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Course Description
Is psychoanalysis a philosophy, a science, or a myth? Is it a therapy, a hobby, or a trap? Is it theoretically defensible? Is it true? Does it heal? In this course we shall attempt to answer these questions by investigating the writings of its founder alongside those of its sharpest critics, concluding with the views of its most recent practitioners. 

We shall begin with Freud, reading large excerpts of his landmark theoretical treatises, including: Three Essays on the Theory of Sexuality, The Interpretation of Dreams, On Narcissism, Beyond the Pleasure Principle, and The Ego and the Id. We shall also spend some time with his most important case histories, including: Dora, the Rat Man, and the Wolf Man. To gain a sense of Freud’s application of psychoanalysis to culture, especially morality and religion, we shall conclude with The Future of an Illusion. As we make our way through these treatises, Jonathan Lear’s Freud will help us appreciate the theoretical and technical developments they advance. But Lear’s sympathetic reading of Freud will be juxtaposed with critical treatments from many other quarters.

These will include: existentialism, post-structuralism, and deconstruction; analytic philosophy and linguistics; metaphysics and epistemology; ethics and philosophy of science; sociology and anthropology; Marxism and Catholicism; queer theory and feminism; rhetoric and history; critical theory and hermeneutics; psychiatry, psychology, and neuroscience. Each student will choose the criticism that appears most compelling; after presenting it, you will then write a term paper which: describes the Freudian thesis criticized, marshals the criticism against it, and then assesses the resources of either Freud himself or his recent followers to reply to this criticism.

The final weeks of the course will thus be devoted to surveying recent psychoanalytic writing. For this difficult task we shall use the American Psychiatric Publishing’s Textbook of Psychoanalysis. This fresh volume is a systematic introduction to the present field by some of its most important practitioners. By establishing how well these analysts respond to the criticisms we have posed in the first half of the course, we aim ultimately to answer the questions with which we began.
Texts
There are only three required texts for this course. (1) Peter Gay’s edition of selections from Freud. We shall be reading consistently from this book during the first half of the course. (2) Jonathan Lear’s Freud. For our trip through Freud’s primary texts, Lear will be our guide; he is the best recent proponent of Freud as a philosopher, and of Freudian psychoanalysis as a philosophy. Most weeks of the course’s first half will take chapters from Lear’s book as their inspiration. By reading Freud himself, Lear’s exegesis, and then some criticisms of both Freud and psychoanalysis, we shall gain a richer understanding of our problem. Finally, to complement this understanding, we shall then spend the last half of the course reading chapters from (3) the American Psychiatric Publishing’s Textbook of Psychoanalysis (eds. Person et al.). This book is regrettably expensive, but I know of no better volume for a recent, brisk, and authoritative introduction to psychoanalysis since Freud.

For criticisms of Freud and psychoanalysis, we shall consider as wide a variety as I could muster. Since they appear in so many different places, I have made them all available on our Blackboard site as PDFs (under “Course Documents”). The link for each criticism will bear the name of its author, who is likewise listed on the syllabus. Thus, for the first week, we shall consider a piece by Freud’s harshest critic, Frederick Crews. Since this piece appears between pages 19 and 32 of a volume edited by Peter Brooks, Whose Freud?, the syllabus lists this reading as “Crews (Brooks), 19–32.” I include the names of editors on the syllabus in order that you may consult the following list and seek the whole volume if you wish. Here, then, is a list of the volumes from which our criticisms are drawn—as well as a few other books that may prove helpful as background: 
Allers, Rudolf, 1940. The Successful Error. Sheed & Ward.
Bernheimer, Charles, and Claire Kahane, eds., 1985. In Dora’s Case: Freud—Hysteria—Feminism. Columbia University Press.
Boothby, Richard, 2001. Freud as Philosopher. Routledge.
Brooks, Peter, and Alex Woloch, eds., 2000. Whose Freud? Yale University
Bulkeley, Kelly, ed., 2001. Dreams: A Reader on Religious, Cultural, and Psychological Dimensions of Dreaming. Palgrave
Chodorow, Nancy J., 1989. Feminism and Psychoanalytic Theory. Polity Press.
Crews, Frederick, ed., 1998. Unauthorized Freud. Penguin.

