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AAP 2012 Conference Schedule 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Sunday, July 1st 

 

2pm Registration opens. Coffee and tea will be served in the foyer of building 67. 

 

5pm Opening session, room 107 

 

Welcome to Country 

 

Welcome to Delegates from Professor Paul Wellings, Vice Chancellor of the University of Wollongong 

 

AAP Presidential Address: Professor Peter Anstey (Otago), Locke on the Nature of Mind 

 

7pm Reception for all delegates, foyer of building 67. 



Monday, July 2nd

Room 101 Room 102 Room 104 Room 203 Room 208 Room 209 Room 301 Room 302 Room 303

9:00-

9:55

John Wilkins 

(Sydney/Melbou

rne) and Malte 

Ebach (UNSW)

The role of 

classification in 

the natural 

sciences

Michael Vincent

(UQ)

Consensus, 

Coherence, and 

Social Contract

James Chase

(U Tas)

Disagreement 

and 

Methodological 

Difference in 

Philosophy

Stuart Brock, 

Cei Maslen, and 

Justin Ngai

(all VU 

Wellington)

A Puzzle About 

Fictional 

Characters

Claudio Mazzola

(UQ)

In Defense of 

Discrete Time

 

Alexander 

Sandgren

(ANU) and 

Alexandra 

Varlakov (UQ)

Informative 

names

Richard Corry

(U Tas)

Powers Take the 

Field

Susan Pennings

(ANU)

Virtue Ethics and 

Experimental 

Psychology

10:00-

10:55

Alex von Stein

(Arizona)

Fitness, Drift, 

and Selection

Paul Barry

(La Trobe)

Making Sense of 

Singer: 

Utilitarianism, 

Equality and 

Racism

Daniel Stoljar

(ANU)

Self-Intimation 

and Necessity

Ricky Sebold

(La Trobe)

Metaphysical 

Realism and the 

Varieties of 

Subject-World 

Correlations in 

Phenomenology

Ross Pain

(La Trobe)

Thing, Event, Metrical 

Discourse and Special 

Relativity: Making 

Sense of Sellars' Time 

and the World Order

David Wiens

(ANU)

Preserving Harm

Paolo Santorio

(ANU)

Descriptions as 

Variables

John Thornton

(Griffith)

The 

Phenomenologic

al Negation of 

the Causal 

Closure of the 

Physical

Nin Kirkham

(UWA)

Transcending 

our Biology: The 

Appeal to Nature 

in Virtue Ethics

11:30-

12:55

2:00-

2:55

Weng Hong 

Tang

(NU Singapore)

Reliabilism and 

Justified 

Degrees of 

Belief

Michael Smith

(Princeton)

Moral 

Judgements, 

Judgements 

About Reasons, 

and Motivations

Peter Bowden

(Sydney)

Ethics across 

the disciplines 

Hedda Hassel

(Oslo)

Phenomenology 

of agency as 

experience of 

causation

 

Alex Silk

(Michigan)

Evidence-

Sensitivity in 

Weak Necessity 

Deontic Modals

Nathan Sinclair

(Sydney)

The master 

argument 

against analytic 

truth

Wylie 

Breckenridge

(CSU)

Theseus, 

Parthood, 

Performance

3:00-

3:55

D.M. Gray

(MIT)

Living to See 

Another Day

Garrett Cullity

(Adelaide)

Reasons and Fit

Clare 

McCausland, 

Siobhan 

O'Sullivan, and 

Scott Brenton

(all Melbourne)

A utilitarian 

argument 

against animal 

exploitation

Chris 

Bessemans

(KU Leuven)

Moral conflicts 

and moral 

awareness

Karen Bland

(Adelaide)

The 

Compatibility of 

Pragmatism and 

Pluralism

Wolfgang 

Schwarz

(ANU)

Worms First! In 

defense of 

diachronic 

rationality

Edward Elliott

(ANU)

Fregeanism and 

the Referential 

Capacities of the 

Very Young

Denis Robinson

(Auckland)

Constitution, 

polysortal 

objects, and 

counterfactuals 

for engineers.

4:30-

6:30

GRADUATE 

CAREER 

WORKSHOP

Mark Colyvan 

(Sydney), David 

Chalmers 

(ANU/NYU), 

Michelle 

Montague 

(Oxford)

ASSOCIATIONS 

HEADS 

MEETING

Morning Tea

Keynote, Room 107: Galen Strawson, Real Naturalism

Lunch

NEW WORK IN 

PHILOSOPHY 

OF BIOLOGY

Pierrick Bourrat 

(Sydney), Mark 

Colyvan 

(Sydney), 

Stephen 

Downes (Utah), 

Peter Godfrey-

Smith (CUNY), 

Adam Hochman 

(Sydney), Emily 

Parkes 

(Pennsylvania)

Afternoon Tea

PHIL BIO 

PHIL BIO 



Tuesday, July 3rd

Routledge/Taylor and Francis Reception Celebrating 90 Years of the AJP, 6pm, 67 Foyer

Room 101 Room 102 Room 104 Room 203 Room 208 Room 209 Room 301 Room 302 Room 303

9:00-

9:55

Shane Waugh

(Wollongong)

Humility, Ignorance 

and Inattention

  

OPENING OF 

FAPSA 

CONFERENCE

Gregory Strom

(Sydney)

Deviant Causal 

Chains, De Re 

Knowledge and 

Weakness of the 

Will

Karl Rollings

(Sydney)

Reconciling 

motivational 

judgment 

externalism with 

moral 

inescapability

Holly Lawford-

Smith

(ANU)

Benefiting from 

Failures to 

Address Climate 

Change

Benjamin Miller

(Stanford)

Justifying the 

Civic Virtue

Max Cresswell

(VU Wellington)

A Lockian 

Geometric 

Demonstration

10:00-

10:55

Fiona Jenkins

(ANU)

Singing the Post-

Discrimination Blues: 

Notes for a Critique 

of Academic 

Meritocracy

Arnon Levy

(Van Leer 

Institute)

Model 

Organisms 

aren't Models

Daniel Cohen 

and Wylie 

Breckenridge

(both CSU)

Has Smith 

solved the Moral 

Problem?

9:30 - 10:55

Laurance 

Splitter

(HKIE)

The Principle of 

Personal Worth 

(PPW)

Mark Anthony 

Dacela

(De La Salle)

Are Modal 

Conditions 

Necessary for 

Knowledge?

Ben Blumson

(NU Singapore)

Properties and 

Probabilities

Amanda 

Montgomery

(NYU)

Can Theoretical 

Uncertainty 

Resurrect 

Pascal's Wager?

Sarah Elizabeth 

Holmes

(George Washington)

The Exceptionalism 

Plane: Quantifying 

Cultural "Self-Love" at 

the International Level

Kirsten Walsh

(Otago)

The 

Methodological 

Role of Newton's 

Hypotheses

11:30-

12:55

E. Goddard and S. Dodds 

(both U Tas), Not Just a 

Pipeline Problem: Improving 

Women's Participation in 

Philosophy in Australia / A. 

Rini (Massey), Why Did 

New Zealand Philosophy 

Departments Stop Hiring 

Women Philosophers?

Adrian Currie

(ANU)

Beyond 

Tracecentrism

Neil Levy

(Florey 

Neuroscience 

Institutes)

Consciousness 

and moral 

responsibility

Robert Wilson

(Alberta)

Collaborative Inquiry 

out of School: 

Philosophy Boot 

Camp, or the Endless 

Summer?"

Daniel Nolan

(ANU)

Say It But Don't 

Mean It

David Coady

(U Tas)

Rumour, 

Conspiracy 

Theory and 

Propaganda

Ramon Das

(VU Wellington)

Humanitarian 

intervention and 

non-ideal theory

Stephen 

Hetherington

(UNSW)

The Gettier 

problem as an 

infallibilist 

confusion

William Harper

(UWO)

Isaac Newton's 

Scientific 

Method

2:00-

2:55
 

Michelle 

Montague

(Bristol)

Content and 

awareness of 

awareness

WORKSHOP 

WITH 

CHILDREN 

FROM 

WOLLONGONG 

SCHOOL

Di Stringer

(Adelaide)

Agency and the 

Open Future

Rohan Sud

(Michigan)

Imprecise 

Decision Theory: 

A Game 

Theoretic 

Exploration

Rachael Boch

(Brigham Young)

Internalism, 

Externalism, and 

Epistemic 

Normativism

Elizabeth Sund

(Monash)

Catharine Trotter 

Cockburn's Theory of 

Moral Obligation: A 

Lockean Bridge 

Between Hutcheson 

and Clarke

Christophe 

Bouton

(Bordeaux)

The Emergence 

of Time (Kant, 

Bergson and 

Modern Physics)

3:00-

3:55

Katrina Hutchison

(Macquarie)

Sages and cranks: the 

difficulty of identifying 'first 

rate' philosophers

Erik Anderson

(Drew)

Nature, 

Cognition, and 

Positive 

Aesthetics

REFLECTIONS 

ON 

CHILDREN'S 

WORKSHOP

Mara Bollard

(Sydney)

Psychopathy, 

Autism and 

Questions of 

Moral Agency

Daniel Singer

(Michigan)

Modeling Peer 

Disagreement

Dan Marshall

(HKU)

Nominalism and 

Modal 

Comparitives

Jennifer Carr

(MIT)

Subjective 

'Ought'

Paul Formosa

(Macquarie)

Dignity and 

Respect: 

Understanding 

Kant's Formula 

of Humanity

4:30-

6:00

Justine McGill

(Melbourne)

The Silencing of 

Women

Richard Menary

(Macquarie)

Neural Plasticity 

and Cognitive 

Niches

Ian Hunt

(Flinders)

Marx and Rawls 

on the Justice of 

Capitalism and 

the Market: A 

Possible 

Synthesis?

Janette Poulton

(FAPSA)

Workshop: p4c 

Training 

Programs

Tristram 

McPherson

(Virginia 

Tech/Melbourne)

What is at stake 

in debates 

between 

normative 

realists?

Doug McConnell

(Macquarie)

Ainslie's account 

of agency and 

addiction: A 

critique

Lachlan 

Doughney

(La Trobe)

The folk 

psychology of 

attention

Jonathan Simon

(ANU)

"Consciousness" 

Is Not Vague

Jack Reynolds

(La Trobe)

Phenomenology 

and Virtue 

Ethics: 

Complementary 

Anti-theoretical 

Ethical 

Trajectories? 

Morning Tea

THE EVOLVED 

APPRENTICE

Kim Sterelny 

(ANU), Stephen 

Downes (Utah), 

Phil Gerrans 

(Adelaide), John 

Sutton 

(Macquarie)

Afternoon Tea

Lunch

Women in 
Philosophy 

FAPSA 

PHIL BIO 

PHIL BIO 

PHIL BIO 

PHIL BIO 

FAPSA 

FAPSA 

FAPSA 

FAPSA 

FAPSA 

Women in 
Philosophy 

Women in 
Philosophy 

Women in 
Philosophy 



Wednesday, July 4th

Conference Dinner: 7pm, Seacliff Restaurant, Wollongong

Room 101 Room 102 Room 104 Room 203 Room 208 Room 209 Room 301 Room 302 Room 303

9:00-

9:55

Kevin Keith

(Sydney)

Homology and 

Mechanism in 

Developmental 

Cognitive 

Science: The 

Case of 

Attachment 

Theory

Anke Snoek

(Macquarie)

Addiction and 

Diachronic 

Agency: 

integrating 

theoretical and 

empirical 

approaches

Rachel 

Schneebaum

(Arizona)

Introspection 

without 

Phenomenal 

Consciousness

Janette Poulton

(FAPSA)

What does it 

take to teach 

Philosophy to 

School 

Children?

Syano Musyimi

(Bristol)

The Eleatic 

Principle and 

Absence 

Causation

Richard Hou

(NCCU, Taiwan)

Epistemic 

Possibility and 

Zhuang Zhou's 

Butterfly Dream

Suzy Killmister

(Massey)

Moral 

Responsibility 

and Personal 

Autonomy

Anton Killin

(VU Wellington)

Fictionalism 

about musical 

works

10:00-

10:55

Neil McDonnell

(Macquarie)

Contrast and 

Fragility in 

Causation

Jeanette 

Kennett

(Macquarie)

Addiction: 

Choice or 

Disease? How 

voluntary is 

voluntary 

behaviour in 

addiction?

Stephanie Lewis

(MCM LLC)

Where (in logical 

space) is God?

Laurence 

Splitter

(HKIE)

The Lives of 

Their Minds

Kristie Miller, 

Sam Baron, and 

Raamy Majeed

(all Sydney)

Negative 

Properties

Chung-I  Lin

(Tapei Medical 

University)

Fine-grained 

argument and 

conceptualism

Ben Cross

(Sydney)

Incentives, 

Inequality, and 

Virtue: A Case 

for Perfection

Sondra 

Bacharach and 

Isobel Cairns

(both VU 

Wellington)

Street Art

11:30-

12:55

3:00-

3:55

Will Newsome

(Macquarie)

Cultural and 

neural 

complementarity 

in the 

organization of 

cognition

Andres Luco

(Nanyang Tech)

Tracing the 

Moral Arc: Moral 

Properties in a 

Functionalist 

Theory of Social 

Change

Peter Godfrey-

Smith

(The Graduate 

Center, CUNY)

Sender-receiver 

models and 

animal signaling

Gabriel Watts

(Sydney)

Thinking about 

Feelings: 

Engaging School 

Students with 

the Philosophy 

of Emotion

Bruce Long

(Sydney)

A Trilemma 

Towards 

Physicalism 

About 

Information

Linton Wang

(Chung Cheng 

University)

The 

Contextualist* 

Anguish at 

Epistemic 

Possibilities

Matthew 

Hammerton

(ANU)

Are all duties 

directed?

