fliers with a long list of facts about the climate crisis and 
explanations on why [she] was striking.”2

“The first thing I did was to post on Twitter and Instagram what I was doing,” said Thunberg, 
“and it soon went viral. Then journalists and newspapers started to come.” Following the 
Swedish general elections in September, Thunberg returned to school on Monday through 
Thursday, protesting outside Parliament only on Fridays. The Skolstrejk för klimatet (school 
strike for the climate) then picked up followers on social media with the hashtag 
#FridaysForFuture. In the subsequent year, the Friday boycotts have grown and on March 
15th, 2019, 1.6 million students from 133 countries participated, missing school to engage in 
public protest about our response to climate change.3

The school strike for climate includes weekly school strikes on Fridays in which students are 
asked to “strike in front of their closest town hall, every Friday. With a sign, take a picture and 
post it with the hashtags #Fridaysforfuture and #Climatestrike.”4 According to Thunberg, 
“School children are required to attend school. But with the worsening Climate Destruction 
this goal of going to school begins to be pointless.” Secretary general of the United Nations, 
António Guterres, said of the student protests: “My generation has failed to respond properly 
to the dramatic challenge of climate change. This is deeply felt by young people. No wonder  
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they are angry.”5

Not all leaders are supportive of the strike. UK Prime Minister Theresa May issued a statement 
saying in part, “It is important to emphasize that disruption increases teacher's workloads and 
wastes lesson time that teachers have carefully prepared for…That time is crucial for young 
people precisely so that they can develop into the top scientists, engineers and advocates that 
we need to help tackle this problem."6 In the UK, fines of £60 can be levied against the 
parents of student strikers. In one case, students Ellie Kinloch, Tyler McHugh, and Isobel 
Deady boycotted school on Friday, May 24th, 2019, to take part in Youth Strike 4 Climate 
march. The trio informed their principal in advance as the Fridays For Future website 
suggests; yet, they were subsequently banned from attending their school’s prom as 
punishment for truancy.7

Questions: 
 1. Is striking to draw attention to climate change and striking to draw attention to gun 
 reform equally morally permissible?

 2. Is it morally permissible for students to skip school to join the “Fridays for Future” 
 protests?

 3. Should Ellie Kinloch, Tyler McHugh, and Isobel Deady have been punished for their 
 truancy?

1  National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, Medicine “Understanding the Climate System” 
http://sites.nationalacademies.org/sites/climate/SITES_193558
2 Brent Lindeque, “Greta Thunberg: School strike for climate and to save the world!” May 5th, 2019. 
https://www.goodthingsguy.com/opinion/greta-thunberg/
3 Suyin Haynes, “Students From 1,600 Cities Just Walked Out of School to Protest Climate Change. It Could Be Greta 
Thunberg's Biggest Strike Yet” TIME, May 24th, 2019.  
https://time.com/5595365/global-climate-strikes-greta-thunberg/
4  Fridays For Future, “How to climate strike.” https://www.fridaysforfuture.org/how
5 António Guterres, “The climate strikers should inspire us all to act at the next UN summit”
The Guardian, March 15th, 2019.  
https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2019/mar/15/climate-strikers-urgency-un-summit-world-leaders
6 Alan McGuinness, “Theresa May criticises pupils missing school to protest over climate change”.  SkyNews, February 
15th, 2019.
https://news.sky.com/story/theresa-may-criticises-pupils-missing-school-to-protest-over-climate-change-
11638238
7 Josh Barrie, “Three schoolgirls have been banned from their end of year prom after going on a climate emergency 
march”. iNews, June 21st, 2019. 
https://inews.co.uk/news/uk/schoolgirls-banned-prom-attending-climate-emergency-protest/



Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez (D-NY) recently posed a difficult question in an Instagram live 
stream: “Basically, there’s a scientific consensus that the lives of children are going to be very 
difficult [due to climate change]. And it does lead, I think, young people to have a legitimate 
question: Is it okay to still have children?”8

Politically conservative commentators quickly characterized Ocasio-Cortez's comments as a 
"no-child policy."  They deemed her view ugly, frightening, and "disturbingly authoritarian, 
even fascistic."  One commentator suggested that she may have been having a mental 
breakdown.  As one news show host put it, "She's saying, 'don't have kids' because it's going 
to hurt our country.  So if you don't believe in kids, and families, and the flag, then you're 
effectively admitting to civilizational suicide."9

But many young people share 29-year-old Ocasio-Cortez's worry.  In a recent poll by 
Business Insider, approximately 38% of people between the ages of 18 and 29 and 34% of 
people between 30 and 44 agreed that climate change should be factored into the decision 
to have children or not.  Similarly, in a 2018 New York Times survey of people between 20 
and 45, 11% of respondents indicated that they did not want children or were unsure about 
having children because of the threat of climate change.  A full 33% of respondents stated 
that they were having fewer children than they wanted to have because they were concerned 
about climate change.10 Indeed, the United States birthrate has hit record lows for the past 
several years.11

Recent reports on climate change paint a dire picture. "The impacts and costs of climate 
change are already being felt in the United States, and changes in the likelihood or severity of 
some recent extreme weather events can now be attributed with increasingly higher 
confidence to human-caused warming."12 According to the world's leading scientists, we have 
twelve years left to reverse course and prevent the worst consequences of climate change.  
But mustering the political will to make the required changes will be difficult.13

Concerns over procreating in the face of climate change fall into two broad categories: that 
today's children will suffer the brunt of the consequences of climate change, and that having 
more children will make the problem of climate change worse by increasing the burden on 
the planet.  As Travis Rieder, ethics professor and father of one, explains:  “Procreating both 
contributes to climate change and creates a new victim of climate change, . . . I don’t know 
whether people should have kids, or whether they should have a big family, but I do believe 
that climate change should be part of their deliberation, because the consequences of 
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bringing a new person into a changing world are really morally serious.”14

Another factor to consider is whether today’s children will be the ones to find the solution to 
climate change.  Your child may grow up to be a leading scientist, an environmental 
advocate, or at least vote for political solutions to climate change.15 Erle Ellis, a geography 
and environmental systems professor, puts it this way: "People who are so concerned they 
would even consider not having children are the very kind of people who can be part of the 
solution.  By having children they have doubled down on the future.  They are motivated.  
Because they know if they don’t succeed, they are failing not only themselves but this new 
generation they have brought into the world."16

Questions: 
 1. Do we have a moral obligation to limit our procreation because of climate 
 change?

