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Teaching Dossier Jim Hutchinson

Teaching Statement

If you give a group of people some �sh, they will eat for a day. If you teach the group to �sh, they will
eat for a lifetime—or rather, those who like to learn will eat for as long as their equipment never breaks,
the �sh population remains high, and nothing else changes signi�cantly. Good, but not great.

But what if you clatter up to the group, arms over�owing with rods, harpoons, nets, and other equip-
ment, lamenting that you have it on very good authority that one can somehow get delicious food
around here using these things, but you just can’t �gure out how to do it? In that case, the prospect of
delicious food will combine with this person’s curiosity, that one’s pride in her abilities, and another’s
sympathy for those who need help—and a great many of them will set to work �guring out what to do.
They will keep at it as long as they don’t get too discouraged or too satis�ed. (The moment when they
can’t see how to go on is the moment you remember some useful advice; when everyone is delighted
with the �sh they have caught, you recall that there are said to be even better ones out there.) If you
do these things, group members of all kinds will eat for a lifetime, even if things change. They will not
only have �shing skills, but also both the skill to acquire new skills and the con�dence to try.

The most distinctive thing about my philosophy classes—no matter the level, size, or subject—is that
most of our time is dedicated to student-led discussions that have at least two uncommon features:
1. A great many students take part in these discussions. This is constantly emphasized in student com-

ments, and the most revealing ones specify how these discussions manage to engage particular
students who feel left out in other classes. A logic student who “didn’t like...previous logic courses”
is delighted that we can learn even formal subjects through student-led discussion. A self-described
“shy person” “loved everything about the space...It was easy to engage in the class.” One student
�nds it welcome—and unfortunately remarkable—that these discussions involve an “equal treatment
of women students...everyone had a voice.” A scornful ethics student who normally �nds it “hard
to listen to philosophers about life...[because] they have absolutely no idea what they are talking
about” appreciates a class driven by students’ own experiences and responses to readings. The main
way I bring students of all kinds into the discussion is through a non-authoritative approach which
produces a strong sense of equality between everyone present. (“Each person [has] an equal voice
in the conversation, including Jim.”) That means that I do not present philosophical or interpretive
points for students to absorb, nor even pose such questions for them to answer. I have philosophical
and interpretive problems, and I believe that they can help me to solve them. With this sort of atmo-
sphere, a great many students—each for his or her own reasons—wants to help and feels comfortable
doing so. (“[Jim] looked at the info just as skeptical and uncertain as us. His positions of uncertainty
made us more comfortable to speak up.”)

2. These discussions are wide-ranging and incorporate many di�erent kinds of useful contribution. Stu-
dents not only express and criticize opinions about philosophical and textual points, but they also
ask each other to repeat things, bring in di�erent sorts of outside knowledge, criticize the whole
topic, remind us of what we said last week, and more. This is as it should be: good philosophers
do all these things well, and a philosophy class should help students develop all these skills. As we
talk, I remark on how the di�erent ways in which the diverse things people say have helped us. This
encouragement not only helps them to do more of the same useful things in the future, but also to
keep trying new things and discovering new helpful ways to talk and think about our subject.

Such discussions help a great many students gain not only improved philosophical skills, but also the
ability and their con�dence to �gure out how to usefully think and talk about unfamiliar things.
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Student Evaluations: Overview

I have taught fourteen courses as primary instructor. I was also a Graduate Student Instructor (“GSI”),
assisting with fourteen courses at UC Berkeley: three times as a mentor, and the rest conducting student
discussion sections. Here is a list of those courses.

Primary Instructor
Justifying Axioms (Graduate, online, no evaluations) Simon Fraser University, Summer 2020
History of Analytic Philosophy (Advanced, online) Simon Fraser University, Summer 2020
Logic (Introductory, online) Simon Fraser University, Summer 2020
Epistemology (Intermediate) Simon Fraser University, Spring 2020
Metaphysics (Intermediate) Simon Fraser University, Spring 2020
Metaphysics and Epistemology (Introductory) Simon Fraser University, Fall 2019
Epistemology (Intermediate) Simon Fraser University, Fall 2019
Logic (Introductory) Simon Fraser University, Fall 2019
Ethics (Introductory) IU Bloomingon, Spring 2019
Logic (Intermediate) IU Bloomingon, Spring 2019
Epistemology (Advanced) IU Bloomingon, Fall 2018
Ethics (Introductory) IU Bloomingon, Fall 2018
History of Modern (Introductory) UC Berkeley, Summer 2017
Mind (Introductory) UC Berkeley, Summer 2014

Assistant Instructor (Mentor)
Berkeley Connect (All levels, no evaluations) UC Berkeley, Spring 2018
Berkeley Connect (All levels, no evaluations) UC Berkeley, Fall 2017
Philosophical Methods (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Spring 2017

