PHILOSOPHY 302 – History of Philosophy: Modern Period
Spring 2010
TR 9:30-10:45

Kinard 206
Dr. William P. Kiblinger


Office:  Kinard 326

Email:  kiblingerw@winthrop.edu

Phone:  803-323-4598 (e-mail is preferred)
Open office hours: W 1:00-4:00; F 1:00-2:00; or by appointment 

COURSE DESCRIPTION:  This three-hour course takes an historical approach to philosophical problems.  Rather than going from problem to problem (as in PHIL 201), we will begin with the first modern philosophers and move chronologically to the end of the 18th century.  We will see how philosophy deals with major issues in epistemology and metaphysics during the modern era.  Notable among the modern philosophers are Hobbes, Descartes, Spinoza, Leibniz, Locke, Berkeley, Hume, and Kant.  This list brings us to cusp of German idealism, but the post-Kantian tradition will not fit into this course.  (Existentialism, for example, takes up that legacy later.)  This course attempts to show how these thinkers were connected, how they influenced and critiqued one another, and, most importantly, how they addressed many of the central problems in the history of human thought.  We will keep two key dividing lines in mind as we think about the distinctions among these figures: (1) rationalism and empiricism represent one way to understand the differences among these philosophers; (2) whether or not evil can or should be explained represents another more urgent question dividing these thinkers.  In general, we will read the primary texts carefully enough to understand the details of their thought, but we will also try to get enough distance on each to see the broader trajectories of thought at play in these centuries.  For further understanding and appreciation of these trajectories, we will read selected 20th reconstructions of the positions originated in these classic texts, which will demonstrate their ongoing relevance in contemporary philosophy.
STUDENT LEARNING OUTCOMES AND METHODS
Outcome 1:  Students will demonstrate the ability to read critically significant primary and/or secondary sources on historical questions with appropriate understanding. 

Method:  Reading primary texts from major philosophers and contemporary reconstructions of their work; analyzing those readings in class discussion; assessing the merits of their positions in written assignments.
Outcome 2:  Students will demonstrate the ability to “think historically,” i.e., the ability to appreciate and articulate the differences and the relationships between past and present and how past eras differ from one another.

Method:  Comparing the philosophical eras to understand how earlier ones influenced later developments as well as how contemporaneous movements related to one another; analyzing these influences and relations in class discussion; displaying this understanding in written form on exams.
Outcome 3:  Students will demonstrate knowledge of significant information specific to the historical topic, time period, or culture addressed.

Method:  Learning about the cultural, religious, and political context of the philosophers; relating that context to their philosophy in class discussion and on exams. 

Outcome 4:  Students will demonstrate the ability to conduct guided and independent research or analysis of historical topics.

Method:  Engaging in independent analysis of philosophical ideas in class discussion and on exams; writing a term paper with a significant research component.

Outcome 5:  Students will demonstrate the ability to communicate effectively in standard English.

Method:  Discussion and written work in which a premium is placed on precision in language.
TEXTS
In Bookstore:

1. René Descartes, Meditations on First Philosophy, translated by John Cottingham (ISBN-10: 0521558182)
a. See also http://oregonstate.edu/instruct/phl302/texts/descartes/meditations/meditations.html. 

2. George Berkeley, Three Dialogues Between Hylas and Philonous (ISBN  0321276132)
3. David Hume, Enquiries Concerning Human Understanding and Concerning the Principles of Morals (Oxford) ISBN 019824536X 

4. Immanuel Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, Abridged (Hackett) ISBN 0872204480 

Online:

1. Leibniz, Monadology, http://www.philosophy.leeds.ac.uk/GMR/hmp/texts/modern/leibniz/monadology/monadology.html. 

a. Commentary on the Monadology:  http://www.philosophy.leeds.ac.uk/GMR/hmp/texts/modern/leibniz/monadology/monexpl.html. 

b. “Absolute and Relational Theories of Space and Motion” (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy):  http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/spacetime-theories/.  

