SGB 212: Philosophical Reasoning 
Winter 2019
Larrance Academic Center, Room 18
MWF, 10:40-11:50
Professor: Adam Kotsko, akotsko@noctrl.edu, Seybert 102
Office Hours: MWF 12:00-2:20 or by appointment
Course Description

This course introduces students to a variety of traditions of systematic reasoned argument. Alongside great works of Greek and modern European thought, other world traditions are represented, providing a sampling of diverse philosophical approaches and styles. As in its companion course, SGB 212 also interrogates the porous boundaries between philosophical and religious reasoning.
Learning Outcomes
Knowledge/Communication
· Demonstrate familiarity with important philosophic approaches from antiquity to the present and show awareness of the different ways such texts have been interpreted by later traditions.

· Explain the distinctive perspective, approach, and contribution of Plato, Aristotle, Descartes, de Beauvoir, and other philosophical and theological thinkers from antiquity to the present.

· Explicate the vocabulary used to detail the character of a divine being.

· Differentiate between a mystical and philosophic conception of God.

· Communicate ideas on texts clearly and effectively in discussion and in writing.

· Restate accurately someone else’s point of view on course topics.

· Engage in discussion by asking genuine questions, listening carefully to answers, and thoughtfully answering others’ questions.

Critical Thinking/Application
· Draw correct inferences from philosophical arguments presented in various prose forms and genres.

· Evaluate the representational content, conceptual rigor, formal structure, and context of a work.

· Elaborate productive comparisons across disciplines and cultural traditions.

· Identify patterns, repetitions, and structures in rich narratives and complex arguments.

· Show attentiveness to the boundaries between philosophy and theology in the Western tradition.

Collaboration/Ethics
· Engage in sympathetic listening and empathetic questioning.

· Evaluate contrary views with intellectual generosity.

Required Texts

	Author
	Title
	Publisher
	ISBN

	Hinton (ed.)
	Four Chinese Classics
	Counterpoint
	978-1619028340

	Plato
	Five Dialoges
	Hackett 
	978-0872206335

	Aristotle
	Nicomachean Ethics
	Focus Publishing
	978-1585100354

	Descartes
	Meditations on First Philosophy
	Hackett
	978-0872201927

	Locke
	Essay Concerning Human Understanding
	Hackett
	978-0872202160

	Kant
	Prolegomena to Any Future Metaphysics
	Hackett
	978-0872205932

	Nietzsche
	Basic Writings of Nietzsche
	Modern Library
	978-0679783398

	Beauvoir
	Ethics of Ambiguity
	Citadel
	0-8065-0160-X


Other readings will be provided as handouts and are marked as such on the syllabus: (**). Students should note that the Nietzsche text will also be used in SGB 213 this Spring term. 
Student Assessment
Each student’s grade will be based equally on class participation and written work. 

Class participation presupposes careful and thorough preparation and serious intellectual involvement in class discussion. Students should come to class not only having read the text through, but having underlined, taken notes, and scanned over the marked text at least one additional time after the initial reading. On the basis of such preparation, students should be prepared for an intensive, text-focused discussion. 

My expectation for class participation is that every member of class will be able to contribute with remarks and citations that are on-topic and reflect solid preparation for class. A student who meets that baseline will receive a grade in the B range for their participation portion. Students whose contribution is notably lacking—for instance, those who speak very little, who give no evidence of having done the reading carefully, who consistently change the topic in a disruptive way, or whose primary contributions are jokes or personal anecdotes—will receive a participation grade in the C or D range. Students who distinguish themselves through some particular service—such as consistently contributing new topics that shape the discussion, serving as a resource for navigating the text, or making a special effort to draw in quieter classmates—will qualify themselves for a participation grade in the A range.
The baseline condition for class participation is of course physical presence in class. Absences not only affect the individual student, but the entire group, and the same is true of habitual lateness. Punctual attendance should be regarded as mandatory. Lateness will count against a student’s participation for that session, and in extreme cases will be treated as the equivalent of an absence. Particularly in a ten-week term, a small number of absences can quickly add up to a significant percentage of class time missed (10% for 3 absences, 20% for 6). An increasing number of absences carries with it increasing consequences, which are as follows:

1-2 absences
No grade penalty, in recognition of our shared human frailties. (If students miss fewer than two classes, however, then in cases where a student is at the threshold between two grades, the professor will go with the higher one.)

3-4 absences
A half letter grade is deducted from the student’s final grade for each absence; this penalty may be lifted by doing an absence make-up for each missed class. 

5-6 absences
For each absence, the student must complete an absence make-up (described below) to avoid failing the course, and a half letter grade penalty is imposed on the student’s final grade which cannot be made up.

7 absences
Automatic failure of the course.

In order to make up for an absence, students must visit a museum or attend a cultural or academic event relevant to the content of the course (loosely construed). They must write a reflection on this experience (2 full pages, double spaced), relating it in some way to material that they have studied as part of the Shimer core curriculum. Absence make-ups must be completed within three weeks of the absence being made up. Students have ample opportunities to attend events on the North Central campus, in Naperville, or in Chicago. Hence there should be no difficulty in finding an appropriate event or time for a museum visit. 