 2. Which is the greater moral harm: that procreation contributes to climate change, 
 or that it creates a new victim?

 3. Is it better to have fewer children to reduce the impact on climate change or have 
 more children to help solve the problems that will follow due to climate change?
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8 Umair Irfan, "We need to talk about the ethics of having children in a warming world," Vox, Mar. 11, 2019, 
https://www.vox.com/2019/3/11/18256166/climate-change-having-kids
9 Eliza Relman, "Fox News hosts accuse Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez of 'admitting to civil ization suicide' after the 
congresswoman asks if it 's 'okay to sti l l have children' with the threat of climate change," Business Insider, Feb. 26, 
2019, https://www.businessinsider.com/fox-news-hosts-say-alexandria-ocasio-cortez-wants-to-get-rid-of-kids-2019-2
10 Eliza Relman & Walt Hickey, "More than a third of millennials share Rep. Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez's worry about 
having kids while the threat of climate change looms," Business Insider, March 4, 2019, 
https://www.businessinsider.com/millennials-americans-worry-about-kids-children-climate-change-poll-2019-3?r=US&I
R=T
11 Bill Chappell, "U.S. Births Fell To A 32-Year Low in 2018; CDC Says Birthrate Is In Record Slump," NPR, May 15, 
2019, 
https://www.npr.org/2019/05/15/723518379/u-s-births-fell-to-a-32-year-low-in-2018-cdc-says-birthrate-is-at-record-l
evel
12 Umair Irfan, "3 big takeaways from the major new US climate report," Vox, Nov. 24, 2018, 
https://www.vox.com/2018/11/24/18109883/climate-report-2018-national-assessment
13 Jonathan Watts, "We have 12 years to limit climate change catastrophe, warns UN," The Guardian, Oct. 8, 2018, 
https://www.theguardian.com/environment/2018/oct/08/global-warming-must-not-exceed-15c-warns-landmark-un-repo
rt
14 James Rainey, "For some millennials, climate change clock ticks louder than biological one," NBC News, April 21, 
2019, 
https://www.nbcnews.com/news/us-news/some-millennials-climate-change-clock-ticks-louder-biological-one-n993331; 
see also Alexis Papazoglou, "Is It Cruel to Have Kids in the Era of Climate Change?" The New Republic, Feb. 25, 2019, 
https://newrepublic.com/article/153149/cruel-kids-era-climate-change
15 Tyler Cowen, "Want to Help Fight Climate Change?  Have More Children," Bloomberg Opinion, March 14, 2019, 
https://www.bloomberg.com/opinion/articles/2019-03-14/want-to-help-fight-climate-change-have-more-children
16 Rainey, supra.



In November of 2018, the Girl Scouts of America (GSA) filed a lawsuit against the Boy Scouts 
of America (BSA) for trademark infringement. The GSA claimed that, following the BSA’s 
decision to include girls in its organization in an effort to modernize and create a more 
gender-inclusive program, it has confused potential applicants and given the impression that 
the two organizations are being merged into one.

In the suit, the GSA has raised two points: (1) that its participants benefit most from 
gender-exclusive environments, and (2) that they are defending their intellectual property. 
GSA owns trademarks registered with the United States Patent and Trademark Office, 
including the phrase “Girl Scout.” The organization believes that the value of its brand has 
been negatively impacted by the decision of the BSA to include girls.17 “We did what any 
brand, company, corporation or organization would do,” the GSA stated, “to protect its 
intellectual property, the value of its brand in the marketplace and to defend its good 
name.”18 But the lawsuit reflects something deeper than brand management. The GSA also 
argues that research has shown girls tend to “learn best in an environment led by girls, 
through programs tailored specifically for girls.” This argument suggests that the suit concerns 
how best to advance gender equality by empowering girls and young women.19

“We are reviewing the lawsuit carefully,” the BSA stated. “Our decision to expand our 
program offerings for girls came after years of requests from families who wanted the option 
of the B.S.A.’s character and leadership development programs for all their children—boys 
and girls.” The BSA has been embroiled in several costly controversies over the past two 
decades, from denying admission of openly homosexual scouts and leaders, to sexual abuse 
cases. The BSA began calling its members “scouts” instead of “boy scouts” in an attempt to 
become more inclusive and appeal to a wider applicant pool. But the GSA asserts that the 
inclusion of girls in the BSA has created an environment of confusion and fails to recognize 
an important distinction between the two programs namely that they have male and female 
leadership, respectively.

Some GSA members, however, have voiced frustration with the organization’s decision to 
move forward with the lawsuit, claiming that the decision was made without the input of its 
most important participants. Not only was the decision contrary to the GSA philosophy of 
being a "girl-led" organization: the choice to litigate was made without the input of actual 
girls. Some have criticized the spirit of the lawsuit by reminding the GSA of a similar 
controversy at the birth of the organization, when a high level member of the BSA’s leadership 
lobbied against the GSA’s use of the term “scouts,” which he believed applied exclusively 
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to boys. Juliette Gordon Low, the founder of the Girl Scouts, refused to change the term.

Questions: 
 1. Do gender-inclusive or gender-exclusive programs better serve the goals of 
 equality?

 2. Should there be two organizations at all? Why not just Scouts of America?

 3. If you were judging the lawsuit of Girl Scouts of America against Boy Scouts of 
 America, what would your verdict be?
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17 Tony Marks, “The Scouts Teach Us All a Lesson About Trademark Law,” Forbes, 12, Feb. 2019. 
https://www.forbes.com/sites/tonymarks/2019/02/12/the-scouts-teach-us-all-a-lesson-about-trademark-law/#5a08cb2
a7386
18 Niraj Choksi, “The Girl Scouts Have Sued The Boy Scouts, Now What?” The New York Times, Nov. 9th, 2018, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/11/09/us/girl-scouts-sue-boy-scouts.html
19 Claire Suddath, “Boy Scouts are Just Scouts now and that ’s making Girl Scouts Mad” Bloomberg Businessweek, April 
17th, 2019, 
https://www.bloomberg.com/news/features/2019-04-17/boy-scouts-are-just-scouts-now-and-that-s-making-girl-scouts-
mad



When Brooke Johns’ 3-year-old son announced he “had to use the potty right away,” she 
stopped at a gas station.20 Fearing they wouldn’t reach the bathroom in time, she tried to 
shield her son as he urinated outside. The shielding was only partially effective however and 
when a deputy sheriff noticed the act, a ticket was issued for disorderly conduct, citing an 
ordinance against “...any person who...befouls... public property...so as to create a 
hazardous, unhealthy or physically offensive condition.”

