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Teaching Statement
My aim as a teacher is to show my students the value of living the examined life – of challenging
our basic assumptions about the world in a rigorous and systematic way, developing a coherent set of
beliefs and values, and living up to those beliefs and values as best we can. In my graduate courses,
undergraduate courses, and outreach courses, I try to accomplish this aim in three main ways.
First, I pick topics, readings, and assignments that approach ethical questions from an interdisciplinary
perspective. I also emphasize that philosophy is a holistic discipline where even the most abstract and
seemingly esoteric arguments can have important implications for what to believe and what to do in
everyday life. This allows my students to see how the study of philosophy is relevant to what they
care about, no matter what that happens to be.
Second, I lead discussions in a light-hearted way, with plenty of jokes, personal anecdotes, and pop
culture references. But I also make it clear how much these issues mean to me, in a way that hopefully
conveys to my students that we can practice philosophy well without losing our sense of humor or our
perspective on what matters in everyday life. This allows my students to relate to me as well as to the
course material more than they otherwise might, given the gravity of many of the topics we discuss.
Finally, I make it clear that philosophy is not a set of theories to be memorized but is rather an activity
that we engage in together by thinking and talking about issues that we all care about. I also disclose
my views about the issues that we discuss in class (while making it clear that these views are works
in progress), and I emphasize that our class is a safe space where we should all feel free to express and
explore our ideas together in a compassionate, respectful, and mutually supportive way.
Moving forward, my aim is to continue to teach courses that complement each other so that the
whole is greater than the sum of the parts for students who take more than one of my classes. At
the graduate level, I can teach seminars on agency and moral status; bioethics; food ethics; animal
ethics; environmental ethics; normative ethics; justice, fairness, and equality; and international and
intergenerational ethics. At the undergraduate level, I can also teach courses on philosophy of action;
philosophy of mind; philosophy of law; continental philosophy; life and death; activism and advocacy;
medical ethics and research ethics; normative ethics and metaethics; and many other topics.
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Diversity and Inclusion Statement
I strive to promote diversity and inclusion in my teaching for many reasons. Not only are these values
important in and of themselves, but they are also essential to good philosophical teaching as well as
to the particular issues that my teaching happens to be about.
First, I aspire to promote diversity and inclusion by making my classroom a safe space where everyone
feels free to express themselves. I set the tone on the first day of class by sharing my background,
interests, and perspectives with my students and inviting them to do the same. I also invite students
to share any features of their identity that they might like us to know about. This not only makes my
class more welcoming for students from all walks of life but also allows me to talk about the ethics
of identity right away, thereby making it clear to everyone that we can, should, and will respect each
other for who we are throughout our time together.
I approach my role as teacher in the same kind of way. I never fully dictate what we talk about or how
we talk about it; instead, I invite my students to collaborate with me in determining how each session
develops. Of course, I have to strike a delicate balance here: I want to empower my students (and
especially to amplify traditionally silenced voices), but I also want to take care to steer the discussion
in productive directions. But I think that this is a challenge well worth taking on; and I also think
that my particular talents as a teacher, some of which stem from my background in improv comedy,
allow me to weave disparate conversational threads together in a way that creates a sense of focus and
momentum and discovery of general, foundational themes that everyone participates in identifying.
I also aspire to promote diversity and inclusion in my course design. Fortunately, the fact that I
primarily teach moral, social, and political philosophy as well as bioethics, animal ethics, and environmental ethics makes this task easy. For example, issues such as moral and political status,
international and intergenerational justice, and the ethics of activism and advocacy all implicate these
themes. Moreover, many people in animal and environmental ethics discuss these issues in a way that
draws connections with other social justice movements and points to the root causes of domination and
oppression that they all share. Exploring these topics allows us to assess the strengths and limitations
of these analogies as well as examine many related issues, including feminism, critical race theory,
queer theory, disability theory, and much more along the way.
Similar considerations apply to my selection of course readings and assignments. For example, I assign
materials from a variety of authors – not only in terms of race, gender, and other forms of identity
but also in terms of background, discipline, and medium. I also invite guest speakers from a variety
of backgrounds, ranging from organizers to former political prisoners, to discuss their perspectives
and experiences with my students. Finally, I take care to emphasize the kinds of frequent, low-stakes,
participatory assignments that college students, and especially first-generation college students, tend
to learn more from and perform better at. I also design assignments that enable students to do work
that will be meaningful to them. They can select their own paper topics, work individually as well as
collaboratively, and, in many cases, do di↵erent kinds of projects entirely.
In my experience, my students find this wide range of topics, perspectives, and approaches incredibly
useful. However, I also think that we can and should always do more, and I look forward to discovering
and implementing new strategies for making philosophy more inclusive throughout my career.
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Teaching Experience
Clinical Assistant Professor, Animal and Environmental Studies, New York University
• Capstone Seminar (2x) (Spring 2020, Spring 2019)
• Animals and Political Theory (Fall 2019)
• E↵ective Animal Advocacy (Fall 2018)

• Animal Minds (3x) (Spring 2020, Spring 2019, Spring 2018)
• Ethics and Animals (3x) (Fall 2019, Fall 2018, Fall 2017)
• Ethics and the Anthropocene (Spring 2018)
• Ethics and the Environment (Fall 2017)

• Food, Animals, and the Environment (Summer 2018)
Instructor, Sichuan University
• Ecology (Summer 2019)

• Psychology (Summer 2019)
Research Assistant Professor, Philosophy, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill
• Introduction to Ethics (Summer 2017)
• Population Ethics (Spring 2017)

• Philosophy of Comedy (with Matthew Kotzen) (Fall 2016)
• Bioethics (Summer 2016)

• Ethics and Activism (Spring 2016)

• Food, Animals, and the Environment (Fall 2015)
Assistant Professor/Faculty Fellow, Animal and Environmental Studies, New York University
• Food, Animals, and the Environment (2x) (Summer 2014, Summer 2012)
• Animal Minds (3x) (Spring 2014, Spring 2013, Fall 2011)
• Ethics and Activism (Spring 2014)

• Ethics and Animals (3x) (Fall 2013, Fall 2012, Spring 2012)
• Ethics and the Environment (Summer 2013)
• Political Theory and Animals (Spring 2013)
Instructor, Philosophy, New York University
• The Moral Self (Bioethics Graduate Seminar) (Summer 2011)
• Logic (Spring 2011)

• Philosophy of Law (with Colin Marshall) (Summer 2010)
• Life and Death (Summer 2009)
• Medical Ethics (Summer 2008)
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Teaching Assistant Experience
Teaching Assistant, Philosophy, New York University
• Ethics and the Environment (Benjamin Sachs) (Fall 2010)

• Central Problems in Philosophy (Jim Pryor) (Spring 2008)

• Existentialism and Phenomenology (John Richardson) (Fall 2007)
• Medical Ethics (William Ruddick) (Fall 2006)

Teaching Assistant, Philosophy and Sociology, Texas Christian University
• Sociological Theory (Carol Thompson) (Spring 2005)

• Honors Historical Intellectual Traditions: Order (Gregg Franzwa & Efton Park)
(2x) (Spring 2005, Spring 2004)
• Moral Problems (Richard Galvin) (Spring 2004)

• Honors Historical Intellectual Traditions: Purpose (Bonnie Blackwell, Blake Hestir & Brent
Plate) (2x) (Fall 2004, Fall 2003)
• Philosophy One: The Meaning of Life (Blake Hestir, Gregg Franzwa, & Richard Galvin)
(2x) (Spring 2003, Fall 2003)

Outreach Experience
Outreach organizing
• Founding Director, New York Institute of Philosophy Outreach Program (2008–2010)
Outreach teaching
• “Animal Ethics,” North Carolina School of Science and Mathematics (Fall 2015)
• “Moral Status,” WiPhi: Open Access Philosophy Website (Summer 2013)

• “Environmental Ethics,” Earth Institute Center, Columbia University (Fall 2013)

• “Ethics,” “Metaphysics,” Science, Technology and Research Academy (Spring 2010, Fall 2009)
• “Ethics,” Urban Assembly School of Business for Young Women (Spring 2009)
Outreach outreach
• “Philosophical Sensitivity,” Philosophy and Education, ed. Jana Mohr Lone and Roberta Israelo↵
(Cambridge: Cambridge Scholars Publishing, 2012), pp. 23-6.
• “Creating a Philosophy Outreach Program,” PLATO Website (2010),
http://plato-philosophy.org/getting-started/creating-a-university-outreach-program/
• “Philosophical Sensitivity,” Columbia University Outreach Conference (June 2011)

• “Creating a Philosophy Outreach Program,” Columbia University Philosophy in Schools Conference (October 2010)
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Student Evaluations – NYU Animal & Environmental Studies
Below are the averages of my student evaluations for my undergraduate classes from 2017-2018.
0

1

2

3

4

5

1. Overall evaluation of the instructor.

2. Overall evaluation of the course.

3. The instructor provided an environment that
was conducive to learning.

Food, Animals, and
the Environment
(Summer 2018)

4. The instructor provided helpful feedback on
assessed class components.

5. The course objectives were clearly stated.

6. The course was well-organized.

Ethics and Animals
(Fall 2018)

Ethics and the
Anthropocene
(Spring 2018)

7. The course was intellectually stimulating.

8. The course was effective at helping me learn.

9. The instructor encouraged student
participation.

Animal Minds
(Spring 2018)

Ethics and the
Environment (Fall
2017)

10. The instructor was effective at facilitating
class discussion.

11. The instructor was open to questions and
multiple points of view.

12. The instructor was accessible to students.

13. The instructor created an environment that
promoted the success of students with diverse
backgrounds and experiences.

Ethics and Animals
(Fall 2017)

Student Evaluations – NYU Animal & Environmental Studies
Below are the averages of my student evaluations for my fall 2018 graduate seminar.
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1. The learning objectives were clear.

2. The course was intellectually stimulating.

3. Course content was organized and well
planned.
4. The course was organized to allow all
students to participate fully.

5. The course workload was appropriate.

6. The use of technology in this course was
valuable.
7. Overall, I would recommend this course to
others.
8. The instructor was an effective lecturer and
facilitator.

9. The instructor stimulated student interest.

10. The instructor effectively used time during
class sessions.

11. The instructor was available and helpful.

12. The grading was prompt and had useful
feedback.
13. The instructor provided an environment
that was conducive to learning.
14. Overall, I would rate this instructor
excellent.

Effective Animal
Advocacy (Fall 2018)

Student Evaluations – UNC-Chapel Hill Philosophy
Below are the averages of my student evaluations for my UNC-Chapel Hill philosophy classes.
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1. Global Index
2. Course/Instructor Characteristics
3. Overall Course Assessment
4. Teaching Award Recommendation
5. Feedback to Students
6. Challenged me to think deeply
7. Clearly communicated expectations

Population Ethics
(Spring 2017)

8. I was able to get help when needed
9. The course material was helpful
10. The course assignments were helpful
11. The instructor evaluated my work fairly

Philosophy of
Comedy (Fall 2016)

12. Showed concern about student learning
13. Expressed ideas about course clearly
14. Showed enthusiasm for the subject
15. Showed enthusiasm for teaching

Ethics and Activism
(Spring 2016)

16. The instructor was respectful
17. The instructional techniques were engaging
18. Provided me with helpful feedback
19. This course was very exciting to me
20. The grading standards were high
21. The workload was high
22. Overall, this course was excellent
23. Overall, this instructor was effective
24. Overall, I learned a great deal.

Food, Animals, and
the Environment
(Fall 2015)

Student Evaluations – NYU Animal & Environmental Studies
Below are the averages of my student evaluations for my classes from 2011-2014.
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1. How would you rate the instructor overall?

2. How informative were the classes?

3. How well organized were the classes?

Animal Minds
(Spring 2014)
Ethics and Activism
(Spring 2014)

4. How fair was the grading?
Ethics and Animals
(Fall 2013)
5. To what extent was the primary instructor
effective in helping you learn in this course?

6. How would you rate this course overall?

7. How clear were the objectives of the
course?

8. How well were these objectives achieved?

9. How interesting was the course?

Ethics and the
Environment
(Summer 2013)
Animal Minds
(Spring 2013)
Political Theory and
Animals (Spring
2013)
Ethics and Animals
(Fall 2012)
Food, Animals, and
the Environment
(Summer 2012)
Ethics and Animals
(Spring 2012)

10. To what extent were your own
expectations met?

11. How heavy was the workload?

12. How much did you study for this course?

Animal Minds (Fall
2011)

Student Evaluations – NYU Philosophy
Below are the averages of my student evaluations for my NYU philosophy classes.
0!
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5!

1.!Overall,!the!instructor!is!a!good!teacher.!

2.!The!instructor!presents!the!material!in!a!
stimulating!way.!

3.!The!instructor!presents!the!material!in!a!
clear!way.!

4.!The!instructor!is!well?prepared!and!well?
organized.!

5.!The!instructor!is!receptive!to!questions!and!
responds!well!to!them.!

6.!The!instructor!is!available!for!consultation.!

7.!The!instructor!gives!helpful!comments!on!
written!work.!

8.!The!instructor!treats!students!respectfully!
and!considerately.!

9.!The!instructor's!grading!is!fair.!

10.!Compared!with!other!courses,!the!work?
load!is!demanding.!

The!Moral!Self!
(Summer!2011)!

Logic!(Spring!2010)!

Ethics!and!the!
Environment!(Fall!
2010)!
Life!and!Death!
(Summer!2009)!

Philosophy!of!Law!
(Summer!2010)!

Medical!Ethics!
(Summer!2008)!

Central!Problems!in!
Philosophy!(Spring!
2008)!
Existentialism!and!
Phenomenology!(Fall!
2007)!
Ethics!(Spring!2007)!

11.!I!have!learned!a!lot!in!this!course.!

12.!All!things!considered,!this!has!been!a!good!
course.!
!

Student Comments
Below I quote selected comments from my students on evaluation forms.

