
Theories of Psychiatric Classification 
PNP Seminar 496 - Spring 2016 

Course Syllabus 
T Th 2:30 - 4:00 

Sever 102 
 
1. Instructor 
 

Natalia Washington  
Wilson Hall 101 
nataliawashington@wustl.edu 
Office Hours: W 12:00-2:00 or by appointment 

 
2. Course Description 
 

What is the value and function of psychiatric diagnosis? How should we square the 
descriptive, normative, and categorical goals of the discipline of psychiatry? In this course we 
will examine the empirical, theoretical, and social issues surrounding diagnostic categories for 
mental illness, by examining recent work in the philosophy of psychiatry. Prerequisite: A 300 
level Philosophy course (Phil/PNP 315 is recommended); and PNP Major standing or 
approval of Instructor. Audit option will only be allowed for graduate students. 

 
3. Readings 
 

All readings for this course will be made available on the course website: 
http://nataliawashington.com/theories-of-psychiatric-classification-spring-2016/ 

 
4. Course Requirements and Grading 
 

Grades on will be given on a 0-100 point grading scale: 
 
100-98:  A+ 
97-94:  A 
93-90:   A- 
89-87:   B+ 
86-83:   B  
82-80:   B- 
79-77:   C+ 
76-73:   C 
72-70:   C- 
69-60:   D 
59-0:   F 

 
Students will take one midterm exam, write a final paper, and turn in ten outlines. Potential 
questions for the midterm will be distributed roughly two weeks before the exam date. Final 
grades will be determined thus: 
 

mailto:nataliawashington@wustl.edu
http://nataliawashington.com/theories-of-psychiatric-classification-spring-2016/


Midterm Exam 30% 
Final Paper 40% 
 Prospectus for Final Paper 10% 
Participation (Includes Outlines) 20% 
 

Outlines: Your participation grade will also include your turning in 10 outlines that meet the 
following specifications: 

• Choose one of the papers assigned (the day it is assigned) 

• 1 Page (no more, no less), pulling out the structure of the paper 

• At the bottom, separate from your outline: 
1. Formulate the main question the paper is addressing 
2. Identify one sentence (quoted from the paper itself) that best states the 

answer it gives to that question 
3. Pose a question of your own that the paper provoked 

• May turn in one per class meeting 

• All 10 are due before the prospectus is due, by April 5th 

• Possible exceptions will be made available throughout the semester (i.e. attend a 
philosophy or PNP talk) 

 
Prospectus for Final Paper: A 2-3 page discussion of the paper you would like to write, 
including topic, the question you want to address, the conclusion you want to argue for, and 
how you might go about arguing for it–along with a 1 page outline of the structure of the 
paper as you’re envisioning it at this point. Due April 7th. 
 
Final Paper: 12-15 pages. EMAILED AND ELECTRONICALLY SUBMITTED 
PAPERS WILL NOT BE ACCEPTED. Papers not turned in to the philosophy department 
main office by the end of the class day are considered late. (Sue McKinney or Kimberly 
Mount will be able to direct you as to where you should leave your paper.) For each day late, 
7 points will be deducted. Due April 28th. 

 
5. Classroom Policies 
 

Attendance and participation: Classes will be a mix of lecture and discussion focused on 
the topics raised by the readings. Students are encouraged to ask questions and participate in 
the conversation – this is usually the best way to get a grip on some very abstract issues and 
ultimately to understand philosophy. I realize that not everyone is equally outgoing or 
talkative in class. However, participation in class discussion almost always helps in learning 
philosophy. So while I highly encourage it, I do not penalize students simply for not 
speaking up. That said, a consistent record of participation and attendance always helps a 
student’s final grade if it is on a borderline at the end of the semester.  
 
In addition to your outlines, I will take attendance at the beginning of every class. Starting 
the second week of classes, January 26th, a sign in sheet will be passed around at the 
beginning of every class. You get 5 absences for free, and then subsequent absences are 
penalized: 5 points on the 100 point grading scale will be deducted from your participation 
grade for each class over 5 that you have missed. 
 



Finally, and most importantly, be courteous and respectful toward your fellow 
classmates. Remember that everyone here has had contact with mental illness in our own 
ways! 

 
Plagiarism: With the advent of the internet, plagiarism has become a serious problem at 
universities around the country, particularly in classes like this one, where papers determine a 
substantial part of the grade. In order to avoid plagiarizing from a source, both direct 
quotations and paraphrases or summaries of material found in traditional print media or on the 
internet must be acknowledged. If you have any questions about how this definition will be 
interpreted, please do not hesitate to discuss the matter with me. 
 
Plagiarism and cheating on exams undermines the integrity of the academic community. 
When undetected, it gives the perpetrator an unfair advantage over students who are graded 
on the basis of their own work. In this class we will do our best to detect plagiarism and 
cheating. Students who are aware of violations by others should bring this to my attention. 
This is the right thing to do. It is also in your own self-interest. There will be zero tolerance 
for plagiarism in this course. Plagiarized papers will receive a 0, the student will automatically 
fail the course, and their name will be handed given to the university authorities. 
 
With each paper assignment, a handful of students may be selected at random to submit 
their papers to TurnItIn, an online service that maintains an enormous database of papers 
that it uses to check for instances of plagiarism. 
 
