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Introduction 

The aim of this module is to introduce you to the foundational names, 
texts, and ideas of early Greek philosophy and thus, a fortiori, to the 
foundational ideas of Western philosophy as a whole. 

Delivery 

This module is comprised of four one-hour sessions each week. There 
will be two lectures, a seminar and a discussion group (known as a PAL 
session), led by a student leader and directed by academic staff who will 
set questions and problems 

Introduction to Ancient Philosophers 

Some brief introductions to the philosophers whom we shall look at in 
this module: 

ANAXIMANDER 
Born c. 610 in Miletus (Asia Minor). A pupil of Thales and therefore not 
the first recorded 
philosopher but probably the first to write a philosophical treatise, of 
which there survives a single fragment. He proposed a single principle of 
the universe and offered naturalistic accounts of natural processes (such 
as the weather) and of human evolution. His philosophical catchphrase 
might be ‘men are born of fish’. 

HERACLITUS 
Born c. 540 in Ephesus (Asia Minor). Central themes in his thought 
include the claim that all things are continually flowing (the doctrine of 
flux), that apparent opposites are actually inter-dependent, and that 
there is a single logos or principle of order in nature. His philosophical 
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catchphrase is ‘you cannot step into the same river twice’. His position 
was developed by his follower Cratylus who is reported to have said ‘you 
cannot step into the same river once’. 

PARMENIDES 
Born c. 515 in Elea (Italy). Founder of the Eleatic school of philosophy. 
He held that the world of sensory appearance is deceptive and that only 
reason can give access to the truth. This truth consists in the claim that 
all being is unified, unchanging, and eternal. His philosophical 
catchphrase: ‘all is one’. 

ZENO 
Follower of Parmenides, born c. 490 in Elea. Created a number of 
paradoxes (reported in Aristotle’s Physics) aimed at proving the 
impossibility of motion and the incoherence of plurality, divisibility, and 
change. 

DEMOCRITUS 
Born c. 460 in Abdera. He held that the universe is composed of 
indivisible and imperceptible atoms that form the building blocks of 
everything in nature. His position can be seen as a return to the 
naturalism of the first Presocratics after the metaphysical speculations of 
the Eleatics. His atomic theory influenced Epicurus and his follower 
Lucretius. His philosophical catchphrase is ‘nothing but atoms and void’. 

PROTAGORAS 
Born c. 485 in Abdera. Possibly the first person to call himself a sophist. 
His primary philosophical doctrines were relativism (there is no absolute 
truth) and agnosticism (nothing can be known about the gods). His 
philosophical catchphrase is ‘man is the measure of all things’. 

ANTIPHON 
A shadowy figure, one of up to four men with this name, probably not the 
same individual as Antiphon the Orator, whose orations survive. Our 
Antiphon - Antiphon the Sophist - was the author of the papyri fragments 
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of a work entitled On Truth in which man-made customs and laws are 
contrasted with the state of nature. 

THRASYMACHUS 
One of the key protagonists in the opening book of Plato’s Republic, who 
famously argued that what we call ‘justice’ merely reflects the needs of 
the most powerful in society. Other sources suggest that the historical 
Thrasymachus was a famous and admired orator. His philosophical 
catchphrase is ‘justice is the interests of the stronger’. 
SOCRATES 
Born c. 469 in Athens where in 399 he was put to death under charges 
of introducing new deities and corrupting the youth. He wrote nothing. 
Fortunately his personality, and possibly some of his actual 
conversations, are reported by Plato and Xenophon (Aristotle is also an 
important source). He has numerous philosophical catchphrases, the 
famous of which is probably ‘all I know is that I know nothing’. 

PLATO 
Pupil of Socrates and the first philosopher whose works have come 
down to us more or less intact. Founder of the Academy in Athens and 
still one of the most important philosophers ever to have lived. A. N. 
Whitehead famously claimed that the entire history of philosophy is 
merely a series of footnotes to Plato; more recently Bernard Williams 
has commented that ‘Plato invented the subject of philosophy as we 
know it’. 

