The Name of the Rose with Sean Connery, Christian Slater, F. Murray Abraham (1986) - Directed by Jean-Jacques Annaud from the novel by Umberto Eco (1980)

Eco is an Italian philosopher and semiotician.  (Semiotics is the study of signs and their interpretations.  As you will see, Eco is also well-versed in history.)  He became much more widely known outside of his field when he wrote what would become a major novel, popular not only in intellectual circles.  As always, complex philosophical novels cannot be translated to film without losing something, but this film maintains a good amount of the food for thought that contributed to the success of the novel.  On one level, this is a murder mystery set in a 14th century monastery.  On other levels, though, it probes interesting philosophical issues, some of which I mention for your consideration here.  Some of these, or something else on the film, may show up on your midterm or final exam.  The last one of these, however, is your first writing assignment.

1. Notice that the Franciscans are all "normal" looking, while all the Benedictines are frightening or deformed.  Do you suppose that this has anything to do with the fact that the Benedictines disapprove of laughter and comedy, while the Franciscans appreciate these things?  What did you make of that discussion?

2. Eco is fond of literary allusions - the most obvious here is to Sherlock Holmes, in the person of William of Baskerville, who really is a detective of sorts.  Notice how William is more of a "modern" man than the others.  Like everyone else, he is a man of God, yet unlike everyone else, he is devoted to reason as the instrument of truth.  He chides the abbot for arriving at supernatural conclusions just because he can find no natural explanation.  What is William's attitude?

3. Jorge says that a) laughter kills fear, b) without fear there can be no faith, because c) without fear of the devil, there is no need for God.  What is your evaluation of this argument?

4. William laughs, and William is also something of a skeptic.  Recall his answer when Adso asks him if this is a place abandoned by God.  Others keep telling us about the enemies of faith.  Is laughter, then, the enemy of faith, or is it doubt?  What's more important, faith or truth? Notice that it is William who is able to discern the truth about the world while retaining faith.  How do you evaluate William's piety?

5. Evaluate the logic in Bernardo's speech at the trial, and of the inquisition in general.

6. Was it a miracle that the girl was saved?

7. What do you make of the debate with the Pope's envoys about the poverty of Christ?

8. Recall the discussion between Adso and William about love and lust.  Did Adso love the girl, or was he wrong?  Is there a difference between love and lust?
9. How does William disprove the Abbot’s theory that the first monk killed, the translator, was murdered by a demon who through him through a window without breaking the glass.
10.  First writing assignment:  William can find his way around because he knows what the signs mean.  This library really is a labyrinth -does that suggest something about libraries in general, or knowledge in general?  Is it true that the answers are all around if you know how to look?  How does William know how to look?  Why does he insist on reason and inquiry?  2-3 pages, double spaced, 12-point font, 1-inch margins all around.