Decker, Hannah S., 1991. Freud, Dora, and Vienna 1900. The Free Press.
Dean, Tim, and Christopher Lane, eds. 2001. Homosexuality and Psychoanalysis. The University of Chicago Press.
Deleuze, Gilles, and Félix Guattari, 2003 (1972, 1977 tr. Robert Hurley et al.). Anti-Oedipus: Capitalism and Schizophrenia. Univeristy of Minnesota Press.
Derrida, Jacques, 1978 (tr. Alan Bass). Writing and Difference. The University of Chicago Press. 

Devereux, George, 1978. Ethnopsychoanalysis. University of California Press.
Foucault, Michel, 1990 (1976, 1978 tr. Robert Hurley). The History of Sexuality: An Introduction,v. 1. Vintage. 
Gay, Peter, 1988. Freud: A Life for Our Time. Norton.
Gaylin, Willard, 2001. How Psychotherapy Really Works. Contemporary Books.
Geertz, Clifford, 1973. The Interpretation of Cultures. Basic Books.
Grünbaum, Adolf, 1985. The Foundations of Psychoanalysis: A Philosophical Critique
Habermas, Jürgen, 1971. Knowledge and Human Interests. Beacon Press.
Klemke, E. D., et al., eds., 1988. Introductory Readings in the Philosophy of Science. Prometheus Books.
Kramer, Peter. 1993. Listening to Prozac. Viking Adult.
Lear, Jonathan, 2003. Therapeutic Action: An Earnest Plea for Irony. Other Press.
Lotringer, Sylvère, ed., 1977. Semiotext(e) (v. 2, n. 3: Anti-Oedipus). Columbia University Press
Malinowski, Bronislaw, 1929. The Sexual Life of Savages. Halcyon House.
Marcuse, Herbert, 1955. Eros and Civilization: A Philosophical Inquiry into Freud. Beacon Press.

_____, 1970. Five Lectures. Beacon Press.

Meltzer, Françoise, ed., 1987. The Trial(s) of Psychoanalysis. The University of Chicago Press.
Messer, Stanley B., et al., eds., 1988. Hermeneutics and Psychological Theory. Rutgers University Press.
Mitchell, Juliet, 2000 (1974). Psychoanalysis and Feminism. Basic Books. 
Neu, Jerome, ed., 1991. The Cambridge Companion to Freud. Cambridge.

Ricoeur, Paul, 1970. Freud & Philosophy: An Essay on Interpretation (tr. Denis Savage). Yale University Press.
Rieff, Philip, 1961 (1955). Freud: The Mind of the Moralist. Anchor Books.
Roth, Michael S., ed., 1998. Freud: Conflict and Culture. Vintage. 

Roudinesco, Elisabeth, 2001 (tr. Rachel Bowlby). Why Psychoanalysis?. Columbia University Press. 

Socarides, Charles W., 1978. Homosexuality. Aronson.

Solms, M., and O. Turnbull, 2002. The Brain and the Inner World. Other Press.
Strouse, Jean, 1974. Women & Analysis: Dialogues on Psychoanalytic Views of Femininity. Grossman Publishers.
Whitebook, Joel, 1995. Perversion and Utopia. The MIT Press.
Wollheim, Richard, ed. 1982. Philosophical Essays on Freud. Cambridge University Press.
_____,ed., 1974. Freud: A Collection of Critical Essays

