SYLLABUS

SURVEY of 20th CENTURY AMERICAN PHILOSOPHY

FALL 2000
Dr. Randall E.Auxier

Office: Faner Hall 3030
Phone: 453-7437
E-mail: drauxier@yahoo.com
Office Hours: M-Th 9:00-11:00, and by appointment

Texts:

Rufus Burrow, Jr., Personalism: A Critical Introduction (St. Louis: Chalice Press, 1999)

Douglas Browning and William T. Myers, Philosophers of Process, 2nd ed. (New York: 

Fordham Univ. Press, 1998)

Course Description: Immediacy, Time, God and the Self
If one thing stands clear about 20th century American thought, it is its commitment to revising the basic assumptions of traditional Western philosophy.  Depending upon the point of departure, the revisions stretched in various directions.  In particular, the fundamental character of human experience and its relation to reflective thought, the areas that form the basis of epistemology, became the center of attention.  Here the issue of “immediacy” was a crucial matter –that place where the experience of a thing is thought by some to be identical with the being of that thing.  We will follow the thread of the discussion about immediacy.

The developments in scientific thought early in the 20th century –the relativity theory and the quantum revolution—focused much attention upon the revision of our fundamental assumptions about the nature of time.  Is time the former of inner sense experience, as Kant claimed, or is it the structure of all objective being?  How can the inner experience of time be reconciled with the outer regularity of observed change?  This issue places metaphysics and epistemology on a collision course.  The efforts to reconceive time will be taken up is each meeting of our seminar.

When the century began, nearly every philosopher assumed that the nature of God was an issue of utmost philosophical concern.  As the century wore on, this concern came to be less and less universal.  Nevertheless, heroic efforts were made by American thinkers in the 20th century either to reinterpret the nature of God to accord with the new philosophies of experience, or to revise the philosophies of experience to more closely approximate traditional conceptions of God.

Finally, the nature of the self, human and non-human, remained a nexus of philosophical attention in the 20th century.  What is a self?  What does it mean to say the self is free, or that it exists independently but remains social?  The question of self-knowledge traditionally marks the center of Western philosophy, but in order that there be self-knowledge, we must know that there is a self.  Knowing that the self exists depends, in 20th century American thought, upon being able to describe its immediate and reflective experience, its development in change and time, its relation to its Creator and/or ultimate origin, and its limits.  The question of the fundamental nature of the self provides the center of our theme for the course: Self-Knowledge: The Experience of Being.
Course Objectives: This is a survey course.  As such, it supplies greater breadth than depth.  We will examine a different figure each week, not in order to master the thought of any one figure, but in order to learn their common influences and concerns, and to come to a fair estimate of what they achieved individually and collectively.  A guiding question the student may wish to keep in mind is “did this philosopher achieve an admirable self-knowledge, and would I be able to achieve anything in knowing myself from following his/her ideas?”  Of course, what would count as an adequate answer to this question requires a defense of its own.  When you come to the end of the course, you will have a broad idea of some of what was thought about by the best philosophers of the century.  Hopefully this will guide you in future study and independent reading.  Some of the thinkers we study will be easier to grasp in a week than others, but in no case will we attain the sort of walking-talking knowledge that one needs for claiming to “know” a thinker.

Course Requirements: 

Assignments: All students are required to complete the “Primary Reading” for each class.  The “Secondary Reading” is recommended for all, but only required for the student making a presentation on that day.  Nevertheless, your final papers should show an adequate familiarity with the Secondary Readings in the area you choose to write on.  Reading materials will be available in the Philosophy Department Library on the reserve shelf.
Attendance: This is required.  It will count for 10% of the final grade, and since the class meets only once per week, only one unexcused absence can be permitted.  If you must miss, you are required to call or e-mail me before class in order to be excused.

Presentations: Each student will give at least one presentation, consisting of a summary and main arguments of the secondary reading for each class.  Depending upon the size of the class, it may be necessary for some or all graduate students to present more than once.  If students present only once, the presentation will be worth 30% of the final grade.  For graduate students who present twice, each presentation will be worth 20% of the final grade.  There is flexibility in how the presentation is carried out, but there must be written material to support the presentation.  This material is turned in immediately after the presentation, and is part of the grade.  Your presentation should make arguments, positions, and points clear to persons who may not have read what you are presenting.

Mid-Term Examination: Undergraduate students will complete a take-home examination at mid-term.  It will consist of several questions relating to material covered in the first half of the course.  The student will have some choices in which questions to answer.  The examination will count for 20% of the final grade.

Final Paper: All students are required to write a final paper.  Undergraduate students must write an 8-10 page paper that engages the primary readings.  The paper will be worth 40% of the final grade.  Graduate students are expected to write a paper 15-20 pages demonstrating significant mastery of the primary and secondary reading in the area they have chosen to write on.  The graduate students’ papers will be worth 60% of the final grade if the student has done one presentation, and 50% if the student has done two presentations.  There is some flexibility regarding topics.  All topics must be approved in consultation with the professor.  It is advisable to write on a topic related to your presentation.

