F.A.P.S.A. Philosophy in School Conference

Abstracts

P4C = Philosophy for Children Stream

PSSS =  Developing Philosophy as a Secondary School Subject Stream

PH = Introductions to Philosophy Stream

(Conference participants may choose from any stream)

If you wish to access handouts from sessions that you cannot attend, please visit the website (www.p4c.org) shortly after the conference.  We will be putting up handouts from all presenters who are willing to post theirs on the site.  They will remain there for one month.

MONDAY 26th September

9.40 – 10.40am

Keynote Address: “Teaching the Tools of Thinking” Assoc Professor Phillip Cam, University of New South Wales. (P4C)
In learning to inquire together students gain a set of tools that they can use to think effectively, both inside and outside of school. I will locate these tools on a map of collaborative inquiry and identify the keys to success in building up a suitable toolkit.    

This will take us through a range of topics that includes: locating the tools within the general process of inquiry; the development of complex thinking and meta-cognition; the need to teach the tools of inquiry explicitly; the teacher as a questioner in a Vygotskian Zone of Proximal Development; the use of exercises and activities to teach the tools; and logical and pedagogical sequences in tool acquisition.   

11-12 noon

Keynote Address: “Implementing philosophy across a whole school: tribulations and triumphs.” Lynne Hinton, Principal, Buranda School, Brisbane. (P4C)
This presentation describes the implementation of philosophy as a core subject across a primary school.  The journey, from conception to the current situation is outlined, and includes challenges, surprises, triumphs and celebrations.  It is the story of a small school that became big, of teachers that grew, and of students who learned to think clearly and now enjoy success, both academically and socially.

1 – 2.15pm
“Philosophy in Years 1 and 2 – a hands on workshop”  Dr Stephan Millett Director of Philosophy and Ethical Inquiry , Wesley College, Western Australia (P4C)
Philosophy for early childhood and junior primary. This is a practical overview of some successful strategies for the junior primary years, plus a report of some work in progress on the impact P4C has on the oral literacy of five-year-old boys.

 “Teaching philosophy: attitudes and competencies” Dr Oscar Brennifer, Institut de Pratiques Philosophiques, France. (PSSS)
What is teaching philosophy? Traditionally, this subject matter refers rather to the transmission of a culture, bearing on the history of ideas, the different authors, schools of thought, main concepts, etc. What can be called “humanities”. But for different reasons linked to the transformation of society (democratization of teaching, increase of information flow, etc.) countries where philosophy is historically taught in high schools have discovered an growing gap between the classical curriculum and the average students. Without giving up on the idea of “culture”, a number of pedagogues have tried to call upon another conception of philosophy : learning how to think and learning how to be, rather than mere learning. Figures from a more antique tradition, like the figure of Socrates questioning his fellow citizen have in this sense replaced Kant as the archetype of the philosopher.  From this standpoint, different experiments are being realized to introduce philosophy as a practice in the earliest years of schooling, as soon as kindergarten. 

In this paper, the author tries to summarize the basic principles of his concept of teaching philosophical at any age or at any level, as a pedagogy or cross curriculum activity. We shall distinguish two aspects of this teaching: attitudes and competencies. This practice is for large parts conceived as a formalized discussion, both oral and written work being thought as a form of medieval “disputation”. But this practice does not pretend to capture the totality of philosophy teaching: it is merely a crucial adjunct to some more classical methods, like lecturing. But it should enhance the efficiency of these methods, if only by improving listening skills and a more active student presence.

“What is philosophy? An Introduction”  Dr Jonathan McKeown-Green. University of Auckland. (PH)
This session is meant as an introduction to the craft of philosophy. We will do some philosophy by philosophically examining one thorny question: 'What is philosophy?'  This question is about as easy and about as hard as the questions: 'What is physics?' 'What is mathematics?' and 'What is music?' The peculiar thing is that all of these are philosophical questions; they are questions that philosophers are peculiarly trained to think about. When philosophers consider these questions carefully, they often fail to come up with an answer. What they arrive at instead is a better understanding of what the question is all about and why it matters. This can sound disappointing and fruitless, but in this session we will float the idea that sometimes it is premature to seek answers and that philosophy comes into its own at such times. as for our master question, 'what is philosophy?', we will examine the view that there are three different sorts of project that philosophers go in for. 

