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Course Description
Plato’s Republic is the greatest philosophical book ever written; the goal of this course will be to understand it. 

Upon first glance, our task appears easy. After all, this text is often taught to novice students of philosophy, and rightly so. With an appealing conversation that pretends to happen during one festive evening, it covers nearly every philosophical topic. Here is a sample of them: justice, power, and human greed; virtue, vice, and human nature; the genesis of human community, utopia, and the degeneration of constitutions; the relation of body and soul, the structure of that soul, and the battles between its components: appetite, spirit, and reason; the rights of women, the distribution of wealth, and natural slavery; sex and love, pleasure and pain, violence and cannibalism; truth and fiction, being and non-being, knowledge and ignorance; education, censorship, and deception; freedom and compulsion; dreams, divinity, and the after-life. Perhaps most important of all: philosophy itself.

Although these topics appear to arise haphazardly, as the conversation unfolds and the characters develop, Plato has carefully integrated his views on each, demonstrating how all important philosophical questions are related to each other. Appreciating these inter-relations, not to mention the ingenious arguments and masterful art that Plato uses to expose them, has been the task expert scholars, especially in recent years. To help us accomplish our goal, then, we shall consider the work of dozens of them. Our principal guide will be C. D. C. Reeve’s Philosopher Kings, one of the best works of ancient philosophical scholarship in recent decades, by one of the best living philosophers. Papers from two anthologies published in the last two years will provide us with detailed analyses of special themes, not to mention snapshots of the excitement this dialogue is now causing among diverse commentators. 

Another symptom of this recent excitement is next February’s 13th annual Arizona Colloquium in Ancient Philosophy, which will be devoted entirely to Republic. Dr. Miller will be attending this colloquium as a commentator, and will attempt to integrate into the syllabus these soon-to-be-published papers once he hears them. Specifically, he will be commenting on the paper of Jessica Moss (University of Pittsburgh, Philosophy), who will join us for one meeting, presenting her work on Plato’s tripartite soul. Students will thus have the opportunity to enter directly into a live professional conversation.

This course will be ideal not only for those graduate students planning to take Duquesne’s comprehensive exams in philosophy (upon which Republic features prominently), but also students planning to specialize in ancient philosophy, and Plato in particular. Finally, the course should be no less valuable to serious students of all philosophical periods, for this pre-eminent text foreshadows both theses and arguments from at least Plotinus, Augustine, and Aquinas; Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau; Marx, Nietzsche, and Freud. It sets the agenda for much of Western philosophy, whether in ethics, political theory, psychology, aesthetics, ontology, or epistemology. Most importantly, it draws all of these together for the first time into a grand synthesis.

Course Requirements
Departing from the standard format for a graduate seminar in Philosophy, this course will require several different modes of work. Easiest of all will be the first, the Greek Alphabet Quiz, for which a few hours of memorization will secure a lifetime of comfort with those strange characters that appear so often in philosophical texts by and about the Greeks. Also routine should be the Logic Assignment, which comes later in the semester, and asks you first to review some terms of basic informal logic (Warburton’s Thinking from A to Z is a good text for this purpose), and then to demonstrate your mastery of these terms by distinguishing their appearance in Republic.

More standard will be a critical presentation. The options are indicated by the blank lines on the syllabus. As you will see, there are many more occasions to make such a presentation than there are students registered for this course, yet I urge you to begin thinking immediately about your preference. Presentation topics will be assigned on a first-come, first-served basis. Consider which of the topics you find most sympathetic, and then browse the corresponding articles in the Ferrari and Santas volumes. Once you have secured your presentation topic, you should begin researching it and discussing it with me. I recommend, but do not require, that your term paper develop the ideas of this presentation. 
More will be said about the paper as its due date approaches. For now, there are a few books about writing, style, and argumentation that you may wish to consult, whether you are writing your first philosophy paper or your hundredth, your first graduate paper or your tenth. All writers of English profit from dipping occasionally into The Elements of Style (Strunk & White). If you are new to philosophical writing, or wish to improve its basics, The Rulebook for Arguments (Weston) is very helpful. I have ordered both as “recommended” books for our course. One book I have not ordered but recommend nonetheless is The Chicago Manual of Style. It is an indispensable reference for writers in the humanities and is easily found in other bookstores. Term papers for this class should conform to its guidelines.  
In contrast to the specific discussions expected in presentations and papers, the exam aims to motivate you to achieve a synoptic view of Republic and the scholarship we have read. After each meeting I shall write two questions or so that capture some of our discussion, posting these on Blackboard, and later editing them into an exam study guide, perhaps adding a few questions that synthesize one or more of our meetings. The best way to prepare for the exams, then, is to ensure after each meeting that you have understood the question that I write in order to capture its discussion. If you do not, you should review the readings for that day, discuss the question with your classmates, and consult me by email or in office hours. 

