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During this stage of the class  you will work on a statement of your own position on the 
policy you are working on. You might favor one of the two sides you have presented in the 
previous elements, or you might have a distinct point of view. But in your statement you 
will use moral ideas you have studied and the factual research you conducted to justify 
the position on the policy you think is right.  
 
Your own position 

• After considering the policy controversy, what do you think is the morally right 
thing to do? Should the policy be adopted or rejected? 

o Of course it is not enough to simply assert your position: you must offer 
an argument for it. 

o But you should offer a moral argument (informed by your factual 
research)—i.e. you should stress how moral ideas support or work against 
the policy proposal. 

o If you think the policy should be modified, that counts as “it should be 
rejected in its current form.” 

▪ Focus on that point, rather than on trying to work out the details of 
a better policy, and  

▪ follow the guidelines for “distinct point of view.” 
 
Favor one side or the other 

• You have considered existing arguments on both sides of the controversy (in 
your Proposal/Introduction, and at length in Step 2), and synthesized them into 
your own statements in favor of and against the policy proposal (in Step 2). 

• You may be persuaded by one side or the other, in which case you can present it 
as your own position. 

o However, you are not presenting the simple fact that you happen to agree 
with this side of the controversy. 

o Rather, you must justify your agreement by explaining why you think the 
argument for that side is better than the argument for the other side. 

o To do that, you must discuss factors including (as appropriate) 
▪ whether it has a better grasp of the relevant facts 

• say both sides claim the policy will have different effects of 
the same kind,  

• e.g. one side says the policy will improve environmental 
quality and the other side says it will damage environmental 
quality 
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• on the basis of your research which claim do you think is 
more likely to be true? 

▪ whether you agree more with its value judgments  

• say the two sides point to different kinds of policy results 
o e.g. one side focuses on economic effects and the 

other side focuses on ecological effects 
o or, one side focuses on consequences for well-being 

and the other side focuses on rights 

• on the basis of your own value position, which results do 
you think are more significant, morally speaking? 

• that is, do you agree with the trade-offs the side supports? 
 
Distinct point of view 

• After considering the two sides you presented in Step 2 you may not fully agree 
with either. 

o Note—you may agree with a side’s judgment as to whether the policy is 
right or wrong, but not be persuaded by the argument it uses to support 
that judgment. 

o In this case, your own position should involve a different argument for the 
judgment that the policy is right or wrong. 

o Your argument should involve: 
▪ your statement of the facts from your research that you think are 

relevant  

• you should take note of differences in your account of the 
facts and the accounts given by the two sides 

▪ your statement of your own value judgments 

• you must explain why the facts you point to are morally 
significant 

• and you must explain any trade-offs among different values 
(e.g. economic vs. environmental effects, or consequences 
and rights) that you think are appropriate in this case. 

• If you think that the policy should be modified, your position is that it should be 
rejected in its current form. 

o In this case, you should critique the side that supports the policy. 
▪ You should explain why you think the argument for the policy 

proposal as it stands is not persuasive, by 

• using your research to critique the facts it presents in favor 
of the policy 

• and using your own value position to critique its value 
judgments about the moral significance of the relevant facts 
(this can include a critique of any trade-offs the argument 
supports). 



 3 

o But you should also indicate why the argument given by the side that 
opposes the policy falls short, in terms of its presentation of both facts and 
value judgments. 

o You should not spend time explaining the policy alternative that you 
favor, though you may briefly indicate what differences from the existing 
policy proposal would address your concerns. 

 
Your statement of your own position should be approx. 2-3 pp. (600-700 words), and 
follow this format: 
 
Paragraph 1 

• Briefly summarize your position. You should: 
o declare whether you think the policy proposal is right or wrong (or is 

wrong as stands but can be modified) 
o give the main moral reason that supports your judgment 
o indicate whether you agree with one of the sides you have covered or 

have a distinct point of view, and indicate why. 
 
If you agree with one side: 
 
Paragraph 2 

• Explain what you see as the strengths of that side, including, as appropriate 
o its grasp of the facts 
o its value judgments (including trade-offs that it makes among values) 

 
Paragraph 3 

• Explain what you see as the weaknesses of the other side, including, as 
appropriate 

o its grasp of the facts 
o its value judgments (including trade-offs that it makes among values) 

 
Paragraph 4 

• State what you see as one or two decisive points which make one argument more 
persuasive than the other, and explain how that argument convinced you 
regarding those points.  

 
Paragraph 5 

• Provide a brief conclusion in which you restate your position on the policy 
controversy, and summarize why following your position would lead to the 
right outcome, morally speaking. 

 
If you have a distinct point of view: 
 
Paragraph 2 
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• Explain what you see as the weaknesses of the side that supports the policy, 
including, as appropriate 

o its grasp of the facts 
o its value judgments (including trade-offs that it makes among values) 

• As appropriate, briefly explain how the points you covered mean that the policy 
should be modified in particular ways. 

 
Paragraph 3 

• Explain what you see as the weaknesses of the side that opposes the policy, 
including, as appropriate 

o its grasp of the facts 
o its value judgments (including trade-offs that it makes among values) 

• As appropriate, briefly explain how the points you covered mean that the policy 
should be modified in particular ways. 

 
Paragraph 4 

• Present your own argument on the policy controversy, in which you 
o draw on your research to state what you take to be the most important 

facts in the situation 
o draw on the moral theories we’ve studied to explain the moral 

significance of those facts in terms of your own value judgments 
o explain any trade-offs you think are required to get to the right moral 

outcome 
o as appropriate, very briefly explain how your position supports the 

modifications in the policy you think should be made. 
 
Paragraph 5 

• Distinguish your position from the two sides by explaining key differences 
between your argument and the arguments for each side, in terms of both facts 
and value judgments. 

 
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 Wednesday, Nov. 15 and Friday, Nov. 17 you will work with your group on 
each other’s positions.  
 
There will be no regular class meeting on Monday, Nov. 20. However, I encourage you 
to have a draft of your work done by classtime that day, and to arrange to meet with 
members of your group to review each other’s work to make sure it conforms to the 
guidelines. 
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You will submit the final version of your work to the dropbox on Canvas by 7:00 AM on 
Tuesday, Nov. 21 so that it runs through TurnItIn (click the link in the calendar box for 
Nov. 20) . As soon as possible I will grade it and give you comments.  
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