


Example Assignment Prompts
General Preface to Philosophizing with AI
Used properly, AI chatbots can be a helpful tool for exploring philosophical arguments. However, not all chatbots are created equal. Ohio State officially provides access to Gemini and Copilot, and you should use at least one of these. It can be instructive to pass these prompts through more than one AI platform to observe how each one handles the prompt differently. If you have access to them, ChatGPT and Claude are also worth your consideration. It can also be helpful to use Grok, which has been developed with an explicit goal of surfacing and emphasizing moral and political issues differently from the other major American platforms. Chinese AI models like DeepSeek and Qwen are interesting for similar reasons. Whenever possible, utilize features like “deep research”, “think longer”, or “think deeper” and in general choose the most powerful model available to you (often labeled “Pro” or with higher version numbers).
[bookmark: _btep0zfo3nln]1. Create a Socratic Dialog
Create a Socratic dialogue about [issue] between two fictional characters who hold [position A] and [position B]. Make both characters thoughtful, well-informed, and sincere. Have them explain their reasons, ask genuine questions, identify assumptions, and respond to each other’s strongest objections. Let each accurately restate a point from the other before challenging it.
Neither character should be there simply to lose the argument. But do not imply that every factual claim is equally well supported, or that the issue has only two possible positions. If additional positions seem to emerge from the conversation, feel free to introduce new characters to represent those positions. 
Write about five short speaking turns per character.
[bookmark: _qwb96lghq7ok]2. Understand a view you disagree with
I disagree with [position], but I want to understand why someone might sincerely hold it. Present the strongest case for it and then talk through my questions with me. My current objection is [objection].
For this exercise, respond as a thoughtful defender of the position I object to. Explain the values and assumptions behind your arguments and acknowledge serious difficulties rather than trying to win at any cost. Keep your replies conversational and ask me one question at a time. Begin with a brief explanation, then ask which part I find hardest to accept.

[bookmark: _sdixdljevjw9]3. Find a primary source and analyze it carefully
I want to understand [question or perspective] as discussed by authors from [community or tradition]. Help me identify three academically rigorous primary sources that address it. Prioritize authors’ own arguments, reflections, speeches, or testimony rather than outside summaries.
For each recommendation, give the author, title, publication details, and a way to locate the actual text. Explain why it is a primary source for my question, why it is a good fit, and what makes it worth taking seriously. Do not infer someone’s identity from a name or appearance. Where possible, include differences of perspective within the community.
If you cannot verify a reference or an author’s relationship to the community, say so. Do not invent missing details. Suggest library search terms when you cannot reliably identify a source.
(Once you have located and loaded good sources)
Help me understand the main arguments within these sources. Base your answers only on the uploaded texts. Distinguish what the author explicitly says from your interpretation. Identify the passages that support your explanation, using real page or section markers when available; otherwise give a short phrase I can find. Never invent a quotation or locator. If the text does not answer my question, say so. Do not assume this author represents everyone in their community.
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