Paper #2, Indigenous Peoples’ Rights (30 points)
Philosophy 484: Global Business Ethics, Spring 2017

Description: This paper considers the moral rights of indigenous people who are trying to block the Dakota Access Pipeline (DAPL) or the moral rights of indigenous people of Papua New Guinea. 

The paper draws from Henry Shue’s discussion of rights in Basic Rights and the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples to explain the moral issues faced by businesses interacting with indigenous peoples. 

The paper develops the author’s own arguments on what moral rights, if any, indigenous peoples have, and what moral duties, if any, businesses have to respect these rights. 

Purpose: The purpose of this paper is to develop and assess the student’s ability to use the framework of rights to analyze the moral elements of a case study, and to develop and assess the student’s ability to construct moral arguments. Your goal in this paper is to demonstrate your ability to fulfill these purposes.

Length: There is no length requirement for this paper. The paper should be as long as you need it to be to address the issue in depth and detail. 

Citation: All quotes from the text should be cited in the text. Any formal citation method can be used, but all quotations must be cited formally. Any formal citation method can be used. Chicago Style is typically used by most philosophy journals. You can find guidelines for Chicago Style formatting here: http://www.chicagomanualofstyle.org/tools_citationguide.html. 

Academic Dishonesty: Academic dishonesty includes, but is not limited to, copying from a current or former student; copying from a book, article, or website without providing citation, or submitting any work that you have not done yourself. 

Academic dishonesty on this paper will result in an F or Zero for the paper, depending on the nature of the offense. All instances of academic dishonesty shall be reported to the Office of Student Life & Development. 

If you are struggling with this paper, come and talk with me about it. I can help. 

Due Date: Completed papers should be submitted to the Assignments Folder, under the Assessments Menu, on D2L by Tuesday, April 18th. If you need additional time, please let me know. 

Rubric: Papers will be assessed using the rubric below.

	
	A
	B
	C
	D                F

	Explanation
	Explanation of moral issue is well-supported, accurately uses the terminology of rights, and addresses the issue in depth.
	Explanation of moral issue is mostly well-supported, mostly accurately uses the terminology of rights; minor details are missing.
	Explanation is somewhat poorly supported, and somewhat inaccurately uses the terminology of rights. Some aspects of the issue are not addressed in depth.

Explanation is sometimes unclear or irrelevant.
	Explanation is poorly supported, and inaccurately uses the terminology of rights. Important aspects of the issue are not addressed in depth. 

Explanation is often unclear or irrelevant. 

	Argument
	Argument is well-supported and addresses all important aspects of the issue in depth.

	Argument is mostly well-supported. Minor details are missing or inaccurate.

	Argument is somewhat poorly supported. Some aspects of the issue are not addressed in depth or are misunderstood. 

Argument is sometimes unclear or irrelevant.
	Argument is poorly supported. Important aspects of the issue are not addressed in depth or are inaccurate. 

Argument is unclear or irrelevant.

	Response to Criticisms
	Considers significant criticisms and provides a well-supported response.
	Considers criticisms and provides a mostly well-supported response.
	Limited consideration of criticisms, somewhat poorly supported response.
	Failure to consider criticisms; does not respond to criticisms, or considers only insignificant criticisms.

	Citation
	
	
	Some citation is missing or inaccurate. Significant grammatical or mechanical problems.
	Significant citation is missing or inaccurate.







Sample Outline: The paper can be organized however you like, so long as it addresses each element described above. The outline below is just one way of organizing the paper:
I. Introduction (brief paragraph)
a. Briefly explain the main issue.
b. State the position you intend to argue for.
c. State what texts you intend to discuss.
II. Detailed Explanation of the Moral Issue (several paragraphs at least)
a. Using the terminology of rights from Shue, and drawing from the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, explain what moral rights might be at stake in the issue you have chosen (either the Dakota Access Pipeline or palm oil in Papua New Guinea).
III. Main Argument on Indigenous Rights (several paragraphs)
a. Construct your own argument to determine what moral rights, if any, you think the indigenous peoples in this case have. 
IV. Main Argument on Duties of Businesses (several paragraphs)
a. Construct your own argument to determine what moral duties, if any, you think the businesses that impact indigenous peoples have.
b. Notes:
i. Be sure to consider the duties of every type of business involved in the case.
ii. Your argument in section III and IV may go together and might be better combined as one section.
V. Response to Criticisms (several paragraphs)
a. Construct an argument that criticisms your argument or conclusion. This should not just be a statement that says, “Some people may disagree with me.” Instead, you need to explain why people might disagree with you. What are their reasons? 
b. Respond to the criticisms. Why is the critic wrong? What is wrong with the reasons that support their argument?
c. Notes:
i. If the criticism is significant, then your response to it should add something new to the paper. If you are just restating your earlier argument, then the criticism has not challenged your viewpoint.
VI. Conclusion (brief paragraph)
a. Briefly restate your main point.
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