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1. Course Aims and Objectives
The course will introduce students to epistemological themes prevalent in the early modern period. It will be attractive to students interested in studying the history of philosophy and to those with an interest in epistemology and in the philosophy of mind and language.

Themes explored include sources of knowledge, scepticism, methodology, the nature and content of ideas, language and truth.

These topics will be addressed through critical engagement in the debates on these issues found in the writings of the early modern philosophers, Descartes, Spinoza, Malebranche, Leibniz and Locke.

2. Intended Learning Outcomes
Students will: 
· Develop further the philosophical skills, and to extend and deepen the philosophical knowledge, acquired in previous philosophy courses.

· Gain the skills to critically evaluate important texts in the history of philosophy.

· Come to appreciate the complex web of issues, metaphysical, scientific, moral and theological, intertwined with epistemological investigations in early modern philosophy.
· Develop the critical skills required to assess the various theories proposed and to evaluate the contemporary responses.

3. Lecture Times and Locations

4. Lecture Content
1. Introduction

2. Empiricism and Rationalism

3. Scepticism: Descartes

4. Methodology: Descartes

5. Methodology: Leibniz

6. Ideas: Introduction

7. Ideas and Truth: Spinoza

8. Vision in God: Malebranche

9. Leibniz and Locke on Innate Ideas I

10. Leibniz and Locke on Innate Ideas II

11. Abstract Ideas

Seminar Outline

1. Introduction Session

2. Empiricism and Rationalism

Question: How defensible is the characterisation of Descartes, Spinoza, Malebranche and Leibniz as rationalists and Locke as an empiricist?

Readings: 

Parkinson, G.H.R (1954) Spinoza’s Theory of Knowledge, chapter 1 

Locke, Essay, II.i.4 and Essay IV.ix.3

Extra readings: 

Spinoza, Treatise on the Emendation of the Intellect 

Parkinson, G.H.R. (1954) Spinoza’s Theory of Knowledge, chapter 2

Yolton, J.W. (1969) Locke and the Way of Ideas, Chapter 3

3. Scepticism

Question: Does Descartes’ ‘cogito, ergo sum’ provide him with a foundational truth and thus a way of countering Pyrrhonian scepticism?

Readings:

Descartes, Meditations 1 & 2

Sextus Empiricus, Outlines of Pyrrhonism, pp. 2-13 & 70-79

Extra Readings: 

Bayle, P, Historical and Critical Dictionary, entry on Pyrrho, note B and
entry on Zeno of Elea, note H, in R. H. Popkin, ed. & tr., Pierre Bayle, Historical and Critical Dictionary: Selections, pp. 194-204, esp. pp. 198- 199 & pp. 373-377.
Klein, P. (2010) ‘Skepticism’ (§7-10). The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy. [online] available at: http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/skepticism/#Pyr 

Newman, L. (2010) ‘Descartes’ Epistemology’. The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy. [online] available at: http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/descartes-epistemology/ (sections 7-11)

Hintikka, J. (1962) ‘Cogito, Ergo Sum: Inference or Performance?’ The Philosophical Review, Vol. 71, No. 1. (Jan., 1962), pp. 3-32.

Williams, B. (2005) The Project of Pure Enquiry. London: Routledge (See chapter 3)
4. Methodology: Descartes

Question: Why does Descartes believe that whatever he knows clearly and distinctly is true? Is he right?
Readings: 

Descartes, Meditations 3-6

Extra Readings: 

Hatfield, G. (2003) Descartes and the Meditations. London: Routledge. (See chapters 5 & 7) 
Leibniz, Meditations on Knowledge, Truth and Ideas (AG 23-27)
Loeb, L. (1992) ‘The Cartesian Circle’ In. John Cottingham.ed. (1992) The Cambridge Companion to Descartes. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. pp.200-235
Van Cleve, J. (1979) ‘Foundationalism, Epistemic Principles, and the Cartesian Circle. 
5. Methodology: Leibniz

Question: Can Leibniz derive his philosophical system only from the Principle of Contradiction and the Principle of Sufficient Reason? 

Readings: 

Leibniz, On Contingency (AG 28-30)

Leibniz, Primary Truths (AG 30-34)

Extra Readings:

Russell, (1900) Critical Exposition of the Philosophy of Leibniz, Chapters 1-3

Leibniz, Discourse on Metaphysics, (AG 35-68)

Leibniz, Monadology §31-47 (AG 217-220)

Leibniz, Correspondence with Clarke, Fifth letter (AG 333-346)

Parkinson, G.H.R. (1995) ‘Philosophy and Logic’. In: The Cambridge Companion to Leibniz, pp. 199-223

6. Ideas: Introduction

Question: What are ideas? Do they aid or hinder the pursuit of truth? 

