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               (Frege, Russell, Moore, Ayer, Anscombe, Wittgenstein, Quine) 
  
 
PHIL 607 Sem Pro Analytic Phil. Winter 2018.  Prof. Naomi Zack  
CRN 25503, 4 cr. 10-12:50, Thurs. SCH 250C 
Office Hrs. 2-4 Thurs. and by appointment  SCH 239,     
nzack@uoregon.edu 
 

 The purpose of the seminar is to engage 20th century analytic philosophy in three different ways: 
(1) Relate twentieth century analytic philosophy to other philosophical traditions and 

historical periods. 
(2) Develop an historical overview of 20th century analytic philosophy 
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(3) Focus on classic analytic texts in a seminar format (individual and team presentations, 
and discussion, as well as lecture). 

 
Materials* 

On CANVAS under course files 
Kathleen Atkins, “What is it like to be Boring and Myopic?” 
Tyler Burge, “Philosophy of Language and Mind.” 
Tarski on Truth 
NZ’s Historical Overview of Analytic Philosophy  
 
 
 
On Reserve – Knight or via Amazon 
A.P. Martinich and David Sosa, eds. Analytic Philosophy: An Anthology 
A.P. Martinich and David Sosa, eds. A Companion to Analytic Philosophy  
 
 

Grade Components – 1/2 participation and presentations, ¼  first paper, ¼  last paper. Your 
participation and discussion are the biggest component of the course, as well as the grade, because 
the aim of the course is to become knowledgeable and fluent about classic problems and key figures 
in 20th century analytic philosophy. NOTE:  PAPERS MUST BE SUBMITTED BY EMAIL to 
nzack@uoregon.edu, as attachments in word. I will use track changes for comments and grades. NO 

LATE PAPERS, PLEASE, IT’S NOT FAIR TO YOUR PEERS OR TO YOUR GRADER/READER. 

SCHEDULE –  IN SEMINAR FORMAT, MOST MATERIAL WILL BE PRESENTED BY STUDENTS.  
 
I.  Introduction,  Selections from Nagel’s What Does It ALL Mean?,  What is Analytic Philosophy? 
Michael Beaney, and Zack’s overview (All provided in class and posted on Canvas) 
 
II   Discussion of conclusions from last week on Nagel and Zack overview; Tyler Burge, “Philosophy of 
Language and Mind”  
 
Weeks IIII –IX .  WHAT IS TWENTIETH CENTURY ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY? Readings are from Martinich 
and Sosa, as indicated by author’s last name, proceeding chronologically through that book. In addition, 
when you are leading the discussion/presenting, you should read the essay in Martinich and Sosa’s  
Companion to Analytic Philosophy. It is hoped but not required that all students will read through all of 
this secondary source, over the course of the term. 
 
Student discussion leading/presentations will be equally divided over  the assigned readings in M and 
S. Handouts are encouraged but optional, but in reading from notes, please limit what you are reading 
from, to 500 words for each essay. Try not to read, but instead, talk your way through the main ideas 
in the text.  
 
Week III – Philosophy of Language 
Frege, “On Sense and Reference,” and “Thought,” Hilary Putnam, “Meaning and Reference” (secondary 
sources also)   
 

mailto:nzack@uoregon.edu
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Week IV-Metaphysics 
First paper due before 10AM  of Week IV : With  an awareness of the content of Burge’s article and a 
focus on  Frege’s  “Thought” and Putnam’s “Meaning and Reference,”  write a 6-7 page double- 
spaced 12 pt font paper about  “the problem of meaning and reference:” explain what the problem is 
and what various solutions have been; also evaluate the foregoing.  
 
Russell, “On the Relations of Universals and Particulars,” Wittgenstein, from Tractatus Logico-
Philosophicus,  Strawson, “Particular and General,” Quine, “On What There Is” 
 
Week V – Epistemology 
G.E. Moore, “Four Forms of Skepticism,” Wittgenstein, from On Certainty, Russell, “Knowledge by 
Acquaintance and Knowledge by Description,” Gettier, “Is Justified True Belief Knowledge?,” Goodman, 
“The New Riddle of Induction,” Quine, “Epistemology Naturalized.”  Also, select last paper topic. 
 
Week VI – Philosophy of Mind 
Davidson, “Mental Events, “ Nagel, “What is it Like to be a Bat? Also and on Canvas, Kathleen Akins, 
“What is it Like to be Boring and Myopic?” Lewis, “Mad Pain and Martian Pain”  
Searle, “Can Computers Think?” 
 
Week VII- Freedom and Personal Identity 
Malcolm, “The Conceivability of Mechanism,” Strawson, “Freedom and Resentment,” Chisholm, “Human 
Freedom and the Self,” Williams, “The Self and the Future,” Davidson, “Actions , Reasons, and Causes.” 
 
Week VIII – Ethics 
Moore, “The Subject-matter of Ethics,” Stevenson, “The Emotive Meaning of Ethical Terms,” 
 Anscombe, “Modern Moral Philosophy,” Foot, “Morality as a System of Hypothetical Imperatives.”  
 
Week IX-Methodology 
Ayer, “The Elimination of Metaphysics,”” Carnap, “Empiricism, Semantics, and Ontology, Quine, “Two 
Dogmas of Empiricism,” Wittgenstein, from The Blue and Brown Books. 
 