Mirko  Farina

(Macquarie)

Neither Touch 

nor Vision: 

Sensory 

Substitution as 

Artificial 

Synaesthesia

Paul Boswell

(Michigan)

Fiction and Idea 

in Hume's 

Treatise

4:30-

6:00

Karola Stotz

(Sydney)

A Nonreductive 

Explanatory 

Integration from 

Physics to 

Biology

Alan Hajek

(ANU)

Philosophical 

Heuristics II

Paul Griffiths

(Sydney)

Where is the 

philosophy of 

emotion going?

Azam  Golam

(La Trobe)

Tolerance Based 

Multiculturalism 

in South Asia: 

The Case of 

India

John Howes

(Learningguild)

Plato's 

questions: what 

is aret!, and is it 

something 

taught?

Joe Mintoff

(Newcastle)

Does Moral 

Philosophy 

Corrupt its 

Students?

Dejan Simkovic

(Sydney)

Clarke and 

Hume on moral 

phenomenology: 

an unlikely 

alliance against 

skepticism

Nicholas Smith

(Auckland)

Qualified-Agent 

Theories of 

Right Action

TRACKING, 

COGNITION, 

AND 

KNOWLEDGE

Nicolas Bullot 

(Macquarie), 

Phil Gerrans 

(Macquarie), 

Kim Shaw-

Williams (ANU)

Morning Tea

Keynote, Room 107: Rebecca Kukla, Performative Force, Convention, and Discursive Injustice

Lunch/AGM

Afternoon Tea

MC & LE 

!"#$"%

!"#$"%

!"#$"%

PHIL BIO 

MC & LE 

MC & LE 

MC & LE 



Thursday, July 5th

Room 101 Room 102 Room 104 Room 203 Room 208 Room 301 Room 302 Room 303

9:00-

9:55

Brad Weslake

(Rochester)

Statistical 

Mechanical 

Imperialism

Nikolai Alksnis

(La Trobe)

The Limits of 

Affordances

John Maier

(Sydney)

Possible worlds 

and option spaces

Toby Handfield

(Monash)

The ethics of 

extinction

Alejandro Pérez 

Carballo

(USC)

We are all 

expressivists now

Ben  Bramble

(Sydney)

The right form of 

welfarism about 

value

Georgie Statham

(UWA)

Causes as 

Deviations from the 

Normal

David Ripley

(Melbourne)

Anything goes

10:00-

10:55

Zoe Drayson

(ANU)

On The Level

Adriane Rini

(Massey)

The Well 

Proportioned 

Syllogism

David Chalmers

(ANU)

Two Concepts of 

Metaphysical 

Possibility

Andy Lamey

(Monash)

Ecosystems as 

Spontaneous 

Orders

Denise Vigani

(The Graduate 

Center, CUNY)

Moral Judgments 

and Identity-Based 

Motivation

 

Mohammad Mehdi 

Naderi

(Islamic Azad)

Introduction to the 

objectivity and 

nature of Farabi's 

political philosophy

Jeremiah Joven 

Joaquin

(De La Salle)

Sidering Prior's 

Tonk 

11:30-

12:55

2:00-

2:55

Tudor  Baetu

(Konrad Lorenz)

A multilevel 

approach to 

understanding 

species

Sandra Field

(Princeton)

Two errors of 

absolutism: 

Hobbes and 

Spinoza

Michael Hughes

(Connecticut)

Lehrer's Solution 

to the Preface and 

the Lottery: New 

Formal Problems

Elena Walsh

(Sydney)

Emotions and 

Natural Kinds

Ben Fraser

(ANU)

Moral error 

theories and folk 

metaethics

Miri Albahari

(UWA)

Can 

consciousness 

observe its own 

impermanence in 

Buddhist 

meditation? 

Hartley Slater

(UWA)

Logic is not 

Mathematical

3:00-

3:55
 

Phillip Krohn

(Monash)

Obligations to 

Future Persons

Nicholas Best

(Indiana)

Incommensurabilit

y at the level of 

theory of 

reference: An 

example from the 

history of 

chemistry

Joshua May

(Monash)

Does Disgust 

Influence Moral 

Judgment?

Katia Vavova

(Mount Holyoke)

A Dilemma for the 

Darwinian 

Debunker

Ching Keng

(Chengchi 

Univeristy)

Two Stages of 

“Reality” - On the 

debate between 

Garfield and Gold 

about the 

Trisvabh!vanirde"

a

Greg Restall

(Melbourne)

Logical Constants 

and Focusing 

Disagreements

4:30-

6:00

DEMYSTIFYING

THE ARC

Catriona 

MacKenzie

(Macquarie)

John Sutton

(Macquarie)

What is it like to 

bat?

Peter Menzies

(Macquarie)

The Causal 

Closure Argument 

is No Threat to 

Non-Reductive 

Physicalism

Richard Paul 

Hamilton

(Notre Dame 

Australia)

Vicious Capitalism 

and the 

Privatisation of 

Virtue

Jason Grossman 

and Alan Welsh

(both ANU)

How is it possible 

for a majority of 

scientists to be 

wrong about their 

own concepts?

Glenn Carruthers

(Macquarie)

Making sense of 

spousal revenge 

filicide: a 

disordered person 

perception 

hypothesis

Chris Tucker

(Auckland)

If Dogmatists Have a 

Problem with 

Cognitive 

Penetration, You Do 

Too

Jc Beall

(Connecticut/

Otago)

Gaps, Gluts, and 

Choices

Morning Tea

Keynote, Room 107: Robert Wilson, Of Enthusiasm, Philosophers, and Folk Experience

Lunch

SCHIZOANALYSIS

Ian Buchanan 

(UOW), Simon Duffy 

(Sydney), Paul 

Patton (UNSW) and 

Marcelo Svirsky 

(Cardiff)

Afternoon Tea

MC & LE 

MC & LE 

MC & LE 

MC & LE 



Friday, July 6th

Conference Ends

Room 101 Room 102 Room 104 Room 203 Room 208 Room 301 Room 302 Room 303

9:00-

9:55

Cristian Soto

(Melbourne)

Abductive 

Scientific Realism: 

A New 

Metaphysics of

Science for Laws 

of Nature

Xiaoping Chen 

and Guoan Dong

(both South China 

Normal Uni)

The Right of 

Uniquenessï!"A 

Kind of Right 

Needed in 

Bioethics

Fei-Ting Chen

(Tsing Hua 

University)

A Hylomorphic 

Proposal of an 

Aristotelian Event

Chris Pollard

(Deakin)

Is Merleau-Ponty's 

position in 

'Phenomenology 

of Perception' a 

new form of 

Transcendental 

Idealism?

Andrea Marcelli

(La Trobe)

Cooperation model 

and linguistic 

practices: a 

comparative view

Andrew Montin

(Macquarie)

Recognition and 

Agreement in the 

Learning of 

Language Games

Louise Richardson-

Self

(Sydney)

Justifying Same-

Sex Marriage: A 

Feminist Alliance 

with the Basic 

Right to 

Justification

Sam Baron

(Sydney)

Optimisation and 

Mathematical 

Explanation: Doing 

the Lévy Walk

10:00-

10:55

Dongping Fan and 

Zexian Yan

(both South China 

Normal Uni)

Emergence and 

Irreducibility of 

Scientific 

Knowledge

Jacqueline Boaks

(UWA)

Evil Princes and 

noble Philosopher-

Kings 

Christopher 

McCarroll

(Macquarie)

Point of View in 

Autobiographical 

Memory and the 

Self

Brenton Welford

(Monash)

Suspicious 

properties and the 

tensed theories of 

time

 

Tama Coutts

(Syndey)

Lepore and 

Ludwig on the 

Principle of Charity

Anson Fehross

(Sydney)

Consequentialism 

With A Clue: A 

causal refutation of 

the Epistemic 

Problem

Adam La Caze

(UQ)

Standards of 

evidence and the 

ethics of 

randomized trials

11:30-

12:25

Morgan Luck

(CSU)

Is it wrong for 

Nagel to hope that 

there exists no 

God?

Alma Barner

(ANU)

How to imagine a 

million bodies - A 

defense of the 

Simple View 

 

Nathan Eckstrand

(Duquesne)

Problematics and 

possibilities in 

philosophies of 

change: 

Comparing Hegel 

and Ch'eng I

Ali Abedi Renani

(ANU)

A Deontological 

Interpretation and 

Improvement of 

Alasdair 

MacIntyre's Moral 

Thought

Inja Stracenski

(Sydney)

Political 

Philosophy of 

Albert Camus

John Lamont

The demise of the 

Eleatic Principle

Sean McKenna

(ACU)

Bespoke or Off 

The Rack: 

choosing roles that 

suit

13:30-

14:25

Tom Dougherty

(Sydney)

Sex, Lies and 

Consent

Aurélien Tonneau

(IHPST)

Metaphysical 

Explanation and 

Scientifics Laws

Max Bialek

(Maryland, College 

Park)

Hoefer's 

Justification of the 

Principal Principle

Emma Fox

(La Trobe)

The problem with 

pain asymbolia

Adam Bugeja

(ANU)

Non-cognitivism 

and the 'wishful 

thinking' objection

Russell Blackford

(Newcastle)

Mythicism About 

Jesus of Nazareth - 

What Are Our 

Standards?

Lina Jansson

(Nanyang Tech)

Asymmetrical 

ontological 

dependence: 

Essence, 

Socrates, and the 

singleton set 

containing 

Socrates 

14:30-

15:25

William 

Hebblewhite

(La Trobe)

The Internet and 

The Problem of 

Anonymity

Teru Miyake

(Nanyang Tech)

Confirmation and 

Exploration in 

Newton's Principia

Hongwoo Kwon

(Sydney)

The Real Lesson 

from So-Called 

Immunity to Error 

through 

Misidentification

Brentyn Ramm

(ANU)

What is the subject 

of experience?

Peter Shiu-Hwa 

Tsu

(Taipei Medical)

Shapelessness 

and Conceptual 

Incompetence: A 

Limited Defense of 

Moral 

Particularism

Andrew Dunstall

(Macquarie)

A new philosophy 

of history?

Johann Hariman

(Sydney)

What's Wrong 

With the World? A 

Problem for 

Schaffer's Priority 

Monism

Morning Tea

Lunch

FILM AND 

PHILOSOPHY

Robert Sinnerbrink 

(Macquarie), 

Patrick Crogan 

(University of the 

West of England), 

David Macarthur 

(Sydney)

MC & LE 

MC & LE 



Abstracts for the Presidential Address and the Keynote Sessions 
 
 

 

 
 

Professor Peter Anstey, President of AAP 
Otago  

Locke on the Nature of Mind 

This paper examines Locke’s three key notions of the soul, 
the understanding and personhood. It argues that there 

are, in fact, two stages to the development of Locke’s view 
of the soul: a first philosophical stage and a later 

theological stage. The first stage is characterized by the 
application of the substance/attribute distinction and the 

material/immaterial distinction. The second stage rejects 

the utility of these distinctions. The two stages are not, 
however, incompatible, for the bridge between them is 

found in Locke’s conceptions of the understanding and 
personhood. While the latter theological stage was, in the 

end, of the greatest concern to Locke, it is in the earlier 

philosophical stage that we find his real contribution to 
what we now call the philosophy of mind. 

 
Professor Galen Strawson  

Reading 

Real Naturalism 
(1) Many current formulations of naturalism are profoundly 

anti-naturalistic. This is because they still favour some sort 
of reductive approach to experience (sc consciousness, 

conscious experience). The bedrock of any remotely 

realistic naturalism, however, and hence any serious 
or real naturalism, is outright non-reductive realism 

about experience. This is because the existence of 
experience is a certainly known natural fact (it’s the most 

certainly known general natural fact). (2) By ‘realism about 

experience’ I mean real realism about experience. What is 
real realism about experience? Real realists about 

experience take experience to be essentially what they 
took it to be before they did any philosophy, e.g. when 

they were 6 years old.  (3) Physicalism is the view that 
concrete reality is entirely physical in nature. I take 

physicalism to be part of naturalism. So I take it that 

experience is entirely physical. (4) Physicalist naturalism 
rules out anything incompatible with the truths of physics, 

obviously enough. But there’s a crucial respect in which 
physics only gives structural information about the nature 

of concrete reality, and has nothing to say about the 

intrinsic nature of the concrete reality in so far as its 
intrinsic nature is more than its structure. (5) It follows that 

physicalist naturalism can’t rule out panpsychism or 
panexperientialism, which is the simplest theory of the 

nature of reality. (6) There is precisely zero evidence for 

the existence of any non-experiential reality. So truly hard-
nosed physicalism has no reason to posit its existence, 

although it must admit the existence of the certainly known 
natural fact of experience. 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

Professor Rebecca Kukla   
Georgetown   

Performative Force, Convention, and Discursive 
Injustice 

I explore how gender can shape the pragmatics of speech. 
In some circumstances, when a woman deploys standard 

discursive conventions in order to produce a speech act 

with a specific performative force, her utterance can turn 
out, in virtue of its uptake, to have a quite different force – 

a less empowering force – than it would have if performed 
by a man. Lack of complete control over the performative 

force of our speech acts is universal, and not a special 

marker of social disadvantage. But women and other 
relatively disempowered speakers are sometimes subject 

to distinctive distortions of the path from speaking to 
uptake, which undercut their social agency in ways that 

track and enhance existing social disadvantages; this is 

what I name 'discursive injustice'. I examine three 
examples of discursive injustice. I also contrast my 

account with Langton and Hornsby’s account of 
illocutionary silencing. 