External Sources: Using sources not listed on the syllabus in researching and writing your 
papers is fine, as long as they are both to the point, and are properly cited. And at all times, 
when in doubt, cite your sources! It is the best way to avoid being accused of plagiarism. 
This is probably the best place to make this point, too: Wikipedia can be valuable for getting 
a very broad grasp of positions and debates, but when it gets into details, especially on 
philosophic topics, it is very often horrible – sketchy, convoluted, misinformed, and often 
simply wrong. If you wish to consult online resources, I suggest you use some of the other, 
much better sites. Most prominent is the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, but others 
are useful as well: 
 

Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy http://plato.stanford.edu/ 
The Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy http://www.iep.utm.edu/ 
 

For more on WUStL policy, see:  
 

http://wustl.edu/policies/undergraduate-academic-integrity.html 
http://cornerstone.wustl.edu/DisabilityResources.aspx 

 
 
6. Topics and Readings 
  

Here is a tentative list of topics and readings. We’ll reserve the right to pick and choose as 
we go, depending on how fast we are going, and what catches our collective imagination. 
Specific readings and dates will be announced in class or on the webpage. 

 

http://wustl.edu/policies/undergraduate-academic-integrity.html


Week 1: January 19  
Intro to Philosophy of Psychiatry & DSM Criticism  
 

• Ian Hacking. (2013). “Lost in the forest” 

• Massimiliano Aragona. (2015). “Rethinking received views on the history of 
psychiatric nosology: Minor shifts, major continuities” 

• Rachel Cooper. (2007). Psychiatry and Philosophy of Science, Chapter 1 
 

Week 2: January 26 
Concepts of Disease and Health 
 

• Dominic Murphy (2015). “Concepts of disease and health.” 

• Christopher Boorse. (2013). “Health as a theoretical concept” 
 
Week 3: February 2 
What Makes a Mental Disorder Mental? 
 

• Jerome C. Wakefield. (2006). “What makes a mental disorder mental?”  

• Rachel Cooper. (2013). “What’s special about mental health and disorder?”  

• Rachel Cooper. (2007). Psychiatry and Philosophy of Science, Chapters 2 & 3 

• George Graham. (2010). The disordered mind, Chapter 2 
 
Week 4: February 9 
Issues with Normalization in Psychiatry 
 

• Ron Amundson. (2013). “Against normal function” 

• Anita Silvers. (2013). “A fatal attraction to normalizing: Treating disabilities as 
deviations from ‘species-typical’ functioning” 

 
Week 5: February 16 
Contemporary Naturalist Theories 
 

• Dominic Murphy & Steven Stich. (2000). “Darwin in the madhouse: evolutionary 
psychology and the classification of mental disorders” 

• Kenneth Kendler, Peter Zachar, & Carl Craver. (2011). “What kinds of things 
are psychiatric disorders?” 

 
Week 6: February 23 
Hybrid Theories 

• Jerome Wakefield. (2014). “The Biostatistical theory versus the harmful 
dysfunction analysis, part 1: Is part-dysfunction a sufficient condition for medical 
disorder?” 

• George Graham. (2010). The disordered mind, Chapter 3 

• Lisa Bortolotti. (2013). “Rationality and sanity: The role of rationality judgements 
in understanding psychiatric disorders” 

 



Week 7: March 1 
Hybrid Theories, Continued 
 

• Dominic Murphy. (2006). Psychiatry in the Scientific Image. Chapters 2 and 3 
 

Week 8: March 8 - MIDTERM 
 
Week 9: March 15 - SPRING BREAK – NO CLASS 
 
Week 10: March 22 
The Problem of Looping Effects 
 

• Ian Hacking. (1995). “Looping effects of Human Kinds.” 

• Ian Hacking. (2006). “Making up people.”  

• Serife Tekin. (2014). “The missing self in Hacking’s looping effects” 

• Dominic Murphy. (2006). Psychiatry in the Scientific Image. Chapter 7 
 
Week 11: March 29 
What do we need from Mental Disorders? 
 

• Warren Kinghorn. (2016). “The political science of psychiatric diagnosis: A 
moral defense of the DSM” 

• Nomy Arpaly. (2005). “How it is not ‘just like diabetes’: mental disorders and the 
moral psychologist” 

• Stephen J. Morse. (2011). “Mental disorder and criminal law” 
 

Week 12: April 5 
New Constructionist Theories? 
 

• PROSPECTUS DUE April 7th 

• Dominic Murphy. (2014). “Natural kinds in folk psychology and in psychiatry” 

• Michael Loughlin & Andrew Miles. (2015). “Psychiatry, objectivity, and realism 
about value” 

 
Week 13: April 12 
New Constructionist Theories? 

 

• Ron Mallon. (forthcoming). Making it up as we go along: The social construction of human 
kinds. Selections, TBA 

 
Week 14: April 19 
Where do we go from here? The RDoC and Beyond 
 

• Kathryn Tabb. (2015). “Psychiatric progress and the assumption of diagnostic 
discrimination” 



• Daniel F. Hartner & Kari Theuer. (manuscript). “Why psychiatry should not seek 
mechanisms of disorder.” 

 
Week 15: April 26 
Where do we go from here? The RDoC and Beyond 
 

• FINAL PAPER DUE April 28th 

• Sandra Harding. (2015). Objectivity and diversity: Another logic of scientific research. 
Chapter 1 

• Phoebe Friesen. (manuscript). “Let a thousand ontologies bloom.” 


