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McGill   


Faculty of Arts 

HUMANISTIC STUDIES

HMST 297 WESTERN HUMANISTIC TRADITION 2 (Winter 2008)
Robert Myles: 688 Sherbrooke rm. 267: Friday: 8:30-10:00: Please communicate by WebCT e-mail for this course.
HMST 297, Winter 2008 Schedule 

Thurs. Jan. 03  

Another Genesis-Universe Story (creation of the universe, solar system, Earth)

100 words (3-part format not necessary for this entry)
Bill Bryson. A Short History of Almost Everything. Doubleday Canada, 2003. pp. 9-39. 
Let’s get some perspective . . the Indian subcontinent, late sixteenth century
250 words

Darrymple, William. “The Most Magnificent Muslims.”  The New York Review of Books, Nov. 27, 2007.
Tues. Jan. 08
Groucho 1

250 words (one entry for the two readings) 
Copernicus, Nicolaus (1473-1543). From The Commentariolus and Dedication of the Revolutions of the Heavenly Bodies. In The Scientific Background of Modern Science: Selected Readings. Ed. Michael R. Matthews. Indianapolis: Hackett, 1989. Pp.33-44.

Kuhn, Thomas S. “Motives for Innovation – Copernicus’s Preface.” In The Copernican Revolution. Cambridge MA: Harvard U Press, 1957. Pp. 135-43.| 

Supplementary Reading

Richard H. Popkin. “Skepticism.” Encyclopædia Britannica. 2007. Encyclopædia Britannica Online. 2007  <http://www.britannica.com/eb/article-68420>.
Thurs. Jan. 10 

Chico 1

250 words

Montaigne, Michel de (1533-1592). *An Apology for Raymond Sebond. Trans. M.A. Screech. London: Penguin, 1987. Pp. 54-74. *PQ1641 A3A713.

Tues. Jan. 15 
Harpo 1

250 words
Bacon, Francis (1561-1626).  Extract from Novum Organum: “Aphorisms Concerning the Interpretation of Nature and the Kingdom of Man.” In  Selected Writings of Francis Bacon. Ed. Hugh C. Dick. New York: Modern Library, 1955. Pp.461-84.
250 words 

Hobbes, Thomas (1588-1679).  Leviathan. In Classics of Modern Political Theory. Ed. Steven M. Cahn, Oxford:  Oxford University Press, 1997.  ADD pp. 78-80 CHAP 13 pp.118-120 ADD CHAP 14 PP. 120-126. JA83 C535 1997

Thurs. Jan. 17
Groucho 2

250 Words

Descartes, Rene (1596-1650). Discourse on the Method of Rightly Conducting One's Reason and of Seeking Truth in the Sciences (parts 1-4). Project Gutenberg.  http://www.gutenberg.org/etext/59  Please note that I put the entire work in your coursepack but you are required to read only the first four parts or chapters (p. 1-20).
Tues. Jan. 22
Chico 2
250 words
Spinoza, Baruch (1632-1677). “Chapter 16: On the Foundations of the Natural and Civil Rights of Individuals.” In Theologico-Political Treatise. In Classics of Modern Political Theory. Ed. Steven M. Cahn, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1997. Pp.200-207. JA83 C535 1997.

250 words
Locke, John (1632-1704).  A Letter on Toleration. Ed. Raymond Klibansky and J. W. Gough. Oxford: Clarendon, 1968. Pp52-55. BR1610  L8  1968. 

250 words (separately) for each reading: total 500 words.

Thurs.  Jan. 24
Harpo 2
250 words
Pope, Alexander (1688—1744). “Essay on Man: Epistle One.” In Pope, Alexander. Alexander Pope. Ed. Pat Rogers. Oxford: Oxford UP, 1993. Pp. 270-280.    