2.45-4pm
“Philosophy in the classroom – a practical guide”, Lynne Hinton, Buranda School, Brisbane. (P4C)
This workshop will begin at the beginning – focusing on the very basics of conducting a philosophical community of inquiry with children.  Participants will be taken through a step-by-step introduction.  The workshop is intended for those early in their practice.

“Philosophy and Gifted Adolescents”  Anna Symes St Leonard’s College, Melbourne. (PSSS and P4C)
This paper considers why studies in Philosophy might be particularly apt for gifted adolescents. The potential of a Philosophy classroom to provide both effective curriculum differentiation through Community of Inquiry techniques, and streaming possibilities through more academic, primary-sourced approaches (e.g. VCE Philosophy), is exciting. Perhaps even more compelling are the social, emotional and moral developmental needs of the gifted, and the special role Philosophy can have in meeting these.  It will be argued that Philosophy is uniquely able to foster the distinctive intellectual and affective passions of the gifted and to nurture the capacities of gifted persons to live and lead with insight and reason, as well as with compassion, fairness and commitment.
“Ideas about Human Nature”. Dr Lisa Guenther, University of Auckland. (PH)
Is there such a thing as human nature, and if so, what is it?  Do cultural, racial, and gender differences count as distinct natures within humanity, or do we all share the same fundamental human nature in spite of these differences?  How is our view of human nature related to our view of animals and/or divine beings?  Can human nature change – and if so, how?  To what extent is our nature determined – say, by biological or social programming – and to what extent are we free to make and re-make ourselves?  How often is our view of human nature guided by our view of what human beings ought to be like rather than how we find them in everyday life?  In this session, we will consider different ways of approaching these basic questions from the perspectives of religious, philosophical, political and scientific thought.  Some important contributors to the debate over human nature include: Plato, Aristotle, Hobbes, Rousseau, Marx, Freud, Simone de Beauvoir, and Sartre.

4.30 – 5.30pm   

You are invited to participate in a community of inquiry with other conference attendees. Three options are available:

A.  Facilitated by Clinton Golding.  Stimulus material – a story by Clinton, written for secondary school students.

B.  Facilitated by Stephan Millet.  Stimulus material designed for junior primary school.

C. Facilitated by Narelle Arcidiacono.  Stimulus material “The Bag Lady”.

TUESDAY  27th September

9 – 10.15am

“Twenty Thinking Tools”  Assoc. Prof. Phillip Cam, University of New South Wales. (P4C)
This workshop is an extension of my keynote address. We will look at ways in which we can teach students to use the tools of inquiry. Through hands-on activities and samples of student work, we will explore some basic techniques for introducing and developing the proficient use of some major tools. Topics include: ways of making the tools visible and explicit; the effective use of procedural questions in discussion; improving the quality of students’ substantive questions; the uses of disagreement amongst students; using floor sets and small group work; using writing and other forms of expression to reinforce and transfer tool use.

Panel/forum  “Rationale for Philosophy as a Secondary School Subject” (PSSS)

Chair: Rod Girle

Principal Speakers: 

Richard Tweedie, Hagley Community College, Christchurch.

Stephan Millett, Director of Philosophy and Ethical Inquiry , Wesley College, Western Australia.

Michael Couch, Faculty of Education, University of Canterbury.

Anna Symes, St Leonard’s College, Melbourne.

“Questions and Answers about Truth”. Assoc. Prof. Fred Kroon, University of Auckland (PH)

People are perpetually engaged in debating the truth of this or that theory or claim.  In this session we will be confronting some hard philosophical questions about what we are doing when engaged in such debates.  In particular, what is truth?  Is truth something that is objective, or should we be relativists about truth?  Or is truth objective in some realms but not in areas where agreement seems impossibly difficult to achieve (think of religion or morality)?

