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Answer either 1a or 1b 
 
1a.  Describe 3 of the 5 psychological functions that our beliefs and attitudes can serve for us and give an example 

of each. [6 points] 
 
1. Instrumental Function:  Beliefs and attitudes we hold for practical or utilitarian reasons and express 

specific instances of the desire to obtain rewards and avoid punishment. Example: Americans want 
more services from their government and oppose higher taxes. 

 
2. Knowledge Function: Beliefs and attitudes that help us to make sense of the world; schemata that 

enable us to organize and process information quickly. Example: The belief that Democrats just want 
to “tax and spend” or the belief that Republicans do not care for the poor can help us draw quick 
conclusions about particular political issues without analyzing them in detail. 

 
3. Value-Expressive Function: Beliefs and attitudes that express our values or reflect our self-concepts: 

Example: A person might hold positive attitudes toward gays and lesbians because of deeply held 
values about diversity, personal freedom, and tolerance. 

 
4. Ego-Defensive Function:  Beliefs and attitudes that protect us from anxiety and from threats to our 

self-esteem. Example:  In the study of the Authoritarian Personality, it was found that people who 
were prejudiced against many minority groups were unconsciously defending against threats to their 
socioeconomic status and self-esteem. 

 
5. Social Adjustment Function: Beliefs and attitudes that help us feel a part of a social community. 

Example: Many American Southerners during the 1950’s who expressed negative attitudes toward 
African Americans and desegregation were simply conforming to the social norms set by their 
reference groups. 

 
1b.  In his essay “Introduction to Beliefs, Attitudes, and Ideologies,” Bem spends many pages advocating a 

“syllogistic” analysis of beliefs and attitudes. And yet he claims that it is not a valid psychological theory of 
beliefs and attitudes.  Explain. [6 points] 

 
The syllogistic analysis is useful to those of us who wish to analyze the underlying premises behind a set 
of beliefs and attitudes, but it does not describe the way in which we acquire and develop our beliefs and 
attitudes. Most of us first acquire our higher-order beliefs and attitudes, many from our reference groups 
(where they begin by serving a social adjustment function). Some of us are then motivated to build a 
logical or underlying syllogistic structure, but generally the general public does not.  The underlying 
structures we do acquire are usually just handed to us by those same reference groups (e.g., our church 
may hand us an entire ideology that then bolsters the specific beliefs and attitudes we hold. 
 
As argued in the essay, it is more accurate to see us as amateur empirical scientists building up our 
beliefs and attitudes.  Or that we really hold most beliefs and attitudes as opinion molecules, which have 
no logical connections between them. 
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Answer either 2a or 2b 
 
2a.  The Catholic Church has always opposed abortion; but, prior to the 1917 Code of Canon Law, its official 

opposition was not based on the fact that abortion resulted in feticide (the death of the fetus). What was the 
basis of the Church’s earlier opposition? [4 points] 

 
The Church has always opposed abortion for the same reasons it opposed contraception, prostitution, 
masturbation, and homosexuality—that is, any sexual act that is closed to reproductive possibility.  
Specifically, abortion is evidence of sexual sin:  “The Church teaches that any act which intends to 
separate sexual union from procreation is sinful....Abortion voluntarily obtained indicates that the sexual 
partners did not enter into their union with an intent to procreate.” 
 

2b.  In the historical debate over abortion in the Catholic Church, what is the issue of “hominization” and when 
was it said to occur? [4 points] 

  
Hominization (or “ensoulment”) is the moment when the soul enters the body of the fetus and defines 
when it becomes a person. After hominization, but not before, abortion is equivalent to the sin of 
homicide. It was not until 1917, when the Code of Canon Law was published, that the Church endorsed 
the view that the fetus was hominized at the moment of conception, but earlier it was a matter of dispute. 
Some proposed that it occurred at “quickening” (the moment the woman first feels the fetus move), but 
the majority of theologians (including St. Augustine) generally agreed that hominization takes place at 
40 days after conception for males and 80 days for females. (Thus, a first-trimester abortion would not 
even violate the hominization requirement if the fetus is a female!) 
 
 

3.  What kind of affirmative action is Stephen Carter for and what kind is he against? What is his “affirmative-
action pyramid” proposal? [5 points] 

He is for affirmative action that gives an opportunity to someone who would not otherwise have it 
because they are disadvantaged in some way (e.g., economically or by racial discrimination.) [1 point]  

He is against affirmative action that is based on the rationale that the institution should be more diverse 
[1 point].  

He believes that affirmative action should be phased out as one gets higher in the opportunity structure. 
For example, it might be OK to help a minority student get into college, but by graduate or professional 
school, the student should have proved himself/herself on the merits [3 points]. 

 4.  What is the main point made by Walter Benn Michaels in his New York Times essay, “Diversity’s False 
Solace”? [3 points] 

Michael’s point is that the real issue is economic equality. If colleges and universities were really 
serious about economic equality, the middle-class would have to give up more than just their prejudices: 
“As long as we’re committed to thinking of difference as something that should be respected, we don’t 
have to worry  about it as something that should be eliminated. As long as we think that our best  
universities are fair if they are appropriately diverse, we don’t have to worry that most  people can’t go 
to them, while others get to do so because they’ve had the good luck to  be born into relatively wealthy 
families. “As long as the left continues to worry about diversity, the right won't have to worry about 
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inequality.” [Some of you confused Michael’s point with Carter’s point about racial diversity not being 
the same as opinion diversity.]  