Although exams are currently unpopular in Philosophy, they are the best means by which to foster and evaluate the achievement of a synoptic view of material. As it turns out, furthermore, effective paper-writing is an insufficient condition of success in this profession. Presentations and facility with basic logic are also important skills; but, above all, achievement of a synoptic view—of a particular sub-field, to start, but eventually of the whole discipline—will make you a better teacher, a more interesting colleague, and, in the end, a deeper thinker.    
Grading Policies

As befits graduate and professional education, attendance is expected at each meeting. In light of this expectation, necessary absences should be explained, preferably with documentation. Absence will likely jeopardize performance, since the workload required by this course is steady and demanding.  Since Blackboard will be an important resource for this course, please familiarize yourself with it and consult it a couple of times per week. There you will find some important announcements and all important course documents. These documents will range from this syllabus, to assignment prompts, to study guides for the exams.
In order to receive full consideration, all assignments (including papers) must be submitted in class on the day they are due. Once class has begun, submitted work will be penalized by a ‘minus’ for each 24 hours that it is late. Thus, when a paper is due on a Wednesday, and it is submitted after the beginning of class on that day, if it is of B quality it will receive a B-. Submitted 24 hours later, it will receive a C+, and so on until the graded papers are returned to the rest of the class, after which time it will receive no consideration. In short, there will be no Incompletes.
Work will be graded with numerical scores, a system which aspires to make grading maximally transparent. The meanings of these numerical scores are the official prescriptions of the McAnulty College and Graduate School of Liberal Arts:
93–100…………………..………………….….A..…….…………….…….……….…….superior

90–92……………………………………......…A-….…..……….…….………………...excellent

88–89………………………………......………B+………...……….….……….………very good

83–87………………………………..…....……B………….....………………..………….…good

80–82………………………………………..…B-………...…….……….….……..above average

78–79………………………………......………C+...………….……….…………..….satisfactory

70–77………………………….……...….….…C…………................................................average

60–69…………………………………………..D…….….……...……………………………poor

0–59…………………………...……….………F………………….………………….. ..….failure

Since graduate students are seeking professional training, and our particular profession is extremely competitive, success in it requires excellent or superior work. It is not expected that more than a few students will be working at this level yet, but everyone should nonetheless be striving for it over the long term. It is expected that graduate students in philosophy do good work in all their courses, with excellent work in some, and a trend toward superior work in the program overall. Although C and C+ have been designated ‘average’ and ‘satisfactory’ by McAnulty, consistent work at this level (or lower, needless to say) should give pause, provoking reconsideration of goals and discussion with a faculty advisor.
There is no way to apply universal standards to different sorts of assignments, least of all for graduate work, but since papers are paramount at this level, let us say a few words about their standards in particular, with the proviso that more will be said as their due date approaches. Work in the A range could, with minor revision, receive consideration—though not necessarily be published—by a peer-reviewed journal such as the Journal of the History of Philosophy. B-range work is competent for a graduate seminar but of insufficient quality to be considered for review by such a journal, for any number of reasons. C-range work, finally, is incompetent for a graduate seminar, even if it might be satisfactory for an upper-level undergraduate course. While I am eager to promote students who earn A’s in my courses, I cannot write a letter of recommendation otherwise. 

