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During this stage of the class you will develop two statements (~2-3 pp. each), one in 
favor of the policy you are working on and one against it. In your statements you will 
make use of ideas from the moral theories we will cover to offer justifications of the two 
positions. You will do research on statements made by proponents and opponents of the 
policy, and draw on them to frame moral arguments on both sides of the question. 
 
Frame moral arguments 

• Your task in this step is to develop an argument on each side of the policy 
controversy. This is like taking each side in a debate—you must present the case 
on each side yourself, not simply report on the actual parties to the controversy 
have said. 

• In this step you should focus on the moral dimension of the controversy—i.e. what 
moral values that can be used to support each side. Of course your arguments 
will make factual claims that are relevant (e.g. that the policy will have certain 
effects, which are good or bad). But in this step you should only identify the 
factual claims—not evaluate them as being true or false. (That is the task in Step 
3.) 

 
Statements made by proponents and opponents 

• Although you will present your own argument, it should be based on (and 
should synthesize ideas from) actual parties to the controversy. 

• You should work with statements that express a clear and explicit point of view 
on the controversy. You are not, in this step, looking for neutral statements that 
present both sides. 

• By “statement” I mean a developed argument, not a single sentence you might 
find in news stories about the controversy. 

• You should draw on statements made by responsible, reasonable commentators 
on the controversy. 

o You may use the justifications offered by the agency that is proposing the 
policy—as found in statements by politicians or agency staff, press 
releases, public testimony, or explanations on the agency’s website. 

o You may use statements by people who are part of advocacy 
organizations, who are actively involved in promoting or working against 
the policy in the political arena or through public campaigning. This can 
involve policy papers, public testimony, press releases, or published 
articles, speeches, or web pages. 
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o And you may refer to statements by opinion writers who comment on 
policy questions, e.g. in columns or op-ed’s in newspapers or other 
publications. 

o You should work with statements by people who are well-informed and 
sincere in their views, rather than people you think are just sounding off, 
and are not seriously engaged in the issue. 

• As you analyze the statements you should identify the factual claims they use in 
their arguments, but you should focus on identifying the moral values and moral 
theory they use to justify their position. 

 
Research 

• You must find at least three statements on each side of the controversy. 

• I expect that you will begin you research with the news story you used in your 
proposal. You may use one of the parties on each side mentioned in that story as 
a source for a statement. But you may not simply use a quote from that story—
you must find a developed argument from that source.  

• You must do further research to find other groups that have taken a position on 
your topic, or to find commentary on the given policy proposal in journalistic 
sources, in order to find statements you can use. 

• When using statements from groups, you should do research into the broad 
purpose of the group and their general positions, to see if this helps you analyze 
the arguments you find.  

• For individuals, either speaking for a group or on their own behalf, do research 
to learn about the person’s qualifications regarding the topic. Again, you should 
use statements from people who are seriously engaged in the topic, and not just 
ranting. 

 
Once you have completed your research you should write up statements in support of 
each side. Each statement should be six paragraphs, covering the following points, and 
should be ~2-3 pages (~750 words) long. 
 
Paragraph 1 

• Provide an overview of the position you will present (“this side’s position”). 
o Describe the policy proposal, and say what should happen with respect to 

it. 
o Summarize your explanation of why this outcome is morally speaking the 

right thing. 
 
Paragraphs 2 - 4 

• Use your research to provide detailed support for the side’s position. 

• In each paragraph present an argument drawn from your research that supports 
the position. 

o Briefly describe the source of the argument—explain where it appears, 
and provide some basic background on the source. 
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o Summarize the main points of the source’s argument. Identify the factual 
claims involved, but focus on the moral reasons the argument uses. 

• As you go, comment on ways the three arguments differ in terms of factual 
claims or moral reasons. 

 
Paragraph 5 

• Present an argument for this side’s position that synthesizes what you think are 
the most persuasive points you found in your research.  

• Again, assert any factual claims the argument uses, but don’t go into them. 
Instead, focus on what you think are the strongest moral reasons in support of 
the position (on the assumption the factual claims are true). 

 
Paragraph 6 

• Step back and analyze the argument you presented in paragraph 5.  

• Explain what type of argument it is in terms of moral theory, i.e. what kind of 
reasons it appeals to. 

• You should identify, but not evaluate any factual claims the moral reasons refer 
to (e.g. claims about likely effects of the policy). 

 
You should compose your proposal in Word (or save it in Word format), using 1” 
margins, 12 pt type, and double spacing (as if you were going to print it out).  
 
In class on Friday, Oct. 20 you will work with other students to review each other’s 
statements. Thus you should have a draft ready by that morning. You will read each 
other’s work on your websites. Thus, you should copy your draft statements and paste 
them into your website.  You should put each “side” on its own page, and include 
menu items to link to them. You should incorporate links to your sources, and if 
possible include appropriate photographs or other visual materials. Your draft pages 
should be ready by noon on Oct. 20. 
 
In class on Oct. 20 you will work with members of your group, who will comment on 
your statements. You will then have the weekend to revise. You should make sure that 
any changes you make in your statements are reflected in both your original Word file, 
and in your web page. 
 
You will submit the final version of your work to the dropbox on Canvas (click the link 
in the calendar box for Oct. 23) so that it runs through TurnItIn. As soon as possible I 
will grade it and give you comments.  
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