Readings
Robert McRae, ‘“Idea” as a philosophical term in the seventeenth
century’, Journal of the History of Ideas, 26 (2) (1965), 175-190.
JSTOR: http://www.jstor.org/stable/2708226 
Pauline Phemister, ‘Ideas in Desmond M. Clarke and Catherine Wilson, Oxford Handbook of Philosophy in Early Modern Europe, chapter 7.
Extra Readings:

Ayers, M. (1998) ‘Ideas and Objective Being’. In: The Cambridge History of Seventeenth Century Philosophy. Vol. II: pp. 1062-1108 

Jolley, N. (1990) The Light of the Soul: Theories of Ideas in Leibniz,
Malebranche, and Descartes, chapter 1
7. Ideas and Truth: Spinoza

Question: What does Spinoza mean when he declares that ideas are modes of the divine attribute of thought? Is he right?

Readings: 

Radner, D. (1971) ‘Spinoza’s Theory of Ideas’. Philosophical Review 80: 338-59

Wilson, M.D. (1999) ‘Objects, Ideas, and Minds: Comments on Spinoza’s Theory of Mind.’ In: Ideas and Mechanism, pp. 126-40

Extra Readings:

Della Rocca, M. (1996) Representation and the Mind-Body Problem in Spinoza Hampshire, S. (2005) ‘Knowledge and Intellect’. In: Spinoza and Spinozism, pp. 71-96

Mark, T.C. (1972) Spinoza’s Theory of Truth

Parkinson, G.H.R. (1954) Spinoza’s Theory of Knowledge, Chapter 6

Spinoza, Ethics Books I & II

8. Vision in God: Malebranche

Question: Does Malebranche provide a convincing argument to defend his claim that ‘we see all things in God’?
Readings: 

Malebranche, Dialogues on Metaphysics and Religion, Dialogues 1 & 2

Pyle, A. (2003) Malebranche, Chapter 3

Extra Readings:

Jolley, N. (1990) The Light of the Soul: Theories of Ideas in Leibniz,
Malebranche, and Descartes, Chapters 4 & 5
Schmaltz, T. (2000) ‘Malebranche on Ideas and the Vision in God’. In: The Cambridge Companion to Malebranche, pp. 59-86

9. Leibniz and Locke on Innate Ideas I

Question: Is Locke right to claim that there is nothing in the understanding that did not come from the senses?

Readings: 

Locke, Essay, Book I, Chapters 2 & 3

Extra Readings: 

Atherton, M. (1998) ‘Locke and the Issue over Innateness’. In: Chappell, V. (ed.) Locke

Rickless, S.C. (2007) ‘Locke’s Polemic against Nativism’. In: The Cambridge Companion to Locke’s “Essay Concerning Human Understanding”, pp. 33-66 

Yolton, J.W. (1969) Locke and the Way of Ideas, Chapter
10. Leibniz and Locke on Innate Ideas II

Question: Leibniz says that he agrees with Locke’s claim that ‘there is nothing in the understanding that did not come from the senses’, although with the proviso ‘except for the intellect itself’. What is the philosophical significance of this proviso? Is Leibniz entitled to it?

Readings: 
Leibniz, New Essays, Book I, Chapters 1, 2 & 3

Extra Readings:

Leibniz, New Essays, Preface

Jolley, N. (1984) Leibniz and Locke, Chapter 9

Jolley, N. (1990) The Light of the Soul: Theories of Ideas in Leibniz,
Malebranche, and Descartes, Chapters 9 & 10

11. Locke & Abstract Ideas

Question: Are abstract ideas the ‘workmanship of the understanding’? If they are, is knowledge possible?
Readings: 

Locke, Essay, Book III, Chapters 1-6, Book IV, Chapters 1-3, 6, 11 & 12

Extra Readings:
Jolley, N. (1999) Locke, Chapter 3

Mackie, J.L. (1976) Problems from Locke, Chapters 4 & 7 

5. PPLS Undergraduate Student Handbook
The PPLS Undergraduate Student Handbook has more information on Student Support and academic guidance; late coursework and plagiarism; illness and disability adjustments, and useful sources of advice.