10.45 – 12 noon

“Philosophy for Students with Special Needs: Dramatic Strategies: Dramatic Results: Simple Steps”  Narelle Arcidiacono, Teacher-mentor in Philosophy, Special Needs Teacher and Drama Teacher, Queensland. (P4C)

By students with special needs I refer to those students who for one reason or another experience difficulty achieving the academic and/or social milestones that the educational institution and/or system to which they are confined sees fit to impose as “normal”.  The strategies I refer to are labeled as “Dramatic” in acknowledgement of their foundations in the theatre/performance industry.  The results being judged “dramatic” are based on my experience of having implemented these strategies in numerous “challenging’ environments.  Little of any lasting significance can be achieved however without the facilitator having a deep and authentic understanding of why they are doing philosophy.

Educational institutions provide a set of  “outcomes” to be achieved by students in the course of their education. One assumes that these “outcomes” have honorable intentions and are driven by a desire to assist students to obtain a set of skills necessary for life.  For any of these outcomes to be mastered to their fullest personal degree of competency by an individual thinking will be involved, thinking and the ability to think about ones own thinking. Meta-cognition is the foundation of these outcomes.  To build on anything else is to build on sand, or to build on no foundation at all, which is folly.  The full potential of students, whether they are considered to have “special needs” or not, will never be realized if they are not encouraged to exploit the amazing potential they have for thinking and meta-cognition. If memory is a function of thought and most people can recall a memory from their early years then most people possess the power to think from quite a young age, just as we know they possess the power to communicate to some degree or other.

However while we usually acknowledge the need for various forms of stimuli to be present for language and/or speech to develop we rarely as a society examine and /or implement strategies for developing thinking.  We assume that “thinking”, if we think about it at all, will just happen. Yet how can something as complex and as important to learning and understanding as language and/or speech is “just happen”?

Panel/forum: “Curriculum design for philosophy as a secondary school subject” (PSSS)

Chair: Dr Vanya Kovach

Principal Speakers:

Richard Tweedie, Hagley Community College, Christchurch.

Dr Dan Vine, Melbourne High School.

Monica Bini. Educational Consultant, Melbourne.

Dr Jonathan McKeown-Green, University of Auckland
“Cultivating reason giving 1: An alternative paradigm”, Sue Knight, Carol Collins & Tania Meyer – School of Education, University of South Australia (P4C/PSSS)

The argument of this paper forms part of an ongoing project (the Cultivating Reason Giving Project) grounded in both philosophy and cognitive psychology.  The initial stage of the project’s aim is nothing less than the development of a functional and effective programme for fostering logically cogent and ethically grounded thinking, in short, a programme designed to foster the disposition to think well.  (We take it that a programme is functional if it is shown to work within the constraints of prevailing educational structures, and effective if empirical evaluation demonstrates the readiness to think well in complex social and personal domains.)  As a first stage, we have developed a model for embedding ethical inquiry into the Society & Environment curriculum area.  In this paper we describe the implementation and empirical evaluation of this model, and the implications for both school and teacher- education classrooms.

1 – 2.15pm

“Opening up thinking & thought-encouraging questions”  Clinton Golding, Department of Education, University of Melbourne.  (P4C)
As teachers interested in developing the thinking of our students, one issue we face is how easy it is to direct students to what we think are the ‘best’ or ‘right’ answers. When we do this we take away the students chance to learn to think for themselves. Instead we can take an open attitude and focus on the thinking and processes rather than whether the answers are right or wrong, correct or incorrect.

How do we keep our focus on the thinking of students and help them to learn to think for themselves? 

One way is by using thought-encouraging questions. These are questions whose sole function is to ask students to do some more thinking. For example, ‘why do you think that?’ asks for reasoning and ‘how does that relate to the problem?’ asks students to think about the relevance of what they are saying.