“Alright. I don’t want to get too sappy here but I don’t really know how to articulate my thoughts
without getting too sappy so bear with me. Je↵ Sebo is the best teacher I have ever had. He was
kind, funny, thoughtful, smart, and he invigorated my quest for knowledge and sparked my interest
in a multitude of di↵erent areas. He was so passionate and excited about what he was teaching that
it got ME excited and the class made me want to do more research on my own and think about
every topic from as many viewpoints as possible and question myself and everything around me. He
was compassionate and warm when answering students questions and he never condescended, but he
always had something smart and well-articulated to say in response to anything thrown his way. He
kept us on course and taught us everything the syllabus described with impeccable grace while also
handing over the reigns of the class discussion to the students for nearly every class. I have never
spoken to Prof. Sebo one on one and yet I regard him as one of my favorite people ever. Right when
my hope for NYU and the teachers here was fizzling out he instilled hope within me by proving to me
that brilliant professors still exist. Best teacher I have ever had, taught me more about the world and
my own mind than anyone else has. I loved this class immensely.”
“Je↵ is a GREAT lecturer. Very engaging with students and with the material. Hard to suggest
something that needs improving.”
“Je↵ is exemplary of a great scholar and professor.”
“Professor Sebo is a great professor, and is very passionate about environmental ethics. He has
encouraged me to become a strong writer and grow my interests in ethics.”
“Professor Sebo is excellent. During lecture, he always provided nuanced and unique ways of looking at
environmental problems. He promoted a lot of class discussion, which allowed me to consider di↵erent
viewpoints.”
“Professor Sebo is truly a wonderful professor. I’ve never learned so much as I did this semester from
him. The class was intellectually challenging but I felt engaged by the lectures and the plenty of time
we were given to discuss with the entire class. I have no recommendations, it truly was perfect.”
“The professor was extremely excited and dedicated to the topics he taught and he was enthusiastic
about hearing what the students thought. I felt very encouraged to participate and take part in my
learning. The professor’s energy is infectious and I wish I could take the course again!”
“The class was very engaging because it always felt like a discussion rather than a lecture.”
“Je↵ is so passionate and knowledgeable.”
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“Great class, very interesting topics and articles. Prof. Sebo is super nice, very passionate and
engaging, also very approachable. Class atmosphere was really good for learning.”
“This course was really great, no suggestions!”
“Je↵ is one of the most open-minded, helpful, and kind professors I’ve had throughout my entire
academic career. No matter what we say or argue in class and in one-on-one sessions he makes us
feel that our comments are important. I appreciate how understanding he was that most of us do not
come from a philosophy background. He was willing to let us write diverse papers that perhaps cover
fields outside of philosophy. I will say that NYU is a VERY rigorous institution, but professors like
Je↵ make it easy to keep up with the work and to flourish because he is a phenomenal mentor and
guide. I would take another class with him in a second!”
“I can honestly say this is the best course I have ever taken at NYU. Professor Sebo not only focused
on extremely interesting topics, but also created a classroom environment where everyone felt free to
discuss their opinions. I had some of the most interesting conversations in this class, and Professor
Sebo’s open and cool vibe really helps the class loosen up to a discussion. The only thing I would
suggest is possible adding in a few times where students get into small groups and discuss before a
larger classroom discussion. This is great for people who are more anxious about speaking in front of
the class, and allows a few more personal connections for students. Even without that, this class was
amazing, and I hope I can take more of Professor Sebo’s classes in the coming semesters.”
“Je↵ Sebo is a kind and compassionate professor who clearly cares deeply about the subject and the
students. No improvement suggestions.”
“Je↵ was always open to discussion and di↵erent view points. His ideas were never the ‘only ideas.’
The class was almost entirely discussion, except for when he needed to explain some concept or theory
in order for us to integrate it into our conversation.”
“Je↵ is the best instructor I have had yet at NYU. He does his lectures without notes, cares about
students’ feedback, and encourages them to talk with him if they have further questions. He recognizes
the magnitude of the subject matter and does not belittle it. He explains himself and reexplains himself
in order to reach the most amount of learners possible. His teaching style is not easy to accomplish
and what he has managed to do as an instructor is not something many could do.”
“The instructor was very inclusive of people and their di↵erent points of view. He taught us very
eagerly, and was well-informed with most topics and questions brought up by students during class
discussions.”
“so enthusiastic he made me want to learn all I possibly could”
“Professor Sebo is an excellent instructor. He explains all concepts clearly and backs everything up
with examples that can make you understand concepts better. He makes class fun, interesting and
thought provoking.”
“Professor Sebo was open to all student perspectives and made sure that everyone was able to speak.”
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“Je↵ is the best professor I have had in all my four years at NYU. He is highly knowledgeable, very
passionate, extremely clear, and super helpful and accessible. Though the concepts in his courses
can be difficult, he explains them extraordinarily well. He is laid back and fun, but also incredibly
engaging and inspiring.”
“Je↵ is an absolutely amazing/brilliant/hilarious/awesome professor and person. I plan on taking
more of his courses in the future. Would highly recommend to other students.”
“Je↵ is an amazing teacher. He’s a really engaging lecturer and always stimulates interesting class
discussions. The workload was modest, but the reading is always extremely interesting. This has been
one of my favorite classes throughout my undergraduate career.”
“Je↵ Sebo is an outstanding teacher and mentor. His classes have changed the way I think as well as
the choices I make in daily life. He makes you reevaluate many aspects of life that are often accepted
and perpetuated without any conscious reasoning, and presents many other alternatives to possibly
improve your ethics and moral standing. I have recommended his classes to many friends and continue
to recommend him to everyone that wants to take an enjoyable and life changing class.”
“Put simply, Je↵ is fantastic. I have now taken three classes with him and all have been equally
challenging and rewarding. Je↵ is a consistently engaging and inspiring professor. He is equally adept
at making difficult material accessible to students and challenging them to think in depth about a
complicated issue. His classes are immensely rewarding and, more than any of my other classes, have
had a real impact on my life. When a class is simply too good to miss even under the most dire
circumstances, that is the mark of a good professor. Je↵ has been an inspiration and a motivator. He
makes me want to do homework assignments and participate in class for my own sake rather than for
a grade. I could go on forever. Je↵ is easily the most inspirational professor I have had here at NYU.
He has infinite potential and I am sure he will go on to do great things. I was deeply saddened to
learn that he will be leaving NYU next year. I wish him the best, and I am jealous of the students
who will have the opportunity to take his classes wherever he ends up.”
“This class is great and Je↵ is a wonderful instructor.”
“Je↵ is a spectacular professor. His laid-back attitude and passion for the subject make for very lively
debates in class, and a good learning experience is had by all. I really enjoyed this class especially
because Je↵ presented essentially a whole field of study in just a few months. We went from heavy
philosophy, to gross animal industry videos, and then political and legal implications. It was interesting
and I genuinely enjoyed attending class. It was the perfect elective to take senior year and had this
been a minor when I was a freshman, I would have taken more courses in the department. Thumbs
up for Je↵!”
“I LOVED having Je↵. He is amazing. I am so sad this is his last year. I could not have asked for a
better class and I was excited for class every week!”
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“Je↵ Sebo is the best professor I’ve had at NYU. He is extremely helpful and kind and makes the
information accessible by presenting it in a way that is simple to understand. He made time to listen
to every classmate’s input and was genuinely interested in what we had to say.”
“Professor Sebo is extraordinarily knowledgeable in the fields he teaches; the wealth of information he
presents to the class in a direct and thought-provoking way is always much appreciated.”
“I absolutely loved the class. I went into the class not knowing what to expect and gained so much
knowledge. This class showed me a new interest in animal ethics, which I had never previously thought
about. Je↵ Sebo is an amazing professor and is able to animate the class with his conversations. He
always supports class participation and encourages it by picking people and continuing the conversation. This is a class that I looked forward to each week, not just because the material was interesting
but also because the professor is amazing.”
“Je↵ is truly one of the most enthusiastic and knowledgable professors I’ve had thus far. This course
was a highlight in my academic career at NYU.”
“The discussions we had in the class were the among the most stimulating and challenging that I
have ever had in a classroom in my entire life. Je↵ navigates the roles of peer, facilitator, and expert
with remarkable grace, and this draws a tremendous amount of critical thinking out of his students.
In many of my classes, students are more than content to sit back, and participating even becomes
somewhat uncool. Je↵ avoids that trap entirely: every student wanted to contribute, and was pushing
his or her own self to craft valid and well-constructed thoughts for the discussion. Je↵ made it fun to
learn. It felt like the occasional profound conversation that friends will spontaneously have outside of
a classroom, but with the addition of an instructor ensuring that it stayed on track. If I could improve
the course I would increase its length. We had a very condensed schedule, and I wanted more time
to process the content of the class. I’d like to add that this course made me do some very profound
self-reflection, and that I feel motivated for, rededicated to, and most importantly awoken to some of
the issues that face our climate. I have made a handful of changes to my lifestyle that I am immensely
proud of, and I owe that to this class informing me of the importance of making those changes. I feel
like I am more appropriately concerned and educated about what very well may be the defining crisis
of this era of human history.”
“Professor Sebo is a fantastic professor. More than anything, he is a fantastic facilitator and is always
interested in student comments and ideas, which makes for a great discussion in class.”
“I was blown away at how educated Je↵ was on the subject at hand. Because this class was discussion
based, I thought I would have a hard time getting myself interested in the class discussion, but Je↵
made sure that the conversations were interesting and managed to keep everyone in tune with the
topic. Overall, I really liked the way Je↵ made himself available to us and the way he designed the
class meetings, assignments, and presentations.”
“Je↵ is my favorite teacher. He is the best teacher I have ever had, by far.”
“Je↵ is the best. He changed my life.”
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“I do not mean it lightly when I say that Je↵ is the best professor I have had during my time at NYU.
After taking three of his classes his impact on me has been profound. His teaching has completely
shifted my world view and armed me with the skills to keep pace in any level of discussion of the
topic of animal ethics. His lectures are informative and interesting, and the quality of class discussions
motivates me to do the reading every week so that I can participate more fluently. He is a master at
using language that appeals to students of all intellectual backgrounds while maintaining a high level
of academic decorum. He is a skilled debater, an interesting thinker, and a virtual encyclopedia of
philosophy. I will really miss going to this class every week and I hope to continue the discussion with
Je↵ beyond the scope of the semester. He will be deeply missed when he leaves NYU and his future
students are in for a real treat wherever he ends up.”
“This was by far my favorite course this semester! I really enjoyed it. The class was very interesting
and I definitely learned a lot.”
“I have never given an professor all 5s on a course evaluation before. I can honestly say Je↵ has been
the best professor I have had so far at NYU. Granted, I am extremely interested in the topic of animal
rights, but my knowledge in the subject has increased beyond my wildest expectations through taking
this course. Je↵’s teaching style is very informative and keeps me interested and he goes to extensive
lengths to remain balanced and unbiased in his teaching of a controversial subject in which both he
and his students are already biased. Taking this course inspired me to pursue a minor in animal
studies, and I will be taking both classes that Je↵ is teaching next semester. Especially considering
his age and teaching experience compared to many other professors, it is clear that Je↵ has a very
bright future as an educator and philosopher.”
“This was hands (and paws) down the best class I have ever taken.”
“This is easily the best class experience I have had at NYU thus far. Our class discussions were so
stimulating and fun, and I was lucky to be surrounded by peers who really wanted to contribute to
the classroom experience. I looked forward to class each day, and Je↵ was informative while really
using his role as the professor to be a discussion facilitator rather than simply lecturing, which I
hugely appreciated. For me, there is nothing more educational than having an interesting discussion
throughout class time that is engaging and challenging while still remaining respectful, and this class
epitomized that experience. I had a general interest going into the class but probably would not have
taken it if I did not have a science/math requirement, and it completely exceeded my expectations
in every sense. I would highly recommend this course to ANYONE, especially those who do not
necessarily have an interest in food, the environment, or moral philosophy, because as I am sure my
classmates can attest, the content of the class is hugely eye-opening and grants a really imperative
perspective on the world in which we live.”
“Je↵ Sebo is the best teacher I’ve had at NYU. I decided to stick with the class despite the difficulty
because he really loves what he does and it makes the class that much more exciting.”
“I have a very high respect for Professor Sebo, as he told us on day one what he his personal philosophies
were, yet in the class he was very open minded and acknowledged and respected arguments against
his own beliefs. I’m sure this is the case for many college professors, but considering I had his class
first on my very first day of college classes, it was a new experience. I di↵er greatly with him on the
key points in the class, yet I feel as if he never discriminated or judged me for it, something I had a
problem with with high school teachers.”
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“Professor Sebo is literally one of the best teachers I’ve ever had in my life. He is unbelievably smart
and taught the course so incredibly, I learned so much and it was so helpful for me. I can’t say enough
good things about him.”
“Je↵ really cares about his students and this is evident in every class. It is not uncommon that
students will gather around him after class to ask him more questions. Not because he is confusing,
but rather because most of us feel intellectually stimulated by the class discussions and we want to
know more. Je↵ never hurries away, but always answers everyone’s questions. Everyone in this class
is very attentive and almost everyone participates regularly. I think that the reason why everyone is
so “there” in this class is because Je↵ does a good job at picking at all of our brains, making us think,
and engaging us in ways that interest us. I would highly recommend taking a class with Je↵ Sebo, to
anyone I know.”
“Professor Sebo is an excellent professor. You can tell that he is very passionate about the subject.
He is incredibly knowledgable and is very good at explaining the material which can be challenging
for someone with no background in philosophy.”
“Je↵ is an incredible professor. Not only is he passionate about what he is teaching, but he is engaging
and open minded. His style of teaching has so much clarity and it made his lectures very enjoyable to
follow. The way he presents this information is thoroughly thoughtful and organized. It is a challenge
I have found in philosophy based courses for the professor and students to stay on topic because there
are so many valuable tangents. Je↵ found a way to explore some of these tangents, but relate it back
and still keep the conversation centered and focused. I have not yet been in a class where I not only
was excited to do the readings, but excited to go to class and have such open discussion. Je↵ had such
a great balance of sharing his opinions while still providing the other side and allowing the students
to think for themselves and create their own values and ideas. I feel so lucky to have found this minor
and to have taken this class. I am POSITIVE that I am going to do something with animal rights and
ethics and I am looking forward to taking the activism class to see how I want to go about becoming
an activist. What is so great about this class is that it is not about memorizing information, but it
is about: LEARNING, thinking, being creative, evaluating, debating, discussing, and overall realizing
that ethics take time to truly understand and it will be a constant life discovery. What Je↵ has taught
us this semester extends beyond the classroom and has helped shape me and the other students to
become better people.”
“Je↵ was an amazing teacher who broke down very complicated material and made it digestible for
his students. He really cares that everyone understand the course materials and does his best to get
everyone up to speed. The class was a very open environment and it was a wonderful place to learn.
I’ll always remember Je↵ and his great class.”
“I loved this course and Je↵. This was a di↵erent, fun, intellectual way at looking at animals.”
“Je↵ is one of the best professors I’ve ever had. He is extremely passionate and knowledgable about
the topic, and he really cares for his students (and it shows!). All of the assigned readings and the
discussions were thought-provoking and made me change the way I perceive things. I have never been
as interested in a class as I was this one. Je↵ spoke in a previous class of mine and my friends raved
about him, so I’ve been waiting to get into one of his classes for almost two years. I’m so happy I did.
Best professor, best class, best part of my semester.”
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“Je↵ Sebo is a brilliant professor. I had no previous experience in any of this subject material, but
he makes everything easily accessible and understandable, regardless of your prior knowledge (or lack
thereof). He asks engaging, meaningful questions and is genuinely interested in hearing each person’s
opinion. The class has been interesting and informative and has opened me up to a whole world of
information and a style of thinking that I was previously unaware of. Je↵ was recommended to me
by a friend of mine who had taken many of his classes, and I am so glad I followed through with this
recommendation. I would absolutely recommend him to all of my friends, as well.”
“This has been hands down the most inspiring course I have ever taken. It made me reevaluate my
daily life to the extent that I made actual changes, follow a new outlook and found a new passion.
I am confident that a large portion of this was due to Je↵. The clarity with which he was able to
explain complex philosophical ideas gave me a basis in understanding that I would not have been able
to achieve on my own. You can tell how much pride Je↵ takes in organizing his courses. There was
a reason for everything. It is really easy to tell when a teacher cares about the subject matter and
his students. Je↵ clearly cares about both. He wanted to impart knowledge and start a conversation
amongst students, and I have an immense amount of respect for that. I could go on and on about this
class and professor, but what is most telling is that it changed my entire outlook. Anyone would be
beyond lucky to get to take any of Je↵’s classes, and I am really grateful that I had the chance.”
“Je↵ is truly an engaging and passionate professor. I took this class because I wanted to experience
a philosophy class, a subject I was not at all familiar with. Je↵ made the discussions accessible and
easy to follow even for a novice like myself. He was always entertaining and he made the three hour
classes fly by. He was very considerate as a professor and very mindful of his students at all times. I
could really tell that he loved being in the middle of the discussions and that he was trying to learn
from them too. I was so pleasantly surprised by how much I enjoyed this class, and that is in large
part due to Je↵.”
“Great professor.”
“This course was really the highlight of my week. Je↵ really went above and beyond as a teacher. In
a lot of (other) classes the teacher talks for most of the time, and the discussion is limited to a few
students who are particularly interested in the subject. But in this class, everyone was very involved
because the readings provided were intellectually challenging, interesting, and thought provoking (I
actually ended up sending many of the readings to my friends and family members because I found
them so awakening). Je↵ did a really good job making sure we understood all sides of the arguments
addressed in each essay and reading he assigned. He also tailored the midterm and final papers in a way
in which we could pick an essay topic from a few prompts, or work with him to create a prompt that
satisfied both the class requirements and our individual interests. I thought this was really awesome
because so many teachers are cut and dry, but Je↵ is really passionate about not just teaching, but
learning too. The fluidity and understanding of his teaching style made for very interesting class
discussions and the ability for us students to learn and apply what we learned to what interested us
most about the class. My best advice to Je↵ would be keep on doing what you are doing, this course
was definitely the most thought provoking and engaging of the courses I have taken at NYU thus far.
And I don’t say that lightly.”
“Je↵ is an amazing teacher. I think that he should certainly go on to bigger and better things, like
SAVE OUR EARTH ^”
¨
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“This course has changed my life. Mr. Sebo allowed me to view environmental issues through a whole
new frame of mind. I even became a vegetarian due to what I learned! He respects all opinions and
is open to class discussions.”
“I can’t say enough positive things about this course and instructor. I thoroughly, thoroughly appreciated Je↵ Sebo’s moral philosophy approach to the coursework–it made me see the material in an
entirely di↵erent light. Furthermore, the discussion in the course was one of the most active I’d seen
in my entire career at NYU–somehow, students who didn’t talk for the first two courses ended up
being active participants in discussion. And despite the extremely personal and controversial nature
of the subject matter, Je↵ was able to build trust with the students so that acutely honest and open
conversations took place. Again, this was totally unprecedented from my experience at NYU. I wish
I could make this course required for every undergraduate student.”
“Je↵ Sebo was amazing! Very informative and great at making one think philosophically. I would
recommend him a thousand times over. Very interesting class discussions.”
“This course was really great. Prof. Sebo is incredible at breaking down the readings and getting
students to be involved. This class had one of my lighter work loads this semester, but all of the work
was extremely productive. I honestly think I learned more in this class than in any other class this
semester and that the style it was presented in will lead me to retain my knowledge. No standard
tests, no cram studying that I will just forget, and this allowed me to take the time to learn. I did not