 

Professor Robert Wilson  
Alberta  

Of Enthusiasm, Philosophers, and Folk Experience 
Philosophers often grapple with questions, problems, and 

issues that arise in the course of everyday experience, 

what we might call folk experience.  In this talk I focus on 
two examples in which folk experience plays a perhaps 

unexpected role in philosophical reflection.  These are the 
introduction of philosophical thinking to children, and the 

history of eugenics and its contemporary significance for 
thinking about disability and human variation.  Here I draw 

on my work over the past five years or so with Philosophy 

for Children Alberta and with the Living Archives on 
Eugenics in Western Canada project.  The folk experience 

of people who do not naturally come to mind when 
thinking about the academic discipline of philosophy--

respectively, children and those thought, often wrongfully, 

to be "mentally defective"--is central to these community-
focused initiatives.  Drawing on both historical and 

contemporary sources, I shall use the concept of 
enthusiasm to suggest a connection between these two 

sets of folk experiences and to argue that they are 

substantially more important for philosophical reflection 
than has been recognized. 

 

 



Special Sessions 
 

Graduate Career Workshop: The Treacherous Track to 
Tenure. Organized by Mark Colyvan (Sydney): This 
workshop is a regular event at the AAP Conference and is 
devoted to providing information for graduate students and 
early-career academics on all aspects of academic careers. 
This year the focus will be on the path to tenure, focussing 
mainly on the Australian and New Zealand academic systems. 
Other potential topics include: academic CV's, writing a job 
application, preparing for job interviews, where to find jobs, 
landing grants, how to get published, where to publish, the ERA, 
collaborative research, and reaching out beyond the academy. 
Participants: Mark Colyvan (University of Sydney),  David 
Chalmers (Australian National University and New York 
University), and Michelle Montague (University of Oxford). 

De-mystifying the ARC, organized by Catriona Mackenzie 
(Macquarie): This workshop will provide an overview of 
assessment processes for the major ARC funding schemes 
(DECRA, DP, Future Fellowships, and Linkage). Topics to be 
discussed include: changes to scoring and assessment 
procedures over the last 2 years; the respective roles of external 
assessors and the ARC College assessors; advice on how to 
enhance the competitiveness of Philosophy applications; how 
the ARC handles conflicts of interest; and any other general 
(non-confidential) issues concerning the schemes that audience 
members wish to discuss. 

Women in Philosophy: What Needs to Change? Organized 
by Fiona Jenkins (ANU): In 2008, the AAP published a report 
“Improving the Participation of Women in the Philosophy 
Profession” that has given rise to a fresh wave of discussion of 
why women continue to be severely under-represented in 
philosophy, and especially at the highest levels of the profession. 
Emphasis now falls on changing the culture of philosophy and 
the environment of its practice, rather than on simply securing 
equitable procedures for new appointments and promotions. In 
this special session, a selection of papers will be presented that 
have been prepared for an edited collection Women in 
Philosophy: What needs to Change? (under review with OUP). 
Are there features of philosophy as currently practiced in 
disciplinary and institutional settings that make it especially 
difficult for women to advance in their careers, for instance 
because requisite skills and achievements are ill-defined? In a 
climate of intensive ‘performance’ evaluation, has it become 
easier to defend continuing with ‘business as usual’ in already 
heavily male-dominated disciplines? How can what have been 
labeled ‘micro-inequities’, small harms that fall beneath the 
radar detecting discrimination, combine to generate powerful 
effects of exclusion, including the sense of being ‘silenced’ as a 
woman in philosophy? Exploration of these questions is coupled 
with recommendations about the sorts of practices that could 
make a difference. The: Eliza Goddard and Susan Dodds (U. 
Tasmania), Katrina Hutchison (Macquarie), Fiona Jenkins 
(ANU), Justine McGill (Melbourne), and Adriane Rini (Massey, 
NZ). 

The Evolved Apprentice, organized by Ben Fraser 
(ANU): Kim Sterelny (ANU) in "The Evolved Apprentice" (MIT 
Press, 2012) presents a new theory of the evolution of human 
cognition and sociality that emphasizes the importance of 

positive feedback between ecological cooperation, cultural 
learning, and environmental change. This session features a 
discussion of the new theory by Sterelny and three critics: Phil 
Gerrans (Adelaide), Stephen Downes (Utah), and John Sutton 
(Macquarie). 

New Work in Philosophy of Biology, organized by Ben 
Fraser (ANU): This session features presentations by three 
graduate students working in philosophy of biology, along with 
commentaries by established figures in the field. Pierrick 
Bourrat (Sydney) will present on Darwinian populations, with 
commentary by Peter Godfrey-Smith (CUNY). Adam Hochman 
(Sydney) will present on evolutionary psychology, with 
commentary by Stephen Downes (Utah). And, Emily Parkes 
(Pennsylvania) will present on experimentation in biology, with 
commentary by Mark Colyvan (Sydney). 
 
Philosophy and Film, organized by Robert Sinnerbrink 
(Macquarie): Philosophers and film theorists have recently 
become more interested in the philosophical questions raised by 
the medium of film. Some have argued that cinema can explore 
philosophical ideas, reflect upon the nature of the medium, or 
engage in philosophical reflection by cinematic means. This 
session explores diverse approaches to the film-philosophy 
relationship, drawing on both analytic and Continental 
approaches, examining the question whether films can 'do' 
philosophy in their own right. Participants: Robert Sinnerbrink, 
Patrick Crogan, and David Macarthur. 

Schizoanalysis, organized by Ian Buchanan (UOW): This 

session will bring together four papers, each examining Deleuze 

and Guattari’s notion of schizoanalysis from a different angle. 

The aim of the session will be to interrogate schizoanalysis’ 

philosophical, political and theoretical efficacy and utility from a 

critical perspective. Participants: Ian Buchanan, Paul Patton, 

Simon Duffy and Marcelo Svirsky. 

Tracking, Cognition, and Knowledge, organized by Nicolas 
Bullot (Macquarie): Many theories in philosophy and the 
cognitive and social sciences deploy core concepts essentially 
connected to tracking over time (e.g., identification, individuation, 
epistemic sensitivity, or surveillance). This session will features 
talks highlighting the importance of and relations between 
concepts of tracking in fields such as cognitive evolution, 
epistemology, the identification of persons, social surveillance, 
and aesthetics. Participants will include Nicholas Bullot, Kim 
Shaw-Williams, and Phil Gerrans. 



FAPSA Workshop 
 
 
 
 
The Federation of Australasian Philosophy in Schools Associations will be holding a special workshop over two days within the main 
AAP conference. All AAP delegates are welcome to attend the FAPSA sessions. 
 
 
Robert Wilson 
University of Alberta  
Collaborative Inquiry out of School: Philosophy Boot Camp, or the Endless Summer? 
Over the past five years, Philosophy for Children Alberta has introduced a range of innovative ways to expand both the way in which 
communities of inquiry are built in and out of school classrooms.  In this session, we will explore several of these, including a pilot project 
focused on undergraduates new to philosophy and our summer camp, Eurekamp.  I plan to structure the session entirely interactively 
and to raise some broader issues about the durability of programs and projects in which building communities of inquiry are central.  I 
will provide a framework for thinking about problems / issues / opportunities that arise both in introducing and sustaining collaborative 
inquiry in schools, universities, and elsewhere, using the experiences we have had at P4CA.  But I also hope to draw heavily on 
participants' own experiences here and in so doing generate some insights into the relationships between what we strive to accomplish 
in building communities of inquiry in our learning environments, and how we function to implement the corresponding programs and 
projects.   
 
Janette Poulton 
President of FAPSA 
What does it take to teach Philosophy to School Children? + Introductory workshop to p4c pedagogy. 
 
Laurance Splitter 
Hong Kong Institute of Education 
The Principle of Personal Worth (PPW) 
The Principle of Personal Worth (PPW) states that persons, as a conceptual category of being, different from that of human beings, have 
unique moral value and worth. I argue that the language of morality is “made for” persons (including such concepts as duty which affect 
our relationships with non persons), thereby giving persons a distinctive moral place in relation to other living beings, on the one hand, 
and abstractions such as corporations, cultures, and nations, on the other. PPW rejects both Individualism and Collectivism, and has 
important implications, both for such areas of the curriculum as “citizenship education”, and the goal of transforming classrooms into 
communities of inquiry.   
 
Laurence Splitter 
Hong Kong Institute of Education 
The Lives of Their Minds: Community, Inquiry and Education   
In this informal presentation, I will outline and talk through the contents of my new book which, in some ways, may be viewed as a 
belated follow-up to Teaching for Better Thinking: The Classroom Community of Inquiry, published in 1995 and used in many parts of the 
world as a standard text in teacher education in the area of philosophy in schools. The new book will include some of my more recent 
ideas linking topics in analytic philosophy – specifically, dispositions, authenticity, personhood and citizenship, and Davidsonian notions 
of mind and language – to actual educational practice, not just in philosophy but more generally across the curriculum.  
 
Based in Hong Kong for the past four years, I am intensely interested in an issue which is not going to “go away”: how we are to marry 
Eastern and Western ways of thinking in order to get on with one another in an increasingly globalised (read: “Chinese-dominated”) 
world.  
 
Gabriel Watts 
ARC Centre of Excellence for the History of Emotions  
Thinking about Feelings: Engaging School Students with the Philosophy of Emotion 
The philosophy of emotion is currently flourishing. In this presentation I explore methods for bringing insights from contemporary 
philosophy of emotion into the classroom – drawing upon children’s rich intuitive knowledge of emotions to engage them with 
fundamental philosophical concepts. In particular I outline the pedagogical thinking behind 3 different workshops I run with primary, lower 
secondary, and upper secondary students in my role as an Education and Outreach Officer for the Australian Research Council’s Centre 
of Excellence for the History of Emotions. Feedback on my methods is very much welcome. 

WORKSHOP WITH CHILDREN FROM WOLLONGONG   

A demonstration Community of Inquiry facilitated by Laurance Splitter, with the assistance of Rob Whitton from The Illawarra Grammar 

School, Wollongong with children from Wollongong. 
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Ali Abedi Renani 
Australian National University  
A Deontological Interpretation and Improvement of Alasdair 
MacIntyre's Moral Thought 
Alasdair MacIntyre is an advocate of Aristotelian teleological morality 
according to which the achievement of the good confers on our actions 
the status of moral actions. In his view, we should acquire a gradually 
completed notion of the good in practices, narratives and traditions in 
order to be able to rationally justify morality. From this perspective, he 
criticizes the Enlightenment - in particular Kant's method - to justify 
morality independently of the resources provided in traditions. In his view, 
for Kant, ethics has reduced to almost nothing more than rule-following 
behaviour. In this paper, I attempt to show that there are virtue-elements 
and a notion of the good in Kant's morality which are tied to his 
categorical imperative, especially to its Humanity Formula. For Kant 
outward conformity to moral duties is not sufficient to make us moral 
agents. I attempt, following Onora O'Neill, to use the notion of human 
dignity as a basis to offer a more contexualist picture of Kant than his 
later moral absolutism allows. This notion of the good in Kant's theory 
works better than MacIntyre's Aristotelian account of the good, because it 
has a more specific content than MacIntyre's notion of the good, and we 
have a method to identify it, and it is more sensitive to contextual 
requirements than Kant's own later moral absolutism is. 
 
Miri Albahari 
University of Western Australia 
Can consciousness observe its own impermanence in Buddhist 
meditation? 

Buddhism is famous for denying the existence of self. The ultimate aim of 
their practice is to become free from the self-illusion. So it is important to 
know, for those undertaking the practice, which aspects of experience are 
part of this illusion and which are not. But there is disagreement amongst 
Buddhists over how deep the illusion of self goes. Does it pervade the 
very consciousness that is harnessed, through meditation practice, in 
liberation from the illusion? The orthodox Buddhist perspective is that it 
does. Meditation starts out with the appearance of unified unbroken 
consciousness observing the impermanent flux of experience. But then 
this consciousness must eventually observe itself - and the entire field of 
experience - to be in flux. I will argue that the notion of consciousness 
'observing its own impermanence' is either impossible or implausible. It is 
not a practice referred to the original Buddhist sutras. The illusion of self 
and its undoing must be understood another way. 
 
Nikolai Alksnis 
La Trobe University 
The Limits of Affordances 
There is growing support for the concept of affordances - the idea that an 
organism can directly perceive possible action in the world around it. With 
this growth, the concept has been stretched to include almost all aspects 
of action-based behaviour. For example, a glass affords that it is for 
drinking, a notebook that it is for writing. However, when closely 
examined, what actions can be perceived in an environment is actually 
severely limited, essentially only being able to account for innate or 
instinctual behaviours. It will be argued, that the theory struggles to 
explain learnt behaviour, specifically because associations do not have 
perceivable characteristics. This is the case even when learnt behaviour 
involves perception followed by action. The goal of the paper will not be 
to dismiss the notion of affordances, it is a useful idea that successfully 
explains some aspects of our perception and behaviour. However, the 
explanatory use of affordances is limited and theories that use it outside 
of this range are in need of careful re-examination. 
 