_____, 1971. Sigmund Freud. The Viking Press.
Volosinov, V. N., 1976 (tr. I. R. Titunik). Freudianism: A Marxist Critique. Academic Press.
Course Requirements
Departing somewhat from the standard format for a graduate seminar in Philosophy, this course will require several different modes of work. A routine Logic Assignment will ask you first to review some terms of basic informal logic (Warburton’s Thinking from A to Z is a good text for this purpose), and then to demonstrate your mastery of these terms by distinguishing their appearance in Freud’s writing. 
More standard will be a critical presentation. The options are indicated by the blank lines on the syllabus. As you will see, there are many more occasions to make such a presentation than there are students registered for this course, yet I urge you to begin thinking immediately about your preference. Presentation topics will be assigned on a first-come, first-served basis. Consider which of the critical approaches you find most sympathetic, and then browse the corresponding critical articles posted on Blackboard. Feel free to ask me about the content of these articles. At our current enrolment level, there should not be more than two presentations per meeting. Once you have secured your presentation topic, you should begin researching it and discussing it with me. I recommend, but do not require, that your term paper develop the ideas of this presentation. 
More will be said about the paper as its due date approaches. For now, there are a few books about writing, style, and argumentation that you may wish to consult, whether you are writing your first philosophy paper or your hundredth, your first graduate paper or your tenth. All writers of English profit from dipping occasionally into The Elements of Style (Strunk & White). If you are new to philosophical writing, or wish to improve its basics, The Rulebook for Arguments (Weston) is very helpful. I have ordered both as “recommended” books for our course. One book I have not ordered but recommend nonetheless is The Chicago Manual of Style. It is an indispensable reference for writers in the humanities and is easily found in other bookstores. Term papers for this class should conform to its guidelines.  
In contrast to the specific discussions expected in presentations and papers, the exams aim to motivate you to achieve a synoptic view of the material we have covered up to their dates. After each meeting I shall write a question or two that captures some of our discussion, posting these on Blackboard, and later editing them into an exam study guide, perhaps adding a few questions that synthesize one or more of our meetings. The best way to prepare for the exams, then, is to ensure after each meeting that you have understood the question that I write in order to capture its discussion. If you do not, you should review the readings for that day, discuss the question with your classmates, and consult me by email or in office hours. 

Although exams are currently unpopular in Philosophy, they are the best means by which to foster and evaluate the achievement of a synoptic view of material. As it turns out, furthermore, effective paper-writing is an insufficient condition of success in this profession. Presentations and facility with basic logic are also important skills; but, above all, achievement of a synoptic view—of a particular sub-field, to start, but eventually of the whole discipline—will make you a better teacher, a more interesting colleague, and, in the end, a deeper thinker.    
Grading Policies

As befits graduate and professional education, attendance is expected at each meeting. In light of this expectation, necessary absences should be explained, preferably with documentation. Absence will likely jeopardize performance, since the workload required by this course is steady and demanding.  Since Blackboard will be an important resource for this course, please familiarize yourself with it and consult it a couple of times per week. There you will find some important announcements and all important course documents. These documents will range from this syllabus, to assignment prompts, to study guides for the exams.
In order to receive full consideration, all assignments (including papers) must be submitted in class on the day they are due. Once class has begun, submitted work will be penalized by a ‘minus’ for each 24 hours that it is late. Thus, when a paper is due on a Wednesday, and it is submitted after the beginning of class on that day, if it is of B quality it will receive a B-. Submitted 24 hours later, it will receive a C+, and so on until the graded papers are returned to the rest of the class, after which time it will receive no consideration. In short, there will be no Incompletes.
Work will be graded with numerical scores, a system which aspires to make grading maximally transparent. The meanings of these numerical scores are the official prescriptions of the McAnulty College and Graduate School of Liberal Arts:
93–100…………………..………………….….A..…….…………….…….……….…….superior

90–92……………………………………......…A-….…..……….…….………………...excellent

88–89………………………………......………B+………...……….….……….………very good

83–87………………………………..…....……B………….....………………..………….…good

80–82………………………………………..…B-………...…….……….….……..above average

78–79………………………………......………C+...………….……….…………..….satisfactory

70–77………………………….……...….….…C…………................................................average