 5 .  For the sake of argument, suppose we agreed with Patterson that there is different relational “down-home 
style of courting” between the sexes in black culture that shouldn’t be judged by white, middle-class, 
feminist standards and that Anita Hill should have been aware of that style. On what grounds would 
Crenshaw (and Bem) continue to argue against that as a justification for the disputed interaction between 
Clarence Thomas and Anita Hill (assuming it actually occurred)? [5 points] 

The issue is power. Regardless of what might or might not be appropriate in private social life it is not 
appropriate in the hierarchically structured work world where differences in power are a given. Second, 
just because women may treat such behavior as humorous doesn’t mean they are not discomforted by it; 
the banter characterizing down-home courting may well have developed as black women’s only safe 
defense against unwanted sexual advances.  

 

  6.  What is Peter Singer’s distinction between a creature that is conscious and one that is self-conscious? What 
role does this distinction play in his ethical conclusions concerning the killing of animals, the killing of 
severely retarded infants at birth, and the killing of Harriet McBryde Johnson as an adult. [6 points] 

Peter Singer distinguishes between things that are not conscious (e.g., plants), creatures that are 
conscious, and creatures that are self-conscious. All conscious creatures have “interests” in not suffering 
(and in experiencing pleasure), and no one creature’s interests should count more than any other 
creature’s interests. So, even if we decide that the interests of non-human animals’ in not being killed 
are outweighed by our interests in eating them, they must be killed in ways that do not cause them to 
suffer.  

Most humans and some non-humans (such as chimps and other great apes) are also self-conscious in that 
they have a conception of themselves as continuing beings and are conscious of a past and a potential 
future. They thus have an interest in not being killed or even being threatened with death because that 
anticipation also causes them to suffer. Severely retarded infants may be conscious (and hence should 
not be allowed to suffer) but are not self-conscious and, hence, may be killed (without suffering).  The 
decision to kill a non-self-conscious infant, however, must also take into account the “interests” of the 
parents who may wish to not kill the child. Thus the decision is actually the parents’ to make in most 
cases.  If the parents who choose to kill a severely retarded child subsequently have another 
“replacement” child, then the sum total of good will be increased. 

Harriet McBryde Johnson is a self-conscious adult, and it is up to her to decide whether she wants to 
live. The fact that Singer would not have faulted her parents if they had chosen to kill her prior to her 
being self-conscious is now irrelevant. Singer would not advocate killing her now no matter how 
disabled she appears to us (or to her parents) or how much we think she is suffering. 

 

 7.  (a) What is a metaphysical proposition? (b) In what sense is a scientist (as a scientist) an agnostic? (c) In what 
sense are atheists ideologically equivalent to those who believe in God?  (d) What is Sam Harris (The End of  
Faith)? (e) How does science violate its own proscription against metaphysical propositions? [10 points] 

(a) A metaphysical proposition is one that cannot be falsified through empirical observation. (b) A 
scientist deals only with empirical questions and assertions and refuses to deal with metaphysical ones, 
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the definition of an agnostic. (c) If we define an atheist as one who claims that God does not exist, then 
he or she is making a metaphysical assertion, which, for that reason, is epistemologically equivalent to a 
believer’s statement that God does exist. (d) Harris is an agnostic because he criticizes religion for 
believing in non-empirical claims, and he points out that his own “spiritual” claims are empirically 
testable.  Having made that point, you could go on to argue that he is an atheist with respect to specific 
religious claims (e.g., the virgin birth), because he goes beyond calling them non-empirical and labels 
them mythical and nonsensical. (e) Science is based on the twin beliefs in empiricism and determinism. 
Because scientists cannot conceive of any data that would lead them to discard these beliefs, they are 
themselves non-empirical or metaphysical. The Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle actually implies that 
determinism itself is non-testable. 

 8.   Briefly describe Rauch’s argument (“Bipolar Disorder”) that America is politically polarized but not 
culturally polarized. What has happened to the two main political parties during the past 50 years and why?  
(Hint: “Who sent us the political leaders we have?”) [10 points] 

Rauch points to several surveys that show that Americans are not culturally polarized. Most of the 
population is centrist (e.g., 39% call themselves independents, a higher percentage than those who 
identify as either Democrats or Republicans). Similarly, almost all the demographic variables (e.g., sex, 
race, religion, geographic region) show that America has actually depolarized along these lines in recent 
years (e.g., Southerners as a group and Northerners as a group are now more alike than ever). In other 
words, the distribution of opinion on most issues is unimodal (football-like), not bimodal (dumbbell 
like).   

But we have become more politically polarized in that each of the two political parties has become more 
ideologically homogenous over the years, more like European parties.  Fifty years ago,  the Democratic 
party embraced both liberal intellectuals from the North and Southern segregationists from the South; 
the Republican party embraced both socially moderate business people and Southwestern libertarians. 
Now the Democratic party is more homogeneously liberal and the Republican party is more 
homogeneously conservative (and now embraces Southern evangelical Christians), thereby producing 
more political polarization. Most American view the Democrats as being to their left and the 
Republicans to their right, and they are forced to choose between two ideologically extreme 
candidates—which creates the illusion that the public is polarized. 

One major reason for this development is that candidates now “select themselves” to run for office. Fifty 
years ago, political parties and political “bosses” approached local lawyers or business men (yes, “men”) 
to run for office and to serve for a term or two before returning to their former occupations. They were 
not chosen for ideological purity, but for electability and a willingness to serve the local constituencies 
with patronage and other favors. With the decline of political bosses and rise of primaries for choosing 
candidates, politics has become a profession and the most ideological partisans are motivated to run for 
office. As Rauch puts it, it used to be that the local pharmacist would serve for a term or two in 
Washington while the ideological malcontent would hang around the local drugstore complaining. Now 
the pharmacist is more likely to be minding the store while the malcontent is in Washington pushing an 
ideological agenda.  

 


