History of Philosophy: Renaissance through Enlightenment; topics for the final paper
The papers are due by 4pm on Tuesday, December 12, in the Department of Philosophy & Religion office, 135 Baker Hall.  They should be from 5 to 7 pages (1500-2000 words) in length.  Write on one of the following topics.  If you choose to write on a topic of your choosing, please discuss it with me by the last day of class.

1. What is an idealist?  Berkeley argues that idealism is entirely in keeping without our ordinary, common-sensical beliefs – and that the idea of matter is a philosopher’s fiction.  Give the best defense you can of this prima facie implausible position.  Do you think that this argument succeeds?  Why or why not?  (Please write on this topic only if you did not write on Berkeley for your second paper.)
2. Both Berkeley and Leibniz are idealists (see question 1).  What are Berkeley’s and Leibniz’ respective arguments for idealism?  Which do you find stronger?  What are their respective accounts of body?  Which do you find stronger?  Give reasons for your response.

3. According to Leibniz’ concept of truth, all true predications are true because the predicate is actually contained in the concept of the subject.  Thus everything that happens to a substance is really contained in the nature of that substance.  Leibniz argues that this view is compatible with human free will – and thus with our being morally responsible for our actions.  After explicating as much of Leibniz’ view of substance and predication as you need, explain how Leibniz argues that his view is compatible with free will.  (You’ll certainly want to address Sections XIII, XXX, and XXXII of the “Discourse on Metaphysics”.)  Do you think that Leibniz is successful here?  Give reasons for your response.

4. What is it for a world (or universe) to be possible, according to Leibniz?  What is the sufficient reason why this world, among all the possible worlds, is the actual world?  In other words, what is God’s reason for creating just this world?  Is God free in so doing?  Evaluate Leibniz’ views, giving reasons for your answers.

5. What is a “monad” for Leibniz?  How are monads related to each other?  How are they not related to each other?  (Be as detailed as necessary.)  Reconstruct Leibniz’ argument for monads, showing how it is based in his logical doctrines: the distinction between truths of reason and truths of fact, the principle of sufficient reason, and the view that all propositions have a subject-predicate form.  (Make sure that you explain each of these doctrines.)  How strong do you find Leibniz’ argument?  Do you agree with his conclusions?  If not, where does he go wrong?  Explain.

6. Descartes holds that (efficient) causal laws can be known a priori, by clearly and distinctly perceiving our idea of extended substance.  Hume does not.  Explain in your own words Hume’s views on causality, and his argument for them.  Make sure you refer to the text!  What is Hume’s “skeptical solution” to his skepticism about causality?  Evaluate both his skepticism and his “skeptical solution”.

7. What are Locke’s criteria for the identity of humans (“man”)?  What are his criteria for the identity of persons?  How are they different?  Give an example of something that would be a single human being but different persons, and an example of something that would be a single person but different human beings?  Explain Hume’s view of this matter.  What does he conclude about personal identity?  How does he account for our belief in self-identity?  Do you think it is successful?  Explain.  If you like, feel free to use the example of Leonard in the film Memento to illustrate both Locke’s and Hume’s views.  Which one (if either) seems to be supported by the film?

8. Compare and contrast skepticism and humanism in Montaigne’s Apology for Raymond Sebond and Voltaire’s Candide.  In what way does Voltaire continue in Montaigne’s tradition of evangelical humanism?  How does he depart from it?  Be sure to address the issues of modern science, technology, Christianity, the powers of human reason, and the intrinsic goodness of human beings.  Whose view do you find superior?  Explain.
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