CLOSING ARGUMENTS – Touching the Void

British authorities have called an inquiry following a mountain climbing incident on Siula Grande Mountain in Peru.  Climber Simon Yates has been charged with reckless endangerment following his decision to cut the rope holding up injured partner Joe Simpson.

You are the newspaper reporter assigned to cover the final proceedings of the inquiry in which the closing arguments are being heard by Yates’ lawyer and the lawyer for the prosecution.  The lawyers defending Yates are Aristotle/Kant/ Levinas (choose one or  two).  The prosecuting attorneys are Aristotle/Kant/Levinas (choose another one or  two).  You must do one of the following:

Option One:
Write a 300-600 word article covering the proceedings.  It must include key arguments put forward by each lawyer and may reflect original testimony by Yates and Simpson (i.e. information or quotes from the movie).
In your article show how each ‘lawyer’ refers to their philosophical principles to make their arguments.  You must also report whether Yates is found guilty or innocent of reckless endangerment towards Simpson.
Option Two:

Create a ‘comic strip’ of at least 12 panels, showing the court proceedings.  In your strip show how each ‘lawyer’ refers to their philosophical principles to make their arguments.  You must also report whether Yates is found guilty or innocent of reckless endangerment towards Simpson.  

Option Three:
You must arrange for a time outside of class to be interviewed by Ms. Geddes.  You will take turns playing each ‘lawyer/philosopher’.  Questions will relate to your decision to either uphold Yates’ innocence or guilt based on your philosophy (i.e. each philosopher you are playing).

This work is due Wednesday, September 19, 2011