ARISTOTLE 
Pupil of Plato and tutor to Alexander the Great. Founder of the Lyceum 
in Athens and effectively the creator of the modern disciplines of logic, 
biology, and literary criticism, as well as the first systematiser of 
metaphysics and ethics, and the first historian of philosophy. Described 
by Dante as ‘the master of those who know’ and known during the 
Middle Ages as simply ‘the Philosopher’. Aristotle transformed 
philosophy into the discipline as we know it today. 
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Introducing Ancient Texts 

PRESOCRATICS & SOPHISTS 
No works by any philosopher before Plato survive intact. For most of the 
philosophers we shall examine in the first part of the course we shall rely 
upon quotations recorded by later authors and second-hand reports. The 
standard collection of this source material is: 

H. Diels & W. Kranz, eds, Die Fragmente der Vorsokratiker, 3 vols 
(Berlin, 11th edn 1964), standardly abbreviated to DK 
Texts relating to the Presocratics and Sophists are commonly referred to 
by their ‘DK’ number. Each chapter in DK dealing with an individual 
philosopher is numbered and subdivided into sections ‘A’ (containing 
testimonials and biographical material) and ‘B’ (containing fragments). 
Thus ‘DK 22B12’ refers to fragment 12 in section B of chapter 22 (in this 
case Heraclitus). These DK numbers are common throughout the 
secondary literature and you will see them in Waterfield’s collection as 
well. Another very useful collection of Presocratic texts with commentary 
is: 
G. S. Kirk, J. E. Raven, & M. Schofield, eds, The Presocratic 
Philosophers (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1983), 
abbreviated to KRS. You will find references to ‘KRS’ throughout 
Waterfield. 

For the Sophists the following collection (English translations only) is 
also worth noting: 
M. Gagarin & P. Woodruff, eds, Early Greek Political Thought from 
Homer to the Sophists (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1995) 

PLATO 
Plato’s dialogues are commonly referred to by the page and section of 
the Stephanus edition published in Paris in 1578 (‘Stephanus’ is the 
Latin form of the name of the French printer Henri Estienne). These 
references (e.g. 123c) are usually printed in the margins of modern 
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editions and translations of Plato’s works. Use this form of reference 
when referring to passages by Plato in your own work. 
ARISTOTLE 
Aristotle’s works are commonly referred to by the page, column, and line 
number of the Bekker edition published in Berlin in 1831. These 
references (e.g. 1099b14) are often printed in the margins of modern 
editions and translations of Aristotle’s works. Aristotle’s works are also 
often referred to by book and chapter (e.g. Phys. 4.2) and many 
commentators supply both. Use either or both of these forms of 
reference when referring to passages by Aristotle in your own work. 

General Bibliography 
***Please note: Some useful and interesting articles will also be 
available to download from Blackboard. 

Annas, J. An Introduction to Plato’s Republic. Oxford. 
Brickhouse, T. C. and Smith, N.D. Socrates on Trial. 1989. Oxford. 
Cooper, J. "The Psychology of Justice in Plato", in American 
Philosophical Quarterly, 14, (1977), pp. 151-7. 
Dodds, G. Plato: Gorgias — A Revised Text with Introduction and 
Commentary . Oxford. (The text is in Greek: don’t be put off! The 
commentary is in English and is also arguably some of the finest ancient 
philosophy ever written!) 
Doyle,  J. Socrates on the Impotence of Tyants.  
Dyson, M. 'Knowledge and Hedonism in Plato's Protagoras' JHS 96 
(1976) 32-45. 
Guthrie, W.K.C. Socrates.1958. Cambridge  
Guthrie, W.K.C. The Sophists, 1970. Cambridge. 
Irwin, T. Plato’s Ethics. 1995. New York. (Irwin can be boring and long 
winded, but he does, usefully, set out what’s going on in the dialogues). 
Kraut, R. (ed.), The Cambridge Companion to Plato . 1992. Cambridge. 
Lear, J. Aristotle: The Desire to Understand. 1988. Cambridge. 
Long, A.A. and Sedley, D. The Hellenistic Philosophers. 1987. 
Cambridge. 
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Nussbaum, M. C. The Fragility of Goodness: Luck and Ethics in Greek 
Tragedy and Philosophy . 1986. Cambridge. 
Osborne, C. Presocratic Philosophy, A Very Short Introduction. 2004. 
Oxford. 
Richardson, H. 'Measurement, pleasure and practical science in Plato's 
Protagoras' Journal of the History of Philosophy 28 (1990) 7-32 
Rowe, C. J. An Introduction to Greek Ethics. 1976. London 
Santas, G. 'Plato's Protagoras and explanations of weakness' in Vlastos, 
G. (ed) The Philosophy of Socrates. New York. 264-98. 
Vlastos, G. Plato: A Collection of Critical Essays, Vol.2 Ethics.1972. 
London. 
Williams, B. Ethics and the Limits of Philosophy.1985. London. 
Williams, B. Shame and Necessity.1993. Berkley. 
Woozley, A.D. Law and obedience: the arguments of Plato’s Crito.1979. 
London. 