This case would not be the first time that people have had to choose between following city 
ordinances and following biological necessity. Defenders of such ordinances would cite the 
problems for aesthetics and cleanliness of a society where anyone can create a public 
restroom in any place. It can be expensive to keep a water supply clean.21 It is also hard to 
imagine a greater lack of respect for someone’s private property than using it as a makeshift 
toilet. For most people, a good way of complying with both law and excretory urges is simple 
prior planning. Good citizens (and presumably responsible parents) urge people to “go 
before you go,” so as not to put a strain on public or private property without proper 
plumbing.

However, as many caregivers know, the advice of an experienced adult is not always number 
one on a child’s mind. In times of crisis, like the one faced by Johns, one has to choose 
between skirting the law and other humiliating (and potentially unsanitary or dangerous22) 
alternatives. Children are not the only ones who can spring a leak on a moment’s notice, as 
an increasingly aging population has to admit. And in the case of those with needs for 
accessible facilities, finding a public restroom which meets one’s needs can be a crap shoot.

The enforcement of public urination laws on minors like Johns’ son can up the pressure on 
those who may come from the homeless population23 or other cultures where children are 
taught it is permissible do a lot more than pee in public.24 Chinese children, for instance, use 
city streets without any kind of fear of being ticketed. But they are not alone. In many rural 
American communities, you don’t have to be overly conscious about when to open the barn 
door and water the crops either. And enforcement of public urination laws can lead to 
significant consequences. In some cases, arrests for it have led to deportation proceedings,25 
none of which would happen if the offending urinator were a dog.

Finally, society’s attitudes on yielding to nature’s call appear to be changing. Gone are the 
days when one is only allowed to go the restroom between classes or on class “bathroom 
breaks.” In an increasingly hydrated society, it is not considered out of the ordinary to
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discreetly slip out of a lecture hall to powder one’s nose. 

Questions: 
 1. Is it wrong to enforce public urination laws on persons who have difficulty 
 complying with them?

 2. Is there a morally relevant distinction between persons and pets when it comes to 
 the acceptability of public urination?

 3. Are there good moral reasons to have laws against public urination?
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20 Ewing, Michelle. “Pregnant mom says she was ticketed over toddler's potty emergency ”. Cox Media. 
https://www.wsbtv.com/news/national/hot-topics/pregnant-mom-says-she-was-ticketed-over-toddlers-potty-emergency/9
38030712. 8 April 2019. Accessed 20 August 2019.
21 Schmidt, Brad. “Man caught urinating in Mount Tabor reservoir prompts Portland to shift water supply ”. Oregon Live. 
https://www.oregonlive.com/portland/2011/06/man_caught_urinating_in_mt_tab.html 15 June 2011. Accessed 20 
August 2019.
22 Dooldeniya, Mohantha. "Lower Abdominal Pain in Women After Binge-Drinking." British Medical Journal. Nov. 8, 
2007.
23 Bloom, Matt. “There are just 5 bathrooms for the 1800 people living on Skid Row”. 
https://www.scpr.org/news/2016/08/29/63987/there-are-just-five-bathrooms-for-the-1800-people/. August 29, 2016. 
Accessed 20 August 2019.
24 Ashcraft, Brian and Eric Jou. “Why Kids Keep Crapping in Public in China”. Kotaku. 
https://kotaku.com/why-kids-keep-crapping-in-public-in-china-5987786. March 13, 2013. Accessed 20 August 2019.
25 Noren, Laura. “Only Dogs are Free to Pee” in Toilet: Public Restrooms and the Polit ics of Sharing. Molotch, Harvey 
and Noren, Laura, eds. NYU Press. November, 2010.



The freedom of speech is usually understood as a legal concept. As enshrined in the First 
Amendment to the Constitution of the United States, it says that Congress shall make no laws 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press.26 However, the Constitution is silent on the 
obligations of private companies, families, churches, and many other institutions where 
people express themselves. Thus, mainstream social networks like Facebook and Twitter are 
free to regulate the speech that occurs on their platforms as they see fit.

Sensing a rise in the use of their platforms to spread violent and/or hateful rhetoric and 
backlash from their users, Facebook and Twitter began active banning certain articles, sites, 
users, groups for using what they deemed hateful or violent speech.27 These moves, called 
“deplatforming” by proponents and “censorship” by those who were banned generated great 
discussion online and led to other, smaller platforms making the same decisions. 

In reaction to such moves, however, social networks like “Gab”28 rose up promising to be a 
final bastion of free speech in a world of censorship. Increased traffic was also driven to sites 
like 4chan and 8chan,29 where moderation is notoriously permissive and identities are 
obscured. While 4chan and 8chan had long been known as places where people shared 
illegal and controversial text and imagery, Gab opened in 2017 with an eye towards 
attracting members from the far right and alt-right who had been banned from other 
networks. The gunman that attacked the Tree of Life synagogue in October 2018 was an avid 
user of Gab30 and other alt-right sites and the logo for the site is widely understood to be 
derived from a popular anti-semitic meme. In effect, the concentration on free speech makes 
Gab a go-to destination for racism, sexism, and anti-semitism.31 

While deplatforming seems to have moderated the influence of hate groups on popular 
social media sites, some argue that the decisions have increased hate speech online by 
concentrating it in a place where it generates “less light” but “more heat.” Furthermore, with 
the advent of social networks concentrated on a particular form of thinking there are now 
well-known destinations for getting more involved in these movements that were scattered on 
places where they could be countered by other speech before. 

These concerns echo concerns of 19th century thinkers like John Stuart Mill32 who argued that 
even speech which was offensive and known to be false should not be restricted. He argued 
that even speech such as this could make one’s experience of the truth stronger and keep 
truths from becoming “dead dogmas.” While Mill and others were concerned more about 
government censorship, some argue that the premises also lend themselves to censorship of 
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public forums of any kind, such as the kind featured on social media today.

