· Answer the question(s) in substantially-studied, well-considered, neatly-organized and grammatically flawless sentences that constitute a couple of, or a few, paragraphs, depending on the scope and structure of the question and requirements that the syllabus specifies. Write clearly and coherently: treat it as a mini-essay. As it is a take-home exam, compositional fineness and citational precision are required. 
· Cite relevant passages clearly from the designated primary text, i.e., any and all of the reading materials listed in the corresponding unit of the class schedule. The more specific, the better. You cannot obtain more than 50% of the full score, if you do not show the evidence of studied reflection, i.e., precisely and insightfully placed citations. A few will suffice. 
· Do not ramble. Try and be as concise as possible, while being informative. Trim all the unnecessary fat, as much as possible; fill the page only with essential and necessary words that are carefully chosen and edited. 

· Do not copy or repeat the question verbatim, partly or wholly: they are not your words, and they are not part of the word count. 
· Do not "pad" the text, with redundant or superficial notes. Page fillers will not be simply ignored but noted negatively.   

Two primary readings (classweb): 

· Nussbaum, Poets as Judges
· Nussbaum, Capabilities Across National Boundaries
Nussbaum argues, on a general and methodological level, for “creative” or poetic approaches to questions of justice; recently, and specifically, she presented what she called “capabilities” argument as a proposal to lesson, if not entirely to solve, possible and existing problems arising from international and trans-national politics and practices of injustice.     

Critically summarize her viewpoints and theories and evaluate them. Are they a mere speculation, a pipe-dream? Or if not, what are the insights, practical or theoretical, one can glean from them? 

