
Essay Two

Requirements

You are to submit one - page research paper on Wednesday  May, addressing one
and only one of the questions listed below. The paper must be submitted to me by
email at bradley.weslake@rochester.edu. You must paste the text of your essay into
the email, and also attach the essay in , ,  or  format. Note: I will not
accept  files.

Guidelines

An excellent resource to read before starting your essay is James Pryor’s “Guidelines
on Writing a Philosophy Paper”. You might also find his “Philosophical Terms and
Methods”  and “How To Read a Philosophy Paper” useful.

Some additional comments on the assignments:

• Do not hand in a first draft of your essay—read it through at least once before
submitting.

• Do not submit anything over the page length.

• I don’t mind which referencing system you use, as long as it is consistent. If you
are not already committed to a particular style, my preference is for the Harvard
system.

• Use footnotes if necessary, but do not use endnotes.

• When researching, it is better to read one paper many times than many papers
once.

http://www.jimpryor.net/teaching/guidelines/writing.html
http://www.princeton.edu/~jimpryor/general/vocab/
http://www.jimpryor.net/teaching/guidelines/reading.html



mailto:bradley.weslake@rochester.edu
http://www.jimpryor.net/teaching/guidelines/writing.html
http://www.princeton.edu/~jimpryor/general/vocab/
http://www.jimpryor.net/teaching/guidelines/reading.html


Questions

• Evaluate the strong programme in the sociology of scientific knowledge, out-
lined by David Bloor in the opening chapter of Knowledge and Social Imagery,
in the light of the criticisms made by Larry Laudan in “The Pseudo-Science of
Science?”. Focus in particular on the symmetry thesis, explaining the different
ways in which it could be interpreted, and evaluating the plausibility of the
thesis on these different interpretations.

• Explain and evaluate Kuhn’s argument in his “Objectivity, Value Judgment,
and Theory Choice”, making sure to describe Kuhn’s “characteristics of a good
scientific theory”. Address at least two of the following questions:

– Kuhn makes a distinction between rules and values. What is the differ-
ence, and why is it important for the main thesis of his essay?

– Kuhn thinks that his view better fits the history of science than the view
he is opposing. Explain and evaluate his argument for this claim.

– Kuhn claims that if his view were false, the development of alternative
scientific theories would be mysterious. Explain and evaluate this claim.

• Helen Longino defends a view on which values are not to be eliminated from
the context of scientific justification, but rather included into that context,
on the grounds that this will best further traditional scientific ends. Explain
Longino’s argument for this view, and consider how her proposal would have
applied to one of the following cases:

– The scientific research described by Stephen Jay Gould in his “Measuring
Heads: Paul Broca and the Heyday of Craniology”.

– The scientific research described by Elisabeth Lloyd in her “Pre-Theoretical
Assumptions in Evolutionary Explanations of Female Sexuality”.

Does the attempt to apply Longino’s view to the case you consider support or
undermine her view?

• In her “Knowledge, Human Interests, and Objectivity in Feminist Epistemol-
ogy”, Elizabeth Anderson outlines a view concerning the role of values in science
that she takes to be a defensible middle way between the views of Longino and
Haack. Explain and evaluate Anderson’s view, addressing at least two of the
following questions:

– In what way is Anderson’s view different to Longino’s?

– Explain and evaluate the criticism Anderson makes of Longino and Haack.





– How could Haack best respond to the view that Anderson defends?

• Explain the different attitudes towards the relationship between science and
religion that Alvin Plantinga and Ernan McMullin take in their exchange over
evolutionary biology. Address at least two of the following questions:

– How do Plantinga and McMullin differ in their view concerning Biblical
interpretation?

– Why does McMullin think there is no such thing as “Christian Science”
of the kind Plantinga recommends? Is he right?

– What is the biggest difficulty with McMullin’s view, and how might it be
addressed?

• Note: I may add further questions over the next few weeks. If you would like
to write on a topic addressed in class but not included here, you may make a
proposal to me. You may only address a different question to those above if I
have approved your proposal.