For a wider introduction that places the philosophical material in its 
cultural context see: 
Irwin, T. Classical Thought.1989. Oxford. 
Kenny, A. Ancient Philosophy. 2004. Oxford. SLC 
Shields, C. (ed.) The Blackwell Guide to Ancient Philosophy. 2003. 
Oxford. 
Wright, M. Introducing Greek Philosophy. 2009. Stocksfield. 
Williams, B.’The Legacy of Greek Philosophy’, in ibid. The Sense of the 
Past. 2006. Princeton. 3-48. 
For a discussion of how studying ancient philosophy counts as a form of 
‘doing philosophy’ itself see: 
Wardy, R. Doing Greek Philosophy. 2006. Abingdon. 
Gill, M. L. & Pellegrin, P. (eds) A Companion to Ancient Philosophy. 
2006. Oxford. 
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Bibliography for individual philosophers 
Sophists/ Presocratics 
Barnes, J. The Presocratic Philosophers . 1979. London. 
Diels, H and Krantz, W. Die Fragmente der Vorsokratiker (Greek texts). 
1937. Berlin.  
Gurthrie, W .W. W.  History of Greek Philosophy vol. 3. 1970. 
Cambridge. 
Hussey, E. L. The Presocratics. 1972. London.  
Kerferd, G. The Sophistic Movement . 1981. Cambridge. 
Kirk, G. S. Raven J.E. and Schofield, M The Presocratic Philosophers. 
1983. Cambridge. 
Sprague, R. K., The Older Sophists. 2001. Indianapolis. 

Socrates/ Early Plato 
Benson, H. Essays on the Philosophy of Socrates. 1992. New York.  
Brickhouse, T.  and Smith, N. Plato’s Socrates. 1993. Oxford. 
Irwin, T. H. Plato’s moral theory. 1977. Oxford, 
Irwin, T. H. Plato’s Ethics. 1995. New York.  
Kraut, R. Socrates and the State. 1994. Princeton. 
Penner, T. ‘The unity of virtue’. Philosophical Review 82: 35  
Reeve, C. D. C. Socrates in the Apology.. 
Robinson, R. Plato’s Earlier Dialectic. 1953. Oxford. 
Santas, G. Socrates. 1982. Boston. 
Taylor, C.C.W. Socrates : a very short introduction. 2000. Oxford. 
Taylor, C.W.W. Plato’s ‘Protagoras’. 1976. Oxford. 
Vlastos,  G. Socrates, Ironist and Moral Philosopher .1991. Cambridge. 
Vlastos,  G. Socratic Studies . 1994. Cambridge. 
 Zeller, E. Socrates and the Socratic Schools . 1885. London. 

