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3/19/13 Philosophy 250A: Philosophy of Cognitive Science (Perception)
Requirements

The seminar requirements are of two main kinds: presentations, and papers.

Presentation: All attendees (including auditors) will be required to lead a seminar discussion (or maybe
more than one, depending on our numbers). A presentation should be a critical discussion rather than a
summary or book report (the presenter can assume that other participants have done the reading, and the
other participants will make it the case that such an assumption is correct), and should contain a thesis and
arguments for that thesis. It can concern any topic connected with the week's reading that is of interest to the
presenter. You must discuss your presentation with me sometime before the session in which you present,
just to make sure we're on the same page. Seminar presentations may be given using notes or slides, but
they may not be read aloud from a pre-written paper.

Papers: Students taking the course for credit will be asked to write papers for the course; but there are two
different formats that that could take.

The first option involves writing shortish, weekly homework papers. Students electing this option will have
to do all of the homework assignments (I predict there will 7-8 of them), but won't be asked to write a term
paper at the end of the quarter. The second option is to write a traditional (circa 15 page) term paper at the
end of the quarter on some issue raised during the quarter and (mandatorily) discussed with me by the 7th
week of the quarter. Advantages of the first option: it is a low-risk way of getting acquainted with the
material, and makes receiving an incomplete for the course unlikely. Advantages of the second option: it
allows you the opportunity to dig more deeply into some issue that you care about, and you'll end up with a
stand-alone philosophical paper of which you can be proud.

Grading

I will determine your grade based on the following breakdown:

25% seminar presentations and participation (very much including weeks in which you are not leading the
course)
75% paper(s)

Tentative Schedule

|Week||T0pic ||Reading ||Presenter|
5 Introduction,
.. |[representation, anti- Burge, ch 1-3. Jonathan
April ||. .. .
individualism

12 Individual

- ?
April |[representationalism, I Burge, ch 4-5 '
19 Individual ?, Rick
April |[representationalism, II Burge, ch 6-7 Grush
26 ‘ Perception and objective Burge, ch 8-9 9
April |[reference
3 Body, number, space, Burge, ch 10-11 9

May |land scaling up

10 Preliminaries:
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May |[experience, content Siegel, intro, ch 1-2 ?

17 Methodology, kind . N

May [[properties Siegel, ch3-4 ]

24 . . .

May Causation, objects Siegel, ch5-6 Susanna
o Subject and object Siegel, ch7-8 ?

May ] ] gel, -

;une Catch up, party to be determined by student interest ?

Extra materials

John Campbell's review of Burge (Journal of Philosophy)

Endre Begby's review of Burge (Notre Dame Philosophical Reviews)
James Genone's review of Siegel (Notre Dame Philosophical Reviews)
Barry Maund's review of Siegel (Analysis)

Susanna has also posted a number of responses to her critics.
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http://aardvark.ucsd.edu/perception/www.journalofphilosophy.org/articles/issues/108/5/3.pdf
http://ndpr.nd.edu/news/24627-origins-of-objectivity/
http://ndpr.nd.edu/news/24721-the-contents-of-visual-experience/
http://analysis.oxfordjournals.org/content/72/3/627.full.pdf+html
http://www.people.fas.harvard.edu/~ssiegel/papers/papers.html