Erik Anderson 
Drew University  
Nature, Cognition, and Positive Aesthetics  
Of the many topics of growing interest and importance in philosophical 
aesthetics today, perhaps none is more vital than the question of what 
constitutes, or should constitute, our aesthetic appreciation of nature. 
Once a central concern in the aesthetics of enlightenment and post 

enlightenment thinkers, the aesthetic appreciation of nature had, in the 
twentieth century, taken a back seat to the philosophy of art. Not 
anymore. Two related issues currently drive contemporary thinking on the 
subject: first is the question of what role cognition should play in the 
aesthetic appreciation of nature; the second is the question of what is the 
relevance of our theories of the aesthetic appreciation of nature for the 
ethical underpinnings of our claims about the need for environmental 
preservation. I will discuss both issues, as well as a doctrine known as 
Positive Aesthetics, according to which all virgin nature is essentially 
aesthetically good. 
 
Sondra Bacharach and Isobel Cairns 
Victoria University of Wellington 
Street Art 
Street art is increasingly popular, yet philosophers have largely ignored it. 
Riggle is the first to define it: an object is street art if and only if its 
material use of the street is internal to its meaning. We are sympathetic to 
Riggle's project - street art has been ignored long enough! But, we are 
sceptical of his definition. After raising some counter-examples, we 
propose an alternative: street art is essentially non-consensual - it is 
made without the property owner's consent. We show how our account 
retains the benefits of Riggle's account (and more), without its 
drawbacks. 
 
Tudor Baetu 
Konrad Lorenz Institute for Evolution and Cognition Research 
A multilevel approach to understanding species 

Different concepts define species at the pattern-level grouping of 
organisms into discrete clusters, the level of the processes operating 
within and between populations leading to the formation and 
maintenance of these clusters, or the level of the inner-organismic 
genetic and molecular mechanisms that contribute to species cohesion or 
promote speciation. I argue that, unlike single-level approaches, a multi-
level framework takes into account the complex sequences of cause-
effect reinforcements leading to the formation and maintenance of 
various patterns, and allows for revisions and refinements of pattern-
based characterizations in light of the gradual elucidation of the causes 
and mechanisms contributing to pattern formation and maintenance.  
 
Alma Barner  
Australian National University  
How to imagine a million bodies - A defense of the Simple Vie w 
Sometimes when I am bored I imagine that I have several bodies which I 
control from somewhere else. These are strictly speaking my bodies, 
three 'avatars' of mine that I visually imagine from the outside. Other 
times I imagine that all my mental states are spread out in space. I might 
imagine that the realizers of my mental states are distributed over 
different continents. Conditionally on accepting a centered possible 
worlds framework to model such contents, these imaginings specifically 
pose questions about the correct proposal on the properties, kinds and 
quantities of centers. According to the Plenitude View for example I need 
multiple kinds of centers to model such imaginings. According to the 
Simple View I need only one kind. This talk will be an elaboration and 
defense of the more elegant Simple View. An unwanted cost of the 
Simple View is its inability to deal with perspectival imaginings where 
there is no imagined subject of experience - cases such as visually 
imagining an unobserved child, for example. In this talk I will then extend 
the Simple View so that it also deals with such cases in an elegant way. 
 
Sam Baron  
University of Sydney  

Optimisation and Mathematical Explanation: Doing the Lévy Walk 
The indispensability argument seeks to establish the existence of 
mathematical objects. The success of the indispensability argument turns 
on finding cases of genuine extra-mathematical explanation (the 
explanation of physical facts by mathematical facts). In this short paper, I 
identify a new case of extra-mathematical explanation, involving the 
search patterns of fully-aquatic marine predators. I go on to use this case 
to predict the prevalence of extra-mathematical explanation in science. 
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Paul Barry  
La Trobe University  
Making Sense of Singer: Utilitarianism, Equality and Racism  
Peter Singer uses the term 'speciesism' to suggest an analogy between 
the attitudes humans typically have towards non-human animals and the 
attitudes that racists have towards members of ethnic minorities. In trying 
to justify the favouritism we display towards other humans over non-
human animals, we appeal to properties that are morally irrelevant 
(species membership, intelligence, rational capacity), just as racists have 
sought to justify favouritism towards their own race by appeal to skin 
colour or to other alleged empirical differences. Speciesism, like racism, 
entails a denial of equality. If racism is wrong, then so too is speciesism 
and the many practices that embody this prejudice. I aim to show that this 
sort of argument derives its force from non-utilitarian sources. To the 
extent that the argument is effective, it trades upon the existing sense 
that its audience has of the moral callousness of racism. So, for Singer's 
analogy to hold, he needs to be able to account for our sense of what is 
at issue with racism along utilitarian lines. I claim that he fails to do this, 
and that properly articulating our sense of the wrongness of racism takes 
us beyond utilitarianism. 
 
Jc Beall  
University of Connecticut & University of Otago  
Gaps, Gluts, and Choices  
Various phenomena (vagueness, paradox, etc.) motivate non-classical 
logics. Of particular interest are paracomplete and/or paraconsistent 
logics. A very natural such logic (viz. , so-called FDE) weakens classical 

logic in a very serious way: for example, modus ponens is invalid and 
identity for the conditional (i.e., 'if A then A') is not logically true. The logic, 
in short, is very weak. But the question is whether such weakness is to be 
overcome via logical resources (e.g., adding a conditional or etc.) or via 
some other – say, extra-logical – path. The last 50 years has focused 
chiefly on the former strategy; my aim in this talk is to advance some 
ideas along the latter direction. (If time provides, I will briefly talk about 
how these ideas bear on my 'non-detachable dialetheism', according to 
which there are gluts but no detachable conditional whatsoever.) 
 
Chris Bessemans  
Institute of Philosophy, KU Leuven, Research Foundation - Flanders 
(FWO)  
Moral conflicts and moral awareness 
By making use of Aurel Kolnai's ethical writings I want to offer a more 
adequate understanding of moral conflicts and moral dilemmas. Insisting 
on Kolnai's phenomenological method, in particular, focussing on the 
agent's moral awareness (or conscience) and his deliberation, results in 
an understanding of moral conflicts as moments of moral choice rather 
than anomalies of moral theory. In this way, I argue that one can account 
for Bernard Williams's phenomenological description of moral conflicts 
without having to accept his anti-realist conclusions. Moreover, this 
approach indicates the adequacy of ordinary moral reasoning for 
decision-making and action guidance. Lastly and importantly, the essay 
illustrates the relevance of Kolnai's writings to contemporary moral 
philosophy. 
 
Nicholas Best  
Indiana University  
Incommensurability at the level of theory of reference: An example 
from the history of chemistry  
Philosophers of the natural sciences have sought long and hard to 
overcome the incommensurability of scientific theories across paradigm 
shifts. Many have availed themselves of theories of reference drawn from 

analytic epistemology in an attempt to show that the epistemic agent has 
recourse to a neutral language (even if the science is never couched in 
those terms). Certainly, most contemporary scientific theories deal in 
natural kinds and, as such, a Kripke-Putnam style theory of reference is 
the most appropriate account of what those theories mean. However, 
there have been periods in the history of science where the theoretical 
entities invoked bear very little resemblance to our modern notion of 
natural kind; the chemical "principles" that dominated chemistry before 
Lavoisier could be said to refer to the world via something more like a 
Russellian account of proper nouns. These disparate theories of 
reference are themselves incommensurable and thus, in cases like the 

Chemical Revolution, a meta-incommensurability at this higher level 
means that the incommensurability at the level of scientific theory can 
never be overcome. 
 
Max Bialek  
University of Maryland, College Park  
Hoefer's Justification of the Principal Principle  
Carl Hoefer (2007, and elsewhere) argues that his theory of Humean 
Objective Chances, being a sophistication of simple actual frequentism, is 
able to justify the Principal Principle via the consequentialist arguments 
available to frequentists. Further, the features that make his view a 
sophistication of frequentism allow him to avoid the objections raised by 
Strevens (1999) against the consequentialist justification of probability 
coordination principles like the Principal Principle. I argue that Hoefer has 
not avoided the problems raised by Strevens. Rather, he has argued for 
the acceptability of a justification that Strevens considers a nonstarter. I 
go on to suggest a less circuitous route to justifying the Principal 
Principle, the adoption of which I recommend to Hoefer: Humean 
Objective Chances can (for these purposes) be construed as ideal 
credences, in which case no coordination principle is required at all, and, 
as Hoefer claims throughout, it is built into the theory that we should set 
our credences according to the Humean Objective Chances. 
 
Russell Blackford  
University of Newcastle  
Mythicism About Jesus of Nazareth - What Are Our Standards?New 
Testament scholars in reputable academic institutions overwhelmingly 

agree that Jesus of Nazareth actually existed, and was executed by the 
Romans in about 30 AD. They do not agree on much else about him. In 
recent times, a number of scholars who appear to be mavericks, but not 
in all cases mere crackpots, have challenged this minimal consensus. 
These mythicists argue that the life of Jesus was a fabrication from whole 
cloth. I suggest that we have some reason to be sceptical about 
mythicism and somewhat deferential to the mainstream scholars. Still, 
their arguments raise important issues about the epistemic standards to 
apply when we investigate mysterious and seemingly mythologised 
historical events. 
 
Karen Bland  
The University of Adelaide  
The Compatibility of Pragmatism and Pluralism  
In 2005 Robert Talisse and Scott Aikin caused a stir when they asserted 
that pragmatists cannot be pluralists. Their argument rests on the notion 
that a pragmatist view is broadly meliorist in that it aims for resolution of 
conflicts by means of intelligent, rational, open, tolerant inquiry. In 
contrast the 'deep pluralist' holds that with regard to certain moral 
conflicts, inquiry would be in principle completely useless. In other words, 
Talisse and Aikin argue that if we hold that our understanding of some 
moral experiences are grounded in tacit culturally specific bedrock 
assumptions then we cannot also believe that disagreements based on 
such grounds can be reconciled. In this paper I will show that Talisse and 
Aikin misunderstand the role of 'inquiry' and the conditions of community 
on which it is based. I will argue that once these terms are correctly 
understood within the pragmatist framework, we have the grounds for 
concluding that pragmatists can be pluralists. 
 
Ben Blumson  
National University of Singapore  
Properties and Probabilities  
This paper suggests that the degree of naturalness of a property is one 
minus its degree of peculiarity and that the degree of peculiarity of a 

property F, P(F) is governed by the following axioms: (1) P(F) ! 0, (2) 
P(F) = 1 if (!x)Fx is a tautology, (3) P(F " G) = P(F) + P(G) if (#x)(Fx & 

Gx) is inconsistent. This axiomatization vindicates various claims about 
natural properties. For example, it follows that degree of naturalness of 
conjunctive properties is always greater than or equal to the degree of 
naturalness of their conjuncts, whereas degree of naturalness of 
disjunctive properties is always less than or equal to the degree of 
naturalness of their disjuncts. Unfortunately, it gives counterintuitive 
results concerning perfectly natural properties, such as that if F is a 
perfectly natural property, so is F " G, regardless of the degree of 

naturalness of G. 
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Jacqueline Boaks  
University of Western Australia  
Evil Princes and noble Philosopher-Kings   
Are we doing anything more than telling fairy tales when we talk about 
leadership? There is much talk about leadership in our times - politicians 
are urged to show leadership and entrepreneurs and sports figures alike 
are hailed as 'leaders'. As Joanne Ciulla notes, in Anglo cultures at least, 
the term 'leadership' is an honorific - when we call someone a leader we 
not only attribute a skill or trait to them, we praise them in some way. In 
contrast to the political realism and ruthlessness of Machiavelli's Prince, 
authors such as Ciulla assert that leadership - at least in the sense in 
which we are or should be interested in it - just is ethically good 
leadership. Can we characterise leadership in a way that retains the 
affirmative qualities of leadership as a virtue, without relying on wishful 
thinking or the too-good-to-be-true Philosopher-King? Is leadership so 
conceived coherent? Realistic? Or is leadership merely influence or the 
ability to get one's way - and neutral in terms of the ethical value of its 
effects and its methods? This talk will examine a number of mistaken 
ways that talk about leadership can seem close to talk about virtue, and 
outline a potentially more well founded way to ground leadership in virtue 
theory. 
 
Rachael Boch  
Brigham Young University  
Internalism, Externalism, and Epistemic Normativism  
There has been a long-standing debate among epistemologists about the 

nature of justification. Internalists assert that all factors that are relevant 
to an agent's justification must be internally accessible and immediately 
available to the conscious agent. Externalists deny this, insisting that one 
can have justification without internal access to that justification - that 
sometimes justifiers are external to the agent. While the internalist and 
the externalist make strong cases for their respective views, both views 
suffer some untenable weaknesses. In this paper I would like to put forth 
a view, epistemic normativism, that I believe can accommodate many of 
the intuitions motivating internalism and externalism, while also avoiding 
many of the objections that plague both views. The view I advocate 
depends on the idea that epistemic norms are a type of procedural norm 
that govern the formation, sustaining and elimination of beliefs. 
Justification of a particular belief involves a subject's believing in 
compliance with appropriate epistemic norms. 
 