Middle Plato 
Annas, J.  An Introduction to Plato’s Republic. 1981. Oxford. 
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Grote, G. Plato and the other Companions of Sokrates (5 vols) . 1867. 
London. 
Grube, G. M. A. Plato’s Thought. 1980. London.  
Irwin, T. H. “Introduction to the Study of Plato,” in Kraut CCP. 
Irwin, T. H. Plato’s Ethics . 1995. New York. 
Kraut, R. (ed) The Cambridge Companion to Plato. 1992. Cambridge.  
Lear, J.  “Inside and Outside the Republic,” Phronesis 1993  
Murdoch, I. The Sovereignty of Good . 2001. London. 
Murdoch, I. The Fire and the Sun: Why Plato Banished the Artists. 1977. 
Oxford.  
Reeve, C.D.C. Philosopher-Kings. 2006. Indianapolis. 
Ross, W.D. Plato’s Theory of Ideas . 1961. Oxford. 
Ryle, G. “Plato,” in P Edwards (ed) An Encyclopedia of Philosophy  
Vlastos, G. Platonic Studies . 1981. Princeton. 
Vlastos, G. (ed) Plato: a Collection of Critical Essays (2 vols). 1972. 
London. 
White, N. Plato on Knowledge and Reality . 1976. Indianapolis.  
Williams, B.A.O.  “The Analogy of the City and The Soul in Plato’s 
Republic,” in Lee, E. N.,  Mourelatos, A. P. D. and Rorty, R. M. (eds) 
Exegesis and Argument . 1973. Assen. 

Aristotle Ethics 
Barnes, J. The Cambridge Companion to Aristotle. 1995. Cambridge. 
Broadie, S.  Ethics with Aristotle . 1991. New York. 
Charles,  D. Aristotle’s Philosophy of Action . 1986. London. 
Cooper,  J. Reason and Human Good in Aristotle . 1986. Indianapolis.  
Keyt, D.  and Miller, F. D. (eds), A Companion to Aristotle’s Politics . 
1991. Oxford. 
Kraut, R. Aristotle on the Human Good . 1989. Princeton. 
MacIntyre, A.  After Virtue . 1985. London. 
Reeve, C.D.C. Practices of Reason . 1992. Oxford. 
Rorty, A. (ed) Essays on Aristotle’s Ethics. 1980. Berkeley. 
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List of Lectures: Semester 1 
Week 1 
1.1: Introduction - main themes, historical background 

Week 2 
2.1: Philosophy: a philosophy to die for? 

(Apology; Crito) 

Week 3 
3: Virtue, Pleasure and Happiness 

(Protagoras) 

Week 4 
4. The Elenchus, Socratic definitions and the unity of the virtues 

(Charmides; Protagoras) 

Week 5 
5. Power  

(Gorgias) 

Week 6 
6. Why should we be just? 

Week 7 
7: Nomos and Phusis 

Week 8 
8: Knowledge and Belief 

(Meno, Republic) 

Week 9 
9: Historical Introduction to Plato’s Forms (1)  

Week 10 
10: Historical Introduction to  Plato’s Forms (2) 

Week 11 
11: Knowledge and  What is 

(Republic V) 

Week 12 
12: Review and Revision 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Weekly Reading and Tutorials 
Key primary texts are provided in your reader - this seems a handy way of collating key 
sources. However, it is strongly recommended that you read more extensively in the 
primary sources. 

Seminar groups will be subdivided into “teams” who will present on a relevant topic and 
lead discussion for the duration of the class. Feel free to be as creative with your mode of 
delivery as you like; however, you will be expected to supply a small slideshow which can 
be uploaded to blackboard for you and your peers to use in revision and as a resource for 
essays.  

Please feel free to contact me for advice on preparing your presentations. 

Week 1 
- General introduction - no presentations this week. 

Week 2 
Is Socrates  really committing suicide? Is suicide ever permissible (you need to gear your 
presentation towards discussing the arguments that appear in the literature; however, if 
you wish, you can introduce modern discussions as well). 

Week 3 
Provide a review of the hedonistic calculus. Do you think that the hedonistic calculus is 
successful in explaining “poor behaviour”? 

Week 4 
What is the Socratic Elenchus and how does it work? Does Vlastos correctly state what is 
wrong with the Elenchus as a tool of philosophical investigation?. 

Week 5 
Review the distinction between “what seems good to someone” and “what someone 
wants” and the role it plays in Socrates argument agains Polus. Do you think the distinction 
is a plausible one in general. 

Week 6 
Interlude: Analysing texts/ discussing arguments. 

Week 7 
What does the story of Gyges show? How would you persuade someone in Gyges 
position that he “ought to” act well? 