60–69…………………………………………..D…….….……...……………………………poor

0–59…………………………...……….………F………………….………………….. ..….failure

Since graduate students are seeking professional training, and our particular profession is extremely competitive, success in it requires excellent or superior work. It is not expected that more than a few students will be working at this level yet, but everyone should nonetheless be striving for it over the long term. It is expected that graduate students in philosophy do good work in all their courses, with excellent work in some, and a trend toward superior work in the program overall. Although C and C+ have been designated ‘average’ and ‘satisfactory’ by McAnulty, consistent work at this level (or lower, needless to say) should give pause, provoking reconsideration of goals and discussion with a faculty advisor.
There is no way to apply universal standards to different sorts of assignments, least of all for graduate work, but since papers are paramount at this level, let us say a few words about their standards in particular, with the proviso that more will be said as their due date approaches. Work in the A range could, with minor revision, receive consideration—though not necessarily be published—by a peer-reviewed journal such as the Journal of the History of Philosophy. B-range work is competent for a graduate seminar but of insufficient quality to be considered for review by such a journal, for any number of reasons. C-range work, finally, is incompetent for a graduate seminar, even if it might be satisfactory for an upper-level undergraduate course. While I am eager to promote students who earn A’s in my courses, I cannot write a letter of recommendation otherwise. 

Academic Etiquette
Email. This has been a boon for academics. Many of my best philosophical conversations—some with my students—have been through this flexible medium. It has made us all accessible to one another in a way that is always convenient, and often beneficial. (To keep it maximally so, please check your Duquesne Webmail account from time to time; or, if you use another account, have your Duquesne messages forwarded to that account.) Like everything good, however, email has its costs, and even its dangers. The costs are clear: a voluminous inbox can consume a lot of time better spent otherwise. You will thus understand that I rank preparing classes, for example, above email. As for dangers, I cannot formulate a comprehensive policy, since they are hard to categorize. I am also hesitant to do so, lest I discourage tactful and worthy communication. But I can mention a few important guidelines. 
When you email me, please make the purpose of your communication clear in the subject line; moreover, in the body of your message, identify yourself. If the class is large, please also name the course in which you are enrolled. Do not expect an immediate response. I read all emails sent to me, but may not respond for a few days, if I am busy, or at all, if no response is either required or merited. No response is required, say, if your question is easily answered by a look at the syllabus; no response is merited, sometimes, if your message is impertinent. Finally, I do not accept assignments over email unless I have agreed to do so in advance. 

Names. The custom nowadays, as we all know, is that professors address students by their first names, whereas students address some professors by their titles, some by their first names. I believe there are significant problems with this custom, problems that are symptomatic of degeneracy in our academic culture. On the one hand, when students address professors by their titles, but are addressed only by their first names, both professors and students can more easily think of students as children, acting accordingly. It is no coincidence that slave societies consider their slaves children and thus assign them only first names. In our present culture there are enough pressures to infantilize students; we need not add another. But, on the other hand, when students address professors by their first names, both professor and student are lulled into forgetting that the relationship is fundamentally professional, with all the rights and duties characteristic of such a relationship. Since the older custom of addressing students by their last names and expecting the same from them seems both less deceptive and more respectful, I have adopted it. Awkward as it can be, I hope you will accept, and perhaps ultimately appreciate, this atavistic idiosyncrasy.
Administrative Requirements
Like all forms of lying, plagiarism and cheating are grave offences. This is especially true in a university whose mission involves the pursuit of truth. Since these offences threaten the very foundation of intellectual life, they will be prosecuted to the full extent afforded by this university’s policies. The maximum penalty is expulsion. Any doubts about the natures of these offences or the punishments they will incur can be dispelled by consulting the following website:  http://www.studentlife.duq.edu/handbooksec5.html
Students with documented disabilities are entitled to reasonable accommodations, if needed. If you need accommodations, please contact the Office of Freshman Development and Special Student Services in 309 Duquesne Union (412-396-6657) as soon as possible. Accommodations will not be granted retrospectively.
“Learning Outcomes”
There is a movement afoot in universities, as in primary and secondary schools, to categorize “learning outcomes,” quantify pedagogical results, and thus make education amenable to bureaucratic control. However applicable this model may be to lower levels, or even to other subjects at the college level, its application to the philosophical classroom is at best absurd, and at worst pernicious. One desirable outcome of all my courses, therefore, is that students come to see “learning outcomes” in this light. In a delicious irony, the philosophies we shall read in this course help us to see the deeper motives of this prevalent desire for rigid categories, incontrovertible results, and comfortable mastery. More precisely, if we were to use some of the terms recommended by the currently fashionable system, “Bloom’s Taxonomy of Learning Outcomes,” we would say that this course will have succeeded if you leave it better able to:

(Level 4) uncover the nihilistic longing for certainty and comfort at large in our degenerate culture;

(Level 5) generate from the ashes of this culture a few ideas capable of rising with renewed life; and then...