2. “Epistemological Problems of Perception” (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy): http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/perception-episprob/
3. “Kant and Hume on Causality” (Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy):  http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/kant-hume-causality/ 

Dacus Reserves (in order of appearance on syllabus):
1. Alvin Plantinga, “Could Socrates Have Been an Alligator?”

2. Keith Lehrer, “Why Not Skepticism?”

3. Edmund Gettier, “Is Justified True Belief Knowledge?”

4. J.J.C. Smart, “Sensations and Brain Processes”

5. Thomas Nagel, “What Is It Like to Be a Bat?”

6. David Lewis, “Knowing What It’s Like”

7. David Chalmers, “The Puzzle of Conscious Experience”

8. Paul Churchland, “Eliminative Materialism and the Propositional Attitudes”

9. Laurence BonJour, “Knowledge of the External World”

10. Hans Reichenbach, “The Pragmatic Justification of Induction”

11. Peter Strawson, “Dissolving the Problem of Induction”

12. Willard V. O. Quine, “Two Dogmas of Empiricism”

ATTENDANCE, MAKE-UP POLICY AND TESTS:  More than two (2) absences will diminish your grade, while fewer than two will improve it.  If you miss a quiz or exam due to illness or a death in the family, appropriate documentation will allow you to take a make-up.  
EXPECTATIONS OF THE STUDENT

1. Class Participation:  Class participation is worth 100 points.  What counts as participation?  First and foremost, good participation means being present in class, displaying the “ready poise” of an engaged thinker, and actively questioning and thinking out loud during class.  I will judge your contribution with the following indicators in mind:
· Can you answer questions about the current readings?

· Can you integrate the material with previous classes?

· Do you have written notes on your reading assignment?

· Do you ask good questions?  Do you listen carefully to your peers?

· Do you demonstrate intellectual curiosity?

· Do you arrive on time with a positive attitude? 
2. Quizzes or assignments:  Periodic quizzes or assignments on the reading may be used to keep you on your toes.  These may or may not be announced.  Cumulatively they will be worth 200 points.
3. Exams:  Students will take two exams.  Each will be worth 200 points.
4. Term Paper:  Students will write a term paper worth 300 points. 
GRADING

Participation: 
 

100 points

Grading scale:

Exam 1: 


200 points

930-1000: A

900-929: A-

Exam 2:  


200 points

870-899:   B+

830-869: B
800-829: B-

Quizzes/Assignments:

200 points

770-799:   C+

730-769: C
700-729: C-

Term Paper:


300 points

670-699:   D+

630-669: D
600-629: D-

TOTAL


1000 points






0-599:     F
STATEMENT OF TOLERANCE:  Regardless of sexual orientation, race, ethnicity, national origin, gender, religion, age and ability, you will be treated and respected as a human being.  Your continued presence in this course signals your commitment to act likewise.
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES:  If you have a disability and need classroom accommodations, please contact Gena Smith, Coordinator, Services for Students with Disabilities, at 323-2233, as soon as possible.  Once you have your professor notification letter, please notify me so that I am aware of your accommodations well before the first test.
STUDENT CONDUCT:   Students are expected to cultivate personal and academic integrity.  Academic misconduct will be addressed in accordance with the Student Conduct Code and the University Undergraduate Catalog.  Students will submit all major written assignments through Turnitin.  Students in this course should be aware of the strong sanctions against plagiarism (misrepresentation of another person’s work as one’s own) stated in the Student Conduct Code.  (See section V. Student Academic Misconduct of the Student Conduct Code in the Student Handbook.)  If proven, a charge of plagiarism could result in an automatic "F" in the course and possible expulsion.  If you have any questions or doubts about what plagiarism entails or how to properly acknowledge source materials and the works of others, be sure to consult the instructor.  Proper citation procedures are provided in all standard writing manuals.  For more information, see the Student Handbook at www.winthrop.edu/studentaffairs.