Assistant Instructor (Discussion)
Kant (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Fall 2016
Spinoza (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Spring 2016
Aristotle (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Fall 2015
Later Wittgenstein (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Spring 2015
Modern Philosophy (Introductory) UC Berkeley, Spring 2014
Theory of Meaning (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Spring 2013
Frege (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Fall 2012
Introduction to Logic (Introductory) UC Berkeley, Spring 2012
Nature of Mind (Introductory) UC Berkeley, Fall 2011
Philosophy of Mind (Advanced) UC Berkeley, Spring 2011
Nature of Mind (Introductory) UC Berkeley, Fall 2010

To get a sense of what these classes are like, I include comments from �ve di�erent students in each of
my primary instructor courses and my last assistant instructor courses. After that, I summarize numer-
ical data from student evaluations. Finally, there is a page with data from recent fully online courses,
whose evaluations were unusual.

The original evaluations can be read in the more extensive teaching dossier available for download on
my website: https://www.ocf.berkeley.edu/~jimehutchinson/Materials/TDL.pdf.
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Student Evaluations: Comments

Simon Fraser University: Epistemology (Spring 2020

• Having taken over 120 credits of undergrad classes in many departments and at many institutions,
I can unequivocally say that Jim is the best professor I have ever been exposed to. The most
distinctive think about Jim’s teaching is his ability to and habit of summarizing and repeating
what students say in class. Many other professors do this (or try to), but I’ve never seen anyone
so able to pull out the strand of validity from the tangled thoughts of others.

• For me I think [the most distinctive thing] was how much the instructor encouraged active par-
ticipation in class. It felt less like I was being lectured and more like we were thinking through
the course material together.

• Jim is the best professor I have ever had! His method is very unique and incredibly e�ective.
• It was student-run almost but properly structured...This was the �rst time I ever experienced a

class like this. The double hands up feature was actually really useful to prevent the class from
going too fast.

• You allowed us to think by ourselves...It was amazing—us reaching the same conclusions of the
philosophers with your guidance rather than you telling us and we trying to understand / re-
member. Something I have never really seen before in a class—and something that i LOVE. Also
i really enjoyed the course layout / grading scheme. low stress, learned a lot, lots of room for
improvement

Simon Fraser University: Metaphysics (Spring 2019)

• [The instructor was] able to incorporate viewpoints from multiple people, and providing an
environment where such people have a safe space and feel respected in sharing their opinion.
Going the extra mile to help students, in their pursuit of critical thinking. The passion for teaching
and caring is unspoken, but clearly evident.

• He is very good at engaging the class and giving everyone the opportunity to voice their opinions,
but also good at making sure that the opinions are relevant to the readings and not just random
comments.

• The instructor was very captivating, and allowed us all to participate and share our ideas.
• Jim is very captivating, approachable, and great at controlling a discussion. This made his three

hour lecture seem much shorter, and never was boring.
• So approachable, so willing to answer our questions and SO willing to hear what we are saying

and understand what we want to say and give us genuine feedback
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Simon Fraser University: Epistemology (Fall 2019)

• [Most distinctive was] being able to actually facilitate discussion. I’ve had some professors in
the past that aren’t able to facilitate such in-depth discussion as the ones we’ve had in class.

• Able to think critically at lightning speeds to keep up with class discussion. Very approach-
able...No personality qualities that would discourage someone from coming to speak with him

• Jim is AMAZING at clarifying what people are saying so that he makes sure he understands
us...He also makes concepts very cleary by putting it in our own terms so that its not bogged down
by convoluted langauge. He’s also very encouraging, friendly, open, and makes the classroom
feel inviting (theres no fear in asking questions)

• He is very engaging. He...makes the students part of a discussion. He has great respect for
students intelligence and i never felt intimidated to share my thoughts.

• I really appreciate your unique ability to have patience with students, and to make students feel
like their ideas arent stupid. It never feels like you’re gently telling us that our ideas arent good,
but rather that you’re treating us as intelligent adults who may have another perspective. thats
truly an amazing thing to have as a professor.

Simon Fraser University: Logic (Fall 2019)
• [Most distinctive was] working up such enthusiasm about a subject like logic every single lecture

of a semester is remarkable.
• Jim made a philosophical discipline that can easily become very dry and theoretical very inter-

esting and accessible to the students.
• Very engaging during lectures and was very approachable. He made it clear that he cared about

us actually learning the concepts, not just doing the work and taking the tests. His lectures were
much more useful than other courses...he incorporated a lot of student questions and suggestions
into the lecture and homework.

• The instructors enthusiasm for the subject made learning very engaging and fun...I always looked
forward to going to class.

• James Hutchinson is quite an enthusiastic lecturer. He enjoys what he teaches and is always
encouraging questions...there was never a semblance of condescension or haughtiness.