Week 8 
What is Nomos? What sorts of things are cases of nomoi (nomos), in your opinion? In what 
sense(s) are nomoi “up to us”? Does the idea that ethical precepts are nomoi pose a 
significant threat to our traditional moral system? 

Ancient Philosophy, Page �12



Ancient Philosophy 
Module Handbook 2014

Week 9 
Describe Paremenides’ “one”. How does Parmenides reach his conclusions about the 
nature of thing? Make some suggestions as to where he might have gone wrong? 

Week 10 
Review Democritus’ Atomism. Do you think Democtritus “saves the phenomena”? 

Week 11 
To what extent do you think Plato was influenced by Parmenides in what you have read 
Republic V? Does Plato manage to offer a more convincing picture of “what exists”? 

Week 12 
Revision. 

The Greek Alphabet 

You are not required or expected to have any knowledge of ancient 
Greek or Latin. However, it is useful to gain at least some familiarity with 
the Greek alphabet, if only in order to be able to transliterate terms 
printed in Greek in the secondary literature. You do not need to learn 
this; it is here simply for reference. 

Greek Upper Case  Greek Lower Case   Name   
English Equivalent   
A    α    alpha   A 
Β     β    beta   B 
Γ     γ    gamma  G 
Δ     δ    delta   D 
Ε     ε    epsilon   e (short) 
Ζ     ζ    zeta   Z 
Η     η    eta   e (long) 
Θ     θ    theta   Th 
Ι     ι    iota   I 
Κ     κ    kappa   K 
Λ     λ    lambda   l 
Μ     µ    mu   m 
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Ν     ν    nu   n 
Ξ     ξ    xi   x 
Ο     ο    omicron  o (short) 
Π     π    pi   p 
Ρ     ρ    rho   r 
Σ     σ (ς at end of word)  sigma   s 
Τ     τ    tau   t 
Υ     υ    upsilon   u or y 
Φ     φ    phi   ph 
Χ     χ    chi   ch 
Ψ     ψ    psi   ps 
Ω     ω    omega   o (long) 

Glossary of Greek Philosophical Terms 
GLOSSARY OF GREEK PHILOSOPHICAL TERMS 
During this module you will encounter a number of Greek philosophical 
terms. The following highly selective list is supplied for reference. Note 
that a rough breathing (e.g. ὁ) over a vowel indicates an ‘h’ sound, and 
this is included in transliteration. 

ἀγαθός (agathos): good 
αἰτία (aitia): cause, reason, explanation 
ἀλήθεια (alêtheia): truth 
ἀνάµνησις (anamnêsis): recollection 
ἀρετή (aretê): excellence, virtue 
ἀρχή (archê): first principle 
δικαιοσύνη (dikaiosunê): justice 
δόξα (doxa): opinion, belief 
δύναµις (dunamis): potentiality, power, ability, capacity 
εἶδος (eidos): form, shape, species 
ἐνέργεια (energeia): actuality, activity 
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ἐπιστήµη (epistêmê): knowledge, understanding, scientific knowledge 
εὐδαιµονία (eudaimonia): well-being, happiness 
ἰδέα (idea): form 
κακός (kakos): bad 
καλός (kalos): good, noble, fine, beautiful 
λόγος (logos): account, word, reason 
µίµησις (mimêsis): imitation, representation 
νόµος (nomos): custom, convention, law 
οὐσία (ousia): being, essence, substance, reality 
πόλις (polis): city-state 
σοφία (sophia): wisdom, skill 
τέλος (telos): end, goal 
τέχνη (technê): art, skill, craft 
ὕλη (hyle): matter 
φύσις (physis): the nature of a thing, nature as a whole 
ψυχή (psychê): soul, spirit, life-force 

See J. O. Urmson, The Greek Philosophical Vocabulary (London: 
Duckworth, 1990) for detailed 
discussion of these and many other terms. 

ASSESSMENTS 

Overview 
For this module you are required to complete two pieces of written work 
and sit an exam. 
The pieces of written work each contribute 30% towards your final mark, 
and the exam 
contributes the remaining 40%. 
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The essay for this semester (semester 1) is due on: Tuesday 2nd 
December 2014. 