In this session, participants will look at the different attitudes teachers can have and how these open up student thinking or close it down. We will identify numerous thought-encouraging questions and practice asking them to enhance and encourage good thinking.

Panel/forum: “Teaching matters in relation to philosophy as a secondary school subject” (PSSS)

Chair: Jonathan McKeown-Green

Principal speakers:  

Richard Tweedie, Hagley Community College, Christchurch.

Janette Poulton, Rhyme and Reason, Victorian Association for Philosophy in Schools

Dan Vine, Melbourne High School.

“Cultivating reason giving 2: Epistemological development through philosophical inquiry” Sue Knight, Carol Collins & Tania Meyer – School of Education, University of South Australia (P4C/PSSS)

In this paper we begin by reintroducing the notion of epistemological development (that is, development of justificatory reasoning) from the field of cognitive psychology.  We go on to reiterate an earlier claim that the aims of philosophy in the classroom (the development of logically cogent and ethically grounded thinking) can usefully be described in terms of epistemological levels theory, as the development of the disposition to employ evaluativist justificatory processes.   While a number of preliminary small-scale studies have pointed to the crucial role community of inquiry style dialogue plays in fostering evaluativism, larger scale empirical studies are awaiting the development of an efficient instrument exhibiting both validity and reliability.   As part of the Cultivating Reason Giving Project we have taken up this challenge, developing a questionnaire designed to test the epistemological levels of tertiary students from a variety of programmes, including importantly in this context, teacher-education students.  It is expected that results from this study may be used (in part at least) to transform the content and pedagogy of teacher-education programmes, so that teachers themselves come to think as evaluativists.  Such thinking on the part of teachers is clearly necessary for the development of evaluativist thinking in younger students.

2.45 – 4pm

“How to do things with lists: easy opportunities for more careful reasoning in the community of inquiry”, Dr Vanya Kovach, Philosophy Dept, University of Auckland. (P4C)
Many beginning facilitators of communities of inquiry wonder about how to keep discussion philosophical, and how to turn a non-philosophical discussion into a more philosophical one.  This workshop offers some simple and very practical strategies for achieving this, and for injecting useful structure into a discussion "on the fly". Suitable for use with both upper primary and secondary students.

Panel/forum: “Assessment issues for philosophy as a secondary school subject” (PSSS)

Chair: Rod Girle

Principal speakers:

Richard Tweedie, Hagley Community College, Christchurch

Monica Bini, Educational Consultant, Melbourne.

Tim Natoli, St Leonard’s College, Melbourne.

Dr Dan Vine, Melbourne High School.

“The Literature of P4C: A Place for Science Fiction and Fantasy” Holly Lawford-Smith, Department of Philosophy, University of Otago, (P4C)
Science Fiction and Fantasy are two literary genres ideally suited to the presentation of philosophical ideas. This relates to P4C in that the movement uses literature as its stimulus. It seems that so far philosophers and P4C enthusiasts have just been writing literature to suit their requirement, which I am going to disagree with. I am going to argue in this paper that rather than taking the risk of ‘whipping something up’ that might not be great literature, we should utilize some of the great literature that already exists, namely, Science Fiction and Fantasy. I will show why these genres are the best suited to the task and dismiss some of the most common critical objections against both genres.

4.15 – 5.15pm

“Philosophy and the middle phase of learning”, Liz Fynes-Clinton, Buranda School, Brisbane. (P4C)

Abstract unavailable (due to organizational mishap, not the failure of the presenter!)

Panel/Forum: “Supporting teachers and students in doing philosophy as a secondary school subject” (PSSS)

Chair: Jonathan McKeown-Green

Principal speakers:

Janette Poulton, Rhyme and Reason, Victorian Association for Philosophy in Schools.

Michael Couch, Faculty of Education, University of Canterbury.

Anna Symes, St Leonard’s College, Melbourne.