realize how focused this class would be on the animal rights movement, but I enjoyed it. All in all I
think this class was very fair.”
“Je↵ was absolutely great. He really knows his stu↵, and the class is overall a great enlightening
experience!”
“Professor Sebo chooses engaging and pertinent material to read and discuss, and he organizes the
class in such a way that there is the perfect balance between lecture and discussion/debate. I learned
an incredible amount in this course and I would absolutely recommend it to anybody, regardless of
whether or not they had previous interest in the subject matter–after this class, they will be interested.”
“Professor Sebo’s lectures are really very energetic and informative. The discussions were extremely
involved and interesting due, at least in part, to Professor Sebo’s ability to keep the students’ interest
piqued.”
“Je↵ is awesome. Very nice, personable and loved how passionate he was about the subject. He’s one
of the best teachers I’ve ever had.”
“Je↵ has been a wonderful teacher to have this semester – his passion, enthusiasm and general interest
in both philosophy and animals have shone brightly since the beginning of the course. Conversations
with him both in and out of class are always inspirational, and his positive outlook on the potential
and power of acquiring knowledge have greatly impacted me. I will truly miss having Je↵ as a professor
and friend.”
“Great job. Thank you.”
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“Professor Sebo is fantastic. He is enthusiastic and knowledgeable and a great lecturer. He has an
amazing ability to explain difficult concepts in an extremely clear manner. He was very understanding
about personal obstacles I encountered during the semester and is very accessible in general. I seriously
loved his class and plan to take more courses from him in the future!”
“It was an engaging and inspiring course! Je↵ is incredibly knowledgeable about the subject matter
and presents it in an engaging and interactive way. He facilitates wonderful discussions and covers
a ton of material thoroughly and memorably in a very efficient way. I would recommend this course
to everyone – it should be required! Greatly increased by understanding of moral ethics and the
human/animal dynamic! Thank you!”
“This class is my favorite so far that I have taken at NYU. Everything was incredibly well organized
and the professor’s interest in student input was greatly appreciated. Thank you for confirming, and
augmenting, my interest in Animal Studies. I sincerely hope to further engage with this professor in
the future!”
“Je↵ Sebo is an excellent professor. He is very approachable and very intelligent. He keeps the class
engaged and encourages his students to give their ideas and speak their minds. I would without a
doubt recommend him as a professor to someone else. I enjoyed both of his classes: Ethics and Animals
and Animal Minds.”
“This was an awesome course, one that I would absolutely recommend to anyone. The workload was
focused and manageable, and content was clearly discussed during each lecture. The course really
taught me to think about the material in a new way, and was extremely engaging and informative.
The instructor was helpful, knowledgeable and engaging, as was the teaching assistant! Awesome
course!”
“I love that Je↵ is open to considering any idea and will explore, in words, its implications no matter
how perverse. It makes the class feel comfortable and fosters discussion.”
“I thoroughly enjoyed this course, especially considering my initial apprehension. I had absolutely no
background in philosophy prior to this, and my current knowledge exceeds what I expected to learn
and retain. Professor Sebo was not only insightful but extremely interesting and humorous. After
dissatisfaction with my first grade, I visited his office hours and my grade significantly improved. He
was very helpful and eased my tensions, and I greatly appreciate professors so willing to help their
students.”
“Je↵ is easily the best, most interesting professor I have had the opportunity to encounter during my
time at NYU. Classes were, without fail, thought provoking and entertaining and has improved my
manner of thinking about philosophy and animal rights issues exponentially.”
“Je↵ is one of the best professors I’ve had at NYU. He is animated and passionate about the material,
making it very easy to pay attention, participate, and learn in his class. He also quickly answers
any questions you ask and encourages input and discussion from everyone. I loved this professor and
class!”
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“Je↵ has been a fantastic professor. Probably my favorite one here at NYU. He is very passionate and
approachable. I would recommend both him and this class to anyone.”
“Je↵ Sebo was very good at engaging the students and making them question and actually think about
what we talked about. Extremely good professor and an extremely interesting class.”
“Professor Sebo is always enthusiastic when he teaches the material, and it’s so refreshing to have a
professor who is so engaged and passionate about the subject. It made me more excited to learn about
the topic. Lectures were always clear and helpful. Great class overall!”
“Eloquent and interesting, plus very knowledgeable of all topics. Makes the complex issues approachable and still challenges common thought. Overall, an excellent class and thoroughly enjoyable.
THANKS!”
“Really enjoyed the course. The balance between philosophical teaching (which I felt was made very
accessible) and real life application to morally relevant content (about animals) was very well done. I
learned a great deal. Than you. Also, relaxed discussion based environment appreciated.”
“The professor was extremely knowledgeable about the subject and presented the info clearly and in
an interesting way. The subject is new to me yet I fully understood the concepts and digested the
info. I loved this course and the professor was awesome!”
“Both Je↵ Sebo and Ben Philips were extremely approachable, insightful, and helpful whenever help
was needed. Je↵ made the course and the topics interesting and also challenged me to think in new
ways, which even helped me to form opinions on many important issues. He explained material we had
to read very thoroughly and was also interesting and fun in his teaching methods. I would definitely
take another of his courses!”
“The class was very interesting and informative. Je↵ got me thinking a lot about ethics in my everyday
life. It was not material that just stayed in the classroom.”
“I loved this course: I thought it was very interesting and thought provoking. The instructor, Je↵,
was very enthusiastic about the class and made it very enjoyable. He always had the class engaged in
fun discussions.”
“I loved the class and the professor’s ability to present abstract concepts in a clear, organized, analytical
way. Easily my favorite professor/class I have encountered during my time at NYU; I’m looking forward
to taking other classes with Je↵ in the future.”
“This course and its material were structured well which was incredibly important given the subject
matter. Professor Sebo communicated all the concepts very well and was excellent at addressing
questions. He made the subject matter very interesting!”
“Sebo was an excellent professor who helped me understand and gain interest in tough areas revolving
around philosophy. This class has really helped me in other classes as well.”
“Great professor!! He was very helpful and nice and understanding, and made the class very interesting
and engaging!”
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“Je↵ is seriously awesome. He’s really funny and knowledgeable. I learned a ton and I would definitely
recommend this class to anyone.”
“Je↵ is one of the best professors I’ve had at NYU. He’s extremely well versed in the literature and
can answer any philosophy question in an informative and clear way. He’s great at leading discussion,
letting everyone have their say, yet always redirecting discussion back to the topic. Every class session
was fascinating and productive, and despite the “meta” subjects of the course, Je↵ never left out the
moral and practical implications we wanted to talk about. He never made us feel like our questions were
stupid – he’s a very diplomatic teacher. His joy at assigning one of his own paper was awesome. Great
paper but an even better professor. Made summer classes not only bearable but actually rewarding.
Thanks Je↵!!”
“This was a great course. All of the readings were really interesting and informative. Je↵ did a great
job of teaching and explaining the material in an engaging way.”
“Je↵ is a great professor, he is incredibly passionate about his job and that is transmitted to us
students, who get very excited too. In addition, he is always well prepared and has an amazing
memory to remember details about the subjects we discussed. He makes philosophy much more fun
than it already is and makes it more practical!”
“I really enjoyed this class. It was a great way to introduce myself to the animal studies minor. I
enjoyed it so much that I am taking a class that Prof. Sebo is teaching next semester.”
“Je↵ is an awesome professor – he is brilliant and eloquent, and we all learned so much. Very stimulating discussions, and Je↵ treats all points of view and positions with the utmost respect and
consideration. Great class, excellent prof.”
“Je↵ Sebo is a very dynamic, enthusiastic and stimulating Instructor. He cares about philosophy
and shares his enthusiasm for the course. Je↵ Sebo demonstrated a caring personality in helping his
students to understand the subject content. He makes himself readily available for consultations and
support of his students’ needs.”
“I really enjoyed this class and thought Je↵ was an awesome instructor. He was extremely knowledgeable, had ample examples to illustrate points we weren’t understanding and made the class exceptionally pleasant by being enthusiastic about the topics. The readings were really relevant, and I would
definitely take another class taught by Je↵ and will recommend him to others.”
“I thought this was an amazing class! I have very little philosophy coursework in my background but
Je↵ presents in a clear, stimulating manner for all audience levels. Honestly – I had no idea what to
expect. Now I would take any class that he would instruct. Thanks Je↵!”
“Je↵ was always enthusiastic and energetic. He gave us no choice but to engage the material in a
thoughtful and productive way. Also seems like a good guy in general.”
“I have learned so much from this course. I had been a bit hesitant to take a course at CAS given
the class size, however Professor Sebo has done an excellent job in making this course feel like a small
seminar. I feel very fortunate to have had him.”
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“Je↵ has definitely always been prepared to teach for the class and as a result of his great organizational
and teaching methods I was able to learn a lot about logic in a very clear manner. He was always
willing to help the students out after class or in class and was open to suggestions. Thank you for
your awesome work!”
“I have taken many undergraduate courses at many institutions, ranging from community college to
an ivy league university, and I have to say that this was one of the best classes, if not the best, I have
ever taken. I wish more of my classes had been taught by two individuals (which, by the way, I have
never experienced a class taught by two instructors, and now believe it is an excellent way to add
enthusiasm and expertise to a course) as passionate, intelligent, and simply as good at philosophy and
teaching as Je↵ and Colin. They complemented each other extremely well and this will be one of my
fondest memories of formal academia.”
“This was one of the best philosophy classes I have taken. The chemistry between Je↵ and Colin was
amazing. They were able to work o↵ of each other and create class discussion like seasoned veterans.
I would recommend this class and these professors to anyone interested in philosophy or the basis of
law in America and for humanity.”
“This was an exceptional course. It was both very informative and extremely engaging. The instructors
demonstrated a deep and broad knowledge along with infectious interest in the material. Despite the
wide range of backgrounds among the students, the instructors fostered a discussion environment that
was both lively and rigorous. I would recommend any course taught by Je↵ Sebo or Colin Marshall
very highly. My fellow students and I learned a lot, had a great time, and came away inspired. I’m
grateful to have had a chance to take this course, and the reason for that is the exceptional teaching
of Je↵ Sebo and Colin Marshall.”
“Both Je↵ and Colin are very good at expressing complicated philosophical ideas simply and eloquently.
I was impressed by their broad and deep knowledge of the course material and philosophical ideas in
general, as well as their abilities to relate to the students.”
“Je↵ Sebo and Colin Marshall were some of the most exceptional teachers I have ever encountered.
The class was stimulating, challenging, and very rewarding. The scope and variety of material covered
were excellent, and Sebo and Marshall possessed an impressive amount of knowledge and insight in
every area. Despite the wide range of student backgrounds in the class, Sebo and Marshall managed
to create a discussion environment that was both lively and rigorous. I cannot say enough good things
about them, and I would recommend any class they teach to anyone. I am grateful to have had the
chance to study with such extraordinary professors.”
“Je↵ is an amazing instructor and has a natural talent to teach in a manner that is very engaging. He
has been one of the best professors I have ever had.”
“I think this class was very stimulating and interesting, the teacher was clear and really helped me
understand the information. I loved the class and would recommend Je↵ Sebo to any of my friends.”
“Great professor.”
“Highly enthusiastic.”
“YAY!”
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“Je↵ was one of the best teachers I’ve ever had. I followed everything, was excited to learn, and
enjoyed everything I learned and discussed, while also being challenged and pushed. He was a great
teacher.”
“By far my favorite TA at NYU so far. May consider changing majors entirely because of the inspiration I gained from Je↵. So funny and genius, better than a majority of experienced professors I’ve
had. Thank you for such a rewarding term.”
“Je↵ is great! He is so energetic and enthusiastic about the material. He is personable and approachable, always willing to read drafts, answer questions, and o↵er constructive feedback. I learned a lot
in recitation because Je↵ is very intelligent and insightful. Overall, an amazing guy!”
“Je↵ is a great teacher who really knows how to engage a class in an interesting and relatable way.
He makes sure that everyone knows what is going on and o↵ers helpful advice when necessary. Keep
it up Je↵.”
“Je↵ is di↵erent from other philosophy TA’s that I’ve had. He’s so brilliant yet he’s able to connect
with us undergrads so well. He’s certainly made recitation and the class more enjoyable but also has
given great depth to the course and the way I view philosophy. Simply put, he’s awesome.”
“I really loved Je↵ Sebo’s recitation. He is extremely intelligent and knowledgeable about a variety of
topics and understands and presents the issues clearly and in a very stimulating way. He is charismatic,
kind, humble and has a great sense of humor. He is also relaxed and understanding. Our discussions
were very engaging and Je↵ addressed and answered everyone’s questions patiently and thoroughly.
Yay Je↵! He is also a vegan – commendable!”
“Je↵ is a phenomenal TA. He really does help understand the material in an optimal way. He is
enthusiastic and always kept me interested.”
“Je↵ was a great recitation leader. He was engaging and funny even when the material was dry and
boring. He always got us thinking in broader senses and got us talking with each other. I would highly
recommend him to any of my classmates.”
“Je↵ has been an excellent recitation leader. He presents the material in a manner which makes it
much easier to understand.”
“Je↵ is an inspiring, gifted teacher. His genuine enthusiasm was indispensible to my involvement in
this course. Simply put, Je↵ is committed, passionate, and thoughtful, and has helped me get excited
about ethics and philosophy.”
“Je↵ is a great teacher. He communicates well and knows how to engage students by leading great
discussions.”
“Je↵ is really good at not only maintaining an interesting discussion, but also actually providing new
information to our discussions to further stimulate thought. He is a great teacher who also summarized
difficult papers well.”
“Je↵ is the best ever.”
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“Je↵ is awesome. He is an intelligent and articulate TA who is versed not only in philosophy, but also
e↵ective communication in an instructive capacity. I think he’s a better teacher than our professor.”
“Je↵ is seriously the best TA I have ever had. He’s helpful, kind, interesting, and explains the material
well. He makes me think in class. He’s always happy, cheerful and upbeat, which in turn makes me
happy and makes the class pleasant. I always leave section glad that I came. Best of all, he keeps
philosophy from being pretentious or on some level we can never reach – he makes it accessible and
enjoyable. If I ever get the chance to take another class or section from him again, I will.”
“Je↵ is an awesome TA. He really made the discussion and therefore the course interesting and fun. I
couldn’t ask for much more in a TA.”
“It’s apparent in every recitation that Je↵ loves philosophy, loves teaching it, and loves discussing it
with everyone and in any context. He was able to explain subtle di↵erences in philosophical terms
that were confusing at the time. Every recitation, I knew he would be standing in front of the class,
bouncing up and down with his enthusiasm that was infectious to each and every one of us. Not only
a fantastic teacher, but a fantastic learner.”
“Je↵ is a great teacher. He makes everything interesting and relatable and understandable. He has
made me think in ways I hadn’t before.”
“The large number of 5’s was not me rushing through this. Rather, it is my attempt to communicate
how incredible of a TA Je↵ was. I have been almost unconditionally dissatisfied with the quality of my
TAs at NYU. Je↵ completely changed that. His leadership and insight not only explained or clarified
the lectures but instilled a sense of excitement in his students. He is the whole reason I learned so
much and found this course so interesting.”
“Je↵ is an amazing TA. He made class easy to follow and was very passionate about what he was
teaching. Animated and brought life to the recitation. Only can hope to get another TA like him.”
“Je↵ has been an incredibly helpful teacher. I have learned a great deal from him and can always
depend on him to clarify the lecture. He takes a genuine interest in his students.”
“Je↵ is a really understanding and inspiring teacher. He always makes sure everyone is on the same
page, and presents material in clear and efficient manner. I’d love to take a course of his if he ever
became a teacher.”
“Je↵ is a charismatic educator who seems to attain a genuine joy from his subject, and the various
challenges brought forward through it. He has been greatly prepared for each class, all the while
providing the students outside consultation, should they require it. He is not overly lenient with his
grading, but is quite apt in providing useful critique for future philosophizing.”
“Je↵ Sebo is brilliant: by far the best philosophy TA I’ve ever had thus far. He not only has a
comprehensive and deep understanding of the material but he presents it in a clear and creative way.
The lectures could often be dry, but Je↵ made up for it in his animated use of concrete “life” examples.
He replaced the professor during one lecture and gave his own interpretation of de Beauvoir. It was
extremely thoughtful, clear, and illuminating. Je↵ essentially rocks. ^”
¨
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“Je↵ is a passionate, engaging teacher. His written feedback on my assignments has been direct,
detailed and insightful. I enjoyed this class.”
“Je↵ has been an excellent TA this semester. Now that I’m a senior, I have had many TAs, and it
is not hard to figure out who wants to see the students learn the material and succeed. Je↵ took an
active role in answering questions and explaining the material in a way that all of us could understand
(some of us had taken 7 philosophy courses while others had never taken one). Je↵ provided valuable
comments on the papers and was willing to meet before the papers were due to help work through
difficult concepts. He also encouraged us to speak up as much as possible and was easy to approach.”
“Je↵ is my favorite TA. The sessions have been wonderfully helpful and informative. In fact, this has
been the only recitation I have taken at NYU that I have actually enjoyed.”
“Je↵ is passionate about the material, able in engaging with it and applying it, and can present his
ideas clearly and confidently. His lectures were also lucid and stimulating – he seems comfortable
presenting his ideas in this style.”
“Honestly, although I did learn a lot in class, I learned a majority of the information this class had to
o↵er from Je↵ himself. He was always clear and flexible. If he didn’t have the answer then he would
have it by the next class. He was the best TA I have ever had at NYU. Hooray for Je↵ Sebo!”
“Je↵ has done a great job of taking a very difficult and dense course with very difficult material and
discussing it with us in a way that makes it very respectful and very engaging, not to mention funny
and light-hearted. I think he will make a great professor someday. He has made this experience for
me completely enjoyable. (Thanks for the fun times!)”
“I think Je↵’s been a really great TA for this class. He’s made the material very accessible for us
and has stirred up some excellent class discussions. I also enjoyed the lecture he gave about Simone
de Beauvoir’s work; it was well organized and thorough and thoughtful, but Je↵ was still open to
reinterpretations.”
“Some of this class has been rather challenging, but Je↵ does a great job of bringing the kids up to
speed. He is also generally enthusiastic which is a quality I appreciate in a teacher. He treats students
as equals, probably because he is one, but also because he is ethical and believes in the freedom of all
wo/mankind.”
“Je↵ has a solid ability to relate and communicate with a student, which is both rare and important
for a teacher and skilled philosopher.”
“It’s refreshing to have such complex ideas presented in an accessible way, with easily relatable examples used to provide some clarity to the material. Je↵ is a great facilitator of the discussions we have.
He’s a good listener and manages to address problems and puzzles presented in a way that demonstrates his background-supported grasp on the material. More confidence in his ideas and maybe less
qualification of them would much improve his teaching.”
“Je↵ was very animated and eager to discuss the material with his students. A fun and informative
time was had by all.”
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“Je↵ is the sort of person and teacher that inspires respect and a↵ection from everyone. He is an
amazing TA, and not only is it clear that he knows his stu↵, is open, philosophical, really smart
and intelligent, he’s also moral and so passionate in this self-aware way. He is truly a great TA. He
grades papers carefully, and it’s clear that he cares about his students. His recitations are always fun,
engaging, demanding, yet at the same time laid back and non-judgmental.”
“Je↵ has been considerably more helpful, insightful, friendly, and available than any of my TAs in
other courses. He has made my experience in this course understandable and interesting. And he
convinced me to become a vegetarian.”
“Je↵ Sebo is an amazing TA – he gives incredibly intelligent, clear explanations of the material and
leads good discussions.”
“Je↵ Sebo is probably the best teacher I have ever had. He knows the readings backwards and forwards,
and he understands the literature so well that he can explain the material in a lighter way to make it
easier to understand for people who are not so familiar with it.”
“Je↵ Sebo is great.”
“Je↵ was a very informative and interesting TA. He kept recitations light-hearted and was able to
answer all questions openly.”
“Je↵ has made what was previously very confusing incredibly interesting and easier to understand.
The recitation was provocative, dynamic. He really knows his stu↵, and how to present it.”
“Je↵ is great! He is smart and knowledgeable about ethics. This class has been productive and
informative.”
“Je↵ made Ethics very fun and clear. He was very receptive to questions, gave us a great deal of respect,
and summarized the material in a clear and concise way. I think I learned as much in recitation with
him as I did in the 2 lectures per week.”
“Je↵ is a fantastic TA who has presented complicated material in a clear, stimulating way.”
“Je↵ is very approachable and knowledgeable about the subject. He also explains everything very
clearly and answers questions well. . . . best TA ever?”
“I respect Je↵ not only as an instructor, but as a person. He is really great at what he does.”
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Animal Minds
Spring 2019