The Handbook can be found here:

LINK
6. Readings
Primary Texts

Descartes, R. J. (1988) Descartes: Selected Philosophical Writings. J. Cottingham, D. Stoothoff & D. Murdoch (eds.). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 

Leibniz, G.W. (1989) Philosophical Essays, R. Ariew & D. Garber (eds.). Indianapolis: Hackett (AG)

Leibniz, G.W. (1996) New Essays Concerning Human Understanding. J. Bennett & P. Remnant (eds.) Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Locke, J. (2008) An Essay Concerning Human Understanding. P. Phemister (ed.). Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Malebranche, N. (1997) Dialogues on Metaphysics and Religion, N. Jolley (ed.), D. Scott (trans). Cambridge: Cambridge University Press
Spinoza, D. (1996) The Collected Works of Spinoza, vol. 1. E.M. Curley (ed.). Princeton Princeton University Press 

Selected Secondary Texts (not exhaustive):

Allison, H. (1987) Benedict de Spinoza: An Introduction. New Haven: Yale University Press

Ayers, M. (1991) Locke: Epistemology and Ontology. London: Routledge

Bennet, J. (1984) A Study of Spinoza’s Ethics. Indianapolis: Hackett

Curley, E. (1988) Behind the Geometric Method. Princeton: Princeton University Press

Chappell, V. ed. (1998) Locke. Oxford: Oxford University Press 
Della Rocca, M. (1996) Representation and the Mind-Body Problem in Spinoza. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Della Rocca, M. (2008) Spinoza. London: Routledge

Garber, D. & Ayers M. eds., (1998) The Cambridge History of Seventeenth Century Philosophy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press 

Garrett, D. (2003) Meaning in Spinoza’s Method. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Ishiguro, H. (1990) Leibniz’s Philosophy of Logic and Language. Second Edition.Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Jolley, N. (1984) Leibniz and Locke. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Jolley, N (1999) Locke: His Philosophical Thought. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Mackie, J.L. (1976) Problems from Locke. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Nadler, S. (2000) The Cambridge Companion to Malebranche. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Mark, T.C. (1972) Spinoza’s Theory of Truth. New York: Columbia University Press

Nadler, S. (2006) Spinoza’s Ethics: An Introduction. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Newman, L. ed. (2007) The Cambridge Companion to Locke’s “Essay Concerning Human Understanding”. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press

Parkinson, G.H.R. (1954) Spinoza’s Theory of Knowledge. Oxford: Oxford University Press

Phemister, P. (2006) The Rationalists: Descartes, Spinoza and Leibniz. Cambridge: Polity

Pyle, A.J. (2003) Malebranche. London: Routledge

Pyle, A.J. (2012) Locke. Cambridge: Polity

McRae, R. (1976) Leibniz: Perception, Apperception and Thought. Toronto: University of Toronto Press

Rutherford, D. (1995) Leibniz and the Rational Order of Nature. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Wilson, M.D. (1982) Descartes. London: Routledge 

Wilson, M.D. (1999) Ideas and Mechanism: Essays on Early Modern Philosophy. Princeton: Princeton University Press

Woolhouse, R.S. (1971) Locke’s Philosophy of Science and Knowledge. New York: Barnes & Noble

Woolhouse, R.S. (1983) Locke. Surrey: Harvester

Yolton, J.W. (1969) Locke and the Way of Ideas. Oxford: Oxford University Press

7. Tutorials (TBA)
8. Assessment Information
The course will be assessed by one mid-semester essay of approximately 2,000 words (30%), due by 4pm on Thursday 1st March 2012 and a final closed- book examination (70%).

Essay titles: Choose one of the questions pertaining to the seminars up to and including week 6.

9. Learn (TBA)
10. Useful Information
11. Common Marking Scheme

http://www.ed.ac.uk/schools-departments/registry/exams/regulations/common-marking-scheme
	A1
	90-100
	Excellent
Outstanding in every respect, the work is well beyond the level expected of a competent student at their level of study.

	A2
	80-89
	Excellent
Outstanding in some respects, the work is often beyond what is expected of a competent student at their level of study.

	A3
	70-79
	Excellent
Very good or excellent in most respects, the work is what might be expected of a very competent student.

	B
	60-69
	Very Good
Good or very good in most respects, the work displays thorough mastery of the relevant learning outcomes.

	C
	50-59
	Good
The work clearly meets requirements for demonstrating the relevant learning outcomes.

	D
	40-49
	Pass
The work meets minimum requirements for demonstrating the relevant learning outcomes.

	E
	30-39
	Marginal fail
The work fails to meet minimum requirements for demonstrating the relevant learning outcomes.

	F
	20-29
	Clear fail
The work is very weak or shows a decided lack of effort.

	G
	10-19
	Bad fail
The work is extremely weak.

	H
	0-9
	Bad fail
The work is of very little consequence, if any, to the area in question.


The marking scheme used for all coursework and for degree and resit examinations is

the University Common Marking Scheme. The principal grades and descriptors, as

approved by the School of PPLS, of the University’s Extended Common Marking

Scheme, are as follows.