Mara Bollard  
University of Sydney  
Psychopathy, Autism and Questions of Moral Agency  
In her 2002 paper 'Autism, Empathy and Moral Agency', Jeanette Kennett 
claims that psychopaths are amoral, but autistic people are not. Kennett 
argues that since both psychopaths and autistic people lack empathy, 
autistic people's moral sensibility must be due to their possession of a 
rational capacity - "receptiveness to reason" - that psychopaths lack. 
Kennett concludes that "receptiveness to reason" is sufficient for moral 
agency, thereby endorsing a Kantian rather than a Humean account of 
moral agency and denying that empathy features in the explanation of the 
differing moral statuses of the two groups. In this paper, I argue that 
Kennett's account, as it stands, is untenable because the premise that 
psychopaths and autistic people share a common lack of empathy is 
false. I contend that there are two dissociable elements of empathy, 
cognitive empathy (CE) and affective empathy (AE), and examine 
relevant empirical evidence in order to demonstrate that psychopaths 
display intact CE but defective AE, whereas autistic individuals are 
impaired when it comes to CE but retain largely intact AE. As such, the 

empathic impairments of psychopaths and autistic people cannot be said 
to be equivalent. I go on to argue that AE is at least sometimes 
necessary for moral agency, insofar as it enables agents to become 
"receptive to reason." Thus, empathy (or a component thereof) 
comfortably retains a place within a Kantian account of moral agency and 
plays an important role in explaining why autistic people but not 
psychopaths are capable of moral agency. 
 
Paul Boswell  
University of Michigan  
Fiction and Idea in Hume's Treatise  

It is sometimes noted that the meaning empiricist scruples which restrain 
Hume in his Treatise of Human Nature also tie up some of his 
explanations of belief formation. The problem is this: Hume is eager to 
show that some notions, like that of material substrata, are meaningless 
because they correspond to no idea. Pressed to explain the persistence 
and ubiquity of meaningless talk, he also offers psychological 
explanations of how we invariably come to believe such "fictions of the 
mind." But by his own frequent assertion, belief is nothing more than a 
vivacious idea. So are fictions meaningless? Answering "no" seems to 
sacrifice Hume's meaning empiricism, and "yes" calls into question his 
theory of belief. Louis Loeb and Michael Williams each find interesting 
ways of rejecting the claim that fictions are truly believed, but I argue that 
we should not accept this interpretation if we can avoid it. Instead, I show 
how a development of Hume's distinction between simple and complex 
ideas allows us to preserve both his meaning empiricism and his account 
of belief. 
 
Pierrick Bourrat  
University of Sydney   
Evolution by natural selection and the problem of heritability  
Evolution by natural selection is a major topic of evolutionary biology and 
many formulations have attempted to capture its nature. The most recent 
and thorough of these was proposed by Godfrey-Smith in his 2009 book 
Darwinian Populations and Natural Selection. Drawing upon the 
theoretical tools he developed, I argue, contrary to these previous 
formulations of evolution by natural selection, that heritability is not a 
necessary condition for populations to evolve by natural selection. I claim 

that it should rather be seen as a product of it and more precisely a 
primordial adaptation. I start by redefining a minimal Darwinian population 
(a population which can undergo evolution by natural selection in a 
minimal sense). Then I show why heritability is an adaptation of 
Darwinian populations which are close to the minimal state. From there, I 
argue that if this adaptation appears in such populations it will not be 
eliminated, in other words that it is an attractor of Darwinian population. 
Finally I show why heritability makes a population more evolvable than 
before and how we can anchor evolution by natural selection in a 
diachronic perspective on evolution. 
 
Christophe Bouton  
University of Bordeaux 3 - Michel de Montaigne/IUF  
The Emergence of Time (Kant, Bergson and Modern Physics)  
This presentation deals with the problem of the emergence of time in 
three different ways, at the intersection of the history of philosophy and 
the history of science: 1) the emergence of time with subjectivity, 
examined on the basis of Kant's idealism; 2) the emergence of time with 
life, considered in the light of the philosophy of Bergson; 3) a third 
formulation of the problem of the emergence of time can be raised in 
connection with the beginning of the Universe itself. At the end of my 
presentation, I will address briefly the question of the emergence of time 
within the modern physics in relation to the notions of 'The Big Bang' and 
'The Planck Wall'. 
 
Peter Bowden  
University of Sydney   
Ethics across the disciplines   
Members of the Australian Association for Professional and Applied 
Ethics recently put their individual and collective skills together to 
examine ethical issues that arise across the disciplines encompassed by 
the Association. Fourteen professions were covered. Each contributor 
was asked to identify and assess the ethical concerns that arose in 
his/her particular discipline and to examine what further could be done to 

bring about enhanced ethical behaviour. Several significant lessons 
emerged from this exercise, some of which are relatively new and 
unexplored. The paper opens by documenting a sample of disciplines, 
rather than documenting all fourteen. The sample gives a reliable 
indication of the lessons that are drawn. This opening section draws the 
conclusion that identifying ethical problems does not rely heavily on moral 
theory. The ethical concerns that were identified by the disciplines appear 
to come directly from within the discipline .The paper then moves on to 
how cans society resolve those ethical practices that are not acceptable. 
Several relative new approaches are put forward; usually well outside 
accepted moral theory. Individually and collectively they suggest 



- Abstracts 4 - 

approaches to strengthening ethical behaviour across our institutions that 
are not commonly put forward in the general ethics textbooks. 
  
Ben Bramble  
University of Sydney  
The right form of welfarism about value  
In this paper, I argue that we should accept welfarism about value of the 
following form: X is good (or bad) only if it makes somebody better (or 
worse) off in some way in his life considered as a whole (i.e., increases 
his lifetime well-being in some way). This form of welfarism allows us to 
solve two of the central puzzles in value theory: (1) The badness of 
death, and (2) The problem of additive aggregation. It also allows us to 
answer one of the central objections to welfarist theories of value: the 
objection from malicious pleasures. 
 
Wylie Breckenridge  
Charles Sturt University  
Theseus, Parthood, Performance  
Start with the ship of Theseus. Replace each of its planks one by one, 
setting aside the old planks as you go. Now take the old planks and 
assemble them into a ship. We end up with two ships - the one with the 
new planks, and the one with the old planks. Which of these two ships is 
the original ship of Theseus, and why? I suggest a new approach to this 
old puzzle. I argue that the fundamental question is this: what does it take 
for a plank to become a part of a ship, or to stop being a part? I propose 
that it takes the successful performance of a parting, or the successful 
performance of a de-parting - the same kind of thing that is required to 

make a promise, or to marry two people. Whether or not there have been 
such performances is what determines which of the two ships is the ship 
of Theseus. 
 
Stuart Brock, Cei Maslen, Justin Ngai  
Victoria University of Wellington  
A Puzzle about Fictional Characters 
In this paper we consider a puzzle about fictional characters.  The puzzle 
arises for creationists or artefactualists, who accept the following two 
theses: 
 
1. Abstractism. There are many (merely) fictional characters and they are 
all abstract objects; and 
2. Creationism. Fictional characters are created by their authors who did 
something to cause them to come into existence. 
 
Abstractism and Creationism conflict with another thesis commonly held 
by metaphysicians. 
 
3. Dogma. Abstract objects are not part of the causal order. 
 
Taken together, the three theses are inconsistent.  But each of them is 
independently plausible.  The Puzzle, then, is to identify which thesis is to 
be rejected and to motivate this identification.  We examine possible 
solutions to the Puzzle and defend one particular resolution on behalf of 
the Creationist.  Creationists, we maintain, should not be worried by the 
paradox because they are well placed to deny Dogma. 
 
Adam Bugeja  
Australian National University  
Non-cognitivism and the 'wishful thinking' objection  
Edgar learns from his teachers that, if lying is wrong, liars will be 
punished in the afterlife. Through philosophical reflection, Edgar later 
comes to accept that lying is wrong. Cian Dorr observes that Edgar would 

seem to be justified in inferring that liars will be punished in the afterlife. 
But according to non-cognitivism, to accept that lying is wrong is merely 
to acquire a new desire-like attitude. How can a change in one's 
motivational states justify one in changing one's beliefs about how the 
world is? That would be akin to wishful thinking, which is irrational. If non-
cognitivism is true, Edgar's inference would be irrational. But his 
inference would not be irrational, Dorr contends, so non-cognitivism is 
false. I argue that Dorr's objection fails. Dorr thinks it is plausible that the 
evidence we have for accepting 'mixed' conditionals of the sort that Edgar 
accepts gives us justification for changing our beliefs about the world 
when we change our relevant moral beliefs. But this is not true in general. 

It is only true in Edgar's case because of peculiar features of that case. I 
show why these features give the misleading appearance that Edgar's 
inference would be justified. 
 
Nicholas Bullot  
Macquarie University  
The tracking of human agents over time: A response to Philip 
Gerrans 
Tracking abilities are essential to several domains of cognition. Here, I 
explore domains related to the tracking of human agents as persisting 
individuals. In subtle ways, the tracking of agents’ identities over time is 
connected to our various cooperative and competitive social interactions. 
These interactions involve communicating about particular persisting 
agents, referring to them, expressing emotions to the ones we love or 
avoid, tracing the distinctive dispositions of their behaviour, or assessing 
agents’ commitments and responsibilities. What are the mechanisms that 
enable us to track people over time? What is the philosophical 
significance of such mechanisms? I examine a series of works in 
cognitive psychology and neuropsychiatry. The talk focuses on their 
interpretation by Gerrans (2012, Consciousness and Cognition), who 
defends a classic view of misidentification delusions. I discuss Gerrans’ 
model and attempt to distil the lessons that research on misidentification 
syndromes can teach us about agent tracking beyond the cases of 
delusions. I assess the distinction between ‘feature binding’ and ‘context 
binding’, in Gerrans’ model, arguing that the distinction is essential but 
incomplete. To defend this assessment, I expand on a contextualist 
argument that account for the tracking of artefacts (Bullot & Reber, in 

press, Behavioural and Brain Sciences). 
 
Jennifer Carr  
Massachusetts Instititute of Technology 
Subjective 'Ought' 
The subjective 'ought' generates counterexamples to standard views 
about modals and conditionals. Like other information-sensitive 
expressions (epistemic 'must,' 'probably'), the subjective 'ought' shows 
that modus ponens is not valid in natural language. But subjective deontic 
modals also produce counterexamples to widely accepted accounts of 
conditionals that don't validate modus ponens, i.e. Kratzer's semantics. 
These counterexamples, I argue, reveal that most accounts of deontic 
modals build substantive (and unattractive) normative assumptions into 
the semantics. I sketch an original account that makes sense of 
subjective ought and subjective deontic modality in general. 
 
Glenn Carruthers  
Macquarie University  
Making sense of spousal revenge filicide: a disordered person 
perception hypothesis 
"Spousal revenge" killers are deemed by the courts to have murdered 
their child out of a desire to cause harm to their ex-partner, the child's 
other parent. I argue that such a motivation is not understandable or 
reasonable in a manner which guarantees the moral agency or legal 
responsibility of such perpetrators. I propose instead that such killers be 
reconceptualised as having a disordered motivation, a motivation so far 
from societal norms and causing so much suffering that it appears 
pathological. Prima facie the deviation from the norm and the suffering 
caused by filicide is at least as great as many recognised symptoms of 
major mental disorders, such as auditory verbal hallucinations. Thus, by 
our typical standards of identifying mental disorder we should at least be 
open to the possibility of a disorder in cases of filicide. Whereas a normal 
free human moral agent places significant weight on the welfare of their 
child, especially in emotionally difficult times, the "spousal revenge" killer 

views their child's welfare as less important than causing harm to another 
person, in particular the child's other parent. In an attempt to move 
beyond the prima facie case I hypothesise that this disordered motivation 
is possible as the killer fails to represent their child as a moral subject 
with a mind of their own. As such the killer experiences the child as an 
object, rather than a person (and thus not even potentially an in-group 
member), who is of significant emotional value to the other parent. As the 
killer experiences the child as an object rather than a person they cannot 
elicit a motivation to protect the child's welfare. The specificity of this 
disorder explains why the ex-partner themselves is not targeted and it 
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explains how the killer is able to understand that killing the child will harm 
the other parent. This hypothesis offers seven testable predictions. 
 
David Chalmers  
Australian National University  
Two Concepts of Metaphysical Possibility  
I argue that we need to distinguish two notions of metaphysical possibility 
– prior and posterior metaphysical possibility. On the first notion, 
possibility is prior to actuality – we might say (following David Armstrong) 
that the actual swims in the sea of the possible. On the second notion, 
actuality is prior to possibility – we might say that the possible swims in 
the sea of the actual. This distinction is motivated in part by the puzzling 
observation that metaphysical physicalism appears to be compatible with 
modal haecceitism, even though the former is usually taken to entail a 
supervenience thesis that the latter rejects. I suggest that the truth of 
physicalism (and grounding claims in general) turns on prior metaphysical 
possibility, while the truth of haecceitism (and object-involving modal 
claims in general) turns on posterior metaphysical possibility. I will 
explore the consequences of this view. 
 
James Chase  
University of Tasmania  
Disagreement and Methodological Difference in Philosophy  
In debates about disagreement among epistemic peers a kind of 
relativism is sometimes defended, by appeal to epistemic conservatism 
or entitlement theories of warrant. An advertised virtue of the resulting 
relativism is that it allows agents, in liberal spirit, to mutually recognize 

instances of reasonable disagreement. In this paper I argue that the 
grounds for such relativism don't apply in the case of deep-seated 
methodological disagreement within philosophy, and consider the 
implications of this for mutual recognition of reasonable disagreement. 
  