TURNITIN:  We will use the Turnitin website, so please register with the site if you have not previously done so.  The URL is http://www.turnitin.com.  
	Date
	Topic 
	Reading

	Week 1
	
	

	Tues., Jan. 12
	Introduction
	

	Thurs., Jan. 14
	Doubt and Certainty
	Meditation I

	Week 2
	
	

	Tues., Jan. 19
	Mind/Body Dualism
	Descartes, Meditation II

Plantinga, “Could Socrates Have Been an Alligator?”

	Thurs., Jan. 21
	Truth, Falsity, and Skepticism
	Descartes, Meditations III (first four pages) and IV
Lehrer, “Why Not Skepticism?”

Gettier, “Is Justified True Belief Knowledge?”

	Week 3
	
	

	Tues., Jan. 26
	Mind/Body Dualism
	Descartes, Meditation VI
Smart, “Sensations and Brain Processes”

	Thurs., Jan. 28
	Materialism, Functionalism, and Qualia
	Nagel, “What Is It Like to Be a Bat?”
Lewis, “Knowing What It’s Like”

Chalmers, “The Puzzle of Conscious Experience”

	Week 4
	
	

	Tues., Feb. 2
	Eliminative Materialism
	Churchland, “Eliminative Materialism and the Propositional Attitudes”

	Thurs., Feb. 4
	Substance, Unity, and Bodies
	Leibniz, Monadology, 1-30

	Week 5
	
	

	Tues., Feb. 9
	Space, Identity, and Sufficient Reason
	Leibniz, Monadology, 31-60

	Thurs., Feb. 11
	Monads
	Leibniz, Monadology, 61-90

	Week 6
	
	

	Tues., Feb. 16
	Space
	“Absolute and Relational Theories of Space and Motion,” http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/spacetime-theories/

	Thurs., Feb. 18
	Exam Day
	EXAM 1

	Week 7
	
	

	Tues., Feb. 23
	Background on Berkeley’s Phenomenalism
	Berkeley, Three Dialogues, Editor’s Introduction
“Epistemological Problems of Perception,” http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/perception-episprob/

	Thurs., Feb. 25
	Phenomenalism
	Berkeley, The First Dialogue

	Week 8
	
	

	Tues., March 2
	Phenomenalism
	Berkeley, The Third Dialogue

	Thurs., March 4
	External World
	BonJour, “Knowledge of the External World”

	Week 9
	
	

	Tues. March 9
	Ideas and Skepticism
	Hume, Enquiry Concerning Human Understanding, Sections 1-4

	Thurs., March 11
	Skepticism and Necessity
	Hume, ECHU, Sections 5-7

	
	Spring Break


	Spring Break

	Week 10
	
	

	Tues., March 23
	Naturalized Epistemology
	Hume, ECHU, Sections 9 & 12

	Thurs., March 25
	Problem of Induction
	Reichenbach, “The Pragmatic Justification of Induction”

Strawson, “Dissolving the Problem of Induction”

	Week 11
	
	

	Tues., March 30
	Exam Day
	EXAM 2

	Thurs., April 1
	Beginning Kant
	Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, pp. 1-24

	Week 12
	
	

	Tues., April 6
	Synthetic and Analytic 
	Quine, “Two Dogmas of Empiricism” 

	Thurs., April 8
	Transcendental Aesthetic
	Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, pp. 25-38

	Week 13
	
	

	Tues., April 13
	Transcendental Analytic
	Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, pp. 39-77

	Thurs., April 15
	Transcendental Analytic
	Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, pp. 78-120

	Week 14
	
	

	Tues., April 20
	Transcendental Dialectic
	Kant, Critique of Pure Reason, pp. 134-161

	Thurs., April 22
	
	None

	
	
	

	Wed., April 28
	Final Exam
	8 A.M.  (Term Papers Due)


GUIDE FOR WRITING THE TERM PAPER

INSTRUCTIONS:  Your topic must be approved no later than April 16th.  The completed paper is due to me no later than April 28th.  It should also be submitted to Turnitin.com.  Late papers will not be accepted.  And, please, PROOF READ YOUR PAPER CAREFULLY.  Do not just rely on a spell-checker.  Read the paper itself.  I will assume that any spelling, grammatical, punctuation, etc. errors are not accidental. 

