Name:__________________________

Unit 20 - Summarize, Compare & Contrast, & Reflect Upon the Main Ideas of the Enlightenment Philosophers.

Historical Context: The Enlightenment can be seen not only in the 18th Century, but even the 21st. Its legacy is profound and long: modern democracy, freedom of religion, press, speech, popularization of science, agnosticism, atheism, skepticism, and more all stem from it. Your job is to examine the foundations of your modern Western mind.

Document 1 - Source: Letter of Dedication to his Meditations on First Philosophy, Rene Descartes, 1641. Descartes is known as the Father of Modern Philosophy (as well as algebraic geometry), and the founder of the field of Rationalism, which posits reason as the source and arbiter of all truth, and that all truth comes from the mind’s ability to deduce and analyze propositions (i.e. reason). This is in contrast to the field of Empiricism, which posits that the source and arbiter of truth is senses/sensory experience, and that all truth comes from our ability to test, experiment, reproduce results, and use our senses to analyze said results. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Descartes? Define Rationalism and Empiricism below as well. 


I.    That in order to seek truth, it is necessary once in the course of our life, to doubt, as far as possible, of all things.
As we were at one time children, and as we formed various judgments regarding the objects presented to our senses, when as yet we had not the entire use of our reason, numerous prejudices stand in the way of our arriving at the knowledge of truth; and of these it seems impossible for us to rid ourselves, unless we undertake, once in our lifetime, to doubt of all those things in which we may discover even the smallest suspicion of uncertainty.
II.   That we ought also to consider as false all that is doubtful.
Moreover, it will be useful likewise to esteem as false the things of which we shall be able to doubt, that we may with greater clearness discover what possesses most certainty and is the easiest to know.
III. That we ought not meanwhile to make use of doubt in the conduct of life.
In the meantime, it is to be observed that we are to avail ourselves of this general doubt only while engaged in the contemplation of truth. For, as far as concerns the conduct of life, we are very frequently obliged to follow opinions merely probable, or even sometimes, though of two courses of action we may not perceive more probability in the one than in the other, to choose one or other, seeing the opportunity of acting would not unfrequently pass away before we could free ourselves from our doubts.
IV. Why we may doubt of sensible things.
Accordingly, since we now only design to apply ourselves to the investigation of truth, we will doubt, first, whether of all the things that have ever fallen under our senses, or which we have ever imagined, any one really exist; in the first place, because we know by experience that the senses sometimes err, and it would be imprudent to trust too much to what has even once deceived us; secondly, because in dreams we perpetually seem to perceive or imagine innumerable objects which have no existence. And to one who has thus resolved upon a general doubt, there appear no marks by which he can with certainty distinguish sleep from the waking state.
V.   Why we may also doubt of mathematical demonstrations.
We will also doubt of the other things we have before held as most certain, even of the demonstrations of mathematics, and of their principles which we have hitherto deemed self-evident; in the first place, because we have sometimes seen men fall into error in such matters, and admit as absolutely certain and self-evident what to us appeared false, but chiefly because we have learnt that God who created us is all-powerful; for we do not yet know whether perhaps it was his will to create us so that we are always deceived, even in the things we think we know best: since this does not appear more impossible than our being occasionally deceived, which, however, as observation teaches us, is the case. And if we suppose that an all-powerful God is not the author of our being, and that we exist of ourselves or by some other means, still, the less powerful we suppose our author to be, the greater reason will we have for believing that we are not so perfect as that we may not be continually deceived.
VI. That we possess a free-will, by which we can withhold our assent from what is doubtful, and thus avoid error.
But meanwhile, whoever in the end may be the author of our being, and however powerful and deceitful he may be, we are nevertheless conscious of a freedom, by which we can refrain from admitting to a place in our belief aught that is not manifestly certain and undoubted, and thus guard against ever being deceived.
VII. That we cannot doubt of our existence while we doubt, and that this is the first knowledge we acquire when we philosophize in order.
While we thus reject all of which we can entertain the smallest doubt, and even imagine that it is false, we easily indeed suppose that there is neither God, nor sky, nor bodies, and that we ourselves even have neither hands nor feet, nor, finally, a body; but we cannot in the same way suppose that we are not while we doubt of the truth of these things; for there is a repugnance in conceiving that what thinks does not exist at the very time when it thinks. Accordingly, the knowledge, I THINK, THEREFORE I AM, is the first and most certain that occurs to one who philosophizes orderly.
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was Descartes’s initial proposal?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why should the reader consider all things false that seem doubtful?


