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RS 3D03 (Hollander), Winter 2002

PREPARATION FOR MIDTERM EXAM

Part I of the exam will be held on Wednesday, February 26 for the first 30 minutes of our regular class period (11:30–12:00 p.m.) at its usual location.  It will be worth 35% of the overall grade and will consist of 5 short-answer questions, to be answered without referring to any materials.   

Part II of the exam will be held on Monday, March 3 during our regular class period (11:30–12:20 p.m.) at its usual location.  Please bring with you your copies of

· Freud, The Future of an Illusion (Norton)

· Hume, Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion (Hackett)

· Kant, “On the Miscarriage of All Philosophical Trials in Theodicy” in Religion   (Cambridge)

On both Wednesday and Friday, it is imperative that you arrive on time so as not to distract your fellow students as they are writing.  (We reserve the right to refuse to admit you to write the exam if you are late.)  Exam books for writing will be provided.  Please mark your exam book with your name and “Part I” or “Part II.”   

Below are 5 essay questions.  You will be able to choose between two of these for Part II of the exam.  The essay you write for Part II will be worth 65% of your overall exam grade.  It goes without saying that you will not be able to write a successful essay without careful preparation of the questions ahead of time—including locating some key passages to which your answers would refer.

You will have the entire class period, 50 minutes, to write the essay.

General Guidelines and Strategies for Answering the Essay Question

The following guidelines and strategies are more or less the same as the ones you have been given for your contributions to class discussion and for writing your Take-Home Quizzes:

· You are expected to provide textual evidence (with page references) for your answers.  But remember that this does not mean introducing quotes as substitutes for explanations of your own.  Quotes should be introduced as illustrations of what you are saying, and must be elucidated and situated.  (Note that it is not necessary to quote anything; sometimes brief citations of key terms and expressions, or even simple page references, are sufficient to correlate what you are saying with the text you are discussing.)

· You should avoid simply paraphrasing what is said in the text, or dwelling on the order in which ideas are presented, unless you have a substantial reason for doing so.  Instead, organize your answer around the question/topic you are discussing.   

· Make sure that every part of your answer is clearly relevant to the overall question.  For instance, don't report the views of a philosopher you are discussing on matters unrelated to your topic.   

· You might find it helpful to focus on 1–2 particular examples—whether they are raised in the text or whether you think them up yourself—in order to get at the overall claims or arguments you are discussing.  I.e., consider working from an example of a principle, puzzle, or procedure to its general formulation. 

· Use the same citation practices as in your Take-Home Quizzes, including:

· For works that are subdivided into parts or sections, please indicate these in addition to the page reference, i.e., for Freud, Future of an Illusion, give the chapter number, for Hume’s Dialogues, give the part number, etc.

· As you write, be very clear about whose views you are reporting and discussing at any given time.

· Be mindful of the time you have available for developing your answer: pace yourself so that you can cover all parts of the question during the 50 minutes you have available for writing.

· Note that there is a range of possibilities for answering each question; your answer essay needn’t be exhaustive, but should offer one possible way of addressing the question, based on careful attention to the text.

· When you write about Hume, be mindful of the interpretative challenges we discussed in class that arise when one is dealing with a text that is not a treatise but a fictional dialogue.

Essay Questions

1.

Both Kant and Freud emphasize the role or value of religion, or of religious ideas or beliefs, as a support for moral conduct.  Yet their conceptions of religion, and their accounts of its relationship to morality, are radically different.  Based  on a detailed reading of some passages in The Future of an Illusion and “On the Miscarriage of All Philosophical Trials in Theodicy” (and, if you like, the optional selection from Kant’s Critique of Practical Reason), explain to what extent (or in what sense) the two thinkers share a common impulse to understand religion in terms of its ethical usefulness, and in what sense their approaches to this question, or the implications of their theories, diverge.

2.

Consider Philo’s famous formulation of the problem of theodicy in Hume’s Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion: “Epicurus’s old questions are yet unanswered.  Is he willing to prevent evil, but not able? then is he impotent.  Is he able, but not willing? then is he malevolent.  Is he both able and willing?  whence then is evil?”  Drawing on a consideration of how this problem is posed and discussed in Parts X and XI of the Dialogues, write an essay that reads Kant’s “Theodicy” essay as a response to that text.  To what extent does Kant’s characterization of theodicy resemble how the problem is treated in the Dialogues, and in what sense does he reconceive or transform that problem?  Do you find that Kant’s analysis of the problem of theodicy, and the ways that it has been approached in the past, is in sympathy with any of the positions articulated in Parts X-XI of Hume’s Dialogues?

3.

“Look round the world . . . ,” Cleanthes says to his interlocutors as he launches into his first presentation of his so-called “design argument” for the existence of God (in Part II of the Dialogues, p. 15).  “Look round this universe,” says Philo, as he reflects on the “circumstances” of evil and suffering in the world (XI, 74).  These parallel gestures encourage us to read the treatment of the problem of theodicy in Parts X and XI of Hume’s Dialogues in relation to Cleanthes’ earlier argument that God’s existence can be inferred from the world as we find it.  Drawing on a detailed reading of passages in the Dialogues, write an essay in which you explain in what sense the claims and arguments put forward in Parts X and XI can be seen as extending the line of inquiry initiated by Cleanthes in connection with the design argument, and in what sense the later discussion represents a different approach to thinking about God.

4.

In Chapter VII of The Future of an Illusion, Freud charges religious belief with being ultimately an ineffective defense against human suffering and evil.  Write an essay in which you (1) explain his argument in detail and (2) relate it to the classic problem of theodicy with reference either to how that problem is presented in Hume’s Dialogues or to its presentation in Kant’s “Theodicy” essay.  That is, in what sense can we think of Freud in The Future of an Illusion as taking up the question of theodicy, and how do we find that question transformed in the way he takes it up?

5.

At the opening of Part XI of Hume’s Dialogues, Cleanthes worries that “if we abandon all human analogy, as seems your intention, Demea, I am afraid we abandon all religion, and retain no conception of the great object of our adoration.”  Write an essay in which you (1) explain Cleanthes’s concern with detailed reference to passages in the Dialogues; and (2), drawing on passages in The Future of an Illusion, discuss how Freud might respond to this concern. 