Week X – Your ideas for the Last Paper – Everybody presents. PLEASE DO NOT WRITE THIS PAPER ON 
A SUBJECT ON WHICH YOU HAVE PRESENTED. 
 
Last Paper due  by 10AM Friday of Week XI.  Write a 6-7 page essay in answer to one of the following, 
referring to the articles in both M and S anthologies, as relevant. NOTE: No two students will be able 
to write the same paper so a first-come basis for assignment will be in place. 
 
A.  Explain and take a side on Strawson’s “On Referring” disagreement with Russell’s “On Denoting.” 
 
B.  Explain and take a side on Grice and Strawson’s “In Defense of a Dogma” as criticism of W. V. 
Quine’s  “Two Dogmas of Empiricism. 
 
C.  Explain Frege’s innovation in “On Sense and Reference” and explain clearly in terms of one or two 
of his predecessors why it is an innovation. 
 
D. Evaluate G.E. Moore’s analysis of the Naturalistic Fallacy, with reference to other sources in ethics. 
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E. Compare Anscombe’ s critique of modern moral philosophy with a more contemporary source of 
your choice. 
 
F. With reference to the quote by Hume at the end of this syllabus, explain what twentieth century 
analytic philosophy leaves out. Use contemporary sources. 
 
G. Returning to What Does It All Mean?, any part, select an aspect of the subject matter of this course 
or a pair of writers and evaluate whether an answer to the questions Nagel raises have been 
provided. 
H. In terms of our knowledge of other minds and what it might be like to be a bat, are there mental 
events. 
I.  Compare Strawson and Anscombe on what is necessary for there to be moral responsibility. 
J.  What is the difference between Ayer and Carnap regarding metaphysics. 
K. Provide a critique of Quine’s claims in “On What There Is” and relate this critique to a critique of 
Russell’s theory of descriptions. 
L. Compare Davidson’s analysis to Williams. How are they in agreement? What are the points of 
difference. 
M. The UO Philosophy Department was originally a Wiggensteinian department. Based on the course 
reading and additional readings (for you to find) explain how the ‘continental’ quality of the 
department departs from this past and how there is continuity. 
N. Is there a new riddle of induction? Evaluate the force of Goodman’s analysis. 
O.  How have 20th century analytic philosophers handled truth? On your view, what remains to be 
done, within that tradition? (Immanent critique, please.) 
 

"When we run over libraries, persuaded of these principles, what havoc must we make? If we take in our hand any 
volume of divinity or school metaphysics, for instance, let us ask, Does it contain any abstract reasoning 
concerning quantity or number? No. Does it contain any experimental reasoning concerning matter of fact and 
existence? No. Commit it then to the flames, for it can contain nothing but sophistry and illusion." 

--David Hume, An Inquiry Concerning Human Understanding, 1748 

Alternatives to be added, depending on number of students in the class. 
 
PAPER WRITING  Reminders 
 
Note: Please write your last name in the subject field of your file title.When you get your papers back, there will be 
comments on ‘track changes--’so please make sure it’s turned on. The letters in parentheses indicate what aspect of 
your writing might need improvement and you may see them the second or third time this aspect still needs work. 
 
Use endnotes or footnotes or (author,date, pp. with references at the end.) 
 
1. CLARITY (CL) Make sure that you define your terms and give reasons for claims. All of your ideas should be 
explicitly stated and not left to the reader to infer. One difference between philosophy and literature is that 
philosophers spell everything out, while creative writers depend on the imagination of the reader.  
2. PRECISION (P) Try not to make vague claims or general statements about the ideas in the readings. Be accurate 
in reporting the views of others and exact in stating your own.  
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3. ORGANIZATION (O) Organize the ideas in the paper into a few coherent paragraphs. Summarize the main 
claims of your paper in 2 or 3 sentences that you write after you write the paper, but put at the very beginning of the 
paper. This is an appropriate introductory paragraph for a philosophy paper, not a filler or a fluffy beginning. 
4. WRITING MECHANICS (WR) The mechanics include spelling, punctuation, syntax and complete sentence 
structure. Make sure that you already have these down or consult a source if you don’t. Highly recommended is 
Strunk and White’s The Elements of Style. This is available on line at www.bartleby.com/141/                 
 5. ANALYSIS (A) Analyze claims. This means breaking your ideas down into their simpler components, and 
defining them. Do not start with or rely on dictionary definitions, but use your own words and cite the dictionary 
only if necessary. Dictionary definitions report usage, whereas a philosophical definition may be critical of current 
usage or find it vague. Examine the logical consequences of your claims and the claims of others.  
 6. CITATION (C) Cite the required readings this way in your text: (author’s last name, page no.) As well, provide a 
list of citations at the end of the paper. It is important to do this to show you have done the required reading and are 
not just recycling notes from class or discussion group lectures. If you do use material from lecture, please make 
sure to cite that as well. 
 7. QUOTATIONS (Q) Quotations should be used to illustrate a claim that you are making about an author. They 
are not a substitute for explaining the author’s thought in your own words. A good strategy is to state the author’s 
ideas in your own words first and then “prove” your interpretation with a short quote. 
 8. DIRECT (D) Be direct. Make sure that you give a direct and focused answer to the question for the paper. This is 
the most important requirement for papers to reach the unequivocal As.. 


