Norton Anthology pp. 2329-2342
Braidotti/1
1.) What is the Enlightenment understanding of the human? Autonomous, individuality, 
Because I think I exist. Cogito concept of decard( philosophical approach). Sociological categories (  right holder..) Enlightenment believe in human rights ....  the  difference between the man and a citizen is the political and biological being. 
2.) What is the nature-culture continuum? What is the social constructivist method?
She believes in its existence.  

3.) What is the anthropocene and why is this concept important for Braidotti?


4.) Check: the Vitruvian Man
5.) What are the characteristics of Humanism? 
6.) What is Eurocentrism, and what are the implications of the Eurocentric paradigm?
Explain: “It is almost impossible to think of a crime that has not been committed in the name of humanity.”
7.) What happened after WWII and why? (2333+2336)
8.) What is the “philosopher king”? Who was Sartre (google!) and what’s wrong with him, according to Braidotti?
9.) What’s wrong with humanist feminism?
10.)  Why was Marxism important and what’s wrong with it, according to B?
11.)  Explain what Foucault can mean by the “invention” and the “death of man” – via the extract I’ve uploaded from The Cambridge Introduction to Foucault.
12.)  What is liberal individualism, and what’s wrong with it?
13.)  What are the reasons why Humanist universalism is questionable? (What does she mean by epistemological, ethical and political grounds, respectively?)
14.)  What does it mean that the human and Humanism offer a systematic standard of recognizability?
15.) What are the different ways in which power works?
16.)  What is feminist anti-Humanism?
17.)  What are the (positive) traces of Humanism that anti-Humanism cannot get rid of? Is this a problem?
18.)  What’s B’s problem with the otherwise positive ideals?
19.)  What is violent about the assignation of meaning?
20.)  What is epistemic violence?
21.)  Can you sum up her thoughts on the secular turn? 
