Exam #2 

· Answer all the questions below in substantially-studied, well-considered, neatly-organized and grammatically flawless sentences that constitute a couple of, or a few, paragraphs, depending on the scope and structure of the question. Answer all these questions clearly and coherently, as if you were writing a mini-essay. As it is a take-home exam, compositional fineness and citational precision are required. Try not to ramble. Try and be as concise as possible, while being informative. Trim all the unnecessary fat, as much as possible; fill the page only with essential and necessary words that are carefully chosen and edited.
· Your answer to each numbered question should be no less than 500 words and no more than 800 words: approximately 1.5 to 3 pages, double-spaced. Do not copy or repeat the question verbatim, partly or wholly: they are not your words, and they are not part of 500+ word count. Do not "pad" the text, either, with redundant or superficial notes. Page fillers will not be simply ignored but noted negatively.   
· In all cases, make sure you cite relevant passages from the designated primary text (reading material listed in the syllabus) incisively and informatively. The more specific, the better.

· Submit by deadline a hard copy of word-processed text. No email submission is accepted.   

1. I am, know, do … ; me, my, mine, etc. You are, know, do … . We are, know, do … ; us, our, ours, etc. Introduce and discuss at least five philosophically formulated questions regarding the self, individuals or personhood, each corresponding to the following five categories or branches of philosophy taken as an academic discipline: metaphysics, ontology, epistemology, ethics, aesthetics. What are, for instance, the specifically metaphysical questions about selfhood? And how can one start answering them philosophically? Demonstrate a way of exploring the question of your choice, by drawing on the methods and skills you've learned so far during the course.     
2. Provide a critical summary, in your own words, of Russell's essay, "appearance and reality." First, explain concisely and clearly each step he has taken to reach the tentative conclusion he has drawn. Second, critically evaluate his argument.  
3. Why, for Plato, is knowledge definable as "justified true belief"? And how persuasive, comprehensive or powerful is that definition? Do not simply accept Plato's view as the definition of knowledge. Your task here involves two steps of critical reading and thinking. First, analyze, in your own words, the process by which Plato reaches that conclusion: the text you should read very closely and cite precisely is Theatetus 200-201 and Meno 97-99. Second, critically evaluate the soundness and completeness of his argument.  