Finally, some worry that, despite the energizing effect on hate groups, the decisions that 
Facebook and Twitter set a dangerous precedent for online speech. While the Constitutional 
prohibition against Congress making laws against speech guaranteed that one could find a 
place to speak one’s mind, the private ownership of popular social networks may not allow 
that same kind of movement. If Facebook and Twitter can decide for themselves what 
constitutes acceptable discourse on their platforms, they essentially have the ability to bend 
cultural conversations as they see fit33—and to further the interests of those who own them. 
Even if hate speech in plain view was a consequence of less restrictive moderation, it meant 
that no one was actively shaping the content that one saw. This allowed users to make up 
their own minds about the appropriateness of what was being expressed without anyone else 
intervening. If popular social media sites exercised these powers to push other kinds of 
agendas, there would be no prohibitions to stop them.

Questions: 
 1. What obligations do Facebook and Twitter have to regulate, or not regulate, speech 
 on their platforms?

 2. What morally relevant characteristics, if any, distinguish Facebook and Twitter  
 censorship from government censorship?

 3. Suppose that deplatforming hateful speech leads people to online communities 
 where hateful speech can flourish and intensify. Is that fact a good enough reason for 
 allowing hateful speech on popular social media platforms?

26 "The Constitution of the United States," Amendment 1.
27 Newton, Casey. “Facebook says it will begin removing misinformation that leads to violence“. Verge. 18 July 2018. 
https://www.theverge.com/2018/7/18/17588624/facebook-misinformation-removal-violence-hate-speech-sri-lanka. 
Accessed 20 August 2019.
28 Selyukh, Alina. “Feeling Sidelined By Mainstream Social Media, Far-Right Users Jump To Gab". NPR.org. 
https://www.npr.org/sections/alltechconsidered/2017/05/21/529005840/feeling-sidelined-by-mainstream-social-media
-far-right-users-jump-to-gab. November 21, 2018. Accessed 20 August 2019.
29 Austin, Patrick Lucas. “What Is 8chan, and How Is It Related to This Weekend's Shootings? Here's What to Know”. 
Time.com. 9 August 2019. https://time.com/5644314/8chan-shootings/. Accessed 20 August 2019.
30 Roose, Kevin. "On Gab, an Extremist-Friendly Site, Pittsburgh Shooting Suspect Aired His Hatred in Full". The New 
York Times. October 28, 2018. 
https://www.nytimes.com/2018/10/28/us/gab-robert-bowers-pittsburgh-synagogue-shootings.html. Accessed 20 August 
2019.
31 Weich, Ben. "Inside Gab, the alt-right 's social media network that is awash with antisemitism". The Jewish Chronicle. 
2 January 2019. https://www.thejc.com/news/world/inside-the-social-media-network-of-the-alt-right-1.477090. 
Accessed 20 August 2019.
32 Mill, John Stuart. On Liberty. London: John W. Parker and Son, West Strand. 1859.
33 Brannon, Valerie. “Free Speech and the Regulation of Social Media Content”. Congressional Research Service. 
R45650. 27 March 2019. https://crsreports.congress.gov/R45650.
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Jim was on a hike when it happened… when he tripped and fell from a path for no reason 
that he could figure and got the testing.  He discovered he had the same form of amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis, more commonly known simply as ALS or Lou Gehrig’s Disease, that took his 
mother at an early age.  Jim was now on a journey that was almost certain to end in 
incapacity and eventually, death.

Jim’s wife, Beth, now had to plan education and care for their young daughter, but also had 
to plan for a dramatically reduced lifespan for her husband and life sustaining medical 
treatments that would help him through the loss of function that was likely to occur in the 
coming five years.  Jim granted Beth a power of attorney for healthcare decision making and 
executed advance directives that indicated that he did not want to be resuscitated 
(colloquially known as a “DNR”).  He also encouraged her to work with his physicians to 
assist him with treatments, medications, and other medical decisions and procedures.

Early in the process, Jim and Beth learned about machines and software that had been 
developed to assist ALS patients with communication in the later stages of the disease’s 
progression—OptiKey, PCEye Go, etc.34 The machine would require Jim to receive some 
training but would utilize eye movements to enable him to continue to communicate when his 
ALS made speech impossible.  One famous user of such technology was Stephen Hawking, 
who had a very rare form of ALS that did not result in rapid disease progression and death, 
but impaired gross motor skills.  Jim was placed into contact with an ALS advocacy group that 
helped rotate such a machine to terminal ALS patients to assist them in maintaining 
connection and communication with their loved ones in their final days, but Jim’s doctor 
indicated that it was likely he would still have at least 2-3 years before the disease.

A little over a year after Jim’s diagnosis, Beth became concerned that Jim was likely 
experiencing increasing amounts of discomfort, both physically and emotionally, including 
muscle cramping and occasional back and neck pain,35 as well as what she saw as 
increasingly severe depression—Jim was still capable of caring for himself in most instances, 
but as each episode of loss of muscle control occurred, Jim lamented to Beth that he wasn’t 
sure how much longer he wanted to suffer a slow and terrifying death. Jim particularly did not 
want his wife and child’s last interactions with him to be watching him deteriorate, lose his 
ability to speak, eat, use the restroom, or moving at all, nor did he want to burden them with 
the obligations of caring for his every need all day, every day. He was further concerned 
about the financial toll that his treatment and burdens of care would impose on his family. 
Beth constantly assured Jim that he shouldn’t worry about the cost or the burden, but she 
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could see his distress mount, and wanted to know how best to help him.

Beth decided to reach out to several professionals for help. She contacted her own physician 
for a referral for counseling, so she could process her own anticipatory grief. Beth also 
contacted Jim’s doctor to learn more about options he might want to explore for his 
depression as his ability to function waned, so she could help him better manage the days he 
still had left.  

In discussing how Jim’s ALS may be causing him pain and depression, the doctor treating 
Jim’s ALS discussed a range of medications, physical therapies, hospice care, and counseling.  
Jim’s doctor also educated Beth about a new technology developed to assist terminal ALS 
patients if they wanted to hasten the end of their suffering – basically, an assisted suicide 
machine that used software like the one developed to help ALS patients communicate.36 Jim’s 
doctor provided a referral for counseling for Jim and indicated that such a machine was an 
option if Jim sought counseling and had come to the rational conclusion that he wanted to 
end things on his own terms. The doctor obviously did not ever want to push such an option 
on Jim and was hesitant to even suggest it to Jim, but if Jim was looking into options for 
hospice and other similar treatments, the machine might be among the options laid out for 
him in his treatment plan. Jim’s doctor provided Beth with a collection of brochures and 
literature to educate her on treatment options to help Jim along the way. 