Simon Fraser University: Metaphysics/Epistemology (Fall 2019)

• [Most distinctive was] basically engaging us in one large group conversation.
• Had a way to connect with students, and valued all comments made in class, didn’t make anyone

feel dumb and encouraged participation.
• Jims ability to adapt to new ideas and go with the �ow is amazing. Jim is very engaging and

strongly encourages participation in lecture.
• I really enjoyed the way the lectures were set up. I had the feeling that Jim was truly interested

to hear the thoughts of the students, listened carefully and applied students’ contributions in
a meaningful way to the questions at stake...He did not just rigidly force his lectures onto the
students but rather built them around the thoughts and arguments from the students.

• Really loved this course and how Jim taught it. It was very engaging and I feel I got a lot out
of the course (including improving my writing ability, critical thinking and group discussions). I
enjoyed this course so much that I have been inspired to pursue a philosophy major. If I ever get
another chance to take a course with Jim I will de�nitely take it!
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IU Bloomington: Logic (Spring 2019)

• He didn’t try to act as if he was so much smarter than the students, he made it seem like he was
learning with us as he taught rather than he was a genius expert.

• [Most distinctive was] de�nitely the in class discussion. It was a lot di�erent and better than
most of the courses I have taken.

• The in class discussions were very helpful and actually fun to be at. Which was surprising for
me as I didn’t like my previous logic courses.

• The entire course was discussion-based. Jim always allowed plenty of time for students to ask
questions and explore ideas, and always gave students time to think about the questions he asked.

• He was always interested in exploring tangents and the ideas of the students, which I think is
really important.

IU Bloomington: Ethics (Spring 2019)

• He was very attentive when students spoke during the lecture, he then restated it in a more
articulate way and worked through the presented comment. I really enjoyed that.

• He...worked through problems alongside his students instead of just lecturing them.
• He left the �oor open for our own thoughts and opinions.
• I �nd it very hard to listen to philosophers about life when they sound so aloof and as if they have

absolutely no idea what they are talking about...that’s how I saw the class until sitting down with
Prof. Hutchinson and him showing me that its all just a thinking exercise to help you determine
how you fall on the philosophical spectrum.

• [He] is very passionate about ethics which makes it easier to listen to during lecture. He always
brings a lot of energy into the classroom which helps, at least me pay attention better.

IU Bloomington: Epistemology (Fall 2018)

• He kept the whole class engaged and made it almost like a guided discussion...Guided discussions
seem much more e�ective in my opinion

• He...let every student speak as much as possible. Everyone was encouraged to ask and answer
questions...every student’s mind was engaged and argumentation ability improved.

• [Most distinctive was] Jim’s ability to understand someones thought process and guide them
back on track anytime someone was struggling.

• The instructor encouraged discussion, engaged with and challenged every point of view, and
treated everyone with respect...it was always productive, constructive, balanced, and on-topic.

• Jim is very encouraging and respectful of all student ideas and he is always able to �nd the essence
of them as it pertains to the topic.

IU Bloomington: Ethics (Fall 2018)

• Jim conducts, hands down, the most interesting lectures and discussions I’ve seen in my college
career.

• [Most distinctive was] the openness to student discussion, which turned out to be an e�ective
way for the whole class to learn.

• He was good at getting students to participate and always listened to what they had to say.
• He is very open to other opinions and questions and makes everyone feel included in class...a

professor that has such passion for what they teach and have great student involvement!
• Jim was always pushing for everyone in the room to share their thoughts and ideas...I could

immediately start seeing what we were talking about in my life.
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UC Berkeley: Modern Philosophy (Summer 2017)

• Somehow, the course felt structured even though every session felt organic.
• The energy the instructor kept was amazing. I loved everything about the space he provided to

a shy person like me...It was easy to engage in the class...most of my classes are math/science
based. I was intimidated at �rst but it turned out to be such a rich experience.

• Very interaction, good at connecting new ideas from students & philosopher’s idea on the �y.
• Very enthusiastic. Wonderfully engaging...questions do well to provoke thought and work to a

communal answer.
• ENTHUSIASM was o� the chain. Loved it.

UC Berkeley: Nature of Mind (Summer 2014)

• Looked at the info just as skeptical and uncertain as us. His positions of uncertainty made us
more comfortable to speak up.

• He’s really passionate about the material...that helped a lot in getting interested in the topics.
Also, he stimulated discussion in class...that de�nitely helped my understanding of the class.

• Very di�erent from other lectures in that there was a lot of participation.
• I really enjoyed our many class discussions, they were so engaging and it was really cool to see

my classmates pose their own objections or supports.
• Jim was awesome when answering questions and making sure that anyone who had a question,

was given opportunity to ask it. . . I was excited to come and learn everyday.

UC Berkeley: Philosophical Methods (Spring 2017, Assistant Instructor, Mentoring)

• He’s very patient, understanding, comfortable to talk with.
• It was always useful to go through my paper step by step...Jim was always engaging and really

made it easy to ask questions to improve my philosophical skills...Jim is probably the best GSI
I’ve had.