Essay Questions: Semester 1 

1. Are courage, temperance, piety, wisdom the same as each other? 
Why/ Why not? Discuss making reference to the texts you have 
encountered on the course. 
2. Why is Plato pessimistic about Socratic intellectualism? How does he 
revise his philosophical views to manage the problems that arise from 
Socrates’ ethical position? 
3. What is psychic health? In your opinion, how persuasive is the use of 
this notion in Plato's works in exhorting people to act virtuously (explain 
your reasoning)? 
4. Parmenides denied the reality of movement, change, and multiplicity. 
By what method did he reach these counter-intuitive conclusions? 
5. Does a tyrant have any power? Discuss with reference to the texts 
you have encountered on this course. 

You will be informed of the essay topics and deadline for semester 2 in 
due course. 

In the exam you will have 3 hours in which to write 3 essays, selecting 3 
questions out of a total of 12.  

Essay Tips 
There are a number of key points to bear in mind when writing an essay: 
☞VSTRUCTURE. Always plan your essay. Divide it into subsections and 

decide what the function of each section will be. It is often helpful to use 
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sub-headings. Within each section make sure that each paragraph 
follows on from the one before it in a coherent manner. Think about each 
paragraph’s contribution to the task of the section of which it is a part. If 
it plays no obvious part then cut it. 
☞VUSE OF LANGUAGE. Read through each sentence after you have 

written it and ask 
yourself if it really makes sense. How does it connect to the sentence 
immediately before it? Is it clear what any ambiguous terms (such as ‘it’ 
or ‘he’) are referring to? Is there anything else that might be ambiguous 
or unclear? Avoid sentences that are too long but at the same time do 
not cut up sentences to the point of meaninglessness. If a sentence has 
more than three commas in it then tread carefully. Be aware of what 
parenthesis is and how it works (to put something in parenthesis is to 
place a clause in a pair of commas in such as way that, if it were 
removed, the remainder of the sentence would still make sense). 
☞VREFERENCES TO PRIMARY SOURCES. You cannot simply say 

Heraclitus believes X. For any claim that you make of this sort you need 
to supply some form of supporting evidence. In general it is sensible to 
offer a careful account of the philosophical position in question with 
constant reference to and quotation from the text before launching into 
evaluative or critical commentary. It is impossible for you to justify your 
criticisms of a philosophical position unless you have first offered a fair 
and reasonable account of what that position is. 
☞VCRITICAL COMMENTS. Once you have offered a careful account of 

the ideas under discussion you will then be in a position to proceed to 
your own evaluation of that position. These should never be in the form 
of ‘I feel that …’ but rather in the form of ‘if Heraclitus says X – as I have 
shown he does in section 2 – then he cannot also hold Y, for that would 
be contradictory. Therefore Cratylus must be wrong when he attributes Y 
to Heraclitus’. 
☞VINTRODUCTION AND CONCLUSION. Begin by stating exactly what 

you are about to do in the essay. Outline the content of each section and 
say why those sections are important if you are to answer the question 
at hand. General biographical comments about the philosophers  in 
question are irrelevant. Finish the essay by stating explicitly what your 
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answer to the question is. General comments about the importance or 
influence of whatever has been discussed are also irrelevant. 
☞VLENGTH. Pay attention to the word limit for each assignment and aim 

to be as close to it as possible. A variation of plus or minus 10% is 
acceptable. If you have less than this then you have not done enough 
work; if you have more than this then you need to think carefully about 
what is essential to your argument and what can be cut without loss. 
☞VPHYSICAL FORM. All assignments should be typed and printed in 1.5 

line spacing. Make sure you proof-read your work carefully before 
handing it in. It is prudent to use your computer’s spell check and 
grammar check features, but do not rely on these alone. 
☞VBIBLIOGRAPHY. As well as supplying proper references to primary 

sources you should also list all secondary sources that you have 
consulted on a bibliography at the end of the essay. There are various 
academic referencing systems in use. This booklet uses one form; 
another well established form is known as ‘author-date’. It doesn’t matter 
which you use, so long as you are consistent. 

