University of Kansas, Spring 2010

Philosophy 800: Tutorial

Ben Eggleston—eggleston@ku.edu

February 9, 2010

Schedule of assignments for part I—filled in

future-like-ours epistemic integrity objection personal Newcomb’s
argument against closure to utilitarianism identity problem
abortion (Jan. 22 & 29) (Feb.5&12) (Feb. 19 & 26) (Mar.5&12) (Mar. 26 & Apr. 2)
Al: argumentative Benjamin Keil Teresa Bruno Rich Muirhead " Jan McDaniel Brian Clarke
papers critiqued in 2 5 3 m
class Andrew Marsh
A A2 , " Jan McDaniel " Rich Muirhead """ Andrew Marsh " Brian Clarke " Teresa Bruno
- argumentative 3 : : I — 1 _ 21 24 o
papers not critiqued Rich Muirhead Benjamin Keil lan McDaniel Andrew Marsh Benjamin Keil
in class
. 10 Brian Clarke . Teresa Bruno 2 »
B: critiques of ? Brian Clarke ?® Andrew Marsh ¥ Benjamin Keil ¥ Rich Muirhead * lan McDaniel
argumentative papers | 2 teresa Bruno 2 3 3 %
C: summaries * lan McDaniel * lan McDaniel “ Brian Clarke ® Benjamin Keil " Rich Muirhead
discussed in class i Rich Muirhead » Brian Clarke . Benjamin Keil ® Teresa Bruno ® Andrew Marsh

Notes for each student:

A. Your name will appear in three of the A cells, in three columns.
1. Your name will appear in one of the Al cells.
2. Your name will appear in two of the A2 cells.
B. Your name will appear in one of the B cells, in a column different from the columns in which your name appears in the A cells.
Papers and critiques are associated as follows: cell 26 corresponds to cell 1, cell 27 corresponds to cell 2, etc. (just subtract 25)
C. Your name will appear in one of the C cells, in a column different from the columns in which your name appears in the A and B cells.