• Jim is an amazing GSI. He explains concepts in a way that I could better understand...very helpful
+ brilliant.

• I have never had a more thorough or in depth analysis of my writing. He cares deeply about the
success of his students. It was a joy to work w/ him.

• Jim does an excellent job in giving me constructive criticisms and suggestions for future pa-
pers...he is also very friendly...he’s quite excellent.

UC Berkeley: Kant (Fall 2016, Assistant Instructor, Discussion Sections)

• Jim was a wonderful teacher. There was a sense of equality (in our mutual confusion and curios-
ity) and diligent guidance...Jim’s enthusiasm was infectious!

• Great facilitating of the discussion. Lets students talk, then summarizes their points and takes
them to a higher level. Extremely helpful discussions!

• Very welcoming and helpful...Humbleness + working through the material with us while he also
tried to �gure things out. also very nice + equal treatment of women students. Good at running
discussions so everyone had a voice.

• I really appreciated the open discussion format of our sections. It required everyone to participate
without worry of feeling uncomfortable.

• I have never had a GSI so so so receptive to diverse opinions about the subject, it made partici-
pating in class seem much less scary...it made everyone more comfortable with participating and
helped to mitigate feelings of intellectual inferiority.
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Student Evaluations: Numerical

Primary Instructor: Simon Fraser University

The table below gives the percentage of students who gave the designated answer to each question:
Q1: This course helped me think more clearly about di�cult topics. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q2: The instructor connected concepts to the major themes of the course. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q3: My experience in this course has encouraged me to think critically. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q4: The course instructor created a respectful learning environment. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q5: The course instructor was approachable. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q6: Course activities were engaging. (Agree or Strongly Agree)

Course Think Themes Critically Respectful Approachable Engaging
Spring 2020: Metaphysics 93% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Spring 2020: Epistemology 90% 95% 100% 95% 100% 85%
Fall 2019: Epistemology 85% 91% 95% 100% 100% 82%
Fall 2019: Logic 64% 83% 73% 92% 92% 69%
Fall 2019: Metaphys./Epistem. 82% 92% 88% 96% 92% 85%

Primary Instructor: IU Bloomington

The table below gives the percentage of students who gave the designated answer to each question:
Q1: How clearlywere course learning goals and objectives communicated to you? (V. clearly/clearly)
Q2: How e�ectively was class time used to help you learn? (Very e�ectively or e�ectively)
Q3: How e�ectively did out-of-class work help you learn? (Very e�ectively or e�ectively)
Q4: How available was the instructor to provide help when needed (in person, by email, o�ce hours,

etc.)? (Very available or available)
Q5: How likely would you be to recommend this course with this instructor? (Very likely or likely)
Q6: How much did the instructor motivate you to do your best work? (A lot)
Q7: How much did the instructor emphasize student learning and development? (A lot)

Course Clearly Class Out-Of-Class Available Recommend Best Work Learning
Spring 2019: Logic 100% 100% 80% 100% 80% 80% 80%
Spring 2019: Ethics 83% 77% 78% 94% 89% 61% 61%
Fall 2018: Epistemology 83% 67% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Fall 2018: Ethics 88% 84% 76% 100% 94% 94% 93%

Primary Instructor: UC Berkeley

The table below gives the average score out of seven points for each question:
Q1: How much e�ort did you [i.e. the student] put into the course?
Q2: How well organized was the course?
Q3: How clearly did the instructor explain things?
Q4: How responsive was the instructor to student questions?
Q5: How intellectually rewarding did you �nd the course?
Q6: Considering both the limitations and possibilities of the subject matter and course, how would

you rate the overall teaching e�ectiveness of this instructor?
Class E�ort Organized Clear Responsive Rewarding E�ective
Summer 2017: Modern Philosophy 5.3/7 6.5/7 6.5/7 6.9/7 6.1/7 6.6/7
Summer 2014: Nature of Mind 5.1/7 6.2/7 5.9/7 6.5/7 5.3/7 6.2/7
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Student Evaluations: Online (Numerical and Comments)

I taught two courses online due to Covid-19, plus a graduate seminar which collected no evaluations.

Below is a table showing the percentage of students that gave the speci�ed answers to the numerical
questions that were asked on these nonstandard evaluations.

Q1: Overall, the quality of my learning experience in this course was... (Good or Very Good)
Q2: The course instructor explained course concepts clearly. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q3: The course instructor created a respectful learning environment. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q4: The course instructor was approachable when I needed help. (Agree, Strongly Agree, or N/A)
Q5: Course materials...improved my understanding of the course content. (Agree or Strongly Agree)
Q6: Course activities/components helped me learn. (Agree or Strongly Agree)

Course Learning Clearly Respectful Approachable Materials Activities
Summer 2020: History of Analytic 88% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Summer 2020: Logic 82% 92% 96% 98% 77% 86%

The verbal comments below largely focus around my choice of the popular streaming website “Twitch”
rather than the standard “Zoom”, and the features of this website which help students stay engaged:
in particular, Twitch’s focus on lively and constant typed thoughts from participants in a “chat box”,
while only I used a camera and microphone. I was pleased to �nd that my sense for what allows the
best sort of classroom discussion helped to make such choices in designing online courses. What made
these discussions successful should be replicable across other online platforms.