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why was the reader only to apply this method when contemplating greater truth?

5. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why were the senses not to be ultimately trusted?


6. ( Evaluate the Source ) Why were mathematics and other scientific proofs not to be trusted?


7. ( Evaluate the Source ) Did Descartes seem to doubt if God is good?


8. ( Evaluate the Source ) What should we not doubt? Ultimately, what within us was to be trusted?


9. ( Determine the Truth ) Summarize the main thought of Rene Descartes. 



Document 2 - Source: What is Enlightenment?, Immanuel Kant, 1784. Kant was a German philosopher and one of the central Enlightenment thinkers. Kant's comprehensive and systematic works in epistemology, metaphysics, ethics, and aesthetics have made him one of the most influential figures in modern Western philosophy. He is most famous for attempting to bridge the gap between Rationalism and Empiricism. Here, he provides the best summary of what the Enlightenment was all about. 

Enlightenment is man's emergence from his self-imposed nonage. Nonage is the inability to use one's own understanding without another's guidance. This nonage is self-imposed if its cause lies not in lack of understanding but in indecision and lack of courage to use one's own mind without another's guidance. Dare to know! (Sapere aude.) "Have the courage to use your own understanding," is therefore the motto of the Enlightenment. 
Laziness and cowardice are the reasons why such a large part of mankind gladly remain minors all their lives, long after nature has freed them from external guidance. They are the reasons why it is so easy for others to set themselves up as guardians. It is so comfortable to be a minor. If I have a book that thinks for me, a pastor who acts as my conscience, a physician who prescribes my diet, and so on--then I have no need to exert myself. I have no need to think, if only I can pay; others will take care of that disagreeable business for me. Those guardians who have kindly taken supervision upon themselves see to it that the overwhelming majority of mankind--among them the entire fair sex--should consider the step to maturity, not only as hard, but as extremely dangerous. First, these guardians make their domestic cattle stupid and carefully prevent the docile creatures from taking a single step without the leading-strings to which they have fastened them. Then they show them the danger that would threaten them if they should try to walk by themselves. Now this danger is really not very great; after stumbling a few times they would, at last, learn to walk. However, examples of such failures intimidate and generally discourage all further attempts. 
This enlightenment requires nothing but freedom--and the most innocent of all that may be called "freedom": freedom to make public use of one's reason in all matters. Now I hear the cry from all sides: "Do not argue!" The officer says: "Do not argue--drill!" The tax collector: "Do not argue--pay!" The pastor: "Do not argue--believe!" Only one ruler in the world says: "Argue as much as you please, but obey!" We find restrictions on freedom everywhere. But which restriction is harmful to enlightenment? Which restriction is innocent, and which advances enlightenment? I reply: the public use of one's reason must be free at all times, and this alone can bring enlightenment to mankind. 
When we ask, Are we now living in an enlightened age? The answer is, No, but we live in an age of enlightenment. As matters now stand it is still far from true that men are already capable of using their own reason in religious matters confidently and correctly without external guidance. Still, we have some obvious indications that the field of working toward the goal [of religious truth] is now opened. What is more, the hindrances against general enlightenment or the emergence from self-imposed nonage are gradually diminishing. In this respect this is the age of the enlightenment and the century of Frederick [the Great]. 
A prince ought not to deem it beneath his dignity to state that he considers it his duty not to dictate anything to his subjects in religious matters, but to leave them complete freedom… he deserves to be praised by a grateful world and posterity as that man who was the first to liberate mankind from dependence, at least on the government, and let everybody use his own reason in matters of conscience. Under his reign, honorable pastors, acting as scholars and regardless of the duties of their office, can freely and openly publish their ideas to the world for inspection, although they deviate here and there from accepted doctrine. This is even more true of every person not restrained by any oath of office. This spirit of freedom is spreading beyond the boundaries [of Prussia] even where it has to struggle against the external hindrances established by a government that fails to grasp its true interest. [Frederick's Prussia] is a shining example that freedom need not cause the least worry concerning public order or the unity of the community. When one does not deliberately attempt to keep men in barbarism, they will gradually work out of that condition by themselves. 
I have emphasized the main point of the enlightenment--man's emergence from his self-imposed nonage--primarily in religious matters, because our rulers have no interest in playing the guardian to their subjects in the arts and sciences. Above all, nonage in religion is not only the most harmful but the most dishonorable. But the disposition of a sovereign ruler who favors freedom in the arts and sciences goes even further: he knows that there is no danger in permitting his subjects to make public use of their reason and to publish their ideas concerning a better constitution, as well as candid criticism of existing basic laws. We already have a striking example [of such freedom], and no monarch can match the one whom we venerate. 
But only the man who is himself enlightened, who is not afraid of shadows, and who commands at the same time a well disciplined and numerous army as guarantor of public peace--only he can say what [the sovereign of] a free state cannot dare to say: "Argue as much as you like, and about what you like, but obey!" 
 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Immanuel Kant? 



