Bruton, Phil 412/512, Fall ‘09
Paper Topics #4
This paper is due Wed., Dec. 2 in class. A written outline of your paper is due in class on Monday, Nov. 30. The suggested length of the paper is 7 pages double-spaced typed, standard margins. All sources need to be cited, but page references from our textbook can be given parenthetically in the text of your paper. Other sources need to be cited in full, although no further sources are required for undergraduates. (Graduate student papers must include at least two academically respectable sources beyond the text – not from an encyclopedia, dictionary, or Wikipedia, but a philosophical journal or book.) Please do not put your name on the paper – identify yourself by Student ID number only, either on a title page or at the top of the first page.


Write on one of four possible topics below, using the dialectical form also described below. I’ll be looking for your understanding and presentation of Hume and/or Kant, your ability to effectively and persuasively discuss and develop opposing arguments, your originality, and your ability to orchestrate the discussion to a satisfying and reasonable conclusion. Late papers will be penalized one letter grade. Seek out my help.
Dialectical Form:
1. Briefly introduce your topic and state your thesis.

2.  Briefly summarize the philosopher’s position on the topic you’re writing about and his principle argument(s) for this position. Present the view and the argument in its most compelling and plausible form, explaining it such that even those not familiar with Hume or Kant could follow you.

3. Develop an objection to the view discussed in part #2. 

4.  Now, taking the philosopher’s side again, do your best to respond to the objection in part #3 on the philosopher’s behalf.

5. Finally, arbitrate the dispute. Make it clear where you come down and why.

Topics:

1. Hume on liberty.

2. Hume on miracles.
3. Kant on mathematics as synthetic a priori.
4. Hume vs. Kant on the necessity of causal relations.

5. The nature of objectivity. This topic is not necessarily about either Hume or Kant, but is inspired by their disagreement.  Let me explain.  What there is, for Hume, is a sequence of subjective perceptions (impressions and ideas).  What sense can be made, on that picture, of the idea that some things are objectively true, while other things are not?  Hume says the difference is that there are qualitative differences in how different ideas are experienced - some things just feel different. My idea of Santa Claus is less vivacious and lively than my idea of Barack Obama.  So Hume appeals to a subjective condition – the vivacity or liveliness of an idea – to make sense of the difference between something that is merely subjective (the reality of Santa Claus – Santa is real only as an idea), vs. something that is objective (the objective reality of Barack Obama). Will that work? Can you get objectivity “out of” something subjective? How does Kant try to get objectivity back in the story?  Again, the paper need not be on Hume or Kant, exactly; I’m inviting a paper on the nature of objectivity itself. 
