
Syllabus for PHIL 616.600: Modern Philosophy Graduate Seminar

Spring 2009; Dr. Stephen H. Daniel

The Modern Philosophy Graduate Seminar examines significant figures of 17th- and 18th-century philosophy, with emphasis on a careful examination of texts. Although the seminar provides a general overview of philosophic issues of the period, it also focuses on a particular theme or strategy. This year’s strategy centers on developing the ability to engage current topics of interest in the study of figures and issues in early modern philosophy.
Jan.
20
Introduction (Dr. Daniel)
22
Descartes: Meditations I-II (Dr. Daniel)

27
Descartes: Meditations III-IV (Maggie McClean)
29
Descartes: Meditations V-VI (Olga Gerhart)
Feb.
 3
Descartes: Meditations: Objections & Replies II-IV (Michael Linville)

 5
Hobbes: Leviathan I, ch. 1-7 (John Tyler)
10
Hobbes: political theory (Ellen Fagala)
12
Malebranche: Search after Truth III.2.1-7, VI.2-3, Elucidations 15 (Yonggi Kim)
17
Spinoza: Ethics I: God (Paul Shockley)
19
Spinoza: Ethics II: Mind-body (Michael Istvan)

24
Spinoza: Ethics III-V: emotions/freedom (James Chouinard)
26
Leibniz: Primary Truths, Arnauld Letters (Robbie Howton)
Mar.
 3
Leibniz: pre-1700 works: e.g., Discourse on Metaphysics (Tim Aylsworth)

 5
Leibniz: Leibniz: post-1700 works: e.g., Monadology (T. J. Kasperbauer)

10
Locke: Essay, books I & II: ideas (John Tyler)

12
Locke: Essay, book II: cause/substance (Maggie McClean)

24
Locke: Essay, books III & IV: language/knowledge (Yonggi Kim)
26 Berkeley: Principles: abstraction/existence (Michael Istvan)
3
26 1

Berkeley: Principles and Dialogues: matter/spirit (T. J. Kasperbauer)
Apr.
 2
Berkeley: Principles and Dialogues: nature (James Chouinard)

 7
Hume: Enquiry concerning Human Understanding I-VI: association of ideas (Kim Diaz)
 9
Hume: Enquiry VII-XII: natural belief (Robbie Howton)
14
Hume: Enquiry and Treatise of Human Nature: liberty, self (Michael Linville)
16
Kant: Prolegomena and Critique of Pure Reason: synthetic a priori (Dr. Daniel)
21
Kant: Prolegomena and Critique of Pure Reason: space/time, categories (Olga Gerhart)
23
Kant: Prolegomena and Critique of Pure Reason: analogies, Ideas (Ellen Fagala)
28
Kant: Prolegomena and Critique of Pure Reason: paralogism/antinomy (Tim Aylsworth)
30
Kant: Prolegomena and Critique of Pure Reason: metaphysics (Dr. Daniel)

May
14 (Thurs)
Term paper due in office 5:00 p.m.

Students with disabilities are guaranteed a learning environment that provides for reasonable accommodation of their disabilities. If you believe you have a disability requiring an accommodation, please contact the Department of Student Life, Disability Services, Koldus Bldg. 126, or call 845-1637

Phone: 845-5619 (office), 846-4649 (home)

Office: Bolton 302B

Office hours: Tuesday & Thursday 12:45 – 2:15, 5:30 – 6:30
E-mail: sdaniel@philosophy.tamu.edu

Web: philosophy.tamu.edu/~sdaniel/616sy09a.html
Students are bound by the Aggie honor code not to cheat. Submitting another student's work as one's own, copying from another student's test, and modifying a previously graded test to improve the grade are acts of scholastic dishonesty. For the definition and sanctions regarding cheating and plagiarism, see http://www.tamu.edu/aggiehonor/definitions.php.

Assignments/Presentations/Papers/Grades
(
Members of the seminar will prepare 4- to 6-page outlines of selected passages from the text and other writings by the philosopher under discussion that shed light on the seminar theme. Each student will lead the discussion twice during the semester. Together, these outline presentations count for 30% of the semester grade.

Think of your presentation as having two aspects: the first is something that you do in our seminar meeting (but not necessarily in your distributed outline), namely, summarize the basic argument and ideas developed in the readings. Presumably everyone in the seminar will have read that material and might have comments or questions about what the philosopher is arguing in general. The second is your written presentation, the outline that is distributed at least the night before by email. You want your outline to look like an outline of a paper you are writing, the theme of which is [your philosopher]’s treatment of the topic that you have selected that is at the center of current debate in interpretation. The outline is your chance to show how you would write a paper that says “here is what [your philosopher] argues in [the assigned reading] that clarifies his doctrine of X” (which might or might not be developed in the assigned reading: thus the need to include quotes from other writings(excluding those that are in assigned readings to be discussed by other members of the seminar).

(
By mid-semester you will be responsible for completing a 10-page paper on your selected topic (another 30% of the final grade). If you have a question about your topic, check with me.

Both the 10-page research paper and the 20-page term paper should have the following structure:

a) after the title (which this semester will be something like “[Your philosopher] on X” or “[Your philosopher’s] Doctrine of X”), there should be one or two paragraphs indicating the questions that have arisen in the scholarly literature about how to interpret your philosopher’s discussion of what the problem is, the specific problems you plan to address, and the order of the main points to be made.

b) each section of the paper should have a title and should be at least 3-4 pages long. For the short paper, that means there will be no more than three sections.

c) a final brief (less than a page) section, entitled “Concluding Remarks,” indicating how the issues you raise clarify the problems raised by the philosopher you are studying.

d) endnote citations should adopt the following format:

(author, book)

Nicholas Jolley, The Light of the Soul: Theories of Ideas in Leibniz, Malebranche, and Descartes (New York: Oxford University Press, 1990), 32-35.

(translator)

Nicholas Malebranche, The Search after Truth, III.2.6, in The Search after Truth and The Elucidations of the Search after Truth, trans. Thomas M. Lennon  and Paul Olscamp (Columbus: Ohio State University Press, 1980), 230.

(essay in book)
Steven Nadler, “Intentionality in the Arnauld-Malebranche Debate,” in Minds, Ideas, and Objects: Essays on the Theory of Representation in Modern Philosophy, ed. Phillip D. Cummins and Guenter Zoeller (Atascadero, CA: Ridgeview Publishing Co., 1992), 78.

(journal article)
Monte Cook, “The Ontological Status of Malebranchean Ideas,” Journal of the History of Philosophy 36 (1998), 538-39.

Any citations of a work referred to in a previous note should list simply the author’s last name and an abbrieviated title (for example: Cook, “Ontological Status,” 538). The exception to this rule: when the previously referred to work is in the note immediately prior to a subsequent reference, type Ibid. if it is from the same page, and Ibid., <give pg. #> if from the same source but from another page. You should use standard sources, never anthologies. And do not have endnotes that refer to “class handouts”: that is OK for the outlines but not for the papers.

(
The final term paper will be a more in-depth (20-page) paper on that same topic dealing with a different philosopher than the one addressed in the short paper. For this paper, most students end up writing on a figure for whom they have prepared a presentation, but it is not required that the selected thinker be one that we study studied in class. The final paper is worth 40% of the final grade.