• I really appreciated how the instructor facilitated a welcoming, collaborative and valuable online
learning environment. As someone who does not typically enjoy online environments, I found
myself pleasantly surprised to �nd this class both interesting and enjoyable.

• Jim is the only instructor who had his lectures on twitch. I found this much easier to use than
zoom or bbcollaborate on Canvas.

• I have told multiple other students...that there is unlikely to be a better online instructor than Jim
in the whole institution.

• Twitch was fun, and very user friendly. I really enjoyed how you engaged with the people com-
menting on twitch—it was nice to feel like my questions were heard. I even found using twitch
to be easier for asking questions.

• How he used Twitch, it was much better formatting than other outlets professors use.
• He used Twitch...which was easily accessible and there was a chat feature to use to ask ques-

tions...It was very helpful & I prefer this over zoom calls.
• He made it interactive, even though we weren’t able to see other peoples faces.
• I feel like [Twitch] is better than using ZOOM because some people are shy to talk out loud and

show their face, Twitch can just type out your questions or comments and the instructor will
answer it right away. Also, he is giving a relax and fun vibe in his lecture.

• Online discussions (on twitch) was very easy to use, probably the best out all of my other courses
that transitioned to online instruction.

• He made everything so enjoyable and he kind of became one of us (students) by agreeing with
odd things in the chat...Words cannot describe this man.

• It was fun to be in a class where it truly felt like our ideas individually and collectively were im-
portant to each class, as opposed to the typical lecture...Everyone’s comments were well received
with kindness and interest—this was truly cool.
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Sample Syllabus: Advanced Lecture Course on Epistemology
(Taught at IU Bloomington Fall 2018)

Primary Instructor: Jim Hutchinson (jimhutch@iu.edu)

Course Description

Cultural comentators worry that we have moved into a "post-truth" era: “a time in which [truth] has
become unimportant or irrelevant.” Traditional philosophy, on the other hand, has maintained that
truth will always be of central importance for us: Plato, for example, claimed that “truth heads the list
of all things good, for gods and men alike.” Our concern in this course will be with what philosophers
mean when they say that truth is good and whether they are right. We will also try to understand-
ing how someone can think that the truth is unimportant or irrelevant, and whether anything could
convince such a person that they ought to care about the truth. Readings will include both classic and
contemporary work on these issues connected with the value of truth.

Texts

There are two required texts, both of which are available at the University Book Store: a course reader
and George Orwell’s novel 1984. Please bring the texts to every meeting, since we will be referring to
them a lot.

General Information

The class meets for lecture from 7:15 to 8:30 on Tuesdays and Thursdays, in 222 Ballantine Hall. Jim’s
o�ce hours will be XXX, in XXX.

Please note that computers, cell phones, tablets and other electronic devices with screens may not be
used in class. If you have a disability which prevents you from taking notes any other way, you may
request an exception to this policy.

Course Reqirements

This is an intensive writing course, which means that there will be a lot of writing. There will be �ve
short (3-4 page) papers. You will also choose one of these papers to revise and expand in the light of
the comments you receive on it, and write a longer (6-8 page) paper on the same topic.

Each short paper will count for 15% of the �nal grade; the expanded paper will count for the re-
maining 25%. Participation and attendance will be taken into account in borderline cases.

Academic Integrity

Plagiarism and cheating will not be tolerated, and will result in a failing grade for the course. For more
information please see the Student Code of Conduct at: http://studentcode.iu.edu/
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Schedule

Part One: Is Truth Valuable?

Course Introduction and McIntyre: “What is Post-Truth”? August 21st and 23rd

George Orwell: 1984 August 28th and 30th
Richard Rorty: “Orwell on Cruelty”

Friedrich Nietzsche: Beyond Good and Evil (excerpts); November September 4th and 6th
On The Genealogy of Morals (excerpts)

Iris Murdoch: The Sovereignty of Good (excerpts) November September 11th and 13th

Richard Rorty: “Objectivity or Solidarity?” September 18th and 20th
Williams: Truth and Truthfulness (excerpts)

Bernard Williams: Truth and Truthfulness (more excerpts) September 25th and 27th
Richard Rorty: “To the Sunlit Uplands”

Part Two: How Should We Relate to the Truth?