Description
This course will examine animal minds from a primarily philosophical perspective. We will start with a survey
of philosophy of mind and cognitive ethology. What is a mind, and who or what can have one? How can we
learn about animal minds, and what are the main research methods that scientists use to study them? We will
then ask what, as far as we know, animal minds are like. How do animals perceive the world? Do they have
memories? Self-awareness? Language? Rationality? Pleasure and pain and emotion? Finally, we will consider
the philosophical implications of our answers to these questions. What, if anything, does this discussion tell us
about the human/nonhuman divide, and about the nature, value, and meaning of human and nonhuman life?

General Information
Time: MW 2:00–3:15
Place: GCASL 275
Instructor:
Name: Je↵ Sebo
Email: je↵sebo@nyu.edu
Office: 285 Mercer #908
Office Hours: W 3:30-5:30pm

Teaching Assistant:
Name: Mariana Corbello
Email: mac1433@nyu.edu
Office: Bobst Library, 5th Floor
Office Hours: T 3:00-5:00pm

1

Readings
The required books for this course are Kristin Andrews, The Animal Mind and Clive Wynne, Animal Cognition:
The Mental Lives of Animals. You can also find these books at online retailers. All other readings will be made
available as PDFs.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (75%): You will write three papers explaining and evaluating the ideas and arguments discussed
in class. You will email this paper to animalminds19@gmail.com. For each paper, you can either create
your own prompt (provided that you clear it with us in advance) or select from prompts that we create.
The papers will each be 1,500 words, and will each count for 25% of your final grade. Paper 1 will be
due at the end of the day on 3/10, Paper 2 will be due at the end of the day on 4/14, and Paper 3 will
be due at the end of the day on 5/15.
• Daily Writing (15%): Prior to each session, you will send an email to animalminds19@gmail.com with
the subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 9/12) that briefly (a) summarizes one of the main ideas
in the reading(s) and (b) presents a question or comment about this idea. This assignment is due no later
than 1:30pm on the day of class and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): We expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation
from all students. Our assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10%
of your grade in this class.

Policies
• Late Assignments: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late DW assignments will
be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in
exceptional circumstances. If you want to request either, you must do so in advance.
• Academic Dishonesty: Plagiarism results in failure in the class and referral to a dean. Plagiarism
includes: not citing sources, copying material without quotes or references, and more. You are subject to
the CAS guidelines on plagiarism: https://cas.nyu.edu/content/nyu-as/cas/academic-integrity.html.
• Academic Accommodations: Academic accommodations are available to any student with a chronic,
psychological, visual, mobility, learning disability, or who is deaf or hard of hearing. Students should
please register with the Moses Center for Students with Disabilities at 212-998-4980.
NYU Henry and Lucy Moses Center for Students with Disabilities
726 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10003-6675
Voice/TTY Fax: 212-995-4114
Web site: http://www.nyu.edu/csd
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Schedule
• Week 1 - Introduction
1/28 - Franz Kafka, “Report to an academy”
1/30 - Peter Carruthers, “The problem of other minds”
• Week 2 - Comparative psychology
2/4 - Kristin Andrews, “Getting to know other minds”
2/6 - Kristin Andrews, “The science of other minds”
• Week 3 - Philosophy of mind
2/11 - John Heil, “Cartesian dualism,” “The identity theory”
2/13 - John Heil, “Functionalism,” “The intentional stance”
• Week 4 - Perception
2/18 - No Class
2/20 - Clive Wynne, “Other ways of seeing the world: 1 & 2”
• Week 5 - Learning and memory
2/25 - Clive Wynne, “Detecting cause and e↵ect”
2/27 - Clive Wynne, “Remembering”
• Week 6 - Mindreading and self-awareness
3/4 - José Luis Bermúdez, “Mindreading in the animal kingdom”
3/6 - David DeGrazia, “Self-awareness in animals”
• Week 7 - Communication and language
3/11 - Clive Wynne, “Communication and Language”
3/13 - Kristen Andrews, “Communication”
• Week 8 - Reason and thought
3/25 - Clive Wynne, “Reasoning”
3/27 - Kristen Andrews, “Thinking”
• Week 9 - Consciousness and pain
4/1 - Kristin Andrews, “Consciousness”
4/3 - Sahar Akhtar, “Animal pain and welfare”
• Week 10 - Emotion
4/8 - Je↵rey Masson and Susan McCarthy, “Love and friendship,” “Grief and sadness”
4/10 - Robert Roberts, “The sophistication of non-human emotion”
• Week 11 - Invertebrates
4/15 - Peter Godfrey-Smith, “Other minds”
4/17 - Bryce Huebner, “Minimal minds”
• Week 12 - Plants and machines
4/22 - Michael Pollan, “The intelligent plant”
4/24 - Nick Bostrom, “Paths to superintelligence”
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• Week 13 - Moral status
4/29 - Peter Singer, “All animals are equal”
5/1 - Je↵ Sebo, “The moral problem of other minds”
• Week 14 - Moral agency
5/6 - Je↵rey Masson & Susan McCarthy, “Compassion, rescue, and the altruism debate”
5/8 - Dale Jamieson, “Animal agency”
• Week 15 - The meaning of life
5/13 - Duncan Purves & Nicolas Delon, “Meaning in the lives of humans and other animals”
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Bioethics
Summer 2016

Description
This course is an introduction to bioethics. We start with a survey of moral theory. What is morality,
and what does morality require of us? Should our priority be promoting happiness, respecting autonomy,
cultivating virtues, or something else? Also, what, if anything, do we morally owe to fetuses, animals, plants,
species, and ecosystems? We then apply these ideas to particular topics in bioethics, including the nature and
value of mental and physical health and wellbeing; autonomy, paternalism, and trust; abortion, euthanasia,
and physician assisted suicide; human and nonhuman subjects research; genetic modification of human and
nonhuman animals; distribution of scarce medical resources in society; and public health impacts of food, war,
and other such industries.

General Information
• Time: M/T/R 3:15-5:50
• Place: Caldwell #208
• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@unc.edu
• Office: Caldwell #207B

• Office hours: by appointment

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
There are no required books for this course. All readings will be posted on Sakai and/or distributed by email.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (65%): You will write two papers for this course and submit them by email. For each paper,
you can either create your own prompt (provided that you clear it with me in advance) or select from
prompts that I create. The first paper (30%) will be six pages long and will be due at 6pm on 5/29; the
second (35%) will be eight pages long and will be due at 6pm on 6/16.
• Presentation (15%): You will give one 10-15 minute presentations. For your presentation, you will find
a case study related to the topic of discussion for that day (fictional or nonfictional), summarize the case
study, and then raise questions or comments about that case study.
• Daily Reactions (10%): Prior to each session, you will send me an email that, for each reading, (a)
summarizes one of the main claims in that reading and (b) presents a question or comment about that
claim. Your subject heading should be DR, Last Name, Date (e.g. DR Jones 5/12). Your DR can be
brief, but it must demonstrate that you did the reading carefully and critically. This assignment is due
no later than 1pm on the day of class. DRs will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from all students. You
can participate by speaking in class, attending office hours, distributing articles to the class, and more.
My assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
UNC Writing Center Handout on Plagiarism, available online, for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will be accepted, but will lose 1/3 letter grade for each
day late. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like
to request either, please do so well before the due date.
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Schedule
• 5/12 - Introduction
No reading
• 5/16 - Moral Theory
Peter Singer, “Famine, a✏uence, and morality”
Robert Solomon, “Morality and theories of morality”
• 5/17 - Moral Status - 1
Dale Jamieson, “Humans and other animals”
Dale Jamieson, “The value of nature”
• 5/19 - Moral Status - 2
Bonnie Steinbock, “Moral status, moral value, and human embryos”
Je↵ McMahan, “Death, brain death, and persistent vegetative state”
• 5/23 - Health and Wellbeing
Dominic Murphy, “Concepts of disease and health”
Roger Crisp, “Wellbeing”
• 5/24 - Disability and Mental Illness
Anita Silvers, “People with disabilities”
Christian Perring, “Mental illness”
• 5/26 - Autonomy and Paternalism
Tom Beauchamp and James Childress, “Autonomy”
Tom Beauchamp and James Childress, “Beneficence”
• 5/31 - Abortion and Infanticide
Bonnie Steinbock, “Mother-fetus conflict”
Gregory Pence, “The ethics of treating impaired babies”
• 6/2 - Euthanasia and Suicide
Margaret Battin, “Euthanasia and physician-assisted suicide”
John Hardwig, “Is there a duty to die?”
• 6/6 - Selection and Enhancement
Laura Purdy, “Assisted reproduction, prenatal testing, and sex selection”
Julian Savulescu, “Genetic interventions and enhancement of human beings”
• 6/7 - Human and Nonhuman Research
Florencia Luna and Ruth Macklin, “Research involving human beings”
Lori Gruen, “Experimenting with animals”
• 6/9 - Resource Allocation
John Harris, “Deciding between patients”
Janet Richards, “A world of transferrable parts”
• 6/13 - Public Health
Je↵rey Kahn and Anna Mastroianni, “The implications of public health for bioethics”
Ruth Macklin, “Global health”
• 6/16 - Optional Session
No reading
3

Animal Studies Capstone Seminar
Spring 2019

Description
In this seminar, Animal Studies M.A. students pursue intensive self-directed projects with the support of their
instructor, peers, and project advisor. This project can be a research paper, policy proposal, or artistic project
that explores central themes in Animal Studies in an original and rigorous way. Students secure a project advisor
either prior to or during this seminar. They then select a project topic in consultation with their advisor and
instructor, and they develop a polished draft of this project by the end of the semester. This seminar provides
students with support in defining the projects and tools for pursuing them appropriately. This includes asking
insightful research questions, defining research topics, scoping a research or artistic literature, and writing and
communicating the results or final project clearly and persuasively. This is an individualized class, and students
will have ample opportunity to develop and present works in progress.

General Information
• Time: M 5–7:30

• Place: TISC LC4

• Email: je↵sebo@nyu.edu

• Office: 285 Mercer Street #908
• Office hours: W 3:30-5:30pm

Readings
The required book is Kate Turabian & Wayne Booth, A manual for writers, 9th edition (hereafter MW). This
book is available at many online retailers. All other readings will be made available on NYU Classes or online.
1

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Weekly Assignments (15%): Starting 2/4, each week you will complete a short assignment related to
the topic of discussion for that week. You will then post your assignment on NYU Classes. These posts
are due no later than 10:00am the day of class, and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Weekly Research (15%): Starting 2/4, each week you will select two scholarly articles related to your
project topic and write a 250 word summary of each. You will then post these summaries on NYU Classes.
These summaries are due no later than 4:30pm the day of class, and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Presentation 1 (15%): You will select a date to give a 30 minute class presentation. You will share a
2,500 word draft via the Messages tab on NYU Classes no later than 5 days in advance (i.e. the prior
Wednesday). In class, you will distribute a 1-2 page handout. You will then spend 10 minutes discussing
the current state of your draft and 20 minutes taking questions and comments from the group.
• Presentation 2 (15%): You will give a 10 minute presentation to the department during class on 5/6.
Specifically, you will give a 5 minute Powerpoint presentation that expresses your main idea in a clear,
concise, and engaging manner for a general audience. You will then spend 5 minutes taking questions.
• Project Draft (30%): You will complete a draft of your M.A. project and submit it on NYU Classes by
the end of the day on 5/12. The draft should be at least 5,000 words (or the equivalent), and should be
completed in a manner appropriate for the field and medium of choice.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from
all students throughout the semester, and especially during class presentations.

Policies
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late
WA and WR assignments will be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and
incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you want to request either, please do so
in advance.
• Academic Dishonesty: Plagiarism results in failure in the class and referral to an academic dean.
Plagiarism includes: copying sentences or fragments from any source without quotes or references; not
citing every source used in your papers; citing internet information without proper citation; presenting
someone else’s work as your own; or copying verbatim from any source. You are subject to the CAS
guidelines on plagiarism: cas.nyu.edu/page/ug.academicintegrity.
• Academic Accommodations: Academic accommodations are available to any student with a chronic,
psychological, visual, mobility, learning disability, or who is deaf or hard of hearing. Students should
please register with the Moses Center for Students with Disabilities at 212-998-4980.
NYU Henry and Lucy Moses Center for Students with Disabilities
726 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10003-6675
Voice/TTY Fax: 212-995-4114
Web site: http://www.nyu.edu/csd
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Schedule
• 1/28 - Introduction
– Reading: MW, “What research is and how researchers think about it”
– No assignment
• 2/4 - Project topic
– Reading: MW, “Defining a project: topic, question, problem, working hypothesis”
– Assignment: Come up with two possible topics for an M.A. project. For each topic, write 250 words
about what question you would be asking and how you would be attempting to answer it.
• 2/11 - Literature review
– Reading: MW, “Finding useful sources,” “Engaging your sources”
– Assignment: For each M.A. project idea, create a 10 item bibliography of sources that you would
consult. These bibliographies can overlap as appropriate.
• 2/25 - Research methodology
– Reading: John Cresswell, “Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods approaches”
– Assignment: For each M.A. project idea, write 250 words on your expected research methods. These
research methods can overlap as appropriate.
• 3/4 - Professional engagement
– Reading: Benjamin Todd, “All the best advice we could find on how to get a job” (online)
– Assignment: Prepare an updated resume / curriculum vitae and a 250 word author bio, in a style
appropriate for your field of choice.
• 3/11 - Public engagement
– Reading: Mira Sucharov, “Writing an e↵ective op-ed,” “Striking an e↵ective online voice”
– Assignment: Write a 500 word op-ed about your topic. You are welcome to discuss your research on
this topic or another aspect of this topic, as appropriate.
• 3/25 - Presenting
– Reading: MW, “Presenting research in alternative forums”
– Assignment: Prepare and submit a 5 minute / 5 slide Powerpoint presentation about your topic.
You are welcome to discuss your research on this topic or another aspect of this topic, as appropriate.
• 4/1 - Writing
– Reading: MW, “Constructing your argument,” “Drafting your paper”
– Assignment: Write a 500 word summary of your project. Include your thesis statement, all major
points that you plan to make, and how you plan to support these points.
• 4/8 - Controversy
– Reading: Sandra Harding, “Standpoint epistemology,” Mira Sucharov, “Political debate”
– Assignment: Write a 500 word summary and analysis of a controversy in a field related to your work.
Include one or more links to articles about this controversy in your submission.
• 4/15 - Revising
– MW, “Revising your draft,” “Learning from comments on your paper”
– Assignment: Write a revised and expanded 1000 word summary of your project, along with a revised
and expanded 20 item bibliography for your project.
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• 4/22 - Class presentations
– Reading: Four student works in progress
– Assignment: Write at least two questions or constructive comments on each of the four works in
progress distributed for this week, and come to class prepared to discuss them.
• 4/29 - Class presentations
– Reading: Four student works in progress
– Assignment: Write at least two questions or constructive comments on each of the four works in
progress distributed for this week, and come to class prepared to discuss them.
• 5/6 - Department presentations
– No reading
– Assignment: Prepare a polished 5 minute Powerpoint presentation on your project.
• 5/13 - Conclusion
– No reading
– Assignment: Submit a polished draft of your project by the end of the day on 5/12.
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E↵ective Animal Advocacy
Fall 2018

Description
E↵ective animal advocates attempt to use evidence and reason to do the most good possible in animal advocacy.
In this course we examine this approach to animal advocacy from theoretical as well as practical perspectives.
First, what does it mean to do the most good possible, and how do e↵ective animal advocates attempt to pursue
this aim? Second, what are the main theoretical objections to e↵ective animal advocacy? For example, does it
involve too much cluelessness, demandingness, or implausibility? Third, what are the main practical objections
to e↵ective animal advocacy? For example, does it focus too much on direct, short-term, individual change
and not enough on indirect, long-term, structural change? Along the way we will consider broader moral and
political questions related to e↵ective animal advocacy, and we will discuss these questions with people doing
cutting-edge work in this movement.

General Information
• Time: W 5–7:30

• Place: 60FA 110

• Email: je↵sebo@nyu.edu

• Office: 285 Mercer Street #908
• Office hours: M 3-5pm

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
1

Readings
The required books for this class are: William MacAskill, Doing Good Better (hereafter “DGB”) and Larissa
MacFarquhar, Strangers Drowning. (hereafter “SD”). All readings not from the required books will be available
on NYU classes or online, as noted below.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (70%): You will write either two 4,000 word papers or one 8,000 word paper and submit them
to e↵ectiveanimaladvocacy18@gmail.com. Each paper should summarize and evaluate an argument concerning e↵ective animal advocacy and should engage with multiple course readings and discussions. If
you write one paper, your paper is due at the end of the day on 12/16. If you write two papers, paper 1
is due at the end of the day on 10/21 and paper 2 is due at the end of the day on 12/16.
• Weekly Writing (15%): Prior to each session, you will send an email to e↵ectiveanimaladvocacy18@gmail.com
with the subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 9/12) that briefly discusses your reaction to the
readings. This assignment is due no later than 4:30pm on the day of class and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (15%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from
all students. My assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 15% of
your grade in this class.