250 words
Voltaire (1694-1788). Treatise on Tolerance.  Trans. Simon Harvey. Cambridge:  Cambridge University Press, 2000. Pp. 3-11. BR1610 V813 2000

Supplementary Reading:

Finlay, Christopher J. “Chapter 6: Sympathy, Sociability and Esteem: Hume’s Account of Social Relations.” In Hume’s Social Philosophy. London: Continuum, 2007. Pp. 105-123  

Tues. Jan. 29
Groucho 3
Hume, David (1711-1776).
250 words (regular format)
(text 1)  From “Of Love and Hatred.” Book II, Part II in  A Treatise of Human Nature. 2nd Edition. Ed. P.H. Nidditch. Oxford: Clarendon:1978. Pp. 347-96.    
150 words (3-part format not necessary for this entry)
(text 2) “Of chastity and modesty.” Book III, Part II, Section XII in A Treatise of Human Nature. 2nd Edition. Ed. P.H. Nidditch. Oxford: Clarendon:1978. Pp. 570-573.    
Thurs. Jan. 31
Chico 3
250 words
Rousseau, Jean-Jacques (1712-78). Discourse on the Origin and Foundations of Inequality among Men. In Collected  Writings of Rousseau. Volume 3. Hanover, NH: University Press of New England, 1992. Pp.18-39. 

Tues.  Feb. 05 

Chico (4)

Tues. Feb. 05
Harpo 3

150 words  (3-part format not necessary for this entry)
Gouges, Marie (1748-93). The Rights of Women  and Form of the Social Contract Between Man and Woman. In The Enlightenment. Ed. David Williams. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999. Pp. 318-28. 

250 words (regular format)

Wollstonecraft, Mary (1759-97). A Vindication of the Rights of Woman. In The Enlightenment. Ed. David Williams. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1999. Pp. 330-52. JA83 E66 1999.

Thurs. Feb. 07
Groucho 4

250 words
Smith, Adam (1723-90). “Of the beauty which the appearance of Utility bestows upon all the production of art, and of the extensive influence of this species of Beauty.” In Classics of Modern Political Theory. Ed. Steven M. Cahn, Oxford: oxford University Press, 1997. Pp. 522-7. 
LAST ENTRY FOR JOURNAL 1

Journal 1 (3, 900 words: max 5, 200) (20%), entries from Thur. Jan 03 (Bryson) to Thur. Feb. 07 (Smith) inclusive; electronic form, turnitin.com, Sunday, Feb. 10, midnight (Pacific Time). Bring hardcopy to class or leave at 688 Sherb, rm. 261, by Tues. Feb.  12. 

Those preferring to do an originality quiz (Tues. Feb. 12, 7:00 p.m., 688 Sherb. rm. 267) rather than submit to turnitin.com may submit electronic version (Word, file attachment) to instructor by WebCT e-mail attachment by Sunday, Feb. 10, midnight (Pacific Time).   

Tues. Feb. 12
Quiz 1: 15%

Thurs. Feb. 14 &  Tues. Feb. 19
Chico 4, Harpo 4, Groucho 5 (you can do participation on EITHER date)   

750 words
Assigned question: What is the predicament of  women in P &P?
Austen, Jane (1775 – 1817) Pride and Prejudice. Ed. Donald J. Gray. WW Norton, 2000. Not in coursepack.
Supplementary Reading 
Bryson, Bill.  “Darwin’s Singular Notion.” In A Short History of Almost Everything. Doubleday Canada, 2003. pp. 381-396
Thurs.  Feb. 21
Chico 5
250 words

Darwin, Charles (1809-82).  “Chapter XXI: General Summary and Conclusion.” The Descent of Man. New York: Caldwell, 1874. Pp630-44. QH365 D2 1874.

STUDY BREAK

Supplementary reading

Joll, James. “Nietzsche vs. Nietzsche.” New York Review of Books: 40:4, Feb. 11, 1993.