Plato: Meno (excerpts) October 2nd and 4th
Descartes: Meditations on First Philosophy (excerpts)

Robert Pasnau: “Evident Certainties” October 9th and 11th

William Cli�ord: “The Ethics of Belief” October 16th and 18th
James: “The Will To Believe”

Linda Zagzebski: “The Search for the Source of Epistemic Good” October 23rd and 25th
“Intellectual Motivation and the Good of Truth”

Jane Heal: “The Disinterested Search for Truth” October 30th and November 1st
Kvanvig: “Pointless Truth”

Aristotle: Posterior Analytics (excerpts). November 6th and 8th
Windelband: “Rectorial Address, Strasbourg, 1894”

TBA (Determined by interest) November 13th and 15th

Part Three: Convincing Someone To Care About the Truth

Christine Korsgaard: “The Normative Question” (excerpts.) November 27th and 29th
“Agency and Identity” (excerpts)
“The Metaphysics of Normativity” (excerpts)

TBA (Determined by interest) December 4th and 6th
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Course Learning Objectives

The aim of this course is to help you:

1. Engage in a productive way with very di�cult texts.

2. Understand, criticize, and create arguments, both verbally and in writing.

3. Understand interesting and in�uential answers to central questions about human life.

4. Think deeply about what the right answers to those same central questions are.

Since this is an intensive writing course, we will also be placing a special focus on learning how to write
very good papers of the kind appropriate to philosophy. In particular, in accordance with the general
goal of Intensive Writings courses at IU, our goal is that you will improve your ability to:

• Accurately employ philosophy-speci�c vocabulary and concepts.
• Distinguish between primary and secondary sources
• Develop arguments (claims to fact, value, or policy supported by evidence and reasoning)
• Distinguish between and employ di�erent forms of evidence
• Distinguish between formal and informal modes of reasoning (e.g., deduction vs. induction)
• Frame and develop a research question, hypothesis, or thesis as is appropriate to di�erent genres

of writing
• Employ appropriate style sheets and reference systems (students should be required to demon-

strate minimal mastery with at least one style sheet such as APA, Chicago, MLA, etc. as is ap-
propriate)
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Sample Syllabus: Introductory Lecture Course on Ethics
(Taught at IU Bloomington, Spring 2019)

Primary Instructor: Jim Hutchinson (jimhutch@iu.edu)
Assistant Instructor: Kyle Stroh (strohk@iu.edu)

Course Description

This class is centered around three things that are often thought to be among the best things in life:
pleasure, love, and truth. We will try to determine whether these things really are as good as they are
thought to be, and if so, what makes them so good. We will use what we learn in order to try to answer
a broader question: whether life can have "meaning" or not, and if so, what (if anything) the meaning of
life has to do with good things like pleasure, love, and truth. Readings will include Nietzsche, Thomas
Nagel, Susan Wolf, John Stuart Mill, Walter Pater, Neera Badhwar, Plato, Iris Murdoch, and whoever
wrote the Bible.

Texts

The only required text is a course reader, available at the University Book Store. Please bring it to every
meeting, since we will be referring to it a lot.

General Information

The class meets for lecture from 5:45 to 6:35 on Tuesdays and Thursdays, in 304 Ballantine Hall. There
will also be discussion sections on Fridays, at 1:25 in A105 Jordan Hall and at 2:30 in 113 Psychology.
Jim’s o�ce hours will be XXX, in XXX.

Please note that computers, cell phones, tablets and other electronic devices with screens may not be
used in class. If you have a disability which prevents you from taking notes any other way, you may
request an exception to this policy.

Course Reqirements

Three 3-page papers and a �nal exam. The �rst paper will count for 10% of your grade; the other two
and the exam will count for 30% each. Participation and attendance will be taken into account in bor-
derline cases.

Note: A bit of extra credit is available for anyone who takes part in a “career event aimed at helping
[you] explore the relationship between majors and careers and between education and life” on Tuesday,
October 16th, from 7:15-9:15 PM. Anybody who attends will have their lowest paper bumped up one
letter grade—for example, from B+ to A-. More information available at: XXX

Academic Integrity

Plagiarism and cheating will not be tolerated, and will result in a failing grade for the course. For more
information please see the Student Code of Conduct at: http://studentcode.iu.edu/
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Schedule

Section One: Could Our Lives Be Meaningful?

Course Introduction and The Book of Ecclesiastes August 21st and 23rd

Kurt Baier: "Meaning of Life." August 28th and 30th

Thomas Nagel: “The Absurd” September 4th and 6th

Section Two: Pleasure

Jeremy Bentham: Principles of Morals and Legislation (excerpts) September 11th and 13th

John Stuart Mill: Utilitarianism (excerpts) September 18th and 20th

Robert Nozick: Anarchy, State, and Utopia (excerpts) September 25th and 27th

Walter Pater: The Renaissance (excerpts) October 2nd and 4th

Section Three: Love

Neera Badhwar: “Love” October 9th and 11th

Plato: Symposium October 16th and 18th

David Velleman: “Love as a Moral Emotion” October 23rd and 25th

William Shakespeare: Sonnet 116 Oct. 30th and Nov. 1st
Amélie Rorty: “The Historicity of Psychological Attitudes”

Section Four: Truth

Aristotle: Eudemian Ethics (excerpts) November 6th and 8th
Protrepticus (excerpts)

Friedrich Nietzsche: Beyond Good and Evil (excerpts)
On The Genealogy of Morals (excerpts)

Iris Murdoch: The Sovereignty of Good (excerpts) November 13th and 15th

Section Five: Are Our Lives Meaningful?

