
Philosophy 2250, 2010 

Paper Topics 

 

Papers should be no more than five pages in length and at least three pages long. Format should be 

double spaced, 12 point font with normal margins. No title page is required, but the paper should 

have a title. Please put your name and student number on the front page (at the top on the right).  

Papers are due on November 30th in class. No extensions will be granted without prior notification 

and adequate justification (e.g. medical certificate). Please note that all papers must comply with the 

format outlined in my handout about writing papers for this class. That handout is available on the 

course webpage: www.biophilosophy.ca/teaching/ML&K10.html 

 

Topics 

 

1. Alan Turing raises and responds to The Lady Lovelace objection and its close variant on pages 63-

4.  In your paper, reconstruct one (or both) of these this arguments in premise and conclusion form 

and analyze the argument(s) in light of Turning’s response. Make sure to identify which premise(s) 

of the argument Turing responds to. Also be sure to consider (in your analysis) how the proponent of 

this argument might reply to Turing.  

 

2. John Searle argues that, “if we accept the systems reply, then it is hard to see how we can avoid 

saying that the stomach, heart liver are all understanding subsystems”. In your paper, reconstruct and 

analyze this response to the systems reply. Try to consider how Searle might respond to various 

points raised in your analysis.  

 

3. A key assumption in Davidson’s argument that animals lack beliefs states that animals lack belief 

networks. George Graham develops an objection to this assumption. In your paper, state Graham’s 

objection in premise-and-conclusion form, and analyze Graham’s argument in light of his discussion 

of animal belief. Do you agree that some non human animals “true believers”?  

 

4. In “What is it like to be a bat”, Thomas Nagel argues that a reductive theory of consciousness is 

inconceivable and therefore impossible. In your paper, reconstruct and analyze this argument. Be 

sure to pay attention to the premises outlined on pages 396-399.   

 

Your analysis may include considerations raised in the commentary at the end of some chapters (e.g. 

Searle or Nagel), other course readings, points raised in class, or (of course) your own ideas – just 

make sure to reference everything correctly!!! 

 

Again, all papers must follow the format outlined in my handout. Failure to do so could result in a 

considerable loss of marks. If there is a particular topic on which you want to write, but it is not 

listed here, please notify me by November 14th and we will discuss it 


