Guidelines for Critigues
Intro. to Philosophy (Beals)

The purpose of a critique is to demonstrate your ability to summarize the
arguaments of a noted philosopher and examine their arguments in light of the ideas of
other thinkers who dealt with the same issues. For each critique, you will select an article
from the Voices of Wisdom text, drawing on the Invitation text and related articles in
Voices to discuss the strengths and weaknesses of the position presented in your chosen
article. For example, if your article defends “common sense realism,” you might raise
some of Descartes’ arguments against relying on sense experience.

Your critique should include your own reflections upon the issues being raised
(not just expressing an opinion, but examining the arguments). You should note any
logical fallacies, inconsistencies or vagueness you find in the article. Be as specific as
possible about your objections. For example, if you note an inconsistency, don’t just say
the article was inconsistent but note the specific passage that reveals an inconsistency,
and describe the problem. Just saying an article “doesn’t make sense” or is “unclear”
won’t do. Relating the article to real-life tests of applicability is always encouraged.

Generally critiques will be about 4-6 pages in length, with roughly two-thirds of
the paper summing up the article’s argument in your own words, with appropriate
citations (using any standard form — Chicago, MLA etc.) to clarify their position. The
closing will draw on your other reading and reflection to examine the strengths and
weaknesses of the article’s position in light of available alternatives. You might want to
make use of basic reference works beyond the text {o assist you in understanding the
issues, but extensive research beyond the two texts is neither expected nor required.

Please don’t hesitate to check with me for any clarification or questions you might
have about the article you’re examining (well in advance if you are involved in a class
presentation!). If your critiques are submitted when due, one week following the class
discussion of the topic being considered, you will have an opportunity to make revisions
based upon comments from my teaching assistant and myself. Late papers will be
penalized one letter grade for each week they are late, and no papers will be accepted
once they are more than three weeks late. Be aware that if you select a topic being
discussed late in the semester, there will only be one revision opportunity, since we will
need to skip the teaching assistant comment step.

Keep in mind that you will also be selecting one of the atticles you are critiquing
as the basis for preparing an oral presentation, and be aware of the date of that
presentation to avoid scheduling conflicts.
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so this theosry would maintain. “My cat is on"the rug” is tme if, indeed,
the cat is and is false if the éat s not there, Bven if I don’t Jook and no shatter how 1
feel or what I believe, it is true or false independent of my actions opbeliefs.

The second theory of truth is called the colerence theory oftruth. According
fo this view, p i true if and only if p is logically implied by g, };rﬁcrc g is a true state-
ment, and gin turh Islogically implied by #, and so on, Truthyon this account, is the
coherence of a whole system of statements in which each sidtement is entailed by all
the others, We have only fiagments of this whole, but wifen and if we ever discover
the entire system, we will have. auived at absolute fruhi. Thus, “My fat, blind cat is
on the rug” is true if a whole host of other proposjrons are true such as “My cat is
blind,” “The rug cxists,” “Cats exist,” and so on,

 Tames ascribed both the correspondence coherence theories to philosophets
he called “intellectualists and rationalists,” ¥e objected to these thearies on the
grounds that they present truthi as a static operty existing prior to and independent
of human’ experience and investigation ‘]a\ es saw truth as something dynamic,
something that happens to ideas when'they leatf humans into ever more satisfactory
experiences. The Tationalists accus James, in turh, of denying objectivity, reducing
trath o a matter of what we want (o believe, and mihldng it relative to the context in
which we verify propositions,

From James’s point of yiew, Clifford’s argument res in part on a reliance on a
static theory of truth, w’bi’éh too narrowly confines our tiipking, His insistence on
purely epistemic standaids, and his refusal to admit practitel standards, not only
denies the facts invplved in how humans come to hold many~of their beliefs, but
also restricts us to a vely Narrow range of beliefs and forbids wg to have beliels
about some of e most important matters that make human fife worth livi

What follows are selections from both Clifford’s essay and James’s.
ments and fdécidt: for yourself whether we have a right to believe beyond ths.e

READING QUESTIONS

1. What do the examples of the shipowner and the 4, What is James’s thesis? N\
commission show? ‘6. How, according to James, does Clifforts at

