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Prerequisites
According what will be agreed upon in modules (political science, philosophy, arts)
Course Objectives
To gain an understanding of the debate surrounding the question of whether humans have entered a new geological epoch of their own making, called the Anthropocene.
Contents
In this course, we will explore material surrounding the relatively new concept in geology and climate science, called the Anthropocene Epoch. This concept claims that human activity has become a force affecting the earth’s behavior on a scale comparable to previous major geological events, such as the end of the Pleistocene Epoch, the last ice age, approximately 10,000 years ago. For those who support naming our current time the Anthropocene, there is hope for recognition of the need to modify or adapt human activity so that it does not push the earth’s behavior beyond what can sustain at least human life. However, there are others who critique this position on the grounds that naming our current geological age after ourselves is only all the more indicative of the understanding of the relationships human beings have with both the environment and each other that caused the changes in the earth’s behavior in the first place.

Themes and Readings involved
At the center of this debate is what is meant by anthropos, the human being, as it relates to the planet. For that reason, we will begin our readings with some key texts—by Aristotle, John Locke, Karl Marx, and Hans Jonas—on what is meant by the human being or human nature. We will then take up some important scientific texts outlining the argument for naming our current time the Anthropocene, along with essays by Michael Marder and Nancy Tuana that take up the concept from a philosophical perspective. Finally, we will read critiques of the Anthropocene by social scientists Eileen Crist, Andreas Malm, and Alf Hornberg as well as by the philosopher Keith Peterson. Finally, we will complicate matters with deconstructive readings of the human relationship to the animal and of its relationship to environmental catastrophe by philosophers Jacques Derrida and Jean-Luc Nancy, respectively.
Obligatory Readings
Primary Sources
Aristotle, Complete Works, ed. Jonathan Barnes, 2 vols. (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1984).

Crist, Elaine, “On the Poverty of Our Nomenclature,” Environmental Humanities 3 (2013), pp 129-147.

Derrida, Jacques, The Animal That Therefore I Am, ed. Marie-Louise Mallet, tr. David Wills (New York : Fordham University Press, 2008).

Jonas, Hans, The Imperative of Responsibility: In Search of an Ethics for the Technological Age, tr. Hans Jonas and David Herr (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1984).

Locke, John, Second Treatise of Government, ed. C.B. Macpherson (Indianapolis, IN: Hackett Publishing Company, Inc., 1980).

Lewis Simon L., and Mark A. Maslin, “Defining the Anthropocene,” Nature 519 (2015), pp. 171-180.

Malm, Andreas, and Alf Hornberg, “The geology of Mankind? A critique of the Anthropocene narrative,” The Anthropocene Review 1:1 (2014), pp. 62-69.

Marder, Michael, “Philosophy’s Homecoming,” Telos: Critical Theory of the Contemporary 177 (2016), pp. 169-185.

Marx, Karl, Economic & Philosophic Manuscripts of 1844, tr. Martin Mulligan, https://www.marxists .org/archive/marx/works/1844/manuscripts/preface.htm, accessed December 26, 2016. 
Nancy, Jean-Luc, After Fukushima: the Equivalence of Catastrophes, tr. Charlotte Mandell (New York: Fordham University Press, 2015).

Peterson, Keith, “The Anthropocentrism of the Anthropocene,” talk at Colby College, November 10, 2015.

Schellnhuber, H.J., “‘Earth system’ analysis and the second Copernican Revolution,” Nature 402:Supp (1999), pp. C19-C23.

Steffen, Will, Jacques Grinevald, Paul Crutzen, and John McNeill, “The Anthropocene: conceptual and historical perspectives,” Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society 369 (2011), pp. 842-867.

Tuana, Nancy, “Being Affected by Climate Change: The Anthropocene and the Body of Ethics,” in Ethics and the Anthropocene, ed. Kenneth Shockley and Andrew Light (Cambridge, MA: The MIT Press, forthcoming).

Waters, Colin N., et al., “The Anthropocene is functionally and stratigraphically distinct from the Holocene,” Science 351:6269 (2016), pp. 137-147.

Secondary Sources
Supplementary Readings and Sources
Evaluation Criteria
40%  Writing work – essays (5 -6 short essays (400-500 words), 1–2 should be longer (1000-1200 words)
30%  Active participation on classes, class discussions, class preparation 

30%  Short tests in class
Instructor is expected to provide a midterm evaluation.
Course Evaluation (%)
A  – 
excellent: 
100-93%, 
B  – 
very good: 
92-84%, 
C  – 
good: 
83-74%, 
D  – 
satisfactory: 
73-63%, 
E  – 
sufficient: 
62-51%, 
Fx – 
fail: 
50-0%. 
Passing a course assumes that student was not absent at more than 4 lessons.