Policies
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late
WW assignments will be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes
will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you want to request either, please do so in advance.
• Academic Dishonesty: Plagiarism results in failure in the class and referral to an academic dean.
Plagiarism includes: copying sentences or fragments from any source without quotes or references; not
citing every source used in your papers; citing internet information without proper citation; presenting
someone else’s work as your own; or copying verbatim from any source. You are subject to the CAS
guidelines on plagiarism: cas.nyu.edu/page/ug.academicintegrity.
• Academic Accommodations: Academic accommodations are available to any student with a chronic,
psychological, visual, mobility, learning disability, or who is deaf or hard of hearing. Students should
please register with the Moses Center for Students with Disabilities at 212-998-4980.
NYU Henry and Lucy Moses Center for Students with Disabilities
726 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10003-6675
Voice/TTY Fax: 212-995-4114
Web site: http://www.nyu.edu/csd
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Schedule
• 9/5 - Introduction
- Peter Singer, “Famine, a✏uence, and morality”
- Peter Singer, “All animals are equal”
- Tom Regan, “Human rights, animal rights”
- Mary Midgley, “Getting animals into focus”
• 9/12 - E↵ective altruism
- William MacAskill, “How many people benefit, and by how much?” (DGB)
- William MacAskill, “Is this area neglected?” (DGB)
- William MacAskill, “What are the chances of success, and how good would success be?” (DGB)
- Garrett Broad, “E↵ective animal advocacy”
• 9/19 - Applied rationality
- D.Q. McInerny, “The language of logic”
- Douglas Hubbard, “Calibrated estimates,” “Bayes”
- Richard Thaler & Cass Sunstein, “Biases and blunders”
- Kristie Dotson, “A cautionary tale: on limiting epistemic oppression”
• 9/26 - Theoretical issues
- Nakul Krishna, “Add your own egg” (online)
- Amia Srinivasan, “Stop the robot apocalypse” (online)
- Iason Gabriel, “E↵ective altruism and its critics”
- Je↵ MacMahan, “Philosophical critiques of e↵ective altruism”
• 10/3 - Practical issues
- Jerry Muller, “The tyranny of metrics”
- Andrea Smith, “The revolution will not be funded”
- Douglas Hubbard, “The illusion of intangibles”
- Holden Karnofsky, “Hits-based giving” (online)
• 10/10 - The altruistic life
Guest speaker: Larissa MacFarquhar (Author, Strangers Drowning)
Guest speaker: Nandini Thiyagarajan (Animal Studies, New York University)
- Larissa MacFarquhar, “The most oppressed of all” (SD)
- Larissa MacFarquhar, “Duty! Thou sublime and mighty name...” (SD)
- Larissa MacFarquhar, “At once rational and ardent” (SD)
- Larissa MacFarquhar, “From the point of view of the universe” (SD)
• 10/17 - Evaluation
Guest speaker: Sofia Davis-Fogel (Managing Director, Animal Charity Evaluators)
- Animal Charity Evaluators, “Charity reviews,” “Prioritizing causes” (online)
- Casey Taft, “What does the science tell us about e↵ective animal advocacy?”
- John Halstead, “Concerns with ACE research” (online)
- Toni Adleberg, “ACE’s response to John Halstead” (online)
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• 10/24 - Diversity, equity, and inclusion
Guest speaker: Aryenish Birdie (Executive Director, Encompass)
Guest speaker: Sunaura Taylor (Author, Beasts of Burden)
- Claire Jean Kim, “Dangerous crossings: race, species, and nature in a multicultural age”
- Emily Gaarder, “Women and the animal rights movement”
- Sunaura Taylor, “All animals are equal (but some are more equal than others)”
- Toni Adleberg, “Diversity, equity, and inclusion in the animal advocacy movement” (online)
• 10/31 - The goals of animal advocacy
Guest speaker: David Wolfson (Animal Studies & Law, New York University)
- David Wolfson & Mariann Sullivan, “Foxes in the hen house”
- Sue Donaldson & Will Kymlicka, “Zoopolis”
- Wayne Gabardi, “The next social contract”
- Robert Garner, “Welfare, rights, and non-ideal theory”
• 11/7 - Social change
Guest speaker: Syl Ko (Co-author, Aphro-ism)
Guest speaker: Lauren Gazzola (Communications, Center for Constitutional Rights)
- Iris Marion Young, “Five faces of oppression”
- Aph Ko & Syl Ko, “Aphro-ism”
- Tobias Leenaert, “How do we motivate for change?”
- Lauren Gazzola, “What does the animal rights movement mean?” (online)
• 11/14 - Institutional change
Guest speaker: David Coman-Hidy (President, The Humane League)
Guest speaker: Kelly Witwicki (Executive Director, Sentience Institute)
- Sentience Institute, “Foundational questions in e↵ective animal advocacy” (online)
- William MacAskill, “Why voting is like donating thousands of dollars to charity” (DGB)
- Michael Maniates, “Individualization: plant a tree, buy a bike, save the world?”
- 80,000 Hours Podcast, “Ending factory farming as soon as possible” (online)
• 11/28 - Political change
Guest speaker: Rachel Atcheson (Deputy Strategist, Brooklyn Borough President Office)
Guest speaker: Kevin Schneider (Executive Director, Nonhuman Rights Project)
- Jason Matheny, “E↵ective altruism in government” (online)
- Iris Marion Young, “Activist challenges for deliberative democracy”
- Steven Wise, “Animal rights, one step at a time”
- Kimberly Smith, “Reform”
• 12/5 - Technological change
Guest speaker: Garrett Broad (Communications, Fordham University)
- Lori Gruen, “Technology”
- Garrett Broad, “Markets and the future of meat”
- Rebekah Sinclair, “The sexual politics of meatless meat”
- Carol Adams, “Ethical spectacles and seitan-making”
• 12/12 - The limits of e↵ective animal advocacy
Guest speaker: Jennifer Jacquet (Animal Studies & Environmental Studies, New York University)
- Jennifer Jacquet, “Is shame necessary?”
- Je↵ Sebo & Peter Singer, “Activism”
- Erica Chenoweth & Maria Stephan, “The success of nonviolent resistance campaigns”
- Christopher Schlottmann & Je↵ Sebo, “The ethics of illegal animal activism”
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Practical Ethics: Ethics and Activism
Spring 2016

Description
This course is an introduction to practical ethics with special focus on the ethics of activism and advocacy.
We will start with a survey of moral philosophy. Is there a moral di↵erence between causing and allowing
harm? What, if anything, do we owe to people in other nations and future generations? We will then consider
some of the moral problems that come up in legal activism and advocacy, including abolition vs. regulation,
intersectional vs. single-issue activism, and symbolic vs. strategic activism. Finally, we will consider some of
the moral problems that come up in illegal activism and advocacy. For example, do we ever have a moral right,
or duty, to engage in civil disobedience, property destruction, or violence?

General Information
• Time: T/R 3:30-4:45

• Place: Peabody #218
• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@unc.edu
• Office: Caldwell #207B

• Office hours: T/R 5:00-6:00

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required books for this class are:
• Grace Lee Boggs, The Next American Revolution: Sustainable Activism for the Twenty-First Century
• Julia Driver, Ethics: The Fundamentals

• Paulo Freire, Pedagogy of the Oppressed
You can find these books at the UNC-Chapel Hill bookstore as well as online. All readings not from the required
books will be posted on Sakai and/or distributed by email.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (75%): You will write three papers for this course and submit them by email. For each paper,
you can either create your own prompt (provided that you clear it with me in advance) or select from
prompts that I create. The first paper (20%) will be six pages long and will be due at 10pm on 2/7; the
second (25%) will be eight pages long and will be due at 10pm on 3/13; and the third (30%) will be eight
pages long and will be due at 4pm on 4/30.
• Daily Reactions (15%): Prior to each session, you will send me an email that (a) summarizes one of the
main claims made in the reading and (b) presents a question or comment about that claim. Your subject
heading should be DR, Last Name, Date (e.g. DR Jones 1/14). Your DR can be brief (4-6 sentences),
but it must demonstrate that you did the reading carefully and critically. This assignment is due no later
than 1pm on the day of class. DRs will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from all students. You
can participate by speaking in class, attending office hours, posting articles through Sakai, and more. My
assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
UNC Writing Center Handout on Plagiarism, available online, for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will be accepted, but will lose 1/3 letter grade for each
day late. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like
to request either, please do so well before the due date.
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Schedule
• Week 1 - Introduction
1/12 - Introduction
1/14 - Peter Singer, “Famine, a✏uence, and morality”
• Week 2 - Moral Theory - 1
1/19 - Julia Driver, “Classical utilitarianism”
1/21 - Julia Driver, “Kantian ethics”
• Week 3 - Moral Theory - 2
1/26 - Julia Driver, “Virtue ethics”
1/28 - Julia Driver, “Feminist ethics”
• Week 4 - Moral Status
2/2 - Dale Jamieson, “Humans and other animals”
2/4 - Dale Jamieson, “The value of nature”
• Week 5 - Cause Selection
2/9 - William MacAskill, “Hard trade-o↵s,” “Poverty versus climate change versus...”
2/11 - Maria Lugones, “Playfulness, ‘world’-traveling, and loving perception”
• Week 6 - Intersectionality
2/16 - Iris Marion Young, “Five faces of oppression”
2/18 - Kimberlé Williams Crenshaw, “Mapping the margins”
• Week 7 - Solidarity
2/23 - Kristie Dotson, “Tracking epistemic violence”
2/25 - Emily Gaarder, “Gender divisions in labor, leadership, and legitimacy”
• Week 8 - Abolition / Reform
3/1 - Angela Davis, “Prison reform or prison abolition?”, “Abolitionist alternatives”
3/3 - Robert Garner, “Welfare, rights, and non-ideal theory”
• Week 9 - Individual / Structural Change
3/8 - William MacAskill, “Why voting is like donating thousands of dollars to charity”
3/10 - Michael Maniates, “Individualization: plant a tree, buy a bike, save the world?”
• Week 10 - Horizontal / Hierarchical Activism
3/22 - Meerkat Media Collective, “Consensus”
3/24 - Jo Freeman, “The tyranny of structurelessness”
• Week 11 - Education / Manipulation
3/29 - Paulo Freire, “Pedagogy of the oppressed”
3/31 - Iris Marion Young, “Activist challenges to deliberative democracy”
• Week 12 - Civil Disobedience
4/5 - A. John Simmons, “Civil disobedience and the duty to obey the law”
4/7 - Will Potter, “War at home,” “The green menace”
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• Week 13 - Uncivil Disobedience
4/12 - Annette Baier, “Violent demonstrations”
4/14 - Virginia Held, “Terrorism, rights, and political goals”
• Week 14 - Positivity / Negativity
4/19 - Andrew Fiala, “Playing a requiem on the Titanic”
4/21 - Audre Lorde, “Uses of anger”; Maria Lugones, “Hard-to-handle anger”
• Week 15 - Revolution
4/26 - Grace Lee Boggs, “These are the times to grow our souls,” “Revolution”
4/30 - Optional Session / Final Exam Due
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Ethics and Animals
Fall 2018

Description
This course examines the morality of our treatment of nonhuman animals. We start with a survey of moral
theory. Do animals have moral status? Do we have a right to harm or kill some animals in order to benefit
or save others? We consider these questions from a variety of moral perspectives, including consequentialism,
Kantian ethics, virtue ethics, and feminist ethics. We then apply these ideas to di↵erent kinds of animal use.
For example, what is the morality of our treatment of animals in food, research, captivity, and the wild? Finally,
we will explore ethical questions that arise for animal activists, including about what ends they should pursue,
what means they should take towards those ends, and how they should relate to other social movements.

General Information
Time: T 5:00–7:30
Place: GCASL 275
Instructor:
Name: Je↵ Sebo
Email: je↵sebo@nyu.edu
Office: 285 Mercer #908
Office Hours: M 3-5pm

Teaching Assistant:
Name: Valerie McCarthy
Email: vwm210@nyu.edu
Office: 285 Mercer #1007
Office Hours: T 12-2pm
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Readings
The required books for this class are: Julia Driver, Ethics: The Fundamentals; Lori Gruen, Ethics and Animals;
and Gary Francione & Robert Garner, The Animal Rights Debate. These books are available online, and the
Gruen and Francione & Garner books are also available for free at the NYU library website. All readings not
from the required books will be posted on the course website.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (75%): You will write three papers explaining and evaluating the ideas and arguments discussed
in class. You will email this paper to animalethics18@gmail.com. For each paper, you can either create
your own prompt (provided that you clear it with us in advance) or select from prompts that we create.
The papers will each be 1,500 words, and will each count for 25% of your final grade. Paper 1 will be
due at the end of the day on 10/7, Paper 2 will be due at the end of the day on 11/11, and Paper 3 will
be due at the end of the day on 12/16.
• Weekly Writing (15%): Prior to each session, you will send an email to animalethics18@gmail.com with
the subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 9/12) that briefly (a) summarizes one of the main ideas
in at least two of the four readings and (b) presents a question or comment about this idea or these ideas.
This assignment is due no later than 4:30pm on the day of class and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): We expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation
from all students. Our assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10%
of your grade in this class.

Policies
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late
DW assignments will be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes
will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you want to request either, please do so in advance.
• Academic Dishonesty: Plagiarism results in failure in the class and referral to an academic dean.
Plagiarism includes: copying sentences or fragments from any source without quotes or references; not
citing every source used in your papers; citing internet information without proper citation; presenting
someone else’s work as your own; or copying verbatim from any source. You are subject to the CAS
guidelines on plagiarism: cas.nyu.edu/page/ug.academicintegrity.
• Academic Accommodations: Academic accommodations are available to any student with a chronic,
psychological, visual, mobility, learning disability, or who is deaf or hard of hearing. Students should
please register with the Moses Center for Students with Disabilities at 212-998-4980.
NYU Henry and Lucy Moses Center for Students with Disabilities
726 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10003-6675
Voice/TTY Fax: 212-995-4114
Web site: http://www.nyu.edu/csd
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Schedule
• 9/4 - Introduction
- Mary Midgley, “Getting animals in focus”
- Dale Jamieson, “Human morality”
• 9/11 - Value
-

Lori Gruen, “The natural and the normative”
Peter Singer, “All animals are equal”
Mary Midgley, “The significance of species”
Dale Jamieson, “The value of nature,” pp. 145-168

• 9/18 - Duty
-

Julia Driver, “Utilitarianism and consequentialism,” pp. 40-51, 61-79
Gaverick Matheny, “Utilitarianism and animals”
Julia Driver, “Kantian ethics”
Christine Korsgaard, “A Kantian case for animal rights”

• 9/25 - Virtue
-

Julia Driver, “Virtue ethics”
Rosalind Hursthouse, “Applying virtue ethics to our treatment of other animals”
Julia Driver, “Feminist ethics”
Deane Curtin, “Toward an ecological ethic of care”

• 10/2 - Justice
-

Julia Driver, “Social contract theory”
Peter Carruthers, “Contractualism and animals”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Liberalism and animals”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Communitarianism and animals”

• 10/16 - Minds
-

David DeGrazia, “What animals are like”
Sahar Akhtar, “Animal pain and welfare”
Je↵ Sebo, “Agency and moral status”
Michael Tooley, “Are nonhuman animals persons?”

• 10/23 - Connections
-

Carol Adams, “Masked violence, muted voices”
Mel Chen, “Queer animality,” pp. 89-115
Syl Ko, “Notes from the border of the human-animal divide”
Sunaura Taylor, “All animals are equal (but some are more equal than others)”

• 10/30 - Animals in food
-

Lori Gruen, “Eating animals”
David J. Wolfson and Mariann Sullivan, “Foxes in the hen house”
Mark Budolfson, “Is it wrong to eat meat from factory farms? If so, why?”
Lori Gruen and Robert Jones, “Veganism as an aspiration”
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• 11/6 - Animals in research
-

Lori Gruen, “Experimenting with animals”
Baruch Brody, “Defending animal research: an international perspective”
Robert Bass, “Lives in the balance: utilitarianism and animal research”
Tom Regan, “Empty cages: animal rights and vivisection”

• 11/13 - Animals in captivity
-

Lori Gruen, “Dilemmas of captivity”
Alexandra Horowitz, “Companion and captive”
Rod Preece and Lorna Chamberlain, “Animals in entertainment,” 161-184
Alasdair Cochrane, “Animals and cultural practices”

• 11/20 - Animals in the wild
-

Lori Gruen, “Animals in the wild”
Russel Powell, “On the nature of species and the moral significance of their extinction”
Clare Palmer, “Against the view that we are normally required to assist wild animals”
Oscar Horta, “Debunking the idyllic view of natural processes”

• 11/27 - The ends of animal activism
-

Sue Donaldson & Will Kymlicka, “An expanded theory of animal rights,” 40-69
Wayne Gabardi, “The next social contract,” 145-74
Kimberly Smith, “Representation”
Kimberly Smith, “Reform”

• 12/4 - The means of animal activism
-

Gary Francione, “The abolition of animal exploitation,” pp. 25-62
Robert Garner, “A defense of broad animal protectionism,” pp. 82-113
Steven Best & Anthony Nocella II, “Behind the mask,” pp. 23-43
Lauren Gazzola, “Political captivity”

• 12/11 - The scope of animal activism
-

Emily Gaarder, “Women and the animal rights movement,” 95-107, 117-129
Julie Guthman, “The unbearable whiteness of alternative food”
Aph Ko, “Creating a new conceptual architecture”
David Nibert, “Toward a united struggle against oppression”
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Ethics and the Anthropocene
Spring 2018

Description
Many people believe that we are now in the Anthropocene, a geological age in which human activity is the
dominant force on the planet. This course examines the nature and ethics of the Anthropocene. How is human
activity a↵ecting the world, and what is the moral significance of these e↵ects? For example, do we have di↵erent
moral obligations to other humans, nonhumans, or the environment if our activity is harming them than if not?
Can we e↵ectively intervene in human-caused harms to other humans, nonhumans, and the environment, and,
if so, should we do so? Finally, are some interventions more acceptable than others? For example, should we
consider bioengineering or geoengineering as options, or would that simply make the problem worse?

General Information
• Time: MW 12:30pm-1:45pm
• Place: 194M 205

• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@nyu.edu

• Office: 285 Mercer, #908

• Office hours: MW 3:30pm-4:30pm or by appointment
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Readings
This course will draw primarily from the following books: Nick Bostrom and Milan M. Cirkovic, Global Catastrphic Risks, Human Animal Network Editorial Collective, Animals in the Anthropocene, Dale Jamieson, Reason
in a Dark Time, Dale Jamieson and Bonnie Nadzam, Love in the Anthropocene, Sheila Jasano↵, The Ethics of
Invention, Tim Mulgan, Ethics for a Broken World, and Ronald Sandler, The Ethics of Species. All required
chapters will be made available as PDFs. You can also find these books at online retailers.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (70%): You will write two research papers and submit them to anthropocene2018@gmail.com.
For each paper, you can either create your own prompt (provided that you clear it with me in advance)
or select from prompts that I create. Each paper will be 8 pages long and account for 35% of your grade.
The first will be due 3/25 at 11:59pm, and the second will be due 5/9 at 11:59pm.
• Presentations (10%): You will give a 10-15 minute presentation. For your presentation, you will find a
scientific article related to the topic of discussion for that day, summarize the article, and then raise some
questions or comments about this research and its implications for animal minds. You will also send an
outline to anthropocene2018@gmail.com at least 24 hours before class.
• Daily Writing (10%): Prior to each session, you will send an email to anthropocene2018@gmail.com
with the subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 1/24) that briefly (a) summarizes a main idea from
each reading for that day and (b) presents a question or comment about these ideas. This assignment is
due at least 30 minutes before class each day and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and participation from all students.