Academic Etiquette
Email. This has been a boon for academics. Many of my best philosophical conversations—some with my students—have been through this flexible medium. It has made us all accessible to one another in a way that is always convenient, and often beneficial. (To keep it maximally so, please check your Duquesne Webmail account from time to time; or, if you use another account, have your Duquesne messages forwarded to that account.) Like everything good, however, email has its costs, and even its dangers. The costs are clear: a voluminous inbox can consume a lot of time better spent otherwise. You will thus understand that I rank preparing classes, for example, above email. As for dangers, I cannot formulate a comprehensive policy, since they are hard to categorize. I am also hesitant to do so, lest I discourage tactful and worthy communication. But I can mention a few important guidelines. 
When you email me, please make the purpose of your communication clear in the subject line; moreover, in the body of your message, identify yourself. If the class is large, please also name the course in which you are enrolled. Do not expect an immediate response. I read all emails sent to me, but may not respond for a few days, if I am busy, or at all, if no response is either required or merited. No response is required, say, if your question is easily answered by a look at the syllabus; no response is merited, sometimes, if your message is impertinent. Finally, I do not accept assignments over email unless I have agreed to do so in advance. 

Names. The custom nowadays, as we all know, is that professors address students by their first names, whereas students address some professors by their titles, some by their first names. I believe there are significant problems with this custom, problems that are symptomatic of degeneracy in our academic culture. On the one hand, when students address professors by their titles, but are addressed only by their first names, both professors and students can more easily think of students as children, acting accordingly. It is no coincidence that slave societies consider their slaves children and thus assign them only first names. In our present culture there are enough pressures to infantilize students; we need not add another. But, on the other hand, when students address professors by their first names, both professor and student are lulled into forgetting that the relationship is fundamentally professional, with all the rights and duties characteristic of such a relationship. Since the older custom of addressing students by their last names and expecting the same from them seems both less deceptive and more respectful, I have adopted it. Awkward as it can be, I hope you will accept, and perhaps ultimately appreciate, this atavistic idiosyncrasy.
Administrative Requirements
Like all forms of lying, plagiarism and cheating are grave offences. This is especially true in a university whose mission involves the pursuit of truth. Since these offences threaten the very foundation of intellectual life, they will be prosecuted to the full extent afforded by this university’s policies. The maximum penalty is expulsion. Any doubts about the natures of these offences or the punishments they will incur can be dispelled by consulting the following website:  http://www.studentlife.duq.edu/handbooksec5.html
Students with documented disabilities are entitled to reasonable accommodations, if needed. If you need accommodations, please contact the Office of Freshman Development and Special Student Services in 309 Duquesne Union (412-396-6657) as soon as possible. Accommodations will not be granted retrospectively.
“Learning Outcomes”
There is a movement afoot in universities, as in primary and secondary schools, to categorize “learning outcomes,” quantify pedagogical results, and thus make education amenable to bureaucratic control (or at least the illusion thereof). However applicable this model may be to lower levels, or even to other subjects at the college level, its application to the philosophical classroom is at best absurd, and at worst pernicious. One desirable outcome of all my courses, therefore, is that students come to see “learning outcomes” in this light. Plato supplied us with the first extant curriculum, and the aim of this curriculum was an account of the form of the good. “Unless someone can give an account of the form of the good,” he wrote, “distinguishing it from everything else, and can survive all examination as if in a battle, striving to examine things not in accordance with belief, but in accordance with being; and can journey through all that with his account intact, you will say that he does not know the good itself or any other good whatsoever” (534b7–c4). In the language of “Bloom’s Taxonomy,” then, here would be the learning outcomes at the Academy: 

(Level 4) SEPARATE one’s reason from all bodily impediments, thereby pulling the eye of the soul, reason, out of the “barbaric bog” of the senses, imagination, appetites, and the passions;

(Level 5) FORMULATE an invincible account of the form of the good, the unhypothetical first principle of the cosmos;
(Level 6) CHOOSE to assimilate oneself to this account, thereby becoming divine.
Syllabus
Week 1: Tuesday, January 8th
	Topics:

Introduction to Plato’s Republic

Book 1

Prologue

Cephalus

Justice

Polemarchus

	Readings:

Plato, 327a1–336a10 (1–14)

Rowe (Santas), 7–24

Lear (Santas), 25–43

Yunis (Ferrari), 1–26


	Assignments:

 67 pages of reading


Week 2: Tuesday, January 15th

	Topics:

Book 1

Book 2

Thrasymachus
Glaucon
Adeimantus
	Readings:

Plato, 336a11–368c2 (13–46)

Barney (Santas), 44–62

Shields (Santas), 63–83

Weiss (Ferrari), 90–115
Santas (Santas), 125–45

 
	Assignments:

