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  PHIL 3003: Eighteenth-Century Philosophy (Winter 2026, Prof. Gordon Davis, Philosophy)
Tuesdays & Thursdays 10:05-11:25
Email:  Gordon.Davis@carleton.ca (* Please always email me from your Carleton address.)
Office hours: Fridays 3:00-4:00 (or by appointment)
Prefatory note:

Most of the key evaluations will be held during class time. Weekend travel will not be accepted as justification for absence on those dates, hence requests for make-up arrangements will be denied in such cases. Absences due to other circumstances will require the official process of reporting, determining the scope (if any) for such arrangements.
REQUIRED READINGS, mostly via online database, e.g. Past Masters @ www.library.carleton.ca
1. Excerpt from Mary Wollstonecraft, The French Revolution (1794), vol. 6 @ W. @ Past Masters
2. Sec. rdg on Hutcheson, Butler, Price, Reid, Priestley (‘British moralists’), Terence Irwin TBA

3. Excerpts from Jean-Jacques Rousseau (provided in class), e.g. Emile (1763)
4. “Voltaire” (Part 2: ‘Voltaire’s Enlightenment Philosophy’) @ plato.stanford.edu (Stanford Encyc.)
5. Excerpts from Hume’s Treatise (‘THN’, 1739-40), and the two Enquiries @ davidhume.org
(e.g. THN: on personal identity; EnquiryCHU: on causation / scepticism; ECPM: morals)

6. Kant excerpts, Critiques (1781-91); Groundwork & hdout: sec. rdg. on Critique of Pure Reason
7. Selected other TBA, e.g. Bentham, et al. from Stanford Encyc. of Philosophy (plato.stanford.edu)

8. Excerpts(handouts) from C. Taylor, Hegel (Cambridge: CUP, 1979) & sec rdg on ‘Lumiéres’
*Additional readings may be assigned, e.g. by guest speakers (e.g. Leibniz, Locke, Berkeley)
Students are not required to purchase textbooks or other learning materials for this course.
COURSE DESCRIPTION:

The main purpose of this course is to prepare students for advanced philosophical thinking by focusing on figures whose ideas re-structured subsequent philosophical debates. We could say they ‘set the agenda’ for modern philosophy for better or worse; but it will be worth considering some of our key senses of ‘better’ and ‘worse’, qua philosophers; and insofar as the ‘better’ ones sometimes come into view, we may try to sort the agenda(s) accordingly. In some ways the eighteenth century per se might seem arbitrary or artificial as a way of framing our reflections on the history of philosophy (and we will also discuss debates about geographical and cultural bias in this framing). But it is interesting that it followed something relatively novel in the late seventeenth century: a particular focus on epistemology, which only intensified after 1700. It is also interesting that the French revolution exploded – in many senses – near the end of our period. We will begin and end by considering how a figure like Mary Wollstonecraft could see this as a philosophical event. One way in which epistemology took on a broader relevance, even in that political context, was by offering new methods for assessing the claims of religion(s) – including religious creeds dominant in the ancien régime(s) that the Revolution(s) aimed to debunk or marginalize. Accordingly, some themes in the philosophy of religion will also weave in and out of other themes, which include human nature, personal identity, the mind-body problem, the nature of reality, free will and other kinds of freedom, rights, consent (and government by popular consent), happiness, moral ideals of liberty and equality, perception, objectivity, aesthetic judgment, mathematical truth and various problems with new scientific ideas.
TENTATIVE SCHEDULE OF TOPICS AND READINGS:

(Note: the timing of topics and readings may be subject to change, announced as far ahead of time as poss.) 
Week 1 (Jan. 6, 8) – Intro. (& rationalist review: Descartes, Malebranche, Leibniz, Cudworth… Newton?)
Reading for Jan. 8: an advance look at Wollstonecraft’s ‘Revolution’ (see also week 5)
Week 2 (Jan. 13, 15) – Locke & Berkeley: Epist. and Metaphysics (& time-permitting, Hume on is-ought)
Readings: TBA (be aware that a guest speaker may assign readings w/ only weekend’s notice)
Week 3 (Jan. 20, 22) – British Moralists: Hutcheson, Butler, R. Price, Reid (vs. Locke / Mandeville)

Rdgs, handout: pp. from Terence Irwin’s OUP Dev/S.History of Ethics (&poss: Hobbes vs Butler)
Week 4 (Jan. 27, 29)– English rationalists, Scottish empiricists, French ‘Encyclopedists’; Voltaire, Rousseau

Readings: T. Irwin excerpts (continued), Voltaire (see # 4 above), Rousseau excerpts, Clarke TBA
· WEEK 4: short reading test (1)
Week 5 (Feb. 3, 5) – ‘Radicals’: Priestley, Helvetius, Diderot, Wollstonecraft… & Smith & Hume?