A1 90-100 Excellent

Outstanding in every respect, the work is well beyond the level expected of a

competent student at their level of study. It 
• Shows creative, subtle, and/or original independent thinking

• Demonstrates breadth of knowledge and deep understanding of the subject matter

• Draws on a wide, relevant literature base

• Demonstrates an excellent standard of synthesis and evaluation and a critical and

insightful analysis of the literature

• Is well focused, with concentration on the main issues to be addressed

• Presents a compelling case by means of clear logically structured argument or debate,

well supported with evidence

• Is written with flair

• Has, where appropriate, complete and correct referencing

• Is flawless in grammar and spelling

A2 80-89 Excellent

Outstanding in some respects, the work is often beyond what is expected of a competent student at their level of study. It
• Shows original, sophisticated independent thinking

• Demonstrates a thorough understanding of the subject matter

• Draws on a wide, relevant literature base

• Demonstrates critical and insightful analysis of the literature

• Is well focused, with concentration on the main issues to be addressed

• Presents a strong case by means of clear, logically structured argument or debate,

supported with evidence

• Shows a good standard of academic writing

• Has, where appropriate, complete and correct referencing

• Shows a high standard of grammar and spelling

A3 70-79 Excellent

Very good or excellent in most respects, the work is what might be expected of a very

competent student. It

• Explores the topic under discussion fully

• Shows some complex and/or sensitive independent thinking Complexity and or

sensitivity is reflected in the argument

• Demonstrates a sound understanding of the subject matter

• Draws in a wide relevant literature base

• Demonstrates critical analysis of the literature

• Is well focused, with concentration on the main issues to be addressed

• Presents a good case by means of clear logically structured argument or debate,

supported by evidence

• Shows a competent standard of fluent academic writing

• Has, where appropriate, complete and correct referencing

• Shows a good standard of grammar and spelling

B 60-69 Very Good

Good or very good in most respects, the work displays thorough mastery of the relevant

learning outcomes. It

• Demonstrates a good understanding of the area in question

• Draws on adequate references

• Demonstrates good synthesis, analysis, reflection and evaluation of the literature

• Concentrates on the main issues to be addressed

• Presents an adequate case by means of clear, well structured, logical argument

supported with evidence.

• Has, where appropriate, complete and correct referencing of sources

• Shows a good standard of grammar and spelling

C 50-59 Good

The work clearly meets requirements for demonstrating the relevant learning outcomes. It

• Shows evidence of sufficient knowledge and understanding of the material

• Uses references appropriately to support the argument, though they may be limited in

number or reflect restricted reading.

• Demonstrates limited critical analysis and evaluation of sources of evidence.

• Addresses the area in question clearly and coherently

• Has satisfactory structure, presentation, and expression

• Has, where appropriate, complete referencing of sources, though there may be minor

flaws in referencing technique

D 40-49 Pass

The work meets minimum requirements for demonstrating the relevant learning outcomes.

It

• Demonstrates a sufficient level of knowledge and understanding but at a basic level,

and there may be minor inaccuracies

• Lacks detail, elaboration or explanation of concepts and ideas.

• Displays limited synthesis and analysis of the literature

• Presents a highly descriptive account of the topic with no real critical analysis

• Presents a weak argument which is not logically structured or which lacks clarity or is

based on unsubstantiated statements

• Has, where appropriate, complete referencing of sources, though there may be flaws in

referencing technique.

• Has largely satisfactory expression, though there may be minor spelling or

grammatical errors

E 30-39 Marginal fail

The work fails to meet minimum requirements for demonstrating the relevant learning

outcomes. It

• Does not demonstrate a sufficient level of knowledge and understanding

• Utilises only limited reference sources and offers poor analysis of them

• May not adequately address the area in question, because its content is too limited or

because there are some inaccuracies

• Presents a poorly structured, poorly developed, or incoherent argument, or no

argument at all

• Has an awkward writing style or poor expression of concepts

• Has incomplete or inadequately presented references

• Shows a lack of attention to spelling and grammar.
F 20-29 Clear fail

The work is very weak or shows a decided lack of effort. It

• Displays very poor or confused knowledge and understanding

• Does not address the area in question.

• Presents no argument or one based on irrelevant and erroneous content

• Displays an unacceptable academic writing style and /or presentation

• Has incomplete or inadequately presented references, if any
G 10-19 Bad fail

The work is extremely weak. It

• Displays no knowledge or understanding of the area in question

• Presents incomplete, muddled, and/or irrelevant material

• Provides no coherent discussion of the area in question

• Has incomplete or inadequately presented references, if any
H 0-9 Bad fail

The work is of very little consequence, if any, to the area in question. It

• Is incomplete in every respect.
