
Thinking about how to create 

compelling arguments based on facts 

as well as emotions



Evaluating across different examples 

and cases to make determinations of 

ranking and outrage



Understanding the complexities of 

making these determinations, 

especially in terms of how to discuss 

and compare ‘harms’



Being able to explore these topics 

from multiple perspectives, in that 

each case has multiple outrages



Identifying our own individual and social 

biases in making these determinations. 

(Why was it that Purdue Pharma was not 

seen as the most outrageous given their 

role in the opioid crises and the sheer 

volume of people that were harmed? How 

does that relate it to how society views 

white-collar crime?)



Connecting course content to real life 

situations



Other learnings?


