History and Systems of Psychology 
(Psy 4090)
Take Home Exam
You are required to answer any 4 questions and each should be no more than 3 pages long, resulting in a paper you are submitting that is no longer than 12 pages (double-spaced, 1 inch margins, with a 12pt font).  

1. Discuss how the history of psychology involves an approach which integrates the study of science, history, and philosophy. Your answer should identify how issues associated each approach are important in the study of the history of psychology.

2. We discussed Karl Popper and Thomas Kuhn as two approaches we can use to understand the history of psychology.  Explain these positions distinguishing them from each other and outline the critical assumptions that each makes about the nature of progress in psychology (whether new ideas are becoming better or more valid).  
3.  I have argued that the study of the history of psychology can help students overcome overly simplistic presentations of psychology as a science that is no different than physics. Reflect on when and where you heard such a presentation of psychology (lectures, textbooks, assignments, etc.) and initial reaction to it prior to taking this course (i.e., did you believe it completely?).  Then identify what was presented in the past 5 weeks which was designed to shake your confidence in the view.  Explain how, if at all, your confidence in the view psychology as a science was shaken.
4.  The four contemporary approaches to psychology (Cultural-contextual Psychology, Cognitive Psychology, Humanism, and Biopsychology) were presented as Kuhnian paradigms. Explain what precisely this means, demonstrating its meaning by reference to details of the approaches.

5. Carefully review an Introductory Psychology textbook which presents different “contemporary approaches” to psychology which is often in Chapter 1. Compare and contrast the range of approaches presented in the textbook with the contemporary approaches presented in class (which may distinguish Evolutionary, Behavioral Genetics, and Biological approaches and include Behavioral and Psychoanalytic approaches).  Additionally critically evaluate whether the approaches are presented as Kuhnian incommensurable paradigms or in some other manner. Comment on whether the textbook author is justified in how the contemporary perspectives were presented.  

6.  Carefully review an Introductory Psychology textbook in how it presents the history of psychology. Critically analyze how the history was presented from Popperian and Kuhnian perspectives.  Based on what you know about the history of psychology decide whether the presentation was fair.  
7.  Four different contemporary perspectives of modern psychology were presented.  Pick two perspectives (there are 6 possibilities) and describe an imaginary conversation between proponents of each perspective.  When creating the imaginary discussion, be mindful of various features of paradigms which we supposed that these views represent. Focus their imaginary discussion around one or two of the following topics: Nature of Explanation, Mind-body Relation; The Nature of the Self; Universalism vs. Relativism; Determinism vs. Free Will; Mechanism vs. Vitalism.

8.  Take a figure we discussed in the section on contemporary psychology and describe how well his or her contribution is presented in an Introductory Psychology textbook.  Begin with a figure whose contribution you found interesting, important, or surprising.  Explain in detail the figure’s significance to the contemporary point of view and why you found the contribution interesting, important, or surprising. Then look up the figure in an Introductory Psychology textbook.  Was the figure and his or her contribution referred to at all in the textbook?  If so, was the presentation reasonably aligned to your view of figure’s significance? On the basis of the textbook presentation, would you have judged the figure’s contribution as interesting, important, or surprising as you did?  If your answer to any of these questions was no, discuss why you think that the textbook missed a historically valuable contribution?  If your answer is yes to all of the questions, does this give you confidence that the Introductory Psychology textbook provides a historically adequate account of the discipline? 