2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was Kant’s definition of enlightenment? 
 
 

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What two attributes were opponents to man raising himself out of the state of being a “… minor”? 

 
3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Who were some of the “guardians” that Kant criticizes? 
 

 
4. ( Evaluate the Source ) For Kant, what was freedom?  
 
 

5. ( Evaluate the Source ) For Kant, who was the ideal ruler, and how should this ideal ruler rule in an enlightened society? Include textual examples.  
 
 

6. ( Evaluate the Source ) What did a ruler need to be a “guarantor” of public peace, allowing debate to occur without bloodshed? 



7. ( Determine the Truth ) What was the main thought of Immanuel Kant, at least in this source?
 
 

Document 3 – Source: John Locke, An Essay Concerning Human Understanding, Book 2, Chapter 1, Section 2. 1689. Locke was an English philosopher and physician, widely regarded as one of the most influential of Enlightenment thinkers and commonly known as the "Father of Liberalism”. Liberalism today often values liberty, equality of persons, and consent of the governed. As an empiricist, he was most interested in observing what was the best form of government. Notably, John Locke was the son of a Parliamentary Roundhead who fought during the English Civil War.
 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was John Locke?  How might his position/background influence his perspective?



 2. Let us then suppose the mind to be, as we say, white paper, void of all characters, without any ideas; how comes it to be furnished? Whence comes it by that vast store which the busy and boundless fancy of man has painted on it, with an almost endless variety? Whence has it all the materials of reason and knowledge? To this I answer, in one word, from experience; in all that our knowledge is founded, and from that it ultimately derives itself. Our observation employed either about external sensible objects, or about the internal operations of our minds, perceived and reflected on by ourselves, is that which supplies our understandings with all the materials of thinking. These two are the fountains of knowledge, from whence all the ideas we have, or can naturally have, do spring.

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to Locke, how are we born? 



3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Where do our reason and knowledge come from? 


4. ( Analyze Other Documents ) How does this contrast with Descartes?
5. ( Evaluate the Source ) What are the greater philosophical implications of the fact that we are born as “white paper” with no furnishings?



Document 4 – Source: John Locke, Second Treatise on Civil Government, 1690. Here are Locke’s thoughts on liberty, equality, and the Social Contract.  

… All men are naturally in… a state of perfect freedom to order their actions, and manage… their possessions and persons, as they think fit, within the bounds of the law of nature… There is nothing more evident, than that creatures of the same species and rank should also be equal one amongst another without subordination or subjection (lowering of position)
… When the government is dissolved, the people are at liberty to provide for themselves, by erecting a new legislative… for the society can never lose the native and original right it has to preserve itself, which can only be done by a settled legislative, and a fair and impartial execution of the laws made by it. But the state of mankind is not so miserable that they are not capable of using this remedy… they have not only a right to get out of a failed government, but to prevent it. 
 
1. ( Evaluate the Source ) For Locke, are all men equal or unequal?


2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Is there anything that he wrote that seemed to imply that all men may not be equal? Are there any caveats to the equality of men?
 