Tue. Mar. 04
Harpo 5 

500 word 

Nietzsche, Friedrich (1844-1900).  On the Genealogy of Morals, excerpts taken from Ethics: the Classical Reader, Robert L. Arrington and James Rachels, eds. Oxford: Blackwell, 1998, pp. 212-29;  and from Princeton Readings in Political Thought, Michael Cohen and Nicole Fermon, eds., Princeton: Princeton UP, 1996, pp. 467-490.  
Thurs. Mar. 06
Groucho 6
250 words
Joyce, James (1882-1941).  “A Painful Case.” In Dubliners. Ed. Robert Scholes. London: Penguin, 1996.  Pp. 107-17.  PR6019 O9DB 1996

250 words

Woolf, Virginia (1882-1941). From A Room of One’s Own. In The Norton Anthology of English Literature. Vol. 2. 5th ed. New York: Norton: 1986.  Pp. 2174-77

Supplementary Reading

PLEASE NOTE: This self-interview is NOT in the edition you have bought. 

Primo Levi. “A Self-Interview: Afterward to If This is a Man (1976)” pp. 185-207.

Tues. Mar. 11 & Thurs. Mar. 13 
Chico 6  Harpo 6 Groucho 7
750 words

Levi, Primo (1919-1987). Se questo é uomo  (If This Is a Man) translated as Survival at Auschwitz. New York: Touchstone, (1958) 1995 . Not in coursepack.
LAST ENTRY FOR JOURNAL 2

Sunday March 15: JOURNAL 2 DUE
Journal 2 (2,750 words: max 3, 666) (15%), entries from Thurs. Feb.  12 (Jane Austen) to Thurs. Mar. 13 (Primo Levi) inclusive; electronic form, turnitin.com, Sunday, Mar. 15, midnight (Pacific Time). Bring hardcopy to class or leave at 688 Sherb, rm. 261, by Tues. Mar.  18. 

Those preferring to do an originality quiz (Tues. Mar. 18, 7:00 p.m., 688 Sherb. rm. 267) rather than submit to turnitin.com may submit electronic version (Word, file attachment) to instructor by WebCT e-mail attachment by Sunday, Mar. 15 , midnight (Pacific Time).   
Tues. Mar. 18
Quiz 2: 15%
Thursday March 20: NO CLASS 

Tues. Mar. 25 
Chico (7)
50 words

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR), December 10, 1948. In Mary Ann Glendon. A World Made New: Eleanor Roosevelt and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. New York: Random House, 2001. Pp. 310-14. K3238.31948 G58 2001.

250 words (regular format)

Rorty, Richard.  “Human Rights, Rationality, and Sentimentality.” In  Richard Rorty. Truth and Progress: Philosophical Papers, Volume 3. Cambridge:  Cambridge UP, 1998. Pp.167-185.

250 words (regular format)

Ignatief, Michael. “The Attack on Human Rights.” Foreign Affairs 80:6 (2001). Pp. 102-116.

Tues. Mar. 25

Harpo 7 Groucho 8 Chico 8

250 word-report (any format)

Visit of Mr. Brian Davis, former Canadian  Ambassador to Syria: Human Rights in Practice
Thurs. Mar. 27 
Harpo 8

500 words
Dandicat, Edwidge (1969-     ) Kric? Krak!  Vintage Books, 1995. Not in coursepack.
Tues. Apr. 01 and Thurs. Apr. 03
Groucho 9 Chico 9  Harpo 9
One 750 word entry for the two classes: you may submit journal entry at either class.
Mistry, Rohinton  (1952-     ).  A Fine Balance. Toronto: McLelland & Stewart, 1995. Not in coursepack

Tues. Apr. 08
1 X 250

250 words

Sen, Amartya. “The Reach of Reason.”  New York Review of Books. 47:12, July 20, 2000.

250 words
Heaney, Seamus  (1939- ): “Crediting Poetry” (Nobel Prize Address).  In World Literature Today. 70:1996. Pp. 253-259.

--. “Digging.” In World Literature Today. 70:1996. P. 260.

Thurs. Apr. 10  

Final Class:. 

Quiz 3: 10% 

Bring hardcopy of final journal to class.
JOURNAL 3 DUE SUNDAY, APRIL 13 

Journal 3(2,550 words; max  3,400) (15%),  entries from Tues.  Mar.  25 (UDHR) to Thurs. Apr. 08 (Heaney) inclusive; electronic form, turnitin.com, Sunday, April 13, midnight (Pacific Time). Leave hardcopy at 688 Sherb, rm. 261, by Tues. April 15. 