Fei-Ting Chen  
National Tsing Hua University, Hsinchu, Taiwan  
A Hylomorphic Proposal of an Aristotelian Event  
I argue that Physics VII.3 suggests a hylomorphic account of an 
Aristotelian event. In Physics VII.3 Aristotle offers an analysis of why 
acquisitions of forms and changes of somatic and psychic states are not 
considered to be genuine qualitative changes. He knows his readers may 
rashly assume that they are, inasmuch as they involve a concomitant 
case of genuine qualitative change. In this paper, first, I argue that the 
above non-genuine qualitative changes should be understood as the 
coming-to-be into a state of excellence, namely, an activity (energeia) 
rather than a change (kinêsis). The passage in 246a4-b3 indicates that 
an Aristotelian event consists of two parts: the coming-to-be into a state 
of excellence at the formal level as well as the genuine qualitative change 
at the material level. Second, I refute the popular one-direction 
supervenience interpretation in which the coming-to-be into a state of 
excellence is construed to be a “Cambridge Change” that supervenes 
upon the genuine qualitative change at the material level. Through 
reconstructing Aristotle’s analysis of the case of becoming healthy in 
246b3-20, I shall offer an interpretation of two-direction relation instead: 
the material necessitation from genuine qualitative change and the formal 
constraint from excellence. 
 
Xiaoping Chen and Guoan Dong   
South China Normal University  
The Right of Uniqueness: A Kind of Right Needed in Bioethics 
The human genome project and cloning technology will intervene in 
human beings in the respects of gene, gestation and process of birth. 
The reason of the negation of active intervention mainly lies in the 

consideration of human rights, which include genetic discrimination, 
privacy, free choice and so on. I hold that the first two problems are 
easier to settle, but the third problem is much harder to settle, because 
the term of "the right to free choice" does not stand valid with the premise 
that one's birth in itself cannot be chosen freely. In my opinion, what the 
gene or cloning technology violates is people's right to uniqueness. 
Everyone has the right to claim the uniqueness which cannot be 
determined by anyone, including his parents. 
 
David Coady  
University of Tasmania  

Rumour, Conspiracy Theory and Propaganda  
I defend rumour and conspiracy theory (along with rumour-mongers and 
conspiracy theorists) against some of their most prominent critics, and 
argue that campaigns against them are a form of propaganda (or, to be 
precise, two closely related forms of propaganda). 
 
Daniel Cohen and Wylie Breckenridge  
Charles Sturt University  
Has Smith solved the Moral Problem?  
The Moral Problem, roughly, involves the inconsistency between the 
following three independently plausible claims: (1) that moral judgements 
express beliefs, (2) that rational agents who judge that an action is right 
have at least some desire to perform that action, and (3) that rational 
agents might combine their beliefs with any desires. Michael Smith seeks 
to solve the moral problem by arguing that (3) is false. He argues that 
rational agents who believe that an action is right must have some desire 
to perform that action. In this paper we first reconstruct Smith's main 
argument for this claim. Second, we offer an argument for one of its key 
premises. The argument that we offer is the best one that we can extract 
from Smith's work. As far as we can see the argument is sound, but it 
does rely upon two crucial assumptions about the rational agent in 
question: (a) that facts about this agent's desires are transparent to her, 
and (b) that the agent believes that she is rational. This means that if 
Smith has solved the moral problem then he has done so only for a 
restricted class of subjects - those who satisfy these two assumptions. 
 
Richard Corry  

University of Tasmania  
Powers Take the Field  
Recently, Mumford and Anjum have suggested that powers should be 
modelled as vectors, analogous to the component forces found in 
physics. I am favourably disposed towards this account since it is very 
close to one that I have argued for previously. However, I believe that 
their model does not pay sufficient attention to the difference between a 
power and its manifestation. In particular, their model does not 
acknowledge the fact that powers may manifest themselves in some 
conditions and not in others, or - more generally - that the way a power 
manifests itself may depend on the conditions at play. One could rectify 
this problem by combining Mumford and Anjum's model with the 
traditional conditional account of dispositions, but I will argue that a better 
solution is to model powers not as vectors, but as vector-fields. Unlike the 
conditional approach, the vector-field model gives a natural account of 
the infinitely-multi-track nature of many (all?) powers, and it provides a 
suggestive bridge to the ontology of fields found in physics. 
  
Tama Coutts  
The University of Sydney  
Lepore and Ludwig on the Principle of Charity  
In their 2005 book, Lepore and Ludwig consider a number of projects that 
Davidson might be taken to have being pursuing. They also consider a 
number of versions of the principle of charity and discuss which ones are 
required to successfully pursue which projects, especially the project they 
call 'the ambitious project'. Lepore and Ludwig's discussion spans a great 
deal of ground and involves arguments at many levels of concession. To 
clarify: sometimes they prosecute an argument that they think succeeds, 
only to go on to provide a separate argument based on fewer 
assumptions or different assumptions. My first aim will thus be to clarify 
what they think Davidson's project is. My second aim will be to clarify the 
version of the principle of charity required to pursue this project. Finally, I 
will address some of Lepore and Ludwig's arguments against Davidson, 
focusing on the discussion of charity and its role in his project. I will show 

that for each argument discussed, either it does not work, or Davidson 
has quite sufficient conceptual resources available to respond. 
  
Max Cresswell  
Victoria University of Wellington  
A Lockian Geometric Demonstration  
The paper presents a description of what a Lockian demonstration of the 
theorem that the interior angles of a triangle sum to two right angles 
might look like. The intention is to see whether this can throw any light on 
Locke's attitude to mathematical knowledge, and his attitude to the 
knowledge of 'trifling' propositions. 
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Patrick Crogan  
University of the West of England, Bristol  
Editing Experience: Bernard Stiegler and Film Theory/History  
At the 'Impact of Technology on the History and Theory of Cinema' 
conference (Montreal, Nov 2011), leading film scholar, Tom Gunning, 
affirmed the importance of Bernard Stiegler's philosophy of technology for 
a reconceptualisation of cinema's past and future at this juncture of its 
becoming digital. Gunning is less interested, however, in Stiegler's 
specific analysis of cinema. My paper will elaborate and evaluate some of 
the key claims of Stiegler's work on cinema by reflecting on this curiously 
ambivalent steering of the theory of film towards Stiegler's post-
Derridean, post-Simondonian philosophy of technology. Gunning sees 
the possibilities of this reorientation in a renewed encounter with the 
graphic, 'mythological' power of the cinematic image not reducible to its 
significatory potential, and linking it to the long, long history of exterior 
technical supports of human imagination and collective becoming. His 
distinterest in Stiegler's account of cinema would seem, then, to run 
parallel with his identification of this power of cinema as something prior 
to its becoming a form of montage or assemblage. For his part, Stiegler 
identifies the cinema's re-edit of experience as an absolutely singular 
development of this long trajectory of exteriorisation. It is in Stiegler's 
post-Husserlian account of the experience of cinema that the difference 
between Gunning's Stiegler and Stiegler's cinema lies. 
 
Ben Cross  
University of Sydney  

Incentives, Inequality, and Virtue: A Case for Perfection  
This paper shows that political liberals have reason to view the cultivation 
of altruistic virtues such as benevolence as necessary for the attainment 
of the goals of a liberal political ethic. To this end, I argue that, unless 
altruistic and egalitarian virtues obtain to a sufficient extent, a society may 
not only suffer from levels of inequality and poverty that are intolerable for 
justice as fairness, but may do so even in a Rawls-type well-ordered 
society. Against this background, this paper considers how the virtue of 
benevolence, as a virtue largely foreign to what Rawls and others have 
identified as the 'political virtues', poses potentially insurmountable 
difficulties for the neutrality of a liberal state. 
 
Garrett Cullity  
University of Adelaide  
Reasons and Fit  
According to the "fitting response" tradition of thinking about value, good 
things are those that are fit for favourable responses and bad things 
those that are fit for unfavourable ones. We can also have reasons to 
make favourable or unfavourable responses. What, then, is the relation 
between reasons and "fit"? One answer is: identity. But that answer faces 
several problems, including the "wrong kind of reasons" problem. We can 
avoid those problems by distinguishing the fitness- and reasons-relations. 
But it seems unsatisfactory simply to treat these as two separate 
primitives. This paper explores the prospects for treating fitness-relations 
as more primitive than normative reasons, and explaining the latter in 
terms of the former. 
 
Adrian Currie  
Australian National University  
Beyond Tracecentrism  
The tracecentrist believes (1) the explanatory targets of historical enquiry 
are not events, entities or processes in the past, but traces of events, 
entities or processes (historical scientists are not interested in dinosaurs, 
they are interested in dinosaur fossils); (2) confirmation in the historical 

sciences supervenes on both traces, and 'middle range' theories which 
connect traces to the past. I argue that tracecentrism is untenable. 
Sometimes historical scientists do explain the past. Moreover, they not 
only employ middle-range theories but also models in confirming their 
hypotheses. These models do not serve to connect traces to past events 
(and so are not middle-range theories) but do have evidential bearing on 
historical hypotheses. As these models provide evidence for historical 
hypotheses without any changes to middle-range theories or traces, they 
are a counterexample to tracecentrism. 
 

Mark Anthony Dacela  
De La Salle University - Manila, Philippines  
Are Modal Conditions Necessary for Knowledge?  
Counterfactual or modal conditions have played an important role in post-
Gettier theories of knowledge. I take them to assume a notion of 
closeness that presupposes the indexicality thesis, which roughly means 
that any world may be taken as actual. This makes it possible for us to 
evaluate how they stand against skepticism, which I interpret here in two 
ways: the weak sense where the demon world is taken as a far away 
world and the strong sense where the demon world is taken as the actual 
world. I will show that these conditions are trivial in both cases. 
  
Ramon Das  
Victoria University of Wellington  
Humanitarian intervention and non-ideal theory  
In this paper an account of the distinction bewteen ideal and non-ideal 
theory is first presented. Recent philosophical work on humanitarian 
intervention is then criticized for being framed in overly ideal-theoretic 
terms. Finally, a non-ideal theoretic approach to humanitarian 
intervention is developed and the advantages of such an approach are 
argued. 
  
Tom Dougherty  
University of Sydney  
Sex, Lies and Consent  
Lying to get laid: how bad is it really? Suppose weapons scientist 
Jones beds hippie Smith by saying that she is a peace activist. Behavior 

like this is typically seen as merely sleazy. But I argue that it is in fact 
seriously wrong. If Smith decides to have sex only because she has been 
deceived about Jones's occupation, then she does not consent to the 
sexual encounter. What Smith consented to was sex with a peace 
activist, and the sexual encounter was sex with a weapons scientist. And 
culpably having non-consensual sex with someone is seriously wrong. 
  
Lachlan Doughney  
La Trobe University  
The folk psychology of attention  
In this paper I give an account of our folk psychological concept of 
attention, through fixing the reference of the term 'attention'. This folk 
psychological concept is a concept of attention as a resource that we use 
in our mental acts in order to access and retain information. To arrive at 
it, I first give an explanation of how an analysis of ordinary language can 
provide us with an account of our folk beliefs about mental phenomena. I 
go on to determine the set of folk beliefs we have about attention through 
looking at the way we use the term 'attention'. Then, I give a unified 
account of these beliefs, by fixing the reference of the term 'attention'. To 
conclude, I explain the significance of having an explicit folk concept of 
attention, like the one provided in the paper, rather than an implicit one. 
  
Zoe Drayson  
Australian National University  
On The Level  
Talk of 'levels of explanation' draws on the idea that the world is 
hierarchically structured by one or more of the following ordering 
relations: part-whole relations, asymmetric dependence relations, bridge 
principles, functional relations. Focusing on different relations generates 
different notions of level (e.g. mereological, nomological) but traditionally, 
these notions of level are assumed to "comport" (Schaffer 2003). In this 
paper I explore whether comportment is the case with regard to 
mereological levels and levels of realization, focusing on Kim's (1998) 
claim that realizer/realized property-ordering comes apart from part-whole 

ordering and Gillett's (2003) account of part-whole ordering as a species 
of realization relation. I conclude by considering the particular issues this 
raises for using levels as explanatory tools. 
 
Andrew Dunstall  
Macquarie University  
A new philosophy of history?  
History, when considered in relation to other sciences, can seem 
somewhat 'squishy'. When it comes to philosophers and science, history 
is like the kid who always gets picked last to be on anybody's team. And 
yet history persists, arguably enjoying more 'everyday' interest than other 
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sciences. In this paper I propose that some recent Continental philosophy 
can be approached as a new kind of philosophy of history. Following 
phenomenological emphasis, it is located in an anterior position to the 
developed discipline we call 'history'. This philosophy of historicity can 
then be compared to some aspects of analytic philosophy of history - a 
field that last enjoyed popularity in the 1960's. As a case in point, I 
propose a new interpretation of Jacques Derrida's notorious Of 
Grammatology, and compare it with the work of Arthur Danto on narrative 
sentences. In the process, Derrida becomes less strange, less focused 
on language, and the peculiar scientific status of history is clarified. 
 
Nathan Eckstrand  
Duquesne University  
Problematics and possibilities in philosophies of change: 
Comparing Hegel and Ch'eng I  
This paper examines the similarities and differences between Hegel's 
philosophy and the Ch'eng I's commentary on the Confucian classic 
Yijing. To do this, it undertakes a close reading of the "Lordship and 
Bondsman" section of the Phenomenology of Spirit and the "Dispute" 
hexagram within the Yijing. The paper demonstrates that while both 
projects find common ground in their articulation of change as occurring 
through the interplay of a variety of perspectives, the different historical 
and philosophical backgrounds through which they each originated leads 
them to assume different metaphysical and ontological characteristics. 
Hegel's project, as it is interested in showing the ways in which figures 
and objects originate and develop, does not begin any more than what 
consciousness begins with. Ch'eng I, by contrast, builds an interrelated 
network of elements, and so uses forces and objects already in existence 
to show how the parts of the network fit together. This paper concludes 
by drawing several conclusions about the possibility of developing a 
philosophy of change out of the examples provided by these two thinkers. 
 