Tentative Schedule

Week 1 (August 23): An Overview of 20th Century American Philosophy: Idealism, Personalism, Process Philosophy, Pragmatism and Naturalism.

PART I: IDEALISM

Week 2(August 30): 

Primary Reading: 

Josiah Royce – “The Conception of God,” and “Reply to Howison,” in The 

Conception of God (New York: Macmillan, 1897), 3-50, 328-337.

George Holmes Howison – “Introduction,” and “The City of God and the True 

God as Its Head,” in The Conception of God, ix-xxxviii, 81-132; and “The 

Real Issue in‘The Conception of God’ Debate’” in Responses to Royce, 3 

vols., ed. R.E. Auxier (Bristol, UK: Thoemmes Press, 2000), 2: 24-28.


Secondary Reading:


John J. McDermott – “The Confrontation Between Royce and Howison,” 

Transactions of the Charles S. Peirce Society, 30:4 (Fall 1994), 778-790.


Stephen Tyman – “The Problem of Evil in the Royce-Howison Debate,” The 

Personalist Forum, 13:2 (1998), 107-121.

Week 3 (September 6):


Primary Reading:
Josiah Royce – The World and the Individual (New York” Macmillan, 1899), vol. 

1., Lectures II-V, VIII, X.

Secondary Reading:

Stephen Tyman – “Royce and the Destiny of Idealism,” in The Personalist

Forum, 15:1 (Spring 1999).

Gary L. Cesarz –  “A World of Difference: The Royce-Howison Debate on the 

Conception of God,” in The Personalist Forum, 15:1 (Spring 1999).

Week 4 (September 13): 

Primary Reading:

William Ernest Hocking – “Preface” and “Mysticism” in The Meaning of God in 

Human Experience (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1912), v-xxii, 

341-427.


Secondary Reading:

Randall E. Auxier – “Mysticism and the Immediacy of God: Hocking’s and 

Howison’s Critique of Royce,” The Personalist Forum, 15:1 (1999).

William Ernest Hocking – Types of Philosophy,  revised ed. (New York: . . . ), 

chs. 23-28; “Ten Metaphysical Theses” Review of Metaphysics, Dec. 4, 

1941.


Charles Hartshorne – “Hocking and Perry on Idealism,” in Creativity in American 

Philosophy (Albany: SUNY Press, 1984), 146-158.

PART II: PERSONALISM

Week 5 (September 20):


Primary Reading:

George Holmes Howison – “Personal Idealism,” “Personal Idealism and Moral

Aims,” and “The Limits of Evolution,” in George Holmes Howison, 

Philosopher and Teacher, Buckham and Stratton, eds. (Berkeley: Univ. of 

California Press, 1934), 125-190.


Rufus Burrow, Jr. – “George Holmes Howison,” in Personalism: A Critical 

Introduction, 53-66.


Secondary Reading:


James McLachlan – “George Holmes Howison’s ‘The City of God and the True 

God as Its Head’: The Royce-Howison Debate over the Idealist 

Conception of God” in The Personalist Forum, 15:1 (Spring 1999)


Gary L. Cesarz – “Howison’s Pluralistic Idealism: A Fifth Conception of Being?” 

in The Personalist Forum, 15:1 (Spring 1999).

Week 6 (September 27): 

Primary Reading: 

Borden Parker Bowne – The Immanence of God (Boston: Houghton, Mifflin: 

1905).


Rufus Burrow, Jr. – “Borden Parker Bowne” in Personalism: A Critical 

Introduction, 72-76; 134-156.


Secondary Reading:

Randall E. Auxier – “Bowne on Time, Evolution and History,” Journal of 

Speculative Philosophy, 12:3 (1998), 181-203.


James McLachlan – “The Idealist Critique of Idealism: Bowne’s Theistic 

Personalism and Howison’s City of God” in The Personalist Forum, 13:1 

(Spring 1997), 89-106.

Week 7 (October 4): 


Primary Reading:

Edgar Sheffield Brightman – Person and Reality (New York: Ronald Press, 

1958), chs. 3, 4, & 5, 34-90; “Immediacy?” in Idealismus, 1:1 (1934), 87-

101, and “A Temporalist View of God,” in Journal of Religion, 12 (1934), 

545-555.


Rufus Burrow, Jr. – “Edgar Sheffield Brightman” in Personalism: A Critical 

Introduction, 157-183. 


Secondary Reading:

Charles Hartshorne –  “Brightman’s Theory of the Given and Idea of God,” in 

Creativity in American Philosophy (Albany: SUNY Press, 1984), 196-204.

