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PHIL 324 ANCIENT GREEK PHILOSOPHY
[Currently: ANCIENT PHILOSOPHY]
Proposed Syllabus of Record and Designation as Liberal Studies Elective (Global

Citizenship)
1. Summary of proposed revisions:
1. The title has been revised.
2_The course ontcomes angd abigctives haye beennndated ta alien with the Fxnected

Undergraduate Student Learning Outcomes (EUSLOs)

3. The means by which EUSLOs will be assessed are articulated in the Evaluation Methods
section of the syllabus (Section IV). Particular attention is given in this section to how this
course satisfies the requirements for the Liberal Studies Elective category of Global Citizenship.

4. Bibliography has been updated.

Rationale: Course has been updated to reflect emphasis on the history of Ancient Greek
philosophy, not Ancient philosophy per se. This course has long been a staple of the LS
program, and the present content and title changes are intended to update the course, given
changes to LS requiremetns. Course content in proposal reflects more accurately how the course
has being taught more recently, and to fit within discipline trends.
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2. New Syllabus of Record
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I. Catalogue Description

PHIL 324 Ancient Greek Philosophy 3c-01-3cr
Explores the foundations of Western Philosophy through examination of important philosophers
of the Ancient period, such as the Pre-Socratic philosophers, Socrates, Plato, and Aristotle.
Topics may include the nature of the physical universe, Plato's theory of Forms, the nature of
happiness, and the possibility of morality.

II. Course Outcomes (Expected Undergraduate Student Learning Outcomes — EUSLOs):
At the end of the course, students will be able to:

Objective 1:

Identify key figures, concepts, and developments in Ancient Greek Philosophy.

Expected Undergraduate L.earning Outcome 1:

Informed Learners

Rationale:

The course is de51 gned as a survey course of Ancient Greek Phllosophy Assi gnments, such as
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about right/wrong, Plato's account of the ideal city and his critiques of democracy, and Aristotle's
"Virtue Ethics").

Students will be given an opportunity for civic engagement by exploring contemporary political
cnptenyersies in the T1S (such as the sienificance of hallotsinitiatives and dehateenyer the Jimits
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example of how such civic engagement may be accomplished. Philosophical reflection on issues
e L . L . . L et ae <o -

‘{?F i1 =

=




-

ik

Week Two- Three: The Pre-Socratic Philosophers: Material Monists (6 hours/9)
i. The Search for a Single Kind of Underlying Substance
ii. The Mileseans (Thales, Anaximander, Anaximenes)
iii. Heraclitus and the World of Flux
iv. Pythagoras and a World of Numbers

Week Four: Pre-Socratic Philosophers, II: The Challenge of Parmenides (3 hours/12)
i. A World without Change, Multiplicity, or Generation
ii. The Connection Between Thinking and Being
iii. How to Think about "What is not"

i. Socrates' Challenge Against Moral Relativism
ii. Plato's Meno, and the Possibility of Moral Knowledge

Week Six: Plato's Republic, 1 (3 hours/18)
i. The Nature of Justice and the Well-Organized Soul
ii. Constructing the Ideal City
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Culminating Activity (2 hours)

IV. Evaluation Methods
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of Global Citizenship will be met. Sample assignment 2, below, is an example of how the
requirement for civic engagement may be satisfied.

1_ShegdVeekbo Writing Assignmenys: Q0SA) These short /1472 nagpnaners) WillDe-dUe EYATY e—




VII. Required Text and Readings
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edition. Indianapolis: Hackett Publishing Co.

Okin, Susan M. 1977, "Phllosopher Queens and Prlvate Wives: Plato on Women and the
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Example of Supplemental Reading:
Barnes, Jonathan, 1983, The Presocratic Philosophers, London: Routledge Press.

VIII. Special Resource Requirements
None.

IX. Bibliography

Ackrill 1 L 193 Aristat/e: Cateenries gud De Interoretatione Qxford: Clarendon Prese

Anscombc G.E. M., 1953, “The Principle of Individuation,” Proceedmgs of the Arzstotelzan
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Fine, Gail (ed.), 1999, Plato 2: Ethics, Politics, Religion, and the Soul, Oxford: Oxford
University Press.

Gill, Mary Louise, 1989, Aristotle on Substance: The Paradox of Unity, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.

(iriinhanm A_. 1987 . Modern Science and Zeno's Paradoxes Middletown: Connecticit

Wesleyan University Press.

Guthrie, W. K. C., 1962, 1965, 1969, A History of Greek Philosophy, Vols. 1,11, and III
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1965.

Irwin, Terrence. H., 1988, Aristotle's First Principles, Oxford: Clarendon Press.
Irwin, Terence, 1995, Plato's Ethics, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Kraut, Richard (ed.), 1992, The Cambridge Companion to Plato, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Loux, Michael J., 1991, Primary Ousia: An Essay on Aristotle's Metaphysics Z and H, Ithaca,
NY: Cornell University Press.
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SAMPLE ASSIGNMENT ONE (ESSAY) FOR LIBERAL STUDIES COURSE: PHIL 324
For this writing assignment you are to address the following issue:

It is commonly said that three of the last PreSocratic philosophers, Empedocles,
Anaxagoras, and Democritus are all responding to the challenges and arguments set by
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views are embracing and/or rejecting Parmenides' (Eleatic) views. To the extent that that
philosopher is arguing against Parmenides, how successful is their rejection? Make sure to
explain how your selected philosopher's view is influenced by his particular philosophical
school/background (e.g. Milesean, Ionian, Atomism).
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demonstrate your command of the material by clearly explaining the key concepts/ideas/issues/
as they occurs in the readings (and in our discussions). If you are going to address an objection
that one philosopher raises against another's views, make sure you pick the best objection you
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- Clearly explains the selected second philosopher's views, and how those beliefs in one
way or another rely on "what is not" in the ontology.

- Accurately explain how Parmenides' views this use of "what is not" as problematic and
how Parmenides' arguments are intended to rebut various uses of "what is not" from a range of
earlier philosophers.

- Is able to critically evaluate the merits of Parmenides' arguments against the selected
second philosopher.

- Shows an understanding of the larger themes and issues at stake in the debate between
the two philosophers.

B papers generally meet the following criteria:
- Remongtrate a sqlid understandine of Parmenides’ yigws |
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- Demonstrate an understaning of a second philosopher's views and why Parmenides
objects to that philosophy.
- Are generally well-written, with only a few writing mistakes.

C papers generally:
- Are not clearly organized.

- Do not show a clear understanding of Parmenides' views and/or the second philosopher
discussed.
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