Paper 6


This paper is an opportunity to pull together the previous 5 papers to tell a full and integrated story of the intellectual history of a research that you found interesting! Most of the work on paper 6 will be edited the old papers and coordinating them into a single coherent paper. How you do this is up to you, but I want to make the following three suggestions:

1. For papers 2 through 4, recognize the review section of each paper is a reframing of the conclusions of the previous one. The reframing of the old conclusions permits new analyses to be performed.  Paper 2 begins with a reframing of the general issues of your selected study reported in paper 1 so to assimilate it into one (or multiple) paradigms.   Paper 3 begins with the reframing of the selected paradigm(s) of paper 2 so to connect it (them) to themes and issues in 19th C schools and movements in Psychology. Paper 4 begins with the reframing of the selected 19th C schools and movements in Psychology of paper 3 so to see their relation to foundational Renaissance and Enlightenment philosophy about mind, knowledge, and science. This reframing process highlights the key historical themes and issues that centrally underlies and structures your research paper.

2. The speculation in which you outlined the (forward) history of your papers from the 19th C to the 21st C should be removed from paper 3, reedited, and inserted into paper 5 which begins from a dead Greek.  Think of paper 5 as an extension of your original speculation to one starting from ancient Greek philosophy and running up to your selected research paper.   It will serve as a forward summery of the backward history you provided in the previous sections of the paper.
3. Feel free to edit out any redundancies in connecting up all the papers into the final one and alter all comments or claims you had made but which now do not seem to fit.


The paper should also include an introduction (about 1-2 pages) and a conclusion (about 2-3 pages).  The Introduction should outline the structure of the entire paper, beginning with your original article, selected out of an interest in the topic (Section 1), its connection or fit to one of four current systems in Psychology (Section 2); The origins of the paradigm and research back to the founding and early growth (late 19th C. and early 20th C.) of psychology as scientific discipline (Section 3); The Renaissance and Enlightenment philosophy that underlies the emerging science, paradigm(s), and research it generate (Section 4); An intellectual history beginning from Greek philosophy and ending with the 21st C paper (Section 5). Then, outline and comment briefly on the supposed value of such a historical review laid out in Hergenhahn (Chapter 1) and my first lecture. These include, appreciating how ideas evolve, realizing the broader ideas underlying current issues, recognizing unsustainable fads or fashions in the discipline, avoiding repetition of mistakes, valuing good but old ideas, and becoming aware of ideology and myths of the discipline. 

For the conclusion, reflect on which one(s) of the values of the historical review rang true for you.  Comment on whether and how the historical review you completed helped you appreciate how ideas evolve etc. Conclude with any other comments that you think are relevant to describe the worth of a historical analysis. 
