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ABSTRACTS

“Newton, the Third Law, and Active Quantity of Matter”
ADWAIT PARKER (Stanford, Paris Diderot)
Newton’s argument for universal gravity in Book III, Proposition 7, of Principia (1687) faced a well-known objection. He 
had no empirical evidence that the third law of motion applies to gravity, but needed to assume this to demonstrate 
gravitational interaction is proportional to the mass of even the attracting body. In this paper, I argue Newton was 
aware of an even deeper, associated problem that his critics seem to have missed.   First, I show that by spring of 
1685, Newton had distinguished active and passive quantities of matter, a distinction we normally associate with the 
20th century.  Second, I show that, in the initial version of Book III, Newton struggled to articulate a conception of the 
third law of motion which would allow active quantity of matter to inherit the additive structure of passive quantity 
of matter.  He recognized this need to deduce particle-to-particle interaction.  Third, I show this distinction and these 
struggles are subtly reflected in the language of Book III, Proposition 7, and in other important places of Principia.  In 
place of empirical evidence for the composition of attractions, Newton consistently appealed to magnets.  I contend this 
argument by analogy is not inconsistent with Newton’s experimental philosophy.  In fact, the development of potential 
theory in the 18th century shows Newton was sensitive to a meaningful problem.

“Newton’s Scaffolding: The Instrumental Roles of His Optical Hypotheses”
KIRSTEN WALSH (Exeter)
Early modern experimental philosophers often appear to commit to, and utilize, corpuscular and mechanical hypotheses. 
This is somewhat mysterious: such hypotheses frequently appear to be simply assumed, odd for a research program 
which emphasizes the careful experimental accumulation of facts. Isaac Newton was one such experimental philosopher, 
and his optical work is considered a clear example of the experimental method. Focusing on his optical investigations, I 
identify three roles for hypotheses. Firstly, Newton introduces a hypothesis to explicate his abstract theory. The purpose 
here is primarily to improve understanding or uptake of the theory. Secondly, he uses a hypothesis as a platform from 
which to generate some crucial experiments to decide between competing accounts. The purpose here is to suggest 
experiments in order to bring a dispute to empirical resolution. Thirdly, he uses a hypothesis to suggest an underlying 
physical cause, which he then operationalizes and represents abstractly in his formal theory. The second and third roles 
are related in that they are both cases of scaffolding: hypotheses provide a temporary platform from which further 
experimental work and/or theorising can be carried out. In short, the entities and processes included in Newton’s optical 
hypothesis are not simply assumed hypothetical posits. Rather, they play instrumental roles in Newton’s experimental 
philosophy.

http://www.univ-paris-diderot.fr/
http://www.cnrs.fr/
http://www.sphere.univ-paris-diderot.fr/
http://hps.master.univ-paris-diderot.fr/


Ecole Nationale

Supérieure
d'Architecture

Paris-Val de Seine

INALCO

Bulac

  Rue Marie Andrée Lagroua Weill-Hallé  

  Rue Albert Einstein

Ru
e N

eu
ve

 To
lb

iac

Rue
 P

rim
o L

év
i

Rue
 R

en
é G

os
cin

ny

Rue
 Th

om
as

 M
an

n  

Rue Jeanne Chauvin

Rue
 de

s G
ra

nd
s M

ou
lin

s 

Rue
 de

s G
ra

nd
s M

ou
lin

s

Rue
 Fr

an
ço

ise
 D

olt
o

Rue
 H

élè
ne

 B
rio

n

Rue
 A

lic
e D

om
on

 et
 Lé

on
ie 

Duq
ue

t
  R

ue
 N

ico
le-

Re
ine

 Le
pa

ut
e

Rue Elsa Morante

Rue
 W

at
t  

  R
ue

 W
at

t 

 

 

Rue
 W

at
t

Rue de la Croix Jarry  

  R
ue

 J
ea

n 
An

to
ine

 d
e B

aïf

Allée d’Ivry

Rue des Frigos   

     Rue M
arguerite Duras

Bo
ule

va
rd

 du
 gé

né
ra

l d
’Arm

ée
 Je

an
 S

im
on

La Seine

Rue
  J

uli
e D

au
bié

Jardindes Grands Moulins

Abbé Pierre

PlaceAurélie
Nemours

PlaceP. Ricoeur

Rue du Chevaleret

Rue Louise Bourgeois

<<  Barge du CROUS 

  Quai Panhard et Levassor

Avenue de France

Avenue de France

Avenue de France
Es

pla
na

de
 P.

 V
ida

l-N
aq

ue
t

LOFT

C

1
2

3 4

5

6
7

8
9

10

LOFT

Complexe Sportif

Médecine préventive

BVE / Service culture

Relais handicap

  LES GRANDS MOULINS
  Esplanade Pierre Vidal-Naquet
  16 rue Marguerite Duras
  5 rue Thomas Mann  

  LA HALLE AUX FARINES
  Esplanade Pierre Vidal-Naquet
  10/16 rue Françoise Dolto

  TOUR VOLTAIRE
  2 rue Marguerite Duras

laboratoire SPHERE, UMR 7219  
CONDORCET
4 rue Elsa Morante
10 rue Alice Domon et Léonie DuquetL

  BUFFON 
  4 rue Marie-Andrée Lagroua Weill-Hallé
  15 rue Hélène Brion

  LAMARCK B
  35 rue Hélène Brion
  5 rue Marie-Andrée Lagroua Weill-Hallé

  LAMARCK A
  39 rue Hélène Brion

  SOPHIE GERMAIN
  8 Place Aurélie Nemours
  9 rue de la Croix Jarry

  LAVOISIER 
  15/17 rue Jean Antoine de Baïf

  OLYMPE DE GOUGES
  8 Place Paul Ricœur

Accueils

Bibliothèque

Cafétéria

Restaurant

 Bâtiment Condorcet, 
Laboratoire SPHERE,
Sciences, Philisophie, Histoire
UMR 7219

UNIVERSITE PARIS DIDEROT
Campus PRG, 75013 Paris