Those preferring to do an originality quiz (Tues. April 15, 7:00 p.m., 688 Sherb. rm. 267) rather than submit to turnitin.com may submit electronic version (Word, file attachment) to instructor by WebCT e-mail attachment by Sunday, April 13 , midnight (Pacific Time).   
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McGill   


Faculty of Arts 

HUMANISTIC STUDIES

HMST 297 WESTERN HUMANISTIC TRADITION 2 (Winter 2008)

Robert Myles: 688 Sherbrooke rm. 267: Friday: 8:30-10:00: Please communicate by WebCT e-mail for this course.
Purpose of the Humanistic Studies Program  

Office hours: 8:30-10:00 on Fridays, 688 Sherbrooke, rm. 267. 
Contact: for appointments outside office hours (truly exceptional cases only): robert.mylea@mcgill.ca
FOR ALL OTHER COMMUNICATIONS PLEASE USE THE MYCOURSES/WEBCT  MAIL.
Quid est homo? (Seneca)

The past is not dead. It is not even past. (William Faulkner) 
The general principles underlying this course have been outlined in the coursepack for HMST 296 

Texts:  Coursepack  and other texts are available at the Word Bookstore, 469 Milton, cash or cheque, Mon.-Tues.-Wed. 10:00-6:00, Tues.-Fri. 10:00-9:00, Sat. 11:00-6:00; 845-5640. 
Coursepack: HMST 297 WESTERN HUMANISTIC TRADITION 2. 

There are four works of fiction, all also available at the Word Bookstore: 
Jane Austen Pride and Prejudice. Ed. Donald J. Gray. WW Norton, 2000
Primo Levi. Se questo é uomo (If This Is a Man) translated as Survival at Auschwitz. New York: Touchstone, (1958) 1995
Edwidge Danticat. Kric? KraK! Vintage Books, 1995
Rohinton Mistry. A Fine Balance. Toronto: McClelland & Stewart, 1995
Evaluation:  
50%:  Reading Journals (Journal 1: 20%; Journal 2: 15%; Journal 3: 15%. 
40% Reading Quizzes:(Quiz 1: 15%; Quiz 2: 15%; Quiz 3: 10%).
10%: Class participation
Notes on Evaluation Procedures

10%: Class participation
Each student will be assigned to one of three groups, Groucho, Chico or Harpo.

N.B.

(1) Each group is assigned 9 classes (out of a total of  23). One loses 2% for each class missed. After having missed 5 classes, a student receives a mark of 0 (zero). 

(2) Members of the group assigned to a particular class must attend, bringing their draft journal entry to class and must respond if their name is called. 

(3) Draft entries will not be accepted from students arriving more than ten minutes late for class.

(4) Students will print their name in the right-hand corner of the assignment, place the assignment in an envelope that is circulated during the class and sign (not initial) their name on the place provided on the envelope. A draft journal entry must be submitted for the course for that day.

(5) Missed classes: a student may attend a substitute class for a class missed for documentable medical, family, or personal crises reasons. Please e-mail the instructor via WebCT and speak to him in class. The student may be allowed to attend a class for another section and place the substitution assignment for that section (not the assignment for the missed class) in the envelope circulated and print and sign their name on the envelope in the place provided for documented substitutions.
(6) There will be one “grace” class: you may do one substitution class for any reason without contacting me. Just write “grace” beside your substitution signature. 
40% Reading Quizzes: 40% (Quiz 1: 15%; Quiz 2: 15%; Quiz 3: 10%):
These reward careful reading. Different types of multiple choice questions, e.g., identifying which text a quotation comes from; identifying different characters in a text; identifying connections, differences, similarities between/among texts/authors; identifying themes, movements, etc. Connections, similarities and differences with texts covered in HMST 296 may be included on these tests.
Notes on Journals 

We will continue the HMST 296 theme where possible, i.e., What is it to be a woman? What is it to be a man? 
Theme:  What is the story? What is the discourse? 
Display your knowledge: If you have been assigned, for example, three texts by Aristotle each of which addresses (primarily) a different question: What is virtue? What is friendship? What is it to be a woman? and you address only the last question, we have no idea that you are aware of the other important issues unless you mention them. You may concentrate on the last issue, for example, but don’t ignore the first two issues. 
Length 

The title of your journal is: “What is it to be human?”  