 
 
3. ( Evaluate the Source ) In light of the text, what natural right does society have? What institution protects this right? 
 
 
 
4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Who has the right to create a new government if the old government fails? 



5. ( Determine the Truth ) What is Locke’s overall main idea here?



Document 5 – Source: Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan, 1651. He was an English philosopher, considered to be one of the founders of modern political philosophy. Notably, he was also a loyalist during the English Civil War. 

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Thomas Hobbes? How might his position influence his perspective? 


… the life of man [is] solitary, poore, nasty, brutish, and short.
The only way to erect such a Common Power, as may be able to defend them from the invasion of Foreigners, and the injuries of one another, and thereby to secure them in such sort, as that by their own industrie, and by the fruits of the Earth, they may nourish themselves and live contentedly; is, to conferre all their power and strength upon one Man, or upon one Assembly of men, that may reduce all their Wills, by plurality of voices, unto one Will: which is as much as to say, to appoint one man, or Assembly of men, to beare their Person; and every one to owne, and acknowledge himselfe to be Author of whatsoever he that so beareth their Person, shall Act, or cause to be Acted, in those things which concerne the Common Peace and Safetie; and therein to submit their Wills, every one to his Will, and their Judgements, to his Judgment.
The Passions that encline men to Peace, are Feare of Death; Desire of such things as are necessary to commodious living; and a Hope by their Industry to obtain them.

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) How did Hobbes view the natural state of man?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What did Hobbes believe governmentally was necessary for society to function? Why was this needed?



4. ( Analyze Other Documents ) How is this different from Locke’s view?




5. ( Determine the Truth ) What was Hobbes’s main thought? 




Document 6 – Source: Jean Jacques Rousseau, The Social Contract, 1762.  He was a Genevan philosopher, writer, and composer. His political philosophy influenced the progress of the Enlightenment throughout Europe, as well as aspects of the French Revolution and the development of modern political, economic, and educational thought. He grew up poor in Geneva, then moved to France as a kid. He was abandoned by his parents, and faced an immense amount of poverty throughout his life. 

1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Rousseau? How might his life have influenced his thought? 



Selection 1: On the Origins of Humanity and the Great Problem
Man is born free; and everywhere he is in chains…

The most ancient of all societies, and the only one that is natural, is the family: and even so the children remain attached to the father only so long as they need him for their preservation. As soon as this need ceases, the natural bond is dissolved. The children, released from the obedience they owed to the father, and the father, released from the care he owed his children, return equally to independence. If they remain united, they continue so no longer naturally, but voluntarily; and the family itself is then maintained only by convention…

This common liberty results from the nature of man. His first law is to provide for his own preservation, his first cares are those which he owes to himself; and, as soon as he reaches years of discretion, he is the sole judge of the proper means of preserving himself, and consequently becomes his own master…

The family then may be called the first model of political societies: the ruler corresponds to the father, and the people to the children; and all, being born free and equal, alienate their liberty only for their own advantage. The whole difference is that, in the family, the love of the father for his children repays him for the care he takes of them, while, in the State, the pleasure of commanding takes the place of the love which the chief cannot have for the peoples under him.

At a point in the state of nature when the obstacles to human preservation have become greater than each individual with his own strength can cope with… an adequate combination of forces must be the result of men coming together [Mr. Warren’s Note: In other words, for humans to survive, they eventually need to form a greater society].  Still, each man's power and freedom are his main means of self-preservation.  How is he to put them under the control of others without damaging himself . . . ? [Mr. Warren’s Note: When man comes together, he sacrifices his own power and freedom, which is how keeps himself alive and safe. In forming a larger society, man sacrifices these rights to live by or under others. Meaning, man has lost power and freedom by joining a greater society.]

This question might be rephrased:  "How is a method of associating to be found which will defend and protect-using the power of all-the person and property of each member and still enable each member of the group to obey only himself and to remain as free as before?"  This is the fundamental problem; the social contract offers a solution to it.

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What did Rousseau’s opening statement mean?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) How did Rousseau view the family? 


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) What first and (implied second) law are necessary for human preservation? Who is the judge of what means are necessary to preserve himself?


5. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is the great dilemma/problem in the world for Rousseau? 

Selection 2: On the Social Contract
The social contract's terms, when they are well understood, can be reduced to a single stipulation: the individual member alienates himself totally to the whole community together with all his rights.  This is first because conditions will be the same for everyone when each individual gives himself totally, and secondly, because no one will be tempted to make that condition of shared equality worse for other men....
Once this multitude is united this way into a body, an offense against one of its members is an offense against the body politic.  It would be even less possible to injure the body without its members feeling it.  Duty and interest thus equally require the two contracting parties to aid each other mutually.  The individual people should be motivated from their double roles as individuals and members of the body, to combine all the advantages which mutual aid offers them...

6. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was Rousseau’s solution? 



Selection 3: INDIVIDUAL WILLS AND THE GENERAL WILL

In reality, each individual may have one particular will as a man that is different from-or contrary to-the general will which he has as a citizen.  His own particular interest may suggest other things to him than the common interest does.  His separate, naturally independent existence may make him imagine that what he owes to the common cause is an incidental contribution - a contribution which will cost him more to give than their failure to receive it would harm the others.  He may also regard the moral person of the State as an imaginary being since it is not a man, and wish to enjoy the rights of a citizen without performing the duties of a subject.  This unjust attitude could cause the ruin of the body politic if it became widespread enough.

So that the social pact will not become meaningless words, it tacitly includes this commitment, which alone gives power to the others:  Whoever refuses to obey the general will shall be forced to obey it by the whole body politic, which means nothing else but that he will be forced to be free.  This condition is indeed the one which by dedicating each citizen to the fatherland gives him a guarantee against being personally dependent on other individuals.  It is the condition which all political machinery depends on and which alone makes political undertakings legitimate.  Without it, political actions become absurd, tyrannical, and subject to the most outrageous abuses.

7. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was to be done if someone in society’s will does not align with the general will? 


8. ( Evaluate the Source ) How can it be good to “be forced to be free?”, from Rousseau’s point of view?


Selection 4: On Civil Religion

There is therefore a purely civil profession of faith of which the Sovereign should fix the articles, not exactly as religious dogmas, but as social sentiments without which a man cannot be a good citizen or a faithful subject.47 While it can compel no one to believe them, it can banish from the State whoever does not believe them — it can banish him, not for impiety, but as an anti-social being, incapable of truly loving the laws and justice, and of sacrificing, at need, his life to his duty. If any one, after publicly recognising these dogmas, behaves as if he does not believe them, let him be punished by death: he has committed the worst of all crimes, that of lying before the law. The dogmas of civil religion ought to be few, simple, and exactly worded, without explanation or commentary. The existence of a mighty, intelligent and beneficent Divinity, possessed of foresight and providence, the life to come, the happiness of the just, the punishment of the wicked, the sanctity of the social contract and the laws: these are its positive dogmas. Its negative dogmas I confine to one, intolerance, which is a part of the cults we have rejected.

1. ( Evaluate the Source ) What should be religion’s role in society? 


2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What should the punishment be for not obeying the dogmas? In light of the dogma of tolerance, why did Rousseau most likely not see this as a contradiction? 


3. ( Determine the Truth ) What is the overall thought of Rousseau? 




Document 7 - Two Sources from Voltaire. François-Marie Arouet , known by his pen name Voltaire, was a French Enlightenment writer, historian, and philosopher famous for his wit, his criticism of Christianity—especially the Roman Catholic Church—as well as his advocacy of freedom of speech, freedom of religion, and separation of church and state. He grew up somewhat wealthy and was educated by Jesuits. He served in the Court of the French royalty and was himself a royalist. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who is Voltaire? How might his background influence his perspective? 

Selection 1: Voltaire, Letters Concerning the English Nation, 1726. 

Though the Episcopal (Anglican) and Presbyterian sects are the two prevailing ones in Great Britain, yet all others are very welcome to come and settle in it, and live very sociably together, though most of their preachers hate one another almost as cordially as a Jansenist damns a Jesuit.

