Philosophy 2103A: Philosophy of Human Rights 
Study Guide for Final Exam
Instructions
The final exam for Philosophy 2103A will take place on April 25 from 1400-17:00. (Check the final exam schedule on the Carleton website for the location.) On the exam you will be asked to answer a number of questions (about 6 to 8) on topics that we have discussed in the latter part of the course. Each of your answers should be approximately 3/4 to 1 page in length (about 150-200 words), but, if you find it necessary, some could a bit longer. You will be given some choice on the exam, but not too much (perhaps 8 out of 10 or 11). The duration of the exam will be three hours. All of the questions will be selected from the list below.
List of Topics and Questions
1) Explain how the distinction between negative and positive rights is usually drawn, and why those who embrace the libertarian political ideology often regard the distinction as important.
2) How convincing is the attempt, made in Reading 22, to show that all rights are, in effect, positive rights? 
3) Briefly describe and then evaluate two of Cranston’s arguments (other than the negative/positive rights argument) in Reading 23 to show that there are no genuine (positive) human rights to economic and social goods?
4) Explain how one might appeal to the parallel between security and subsistence (where subsistence is understood as adequate food, shelter, medical care and other necessities of human life) as a reason for believing that there is a HR to subsistence.
5) Describe in detail what was referred to in the lectures as the “easy avoidability of harms argument” for the existence of a right to subsistence (at least in affluent countries). 
6) What in your view are the strongest arguments for believing (or, if you prefer, for not believing) in a human right to subsistence?
7) If a state is unjust, does this mean that some HR is being violated, or is justice a moral virtue of states over and above their protection of HR? Defend your view by argument.
8) What is the difference between a negative right to development and a positive right to development?
9) Describe as clearly as you can Thomas Pogge’s argument in Reading 31 to show that the poverty of developing countries around the world is a HR violation.
10) How plausible is Thomas Pogge’s argument referred to in question (9) above?
11) Do you agree that there is a human right to development (where development is understood as explained in the Declaration on the Right to Development, Reading 28)? Why or why not?
12) Describe as clearly as you can Peter Singer’s arguments in Reading 30 to show that middle class people in affluent countries such as Canada or the U.S. have a moral obligation to make significant sacrifices to their own well being (to the extent of giving away perhaps 30% or 40% of their salary) to help poor people around the world.
13) How convincing is Peter Singer’s argument referred to in question (12) above?
14) Describe how genocide is defined by the 1948 U.N. Convention on Genocide?
15) Describe four serious objections that have been raised against the definition of genocide provided by the 1948 U.N. Convention on Genocide.
16) What groups does the U.N. Convention on Genocide restrict the crime of genocide to? Can this restriction be justified? Defend your view by argument.
17) What is the ticking time bomb argument, presented by Krauthammer in Reading 38, against imposing a total ban on the use of torture by police and intelligence services?
18) Describe as accurately as you can what was referred to in class as the “standard argument” for imposing a total legal ban on the use of torture. 
19) How convincing is the standard argument (referred to in question 18 above) in favour of imposing a total ban on the use of torture? Support your view by argument.
20) Are abuses of women such as domestic battery, sexual harassment, or honour killings violations of their human rights? Support your view by argument.
21) What is Hilary Charlesworth’s argument in Reading 49 to show that the human rights movement has discriminated against women?
22) Do you think that the many abuses to which women around the world have been subjected (for example, domestic battery, sexual harassment, female circumcision, among others) justify introducing a new group right (or rights) for women? Why or Why not?

Good luck!
