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Abstract

Leibniz’s disagreements with Malebranche are more than theologically
mgmﬁcam By tracing Leibniz’s phllosophlcal developmem in response to the
of

and of Amauld, the signi of Leibniz’s
response to Malebranche’s criticism of !he Scholastic concept of causation becomes
evident. M as Leibniz d in his fully e his criticism

of Malebranche had application more widely to Locke and Newton. Much of the
cighteenth century movement from Hume to Kant had its predecessors in the seventeenth
century debate between Malebranche and Leibniz: while Malebranche creates the
context for Hume’s critique of the ordinary concept of causation, Leibniz’s response to
Malebranche suggests the direction of Kant’s response to Hume.



Introduction
This is a study of Leibniz’s reaction and response to the “occasionalism’ of

Malebranche. While Leibniz’s disagreements with Malebranche may seem to be of

merely theological significance, his attempts to di iate himself from M
prefigure and have probably influenced the direction of the great eighteenth century

the nature of ion in Hume and Kant. Thus, although

Leibniz’s attempts to di himself from do occur in the context of a
theological debate, there is much more of interest to the history of modern philosophy
here than a simple debate over God’s dignity and power.

Since this study is focused on Malebranche, Leibniz, and their influence on the
eighteenth century positions of Hume and Kant with respect to causality, it is divided into
three chapters: one on Malebranche’s philosophy with specific attention to his critique
of the Scholastic concept of causation, one on the history of Leibniz’s development as it
arises in reaction to Malebranche and through the prompting of Amauld, and one on its
importance to the history of modern philosophy.

Chapter I offers an account of the occasionalism of Malebranche and Leibniz’s
initial sympathy with it, although with reservations. This chapter is focused on
Malebranche’s critique of the Scholastic concept of causation as it appears in The Search
after Truth. [t also is concerned with Leibniz’s early statements about the philosophy of

in their I have benefited from the work of Charles

McCracken, who situates Malebranche in his proper context through a very full account
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of Malebranche’s relation to both the New Physics of the seventeenth century and the
Scholastic Aristotelian tradition.

Chapter II presents a reading of the history of Leibniz’s development as a reaction
to Malebranche and through his confrontation with Arnauld. It covers a range of the
Leibnizian corpus from the Discourse on Metaphysics through the Leibniz-Amauld
correspondence to Leibniz’s correspondence with Samuel Clarke. [ have found Stuart

Brown'’s recent article on Leibniz and Malebranche particularly helpful. In it he

interprets the of Leibniz’s phii as a reaction to Malebranche through
the prompting of Amauld. Nicholas Jolley’s work on Leibniz and Locke, and Ezio

Vailati’s account of the Leibniz-Clarke have been il for the later

reaction of Leibniz to Locke and Clarke.

Chapter I1I draws out the ions of Leibniz’s for the

eighteenth century debate between Hume and Kant. Charles McCracken gives a very full
account of Malebranche’s relation to Hume; Donald Rutherford provides an intriguing
interpretation of Leibniz’s mature account of space, time, and intersubstantial causation;
and Gottfried Martin provides a helpful interpretation of relations in Leibniz’s philosophy
with specific reference to space and time.

[ have drawn together these matters in the following conclusion: this seventeenth

century debate the eif century di ion of causality in Hume and

Kant. In so doing, I consider myself to have revealed a major philosophical significance
of Leibniz's response to occasionalism. This is not just what it appears to be, a dispute

between two theologians over God’s dignity and power. It is a dispute of much more



philosophical significance. Leibniz’s response to Malebranche prefigures what is
arguably one of the most significant developments in the history of modem philosophy —

the response of Kant to Hume.



Chapter [: Malebranche on Causation
What is the difference between the concepts of causation of Malebranche and
Leibniz? This question deserves particular attention since Leibniz’s disagreements with

are often as a mere ical dispute about God’s dignity and

wisdom when, much more significantly, the philosophy behind this debate prefigures
(and has actually influenced) the famous eighteenth century debate over the nature of
causation. Although much of this seventeenth century debate is theologically inspired, in
the movement from Malebranche through Leibniz we can see a development away from
the Cartesian concept of causation (where, for example, bodies are considered to be
entirely passive and without causal force) toward the skepticism concerning the concept

of ion in Hume or the subj of in the Kantian

philosophy.
Much of the development of the concept of causation in the philosophy of Leibniz
occurs within the context of the mind-body problem, which has its origin in the

philosophy of Descartes. In his itations on First Phi Descartes

mind, whose principle attribute is thought, and body, whose principle attribute is

extension, as distinct substances that cannot interact with each other in any way. Much

of Descartes’ phil ing this ive distil between mind and body,

is a reaction against Schy i i it In The World, for example, Descartes

his di: from the Ari: ian tradition by focusing on their different
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