Susan Wolf: “Meanings of Lives” November 27th and 29th

TBA (Determined by interest) December 4th and 6th
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Course Learning Objectives

The aim of this course is to help you:

1. Engage in a productive way with very di�cult texts.

2. Understand, criticize, and create arguments, both verbally and in writing.

3. Understand interesting and in�uential answers to central questions about human life.

4. Think deeply about what the right answers to those same central questions are.

This course satis�es the Arts and Humanities Common Ground Breadth of Inquiry Requirement (part
of the IU General Education Requirements). The course addresses the following General Education
Arts and Humanities learning goals:

• Knowledge of origins, varieties, and meanings of the expressions and artifacts of human expe-
rience, including (a) original written texts in various literary forms, (b) works of visual art and
design, (c) musical compositions, and (d) dramatic performance (live theater, dance, �lm, video,
digital, etc.) [In our case: mostly philosophical texts; some religious texts and poems, and a bit of
visual art.]

• Knowledge of the cultural, intellectual, and historical contexts through which these expressions
and artifacts are interpreted.

• The ability to develop arguments, ideas, and opinions about forms of human expression, grounded
in rational analysis and in an understanding of and respect for the historical context of expres-
sions and artifacts, and to express these ideas in written and/or oral form.

• The ability to explore one’s own identity within prior and current intellectual, aesthetic, and
cultural frameworks.
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Sample Syllabus: Introductory Lecture Course on Metaphysics and Epistemology
(Taught at Simon Fraser Unviersity, Fall 2019)

Primary Instructor: Jim Hutchinson (jehutchi@sfu.ca)
Assistant Instructors: Daniel Polillo (daniel polillo@sfu.ca) D110, D122, D123

Mateo Ochoa (mochoaco@sfu.ca) D109, D118, D121
Schuyler Pringle (pringle@sfu.ca) D104, D116, D119
Ian Kahn (ikahn@sfu.ca) D107, D108, D120
Ali Taghavinasab (staghavi@sfu.ca) D111, D112, D124
Paul Xu (paulx@sfu.ca) D101, D102, D106

Course Description

This course is about what we hope to gain out of learning. Why, for example, is it worth spending
several years at a university? Some have hoped to gain things like certain knowledge, a grasp of fully
objective truths, deep explanations of why things happen, and an understanding of who we ourselves
really are. But what are these things? Why would they be good things to have? And which of them
are really possible for us? These are the questions we will try to answer in this course.

Texts

All required readings will be posted on the course website.

The following page has a tentative schedule of readings and topics. As we go along, though, we might
go faster or slower or decide to change the order, or decide to do something di�erent entirely. If we get
far o� this schedule, I’ll post a revised schedule on the website.

General Information

The class meets for lecture from 11:30 AM to 12:20 PM on Tuesdays and Thursdays, in the Images The-
ater in Robert C. Brown Hall. Jim’s o�ce hours will be Tuesdays from 1:00 to 3:00 in 5658 WMC, and
by appointment.

Please note that computers, cell phones, tablets and other electronic devices with screens may not be
used in class. If you have a disability which prevents you from taking notes any other way, you may
request an exception to this policy.

Course Reqirements

There will be three short papers and one �nal exam. The �rst short paper will count for 10% of the �nal
grade; the other two and the �nal will count for 30% each. Class participation and attendance will be
taken into account in borderline cases.

Academic Integrity

Plagiarism and cheating will not be tolerated, and will result in a failing grade for the course. We’ll talk
more about what this involves, and more information can be found at:
http://www.sfu.ca/policies/gazette/student/s10-01.html
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Schedule of Readings/Topics

In Part I, we will try to �gure out whether and why having the truth about yourself is an important
thing to do, which parts of ourselves (if any) it is especially important to have the truth about, and what
limits there are to getting the truth about them. Along the way, we will consider the special certainty
which seems to be possible for self-knowledge. In Part II, we will think about what it would mean to
get the objective truth about things other than ourselves, and whether this is possible and important.
Along the way, we will consider, in particular, whether we can �nd out the causal explanations of why
things are the way they are.

