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In the blue books provided, legibly write three essays, one on each of the following questions. 
Section I: Freedom (30 minutes)
Fatalists, or determinists (as they are also called), argue for their position with the following dilemma: events are either caused (and thus determined by their causes) or uncaused (which is to say random); no position appears to remain for freedom between these exhaustive options. Yet the ‘Paris Mandarins’ whom we read at the end of the semester (Sartre, de Beauvoir, Merleau-Ponty) offer an understanding of freedom that seems to make room for freedom between the poles of the fatalists’ dilemma. By first contrasting and then conflating freedom and facticity, as did the Paris Mandarins, show how freedom is logically possible. An important premise in their argument is the claim that, properly understood, we make the world. What do they say in defense of this claim? Why does it place upon the shoulders of each individual the heaviest burden of responsibility? Are we indeed so responsible?
Section II: Ethics (30 minutes)
Despite their stark disagreements over the role of God and religion in philosophy, both Unamuno and Camus repudiate suicide. Indeed, their philosophies show an even deeper structural similarity when it comes to the ethical ideal: Unamuno promotes the tragic sense of life, an inescapable conflict between the longings of the heart and the edicts of the head; Camus, for his part, promotes the absurd sensibility, a courageous suspension between nostalgia for unity and familiarity, on one hand, and a sober recognition of the world’s indifference and fragmentation, on the other. First elaborate and explain the structural similarity of their ethics. Next, show how each understands the action of suicide and thereby repudiates this action. Finally, in light of these deep similarities, discuss their differences over God, religion, and the role of hope. Are these differences incidental to their philosophies, particularly their ethics, or do they produce ultimately contrary philosophies? In either case, which is superior? 
Section III: Main Themes (1 hour)
Write a comprehensive essay discussing the role played by the contrast between self-consciousness, on the one hand, and unconsciousness, on the other, in the philosophies of all four of the existentialists whose books we read this semester: Kierkegaard, Nietzsche, Unamuno, and Camus. While respecting the particularity and context of each philosopher, highlight the similarities between them when it comes to this contrast. Is there a deep consensus among them, despite their apparent differences? Or are the divergences more salient? Whenever there are divergences, be sure to argue for whichever philosophy you consider to be superior.
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