What about length?  There is no set length, but it is rare to find a decent paper running less than 2100 words.  Good papers usually run more.  The paper must be typed, double-spaced, with all pages numbered, and it must use appropriate documentation of all sources.  Whenever you paraphrase or quote a source, you must give a proper reference to that source.  

· Highly recommended:  List and Plum - Library Research Guide to Philosophy.  This is available in the library's reference section.

I will announce possible topics for the term paper.  The paper must deal with Kant.  It may or may not include discussion of Hume as a way of explaining a problem in Kant’s work.  
The paper must consist of three main parts.   

1)  A clear and thorough statement of the problem or concept you are writing about, e.g., Kant’s “transcendental unity of apperception.”  This should be based upon your readings in the original sources (primarily The Critique of Pure Reason).  You may consult secondary sources in this regard, but you must show knowledge of the primary sources.   Be sure to cite your references.  Your class notes will not be sufficient sources here.

2)  A summary of what at least two contemporary critics have said about this problem or concept (they may be trying to solve the problem or criticizing the concept).  That is, the critics must be addressing specifically the way Kant deals with the problem you are writing on.  Be sure to use proper notation when quoting or paraphrasing.  (See below.)  Your class notes will not be sufficient sources here.  You may use the readings from the syllabus for this part, but you will likely need to consult others as well.  For articles in philosophical journals, consult The Philosopher's Index.  When you cite a critic, you must cite from the critic herself/himself, not from what someone else says the critic said.

3)  Your own evaluation, critique, defense, etc.  You may wish to defend Kant against the critics, and show how the critics can be answered.  You may wish to add your own criticism to the voices of the critics.  This final part is yours.  It is to show that you understand what you have been writing about, that you have done more than copy/paraphrase what someone else has said.  It must be of sufficient length to do that.

EXAMPLES OF PROPER DOCUMENTATION 

The easiest form of documentation is to make, at the end of the paper, a list of all your cited sources.  When any source is cited in the paper, simply put the name of the reference followed by the page number(s) in parentheses in the body of the text.

For example, suppose one of your references for a paper on Kant’s criticism of the Humean self is Norman Kemp Smith's The Philosophy of David Hume.  So, your list at the end would look something like this:

1.  John O. Nelson, "The Conclusion of Book One, Part Four, of Hume's Treatise," Philosophy and Phenomenological Research, vol. XXIV (June, 1964): 512-521.

2.  Norman Kemp Smith, The Philosophy of David Hume.  New York:  St. Martin's Press, 1941.

3.  Norman Malcolm, “Descartes’ Proof that His Essence is Thinking,” Willis Doney (ed.), Descartes:  A Collection of Critical Essays (Garden City, NY:  Doubleday Anchor Books, 1967), 312-337.

4.  xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

5.  xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

6.  Etc.

Let's say that on page 7 of your paper you paraphrase, quote from, or use information you gleaned from page 487 of Smith.  At the appropriate place on page 7 of your paper, you would insert parentheses like this:  (Smith, 487).  If you have more than one Smith in your reference list, then cite this work like this:  (Smith [1941], 487).  
Very Important - If you cite from articles, whether in books or journals, be sure to cite the name of the author, name of the article, name of the editor (if it is from a book), and the name of the book or journal.  For books, include the city of publication, publisher, and date published.  For journals, include the volume number, and date.  See examples in the list above.  Number 1 is from a journal article; number 3 is from an article in a book.  Number 2 is from a book with only one author.  Be sure to underline or italicize titles of books and journals.  Put articles in quotation marks.
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