Into the Wild  Digital Socratic Seminar


Directions: 

Between today and Thursday, choose 2 of the following questions to answer as an original post on Edmodo. Develop each response into a well-written paragraph.  Be sure to proofread before you submit. Your classmates and I will be reading and responding to your ideas beginning on Thursday.
1. We learn immediately that Chris dies during his journey, and the anecdotes and interviews are told in retrospective. Krakauer also presents the information about Chris in a non-chronological order. What is the effect of this narrative choice? What impact does this have on the reading process?
2. After graduating from college, Chris McCandless left Emory University with no intentions to return east (p. 22-23). Why do you think Chris changed his name to Alex (p. 23)? What was he hoping for with this new identity? What do you think of McCandless’ assertion that “nothing is more damaging to the adventurous spirit within a man than a secure future” (p. 57)? 
3. In Chris’s letter to Ronald Franz (p. 56-58), he encourages him to “adopt a helter-skelter style of life” of which each day is marked by a “new and different sun.” Is it possible to live fully without the extreme natural experiences that Chris seeks? What is Chris’s definition of independence or freedom? Are there any limitations or problems with that definition?
4. Many people concluded that McCandless was “mentally disturbed” and that he died a “foolish, pointless death.” (p. 71). Others, like Krakauer, are awed by his lofty ideals (p. 155). Was Chris McCandless courageous and noble, or a just another reckless idiot? 
5. Does the inclusion of Chris’ family story make you more or less sympathetic to him (p. 103-132)? Are readers supposed to sympathize with or understand the position of his parents or sister? How would you describe Chris, both as presented by Krakauer and by those he interacts with throughout his travels? Is he likeable? Admirable? Irritating? Selfish? A loner? A genius? Are you sympathetic to Chris? Why or why not?
6. Consider the coroner’s, Krakauer’s, and others’ hypotheses of why Chris died.  Why does the cause of his death matter to some people?  Why do you think some people seem to despise Chris “so intensely” for dying in Alaska (p. 180)? 
7. Chris’s story remains popular more than 25 years after it happened. What do you think endures about his story? Why is it memorable? Would Chris’ story have mattered if he had lived? 
8. To what extent does Krakauer’s own history as a young rebellious risk-taker color his judgment of McCandless (p. 133-156)? Does Krakauer’s own experience serve to enlighten his—or your— understanding of Chris? What do you think Krakauer’s goals were in writing the text? Is this an informational piece? A tragedy we should feel sad about? A cautionary tale? 