Edward Elliott  
Australian National University  
Fregeanism and the Referential Capacities of the Very Young  
In recent years, Fregeanism has been subject to several related critiques 
originating from empirical research on the linguistic development of small 
children. The common objection is that Fregeanism is subject to a 
dilemma: it is either committed to empirically disconfirmed assumptions 
about child psychology, or it must conflict with strong intuitions about the 
reference of proper names as used by young children. I focus on one 
strand of this objection, as it is presented in deRosset (2010). The 
argument is that 3-year-olds use names to refer just as adults do, but lack 
the kind of metalinguistic and metacognitive capacities that a broadly 
"causal descriptivist" understanding of Fregeanism should require of 
them. I present a positive proposal for Fregeanism that avoids this 
dilemma, and draw some upshots for the internalism/externalism debate. 
 
Dongping Fan and Zexian Yan  
South China Normal University  
Emergence and Irreducibility of Scientific Knowledge  
The world is of a hierarchical structure and it evolves through emergence. 
The levels are the result of emergence. The emergent new level 
possesses unique properties and function which its components do not 
possess; has basic laws or rules can not be logically deduced by which of 
any other levels; and shows a downward causation power. Therefore, 
there is a non-linear causal networks among the levels of complex 
system, which makes little sense of the causal reductionism. The 
hierarchical structure is divided in accordance with the increasing 
organized complexity of the objects, so different levels have different 
disciplines, and different disciplines have their own theoretical autonomy 
and independence. Therefore, theories of different levels are essentially 
irreducible, even if they are not, may be only in the sense of partial 
reduction. Emergent-evolution-hierarchical ontology and multi-coordinate- 
holism is compatible with and beyond reductionism. 
 
Mirko Farina  
Macquarie University  
Neither Touch nor Vision: Sensory Substitution as Artificial 
Synaesthesia  
Complementarity defences of the extended mind argue that many of the 
kinds of cognition humans excel at can only be accomplished by brains 

working together with a body that directly manipulates and acts on the 
world. In this talk, I take Sensory Substitution Devices (SSDs) as my case 
study. In section 1, I put forward the idea that SSDs are, for the visually 
impaired at least, an example of perceptual enhancement made possible 
by cortical plasticity and outline a challenge to this idea. The challenge is 
that SSDs don't count as enhancements because the SSD user, through 
the coupling with the device, is just getting information from the world via 
a sense she already has. In sections 2 and 3, I lay out two analogous but 
not homologous versions of this challenge that say that the information 
the user is processing remains tactile and then critically discuss the 
arguments offered to support this idea. In section 4, I look at a different 
challenge. Hurley and NoÃ« agree that SSDs are an example of 
perceptual enhancement but I disagree with them about the nature of it. I 
conclude by presenting my own view of the form that this enhancement 
ultimately takes. 
 
Anson Fehross  
University of Sydney  
Consequentialism With A Clue: A causal refutation of the Epistemic 
Problem  
The epistemic problem, as articulated by James Lenman in 
"Consequentialism and Cluelessness", attacks objective act 
consequentialism on the grounds that it cannot provide action guidance. 
Slowing down at a zebra crossing for a pedestrian sets in motion 
countless unknown (and, indeed, unknowable) causal chains which alter 
the makeup of future generations. And yet it seems, at least at the time of 
slowing the vehicle, that we did the right thing. Imagine, though, that had 
we not slowed at the crossing, and instead ploughed the pedestrian 
down, we would avert genocide brought about by his despotic 
descendent. Consequentialism seems to require that we plough down the 
pedestrian, given this distant outcome. But as the far-off consequences of 
our acts are unknowable, we have no ability to act so as to bring about 
the best overall consequences. This paper will suggest that the entire 
problem rests upon conflating consequences with effects. I will offer a 
causal refutation (based on Schaffer, 2001) against the notion that we 
actually cause these undesirable effects by slowing at the crossing. We 
are no more responsible for the despot's actions than the Big Bang is 
responsible for my writing these words. 
 
Sandra Field  
Princeton University  
Two errors of absolutism: Hobbes and Spinoza  
Whatever other objections contemporary authors may have to the early 
modern absolutist ideal of politics, it is not common to criticise its lack of 
realism. To the contrary, there appears to be an excess of realism. In 
their keenness to stave off war, philosophers such as Hobbes grant 
ample authority to political rulers; the problem appears to be that this 
model of politics overrides important normative considerations of the 
liberty or rights of individuals in the name of reducing risk of conflict. In 
this paper, I argue to the contrary that early modern absolutism commits 
two errors which render it unrealistic. I carry out this argument through an 
interpretation of the political texts of Hobbes and Spinoza, arguing that 
Spinoza's late move towards a non-absolutist republican model of politics 
reflects not primarily a normative rejection of absolutism so much as one 
motivated by a commitment to political realism. Nor is this argument of 
relevance only to scholars of early modern philosophy. Whilst early 
modern absolutism finds no partisans in the present day, the structure of 
the errors which it commits are prevalent in contemporary political 
philosophy; the early modern debate helps to bring these errors to the 
fore. 
 
Paul Formosa  
Macquarie University  
Dignity and Respect: Understanding Kant's Formula of Humanity 
Kant's Formula of Humanity (FH) tells us that to treat persons with dignity 
and respect we must always treat them as ends in themselves and never 
as mere means. But what does this actually require that we do (or not 
do)? I try to answer this question by arguing that FH grounds two 
principles, the Mere Means Principle and the Ends in Themselves 
Principle. The latter principle requires that we make it our end to further 
the ends of other persons and to cultivate our own rational capacities 
(broadly construed). The former principle requires: 1) when applied to 
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ourselves, that we never damage or destroy, even temporarily, our 
rational capacities, unless we have a good moral reason to do so; and 2) 
when applied to others, that we only interact with them on the basis of 
terms that all relevant parties could possibly consent to. The paper will 
then illustrate the practical implications of these principles. 
 
Emma Fox  
Latrobe University  
The problem with pain asymbolia  
Pain asymbolia has recently become of interest to philosophers of mind, 
particularly those philosophers interested in pain, but also to those who 
are interested in the problem of bodily sensations and their relation to our 
phenomenal consciousness. Pain asymbolia seems to be a promising 
candidate for providing important evidence for and against philosophical 
positions, however, it is currently performing this function in an idealised 
form. Pain asymbolia as it is described in clinical settings is not a tidy 
phenomenon. Using Grahek's Feeling Pain and Being in Pain (Grahek 
2007) and information obtained from qualitative analysis of 14 case 
studies, I will give a description of pain asymbolia as Grahek portrays it 
then compare that description to pain asymbolia as it occurs in the 
neurological literature. I give two differing and undetermined causal 
possibilities for pain asymbolia (two views) before describing three 
philosophical positions where pain asymbolia has been utilised for the 
purpose of philosophical critique or support. Although pain asymbolia 
looks as though it is a pathological condition that can solve a few 
problems in philosophy, it is not so useful once the entire clinical picture 
is taken into consideration. 

 
Ben Fraser  
Australian National University  
Moral error theories and folk metaethics  
In this paper I distinguish between two error theories of morality, one 
couched in terms of truth (ET1), the other in terms of justification (ET2). I 
then present two arguments: the Poisoned Presupposition Argument for 
ET1, and the Evolutionary Debunking Argument for ET2. I go on to show 
how assessing these arguments requires paying attention to empirical 
moral psychology, in particular, work on folk metaethics. After surveying 
the extant work, I end by suggesting avenues for future research. 
 
Eliza Goddard and Susan Dodds  
University of Tasmania  
Not Just a Pipeline Problem: Improving Women's Participation in 
Philosophy in Australia  
Why are there so few women philosophers in Australian universities? It 
was earlier assumed that women's under-representation was a "pipeline 
problem" that would be fixed once the number of women in the academic 
pipeline increased. This assumption has been challenged in feminist 
literature but remains the dominant model guiding responses to the 
underrepresentation of women. We use longitudinal data spanning a 
forty-year period, collected by the Australasian Association of Philosophy 
(AAP) and Australian government (DEEWR) to show the persistence of 
the problem. We argue the pipeline model misrepresents the academic 
terrain as gender neutral. As a result, recommendations adopted by the 
AAP (and similar bodies elsewhere) have failed to address the reasons 
for women's lesser participation. We argue that attention to feminist work 
addressing women and philosophy may better identify the causes of 
women's low participation. We explore the place of feminist philosophy, 
how "philosophy" is understood and "philosophers" are represented, the 
effects of the marginalisation of feminist philosophical concerns in the 
teaching of philosophy and how these shape the participation of women 
in philosophy. We conclude by exploring the potential for the AAP and the 

philosophical community to take action to effectively improve the 
participation of women in philosophy. 
 
Peter Godfrey-Smith  
The Graduate Center, CUNY  
Sender-receiver models and animal signaling 
Recent theoretical work on signaling systems and their evolution make it 
possible to clarify, and in some cases dissolve, ongoing debates about 
the role of information in animal communication. I will also make some 
comments about the relations between the animal cases and theories of 
meaning in the context of human communication. 

 
Azam Golam  
La Trobe University  
Tolerance Based Multiculturalism in South Asia: The Case of India 
Multiculturalism is considered as an influential and successful political 
theory for resolving differences among rival groups especially between 
majority and minorities in western countries. It is concerned with the 
issues of equality: it asks whether the different communities, living 
peacefully together, co-exit as equals in the public arena (Mahajan 2002, 
11). Will Kymlicka is one of the pioneers of this theory. The paper 
explains and searches for a suitable theory to resolve differences among 
groups in a South Asian country. It argues that neither Kymlicka's 
autonomy based multiculturalism nor Brian Barry's anti-multicultural 
egalitarian liberalism is an appropriate theory to ensure social solidarity in 
South Asian countries, for example, India because of age-old traditions, 
customs, religious awareness and dedication, and cultural deep 
attachments of the people of these countries (which are different from 
western secular countries like UK, France, Canada and USA). So far 
there is no proven theory that can be successfully applied to resolving 
differences between cultures and beliefs in these countries. Scholars 
recommend applying western-style liberal multicultural theory for the 
purpose. But I argue that peoples' understanding of diverse ways of life 
and the social structure of these countries do not inherently suggest the 
application of western-style liberal multiculturalism. I explain the case of 
India to support my hypothesis. Although India is a country where people 
of different cultures and religions have been living together for centuries, 
recent events of conflict between cultures and religions resulting 

deterioration of the status of minorities and depriving them of their basic 
human rights necessitate conducting research on difference and 
solidarity between conflicting cultures and religions in India. Different 
minority groups often claim that although India is a secular and 
democratic country by its constitution, it fails to do justice among 
individuals and between groups. The paper examines why the theory of 
political liberalism based on individual autonomy and neutrality would not 
be able to do justice among different cultural and religious groups in 
India. The paper also aims to propose a theory or model, encouraged by 
Galston's mutualism based on tolerance and mutual respect to minimize 
injustice and establish solidarity among groups in India. 
 
D.M. Gray  
Massachusetts Institute of Technology  
Living to See Another Day  
Can you have what matters in survival without surviving? Parfit says yes: 
in fission, a person does not survive but has something that is about as 
good. I say no: fission subjects have what matters in survival, but only 
because they survive (but not in the way Lewis thinks!). I argue that you 
cannot have what matters in survival unless you can rationally anticipate 
performing future actions and having future experiences. And you cannot 
rationally anticipate doing or experiencing anything if you believe that you 
will not survive. This motivates an account of personal identity on which 
there are constitutive links between identity, anticipation, and self-
concern. 
 
Paul Griffiths  
University of Sydney  
Where is the philosophy of emotion going?  
A decade ago authors such as Craig Delancey, Jesse Prinz and myself 
started to treat the philosophy of emotion as simply another topic in the 
philosophy of psychology. We assumed that psychology, cognitive 
science, and neuroscience are the appropriate foundations for a 
philosophical account of the nature of emotions. In this paper I review the 

last decade of work in the philosophy of emotion and assess to what 
extent our approach has had a lasting influence on the field, or whether 
the philosophy of emotion has reverted to its traditional isolation from the 
rest of philosophy of psychology, with closer links to moral psychology 
and aesthetics, emotion naturalistic philosophy  
 
Jason Grossman and Alan Welsh  
Australian National University  
How is it possible for a majority of scientists to be wrong about their 
own concepts?  
Among theories of theoretical terms which attempt to relate the meaning 
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of a term to its use by a language community, it is often assumed (or 
considered true by definition) that the correct use of a term in a 
community must be consistent with its use by the majority of that 
community. We present a case study which shows that this is false in at 
least some cases.  Theoretical terms in statistical inference are unusual 
in being extremely clearly operationalised via computer programs. Most 
of the terms which these programs use have uncontentious meanings 
according to the community of theoretical statisticians. But our research 
(mostly conceptual research so far, and some preliminary empirical 
research) suggests that these terms are widely misunderstood by the 
users of the programs. This latter group includes most scientists. We 
argue that it is not possible for both groups to be using the terms 
correctly, and that the minority use is the correct use not only for 
theoretical statisticians but also for the scientific community as a whole. 
 