Richard Tweedie, Hagley Community College

“Who knows what and how? An introduction to the theory of knowledge”. Imran Aijaz

University of Auckland (PH)

People claim to know lots of things (e.g. that the sky is blue, or that the earth is spherical, or that God exists). But what is it to know something? This will be the fundamental question to guide this session; in it, we will look at the branch of philosophy known as epistemology, which deals with the nature, sources and scope of knowledge. Several questions can be derived from this definition of epistemology. Concerning the nature of knowledge, we can ask: what is knowledge? What do we mean when we say we know something? Of sources, we can ask: where do we get knowledge from? When are we justified in saying we know something? And regarding scope: what are the limits of knowledge (if any)? We will look at each of these issues in turn and see how the philosophers of the past and present have tried to get a grip on them

WEDNESDAY 28th September

9 – 10.15am

“The Peace Train” Janette Poulton, Rhyme and Reason, Victorian Association for Philosophy in Schools. (P4C)
Over the weekend of the anniversary of Hiroshima Day, a Children's Peace Festival took place in Melbourne.  In conjunction with this, the Victorian Association for Philosophy in Schools conducted a series of Children’s Philosophy Workshops, ‘Visions of a Peaceful World’... contributing to a global peace initiative - the Peace Train Project. In these workshops, small groups of school students explored their ideas about Peace, in a Community of Inquiry, in response to the accumulated art works....

In this workshop Janette will report on this initiative, and conduct a community of inquiry based on some of the artworks created by children during this festival.

PIPS (Philosophy in Public Spaces) . . . expanding philosophical dialogue in the public realm. 
"Teaching philosophy to senior secondary students" Dr David Legg, Head of Faculty, Religious Studies, St Peter’s College, Auckland (PSSS)

This workshop is based on experience gained while teaching Philosophy at St

Peter's College in the senior secondary levels. The programme was developed largely under my guidance as Head of Faculty, over the last three years.  There are now five full time teachers and three part time teachers. All of the teachers have degrees in philosophy or the humanities, and are registered NZ teachers.  There are about 400 senior students currently enrolled in studying Philosophy over three semesters, that is, in Years 11-12-13 (Forms 5-6-7).

In this workshop I will offer: 1 - a brief description and rationale of the programme structure, content and resources used, 2 - a discussion of the methodologies used in teaching it, 3 - an assessment of its strengths and weaknesses.

One of my colleagues, Hayden Kingdon, from St Peter's College, will contribute to the workshop.
“Rights – what are they, and who can have them?” Dr Tim Dare, University of Auckland. (PH) 
In this session we will look at what rights are, where they come from, why we have them, and what role they pay in moral and political life.  Then we will examine the question of who can have them – in particular, can only rational agents who are able to claim their rights be properly said to have them?  Or can others (including non-human animals) have rights too?

10.45 – 12.00 noon

“The Critical Thinker's Toolkit” Dr Jonathan  McKeown-Green, University of Auckland. (P4C and PSSS)
The Critical Thinker's Toolkit is a bunch of handy skills and techniques for getting the most out of your powers of reasoning. It's nothing like a complete guide to problem-solving or a full-proof procedure for detecting bad arguments, but it contains a few general tips that apply in a wide range of cases. We will, for instance, discuss what it means to assign the burden of proof, to apply the Principle of Charity and to consider arguments irreverently.
“Mutual questioning – a workshop”  Dr Oscar Brennifer, Institut de Pratiques Philosophiques, France (PSSS)

This workshop technique, developed over the years by the author, is loosely inspired by Plato’s maïeutics, what he called the long method instead of the short one, which rather consists in lecturing. The competencies it will call upon are: deepening an idea (analysis, synthesis, searching for presuppositions, reformulation, argumentation, etc.), conceptualization, and problematization. 

