Christian Roots (Winter 2008): Group A Final Questions

For the final exam we will select four questions from the list below and ask you to write two essays that addresses each of these questions. This is a closed-book, closed-note exam.  You will have two hours to complete the exam, and we expect substantive and well-supported essays on this exam. (Think of a two-page, five-paragraph essay as the appropriate length.) For the Schiebinger reading, note that you cannot select the same essay question for the exam that you chose for your final paper.
1. What are the Christian roots of the Scientific Revolution? Evaluate the claim that the roots of the scientific revolution are firmly grounded in Christianity.
2. Many scholars attribute the origins of the Scientific Revolution to technological innovations. In The Measure of Reality, Alfred Crosby suggests a different explanation for the Scientific Revolution that he compares to the "striking of a match." What does Crosby mean by the striking of a match? What role does it play in his account of the origins of the Scientific Revolution? How well does his account explain why the Scientific Revolution happened in western Europe (and not elsewhere)? 

3. In his letter to Martin Dorp, Erasmus claims that “I wanted to mock, not to attack; to benefit, not to wound; to comment on men’s manners, not to denounce them.” (231) Assess this claim based on selected passages from The Praise of Folly. Do you think Erasmus is being sincere about his intentions? 

  

4. From Aristophanes’ Clouds (where Socrates is ruthlessly mocked) to contemporary “news” like The Daily Show and The Colbert Report, satire has a long history. Based on The Praise of Folly, assess the strengths and weaknesses of satire as a literary genre. What unique possibilities and limitations does satire offer when it comes to educating, persuading, or inspiring its audience? 
5. Jacob describes the moral aspirations of many of the leaders of the Scientific Revolution. If we are to believe Brockway, the scientific revolution did not benefit all people equally. Who benefited and why?

6. How did medieval and early modern cultural values plant the seeds for the kinds of relations with plants and British colonies described by Brockway? You might consider human relations with gardens and farming described in fall readings and Merchant's Death of Nature. Consider whether Francis Bacon's writings created a model for Kew Garden. To what extent did Kew Garden depart from his vision. What forces might account for this departure? 

7. Using one or more biographies developed in The Mind Has No Sex?, present evidence for and against the dualisms listed on page 234.

 

8. Compare and contrast Merchant’s and Schiebinger’s approach to integrating gender into their scholarship. Why might these approaches be critical to a more complete understanding of the history of science during the early modern era?
9. As presented by Schiebinger, what were the constraints during the early modern era that limited women’s participation in science? Dorothea Erxleben said she “feared recrimination from all sides” (251). Thiroux d’Archonville worked anonymously at home on her scientific endeavors because, “[s]he believed that intellectual women garner only ridicule; if their work is good, they are ignored; if it is bad, they are hissed at” (250). How might these exceptional women and others “prove the rules” of exclusion?
10. In an attempt to discredit Aristotelian philosophy, Francis Bacon called it effeminate. Rooted in theories of complementarity and essentialism, in Bacon’s eyes, the sciences of the ancients were “passive, weak, expectant” (137). Using Schiebinger for evidence, discuss the ways men supportive of a more democratic practice of science worked to undermine Francis Bacon’s vision of an “active, virile and generative” masculine science rooted in the experimental approach.