Beth left the brochures and other documents in a stack on the family desk. Beth was usually 
the only one to use the desk, and she did not worry about leaving the documents out in the 
open – if anything, she figured that in the off-chance Jim found the brochures, they might 
help him educate himself about treatment options. Jim found the brochures a few weeks later 
and started to wade through them. He struggled with some of the information contained in 
the stack, particularly the information about the assisted suicide machine. He mulled much of 
the information over and called the number for the counselor in the referral from his 
physician, but he knew he would have a few more topics to cover after his discoveries on the 
family desk. 
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Questions: 
 1. Was it morally wrong for Jim’s doctor to discuss assisted suicide options with Jim’s 
 wife, Beth, before talking to Jim about them?

 2. Under what conditions should patients be given the option to make use of an 
 assisted suicide machine?

 3. Does it harm Jim to know that assisted suicide is an option for him?
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New York (NY) state is facing its most severe measles outbreak in 27 years—275 confirmed 
cases through the first week of March 2019.37 Health officials’ efforts to halt the spread have 
failed— due in large part to ultra-Orthodox Jews’ refusal to cooperate with health workers, 
be vaccinated, report infections, etc. The largest concentration of cases is in Rockland 
County, NY—home to tens of thousands of ultra-Orthodox Jews and 153 of the confirmed 
cases of measles, with more suspected.38 An extensive public health campaign was quickly 
undertaken, including widespread dissemination of information about the disease (its 
potentially devastating effects, the frighteningly easy spread of the causal virus, and the safety 
and efficacy of the measles-mumps-rubella (MMR) vaccine); a vaccination push (~17,000 
residents were newly vaccinated); and an executive order banning unvaccinated children and 
teenagers from public spaces (resulting in nearly 6000 unvaccinated children being pulled 
out of schools. Nonetheless, new cases continued to erupt. On April 17th, 2019, New York 
City’s Board of Health ordered mandatory vaccinations for everyone in the four hardest-hit 
zip codes. Five parents, believing mandatory vaccinations violate their religious beliefs, sued 
NYC’s health department and requested a halt to the mandatory vaccinations39; 10 days later 
a NY state judge put the mandatory vaccinations on hold.40

Historically, exclusion of children from schools during outbreaks of infectious diseases has not 
been uncommon, but opponents of efforts targeting Rockland County in general and 
Ultra-Orthodox Jews in particular, worry that the measles crisis may give rise to “harassment, 
attacks and discrimination against ultra-Orthodox Jews.” Further concerns include the 
possibility of infringing on civil liberties. Georgetown Law Professor Lawrence O. Goston 
noted: “This is virtually imprisonment of a child, and certainly significantly restricting the 
child’s liberty.” Northeastern Professor Wendy E. Parmet worries about such extensive 
interventions: “Are you going to increase the distrust [of ultra-Orthodox Jews] in health 
authorities?”

The explanation of ultra-Orthodox communities’ reluctance to vaccinate their children (and 
themselves) is multi-variable. Some community members have been persuaded by the global 
anti-vaccination claim that vaccines themselves cause diseases, particularly autism (though 
that claim has been fully discredited).41 Others worry that vaccines are “dangerous” per se, a 
worry that has also been debunked, as severe complications of MMR are rare.42 Some believe 
vaccinations violate Hasidic law—though nearly all rabbis refute this claim and recommend 
vaccination, as do the Orthodox Union and the Rabbinical Council of America.43

But part of the reluctance is cultural. Sociology Professor Samuel Heilman, who studies 
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ultra-Orthodox Judaism, notes that ultra-Orthodox Jews live by different rules than the larger 
secular (“outside”) community: “Opposition to vaccines may be growing in the 
ultra-Orthodox world as a response to the community’s perception that the secular world is 
trying to weaken their social structures.” Further, ultra-Orthodox Jews “...live in close quarters 
with large families and have a high rate of personal interaction...”—factors associated with 
higher rates of infection.44

Supporters of requiring vaccinations argue that one responsibility of governmental health 
departments is the protection against threats to the populations they represent. In the case of 
measles, vaccines not only protect against the disease itself, but against complications that 
can accompany the disease (e.g., deafness, pneumonia, encephalitis). The vaccines also 
protect persons who, for reasons of youth (infants younger than 1 year of age cannot receive 
vaccines) or various medical conditions (e.g., immunosuppressed post-transplant patients, 
persons undergoing chemotherapy) are at risk if they are exposed to persons with measles. 
Officials argue that the welfare of the many is more compelling than the religious liberty of 
the few.45 Taking a similar position, the US Supreme Court has ruled that states have authority 
to require compulsory vaccination.46 Further, to the extent that some parents claim a religious 
exemption when their actual motivation is erroneous beliefs about vaccines’ efficacy or risks, 
no rational reason for foregoing vaccines exists.

On June 13th, 2019, the New York state legislature eliminated religion as a permissible 
exemption to state law requiring vaccines for schoolchildren.

Questions: 
 1. Should the state of New York allow ultra-Orthodox Jews to refuse measles 
 vaccination on religious grounds?

 2. Is it morally permissible for the state of New York to prohibit unvaccinated children 
 from attending public schools?

 3. Should a parent be permitted to refuse the vaccination of a child on religious 
 grounds in times of an epidemic?
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Caster Semenya, a 28-year-old female Olympic gold medal runner from South Africa, is 
facing a new hurdle, testosterone regulation. She, along with a handful of other female 
athletes have intersex characteristics due to a medical condition called “hyperandrogenism.” 
This condition has many characteristics, but one is of particular interest: high levels of 
hormones such as testosterone. Testosterone occurs naturally in both men and women and is 
associated with neuromuscular function and “explosive power” such as that needed for some 
athletic endeavors. As a result of Semenya’s high testosterone level, the International 
Association of Athletics Federations (IAAF) has passed a regulation requiring female athletes 
to reduce these levels to a range closer to that typically seen in females and maintain those 
levels for at least six months prior to certain international competitions. Semenya and Athletics 
South Africa each filed a request for arbitration with the Court of Arbitration for Sport (CAS), 
however the CAS, in a press release dated May 1, 2019, announced that it has dismissed 
these requests, albeit with some reservations that leave the matter open for future action.