Readings: Wollstonecraft’s French Revolution (Pref & ch. 1), SEP excerpts & Hume TBA
Week 6 (Feb. 10, 12) – Hume, Epistemology and Psychology

Readings: Hume’s chapter “Of Personal Identity” from his Treatise of Human Nature (+ECHU exc.)
· WEEK 6: short reading test (2)
READING WEEK BREAK: Feb. 16-20 (no classes)
Week 7 (Feb. 24, 25) – Hume, Empiricism and Ethics (first and second Enquiries); the problem of causality

Readings: Hume, Enq. c. Human Understanding + Enq. c. Principles of Morals (excerpts TBA)
Week 8 (Mar. 3, 5) – Hume, Ethics & Politics (Hume, Rousseau, Condorcet and the Fr. & US revolutions)

Readings: Hume, Enq. c. Human Understanding + Enq. c. Principles of Morals (excerpts TBA)
Week 9 (Mar. 10, 12) – Kant and critical epistemology (e.g. critique of Hume: metaphys./epist.)

Readings: Hume & Kant TBA
· WEEK 9: in-class essay (topics: Hume’s empiricism, Hume’s morals [details in Feb.])
Week 10 (Mar. 17, 19) – Kant’s “transcendental idealism”: ethics, moral epistemology, aesthetics, religion

Readings: Kant TBA & chapters from Sebastian Gardner, Kant and the Critique of Pure Reason
Week 11 (Mar. 24, 26) – Kant, ‘Enlightenment’, and the Legacy of German Idealism

Readings: Kant TBA, & handout (from prior week): sec. source on Kant’s Crit. of Pure Reason
· WEEK 11: short reading test (3), on Kant
Week 12 (Mar. 31, Apr. 2) – Kantian Ethics, Utilitarian Ethics (Bentham, Godwin) & others (e.g. Hegel)

Readings: Bentham TBA, Kant review, & handout (from prior week): C. Taylor on Hegel
Week 13 (April 7) – Overview & metaview (who pioneered the field of ‘history of philosophy’? Hegel?)
EVALUATION 

Three short tests


20 % each ( = 60 %)
In-class essay I


30 % (on Hume, topic to be explained in class)
essay II option (April)


optional makeup, re. Kant (can replace half of previous mark)
Participation



10 % (mainly based on attendance records)
The main components of evaluation concern the following: clarity of main claims (and other ‘signposting’), logical and effective use of argument, due consideration of objections (with effective replies), balanced structure, effective use of relevant readings (sometimes involving citation requirements); and also for essays: effective writing style (including basics such as grammar, spelling and punctuation, as well as clarity in wording and phrasing), and originality in thesis and/or arguments.

More will be said in class about these expectations and their role in how we evaluate the essays.  A point to be emphasized here, though, concerns ‘originality’.  There are two different senses in which essays should be ‘original’.  In one sense, ‘originality’ involves coming up with ideas and arguments that are novel (or outside the norm for this level); this can be quite difficult, and those earning the highest marks generally do well on this score, while good essays may show only a modest degree of originality in this sense.  In another sense, an essay is ‘original’ when it is entirely a student’s own work, and any ideas in it that derive from the work of others are duly credited in citations of these sources.  In this sense, ‘originality’ is not a component of the mark, but is simply an absolute minimum requirement.  If any part of an essay – apart from explicit quotations – is not original in this sense, the student has committed the serious offence of plagiarism (…)
UNIVERSITY POLICY ON PLAGIARISM:

According to the Undergraduate Calendar’s definition (in section 14 of “University Regulations”), it constitutes plagiarism “to use and pass off as one’s own idea or product work of another without expressly giving credit to another.”  It is the responsibility of each student to understand this definition, and to avoid both committing plagiarism and aiding/abetting plagiarism by other students.  Penalties for plagiarism are decided by the Dean’s office, and can range from an automatic zero on the assignment to suspension or expulsion from the university.

SOME OTHER RULES AND POLICIES:

(a) Phones and devices must be kept off during class; other recording devices also not permitted;

(b) Permission to use a laptop for notetaking must be requested in advance, and even when granted, will be subject to limitations during class (at times TBA and for reasons to be discussed) ;
(c) Notify of any PMC accommodations, and/or any intention to seek one, before Week 4;

(d) To qualify to write a make-up assignment, you must consult with me in advance, except possibly in certain emergencies that prevent attendance (proof of which is required, to qualify for consideration); some make-up assignments may require an oral component (as part of the mark) before &/or after submission of the assignment;

(e) You are responsible for noting, in class, announcements made during lectures that may modify any of the above; you should therefore explain to me any absences, and if duly explained by the next class date, you may then request – in person – updates on policies, weights or scheduling (if any).
Late reading assignments:  Late submissions will lose 5 % per day.