(1) All texts must be commented on – minimum number of words per entry is indicated beside each item.  

(2) Although you are not encouraged to do so, you may exceed the total minimum for the entire journal by up to 1/3.  This means that you might write an entry that goes beyond the 1/3 extra allowable, but then you must cut back elsewhere. You will be penalized for going beyond this extra. The extra is calculated on the total journal. Please put your word count at the end of each entry and at the end of the journal.
(3) Please put word count after each entry. Please put total word count at end of journal.   

Format/Style

(1) Your journal does not need formal essay format. It may be paragraph-style, point-style, whatever style you like – as long as it is divided in three sections as described below.

(2) Documentation style is not important, but documentation, if you use outside sources, is very important. Put down a complete web page if you have picked up some ideas there, and the full name of the author and text for books and articles (detailed publication data is not necessary, though page numbers of quotations or including paraphrasing are).  

(3) When quoting from the coursepack put the page number.

Each entry, then, must have the following sections format: 

(1) Q&A (Questions and answers): Some particular questions are suggested below. Concentrate on one or two perhaps. But do not totally ignore important issues.
(2) Connections: This is a good place to bring in the theme (What is the story? What is the discourse?)  by showing similarities and differences with other “texts” (in e – may include references to films, songs, architectural structures, etc.) previously encountered in the course pack or elsewhere. Major connections (negative/positive) with other texts both in this coursepack and the coursepack for HMST296 should be made. Do not ignore fundamental connections and differences.
(3) Personal response: a place to note your personal, views, thoughts and/or reactions to the readings. But note carefully the advice given in the Mark Objectives below.   

Journals not having this 3-section format will not be marked.
Suggested Questions for the Q&A Section of Your Journal 

TIP: The main theme, what is the story/discourse? should be addressed regularly.  According to the story
Main questions:

1) What is (are) the discourse(s)? What is the story?

How the author/text, explicitly or implicitly, considers human beings to be is revealed in the author’s “story.” Hesiod and  the Hebrew and the Christian bibles have obvious explicit stories of where we humans comes from, what our relationship is to other creatures, where we go, why we behave the way we behave, why we suffer, why we die, what happens to us when we die. All authors -- tacitly, implicitly, or explicitly -- subscribe to a story about human nature. With Augustine we see the Christian story and the Platonic story (and many other stories), with Maimonides the Hebrew story and the Aristotelian story (and many other stories).  Hobbes, Wolstencraft, Marx, Nietzsche, Rushdie – they all have their stories. In all cases, in all texts, if they are not explicitly stated, you should be asking: What is this author’s story about what it is to be human? In so doing you will be able to articulate some of the author’s assumptions and presuppositions about what it is to be human?

Question: How can the readers evaluate your journal objectively? 

Answer: by determining to what degree you meet the journal objectives?  

Here are the Journal Objectives (by Sara Amin and Robert Myles)

NOTE ON THE EXCEPTIONAL CATEGORIES (“B+” and above) AND THE AVERAGE (“B”) AND BELOW AVERAGE CATEGORIES (“B-“and below): The difference between these categories is found mainly in the consistency of the quality of your journals in the entries. Thus, while you might do what’s required for the higher grades in some of your entries, or do some parts of what’s required in the above descriptions, you do not do them THROUGHOUT your entries and the journal. Also note that what’s required for an “A”, “A-“, and “B+” and IS VERY DEMANDING, also, background, being raised in an environment where reading is a major pastime, having developed a love of writing, having followed a strong Liberal Arts program in CEGEP or high school, etc., will affect your mark. If you are in U1, it may seem unfair that some of the students in the class who are in U3 have more background than you, but when you get to U2 and U3, you will have background because of this course that others do not – generally, things will even out.    