Policies
• Late Assignments: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late DW assignments will
be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in
exceptional circumstances. If you want to request either, you must do so in advance.
• Academic Dishonesty: Plagiarism results in failure in the class and referral to a dean. Plagiarism
includes: not citing sources, copying material without quotes or references, and more. You are subject to
the CAS guidelines on plagiarism: https://cas.nyu.edu/content/nyu-as/cas/academic-integrity.html.
• Academic Accommodations: Academic accommodations are available to any student with a chronic,
psychological, visual, mobility, learning disability, or who is deaf or hard of hearing. Students should
please register with the Moses Center for Students with Disabilities at 212-998-4980.
NYU Henry and Lucy Moses Center for Students with Disabilities
726 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10003-6675
Voice/TTY Fax: 212-995-4114
Web site: http://www.nyu.edu/csd
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Schedule
• Week 1 - Introduction
1/22 - No Class
1/24 - Dale Jamieson and Bonnie Nadzam, “Love in the Anthropocene”
• Week 2 - Ethics 1
1/29 - Tim Mulgan, “Nozick on rights,” “Self-ownership,” “The Lockean proviso”
1/31 - Tim Mulgan, “Nozick in a broken world,” “Nationalism”
• Week 3 - Ethics 2
2/5 - Tim Mulgan, “Act utilitarianism,” “Rule utilitarianism,” “Mill on liberty”
2/7 - Tim Mulgan, “Utilitarianism and future people,” “Utilitarianism in a broken world”
• Week 4 - Politics 1
2/12 - Tim Mulgan, “Hobbes and Locke,” “Rawls”
2/14 - Tim Mulgan, “Rawls and the future,” “Rawls in a broken world”
• Week 5 - Politics 2
2/19 - No Class
2/21 - Jedediah Purdy, “What kind of democracy?”
• Week 6 - The Anthropocene 1
2/26 - Bill McKibben, “The end of nature”
2/28 - Jason Moore, “Anthropocene or capitalocene”
• Week 7 - The Anthropocene 2
3/5 - Florence Chiew, “Agency and intervention in the Anthropocene”
3/7 - Clare Palmer, “Taming the wild profusion of existing things”
• Week 8 - Spring Break
3/12 - No Class
3/14 - No Class
• Week 9 - The ethics of species 1
3/19 - Ronald Sandler, “The value of species,” “The conservation biology dilemma”
3/21 - Ronald Sandler, “Assisted colonization,” “Shifting goals and changing strategies”
• Week 10 - The ethics of species 2
3/26 - Ronald Sandler, “The (in)significance of species boundaries”
3/28 - Ronald Sandler, “Homo sapiens in particular,” “Artifactual species”
• Week 11 - Existential risk 1
4/2 - David Frame & Myles Allen, “Climate change,” Edwin Kilbourne, “Plagues and pandemics”
4/4 - Ali Nouri & Christopher Chyba, “Biotechnology,” Chris Phoenix & Mike Treder, “Nanotechnology”
• Week 12 - Existential risk 2
4/9 - Eliezer Yudkowsky, “Artificial intelligence”, Bryan Caplan, “The totalitarian threat”
4/11 - Joseph Cirincione, “Nuclear war,” Robin Hanson, “Catastrophe”
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• Week 13 - The ethics of invention 1
4/16 - Sheila Jasano↵, “The power of technology,” “The ethical anatomy of disasters”
4/18 - Sheila Jasano↵, “Remaking nature,” “Tinkering with humans”
• Week 14 - The ethics of invention 2
4/23 - Sheila Jasano↵, “Information’s wild frontiers,” “Whose knowledge, whose property?”
4/25 - Sheila Jasano↵, “Reclaiming the future,” “Invention for the people”
• Week 15 - The meaning of life 1
4/30 - Dale Jamieson, “The frontiers of ethics”
5/2 - Dale Jamieson, “Living with climate change”
• Week 16 - The meaning of life 2
5/7 - Roy Scranton, “Learning to die in the Anthropocene”
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Ethics and the Environment
Fall 2017

Description
This course examines the morality of our treatment of the environment. We start with a survey of ethical
theory. Do we have moral obligations to plants, species, and ecosystems? Are we morally responsible for
what we do collectively? And how should we treat people in other nations and future generations? We then
apply these ideas to di↵erent environmental problems. For example, do we have a duty to conserve or preserve
natural resources or the wilderness? And do we have a duty not to contribute to pollution or climate change?
Finally, we consider how environmental ethics relates to other issues in applied ethics. For example, how
would a commitment to protect the environment interact with our commitment to feed the hungry and respect
individual human and nonhuman animals?

General Information
Class
Time: MW 2:00–3:15
Place: GCASL 369
Instructor: Je↵ Sebo
Email: je↵sebo@nyu.edu
Office: 285 Mercer #902
Office Hours: TR 2pm-3pm

Recitation
R1: T 12:30–1:45, 45W4 B07
R2: T 3:30–4:45, 12WV L113
Instructor: Chris Scrambler
Email: cjs664@nyu.edu
Office: TBD
Office Hours: TBD
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Readings
The required books for this class are
•
•
•
•

Dryzek et al, The Oxford Handbook of Climate Change and Society (CCS)
Gabrielson et al, The Oxford Handbook of Environmental Political Theory (EPT)
Gardiner & Thompson, The Oxford Handbook of Environmental Ethics (EE)
Jamieson, A Companion to Environmental Philosophy (EP)

These books are available online as well as (for free) through the NYU library online. All readings not from
the required books will be posted on Blackboard.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (70%): You will write three papers explaining and evaluating the views and arguments discussed
in lecture. You will email this paper to environmentalethicsfall17@gmail.com. For each paper, you can
either create your own prompt (provided that you clear it with us in advance) or select from prompts we
create. Paper 1 (20%) will be 6 pages long and papers 2 and 3 (25% each) will be 8 pages long.
• Daily Writing (15%): Prior to each session, you will send a brief email to environmentalethicsfall17@gmail.com
with the subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 9/12) that (a) summarizes one of the main claims
made in the reading and (b) presents a question or comment about that claim. This assignment is due
no later than 4:30pm on the day of class and will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (15%): We expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation
from all students, in lecture as well as in recitation.

Policies
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late
DW assignments will be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes
will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you want to request either, please do so in advance.
• Academic Dishonesty: Plagiarism results in failure in the class and referral to an academic dean.
Plagiarism includes: copying sentences or fragments from any source without quotes or references; not
citing every source used in your papers; citing internet information without proper citation; presenting
someone else’s work as your own; or copying verbatim from any source. You are subject to the CAS
guidelines on plagiarism: cas.nyu.edu/page/ug.academicintegrity.
• Academic Accommodations: Academic accommodations are available to any student with a chronic,
psychological, visual, mobility, or learning disability, or who is deaf or hard of hearing. Students should
please register with the Moses Center for Students with Disabilities at 212-998-4980.
NYU Henry and Lucy Moses Center for Students with Disabilities
726 Broadway, 2nd Floor
New York, NY 10003-6675
Voice/TTY Fax: 212-995-4114
Web site: http://www.nyu.edu/csd
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Schedule
Part 1: Theory
• Week 1 - Introduction
9/4 - Labor day
No reading
9/6 - Henry David Thoreau, “Walking
John Stuart Mill, “On nature”
• Week 2 - Value
9/11 - Allen Thompson, “Humanity” (EE)
Lori Gruen, “Conscious animals” (EE)
9/13 - Clare Palmer, “Living individuals” (EE)
Freya Mathews, “Deep ecology” (EP)
• Week 3 - Ethics
9/11 - Avram Hiller, “States of a↵airs” (EE)
Benjamin Hale, “Duty & obligation” (EE)
9/13 - Ronald Sandler, “Character” (EE)
Kyle Powys Whyte & Chris J. Cuomo, “Caring relations” (EE)
• Week 4 - Politics
9/25 - Derek Bell, “Justice” (EE)
Kerri Woods, “Environmental human rights” (EPT)
9/27 - Sheila Jasano↵, “Law” (EP)
A. Myrick Freeman III, “Economics” (EP)
• Week 5 - Rationality
10/2 - Garrett Hardin, “The tragedy of the commons”
Stephen Gardiner, “Cost-benefit paralysis”
10/4 - Jonathan Aldred, “Risk & precaution” (EE)
Kenneth Shockley, “Responsibility” (EE)
• Week 6 - Knowledge
10/9 - Fall break
No reading
10/11 - Sheila Jasano↵, “Cosmopolitan knowledge” (CCS)
Riley Dunlap and Aaron McCright, “Organized climate change denial” (CCS)
• Week 7 - Globalization
10/16 - Peter Singer, “Famine, a✏uence, and morality”
Paul Baer, “International justice” (CCS)
10/18 - John Broome, “The future versus the present”
Richard Howarth, “Intergenerational justice” (CCS)
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Part 2: Practice
• Week 8 - Consumption
10/23 - Kristin Shrader-Frechette, “Energy” (EP)
Bryan Norton, “Sustainability” (EE)
10/25 - Anna Lappe, “The climate crisis at the end of our fork”
Andrew Szasz, “Is green consumption part of the solution?” (CSS)
• Week 9 - Pollution
10/30 - Kevin Elliott, “Pollution” (EE)
Jennifer Clapp, “The distancing of waste”
11/1 - Henry Shue, “Global environment and international inequality”
Henry Shue, “Subsistence emissions and luxury emissions”
• Week 10 - Population
11/6 - Elizabeth Cripps, “Population” (EE)
Diana Coole, “Population, environmental discourse, and sustainability” (EPT)
11/8 - Jeremy David Bendik-Keymer and Chris Haufe, “Mass extinction” (EE)
Lori Gruen, “Animals in the wild”
• Week 11 - Development
11/13 - Stephen Gardiner, “Geoengineering” (EE)
Lori Gruen, “Technology” (EP)
11/15 - Marion Hourdequin, “Ecosystem management” (EE)
Mark Woods, “Wilderness” (EP)
• Week 12 - Climate change
11/20 - Stephen Gardiner, “A perfect moral storm”
Robyn Eckersley, “Responsibility for climate change as a structural injustice” (EPT)
11/22 - Thanksgiving
No class
• Week 13 - Liberalism, democracy, and capitalism
11/27 - Adrian Parr, “Capital, environmental degradation, and economic externalization” (EPT)
Elisabeth Ellis, “Democracy as constraint and possibility for environmental action” (EPT)
11/29 - Rafi Youatt, “Interspecies” (EPT)
Catriona Sandilands, “Floral sensations” (EPT)
• Week 14 - Humans, animals, and the environment
12/4 - Chris Cuomo, “Gender” (EE)
Luke Cole & Sheila Foster, “Environmental racism”
12/6 - Joan Martinez-Alier, “Global environmental justice and the environmentalism of the poor” (EPT)
Kyle Whyte, “Indigenous environmental movements and the function of governance” (EPT)
• Week 15 - Activism, advocacy, and philanthropy
12/11 - Ben Minteer, “Pragmatism” (EE)
Emily Ray & Sean Parson, “Reimagining radical environmentalism” (EPT)
12/12 - Robert Figueroa & Claudia Mills, “Environmental justice” (EP)
Ned Hettinger, “Environmental disobedience” (EP)
12/13 - Andrew Fiala, “Playing a requiem on the Titanic”
Brian Treanor, “Hope in the age of the Anthropocene”
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First-Year Seminar
Ethics and Speech
Fall 2017

Description
This course is an introduction to moral and political philosophy with special focus on speech. We will start
with a survey of moral and political philosophy. Is morality more a matter of promoting happiness, respecting
rights, or cultivating virtue, and is justice more a matter of equality, liberty, or community? We will then
consider a variety of practical questions concerning speech including: What is the di↵erence between education,
manipulation, and propaganda? How should we morally and politically evaluate o↵ensive speech, and what
role if any should identity, privilege, and oppression play in these evaluations? Finally, what limits if any
should the state place on free speech and why? Along the way, we will also consider the relevance of slurs,
microaggressions, outing, social media, and more.

General Information
• Time: T/R 3:30-4:45
• Place: TBD

• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@unc.edu
• Office: Caldwell #207B

• Office hours: T/R 5:00-6:00

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required books for this class are:
• Julia Driver, Ethics: The Fundamentals

• William Lycan, Philosophy of Language: A Contemporary Introduction
• Will Kymlicka, Contemporary Political Philosophy: An Introduction
• Seanna Shi↵rin, Speech Matters

You can find these books at the UNC-Chapel Hill bookstore as well as online. All readings not from the required
books will be posted on Sakai and/or distributed by email.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (60%): You will write two research papers and submit them by email to je↵sebo@unc.edu. For
each paper, you can either create your own prompt (provided that you clear it with me in advance) or
select from prompts that I create. Your first paper (30%) will be 8 pages long and due at 4pm on XXX,
and your second paper (30%) will be 8 pages long and due at 4pm on XXX.
• Daily Writing (15%): Prior to each session, you will send an email to phil163dw@gmail.com with the
subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 1/17) that (a) summarizes one of the main claims made
in the reading and (b) presents a question or comment about that claim. Your DW can be brief (4-6
sentences), but it must demonstrate that you did the reading carefully and critically. This assignment is
due no later than 2pm on the day of class. DWs will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Presentation (15%): Each student will give a 10 minute presentation about a real world example of the
topic of discussion for that day of class. You should spend roughly half of your presentation describing
the case study and roughly half of your presentation drawing connections with the topic of discussion.
• Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from all students. You
can participate by speaking in class, attending office hours, posting articles through Sakai, and more. My
assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
UNC Writing Center Handout on Plagiarism, available online, for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late DW
assignments will be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes will be
granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like to request either, please do so in advance.
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Schedule
• Week 1 - Introduction
8/22 - Introduction
8/24 - Dale Jamieson, “Human morality”
• Week 2 - Moral and political philosophy 1
8/29 - Julia Driver, “Consequentialism”
8/31 - Julia Driver, “Kantian ethics”
• Week 3 - Moral and political philosophy 2
9/5 - Julia Driver, “Virtue ethics”
9/7 - Will Kymlicka, “Liberal equality”
• Week 4 - Moral and political philosophy 3
9/12 - Will Kymlicka, “Libertarianism”
9/14 - Will Kymlicka, “Communitarianism”
• Week 5 - The nature of speech
9/19 - William Lycan, “Speech acts and illocutionary force”
9/21 - William Lycan, “Implicative relations”
• Week 6 - The value of speech
9/26 - John Stuart Mill, “On liberty”
9/28 - Elizabeth Anderson, “The epistemology of democracy”
• Week 7 - Education and manipulation
10/3 - Paulo Freire, “Pedagogy of the oppressed”
10/5 - Iris Marion Young, “Activist challenges to deliberative democracy”
• Week 8 - Lying, bullshit, and propaganda
10/10 - Seanna Shi↵rin, “Lies and the murderer next door”
10/12 - Harry Frankfurt, “On bullshit,” Jason Stanley, “Language as a mechanism of control”
• Week 9 - Dogwhistles
10/17 - Jennifer Saul, “Dogwhistles, political manipulation, and the philosophy of language”
10/19 - Fall break - no class
• Week 10 - Oppression
10/24 - Kristie Dotson, “Tracking epistemic violence, tracking practices of silencing”
10/26 - Nora Berenstain, “Epistemic exploitation”
• Week 11 - Marginalization
10/31 - Ishani Maitra, “Subordinating speech”
11/2 - Cassie Herbert & Rebecca Kukla, “The pragmatics of peripheral speech”
• Week 12 - Slurs
11/7 - Elizabeth Camp, “Slurring perspectives”
11/9 - Kenneth Himma, “On the definition of unconscionable racial and sexual slurs”
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• Week 13 - Microaggressions
11/14 - Derald Wing Sue, “The manifestation of racial, gender, and sexual-orientation microaggressions”
11/16 - Greg Lukiano↵ and Jon Haidt, “The coddling of the American mind”
• Week 14 - Outing
11/21 - Raja Halwani, “Outing and virtue ethics”
11/23 - Thanksgiving break - No class
• Week 15 - Censorship
11/28 - Seanna Shi↵rin, “Lying and freedom of speech”
11/30 - David Brink, “Millian principles, freedom of expression, and hate speech”
• Week 16 - The frontiers of speech
12/5 - Karen Frost-Arnold, “The epistemic pitfalls of internet accountability”
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Food, Animals, & The Environment
Fall 2015

Description
This course examines the impacts of contemporary food systems on humans, animals, and the environment, as
well as the ethical questions that these impacts raise for food production, consumption, activism, and advocacy.
We start with a survey of ethical theory. Do we have moral obligations to animals and the environment? Is
morality a matter of intentions, consequences, relationships, or something else? We then discuss the welfare
and environmental impacts of industrial food, local food, organic food, GMOs, and more. Finally, we consider
the ethical questions these impacts raise in everyday life, including questions about individual vs. collective
responsibility; abolition vs. regulation; consumer vs. political activism; intersectional vs. single-issue activism;
legal vs. illegal activism; and more.

