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9.30 David Sosa (Texas at Austin) 
‘Heresies of Heresay’
ABSTRACT. In his “Knowledge by Heresay,” John McDowell is mainly concerned to undermine what he sees as a traditional presupposition about epistemic normativity. Too much work in epistemology has supposed that any mediated justification, for example the sort we have for beliefs based on testimony, must be constituted by an argument. But though the normative standing delivered by *having heard that p* is for him effectively a case study in support of a more general theme, McDowell does there make a number of additional important claims about the nature of our acquiring knowledge by heresay. I favor a different view and in this paper I delineate some of its contours, partly by comparing it with positions in McDowell’s work.

david_sosa@mail.utexas.edu
11.15
Tea/Coffee

11.30 Adrian Haddock (Stirling)

‘What is the Myth of the Given?’
ABSTRACT. John McDowell’s attack on the idea of the Given commits him to a version of transcendental idealism.  So says Richard Gaskin, in his recent study of McDowell’s philosophy.  But Gaskin’s argument is flawed on several counts.  In particular, it misunderstands what the Myth of the Given is supposed to be.  Correcting this misunderstanding in the way I suggest will enable us not only to see where Gaskin goes awry, but also to see some familiar aspects of McDowell’s philosophy in a fresh light.   


adrian.haddock@stir.ac.uk
1.15
Lunch

2.15 Paul Snowdon (UCL) 
‘McDowell on Disjunctivism, Experience and Scepticism’

ABSTRACT. McDowell has developed a disjunctivist account of perception, which is supposedly both plausible in itself and a ground for some highly desirable epistemological consequences. My question is: does the account really work? I present an interpretation of it, defend it against some recent criticisms of different aspects of it by Blackburn and Wright, and then raise some other problems.


p.snowdon@ucl.ac.uk
4.00
Tea/Coffee

4.15 Susanna Siegel (Harvard) 
‘The Fact View and the Content View’
ABSTRACT. This paper explores the relationship between two theories of the nature of visual experience, both of which have been associated with John McDowell. According to the Fact view, experiences of seeing ordinary objects consist in an irreducible relation to facts of the form: object o has property F. According to the Content View, such experiences have contents, where these are given by accuracy conditions. Many philosophers have taken these views to be incompatible. Recently a number have argued against the Content View, and in a new paper McDowell himself seems to retract it. I identify a version of the Content View that is compatible with the Fact View, defend it on independent grounds, and argue that it is a natural extension of the Fact View. The paper can thus be seen as making a case that McDowell should hold on to the Content View.

ssiegel@fas.harvard.edu
6.00
Break

6.30
Wine Reception
7.30 Dinner 
Stirling Management Centre
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9.30 Ram Neta (North Carolina)


‘Is Knowledge a Standing in the Space of Reasons?’
ABSTRACT. McDowell has, on a number of occasions, said that knowledge is a standing in the space of reasons.  But what does this saying amount to?  And what reason, if any, is there to accept it?  In this paper, I address these two questions.


neta@email.unc.edu
11.15
Tea/Coffee

11.30
John McDowell (Pittsburgh)

‘Avoiding the Myth of the Given’
ABSTRACT. I propose that mythical Givenness would be a supposed availability for knowing that does not require, in those to whom things are  

supposedly given, capacities that would in fact be necessary for the  kind of knowledge in question.  Rejecting the Myth has implications for how to think about givenness in perceptual experience.  In  elaborating these implications, I query my own earlier assumption  that to avoid the Myth we need to credit perceptual experience with  propositional content, and that the content of an experience would  need to include everything that the experience enables its subject to  know noninferentially.


jmcdowel@pitt.edu 
1.15
Lunch

2.15
Jennifer Hornsby (Birkbeck)

‘Agents’ Capacities and their Knowledge’
ABSTRACT. I have two main agenda: (1) to retract a claim which I made prominent in Actions (1980) and have defended on occasions since; (2) to situate the picture one gets when one drops the claim that I now retract among some thoughts about action and knowledge. On (1). I was wrong to say that actions occur inside agents’ bodies. In order to respect the fact that human agents are bodily beings, we must think of those movements-of-our-bodies-that-we-cause not as effects of actions but by reference to our causing of them. On (2), even such events as we (qua rational agents) cause and which are effects of our actions should not be thought of merely as such effects. For events whose occurrence depends upon an action depend, not only upon the agent’s having capacities of movement, but also upon the agent’s knowing what they do.
j.hornsby@bbk.ac.uk
4.00
Tea/Coffee
4.15 Adrian Moore (Oxford) 
‘Vats, Sets, and Tits’
ABSTRACT.  In this essay I begin with Hilary Putnam's celebrated argument that we could not be brains in vats. I argue that there is a route from this argument to a radical version of transcendental idealism. Since I myself find the argument attractive, but the version of transcendental idealism in question unattractive, I suggest, although I do not argue, that we should resist travelling along that route. My concern in this essay is simply to trace the route and to say something about why its destination is unattractive.

adrian.moore@philosophy.ox.ac.uk

6.00
End of Workshop
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