Seminar Descriptions for 2014-15
(revised 4/7/14)
Fall 2014
PHL 800/860—Proseminar/Seminar in Metaphysics & Epistemology (Lindemann and Nelson)


Wittgenstein







Weds. 7:00 – 9:50 p.m.

This team-taught course will focus on Wittgenstein.  An early class meeting will focus on the Tractatus to provide the necessary context of the later work, then move to the Philosophical Investigations, Part I and Part II, sec. 11, and finish up with On Certainty.  This seminar attends in particular to Wittgenstein’s externalism in the philosophy of mind and the social nature of his epistemology as exhibited in the notion of a “form of life” that is the backdrop for linguistic and knowledge practices.  The proseminar dimension of the course will focus on the metaphilosophical aspect of Wittgenstein’s thought, using that as a jumping-off place to fuel discussion of the nature of philosophy as a contemporary social institution, including both its social and intellectual characteristics.  Students enrolled in the proseminar will present final papers in the context of a public workshop; students enrolled in 860 will serve as commentators at that workshop.
PHL 820– Seminar in Continental Philosophy (Hedrick and Lotz)


Rationality and Its Other I
Tues. 7:00–9:50 p.m.


This seminar co-taught by Hedrick and Lotz (which will span two semesters) will discuss the critique of rationality within Critical Theory from two angles:  [1] we will discuss the genesis of Critical Theory within Continental Philosophy that led to a critical concept of rationality (Nietzsche, Freud, Kierkegaard, Feuerbach, Marx, Schopenhauer), and [2] we will discuss the critical concept of rationality, as it shows up in the major texts of recent Critical Theory and Frankfurt School (Marcuse, Horkheimer, Adorno, Habermas, Honneth).
PHL 870—Seminar in Philosophy of Health Care (Fleck)


Health Care Justice






Mon. 7:00 – 9:50 p.m.

In this course we will address the “Just Caring” problem. What does it mean to be a “just” and “caring” society (or managed care plan, or hospital, or physician) when we have only limited resources to meet virtually unlimited health care needs?  This is the problem of health care rationing or health care resource allocation.  This was the focus of my book Just Caring: Health Care Rationing and Democratic Deliberation (Oxford University Press, 2009) 460 pp. It has come to be a very prominent and knotty problem in our society because we have seen for the past thirty years the very rapid development of innumerable health care interventions, often life-saving or life-prolonging interventions, that are very costly in themselves, but that become extremely costly when we consider the number of people whose health care needs might be met by their having access to these technologies.  As a society we currently (2013) spend about $2.9 trillion on health care, or about 17.8% of our GDP, which is at least 7 percentage points more than any other advanced industrialized country in the world.  

So the bottom line moral problem is: What conception of health care justice should shape our rationing decisions and priority-setting decisions, and cost containment decisions, and decisions about how to finance health care etc.?  Part of what makes this so difficult as a problem of justice is that health care needs are so heterogeneous across the population, so unevenly distributed across the lifetimes of individuals, so uncertain of resolution at the level of individual patients offered costly interventions that it seems there is no rational resolution of this problem. And then there is the issue of personal responsibility for health, i.e., the claim that health care needs that are the product of “bad” personal choices have less standing as health care needs from the perspective of health care justice.  That, in turn, is further complicated by much that is emerging regarding genetics, epigenetics, and medicine in relation to “bad” health choice

Though this course might be thought of primarily as a course in the field of health care ethics, it actually has much broader philosophic interest than that.  Students interested in social and political philosophy will find much of interest here, since we will be exploring the “problem of liberalism” in connection with the problems of health care justice.  We will also be discussing the role of rational democratic deliberation in addressing these issues and the question of the limits of acceptable non-ideal justice.  Finally, genetic advances are further complicating the problem of health care justice, i.e., doubling or tripling human life expectancy through genetic manipulations aimed at the need to avoid a “premature” death.

Spring 2015

PHL 810/415 –Seminar in the History of Philosophy (Rauscher)

Kant’s First Critique
Tu/Th 10:20 a.m. – 12:00 p.m.

Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason is one of the central texts in philosophy.  This class will focus on the first Critique as Kant’s assessment of the functions and limitations of reason.  As part of that we will examine recent literature about whether one  of Kant’s central claims—transcendental idealism – is metaphysical, epistemological, or methodological.  We will also spend time on various specific topics such as the nature of causation, freedom, the ontological argument, space and time, and the self.  This class is a joint 415-810 course, meeting twice per week for two hours per meeting.  Most of the students are likely to be undergraduates.  As such it will work well for graduate students even with little background on Kant. 
PHL 840 –Seminar in Value Theory (Thompson)
Virtues, Pragmatism and Risk
Mon. 7:00–9:50 p.m.


Recent work in cognitive science by Keith Stanovich (Rationality and the Reflective Mind) and by Nobel laureate Daniel Kahneman (Thinking—Fast and Slow) suggests that human beings operate with two distinct modes of cognitive processing. Type 1 processes are associative, largely unconscious and correspond to mental activity that has classically been characterized as “intuition”. Type 2 processes are deliberative, rule governed or calculative, and correspond to what has classically been characterized as “choice” or “decision making”. The seminar will review a sample of this work and will use it as a launching pad to explore three substantive philosophical hypotheses in value theory. Hypothesis 1: The metaethics of Peirce, James and Dewey is a better “fit” to this new model in psychology than that of analytic philosophers who were emphasizing concepts, language and a “folk psychology” of beliefs and desires; Hypothesis 2: Virtue ethics should be understood as Type 1 ethics, while deontological and consequentialist approaches are appropriate for Type 2 processes. Hypothesis 3: A large behavioral science literature suggests that behavior in response to risk is governed by Type 1 processes, yet theories of risk acceptability are drawn from decision theories that model Type 2 processes. An adequate ethic of risk needs to find some way to reflect both. I am open to suggestions for readings, and will include at least one significant reading from the history of philosophy in the course syllabus. 

PHL 850– Seminar in Social and Political Philosophy (Hedrick and Lotz)


Rationality and Its Other II
Tues. 7:00–9:50 p.m.


This seminar co-taught by Hedrick and Lotz (which will span two semesters) will discuss the critique of rationality within Critical Theory from two angles:  [1] we will discuss the genesis of Critical Theory within Continental Philosophy that led to a critical concept of rationality (Nietzsche, Freud, Kierkegaard, Feuerbach, Marx, Schopenhauer), and [2] we will discuss the critical concept of rationality, as it shows up in the major texts of recent Critical Theory and Frankfurt School (Marcuse, Horkheimer, Adorno, Habermas, Honneth).

PHL 880– Seminar Philosophy of Science (Steel)


Socially Relevant Philosophy of Science
Thurs. 7:00–9:50 p.m.


Within the last decade, socially relevant philosophy of science (SRPOS) has emerged as a new sub-discipline in the field.  In this seminar, we will examine SRPOS both from a programmatic meta-philosophy perspective, wherein questions are raised about social obligations of professional philosophers and the interconnections between philosophy of science and other branches of philosophy, and from a direct engagement with works in SRPOS itself.  The course will begin with the meta-philosophy questions, focusing on readings that self-consciously advocate a SRPOS approach.  Then the seminar will examine several interrelated topics that are particularly relevant to SRPSO, including the proper relationship between values and science, how to prevent a corruption of scientific research as a result of funding by sources with a vested interest in the outcome, what the research priorities of science should be and how they should be decided, and the relationship between science and social policy.