General Information
• Time: T/R 2:00-3:15
• Place: VN G311

• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@unc.edu

• Office: Caldwell Hall #207B
• Office hours: T/R 3:30-4:30

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required books for this class are:
• Anna Lappé, Diet for a Hot Planet
• James McWilliams, Just Food

• Timothy Pachirat, Every Twelve Seconds: Industrialized Slaughter and the Politics of Sight
• Jonathan Safran-Foer, Eating Animals

You can find these books at the UNC-Chapel Hill bookstore as well as online. All readings not from the required
books will be distributed by email.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Exams (75%): You will complete three take-home exams for this course. Each exam will consist of short
essay questions that draw from all of the lectures and readings up until that point. The first exam (20%)
will be about six pages long and will be due on 9/26; the second (25%) will be about eight pages long
and will be due on 11/7; and the third (30%) will be about ten pages long and will be due the same day
as (and will take the place of) our final exam.
• Daily Questions (15%): At least one hour prior to each session, you will send me an email with (1) a
one-sentence description of one of the main claims from that day’s reading and (2) a question or comment
about this claim. These will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from
all students. My assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of
your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
UNC Writing Center Handout on Plagiarism, available online, for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will be accepted, but will lose 1/3 letter grade for each
day late. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like
to request either, please do so well before the due date.
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Schedule
• Part 1 - Moral Theory
8/18 - Paul Thompson, “You are NOT what you eat”
8/20 - Peter Singer, “All animals are equal”
8/25 - Tom Regan, “Human and animal rights”
8/27 - Rosalind Hursthouse, “Applying virtue ethics to our treatment of the other animals”
• Part 2 - Political Theory
9/1 - Peter Singer, “Famine, a✏uence, and morality”
9/3 - Garrett Hardin, “The tragedy of the commons”
9/8 - Henry Shue, “Global environment and international inequality”
9/10 - Wilfred Beckerman, “Sustainable development and our duties to future generations”
• Part 3 - Industrial Animal Agriculture
9/15 - Peter Singer, “Down on the factory farm”
9/17 - Timothy Pachirat, “Kill floor,” “A politics of sight”
9/22 - Jonathan Safran Foer, “Influence / speechlessness,” “Slices of paradise / pieces of shit”
9/24 - Anna Lappé, “The climate crisis at the end of our fork”
• Part 4 - Alternatives to Industrial Animal Agriculture
9/29 - James McWilliams, “Food miles or friendly miles?”
10/1 - James McWilliams, “Organic panic”
10/6 - Paul Thompson, “Green revolution food technology and its discontents”
10/8 - Paul Thompson, “Ethics, Risk, and the Future of Food”
• Part 5
10/13 10/15 10/20 10/22 -

- The Ethics of Food Production
David Wolfson and Mariann Sullivan, “Foxes in the hen house”
Fall Break - No Reading
Patricia Werhane & Edward Freeman, “Corporate responsibility”
Shelly Kagan, “Singer on killing animals”

• Part 6 - The Ethics of Food Consumption
10/27 - NY Times Contest, “In defense of eating meat”
10/29 - Cora Diamond, “Eating meat and eating people”
11/3 - Shelly Kagan, “Do I make a di↵erence?”
11/5 - Michael Maniates, “Individualization: plant a tree, buy a bike, save the world?”
• Part 7
11/10 11/12 11/17 11/19 -

- The Ethics of Food Advocacy
Julie Guthman, “‘If they only knew’: the unbearable whiteness of alternative food”
Eric Holt-Giménez, “Food security, food justice, or food sovereignty?”
Gary Francione and Robert Garner, “The animal rights debate”
Iris Marion Young, “Activist challenges to deliberative democracy”

• Part 8 - The Ethics of Food Activism
11/24 - Ned Hettinger, “Environmental disobedience”
11/26 - Thanksgiving Break - No Reading
12/1 - James and Grace Lee Boggs, “Revolution and evolution”
12/5 - Optional Session - Final Paper Due
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Life and Death
Summer 2009

Description
This course will examine life and death from three philosophical perspectives:
• Metaphysics: What is the nature of life and death? What does it take to be alive, and what does it
take to die? Is it possible to have an afterlife? If I destroy your body and then create an exact replica,
am I keeping you alive or replacing you with someone else? Does it matter?
• Ethics: What is the value of life and death? Do we have moral duties to animals and plants? What
about embryos and corpses, and past and future generations? Is life a gift, and is death a harm? Is there
a moral di↵erence between killing and letting die?
• Existentialism: What is the meaning of life and death? Does life have a purpose? Is life worth living?
How should we think and feel about our own death? If you could live forever, or repeat this life an infinite
number of times, would you want to?

General Information
• Time: M/T/W/R 1:30–3:05

• Place: 5 Washington Place, #201
• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@gmail.com

• Office: 5 Washington Place, #607

• Office hours: T 11:00-12:00 or by appointment
• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required books for this course are:
• Simone de Beauvoir, The Ethics of Ambiguity

• Fred Feldman, Confrontations with the Reaper
• Hermann Hesse, Siddhartha

• John Perry, A Dialogue on Personal Identity and Immortality
All readings not from one of the required books will be posted on blackboard.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (60%): There will be three paper assignments. Paper 1 (15%) will cover metaphysics, Paper 2
(20%) will cover existentialism, and Paper 3 (25%) will cover ethics.
• Quizzes (30%): Each lecture will begin with a short quiz covering that day’s reading and the previous
day’s lecture. These quizzes are designed to be easy if you do the reading and come to class.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): I want this to be a discussion-based class, so I encourage you
to talk as much as you like.
• Extra Credit: In exchange for a 1/3 letter bump in your final grade, you can give a 15 minute presentation about a particular culture’s or religion’s views on life and death. You can choose any culture or
religion that you like, but I think it would be great if you challenged yourself by picking one other than
your own.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can assist
you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
NYU College of Arts and Science policy on Academic Integrity for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Since part of the purpose of the quizzes is to reward regular attendance, I will not give make-up quizzes except in very exceptional circumstances. Late papers will be
accepted, but will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only
in exceptional circumstances. If you would like to request either, please do it well before the due date.
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Schedule
Week 1: The Nature of Life
•
•
•
•

5/18
5/19
5/20
5/21

-

Introduction
Fred Feldman, “Life-Functional Theories of Life”
Fred Feldman, “Vitalist Theories of Life”
Fred Feldman, “The Enigma of Death”

Week 2: The Nature of Death
•
•
•
•
•

5/25 - Holiday: Memorial Day
5/26 - John Perry, “First Night”
5/27 - John Perry, “Second Night”
5/28 - John Perry, “Third Night,” Phillip K. Dick, “Impostor”
5/30 - Paper 1 due

Week 3: The Value of Life
•
•
•
•

6/1
6/2
6/3
6/4

-

Peter Singer, “All Animals Are Equal”
Mary Ann Warren, “On the Moral and Legal Status of Abortion”
James Rachels, “Active and Passive Euthanasia”
Derek Parfit, “The Non-Identity Problem”

Week 4: The Value of Death
•
•
•
•
•

6/8 - Thomas Nagel, “Death”
6/9 - Judith Jarvis Thomson, “Killing, Letting Die, and the Trolley Problem”
6/10 - Peter Singer, “Famine, A✏uence, and Morality”
6/11 - Movie: Six Feet Under, “Pilot”
6/13 - Paper 2 due

Week 5: The Meaning of Life
•
•
•
•

6/15
6/16
6/17
6/18

-

Hermann Hesse, Siddhartha
Albert Camus, “The Myth of Sisyphus”
Simone de Beauvoir, “Ambiguity and Freedom”
Simone de Beauvoir, “The Positive Aspect of Ambiguity”

Week 6: The Meaning of Death
•
•
•
•
•

6/22 - Martin Heidegger, “Being Towards Death”
6/23 - Friedrich Nietzsche, “The Greatest Weight”
6/24 - Bernard Williams, “The Makropulos Case: Reflections on the Tedium of Immortality”
6/25 - David Velleman, “So It Goes”
6/27 - Paper 3 due
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Logic
Spring 2011

Description
An introduction to the basic techniques of sentential and predicate logic. Students learn how to put arguments
from ordinary language into symbols, how to construct derivations within a formal system, and how to ascertain
validity using truth tables or models.

General Information
• Time: T/Th 11:00–12:15

• Place: Kimmel Center, #804
• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@gmail.com

• Office: 5 Washington Place, #607

• Office hours: T 11:00-12:00 or by appointment
• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required text for this course is Language, Proof and Logic by Jon Barwise and John Etchemendy. You can
find these books at Bluestockings (172 Allen Street between Stanton and Rivington) as well as online. Note
that, since we will be using the software that comes with this book, you must purchase a new copy, and you
cannot share a copy with another student.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Daily Homework: After most classes, you will be assigned a series of problems from the book. Some
of them will be submitted online; these will be graded pass/fail, and will together count for 50% of your
grade. Other problems will not be submitted online, but will rather be discussed in the following lecture.
These will not be graded, but I strongly recommend that you do them.
• Exams: We will have 3 exams. The first two will each count for 15% of your final grade, and the final
exam will count for 20%. They will all be taken in class.
• Attendance and Participation: I will take attendance on random days, and will occasionally call on
people to present their homework. If you are not there, this will result in a deduction from your final
grade. Repeated absences may result in losing an entire letter grade for the course (e.g. B+ to C+).

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
NYU College of Arts and Science policy on Academic Integrity for more information.
• Extensions/Incompletes: Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances.
If you would like to request either, please do it well before the due date.
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Schedule
• 1/24 - Introduction
Read: Introduction (up to page 10)
Submit online (by 12am on 1/25): 1-10 on p.8-10
• 1/26 - Atomic Sentences
Read: 1.1-1.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 1/30): 1.2-1.5
• 1/31 - Logic of Atomic Sentences
Read: 2.1-2.2
Homework (submit by 12am on 2/1): 2.2, 2.6, 2.8-2.13
• 2/2 - Logic of Atomic Sentences
Read: 2.3-2.5
Homework (submit by 12am on 2/5): 2.17-2.20, 2.24-2.27
• 2/7 - Boolean Connectives
Read: 3.1-3.7
Homework (submit by 12am on 2/8): 3.2, 3.3, 3.6, 3.9, 3.24
• 2/9 - Logic of Boolean Connectives
Read: 4.1
Homework (submit by 12am on 2/13): 4.2, 4.4-4.7
• 2/14 - Logic of Boolean Connectives
Read: 4.2-4.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 2/15): 4.12-4.14, 4.20, 4.21, 4.27, 4.28
• 2/16 - First Exam
• 2/21- No class
• 10/4 - 2/23 - Methods of Proof for Boolean Connectives
Read: 5.1-5.3
Homework (submit by 12am on 2/27): 5.1, 5.5, 5.6, 5.7, 5.11, 5.17, 5.18
• 2/28 - Formal Proofs and Boolean Connectives
Read: 6.1-6.2
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/1): 6.2-6.6
• 3/2 - Formal Proofs and Boolean Connectives
Read: 6.3-6.6
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/6): 6.9, 6.10, 6.18, 6.19, 6.28, 6.29, 6.31
• 3/7 Conditionals
Read: 7.1-7.3
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/8): 7.1-7.4, 7.10, 7.12, 7.13
• 3/9 - Logic of Conditionals
Read: 8.1, 8.2, 8.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/20): 8.1, 8.18-8.21, 8.44, 8.48
• 3/14 - No class
• 3/16 - No class
• 3/21- Introduction to Quantifiers
Read: 9.1-9.3
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/22): 9.1-9.3
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• 3/23 - Introduction to Quantifiers
Read: 9.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/27): 9.5, 9.6
• 3/28 - Introduction to Quantifiers
Read: 9.5, 9.6
Homework (submit by 12am on 3/29): 9.9, 9.12, 9.16, 9.17
• 3/30 - Second Exam
• 4/4 - Logic of Quantifiers
Read: 10.1-10.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 4/5): 10.2-10.4, 10.9, 10.11, 10.16, 10.22, 10.24
• 4/6 - Multiple Quantifiers
Read: 11.1-11.2
Homework (submit by 12am on 4/10): 11.4, 11.5, 11.6, 11.9, 11.11
• 4/11- Multiple Quantifiers
Read: 11.3-11.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 4/12): 11.17, 11.20
• 4/13 - Multiple Quantifiers Read: 11.5, 11.8
Homework (submit by 12am on 4/17): 11.39
• 4/18 - Methods of Proof for Quantifiers
Read: 12.1, 12.2
No Homework
• 4/20 - Methods of Proof for Quantifiers
Read: 12.3, 12.4
Homework (submit by 12am on 4/24): 12.4, 12.5, 12.16-12.18
• 4/25 - Methods of Proof for Quantifiers
Read: 13.1, 13.2
Homework (submit by 12am on 4/26): 13.2-13.4, 13.11, 13.12, 13.17
• 4/27 - Formal Proofs and Quantifiers
Read: 13.3, 13.5
Homework (submit by 12am on 5/1): 13.23, 13.33, 13.35, 13.43, 13.45
• 5/2 - More about Quantifiers
Read: 14.1, 14.2
Homework (submit by 12am on 5/3): 14.3, 14.10, 14.11, 14.12
• 5/4 - Review Day
No Reading
No Homework
• 5/9 Final exam
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Philosophy 180:
Philosophy of Comedy
Fall 2016
UNC Chapel Hill
TR 3:30pm–4:45pm
Frederick Brooks Building 009
Prof. Matthew Kotzen
PHIL 180-001
kotzen@email.unc.edu
Caldwell Hall 102B
Oﬃce Hours: TR 2pm-3pm

Prof. Jeﬀ Sebo
PHIL 180-002
jeﬀsebo@email.unc.edu
Caldwell Hall 207B
Oﬃce Hours: TR 4:45pm-5:45pm

Course Description
This is a course on various philosophical issues related to laughter and humor. The course
is roughly divided into three sections, though part of the aim of the course is to explore
connections between these sections: 1) Historical and contemporary philosophical theories
of humor; 2) Connections between more traditional issues in philosophical aesthetics and
the philosophy of humor; and 3) Moral questions about humor, including the question of
what makes some jokes racist/sexist/heterosexist/etc and the question of how humor and
morality interact.

Readings
You will need to purchase the following texts:
Inside Jokes by R. Adams, D. Dennett, and M. Hurley (IJ)
Humour: A Very Short Introduction by Noel Carroll (HAVSI)
Beauty: A Very Short Introduction by Roger Scruton (BAVSI)
The other readings will be made available on Sakai.
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Course Requirements
Your grade will be calculated as follows:
Daily Writing: 15%
Midterm: 25%
Final Paper (2500 words, approximately 10 pgs.): 25%
Final Exam: 25%
Class participation: 10%
On average, you should expect to spend approximately 4–5 hours per week doing the
assigned reading and completing the Daily Writing assignments. If you aren’t able to make
this time commitment, you shouldn’t take the course.

Daily Writing
For each class period, you are required to complete a short Daily Writing assignment, to be
submitted through the Sakai Drop Box feature. The Daily Writing assignment should be
approximately 250–300 words. For each assignment, select a claim, argument, example, or
other noteworthy element of that day’s reading assignment, briefly summarize the relevant
point, and then explain your reaction to it. Daily Writing assignments will receive full credit
if they are submitted by 2:30pm and make a good-faith eﬀort to meaningfully engage with
the reading. Daily Writing assignments will be accepted for half-credit up to 24 hours late.
After that, the assignment will receive no credit. Please do not modify your submission in
the Sakai Drop Box after the deadline, as it will be impossible to confirm that you submitted
your assignment on time.

Late Policy
The Late Policy for Daily Writing assignments is explained above. All requests to take the
Midterm or Final Exam at a time other than the scheduled time must go through the Oﬃce
of the Dean of Students (https://deanofstudents.unc.edu/). Late Final Papers will be
penalized one-third of a letter grade for each calendar day (or part thereof) that they are
late.

Accommodations
If you require reasonable accommodations for a documented disability, you must register
with ARS (https://accessibility.unc.edu/). Once we receive ARS’s recommendations,
we will work with you to implement them as appropriate.
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Outside Sources
Please do not refer to any sources other than the assigned readings in your Daily Writing
assignments or Final Paper. The one exception is the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
(available at http://plato.stanford.edu/), which is very useful for general background
reading on philosophical terms and topics.

Plagiarism
The UNC Instrument of Student Governance defines plagiarism as “deliberate or reckless
representation of another’s words, thoughts, or ideas as one’s own without attribution in
connection with submission of academic work, whether graded or otherwise.” You are on
your Honor not to commit plagiarism or other forms of academic dishonesty, and we must
report any suspected cases of academic dishonesty to the Honor Court.
In your Final Paper, you may use whichever standard citation convention that you’d
like (Chicago Manual of Style, MLA, footnotes, endnotes, etc.), as long as you apply that
convention consistently. But any words that you borrow from any external source must
appear in quotation marks, and you must provide some sort of internal citation (e.g., a
footnote or endnote) indicating where those words came from. It is also a form of plagiarism
to closely paraphrase text from an external source without proper citation, changing a few
of the words but imitating the structure of the external source. Text that appears in your
papers outside of quotation marks must be your own words, and those words must be
presented within your own sentential and organizational structure.
In addition, please bear in mind that plagiarism can be committed non-deliberately;
if you are reckless in your use of other people’s words or ideas, then you have committed
plagiarism even if you didn’t mean to do so. If you have any questions at all about proper
citation of other people’s words or ideas in the course, please don’t hesitate to come talk
to us about them.

Course Schedule
8/23: Course Overview

Historical and Contemporary Theories of Humor
8/25 and 8/30: Plato, Aristotle, Cicero, Hobbes, Descartes, and Hutcheson. Read pp. 10–
40 of The Philosophy of Laughter and Humor (Sakai).
9/1 and 9/6: Kant, Schopenhauer, Kierkegaard, Freud, Spencer, and Bergson. Read pp.
45–64, 83–89, and 99–126 of The Philosophy of Laughter and Humor (Sakai).
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9/8: Flickering. Read LaFollette and Shanks, “Belief and the Basis of Humor” (Sakai).
9/13 and 9/15: Play Theory. Read Morreall, Comic Relief Chapters 1–3 (Sakai).
9/20 and 9/22: Carroll on Humor. For 9/20, read HAVSI Chapter 1. For 9/22, read HAVSI
Chapter 2.
9/27 and 9/29: The Science of Humor. For 9/27, read Ruch, “Psychology of humor” (Sakai).
For 9/29, read Attardo, “A primer for the linguistics of humor” (Sakai).
10/4, 10/6, and 10/11: Adams, Dennett, and Hurley’s Computational Theory. For 10/4
and 10/6, read IJ Chapters 1–3 and 5–7. For 10/11, read IJ Chapters 8–10.
10/13: Catch-up and Midterm Review
10/18: In-class Midterm
10/20: NO CLASS – FALL BREAK

The Aesthetics of Humor
10/25: Taste. Read Hume, “Of The Standard of Taste” (Sakai).
10/27, 11/1, and 11/3: Background in Aesthetics. For 10/27, read Chapters 1 and 3 of
BAVSI. For 11/1, read Chapters 4–6 of BAVSI. For 11/3, read Chapters 8 and 9 of BAVSI.
11/8 and 11/10: Humor as an Aesthetic Concept. For 11/8, read Hartz and Hunt, “The
Beauty and the Beast” Section IV (Sakai) and Morreall, Comic Relief Chapter 4 (Sakai).
For 11/10, read Carroll, “Horror and Humor” (Sakai).
11/15: Humor in the Arts. Read Klein, Art and Laughter Chapters 3, 5, and 6 (Sakai).