Introduction

Friedrich Nietzsche: Beyond Good and Evil (Part One, §§1-4) September 3rd and 5th

Part I: Ourselves—Certainty and Authenticity

René Descartes: Meditations (1st) September 10th and 12th

René Descartes: Meditations (2nd: AT VII 23-29; 3rd: AT VII 34-36) September 17th and 19th

Eric Schwitzgebel: “Self-Ignorance” September 24th and 26th

Charles Taylor: The Ethics of Authenticity, (pp 25-29, 74-75) October 1st and 3nd
Johann Gottfried von Herder (snippets)
Jean-Jacques Rousseau (snippets)

Diana Meyers: “Personal Autonomy and the Paradox of Feminine Socialization” Oct. 8th, 10th

Simone de Beauvoir, The Ethics of Ambiguity (§2) October 15th and 17th

Part II: Things Other Than Ourselves—Objectivity and Explanation

Plato: Theaetetus (151c-160e) October 22nd and 24th

Plato: Theaetetus (161a-172c; 177c-179b) October 29th and 31st

C.L Hardin: Color for Philosophers (pp 59-67) November 5th and 7th

G.E.M. Anscombe: “Causality and Determination” November 12th and 14th

David Hume: An Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding (§IV) November 19th and 21th

No New Reading November 26th and 28th
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Sample Syllabus: Intermediate Lecture Course on Logic
(Taught at IU Bloomington, Spring 2019)

Course Description

This course is centered around a particular way in which arguments can be good or bad: their validity
or invalidity. We will aim to understand what validity and invalidity are, how they di�er from other
ways in which arguments can be good or bad, and why they matter. We will develop semantic and
syntactic techniques for determining which arguments have these features, and prove things about the
relationship between these di�erent techniques. We will spend the �rst part of the course considering
the validity and invalidity of arguments involving multiple expressions of generality, and the second
part on that of arguments involving uses of “may,” “ought,” “must,” and other terms expressing deontic
and alethic modality.

Prereqisite

This course is a continuation of P250. You will be expected to be familiar with a formal language and a
natural deduction system for truth-functional logic, and have some acquaintance with �rst-order logic.
If you have any questions about your preparation for the course, please see the instructor as soon as
possible.

Texts

The main required text for the course is the book forall x: Calgary Remix. It is available on the Can-
vas website. Additional required readings will also be announced as we go along, and posted on that
website.

General Information

The class meets from 4:00 to 5:15 on Mondays and Wednesdays, in Teter Quad F104. Jim’s o�ce hours
will be Mondays from 5:30 to 7:30, in 024 Sycamore Hall.

Please note that computers, cell phones, tablets and other electronic devices with screens may not be
used in class. If you have a disability which prevents you from taking notes any other way, you may
request an exception to this policy.

Course Reqirements

This course has four components: a �nal exam, two mid-term exams, and weekly homework. Each
component is worth 25%.

Academic Integrity

Plagiarism and cheating will not be tolerated, and will result in a failing grade for the course. For more
information please see the Student Code of Conduct at: http://studentcode.iu.edu/
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Schedule

The course has two parts. Part One concerns �rst-order logic, and Part Two concerns second-order,
modal and (if there’s time) deontic logic.

Part One: First-Order Logic

Introduction, Arguments, Symbolization January 7th and 9th
Reading: Chapters 1, 2, 4

Names, Predicates, Quanti�ers, Domains, Multiple Generality January 14th and 16th
Reading: Chapters 21-23 (Useful review: Chapters 4-7)

Identity, Descriptions, Syntax January 23rd
Reading: Chapters 24-26

Semantics January 28th
Reading: Chapter 27 (Useful Review: Chapter 8)

Interpretations February 4th and 6th
Reading: Chapters 28-29 (Useful Review: Chapters 9-13)

Reasoning About Interpretations February 11th and 13th
Reading: Chapters 30-31 (Useful Review: Chapters 11-13)

Natural Deduction and First Mid-Term Exam February 18th and 20th
Reading: Chapters 14-16, 19

FOL Proofs, Toward Soundness February 25th and 27th
Reading: Chapter 32 (Useful Review: Chapter 18)

Derived Rules, Soundness March 4th and 6th
Reading: Chapters 17, 33-36 (Useful Review: Chapter 20)

Toward Completeness March 18th and 20th
Reading: Handouts

Completeness March 25th and 27th
Reading: Handouts

Review and Second Mid-Term Exam April 1st and 3rd

Part Two: Introduction to Second-Order, Modal and Deontic Logic

Second-Order Logic April 8th and 10th
Reading: Bostock, “On Motivating Higher-Order Logic”

Modal Logic April 15th and 17th
Reading: Kripke, “A Completeness Theorem in Modal Logic”

Deontic Logic, Review April 22nd and 24th
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Course Learning Objectives

The aim of this course is to enable you to:

1. Use logical systems to evaluate speci�c arguments.

2. Understand how logical systems help us evaluate arguments.

3. Design logical systems to help us evaluate di�erent kinds of arguments.

4. More easily notice inferentially signi�cant features of natural-language arguments.

This course satis�es the Arts and Humanities Common Ground Breadth of Inquiry Requirement (part
of the IU General Education Requirements). The course addresses the following General Education
Natural and Mathematical Sciences learning goals:

• The ability to solve problems.
• Analytical and/or quantitative skills.
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