Midterm Philosophical Dialogue Assignment
Due Sunday October 18 by 11:59pm

As we have discussed in class, your midterm is to write a philosophical dialogue between two to
three discussants (no more than three!). Please remember that your task here is not to write a
comedic sketch or parody but a serious philosophical dialogue, so while your characters may be
fictional or historical, they may not be simply cartoonish figures “shooting the crap” as a setting
for making jokes. You are encouraged to make up your own characters.

Building from ideas presented in Plato’s Republic, your characters need to present 1) an

argument for what you think the ideal society would be and 2) the place of Art in that society.
Please give special attention to Art related to your major at Denver School of the Arts. Your
dialogue does not need to agree with Plato. In fact, some of the most interesting dialogues may
emerge when your characters disagree with Plato, challenge assumptions in the Republic, or
apply Plato's arguments to circumstances he could not have anticipated.

The dialogue between your characters needs to evidence your own reflections on our readings
from Plato this term. Use no fewer than seven direct quotations from seven different Books in
Plato’s Republic to evidence your knowledge of the readings. Essays and citations must be in

MLA format to get above a “C.”

There should be three clear sections:

1. An Introduction with “dramatis personae” explaining the setting, context and background to
the characters. (200-400 words)

2. The dialogue itself (2000-2500 words)

3. A meta-reflection: In 500 words, do a meta-reflection on your story where you explain your

writerly choices. This is the place to include any specific research sources you may have drawn

on to develop your story. If you used Al, please include the specific prompts you asked it.
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Requirements for a grade above C
To earn above a C, the submission must:

e Contain all three required sections of the assignment.

e Include a dialogue of approximately 2,000-2,500 words.

o Include at least seven direct quotations from seven different Books of Plato's Republic.

o Properly cite at least seven quotations from different and sources using MLA format.

e Present a substantive philosophical argument concerning both the ideal society and the
place of Art within that society.

e Include the required 500-word meta-reflection.

e Document outside research and any use of Al, including the specific Al prompts used,
where applicable.
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