(Level 6) decide to commit your whole life to these ideas—a joyful life, strong and open despite the discomforts and uncertainties of the world.
Syllabus

Week 1: Wednesday,  August 29th
	Topics:

Philosophy and Psychoanalysis

The Unconscious

Case Histories

Freud: 

“Rat Man”

Anna O. (Breuer)

Criticism:

General
History

	Readings:

Required:

Freud (Gay), 61–78, 309–50
Person, 513–23
Lear, 1–54 
Recommended:

Crews (Brooks), 19–32
Michels (Brooks), 33–38
Cioffi1 (Roth), 171–82
Borch-Jacobsen (Crews), 10–21
	Assignments:

121 pages of required reading


Week 2: Wednesday, September 5th

	Topics:

Sexuality
Case Histories

Freud:
Studies on Hysteria (Case history of Elisabeth von R.)
Three Essays on the Theory of Sexuality
Criticism:

Anthropology
Post-structuralism

Queer Theory
	Readings:

Required:

Freud (Elisabeth von R.), 134–81
Freud (Gay), 239–93

Lear 55–87
Neu, 175–208
Recommended:

Malinowski, 51–75
Foucault1, 53–73, 103–14 

Foucault2 (Dean), 51–56
Socarides, 1–6

Robinson (Brooks), 144–49
Bersani (Dean), 351–66

	Assignments:

166 pages

Presentations:
____________________________

Malinowski

____________________________

Foucault
____________________________

Socarides, Robinson, Bersani




Week 3: Wednesday, September 12th
	Topic:

Dreams
Freud:
The Interpretation of Dreams
On Dreams
Criticism:

Anthropology

Analytic Philosophy

Linguistics

Philosophy of Science

Epistemology

	Readings:
Required:
Freud (Gay), 129–172

Lear, 88–116
Hopkins (Neu), 86–135
Tedlock (Bulkeley), 249–64
Recommended:

Wittgenstein (Wollheim), 1–10
Lakoff (Bulkeley), 265–84
Popper (Klemke), 19–27
Grünbaum (Roth), 183–95
Sand (Crews), 85–93
Timpanaro (Crews), 94–105
Cioffi2 (Crews), 116–28

	Assignments:

 135 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

Wittgenstein & Lakoff
____________________________

Popper & Grünbaum
____________________________

Sand, Timpanaro, Cioffi



Week 4: Wednesday, September 19th
	Topics:

Gender Differences

Case Histories

Transference

Freud:

Some Psychical Consequences of the Anatomical Distinction Between the Sexes
“Dora”

Criticism:

History

Feminism


	Readings:

Required:

Freud (Gay), 172–239

Lear, 117–44
Freud & Mitchell (Strouse), 17–36
Recommended:

Decker (Roth), 105–14
Esterson (Crews), 147–61
Chodorow1, 165–77
Chodorow2 (Neu), 224–48
MacMillan (Crews), 129–40
Moi (Brooks), 71–92
Butler (Brooks), 39–46

	Assignments:

113 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

Decker & Esterson
____________________________

Chodorow, MacMillan, Mitchell
____________________________

Moi & Butler




Week 5: Wednesday, September 26th

	Topics:

Case Histories

Metapsychology

Freud: 
“Wolf Man”

On Narcissism
Instincts and their Vicissitudes

Repression

The Unconscious

Mourning and Melancholia
Criticism:
History
Rhetoric

Anthropology

Deconstruction


	Readings:

Required:

Freud (Gay), 400–26, 545–89, 568–84
Gardner (Neu), 136–60
Recommended

Fish1 (Crews), 186–99
Fish2 (Meltzer), 183–209
Sulloway (Crews), 174–85
Geertz, 33–83
Devereux, 265–96
Derrida, 196–231

	Assignments:

110 pages of reading

Presentations:
____________________________

Fish & Sulloway

___________________________
Geertz & Devereux
____________________________
Derrida



Week 6: Wednesday, October 3rd
	Topic:

Principles of Mental Functioning

Freud:

Formulation on the two Principles of Mental Functioning

Beyond the Pleasure Principle

Criticism:
Neuroscience

Psychiatry

Psychology


	Readings:

Required:
Freud (Gay), 301–6, 594–628
Lear, 145–64
Solms (Person), 535–45
Paul (Person), 469–89
Recommended:

Solomon (Wollheim), 25 –52
Hobson (Bulkeley), 321–332
Reiser (Brooks), 248–54
Kramer1 (Roth), 196–206
Kramer2, 250–300
Weinberger & Levy (Person), 463–77

	Assignments:

88 pages of reading

Presentations:

____________________________

Solomon, Hobson, Reiser
_____________________________
Kramer

____________________________

Weinberger & Levy



Week 7: Wednesday, October 10th 

	Topic:

The Structure of the Psyche

Freud:

The Ego and the Id
Criticisms:
Existentialism

Metaphysics

Ethics


	Readings:

Required:

Freud (Gay), 629–58 

Lear, 165–91

Recommended:

Sartre (Wollheim), 70–79
Thalberg (Wollheim), 147–71
Sousa (Wollheim), 196–221
Church (Neu), 209–23

	Assignments:

55 pages of reading

Logic Assignment Due
Presentations:

____________________________

Sartre & Thalberg
____________________________

Sousa & Church



Week 8: Wednesday, October 17th
	Topics:

Morality and Religion

Freud:

The Future of an Illusion

Criticism:
Sociology

Marxism
Post-structuralism

Catholicism
	Readings:

Required:

Freud (Gay), 685–772
Lear, 192–219

Recommended:

Guattari (Lotringer), 73–85
Deleuze (Lotringer), 99–109
Deleuze & Guattari (Lotringer), 117–135
Marcuse, 1–27, 44–61
Rieff , 361–92
Allers, 86–113
Rosenberg (weblink)
	Assignments:

114 pages
Presentations:
____________________________

Rieff & Marcuse

____________________________

Volosinov & Bakhtin

____________________________

Deleuze & Guattari

____________________________

Allers & Rosenberg



Week 9: Wednesday, October 24th
	Topic:

Truth in Psychoanalysis?
Criticism:
Analytic Philosophy

Critical Theory 

Hermeneutics


	Readings:

Required:
Lear 220–23
Psychoanalytic Truth (Brooks, 293–332):

Wollheim

Davidson

Lear

Forrester

Recommended:

Habermas, 214–73
Ricoeur, 344–418
Taylor (Messer), 298–320
Sass (Messer), 321–27
	Assignments:

 42 pages
Presentations:

____________________________

Habermas
____________________________

Ricoeur
____________________________

Taylor & Sass 
Distribution of Midterm Study Guide




Week 10: Wednesday, October 31st
	Topics:

Recent Psychoanalysis:
History of Psychoanalysis
	Readings:

Recommended:
Person, 375–449
	Assignments:

Midterm Exam

74 pages



Week 11: Wednesday, November 7th
	Topics:

Recent Psychoanalysis:
Core Concepts
	Readings:

Required:
Person, 3–114
	Assignments:

101 pages



Week 12: Wednesday, November 14th
	Topic:

Recent Psychoanalysis:
Developmental Theory

	Readings:

Required:
Person, 117–86

	Assignments:    
Term Paper Proposal Due
69 pages


THANKSGIVING BREAK
Week 13: Wednesday, November 28th
	Topic:

Recent Psychoanalysis:

Treatment and Technique

	Readings:

Required:
Person, 189–240
	Assignments:

51 pages


Week 14: Wednesday, December 5th
	Topics:

Recent Psychoanalysis:

Treatment and Technique

	Readings:

Required:
Person, 241–97
	Assignments:

56 pages
Final Exam Study Guide Issued


Comprehensive Final Exam: 12.12.07, 2:30pm–5:30pm 
Term Paper Due: 12.18.07, noon
[Finally, not everything expected of you in this course is mentioned on this syllabus. For example: breathing.]
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