It’s not surprising to see Olympic-class athletes with extraordinary physical abilities—after all, 
that is what athletic competitions are about—so it may seem odd to say that someone is 
naturally too physically able. In the past, questions have been raised regarding transgender 
athletes and whether they should compete according to the sex they were assigned at birth or 
according to the sex with which they identify, but hyperandrogenism is different. Semenya is 
not a transgender person; she is trying to compete according to the sex she was assigned at 
birth: female. Additionally, Semenya has been competing against world class female athletes 
for many years, and though she may be one of the world’s best runners, she is not 
undefeated. 

Semenya is now the center of a worldwide legal and ethical debate, which raises the 
question: Is it fair for her to compete as a woman? Many say this debate is discriminatory and 
sexist. Others ask what is the point of world-class athletes competing if those who are among 
the “best” must be subjected to criticism for being an extraordinary athlete. One argument 
focuses on the importance of preserving a fair and equitable competition for women by 
supporting efforts to regulate her testosterone levels. But Semenya herself believes this whole 
investigative and legal process is discriminatory and abusive as she is now “destroyed” both 
“physically and mentally.”

In its press release, the CAS said the regulations “are discriminatory but the majority of the 
Panel found that, on the basis of the evidence submitted by the parties, such discrimination is 
a necessary, reasonable and proportionate means of achieving the IAAF’s aim of preserving 
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the integrity of female athletics in the Restricted Events.”

Questions: 
 1. Are the CAS’s regulations to preserve “the integrity of female athletics” morally 
 defensible?

 2. Why not simply have all athletes compete against one another and not be 
 segregated at all?

 3. Is it unfair to have Caster Semenya compete against other female athletes?
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In the six years since The Atlantic magazine apologized to its readers for running brand 
content from the Church of Scientology, legacy news organizations have embraced 
advertising meant to resemble journalistic stories. The 2013 paid-for press release that 
mimicked the magazine’s visual and editorial style was intended to give Scientology a positive 
spin prior to the impending publication of a book critical of the church and its leader. Instead, 
The Atlantic, which bills itself as a magazine for independent thinkers, took a hit to its 
credibility. The puff piece just didn’t fit with the editorial content on The Atlantic website. 
Audience members were outraged. The Scientology-produced piece was quickly removed.

Now, The Atlantic accepts brand content, also called native advertising or sponsored content, 
without apology and with hands-on assistance from their own marketing team, The Atlantic 
Re:think, to create advertisements that don’t seem to be ads. The New York Times provides 
assistance for content sponsors with its T-Brand division. Other legacy news organizations 
have also created teams to promote native advertising. Publications use labeling and other 
subtle ways of separating advertising from journalistic copy, but in the end, the intent of native 
advertising is to attract audience members by fitting ads seamlessly with editorial content. But, 
unlike material produced by the organization’s journalists, native advertising is intended to 
sell a product or the sponsor’s point of view.

Back before the digital era, media content was what it seemed to be. An advertisement 
enticed audience members to buy a product, but could not be mistaken for the editorial 
content that surrounded it. An opinion piece expressed the writer’s honest point-of-view and 
argument for holding that perspective. Editorial content referred to dispassionately produced 
stories meant to serve no interest other than what members of the audience needed or 
wanted to know.

The digital era, with its variety of platforms and changing business models, has delivered 
content with softened boundaries. Creators of native advertising pride themselves on how 
closely their production mimics the style and presentation of informational articles while subtly 
promoting products or particular points of view. Bloggers and other opinion writers mix 
glowing recommendations that they are getting paid to say with their own honest opinions. 
Restaurant owners and other retailers post fake negative reviews about their competitors. 
Research shows that more than half of the audience members surveyed did not understand 
that advertisers controlled “sponsored content” and more than half felt deceived upon 
understanding that the content they were consuming was sponsored.
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The Federal Trade Commission and news organizations have created labeling rules to protect 
audience members from being misled by advertising that mimics other media presentations. 
But few audience members have been taught that “Presented by” and “Sponsored Content” 
signifies that the piece was paid for by an advertiser. And it is hard to escape the irony that 
journalistic publications, which maintain credibility by the truth and independence of their 
accounts, are complicit in advancing advertising that attracts the audience by looking like 
something it is not.

Questions: 
 1. Whose duty is it to protect readers from this type of confusion and to educate them 
 on how to tell the difference between sponsored content and editorial content? 

 2. Was The Atlantic’s 2013 Church of Scientology content equally objectionable to the 
 native advertising it engages in now?

 3. Are the actions of The Atlantic and The New York Times as described in the case 
 morally wrong? If so, what should they have done differently?
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Companies that create video games, computer games, and even more traditional role 
playing games have long been accused of representing some groups of people in 
one-dimensional or stereotypical ways. Female characters are often portrayed in an overly 
sexualized or unflattering manner while people of color and historically marginalized people, 
such as LGBTQIA+-identifying individuals, are often portrayed in accordance with damaging 
and demeaning stereotypes. 

Stereotypical and one-dimensional female characters are not a new issue in gaming. 
Representations of female fighters in chainmail bikinis were a long-standing favorite in the 
first commercially available RPG, Dungeons & Dragons. Launched in 1974, D&D had an 
overwhelmingly male fan base. Illustrations for the D&D gaming books and the figurines 
some players used to represent characters mirrored the scantily-clad and curvaceous females 
found in comic books and graphic novels of the time. 

The classic video game franchise Mario features a princess who is forever in need of rescuing 
and a villain (Bowser) with seven children, the only female of which has one major 
characteristic—she is female. 

More recently, Rockstar Games was criticized for having a gratuitous rape scene in the 
popular Grand Theft Auto game. The company responded that the scene depicted naked 
cannibalism, not sexual assault. GTA is also infamous for homophobic references, 
stereotypical gay characters inserted for comic value, and gameplay involving the hiring and 
murdering of female prostitutes. 

Some games, like Skyrim and Oblivion, have fan-made mods for the PC versions of the game 
that allow players to remove the clothes from female characters, even though the developer, 
Betheseda Games, didn’t create or approve such mods. Other gaming developers build 
female sexuality directly into the game, like Bluehole Studios, with their popular MMORPG, 
TERA, featuring many unique races of characters, most of which are comprised of sexualized 
females in skimpy outfits, as well as impossibly muscular and buff males. 

