Phil3000: Philosophy of Sex and Love 







Exam 2

The exam must be single-spaced. Write only your full name in the upper right corner of the first page. Staple all of the pages together. Do not include a cover page.

You should use the readings, your notes, our lecture notes, and our powerpoint slides as resources. Feel free to borrow ideas from these sources. If you do, be sure to put them in your own words – no quotations! (The one exception is when you are stating a biconditional which you then go on to explain.) 
PART I: Short answer (200-300 words each) – choose 2
1. What is an “open marriage”? Is adultery in the case of open marriage morally wrong? Why or why not? Defend your answer with your very best argument for or against the moral acceptability of adultery in the case of open marriage.
2. Summarize Thomson’s case of the woman trapped in a tiny house with a rapidly growing child (on page 3). What is this case supposed to show about abortion? (When answering this question, be sure to explain what the relevant similarities are supposed to be.) Do you agree? Why or why not? Carefully explain and support your answer with your very best reasons.
3. In your view, what is the best candidate for a morally relevant difference between paying a consenting adult to give you a massage and paying a consenting adult to perform oral sex? (Be sure to explain (i) why it might be considered a difference and (ii) why it might be considered morally relevant.) In the end, do you find this to be a genuine morally relevant difference? Why or why not? Carefully explain and support your answer with your very best reasons.
4. Give an example of an act of rape that is right according to Utilitarianism and wrong according to Kantianism. Explain in detail why that act of rape is wrong according to Kantianism but right according to Utilitarianism. In your view, which of these two ethical theories gives the correct verdict? Carefully explain and support your answer with your very best reasons.

PART II: Essay (500-750 words)

Write an essay discussing the Traditionalist Argument against homosexuality and Corvino’s response to it. Your essay should have three parts:

First, summarize the Traditionalist position, as articulated by Finnis in “Law, Morality, and ‘Sexual Orientation’” and summarized by Corvino in section 3 of “Homosexuality and the PIB Argument”, and explain in detail the central motivation for (T1) – that is, premise one of the Traditionalist Argument (as presented in class). 
Second, summarize Corvino’s response to this argument, explaining in detail why he believes that his response undermines the motivation for (T1) – that is, premise one of the Traditionalist Argument (as presented in class). 
Finally, evaluate Corvino’s response. Do you agree or disagree with his rejection of the Traditionalist Argument? Why or why not? Carefully explain and support your answer with your very best reasons.
