Stage 2 Philosophy
Issue Analysis
Legalization of Marijuana
Marijuana is the most commonly abused illicit drug in the World. A dry, shredded, green/brown mix of flowers, stems, seeds, and leaves of the Cannabis plant. It usually is smoked as a cigarette (joint) or in a pipe (bong). It can also be smoked in the form of blunts, which are cigars that have been emptied of tobacco and refilled with marijuana. It might also be mixed in food or brewed as a tea. The issue of legalizing Marihuana has become a bigger and bigger issue of the past years. Reason for this might be that scientist keep discovering more diseases that can be treated with the medical use of marihuana. Apart from that some government officials reckon that the legalization of Marihuana would have a significant impact on the illegal drug traffic and crime scene.

From a philosophical point of view, individuals deserve the right to make choices for themselves. We should ask, "Why should marijuana be illegal?" A simple logical answer could be, that the government only has a right to limit those choices if the individual's actions endanger someone else. This does not apply to marijuana, since the individual who chooses to use marijuana does so according to his or her own free will. The government also may have a right to limit individual actions if the actions pose a significant threat to the individual. But this argument does not logically apply to marijuana because it has been proven that marijuana is far less dangerous than some drugs, which are legal, such as alcohol and tobacco.
John Mill's said in his view on liberty that each individual should do as they wish as long as they don't harm others. Individual are rational enough to make decisions about their well being. A quote from him is "The only purpose, for which power can be rightfully used over a member of a civilized community, against his will, is to prevent him from harming others". If we think about Liberty and what it includes for each individual, the reason the government makes something illegal by law is because they decide it is harmful for the people and wouldn't be good for society. So they say people should not consume marihuana because it is bad for us. What has been made illegal, and therefore something you cannot do is framed in Positive terms, and in political philosophy, such framing is referred to as "Positive Liberty", basically they are making you free from yourself, because they say you do not know what is best for you.

Referring this issue to utilitarianism leads us to the question, is the action worth the outcome? Does Marihuana make things better for some individuals, does it bring happiness or helps them with a disease? There is a lot of evidence that shows Marihuana can help people with certain issues, no matter if they are physiological and the person just gets a feeling of happiness out of it or if it helps with a medical issue. People should know what's best for them and not be forced by law to hide it.
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Performance Standards for Stage 2 Philosophy

	
	Knowledge and Understanding
	Reasoning and Argument
	Critical Analysis
	Communication

	A
	Consistently clear and perceptive knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions.

In-depth and well-informed understanding of reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions.
	Insightful and coherent explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions.

Insightful and coherent explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions. 

Coherent and convincing formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Perceptive critical analysis of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments.
	Consistently clear, coherent, and fluent communication of philosophical issues and positions, with appropriate conventions consistently observed.

Accurate, consistent, and discerning use of philosophical terminology, with appropriate acknowledgment of sources.

	B
	Clear and thoughtful knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions.

Well-informed understanding of reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions.
	Thoughtful and clear explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions.

Thoughtful and clear explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions. 

Convincing formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Well-considered critical analysis of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments.
	Clear and coherent communication of philosophical issues and positions, with appropriate conventions mostly observed.

Mostly accurate and relevant use of philosophical terminology, with appropriate acknowledgment of sources.

	C
	Generally clear knowledge and understanding of philosophical issues and positions.

Informed understanding of some reasons and arguments used by philosophers on issues and positions.
	Considered and generally clear explanation of the philosophical nature of issues and positions.

Considered and generally clear explanation of the flow of logic and evidence of arguments leading to conclusions.

Considered formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Considered analysis of some strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and arguments.
	Competent communication of philosophical issues and positions, with some appropriate conventions observed.

Generally appropriate use of philosophical terminology, with mostly appropriate acknowledgment of sources.

	D
	Some recognition and awareness of a few philosophical issues and positions.
Identification of some reasons or arguments used by philosophers on an issue and/or a position.
	Partial or superficial description of the philosophical nature of one or more issues and/or positions.

Some consideration of evidence of arguments leading to conclusions. 

Partial formulation and defence of positions taken.
	Some description of strengths and weaknesses of philosophical assumptions, positions, and/or arguments.
	Partial communication of aspects of a philosophical issue and/or position, with inconsistent use of a limited range of appropriate conventions.

Use of a limited range of appropriate philosophical terminology, with some acknowledgment of sources.

	E
	Emerging recognition of what is philosophical in an issue or position.

Attempted identification of elements of a reason or argument used by a philosopher on an issue or a position.
	Attempted description of the nature of a philosophical issue or position. 

Emerging awareness of the need to use evidence to develop an argument or position. 

Emerging awareness of one or more elements of a good argument.
	Identification of a strength or weakness of a philosophical assumption, position, or argument.
	Attempted communication of an aspect of a philosophical issue or position.

Limited use of any philosophical terminology, with limited acknowledgment of sources.


Reasoning and Argument (RA3)


Formulation and defence of positions taken.





Knowledge and Understanding (KU2)


Understanding of some reasons and arguments used by philosophers.





Reasoning and Argument (RA2) 


Generally clear explanation of the flow of logic





Reasoning and Argument (RA1) 


Generally clear explanation of the philosophical nature of issues





Knowledge and Understanding (KU1)


Some recognition and awareness of a few philosophical positions.





Communication (C1)


Partial communication of aspects of philosophical issues and positions.





Communication (C2)


Use of a limited range of appropriate terminology.
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