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The course consists in a more or less exhaustive survey of Aristotle’s views concerning knowledge and
being. In examining Aristotle’s main arguments for the possibility of knowledge, and scientific knowledge
(episteme) in particular, as well as his main arguments for the priority of substance among all other beings
and the dependence of all other beings on substantial beings, we will also consider the views of earlier
philosophers (Presocratics and Plato) against which Aristotle reacts before constructing and proposing his
own picture of reality.

The requirements for the course consist in the presentation and submission of a short essay (max: 3000
words excluding footnotes and bibliography) on one of the following topics
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