113 pages

Greek Alphabet Quiz
Presentations:
____________________________

____________________________




Week 3: Tuesday, January 22nd
	Topic:

Book 2
Book 3

City/Soul Analogy

“The City of Pigs”

“The Feverish City”
Education

Art

Theology
	Readings:
Plato, 368c2–417b8 (46–102)
McPherran (Santas), 84–103

O’Connor (Ferrari), 55–89

Schofield (Ferrari), 138–64

 
	Assignments:

133 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

____________________________




Week 4: Tuesday, January 29th
	Topics:

Book 4

The Tripartite Soul


	Readings:

Moss, “Rational and Non-Rational Parts of the Soul”

Miller, Comments on Moss


	Assignments:

35 pages of reading




Week 5: Tuesday, February 5th

	Topics:

Book 4

City/Soul Analogy

The Soul

The Virtues

Justice

Happiness
	Readings:

Plato, 419a1–455e3 (103–35)

Ferrari (Ferrari), 165–201

Lorenz (Santas), 145–65

Anagnostopoulos (Santas), 166–88

Kosman (Ferrari), 116–37


	Assignments:

141 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

____________________________

Logic Assignment Due



Week 6: Tuesday, February 12th
	Topic:

SNOW CANCELLATION

	Readings:


	Assignments:




Week 7: Tuesday, February 19th 

	Topic:

Book 5

Kallipolis

Women

Property

War


	Readings:

Plato, 449a1–474c3 (136–67)

Ludwig (Ferrari), 202–31

Morrison (Ferrari), 232–55

Saxonhouse (PDF online)
Frank (PDF online)
	Assignments:

131 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

___________________________



Week 8: Tuesday, February 26th
	Topics:

Book 5

Book 6
Philosopher-Kings

Education

The Good

Knowledge

Reality
	Readings:

Plato, 474c2–511e5 (167–207)

Keyt (Santas), 189–213

Denyer (Ferrari), 284–309
Penner (Santas), 234–62

Singpurwalla (AZ online)
	Assignments:

132 pages
Presentations:

____________________________

____________________________




Week 9: Tuesday, March 4th
	Topic:

Book 7
Knowledge

Reality

Education

Dialectic

Philosopher-Kings
	Readings:

Plato, 514a1 –541b5 (208–37)

Miller (Ferrari), 310–43
Sedley (Ferrari), 256–83

Ferejohn (Santas), 214–33
Reeve (AZ online)

Lear (AZ online)
	Assignments:

106 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

____________________________




Week 10: Tuesday, March 11th
	Topics:

Book 8

Book 9

City/Soul Analogy

Degenerate Constitutions

Timocracy

Oligarchy

Democracy

Tyranny

Necessary Appetites

Passion

	Readings:

Plato, 543a–576b1 (238–75)

Blössner (Ferrari), 345–85

Parry (Ferrari), 386–414

Hitz (AZ online)
Strauss (TBA)
	Assignments:

150 pages
Presentations:

____________________________

____________________________




SPRING BREAK / EASTER BREAK
Week 11: Tuesday, March 25th
	Topics:

NO CLASS:

MONDAY SCHEDULE
	Readings:


	Assignments:

Term Paper Proposal Due



Week 12: Tuesday, April 1st 
	Topic:

Book 9
Pleasures

Happiness

Virtue & Vice

Order

Freedom

Natural Slavery


	Readings:

Plato, 576b3–592b6 (275–296)

Singpurwalla (Santas), 263–82

Kamtekar (AZ online)
	Assignments:    
55 pages

Presentations:
____________________________

____________________________



Week 13: Tuesday, April 8th 
	Topic:

Book 10

Pure Reason

Art

Immortality

Myth

	Readings:

Plato, 592b6–621c9 (297–326)

Richardson Lear (Santas), 104–24

Moss (Ferrari), 415–44

Halliwell (Ferrari) , 445–73

Barney (AZ online)


	Assignments:

121 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

____________________________



Week 14: Tuesday, April 15th
	Topics:

REVIEW
	Readings:


	Assignments:




Week 15: Tuesday, April 22nd
	Topics:


	Readings:


	Assignments:

Comprehensive Exam



Term Paper Due:  04.28.08, noon
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