Take a view of the Royal Exchange in London, a place more venerable than many courts of justice, where the representatives of all nations meet for the benefit of mankind. There the Jew, the Mahometan, and the Christian transact together, as though they all professed the same religion, and give the name of infidel to none but bankrupts. There thee Presbyterian confides in the Anabaptist, and the Churchman depends on the Quaker's word. At the breaking up of this pacific and free assembly, some withdraw to the synagogue, and others to take a glass. This man goes and is baptized in a great tub, in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost: that man has his son's foreskin cut off, whilst a set of Hebrew words (quite unintelligible to him) are mumbled over his child. Others retire to their churches, and there wait for the inspiration of heaven with their hats on, and all are satisfied.

If one religion only were allowed in England, the Government would very possibly become arbitrary; if there were but two, the people would cut one another's throats; but as there are such a multitude, they all live happy and in peace.
Selection 2: Voltaire, Treatise on Toleration, 1763. 
"It does not require great art, or magnificently trained eloquence, to prove that Christians should tolerate each other. I, however, am going further: I say that we should regard all men as our brothers. What? The Turk my brother? The Chinaman my brother? The Jew? The Siam? Yes, without doubt; are we not all children of the same father and creatures of the same God?"[
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to Voltaire, what was the advantage of England permitting the practice of multiple religions?

3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What was the disadvantage of allowing only one or two religions, according to the author?

4. ( Evaluate the Source ) For Voltaire, were there any limits to religious equality?

5. ( Evaluate the Source ) What did Voltaire’s argument in Document 7 implicitly show about greater European society at the time?

6. ( Determine the Truth ) What is Voltaire’s main idea about religion in society?

Document 8 - Source: Adam Smith, The Wealth of Nations, 1776. He was a Scottish economist and philosopher who was a pioneer of political economy and a key figure during the Scottish Enlightenment. Also known as ''The Father of Economics'' or ''The Father of Capitalism'', Wealth of Nations is in many ways the “Bible” of the free market economy. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Adam Smith? What was he known for?
Without government interference the obvious and simple system of natural liberty establishes itself of its own accord. Every man… is left perfectly free to pursue his own interest in his own way… The ruler is completely discharged from a duty for which no human wisdom or knowledge could ever be sufficient – the duty of superintending the industry of private people, and of directing it towards… the interest of the society… As every individual, therefore, endeavours as much as he can both to employ his capital (money) in the support… of industry, and so to direct that industry that its produce may be of the greatest value; every individual necessarily contributes to the annual revenue of the society as great as he can. He… neither intends to promote the public interest, nor knows how much he is promoting it… He intends only his own gain, and he is in this… led by an invisible hand to promote an end which was no part of his intention… By pursuing his own interest he frequently promotes that of the society…
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) According to the author, why do people work?

3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is the happy but unexpected result when people work?

4. ( Evaluate the Source ) In your own words, explain the illustration of the invisible hand that Smith utilized.

5. ( Determine the Truth ) What is Adam Smith’s main idea in this section?
 Part Two: Summarize
Instructions: For each empty box below, summarize the main thought of each philosopher. This should highlight the main points of each and include what you think is the best summative quote from each, whether pulled from class or the documents. You must, of course, source your quote. 

	Philosophers
	Summary of Belief

	Rene Descartes
	Summary:






Quote: 

	Immanuel Kant
	Summary:
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	John Locke
	Summary:
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	Thomas Hobbes
	Summary:
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	Jean Jacques Rousseau
	Summary:
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	Voltaire
	Summary:
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	Adam Smith
	Summary:
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 Part Three: Corroboration
Instructions: Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau each have contributed heavily to American culture and political thought. Your job in the first and second box is to first compare & contrast their views on the nature of man and government. This should be done in complete sentences. 

	Topics
	Answers

	Nature of Man







	

	Government

	



Part Four: Reflect
Instructions: Your job here is to reflect and explain which of these philosophers and their main thought has influenced your thinking the most whether in the past or present as we take this class, or what has intrigued you the most about the philosophical ideas, or what has changed your mind about life and philosophy.. In your explanation, you must include: which philosopher has been most influential and why that philosopher has been the most influential, etc. This could range from your view of man, government, economics, religion, rationalism vs. empiricism, etc. You must be specific with your examples. This should be roughly 5-7 sentences. 


