
Teaching Design 



An Introduction 

iExlpore 2 
Assisted Suicide: A 
right or a wrong? 

Unit project 
Write an opinion ESSAY: Explain 

why assisted suicide should be or 

not be legalized. 

Learning objective1 
Describe conditions of terminally ill 

patients 

Learning objective2 
Argue for legalizing assisted suicide 

Learning objective3 
Argue against legalizing assisted suicide 

Learning objective4  
Explain why assisted suicide should be 

or not be legalized. 



Teaching objective 

Language gap  

Limits 

Ability gap 

Critical thinking 
Autonomous learning 

Smaller objective   

10 minute 

Upon completion of this 
session, the students will be 
able to : 

Gain a better 
understanding of 
“Slippery-slope”  



Teaching Procedure 

 Define the phrase by 
drawing 

Paint a definition 

Remember and use in a 
discourse. 

Translation in a content 

Recognize a fallacy. 

Error Finding game 

Analyze  the fallacy in an 
argument in previous task 

A case study 

Inspire critical thinking 
Assignment 

Analyze  and  apply the 
fallacy in a future task. 

Extension 
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Teaching Procedure highlights 

Critical  
Inspire the ability 
to think critically . 

Interdisciplinary 
Combine art 
and language. 

Multiple 
Materials, class activities,  
dimension, … 

Joyful 
funny atmosphere 
to arise interest. 



Assessment  

Instant and delayed assessment 
 
Individual assessment ,  peer 
assessment, teacher’s 
assessment … 
 
Summative assessment 
 

Teaching Assessment 



Demo Class 
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Assisted suicide: A right or a wrong? 

But, the case against assisted suicide is also 

powerful for it speaks to us of a fundamental 

reverence for life and the risk of hurling 

down a slippery slope toward a diminished 

respect for life. (Para. 8) 

• What is a slippery slope? 

• How can we use it? 
• …… 
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hurling down a 
slippery slope 

means falling into 
a condition which 
becomes worse 

and worse 
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Use this Expression 

 

Caroline:  
No, that’s our 
future. Once we 
start doing that, 
it is a slippery 
slope. 

2 Broke Girls      S1 EP04                
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 It is a _____________. 
 
 It starts with ______ 
____ . 
 Where does it end? 

 

 

Argument 

The Big Bang Theory     S1 EP07                
  It’s not a big deal 

First they say you can’t 
____________. 
You can let your __________ 
take the wheel  while 
______________ in the 
backseat. 

slippery  slope 

a parking  

drink and drive  

lot 

10-year-old 

sleep one off 

Is his argument 
convincing?  
Why or why not?  
 



What is a “Fallacy”? 
A Fallacy is an argument of a type that 
is generally recognized to be bad. 

You should adept at recognizing 
fallacies so that  
•You can avoid using them in your 
own arguments 
•You can prevent yourself from being 
influenced by them when you 
examine other’s thinking 
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1. The friend might not kill the 
driver but might wound him and 
cause more suffering than if he 
had not tried to kill him 

2. There may be a chance that the 
driver will not to burn to death but 
might survive the fire? 

7. Killing is in principle a wrong. The 
difference between passive euthanasia 
and mercy killing is that the former 
involves allowing to die and the latter 
involves killing, and killing is wrong, it 
is a fundamental wrong. 

3. It is not fair on the friend in the long run: the friend will 
always bear the quilt of having killed the driver 

4. That although this seems to be a case 
where it might be right for the friend to kill 
the driver it would still be wrong to do so; 
for unless we keep strictly to the rule that 
killing is wrong, we will slide down a 
slippery slope. Soon we will be killing 
people when we mistakenly believe it is in 
their best interests. And we will slip further 
and kill people in our interests. 

5. The argument from Nature: whereas 
withholding or withdrawing treatment, in the 
setting of a dying patient, is allowing nature to 
take its course, killing is an interference in Nature, 
and therefore wrong. 

6. The argument from playing god, which is a 
religious version of the argument from Nature. 
Killing is Playing God – taking on a role that 
should be reserved for God alone. 
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Evaluating Arguments 
 

What was its effect?  Did the 

argument convince the friend not to kill the 
driver? 
 

Was the argument valid?  
Did the arguer follow a logical order of 
development? Were those supporting 
material relevant to the claim advanced? 
 

Was the argument 
ethical ? Did it advocate what is 

morally good? 

A fallacy in Reasoning 

unless we keep 
strictly to the rule 
that killing is wrong 

kill people when 
we mistakenly 
believe.. 

and kill 
people in 
our 
interests 

a series of connected 
conditional claims. 

A 

B 

1. If A then B 
2. If B then C 
3. Not C 
Therefore, not A 

C 



A fallacy in Reasoning 

unless we keep 
strictly to the rule 
that killing is wrong 

kill people when 
we mistakenly 
believe.. 

and kill people 
in our interests 

A 

B 

C 

How to respond 
to this fallacy? 

 

The main counter  
barrier can be placed part 

way down the slope  
so that we will not inevitably 
slide to the bottom. 

Regulations  



What will 
become… 
What will 
become.. 

When we 
devalue one life, 
we devalue all 

lives 

Keep us from 
“assisting in” and 

perhaps urging 
the death 

If we legalize 
voluntary 
euthanasia, 
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Individual work:  

Self-study with provided  materials 
Search for more relevant materials 
 

Group work:Discussion     
Q1 How did the defendant refute the 
prosecutor‘s opinion in Boston Legal? 
Q2How did the Judge comment on Dr. 
Death’s verdict in You Don’t Know Jack. 
Q3. How can we object to slippery-
slope argument? 

Produce a group report. 
 

 
 

Extension 

http://plato. stanford.edu/entries/euthanasia-voluntary   



Assignment 

 
 

Are Fallacies always bad? 

Find more and Recognize these 
fallacies 

Think about  arguments upon other 
subjects as Human Gene Selection,  
Artificial Intelligence …Can we avoid 
fallacies? 

Class Competition  
on FALLACIES 

 

Group work: Discussion     
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Thank You  