The functioning of this exercise is to pick out a given theme and install a discussion where questioning is privileged, rather than asserting. After one of the participants has spoken to give his reading of the subject by answering the initial question, others will be invited to question him on his hypothesis, a questioning that should allow the furthering of the idea, generally revealing blind spots and contradictions. Reformulation is used as well to ensure that both questioner and interlocutor understand each other, showing the difficulty of expressing precise ideas and getting them through. Different participants afterwards propose a hypothesis, and each will be questioned as well for a while. Hypothesis will then be compared, their issues examined and conceptualized, often through fundamental antinomies. 

Little by little, we will see on the board the elaboration of a thesis, in a problematic manner, similar to what we expect from an essay. In the process we will have slowly analyzed the method by which ideas can be generated and identify a number of difficulties which can arise in the process.   

The participants to the workshop will be directly involved in the practice hereby described. 

The Ethics of Cloning. Assoc. Prof. Jan Crosthwaite, University of Auckland.  (PH)
 Many people find the idea of cloning human beings morally abhorrent, but cloning seems to hold great promise in some areas of medical treatment. The first task is to differentiate cloning for human reproduction from cloning (of cells and of embryos) for research and medical treatments.   Some ethical objections will apply to both, and some may not.  It is important then to tease out the different sources of ethical concern, which seem to fall in two main areas: the risk of harmful consequences, and something about the nature of the act of cloning itself (‘playing god’, interfering with the fundamentals of human life, etc.)  Responses to cloning, both reproductive and ‘therapeutic’, also bring into focus questions about when moral views (whether majority or minority) can legitimately limit the freedoms of other individuals.

1 – 2.15pm

“Thinking treasure: Rich concepts and philosophical questions”  Clinton Golding, Department of Education, University of Melbourne (P4C)

Sometimes our students just don’t seem to use the thinking skills and tools we know they possess. Good thinking is time consuming and rigorous-work and unless there is something valuable for students to think about, there is no surprise that they don’t bother.

Philosophy provides educators with a wealth of concepts and questions that provide a treasure valuable enough to motivate students to use their thinking skills, and complex enough to really challenge their thinking. This thinking treasure engages students in good thinking and provides content that links and integrates subjects and disciplines.

In this session participants will look at what makes a good philosophical thinking treasure in different discipline areas as well as across the disciplines. We will then use a selection of teacher and student friendly activities that help students to quickly get the most out of the concepts they are exploring.

“Texts and Resources for Secondary Schools Philosophy”. Assoc. Prof. Roderic Girle, University of Auckland (PSSS)
There are vast numbers of texts, and great quantities of resources cited, listed and swapped around. But, what are the principles which guide searches and selections?

That question will addressed in a maximally interactive way. Do I have a thesis to push? Yes! But discussion is the key. I might even change my stance!

“Animal Ethics”. Dr Gillian Brock, University of Auckland (PH)

I will consider some ethical issues concerning the treatment of animals.  We cover some central arguments concerning why animals deserve ethical consideration.  We focus particularly on the issue of whether one is morally required to be a vegetarian.

2.45 – 4pm

“Assessing reasoning in the Community of Inquiry”  Selena Reynolds, Brunswick Secondary  College. (P4C)

For many years I have approached my classroom teaching as a Community of Inquiry, establishing over time an environment, which is conducive to the development of critical thinking skills and dispositions. However there was genuine confusion amongst teachers, students and parents regarding the assessment of these skills and dispositions. What, they asked, was the difference between thinking, reasoning and critical thinking? How do we know if they are getting better at thinking critically? 

This workshop will clarify the confusion surrounding the assessing of critical thinking through the use of the Community of Inquiry approach.  Assessment strategies, which are realistic, sustainable and authentic within a middle years (years 5 – 9) framework will be presented and discussed.   

Plenary Session of the “Developing Philosophy as a Secondary School Subject” (PSSS)

An opportunity to tie up the threads of our deliberations during the conference, and look at ways forward. 

4 – 4.30pm:  A meeting of those interested in setting up an association for teachers of secondary school philosophy.  A draft constitution will be offered by Richard Tweedie.

All participants are welcome to gather in the Atrium between 4 and 5pm to swap email addresses, pick up their grab bags of resources and say their good byes.