Marking Policy 
The following gives a guide to how marks are allocated. 
Pass 

> 80% First Class work of consistently outstanding quality. It is fluently 
written, comprehensive  
in coverage, based on extensive reading, entirely relevant and the 
argument is well substantiated. It shows a thorough knowledge of the 
relevant literature. A coursework assignment will have excellent 
referencing. It shows conceptual awareness and elements of originality. 

70-79% First Class work of consistently high standard, well above 
average. It is fluently written, comprehensive in coverage, based on 
extensive reading, entirely relevant and the argument is  well 
substantiated. It shows a thorough knowledge of the relevant literature. A 
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coursework assignment will have excellent referencing. It shows 
conceptual awareness but not originality. 

60-69% Upper Second Class work of above average quality. It is well 
organised, clearly argued, demonstrates a considerable level of prior 
reading and shows understanding of the sources. It addresses the 
relevant issues and takes an analytical rather than descriptive approach. 
A coursework assignment will be well referenced. The scope for 
improvement is likely to be in one or more of: the fluency of the writing, 
the thoroughness of the coverage, the quality of the 
case supporting the argument. 

50-59% Lower Second Class work of around average standard. This is a 
serious attempt to answer the question, relevant and supported by some 
prior reading. A higher class could have been attained with one or more 
of: more fluent writing; the avoidance of errors of style, fact, referencing 
or consistency in the argument; a wider range of reading; more analysis 
instead of description. 

40-49% Third Class work, a pass but of below average standard. It 
addresses the task set but is quite basic in presenting and arguing the 
case. It probably does not show full understanding of what the question 
involves so there may be some irrelevance. It is based on a small 
number of sources, too few to allow the question to be dealt with in 
sufficient depth and breadth. The work tends to be descriptive, rather 
than analytical. The style will be intelligible but likely to be 
careless and to contain errors. In a coursework assignment there are 
likely to be mistakes in referencing. 

Fail 
35-39% Borderline fail. The answer is about the right length but is weak 
in quality. It is likely to suffer from insufficient prior reading so what the 
question involves may not have been understood. It is likely that the 
answer is basic and lacking in supporting evidence. It may be written in 
ungrammatical English and, in a coursework assessment, there are 
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likely to be errors in referencing. More effort in preparation and care in 
presentation will lead to improvement. 

34-20% Clear fail. The answer is likely to be well short of the required 
length. There is attention to the question but it is not a serious attempt to 
answer it. There will be little evidence of prior reading. More time, effort 
in preparation and care in presentation will lead to improvement in the 
future. 

< 20% Serious fail. A token attempt. The answer may be well below the 
required length and/or show little independent effort. More time, 
independent effort in preparation and care in presentation will lead to 
improvement in the future. 

0% Non-submitted work or evidence of plagiarism. 

Regulations 
Weighting between components A and B A: 40% B: 60% 
FIRST ATTEMPT: 
First Assessment Opportunity 

Component A 
Description of each element  

Element weighting 
1 Exam (3hrs) 40% 

Component B 
Description of each element Element weighting 

1 Essay (2000 words) 30% 
2 Essay (2000 words) 30% 
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Second Assessment Opportunity 
(further attendance at taught classes is not required) 

Component A 
Description of each element Element weighting 

1 Exam (3hrs) 40% 

Component B 
Description of each element Element weighting 

1 Essay (2000 words) 30% 
2 Essay (2000 words) 30% 

SECOND (OR SUBSEQUENT) ATTEMPT: 
Attendance at taught classes is not required. 

Learning Outcomes 
On completion of the module students are expected to demonstrate: 
1. The ability to use a range of logical, analytical, and theoretical tools in 
the analysis of philosophical issues arising from the study of ancient 
philosophical texts (assessed at all assessment points) 
2. Transferable written skills in the presentation and analysis of 
arguments (assessed at all assessment points) 
3. A knowledge of the historical development of ancient philosophy from 
the beginnings to Plato & Aristotle 

FURTHER INFORMATION 
You should refer to the Faculty Student Handbook and University 
Student Handbook for more general information. For information about 
the regulations applying to this module this academic year see: http://
acreg.uwe.ac.uk/rf.asp 
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