Written work will take the form of two essays on the course materials. Each essay should be no less than 5 and no more than 10 pages in length.  Each essay is worth 25% of your final grade.  The essays must be typed and double-spaced.  Quotations and paraphrases must be referenced correctly.  Students are expected to use gender neutral language where appropriate.  You have the option to rewrite both papers.  You may rewrite the first paper if it is handed in on time; you may rewrite the second paper if you hand in at least 10 days prior to the due date. No written work will be accepted after March 13, 2018.
First paper (25%). Each student will pick one work about which to write an interpretive essay. You will choose a question that the work raises for you, and use close reading of the work to analyze how the work’s author addresses the question. Your paper should be critical as well — in other words, you should assess the strength of the answer the author gives — but your critical evaluation must follow, not replace, the interpretive portion of the paper. 
Final paper (25%). For this paper, choose one idea or topic which has been addressed by more than one author in the readings for our course and which you find interesting or significant. Examine the ways in which at least two (and no more than three) of the authors have addressed this idea and how they have affected your views.

Grading Criteria for Essays

A: The paper demonstrates excellent competence in all areas:  imaginative choice of material; excellent thesis clearly stated and supported with persuasive evidence and reasoning; well-organized ideas that unify the paper; good transitions between ideas and between paragraphs; clear and logical development of discussion; the paper is virtually free of errors in usage, grammar, spelling, and punctuation.

B: The paper demonstrates above-average competence in all areas:  appropriate choice of material; good thesis clearly stated and supported with good evidence and reasons; overall unity but some disjointed paragraphs and vague transitions; ideas sometimes out of sequence, and discussion occasionally hard to follow; clear and readable language that may at times be too general, vague, or inappropriate.  It is comparatively free of errors in the use of English.

C: The paper demonstrates average competence in all areas:  predictable, overly general, trite or obvious thesis supported with some irrelevant material; basic organization showing that the paper follows a logical plan; some paragraphs may disunified or misplaced, containing abrupt shifts in ideas; wander off topic at times, becoming difficult to follow; sentences sometimes awkwardly constructed with wordy, imprecise, or trite language; mechanical errors that are distracting.

D: The paper demonstrates below-average competence in all areas:  vague or carelessly thought-out thesis supported with inappropriate material; lack of overall unity, poor organization and development of ideas with some illogical transitions and weak conclusions; confusing sentences or passages whose meaning is unclear; poorly chosen language with numerous mechanical errors.

F: The F paper usually indicates failure to state and develop a main idea.  It may also contain serious errors in logic, grammar, spelling, punctuation, documentation, and sentence structure.

Papers must follow a recognized documentation style in the humanities—preferably University of Chicago or MLA—and be between 2400 and 3000 words (approximately 8 to 10 pages) in length, double-spaced, in a standard font. All papers must be submitted via e-mail, using a Microsoft Word or LibreOffice-compatible format (.doc, .docx, .rtf, .odt) or Google Drive. Please do not submit papers in PDF or Pages formats. All written work for this course is subject to North Central College’s plagiarism policy, which can be found at https://www.northcentralcollege.edu/english/plagiarism-policy.
Class and Reading Schedule

	Wednesday
	January 2
	Four Chinese Classics: Chuang Tzu, Intro, chs. 1-4

	Friday
	January 4
	Four Chinese Classics: Chuang Tzu, chs. 5-7

	
	
	

	Monday
	January 7
	Four Chinese Classics: Analects, Intro, chs. 1-4

	Wednesday
	January 9
	Four Chinese Classics: Analects, chs. 5-9

	Friday
	January 11
	Plato, Apology and Crito

	
	
	

	Monday
	January 14
	Plato, Phaedo 57a-88c

	Wednesday
	January 16
	Plato, Phaedo 88d-118a

	Friday
	January 18
	Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book I

	
	
	

	Monday
	January 21
	Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book II and VI

	Wednesday
	January 23
	Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book X 

	Friday
	January 25
	Descartes, Meditations, Preface, First and Second Meditations

	
	
	

	Monday
	January 28
	Descartes, Meditations, Third and Fourth Meditation

	Wednesday
	January 30
	Descartes, Meditations, Fifth and Sixth Meditation

	Friday
	February 1
	Bordo, “The Pervasiveness of Cartesian Anxiety” and “The Epistemological Insecurity of the Cartesian Era” (**)

	
	
	

	Monday
	February 4
	Bordo, “The Cartesian Masculinization of Thought” (**)

	Wednesday
	February 6
	Locke, Essay, Epistle, Book 1

	Friday
	February 8
	Locke, Essay, Book II, chs. i-ix; Book IV, chs. i, v, ix

	
	
	

	Monday
	February 11
	NO CLASS—First Essay Due

	Wednesday
	February 13
	Kant, Prolegomena to Any Future Metaphysics, Preface, §§1-4

	Friday
	February 15
	Kant, Prolegomena, §§5-21 (notes after 13 optional)

	
	
	

	Monday
	February 18
	Kant, Prolegomena, §§40-56

	Wednesday
	February 20
	Kant, Prolegomena, §§57-60, Solution

	Friday
	February 22
	Nietzsche, Beyond Good and Evil, Preface, “On the Prejudices of the Philosophers”

	
	
	

	Monday
	February 25
	Nietzsche, Beyond Good and Evil, “The Free Spirit”

	Wednesday
	February 27
	Beauvoir, Ethics of Ambiguity, Chapter 1

	Friday
	March 1
	Beauvoir, Ethics of Ambiguity, Chapter 2

	
	
	

	Monday
	March 4
	Beauvoir, Ethics of Ambiguity, Chapter 3, §§1-3

	Wednesday
	March 6
	Beauvoir, Ethics of Ambiguity, Chapter 3, §§4-5

	Friday
	March 8
	Beauvoir, Ethics of Ambiguity, Chapter 5 and Conclusion

	
	
	

	Wednesday
	March 13
	ALL WRITTEN WORK DUE BY MIDNIGHT
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