A (outstanding): Generally: The journal is clearly written, well-articulated and shows creativity and historical consciousness – the author is clearly able to imagine other times, other conditions, and other people, without being astonished, for example, that ancient peoples often did not hold generally accepted modern views. This requires developing an objective critical viewpoint, one that might differ from one’s often uncritically assumed beliefs. The “A” journal shows a very high level of critical analysis. Moreover, in the “A” journal all three sections have been done as required, entries make arguments that are backed up by at least one of the following: citations of page numbers from texts, quotes from texts, reference to class discussions/lectures, outside sources.

Specifically: A journal that receives “A” has done the following: 

Questions Section:  Entries in the “A” journal interpret and discuss one or more of the questions the author is posing and/or answering, explicitly and/or implicitly regarding the human condition, human nature and humanity. Often, the “A” journal discusses the main questions here, but sometimes it may focus on other interesting questions. If this is case, in the “A” journal, the main question always shows up elsewhere in the connections or personal response section of that entry, or even in a connections section of another entry. For example, in the entry for Phaedrus a student might have focused brilliantly on the question of madness, or the nature of soul, among other issues. However, at some point the “A” journal will also integrate the question of love, the heart, after all, of the Phaedrus. Entries, generally, should also bring in, at some point, the theme being focused on in the course (in 2003-2004 for 296 it was “the story” and “being good,” for 297, there is a similar theme: “Assumptions about the nature of reality and the nature of human beings: the moral consequences”). This pattern and all these elements may not be in every single entry in the “A” journal, but OVERALL, GENERALLY, they will be.

Connections section: The “A” journal COMPARES and CONTRASTS the text under discussion with other texts in the coursepacks address similar ideas in different ways, with similar or different answers. If Sappho and Plato are connected on the question of love, the connections section of the “A” journal will address (1) what they are saying about love and how they are different/similar, (2) how they are saying it —poem/interpersonal, emotional vs. dialectic/interpersonal to objective-ideal, and (3) where and why the differences/similarities might occur (woman vs. man (perhaps), subjective vs. objective, different assumptions and concerns about being human? And so on. The “A” journal may sometimes brings in “outside” (not in the coursepacks) “texts” (and these may include films and songs) but not at the expense of excluding major connections that exist in the coursepacks, for example in the “A” journal, Montaigne will be connected with several key thinkers we have already encountered, many of whom he mentions himself.

Personal responses: both personal feeling and personal belief often come, some people even write poems, but the “A“ journal goes beyond the “feeling,” the “A” journal will not simply say “I hate Aristotle because of this or that” and simply dismiss him. The “A” journal will criticize and agree, may express strong like or dislike, or expressed boredom or frustration, but the A journal will have imagined and understood some of the important contexts of the text, and their effects, if any, on today and on the author of the journal. The “A” journal might also point out inconsistencies or contradictions in logic, the effects, unconscious and conscious, of the author’s assumptions (the “story”), spoken or unspoken. The “A” journal consciously attempts to connect its author’s experience/thinking/understanding to those of the author of the text being considered. 

A- (excellent): This journal is at an exceptionally high level; a little less consistent and imaginative than the “A” journal.  Typically, discussions of the themes were omitted more often, a few major misunderstandings of the texts occur (of matters that were discussed in class – if you skip class do very good background research on your own), a few crucial connections are missed. A few too many personal responses fail to engage the texts imaginatively or critically.

B+ (very good) What is required of the three sections is generally done very well indeed, and sometimes exceptionally well. The “B+” journal articulates points clearly to the reader; it makes frequent references to the texts; it makes many of the key connections with other texts. The personal response shows imagination and critically based personal expression. Like the "A-", but less so – more of the shortcomings, less consistency.

B (good) (1) Some very good moments, but generally nothing to write home about. Often, one of the three sections is consistently done poorly throughout nearly all entries –OR, generally, entries are weak in one of the three sections, BUT the writing is sound, clear, accessible, and citations are clearly indicated Although, in general, the “B” journal displays understanding of some of the important points about the text, the journal does not really go towards ANALYSING the text and the authors in relation to their assumptions or the implications of what they are saying. Little imagining of other perspectives.  Finally the journal does not go very much beyond what has been said in the class/presentations/lectures, i.e., there’s very little personal analysis of the text and much regurgitation of what has been said in class.

