Midterm Paper Topics
Please write a clear, compelling argument of 2-3 pages, answering the questions under one of the following topics. This assignment is to be handed in at the beginning of class on Monday, Oct. 19. No late papers will be accepted. You must sign your name to the coversheet as a testament that a) this is your own work, and b) you agree that plagiarism will at least result in failing the class.
1) What is one contemporary view of women already to be found in Hesiod? Why might he/we be inclined to think this? Do you agree with it? If not, what else from his poem might be used to contest it?

2) Plato characterizes philosophy as an attempt to wake people up. Is awaking from sleep a good and adequate characterization of beginning something new? Or is philosophy insufficient to give us something new? Perhaps this is just not a good metaphor for philosophy? You may wish to discuss Socrates as gadfly.
3) Do you find Arendt’s use of the categories of Labor, Work, and Action convincing? Or has she carved up the activities of life inappropriately? Give examples (and possibly alternative categories) to justify your evaluation.
4) “A man who really fights for justice must lead a private, not a public, life if he is to survive for even a short time” (Apology, 32a). Why does Socrates make this claim? Is it true? Why or why not? You may wish to use Arendt’s discussion of the public and the private realms, and/or her discussion of goodness (you would have to relate that to justice).

Paper Guidelines/Grading Rubric
There are two steps in my grading process.

I. The first deals with structure and content. In this regard, your paper should do three things:

1) clearly analyze the relevant argument(s) in the text – involves a careful reconstituting of what is being done, with elaborations to explain why specifically this is said and its relevance to the problem of your paper (includes an argument outline attached to your paper);

2) take up a position that answers the question – requires sufficient clarity of writing to distinguish when you are laying out the arguments in the text and when making your own, and sufficient understanding of the material to know what are the important issues on which to take up a position;

3) give your own argument (reasons and explanation) to justify your position.

(These do not need to be accomplished in that order, but the logical organization of the paper is being graded.)

Each of these things can be done more or less well. If you do all three well, you get an ‘A’ for the first step of the grading process; if you do one of them poorly (or not at all), you get a ‘B’; doing only one part well earns a ‘C,’ and if you fail to do any of them well but you do have all three present, you’ll get a ‘D.’
II. The second step is much easier: I mark each spelling mistake or egregious grammar error. Every 5 marks drops your grade (from the first step) by one-third of a letter (e.g., A+ becomes A becomes A-). This is a stepwise function: the grade only changes at intervals of 5. So if you proofread your paper carefully, then your grade will turn out to be based entirely on your argument. (Hint: Reading aloud can be very helpful here.)
Specifics: Papers should be 2-3 pages in length (typed/double-spaced/12-point font/Times New or Garamond; standard tracking/kerning/margins). This will require great concision – I recommend writing the paper longer than the limit, then going back and cutting significantly in order to tighten it up. Stapled to the back of your paper, please include an argument outline for whatever specific portion of Arendt’s, Plato’s, or Hesiod’s text you choose to make use of in your argument. (This doesn’t have to be limited to one or two paragraphs of the book like in the Argument Summary assignment, but it should be representative of the argument that you claim the author is making.)
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