2. Simmatize Clifford’s atgument in yonr own words. differ from James’ with respect to “onr

3,,~“§Vhat, according to James, is a genuine option! preat commandments as would-be knowe
Give an example. ce ' '

The Ethics of Belief

WILLIAM K. CLIFFORD

A shipowner was about to send to sca an Doubts bad been suggested to him that
emigtant-ship. Fle knew that she was old, and not  she was not seaworthy. These doubis pre
overwell built at the first; that she had seen many  his mind, and made bim unhappy; b
seas and climes, and often bad peeded repairs.  that perhaps he ought to have her

Trotn. Lechsres and. Essys, Vol. 2 (London: Macmillan, 1897}, pp. 177-188, Footnotes defeted.




WILLIAM K. CLIEFQRD ¢ The Ethics of Belief 361

overhauled and refitted, even though this should
put him to great expense, Before the ship sailed,
however, he succeeded in overcoming these mel-
ancholy reflections. He said to himself that she
had pone safely through so many voyages and
weathered so many storms that it was idle to sup-
pose she would not come safely home from this
ip also. He would put his trust in providence,
which couid hardly ful to protect all these
unhappy families that were leaving their fatherland
to seek for better times clsewhere, Te would dis-
miss from his miad all nngenerons suspicions
about the honesty of builders and coniractors. In
such ways he acquired a sincere and cotnfortable
conviction that his vessel was thoroughly safe and
seaworthy; he watched her departure with a light
heart, and benevolent wishes for the stccess of the
exiles in their gtrange new home that was to be;
‘and he got his insurance-money when she went
down in mid-ocean and rold no tales.
* Vhat shall we sayof him? Surely this, that he
~was verily guilty of the death of those men, Tt is
dmitted that be did sincerely believe in the
oundness of his ship; but the sincerity of his
onviction can in no wise help him, because ke
wd no vight to believe on such evidence ns wos
¢fore bim. He had acquired his belief not by
onestly earning it in. patient investigation, but
v stifling his doubts. And although in the end
¢ may have felt so sure about it that he could
ot think otherwise, yet inasmuch as he had
knowingly and willingly worked himself into

There was once an island in which some of
the inhabimnts professed a religion teaching nei-
ther the doctrine of original sin nor that of eternal
punishment. 4 suspicion got abroad that the pro-
fessors of this religion had made use of unfair
means to get their doctrines taught to children.
They were accused of wresting the faws of their
countyy in such a way as to remove children from
the care of their natwral and legal puardians; and
even of stealing them away and keeping them con-
cealed from their friends and relations. A. certain
number of men formed themselves into a society
for the purpose. of agitating the public about this
matter. They published grave accusations against
individual cdtizens of the highest posiion and
character, and did. all in their power to injure
these citizens in the excrcise of their professions.
So great was the notse they made, that a Comumis-
ston was appointed to invesdgate the facts; but
after the Comumission had carefully inquired into
all the evidence that could be got, it appeared that
the accused were innocent. Not only had they
been accused on insufficient evidence, but the evi-
dence of their innocence was such as the agitators
might easily have obuined, if they had atrernpted a
falr ingeiry. After these disclosures the inhabitants
of that country looked upon the members’ of the
agitating socicty, not only as persons whose judg-
ment was to be distrusted, but also as no longer o
be counted honouvrable men. For although they
had sincerely and conscientionsly believed in the
charges they had made, yet #hey had no #ight to
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at frame of mind, he moust be held vesponsible  belispe o such epidence as was before thems. Their
or it . sincere convictons, instead of being honestly
Let us alter the case a'little, and suppose that  earned. by patient inquiring, were stolen by listen-

1e ship was not unsound after ally that she made  ing to the voice of prejudice and passicn.
voyage safely, and many others after it, Wil Let us vary this case also, and suppose, other
at diminish the guilt of her owner? Not one  things remaining as before, that a still more accu-
When an action is once done, it Is right or  rate investigation proved the accused to have been
ong for ever; no accidental faikure of its good  yeally guilty. Would this make any difference in
evil fruits can possibly alter that The man  the guilt of the accusers? Clearly not; the question
uld not have been innocent, he would only  is not whether their belief was true or false, but
ve been not found out. The question. of right  whether they entertained it on wrong grounds....
wrong has to do with the origin of his belief, In the two supposed cases which have been
the matter of it; not what it was, but how he  considered, it has been judged wrong to believe
It; not ‘whether it turned out to be true or  on insufficient evidence, or to nourish belief by
¢, but whether be had a right to believe on  suppressing doubts and avoiding investigation.
h evidence as was before him. The reason of this judgment is not far to seek: it




g o Is Knowledge Possible?