But the demographics of gamers is changing. Although males still make up the majority of 
many game platforms, females have become the main consumers of certain genres of 
games. For example, recent survey information shows females as the main users of app 
games. Interestingly, there is a general disdain among more “traditional” (mostly male) 
gamers regarding those games that are dominated by female players. These traditional
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gamers focus on the amount of time required to master a game, the difficulty of the game 
mechanics, and the depth of play and skill involved, leading to the inference that the games 
female gamers tend to play and prefer, and the games marketed to females, are not “real” 
games. Since the majority of real game players are male, the reasoning goes, why shouldn’t 
the content be tailored to their interests and tastes? The game industry is in business to sell 
games, after all. 

Questions: 
 1. Is it morally permissible to sell a video game that portrays certain groups in 
 one-dimensional ways?

 2. Is it morally permissible to buy or play video games that portray certain groups in 
 harmful stereotypical ways?

 3. In the context of gaming, what is more morally important: free expression or social 
 justice? What does this entail for gaming?
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Since 2011, blind and low vision Iowans can legally buy and possess firearms, unless they 
are ineligible on federal grounds. Federal guidelines prohibit gun possession if one is 
addicted to a controlled substance, has been adjudicated as “mentally defective” or has been 
committed to any mental health institution, is in the country illegally, is under indictment for or 
has been convicted of a crime punishable by one year or more of imprisonment, has been 
dishonorably discharged from the military, and so forth. But visual impairment or even 
blindness is not a reason for restricting ownership of guns. The Iowa law, for instance, 
SF2379, removed a restriction from a previous law that had required those applying for a 
permit to have some training on a firing range. That restriction, while not prohibiting those 
with visual impairment from owning a gun, had had the practical effect of discouraging blind 
people from applying for a permit. The new law made things easier. 

Gun control advocates, like blind musician Stevie Wonder, balk at the idea of blind persons 
owning guns, especially in light of the growing number of mass shootings in the United 
States. In a 2013 interview with the CNN host, Piers Morgan, Stevie Wonder said, “I was 
talking to one of my friends and I said, ‘You know what? You should go get me a gun or me 
go with you to get a gun and then show how easy it is for me to get a gun. Imagine me with a 
gun. It’s just crazy.” 

On the other hand, disability rights groups such as the National Federation of the Blind (NFB) 
applaud gun laws like those in Iowa, citing the Americans with Disabilities Act and the moral 
imperative of equal rights for persons with disabilities. An official statement issued by the NFB 
in 2013 declared, “Recognizing that laws and regulations regarding the granting of permits 
to own and/or carry firearms vary throughout our country, our single position on firearms 
regulation is that a permit to own and/or carry a gun should not be denied to any individual 
solely on the basis of blindness.” 

Questions: 
 1. Is being visually impaired morally distinguishable from being addicted to a 
 controlled substance or being deemed “mentally defective” for the purposes of 
 determining the liberty to own a firearm?

 2. Is there a moral imperative to ensure equal rights for those with disabilities in 
 regards to gun ownership? Why or why not?
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Modern medicine is truly amazing. The United States is known for producing some of the best 
physicians and surgeons in the world. But some people are concerned about the way 
surgeons are being trained, or more specifically, on what they are being taught to operate: 
pigs. Pigs have the closest anatomy to humans of any other animal, which explains why they 
have been used for surgical training. Surgical medical students, such as those going into 
cardiovascular surgery, practice procedures on live, healthy, pigs. 

Supporters of the training technique say that advanced medical students must practice on 
something that is alive, because living tissue behaves differently from tissue found in cadavers 
or a synthetic analog. Others, such as PETA (People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals) say 
the pigs undergo undue pain and suffering, making their use in surgical training unethical. 
One thing is for sure, medical schools must continue training the surgeons of tomorrow. 

Questions: 
 1. Is it morally wrong to have medical students practice surgeries on live pigs?

 2. What moral limits are there, if any, on our use of animals for the benefit of 
 humankind?

 3. If prohibiting the use of pigs for medical school practice entails that there will be 
 fewer surgeons, should the use of pigs for medical school practice be prohibited?
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Because of budget cuts, the US military deploys fewer fighter and bomber aircraft at air bases 
outside the United States. Therefore, when the US Air Force performs missions in war zones 
on the other side of the globe, its pilots and crew members are often required to sign waivers 
and accept “go pills” — amphetamines or Modafinil—in order to ward off the effects of 
fatigue during missions that can take up to twenty hours or more. If a pilot were to refuse the 
pills, it could mean being removed from the mission and endangering his or her military 
career. 

When US military personnel were being prepared to launch the 2003 Iraq War, they were 
given a drug prophylactically to protect them from suspected chemical and biological 
weapons. The drug, however, was not approved for that purpose. When there were objections 
to forcing service members’ submission to this experimental inoculation, Congress decided 
that the President alone had the authority to order them to take it.

On the other hand, special forces units, looking for performance enhancements, have 
actively sought drugs to give them a battlefield advantage. Research by the Defense 
Advanced Research Projects Agency (DARPA) has funded research into drugs and nutritional 
supplements that can reportedly help Navy SEALs, Army Special Forces, and other elite units 
must go for days without sleeping or eating yet stay mentally sharp. DARPA is also funding 
research into possible genetic modification to enhance the survivability of war fighters.

If any of these programs were to exist in the civilian medical world, serious ethical restraints 
would be applied to ensure the morally appropriate application of scientific research. The US 
Department of Defense, however, operates within its own ethical sphere where gaining 
enhanced performance from its soldiers through drugs and other means is seen as a good 
thing. War is not a sport. When lives may be saved and battles won it is felt that the potential 
benefits outweigh the risks.

Questions: 
 1. Is it impermissible for the U.S. military to require soldiers to take experimental 
 inoculations (i.e., inoculations that have not been approved by the FDA) that may help 
 the soldier in combat (e.g., Iraq War 2003)?

 2. Under what circumstances, if any, would it be morally permissible for the US 
 Military to require a soldier to ingest drugs or undergo a medical procedure for the 
 purpose of making them more effective in combat?
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The urge to play seems to be deeply embedded in our natures. Children the world over invent 
and play games spontaneously, and adults can easily be drawn into playing. Gameplay is not 
confined to humans, either. Many higher animals, especially when young, engage in behavior 
that can only be called playful. 