Randall E. Auxier, “Immediacy and Purpose in Brightman’s Philosophy,” 

Hartshorne and Brightman on God, Process and Persons: The 

Correspondence, 1922-1945, 

PART III: PROCESS PHILOSOPHY

Week 8 (October 11):


Primary Reading: 

Charles Hartshorne – all selections in Philosophers of Process, 387-449; “Twenty 

Opinions,” and “Some Reflections of the Development of My Concept of 

God,” in The Personalist Forum, 14:2 (Fall 1998), 


Secondary Reading:


George M. Lucas – “Hartshorne: First or Last?” in The Personalist Forum, 14:2

(Fall 1998), 

Randall E. Auxier – “God, Process and Persons: Charles Hartshorne and 

Personalism,” Process Studies, 27:3-4 (1998), 175-201.


Randall E. Auxier – “Why 100 Years is Forever: Hartshorne on Immortality,” The 

Personalist Forum, 14:2 (Fall 1998), 109-132.

Week 9 (October 18):


Primary Reading:


Alfred North Whitehead – all selections in Philosophers of Process, 269-345.


Secondary Reading:


Charles Hartshorne – “Whitehead’s Idea of God,” in The Philosophy of Alfred 

North Whitehead, ed. Paul A. Schilpp, 2nd ed. (New York: Tudor 

Publishing Co., 1951), 515-559.


John Dewey – “The Philosophy of Whitehead,” in The Philosophy of Alfred 

North Whitehead, ed. Paul A. Schilpp, 643-661.

PART IV: NATURALISM and PRAGMATISM

Week 10 (October 25):

Primary Reading:
John Elof Boodin – selections from Truth and Reality (New York: Macmillan, 

1911), chs. 1-5, 10, pp. 3-103; 186-199.

Secondary Reading:

Randall E. Auxier – “Introduction” to the Thoemmes Press Edition of Truth and 

Reality (Bristol, UK: Thoemmes Press, 2001).


Andrew Reck –  “The Cosmic Philosophy of John Elof Boodin,” in Recent 

American Philosophy: Studies of Representative Thinkers (New York: 

Pantheon Books, 1964), 123-153.

Week 11(November 8):

Primary Reading:

John Dewey – all selections in Philosophers of Process, 187-267.

Secondary Reading:

George Santayana – “Dewey’s Naturalistic Metaphysics,” in The Philosophy of 

John Dewey, 2nd ed., Paul A. Schilpp (New York: Tudor Publishing, 

1951), 243-261.


John Dewey – “Response to Santayana” in The Philosophy of John Dewey, 530-

534; and “Half-Hearted Naturalism,” in Journal of Philosophy, 24:3 

(February 3, 1927), 57-64.


Charles Hartshorne – “The Down-to-Earth Activism of John Dewey,” in 

Creativity in American Philosophy (Albany: SUNY Press, 1984), 92-102.


Randall E. Auxier – “Dewey on Religion and History,” in Southwest Philosophy

Review, 6:1 (January 1990), 45-58.

Week 12 (November 15):


Primary Reading:


George Santayana – “The Discovery of Natural Objects,” “Nature Unified and 

Mind Discerned,” and “Ultimate Religion,” in American Philosophic 

Naturalism in the 20th Century, ed. John Ryder (Amherst, NY: Prometheus 

Books, 1994), 31-54; 466-476. 

Secondary Reading:
Charles Hartshorne – “Santayana’s Doctrine of Essence,” in The Philosophy of 

George Santayana, ed. Paul A. Schilpp (Evanston, IL: Northwestern Univ. 

Press, 1940), 137-182.

George Santayana – Reply to Hartshorne, in The Philosophy of George

Santayana, 533-538, 588-595.

Charles Hartshorne – “Santayana’s Skeptical Eclecticism,” in Creativity in 

American Philosophy (Albany: SUNY Press, 1984), 114-125.

Week 13 (November 29):

Primary Reading:
George Herbert Mead – all selections in Philosophers of Process, 347-385.


Secondary Reading:


Charles Hartshorne – “Mead’s Social Psychology and Philosophy of the Present,” 



in Creativity in American Philosophy (Albany: SUNY Press, 1984), 126-



145.



Randall E. Auxier – “The Decline of Evolutionary Naturalism in Later 



Pragmatism,” in Pragmatism: From Progressivism to Postmodernism, eds. 



David DePew and Robert Hollinger (New York: Praeger Books, 1995), 



180-207.

Week 14 (December 6): 

Primary Reading:

Susanne Langer – Philosophical Sketches (New York: Mentor Books, 1964), 11-

74.


Secondary Reading:

Rolf Lachmann – “Special Focus Introduction,” and “From Metaphysics to Art 

and Back,” in Process Studies, 26:1-2 (Spring-Summer 1997), 57-61, 107-

125.


Donald Dryden – Whitehead’s Influence on Langer’s Conception of Living 

Form,” in Process Studies, 26:1-2 (Spring-Summer 1997), 62-85.

Randall E. Auxier – “Susanne Langer on Symbols and Analogy: A Case of 

Misplaced Concreteness?” Process Studies, Vol. 26, nos. 1-2 (1997), 86-

106.