(2) Often a paper may potentially be “B+” but its hard to tell because the writing is not sound This means that the reader is constantly shifting from content to form in order to interpret what this type of ”B” journal is saying (the reader has to reread and say him- or herself “I think this means that”). Sometimes the problem is weakly developed writing and/or vocabulary skills, sometimes lazy expression is the problem; sometimes it is simply an inability to imagine an audience. Make an appointment to see your prof and/or TA if this is you. Often, these journals also lack citations from or references to texts.  

B- (fair): (1) Combination of “B” (1) and “B” (2) (see above).

(2) In addition to what’s happening with “B”(1) journals, all the sections are done but, frequently, more than one of the sections are done poorly OR the questions/answer section (or the connections) section reflects a lack of understanding of what the texts are saying; making claims about the text without evidence Entries do not cite text/references/discussions/presentations/ lectures in general—that is, entries do not show signs that one has read the texts actually or even engaged with them during discussions/presentations.

C+, C, D (weak to bad): (1) In addition to what’s happening with ‘B-‘ journals, one of the three sections is consistently missing OR any given section is missing in any entry. Entries do not reflect any real substantial effort at trying to understand the text or engage with the text—they are poorly written, unclear, basically absent of analysis and critical/personal engagement with the text, and fail to address what the author/text is trying to get at. (2) Often journals in category (1) have missing entries, but sometimes journals are submitted with many good or high quality entries but are missing entries – missing just a few entries will get the journal down to C+ level very quickly.  

F:  Many entries are missing; those that are done are poorly done (see C+, C, D). 
Journal Plagiarism Protection & Prevention

Most of you are Platonists and Aristotelians – you think that cheating is soul destroying. I’m with this group. A few of you are like one of the Sophists in the coursepack -- you think the only thing bad about cheating is getting caught. To prevent Sophists from even thinking of cheating, to keep the playing field even for the honest students, to allow the instructor and TAs to spend all their time responding to journals rather than playing cop, to relieve students who prefer not “to lend” their journals to cheaters of that pressure (while allowing them to share their journal insights with others without the anxiety of theft), and to relieve the prof of having to totally revise the coursepack every year, this course uses turnitin.com. This is a plagiarism-detection web site that compares current student journals to those previously submitted for the course plus a massive database that includes web sites on our texts and authors, as well as papers from term paper mills and other sources. Initially, some students find this demand a little insulting, because they know that they are honest. But there is nothing personal here – most students are complete strangers to their markers. Some people think that they are surrendering “intellectual property” to a private, for-profit company. Actually while your material goes into a data base along with millions of other texts (many of them officially copyrighted), this data base is not searchable and it has been secure for many years. In fact, since turnitin.com is an American company, you can be sure that they have all the bases covered for fear of litigation in a litigation-crazed country. Think of this also – turnitin.com protects your material (some Profs are Sophists too), for now and forever (or at least as long as turnitin.com is in business).  

Students who have used the system seem to have appreciated its value to them and their instructors. The 297 class last winter (93 students) was given the choice of using turnitin.com or doing an originality quiz (a choice you have too). 100% of them chose turnitin.com. Nevertheless, if turnitin.com disturbs you, please do not hesitate to participate, without prejudice of course, in an originality quiz.     

Details on the use of turnitin.com will be published on the WebCt page for this course; it will be discussed in class.

Plagiarism Policy

Evidence of plagiarism will be referred immediately to the associate dean for a decision on disciplinary actions, which can include failure of the course and/or a permanent note on the student transcript. Ignorance of what constitutes plagiarism is no defence. Therefore, you will be expected to visit and read McGill’s Student Guide to Avoid Plagiarism at http://www.mcgill.ca/integrity/studentguide/.  The site includes a number of links that will help you understand and avoid plagiarism. We also suggest you go to the site, “How Not to Plagiarize” <http://www.utoronto.ca/writing/plagsep.html
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