ENGL 298 B
Morgan
Further guidelines and suggestions for MP #1 (to be used in conjunction with the original handout)

1. This paper is about a conversation between two thinkers – meaning a situation where ideas are exchanged between them. College professors like to give this sort of assignment – or more often, to use it as an exam question – because it tests whether students have an idea of just the big picture, Spark Notes version of an idea, vs. really understanding the thinker’s ideas in detail, and being able to interpret and apply them. Remember: a conversation is not a cage match.

2. [bookmark: _GoBack]I recommend that you treat this essay as a dialogue. This means you don’t have to worry about the requirements of topic sentences, formal introductions, and formal conclusions. What I care most about is your ability to show how Socrates and Goldman’s ideas would engage with each other. Writing this assignment as a dialogue, in the format of Socrates: [statement] and Goldman: [statement], with stage directions if necessary, is fine. You can quote directly, but you can also make statements up, based on your readings of passages, and justify them by including a parenthetical citation. Just be prepared – for any statement you put in Socrates/Goldman’s mouth, you should be ready to answer the question “Why do you think s/he would say that?”

3. You should assume that each of these thinkers knows that the other is fiercely committed to his/her beliefs, and knows, too, that the way to success is not simply by yelling at him/her. This means that you should avoid resorting too much to things you think will be entertaining, like having Goldman punch Socrates in the face. Avoid, too, anything that will shut down the dialogue prematurely – until the end of your essay, at least.

4. You probably shouldn’t write an essay that is about outwardly proving Goldman is wrong. (That won’t convince anyone who doesn’t already agree with you.) But if Goldman is wrong, then surely Socrates could convince her of this, if anyone could. How would he do it? Conversely: let’s say that Goldman disagrees strenuously with Socrates. You also shouldn’t write a paper fiercely arguing that Socrates is wrong – but you can write about how Emma Goldman might try to convince him that he’s wrong about his views regarding the separation between men and laws. Let’s say that you were writing about tacit consent. One aspect of that is Socrates’ position that the laws of Athens haven’t harmed him – but the men have. How would Goldman try to talk him out of that? Where would she start?

5. I’ve encouraged you to stay focused on one idea in this dialogue. I know that you may feel it’s necessary to deal with more than one idea to make your point. If that’s the case, make sure that your readers can understand how the ideas are connected.

6. Writing this paper as a dialogue is most likely going to be easier than writing it as a traditional thesis-based paper – so I recommend that. But if you were going to write it as a thesis-based paper, your thesis might look something like this:

Socrates would disagree with Goldman’s position that religion obstructs humanity’s ability to become conscious of itself, and would take the position that her definition of awareness – the ability to actively make decisions for oneself – is an aspect of living an examined or unexamined life.
	
And this is actually a useful test. When you describe your starting point – the agreement or disagreement that you’re focusing on – if it’s very short, i.e. “Goldman would see Socrates’ view of the thick self as ridiculous,” well – you don’t need a paper to convince us of that.
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