Gamification is the inclusion of gamelike elements in a non-game activity, essentially turning 
something that is not a game into one. In recent years, thanks to great advances in the 
psychology of play, surveillance technology, data collection, and data processing, many 
companies have experimented with gamifying their products or services. Retailers issue bonus 
bucks, coupons, frequent flyer miles, or similar prizes to loyal customers. Makers of 
educational software, like Duolingo, award achievement badges and create leaderboards to 
motivate learners through rewards and competition. Health apps keep track of steps taken, 
calorie intake, heart rate, and so forth. Examples abound of how the natural urge to play has 
been channeled into an artificial urge to consume, study, or exercise. 

Everyone knows that a good way of motivating oneself for a boring task is to make a game of 
it, especially when the only carrot or stick lies in the future, like a paycheck or a pink slip. It’s 
no surprise that some businesses have gotten into the game, so to speak, by gamifying the 
workplace. Production levels used to be measured monthly, weekly, or daily, and workers 
learned the good or bad news at regular performance reviews. But new systems now allow 
managers to keep track of workers in real time, and workers themselves can instantly see how 
they’re doing. The Disneyland Resort Hotel in California, for instance, has installed 
scoreboards throughout their laundry facility, according to an article published by Aeon on 
October 10, 2018, that display color-coded names of workers: green if the worker is meeting 
the goals set by management, yellow if the worker slows down, and red if the worker falls 
behind. Individual laundry machines at the facility monitor the rate of input and flash warning 
lights directly at the workers if they slow down.

While such systems do not directly administer physical punishment or reward, they 
nevertheless tap into a deep-seated urge toward competitive play, spurring workers on 
through nonstop monitoring that is hard to ignore. Managers don’t need to make the rounds 
with stopwatches in hand. The system itself micromanages workers to a degree undreamt of 
by the efficiency engineers of the early twentieth century. One might even call it Taylorism on 
steroids. According to the Aeon article, workers themselves at the Disney facility called it “the 
electronic whip.” According to one union organizer, Beatriz Topete, what had once been a 
collegial environment turned into a competitive race in which pregnant workers fell behind,
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people skipped bathroom breaks, injuries increased, and the faster workers resented those 
who didn’t keep up. 

Questions: 
 1. Is the gamifying that happens in sales, education, health, and the workplace 
 morally distinguishable? Isn’t it all simply the exploitation of our psychology?

 2. Given this seemingly universal proclivity is it any worse to exploit this predisposition 
 in a child than in an adult?

 3. Is it morally wrong for employees to gamify their workplace?

CASE 14:
SISYPHUS ACHIEVEMENT AWARDS



Another plagiarist. Or was it? Hard to tell. Dr. Jillian Farnholdt closed her laptop with a sigh. 
Grading student papers was the worst part of teaching, as far as she was concerned, not 
because of the papers that were so bad, but because of the ones that were so good.

Before the Internet, students would steal the words of others and copy them by hand into their 
own papers. They would check out a book from the library and copy passages, word for 
word, into their own essays. Sometimes they would copy whole paragraphs or even whole 
articles. Those were the good old days, Farnholdt thought. She could always spot the stolen 
passages easily, for they were like erudite flotsam on an incoherent ocean. The fun part had 
always been the detective work involved in tracking down the original source. She would 
scrutinize the purloined passages for subtle clues as to their sources. Was it an academic 
article? A book chapter? An encyclopedia entry? Was the real author an American or from 
the UK? Was some turn of phrase hauntingly familiar?

With the emergence of the Internet, students were no longer confined to what was in the 
school library. They could snatch articles from anywhere in the world and weave a tapestry of 
ideas from mismatched sources. There had been a certain charm to those textual collages.

Then there were the contract cheaters: students who would hire ghost writers to produce their 
essays or term papers for them. These were easy to spot, also, but not as much fun. Ghost 
writers always conformed perfectly to every detail of the assignment, wrote boring paragraphs 
of a uniform length, and never made an error in spelling or grammar. Five minutes of 
questioning students usually made clear whether they had any clue as to what their own 
papers said.

The Internet turned out to be a double-edged sword on the cheater’s battlefield. Technology 
that made it easy for students to plagiarize also made it much easier for professors to detect 
plagiarism. Cut and paste a particularly literary passage into Google and voila! up pops the 
page from gradesaver, sparknotes, or enotes. So students learned to be more clever about 
stealing their essays. They would tweak or modify the passages, thus eluding some searches. 
Professors started using plagiarism-checking software, like safeassign or turnitin. So students 
started plugging their pilfered essays into so-called article spinners that would replace several 
words with synonyms, defeating the plagiarism checkers. Of course, the result of an article 
spinner was incoherent at worst and downright hilarious at best. But, Farnholdt thought, the 
AI would soon get good enough to fool even the human reader. It was just a matter of time.
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Cheating had never been a problem at her undergraduate school, because there was an 
honor code, strictly enforced by the student council. All tests were take-home and none were 
proctored. Students wrote and signed a simple pledge on everything they turned in, promising 
they had neither given nor received help on it, and that was all there was to it. Because 
everyone benefited from the honor code, students most of all, the students were diligent in 
detecting and unforgiving in prosecuting infractions.

But the school where Farnholdt currently taught was not her alma mater, so she dealt with the 
high levels of cheating as best she could. Last year, she had found three cases, but, instead of 
failing the students outright, she had announced to the whole class, “I know for a fact that 
some of you have cheated this semester. The penalty for cheating in any form, as I say in the 
syllabus, is that you fail the course, and I report you to the Dean. But I’m going to give you a 
break. If you turn in a signed, written confession by noon tomorrow, describing what you 
cheated on and how you did it, I will fail you for the assignment only, but not necessarily for 
the course and it will not go on your record. And of course, if you don’t confess, you fail the 
course.” She had known of three cases in advance, but she received six confessions. And 
every student who confessed was grateful. That little scheme had worked so well last year, she 
wondered if it would work again this year, even though she wasn’t certain anyone had 
plagiarized.  

Questions: 
 1. Is Dr. Farnholdt's scheme to find cheaters immoral?

 2. Suppose you are trying to address academic dishonesty in your school and it is 
 getting more difficult. Which course would be morally better: instituting an honor code 
 or instituting a punitive system? Why?

 3. Are there varying degrees of severity in cheating? Are certain ways of cheating more 
 or less ethically acceptable than others? Should severity of punishment differ?
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