+ 362 CHAPTER
is that in both these cases ¢he belief held by one about the truth of what is told to me. Men 1
man was of great importance to other men. But speak the wruth to one another when each reveres
forasmuch as 1o belief held by one man, however  the cruth in his owsn mind and in the other™ mine;
seemingly tivial the belicf, and however obscure  but how shall my fiiend revere the truth in my
the believer, is ever actually insignificant of with-  mind when 1 myself am carcless about it when 1
out its effect on the fate of mankind, we have no  believe things because Twant to believe them, and
choice but 10 extend out judgment tO all cases of  becanse they are comforting and pleasant? Will he
belief whatevet... =~ not leara to cry,~“I’f;ace,” to tne, when there is nO
Tcis not only the leader of men, statesmal, phi- peace? By such a course I ¢hall surround myself
oct, that owes this bounden duty to  with 2 thick atmosphere of falschood and fraud, 2
and in that I must e, Tt may mattes little to me,
iHlusions and darfing

losophet, O P

mankind, Every rustic who delivers in the village

alehouse his slow, infrequent sentences, may help
to Kili or keep alive ¢he fatal superstidons which
clog his race. Hvery hard-worked wife of an attisan
transmit to ber childrea beliefs which shall kit

may

society togefher, Of vend it in picces. No simplicity
of mind, no obscurity of stadon, can escape the upi- matvel if he should become cven as they are. S0
versal duty of questioning all that we believe.... closely are our dutics knit together, that whoso
The harm which is. done by credulity inaman shall keep the whole law, and yet offend in one

is not confined O the fostering of 2 redufous  point, he is gailty of all.

character in others, and copsequent SUpport of To sum. up: it is Wrong’ always, cverywhere,
about what I and for anyooe, O believe anything upon nsuffi-

false belieks. Habijtusl want of cate

believe jeads to habitaal want of care in othess
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Let us give the name of hypr;h\eﬁb@ytkﬁngs pot intrinsic propexties,

that may be proposed (o out belief and-just as vidual thinket. They are measuted by bis willing-

+he clectricians speak of live andl dead wires, et ness to ack The maxisaum of Uveness in &l

us speak of iy hypothesig s either five or dead. ““hypothesis means willingness to act itrevocably:

A live hypothesis is ofic which appeals as @ I’r';c\ttnali%that meaps belicf; but there is some
i osed.  believing teadency wherever there is willingness

to whom it is prop
1f T ask you to hélicve in the Mahdi, the notion
imakes no electric connection with your natare=—:
¢ refuses A0 scintillate with any credibility at all.
ypothesis it is completely dead, To an

real possibility to

As
wb, however {even if he be not one of the
_Aahdi’s followers), the hypothesis is among
is alive. This shows

// " the mind’s passibilities: it

that deadness and. livencss in an hypothesis ar¢

X,

——

. Promn Wiltiam James, The Will to Be
1912}, pp- 131

in my cloud-
fies; but it maticrs
made my neighbows
ulous man is father
lives in the bosom O

The Will to Beli ve

LLIAM JAMES

fizve aaud Other Bssays in Populnt

castle of sweet
much to Man that 1 have

cady to deceive. The cred-
(o the fiar and the cheat; he
£ this his family, and it is no

cient evidence....

(¥

Hyut; relations to the indi-

to act at all.
TNext, let us <& i~the decision between twi
hypotheses an ppHion. C\)ﬁﬁqgs may be of sevek
-0 dead; 2, Jore

linds, They may be—1, by

or aoidable B, moimentols o vt and for- o8
purposes We may call an option a genuine optio
when it is of the forced, lving and momentol

kind.

Phitosophy (New York: Henry Helt,




