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Background

Optional: Which ethical theory?

What side of the argument are you 

taking?

What arguments are you making?

Background on ethical theory

Evidence

Relation to Ethical Theory

Example

Conclusion

Structure



Background

Act Utilitarianism

Google is correct to limit info

Chinese people can be happier

Background on ethical theory

Google has lots of services

Services make people happy

Example: Bread recipes

Conclusion

- It is clear what the essay is arguing

- Background section is a bit long, and there is a lot of time 

spent restating parts of the ethical theory in the second 

paragraph

- No “linking” between claims as there is only one

- Conclusion links back to the introduction

Structure



Information is repeated 

Wrong word – course relevant

Information is repeated 

Excessively long example

Writing



- Some parts are repetitive and restate the same information

- Example is really long

- “Unmoral” should be “Immoral” (which is something you 

should have encountered a lot with this course)

Information is repeated 

Unmoral vs Immoral

Information is repeated 

Excessively long example

Writing



Background

Clearly understand which ethical 

theory is being used** 

Why? According to what?

Example – is it very relevant?

Background Restated

Arguments



- Missing key arguments used with Utilitarianism**

- Am I convinced, or do I still have questions?

- No counter argument

- Weak Example

Background

We can tell it’s Act Utilitarianism 

because 

it says so, but there are important 

features missing (like Utilitarian 

Calculus)

How do you know that access to 

these services makes people 

happier?

What do people use right now 

instead?

What do they lose by accepting 

Google?

Are there not more consequential 

situations?

Background Restated

Arguments



Identifiable Theory**

Correct Statement about theory

Oversimplification

Course Knowledge



- Correct statements about the Act Utilitarianism (maximize 

happiness)

- **While stating “I am using Act Utilitarianism” isn’t required, 

we will look for key statements that relate and give us clues:

- Utilitarian calculus

- Consequentialism – what are the outcomes?

- The only workable knowledge presented is an 

oversimplification that is missing key facts.

Course Knowledge

Act Utilitarianism**

Correct Statement about Act Util.

Oversimplification – What about 

Utilitarian Calculus?



Correct statement, Consequentialism

Thesis, generally clear which side is 

being taken, claims are clear (voids 

flexibility, unjust treatment)

Clear statement

Long example, but we use it walk 

through the utilitarian calculus.

I don’t personally expect this level of 

detail always, but it’s a strong 

example.

Clear statement about unjust 

treatment

Counter Argument

Clear statement about flexibility

Tied back to same example

No conclusion
Course Knowledge



The thesis was easy to find, 

and the essays flowed well. 

No conclusion.

I think either a 4 or a 5 could 

be warranted, I would 

personally give a 4 (the 

central paragraph is really 

long) but calibration was a 5. 

A couple small typos (ex: “lost” instead 

of “loss), and some of the sentences 

are pretty long. There are arguable a 

couple comma splices and run-on 

sentences.

These don’t impact the essay enough 

for me, I would personally give a 5, 

calibration was a 4.



The use of the same example 

throughout lead to a consistent 

angle, and the actual breakdown 

was very convincing. There was a 

counter argument, also well 

debunked.

Myself and calibration gave a 5.

We hit the key facts of 

utilitarianism, without missing 

anything. The understanding was 

correct. The example was what 

was really “insightful”, as it was a 

simple enough situation to 

understand while still showing 

nuance well.

Myself and calibration gave a 5.



https://www.cs.ubc.ca/~kevinlb/teaching/cs430


•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•

•





•

•

•

•


