 Synthesis Paper
· 5-6 pages in length
· Word or PDF document due by midnight via email on Friday, April 26 
· Cover page required
· Citations/Bibliography required
· Paper formatting guidelines to be found in the syllabus

Your paper MUST include the following parts:
1. To begin the paper, give ONLY your concise thesis statement (be sure to say explicitly what you will argue and how – do not try to write an introduction). 
2. Present both philosophers’ claims. This involves a close reading of the text that adequately and concisely distinguishes between necessary aspects of the argument and what is superfluous. Within your analysis of both texts, you must compare and contrast the philosophers’ positions as you explain them.
3. Construct your own argument on the topic – you can synthesize the two positions, agree with one philosopher or the other, or disagree with both. You cannot simply state your opinion, but you must develop an argument by employing at least two premises in support of your initial thesis statement.
4. Develop and respond to one potential objection to your argument.
5. Finally, compose a conclusion to your paper which includes one further question a reader could ask about your argument.

A) [bookmark: _GoBack]Kant vs. Nietzsche on the relationship between morality/justice and objectivity
                                                                                                                           
In On the Advantage and Disadvantage of History for Life, Nietzsche gives a description of who he thinks the just man is and what he takes justice to be on pgs. 32-37. He asserts on pg. 32 that “no one has more of a right to our respect than he who possesses the drive and strength to justice” and again on pg. 35 that “objectivity and justice have nothing to do with each other.” 
Nietzsche’s presentation of justice can be contrasted with Kant’s second formulation of the categorical imperative on pgs. 35-40 in the Groundwork, that human beings must treat each other as “ends in themselves” due to their rational nature. Not only is this particular formulation directly related to justice in that it states how we are to treat other human beings, Kant concludes that we can derive the same objective duties from reason, and that we won’t act rationally unless we attempt to follow these maxims.

Explain Nietzsche’s objections to all universal moral “imperatives” and who he thinks the just man is, and explain why Kant thinks we can only be just and rational if we follow universal moral maxims like “don’t commit suicide”. 
Who is right – is justice a matter of “instinct” and a rejection of “the impossible virtue of the categorical imperative” (Nietzsche) or is justice a universal standard for all human beings that we simply must act “as if” we can follow (Kant)?






B) Pieper vs. Nietzsche on the nature of philosophy and truth

In On the Advantage and Disadvantage of History for Life, pgs. 29-32, Nietzsche describes why he thinks the dull historical education that philosophy has become prevents people from thinking philosophically – human beings have become “only machines that think, write, and talk” (30). In the midst of these comments, Nietzsche makes clear what he takes to be genuine philosophy – it is not the expulsion of instincts or obsession with abstract ideas, but is marked by “strong” personalities who are not timid or constrained by historical thinkers in their instinctual judgments about how best to live.
Conversely, in part II of Pieper’s The Philosophical Act, Pieper claims we are able to uncover eternal, inexhaustible truths through philosophy, engage with its history, and to fix “our mind’s eye on the totality of being, ‘the world’.” (106). The essence of his claims is the following: that “to philosophize means to step beyond the sectional, partial environment of the workaday world into a position vis-à-vis de l’univers” (that is, discovering intelligibility makes us free) and that philosophizing thrives on the hope that there might be some genuine dialogue between our intellects and the nature of things (pg. 105-108). 

Explain Nietzsche’s understanding of what he takes philosophy to be and what his notion of truth might be; then, explain what Pieper thinks philosophy is, and if there’s anything he has in common with Nietzsche despite that he considers philosophy to be ordered towards universal truths concerning man and world. 
Who is right – is philosophy primarily a creative structuring of life that is invigorated by one’s instinctual judgments, or is it a discovery of intelligible truths about the order of things?
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*Please use footnotes, endnotes, or parenthetical citations (MLA preferred) if you are quoting or paraphrasing the primary text in your paper.