The Ethics of Humor
11/17, 11/22, and 11/29: The Applied Ethics of Humor. For 11/17, read Bergmann, “How
Many Feminists Does It Take to Make a Joke?” (Sakai) and Philips, “Racist Acts and
Racist Humor” (Sakai). For 11/22, read Smuts, “The Ethics of Humor: Can Your Sense
of Humor be Wrong?” (Sakai) and Anderson, “Racist Humor” (Sakai). For 11/29, read
Morreall, Comic Relief Chapter 6 (Sakai) and Swift, “A Modest Proposal” (Sakai).
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12/1: Humor and Feminism. Read Mizejewski, Introduction to Pretty/Funny (Sakai).
12/6: Aesthetic-Ethical Interaction. Read Stecker, “The Interaction of Ethical and Aesthetic Value” (Sakai).
Final Paper due on Friday 12/9 at 5pm.
12/15 at 4pm: Final Exam. The Final Exam will be a two-hour exam, and will end at
6pm.
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Philosophy of Law
Summer 2010

Description
This course is an introduction to philosophy of law. We start by considering the nature of law. What is law,
and what is the relationship between law and morality? We then consider philosophical questions about some of
the central concepts in law, including contracts, property, causality, responsibility, and interpretation. We also
consider special problems that arise in the case of international law. Finally, we consider critiques of traditional
approaches to philosophy of law, and we consider feminism and critical race theory as alternative approaches.
Our readings draw from historical as well as contemporary sources. The course is discussion-based, with each
student doing at least one in-class presentation on a topic of their choice.

General Information
• Time: M/T/W/R 11:30–1:05
• Place: 194 Mercer, #201

• Instructors: Colin Marshall and Je↵ Sebo

• Email: crm281@nyu.edu and je↵sebo@gmail.com
• Office: 5 Washington Place, #607
• Office hours: by appointment

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required book for this course is Larry May and Je↵ Brown, Philosophy of Law. All readings not from this
book will be posted on blackboard.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (50%): Three papers, due at the end of the 2nd, 4th and 6th weeks of class. Each paper should
present a carefully developed criticism of one of the readings. The first paper should be in the range of 2-4
pages, the second 3-5 pages and the third 6-8 pages. Any of the papers may be based on the presentation.
The third paper can be an expanded and developed version of the first or second. The papers will count
for 10%, 15% and 25% of the final grade, respectively.
• Quizzes (30%): Each lecture will begin with a short quiz covering that day’s reading and the previous
day’s lecture.
• Presentation (20%): Each student will be required to sign up for one 15-20 minute in-class presentation
on one of the readings. The presentation should both summarize the central claims and arguments of the
reading and present the student’s own evaluation.
• Attendance and Participation: Everyone is expected to regularly contribute to class discussion. Failing to do so may result in a reduction of the final grade (up to a whole letter grade).

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let us know so that we can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
NYU College of Arts and Science policy on Academic Integrity for more information.
• Late Work/Extensions/Incompletes: Since part of the purpose of the quizzes is to reward regular attendance, we will not give make-up quizzes except in very exceptional circumstances. Extensions and
incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like to request either, please
do it well before the due date.

2

Schedule
Week 1: Introduction and Jurisprudence
•
•
•
•

6/28 - Introduction
6/29 - John Austin, “The Province of Jurisprudence Determined: Lecture 1”
6/30 - Oliver Wendell Holmes, Jr., “The Path of the Law”
7/1 - H.L.A. Hart, “The Concept of Law”

Week 2: Jurisprudence
•
•
•
•

7/5
7/6
7/7
7/8

-

NYU Closed - NO CLASS
Ronald Dworkin, “The Model of Rules I”
Michael Moore, “Law as Justice”
Richard Posner, “The Economic Approach to Law”

Week 3: Contracts and Property
•
•
•
•

7/12
7/13
7/14
7/15

-

Thomas Hobbes, “Of the First and Second Natural Laws, and of Contracts”
Charles Fried, “Contract as Promise”
John Locke, “Of Property” and Robert Nozick, “Locke’s Theory of Acquisition”
A.M. Honoré, “Property, Title, and Redistribution” (First Paper Due)

Week 4: Torts and Criminal Law
•
•
•
•

7/19
7/20
7/21
7/22

-

H.L.A. Hart and A.M. Honoré, “Causation and Responsibility”
Joel Feinberg, “Sua Culpa”
John Stuart Mill, “On Liberty”
Patrick Devlin, “The Enforcement of Morals” (Second Paper Due)

Week 5: Constitutional Law and International Law
•
•
•
•

7/26
7/27
7/28
7/29

-

Ronald Dworkin, “Constitutional Cases”
Stephen Munzer and James Nickel, “Does the Constitution Mean What It Always Meant?”
Antonin Scalia, “Constitutional Interpretation the Old Fashioned Way”
H.L.A. Hart, “International Law”

Week 6: International Law and Critical Theory
•
•
•
•

8/1
8/2
8/3
8/4

-

Fernando R. Tesón, “A Philosophy of International Law”
Kimberlé Crenshaw, Neil Gotanda, Gary Peller, Kendall Thomas, “Critical Race Theory”
Patricia Smith, “Feminist Legal Critics: The Reluctant Radicals”
Concluding Discussion
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Political Theory and Animals
Spring 2013

Description
This course is an introduction to political theory, with an emphasis on how the central concepts of political
theory apply to nonhuman animals. We will split our discussion into two main sections:
• Theory: What is the relationship between moral theory and political theory? If animals have moral
status, then do they (or should they) have political and legal status too? We will consider these issues
from a number of political perspectives, including utilitarianism, liberalism, communitarianism, marxism,
feminism, and anarchism.
• Practice: How do these ideas apply to particular animals in particular situations? For example, should
domesticated animals count as citizens? Should wild animals count as sovereign communities? What
rights, if any, should animals have with respect to trials, contracts, property, and representation? And
how can we put these ideas into practice?

General Information
• Time: Th 5:00–7:30
• Place: GODD B04

• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@gmail.com
• Office: 285 Mercer, #902

• Office hours: W 1:00-2:00 or by appointment
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Readings
The required books for this class are:
• Alasdair Cochrane, An Introduction to Animals and Political Theory

• Sue Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, Zoopolis: A Political Theory of Animal Rights
• Joan Scha↵ner, An Introduction to Animals and the Law

• Kimberly Smith, Governing Animals: Animal Welfare and the Liberal State
You can find these books at Bluestockings (172 Allen Street between Stanton and Rivington) as well as online.
All readings not from the required book will be posted on blackboard.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (70%): You will write two papers explaining and evaluating the views and arguments discussed
in class. The first paper will be due on 3/17 and the second will be due on 5/12. Each paper will be
about 10 pages long and will count for 35% of your final grade.
• Presentations (10%): You will give a 10-15 minute presentation. For your presentation, you will pick a
political community and describe that political community’s laws regarding nonhuman animals. You can
pick any political community that you like, contemporary or historical, except the United States.
• Daily Questions (10%): At least one hour before each session, you will send me an email with (a) a
short summary of one of the main claims from each assigned reading, and (b) a question or comment
about that claim. These will be graded on a pass/fail basis.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from
all students. My assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of
your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
NYU College of Arts and Science policy on Academic Integrity for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will be accepted, but will lose 1/3 letter grade for each
day late. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like
to request either, please do it well before the due date.
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Schedule
• 1/31 - Introduction
Alasdair Cochrane, “Introduction: animals and political theory”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Animals in the history of political thought”
• 2/7 - Utilitarianism
John Stuart Mill, “Utilitarianism,” “On liberty”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Utilitarianism and animals”
• 2/14 - Liberalism
John Rawls, “A theory of justice”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Utilitarianism and animals”
• 2/21 - Communitarianism
Charles Taylor, “Sources of the self”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Communitarianism and animals”
• 2/28 - Marxism
Karl Marx, “The communist manifesto”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Marxism and animals”
• 3/7 - Feminism
Carol Gilligan, “In a di↵erent voice”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Feminism and animals”
• 3/14 - Anarchism
William Godwin, “An enquiry concerning political justice”
Brian Dominick, “Animal liberation and social revolution”
• 3/28 - Moral Status
Sue Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, “Universal basic rights for animals”
Alasdair Cochrane, “Animal rights without liberation”
• 4/4 - Legal Status
Joan Scha↵ner, “Anti-cruelty laws”
Joan Scha↵ner, “Animal welfare laws”
• 4/11 - Domesticated Animals
Sue Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, “Extending animal rights via citizenship theory”
Sue Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, “Domesticated animal citizens”
• 4/18 - Wild Animals
Sue Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, “Wild animal sovereignty”
Sue Donaldson and Will Kymlicka, “Liminal animal denizens”
• 4/25 - Trials and Contracts
Kimberly Smith, “Trials”
Kimberly Smith, “Contracts”
• 5/2 - Property and Representation
Kimberly Smith, “Property”
Kimberly Smith, “Representation”
• 5/9 - Reform
Kimberly Smith, “Reform”
Will Potter, “The way home”
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Practical Ethics: Population Ethics
Spring 2017

Description
This course is an introduction to practical ethics with special focus on procreative ethics, population ethics,
and duties to future generations. We will start with a survey of moral philosophy. Is morality more a matter of
promoting happiness, respecting rights, or cultivating virtue? We will then consider some of the moral questions
involved with procreation, such as whether existence is a harm or benefit and whether or not we should avoid
contributing to overpopulation. Finally, we will consider some of the moral questions involved with duties to
future generations more generally, such as what kind of population would be ideal and how responsible we are
for bringing that population about and leaving these individuals a good world.

General Information
• Time: T/R 3:30-4:45

• Place: Stone Center 0209
• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@unc.edu
• Office: Caldwell #207B

• Office hours: T/R 5:00-6:00

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required books for this class are:
• Sarah Conly, One Child: Do We Have a Right to More?
• Julia Driver, Ethics: The Fundamentals
• Dale Jamieson, Reason in a Dark Time
• Derek Parfit, Reasons and Persons

You can find these books at the UNC-Chapel Hill bookstore as well as online. All readings not from the required
books will be posted on Sakai and/or distributed by email.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Exams (50%): You will have an in-class midterm as well as a final exam. Each will consist of multiple
choice , quote identification, True-False, and/or short answer questions. Your midterm, worth 25% of
your grade, will be on 3/2 at 3:30pm. Your final exam, worth 25% of your grade, will be on 5/2 at 4pm.
• Paper (25%): You will write a research paper and submit this paper by email to je↵sebo@unc.edu. For
this paper, you can either create your own prompt (provided that you clear it with me in advance) or
select from prompts that I create. This paper will be eight pages long and will be due at 4pm on 4/30.
• Daily Writing (15%): Prior to each session, you will send an email to phil163dw@gmail.com with the
subject heading Last Name Date (e.g. Smith 1/17) that (a) summarizes one of the main claims made
in the reading and (b) presents a question or comment about that claim. Your DW can be brief (4-6
sentences), but it must demonstrate that you did the reading carefully and critically. This assignment is
due no later than 2pm on the day of class. DWs will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from all students. You
can participate by speaking in class, attending office hours, posting articles through Sakai, and more. My
assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
UNC Writing Center Handout on Plagiarism, available online, for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will lose 1/3 letter grade for each day late. Late DW
assignments will be accepted for half credit up until the start of class. Extensions and incompletes will be
granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like to request either, please do so in advance.
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Schedule
• Week 1 - Introduction
1/12 - Introduction
• Week 2 - Utility
1/17 - Julia Driver, “Classical Utilitarianism”
1/19 - Julia Driver, “Contemporary Consequentialism”
• Week 3 - Rights
1/24 - Julia Driver, “Kantian Ethics”
1/26 - Julia Driver, “Social Contract Theory”
• Week 4 - Virtue
1/31 - Julia Driver, “Virtue Ethics”
2/2 - Julia Driver, “Feminist Ethics”
• Week 5 - Wellbeing
2/7 - Ben Bradley, “Hedonism,” “Desires”
2/9 - Ben Bradley, “Capabilities,” “Pluralism”
• Week 6 - Moral status
2/14 - Dale Jamieson, “Humans and other animals”
2/16 - Dale Jamieson, “The value of nature”
• Week 7 - Procreation
2/21 - David Benatar, “Why coming into existence is always a harm”
2/23 - Rivka Weinberg, “Is having children always wrong?”
• Week 8 - Midterm
2/28 - Review
3/2 - Midterm
• Week 9 - Making a di↵erence
3/7 - Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, “Global warming and individual moral obligation”
3/9 - Shelly Kagan, “Do I make a di↵erence?”
• Week 10 - Population control: theory
3/21 - Sarah Conly, “The right to a family”
3/23 - Sarah Conly, “The right to control your body”
• Week 11 - Population control: practice
3/28 - Sarah Conly, “Sanctions”
3/30 - Sarah Conly, “Unwanted consequences”
• Week 12 - The non-identity problem
4/4 - Derek Parfit, “The non-identity problem”
4/6 - Molly Gardner, “A harm-based solution to the non-identity problem”
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• Week 13 - The repugnant conclusion
4/11 - Derek Parfit, “The repugnant conclusion”
4/13 - Toby Ord, “Overpopulation or underpopulation?”
• Week 14 - Intergenerational justice
4/18 - Wilfred Beckerman, “Sustainable Development and our Obligations to Future Generations”
4/20 - Brian Barry, “Sustainability and Intergenerational Justice”
• Week 15 - The frontiers of ethics
4/25 - Dale Jamieson, “The frontiers of ethics”
4/27 - Review
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The Moral Self
Summer 2011

Description
This course will examine the nature of moral status. First, we will ask what it takes to have moral status. Do
you have to be alive? Sentient? Autonomous? Second, we will ask whether groups can have moral status. For
example, do nations, species, ecosystems, etc. have moral rights and/or duties? Third, we will ask whether parts
of individuals can have moral status. For example, if a person has multiple personality disorder (or multiple
personalities in a non-pathological sense), do their personalities have moral duties to each other? And do we
have moral duties to our past or future selves more generally? Finally, we will ask when in life moral status
begins and ends. Do we have moral duties to embryos and corpses? What about past and future generations?

General Information
• Time: M/W 6:00-9:00
• Place: TISC LC1

• Instructor: Je↵ Sebo

• Email: je↵sebo@gmail.com
• Office: 285 Mercer, #902

• Office hours: by appointment

• Course website: je↵sebo.net/teaching/
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Readings
The required books for this course are:
• David DeGrazia, Human Identity and Bioethics
• Derek Parfit, Reasons and Persons

• John Perry, A Dialogue on Personal Identity and Immortality
You can find the required books at Bluestockings (172 Allen Street between Stanton and Rivington) as well as
online. All readings not from the required book will be posted on blackboard.

Grading
Your grades will be determined as follows:
• Papers (70%): You can write either two 10-page papers (35% each) or one 20-page paper (70%) on the
topic of your choice. The first 10-page paper will be due 7/24 and the second 10-page paper/20-page
paper will be due 8/12. You must submit a proposal for each paper in advance, and, if you write a 20
page paper, you must submit an outline or draft by 8/5.
• Presentations (10%): Each student will give a brief summary and commentary on one of the course
readings.
• Daily Questions (10%): At least two hours prior to each lecture, you will send me an email with (1)
a one-sentence description of one of the main claims from each reading and (2) a question or comment
about this claim. These will be graded Pass/Fail.
• Attendance and Participation (10%): I expect regular attendance and thoughtful participation from
all students. My assessment of the quality of your performance on these items will account for 10% of
your grade.

Policies
• Laptops/Cell Phones: Laptops are allowed, but only for taking notes. Cell phones must be on silent.
• Special Accommodations: If you need special accommodations, please let me know so that I can properly
assist you.
• Academic Integrity: Plagiarism and other forms of academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. See the
NYU College of Arts and Science policy on Academic Integrity for more information.
• Late Papers/Extensions/Incompletes: Late papers will be accepted, but will lose 1/3 letter grade for each
day late. Extensions and incompletes will be granted only in exceptional circumstances. If you would like
to request either, please do it well before the due date.
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Schedule
• 7/6 - Life
Albert Schweitzer, “The Ethics of Reverence for Life”
Fred Feldman, “Life Functional-Theories of Life,” “Vitalist Theories of Life”
• 7/11 - Sentience
Peter Singer, “All Animals Are Equal”
Colin Allen, “Animal Pain”
• 7/13 - Autonomy
Immanuel Kant, “Groundwork for the Metaphysics of Morals”
John Christman, “Autonomy in Moral and Political Philosophy”
• 7/18 - Collective Duties
Michael Bratman, “Shared Agency”
Christopher Kutz, “Complicity”
• 7/20 - Collective Rights
Darlene Johnston, “Native Rights as Collective Rights: A Question of Group Self-Preservation”
Michael Hartney, “Some Confusions Concerning Collective Rights”
• 7/25 - Personal Identity
John Perry, A Dialogue Concerning Personal Identity and Immortality
David DeGrazia, “Human Persons: Numerical Identity and Essence”
• 7/27 - Psychological Continuity
Derek Parfit, “The Unimportance of Personal Identity”
Derek Parfit, “What Does Matter”
• 8/1 - Narrativity
Marya Schechtman, “The Narrative Self-Constitution View”
David DeGrazia, “Human Persons: Narrative Identity and Self-Creation”
• 8/3 - Multiplicity
Carol Rovane, “A Rational Reconstruction of Multiple Personality Disorder”
Je↵ Sebo, “Is Self-Binding Morally Wrong?”
• 8/8 - The Beginning and End of Life
David DeGrazia, “Prenatal Identity: Genetic Interventions, Reproductive Choices”
David DeGrazia, “Advance Directives, Dementia, and the Someone Else Problem”
• 8/10 - Past and Future Generations
Derek Parfit, “The Non-Identity Problem”
David Velleman, “The Identity Problem”
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