Alan Hajek  
Australian National University  
Philosophical Heuristics II  
They say that anyone of average talent can become a strong chess 
player by learning and internalizing certain chess heuristics - 'castle 
early', 'avoid isolated pawns', and so on. Analogously, philosophy has a 
wealth of heuristics - philosophical heuristics - although they have not 
been nearly so well documented and studied. Sometimes they draw 
attention to a problem with a philosophical position - e.g. it has to make a 
choice that seems arbitrary. Sometimes they provide ways of solving a 
problem - e.g. there are many techniques for handling arbitrariness. 
Sometimes they suggest ways of replacing a hard problem with an easier 

one, with strategies for approaching the latter - e.g. replacing intensional 
notions with extensional surrogates, and then perhaps diagramming the 
latter. Sometimes they appeal to fertile modes of thinking more generally 
- e.g. continuity reasoning, and 'proves too much' reasoning. Sometimes 
they provide templates for positive arguments - e.g. techniques for 
showing that something is possible. Philosophers have been becoming 
increasingly self-conscious of their methodology, yet I believe that the 
study of such heuristics has been surprisingly neglected. At an AAP 
roughly 15 years ago I gave the first installment of my long-term project of 
identifying and evaluating various philosophical heuristics, illustrating 
them with numerous examples from the philosophical literature. This is 
my next installment. 
 
Richard Paul Hamilton  
University of Notre Dame Australia  
Vicious Capitalism and the Privatisation of Virtue, 
The concept of 'virtue' and 'character' have been colonised by the political 
right and have become associated with victim blaming and a 'pull yourself 
up by the bootstraps' ethos. This was best typified by the claims of many 
right-wing commentators on the recent UK riots who suggested that the 
youth involved needed to be taught virtue. This paper attempts to reclaim 
virtue for the left. Paradoxically, I will agree with conservatives that young 
people do need the virtues but as good pedagogues know, learning is not 
the same thing as being instructed. We need to foster the conditions in 
which virtue can grow. Drawing on feminist virtue theory I will argue that 
capitalism necessarily promotes vice in both the exploiters and the 
exploited. Defenders of capitalism have often embraced this observation 
and suggested that the capitalism's great strength is its ability to generate 
public virtue out of private vice. In the second half of this paper my focus 
will therefore be epistemological. I will argue that capitalism calls upon its 
defenders to adopt radically vicious epistemic stances, to hold beliefs that 
no epistemically virtuous agent ought to hold: beliefs which are palpably 
false, absurd or morally pernicious. 
 

Matthew Hammerton  
Australian National University  
Are all duties directed?  
Many moral theories make use of duties. For example, it may be claimed 
that we have a duty not to break promises, or a duty to maximize utility. 
At least some of these duties seem to be directed at, or owed to 
somebody. For example, a duty to not break a promise may be owed to 
the promisee. Let us call such duties 'directed duties'. Are all moral duties 
directed duties? One way to defend a negative answer to this question is 
to produce counterexamples. I look at alleged counterexamples from the 
literature and argue that they are unconvincing. I then suggest that a 

better strategy for answering the question is to examine different 
normative theories and see what they entail about the existence of 
undirected duties. I apply this strategy with some surprising results. 
 
Toby Handfield  
Monash University  
The ethics of extinction  
How bad would it be for the human species to go extinct? It is generally 
assumed that the extinction of any species is a very bad thing. In this 
paper, I argue that the badness of extinction is generally greatly 
exaggerated, both in commonsense estimation and in economic 
approaches to environmental policy. 
 
Johann Hariman  
University of Sydney  
What's Wrong With the World? A Problem for Schaffer's Priority 
Monism  
Priority Monism (PM) is the view that there is one and only one 
fundamental entity: the world. Schaffer characterises PM and its 
opposition in terms of mereology and the theory of ground. This talk 
raises a problem for PM by highlighting an inconsistency between PM, 
certain mereological principles and ground-theoretic principles. 
 
William Harper 
University of Western Ontario 
Isaac Newton's Scientific Method 
Newton’s inferences from phenomena realize an ideal of empirical 

success that is richer than prediction. To realize Newton’s richer 
conception of empirical success a theory needs to do more than 
accurately predict the phenomena it purports to explain; in addition, it 
needs to have the phenomena accurately measure parameters of the 
theory. Newton’s method aims to turn theoretical questions into ones 
which can be empirically answered by measurement from phenomena. 
Propositions inferred from phenomena are provisionally accepted as 
guides to further research. Newton employs theory-mediated 
measurements to turn data into far more informative evidence than can 
be achieved by simple Bayesian confirmation alone. This richer method is 
exemplified in the classical response to Mercury’s perihelion problem. 
Contrary to Kuhn, Newton’s method endorses the radical transition from 
his theory to Einstein’s. These richer themes of Newton’s meth! od are, 
also, strikingly realized in the response to a challenge to general relativity 
from a later problem posed by Mercury’s perihelion. We can also see 
Newton’s method at work in cosmology today in the support afforded to 
the (dark energy) cosmic expansion from the agreeing measurements 
from supernovae redshift, galaxy clustering, and cosmic microwave 
background radiation 
 
Hedda Hassel  
University of Oslo  
Phenomenology of agency as experience of causation  
Is there such a thing as direct experience of causation? Some non-
reductionists about causation argue for direct realism, which consists in 
the rejection of Hume's thesis that we are not aware of anything like 
causal powers, production or natural necessity in the interactions of 
external things. Other non-reductionists accept Hume's thesis and yet 
argue that causation is understood through a primitive concept that does 
not require empirical grounding. However, there is an additional non-
reductionist option, which is often overlooked, namely that we are directly 
aware of causation in our phenomenology of agency or will. There are 
various ways of explicating and defending this idea. I will argue that only 
a very strong version of it can help causal non-reductionists who reject 

both primitivism and (ordinary) direct realism. This strong version looks 
quite plausible when considered by itself. The main reason why it's widely 
rejected is its possible implications: it appears to enable an inference to 
panpsychism.   
 
William Hebblewhite  
Latrobe University  
The Internet and The Problem of Anonymity  
The Internet has been seen as the wild frontier, a romanticized zone of 
freedom in the twentieth and twenty-first century. However it is also 
argued that it is a breeding ground for offensive conduct in which the 
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'mob' rules and 'abusive speech' is rampant. The 'cesspools' in which this 
behaviour have developed is to a large extent being blamed on 
anonymity or pseudonymity that certain communities allow, as well as a 
supposed lack of accountability by website owners. Building on the views 
of Christopher Poole, founder of 4Chan and Canv.as, the aim of this 
paper is to defend the idea of anonymity on the internet and argue that 
Internet Communities have developed their own forms of accountability. 
 
Stephen Hetherington  
University of New South Wales  
The Gettier problem as an infallibilist confusion  
Philosophers are routinely confident of Edmund Gettier's having 
established a real result about knowledge. Often, that confidence is said 
not to require supporting argument, being based on intuitions. This paper 
asks whether - even if intuitions can be acceptable philosophical 
evidence, and even if epistemologists' 'Gettier intuitions' accurately 
represent how people in general would react to Gettier cases - Gettier 
intuitions succeed in grounding the Gettier problem as this is usually 
portrayed. The reason why they might fail in that respect is that they 
could well reflect a more or less developed and unwitting infallibilism 
about knowledge; which would be entirely inappropriate for 
understanding, let alone solving, what the Gettier problem is supposed to 
be. If epistemologists have relied unawares on latent infallibilist reactions 
to Gettier cases in describing the supposed Gettier problem, 
epistemology's allegiance to that problem has been confused from the 
outset. 
 

Adam Hochman  
Univeristy of Sydney  
Conflations of proximate and evolutionary explanation  
In 1990 Robert Lickliter and Thomas Berry identified the phylogeny 
fallacy , an empirically untenable dichotomy between proximate and 
evolutionary causation, which locates proximate causes in the decoding 
of â!˜genetic programsâ!™, and evolutionary causes in the historical 
events that shaped these programs. More recently, Lickliter and Hunter 
Honeycutt (Psychol Bull 129:819â!“835, 2003) argued that Evolutionary 
Psychologists commit this fallacy, and they proposed an alternative 
research program for evolutionary psychology. For these authors the 
phylogeny fallacy is the proximate/evolutionary distinction itself, which 
they argue constitutes a misunderstanding of development, and its role in 
the evolutionary process. In this talk I argue that the phylogeny fallacy 
should be relocated to an error of reasoning that this causal framework 
sustains: the conflation of proximate and evolutionary explanation. 
Having identified this empirically neutral form of the phylogeny fallacy, I 
identify its mirror image, the ontogeny fallacy . Through the lens of these 
fallacies I attempt to solve several outstanding problems in the debate 
that ensued from Lickliter and Honeycuttâ!™s provocative article.  
 
Sarah Elizabeth Holmes  
The George Washington University  
The Exceptionalism Plane: Quantifying Cultural "Self-Love" at the 
International Level 
In this paper I argue that the cultural phenomenon of exceptionalism is 
best examined through two lenses: Jean-Paul Sartre's concepts of 
facticity and transcendence, and Jean-Jacques Rousseau's notions of 
amour de soi and amour-propre forming another. These perspectives, 
considered together, provide a framework for assessing incidences of 
cultural exceptionalism and tracing the trend throughout history. To 
quantify this idea, I propose that a coordinate plane be created, with the 
Sartrean ideas placed at opposite ends of the x-axis, and the 
Rousseauian concepts placed at opposing ends of the y-axis. The result - 

the Exceptionalism Plane - allows for broad appraisal of the development 
of cultural exceptionalism throughout history. My research indicates that, 
in general, Western civilization has moved from a largely factitious 
position with a moderately-robust element of amour de soi to an overly 
transcendent position with a strong component of amour-propre. I provide 
substantial analysis of major historical events, considering the chief 
conceptions proposed by Sartre and Rousseau, the events' contemporary 
significance, and the events' modern significance to international 
relations, and suggest that this research be used to frame future ethical 
discussions over the role of democracy in global affairs. 
  

Richard Hou  
National Chung Cheng University, Taiwan  
Epistemic Possibility and Zhuang Zhou's Butterfly Dream  
The Butterfly Dream is a relished passage within Qiwulun of the 
Zhuangzi. Interpretations of this passage have been given by many, 
Chinese or not, in ancient and modern times. An account of the Butterfly 
Dream passage based on the concept of epistemic possibilities is given 
in order to reveal the argument contained in it. Moreover, a sketchy and 
conjectural interpretation of Qiwulun, which suggests that the denial of 
the Confucianist and the Mohist theories of Dao, for instance, is meta-
linguistic, along with the explanation of the role played by the Butterfly 
Dream will be presented. 
 
John Howes  
Learningguild  
Plato's questions: what is aret!, and is it something taught?  
In relation to those questions, I invite attention to three more: 1. How is 
the noun ‘aret!’ to be translated and explained? 2. What answers to his 
questions might Plato have regarded as relatively satisfactory? 3. What 
relevance have his discussions of those questions to present-day talk of 
“excellence”, “leadership”, “integrity”, and “character”? We shall be 
concerned mainly with the Meno and the Protagoras, but also with some 

uses of ‘aret!’ in other dialogues. I am indebted to two philosophers from 
Balliol College, Oxford, R.L.Nettleship and R.M.Hare. 
 
Michael Hughes  
University of Connecticut  
Lehrer's Solution to the Preface and the Lottery: New Formal 
Problems 
The lottery and preface paradoxes expose a difficulty in combining the 
thesis that consistency is a requirement of rationality, and that one can 
justifiably believe propositions whose evidential probabilities are less than 
fully certain. The lottery and the preface are supposed to present an 
especially pressing challenge for coherentists, since coherence seems to 
require consistency. In his articulation of a coherence theory of 
justification, Keith Lehrer (1991, 2000) has tried to take this problem head 
on, and has argued that his coherence account of justification precludes 
inconsistent justified beliefs, but allows for beliefs to be justified without 
being fully certain. I shall consider a few formal problems for Lehrer's 
solution that seem to indicate that Lehrer's view does not preclude 
inconsistent justified beliefs after all. In addition, I shall point to several 
valuable lessons about the relationship between evidence, justification, 
and defeaters that can be drawn from the formal objections that Lehrer's 
account faces. 
 
Ian Hunt  
Flinders University  
Marx and Rawls on the Justice of Capitalism and the Market: A 
Possible Synthesis? 
Marx and Rawls appear to have rather different views on the justice of 

capitalism and the market. It is argued that Marx and Rawls do not differ 
as much as first appears. Rawls's theory of justice completes Marx's 
critique of the justice of capitalism by setting out a criterion by which 
capitalism may be judged unjust, while Marx's theory of capitalist 
exploitation identifies the fundamental reason why the capitalist system is 
unjust. A synthesis of Marx's critique of capitalist exploitation with Rawls's 
theory of justice provides a more compelling moral critique of capitalism 
than either offers separately. 
 
Katrina Hutchison  
Macquarie University  
Sages and cranks: the difficulty of identifying 'first rate' 
philosophers  
Why are women underrepresented in philosophy? Meditating on Quine's 
comment that the "separation of philosophers into sages and cranks 
seems to be more sensitive to frames of reference [than in other 
disciplines]" I explore the possibility that part of the explanation might be 
the way that philosophers establish their credibility. My argument draws 
on philosophical work on the nature of expertise, as well as Miranda 
Fricker's work on epistemic injustice. 
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Lina Jansson  
Nanyang Technological University  
Asymmetrical ontological dependence: Essence, Socrates, and the 
singleton set containing Socrates   
Kit Fine has presented a series of striking examples of dependence that 
modal-existential accounts seem unable to handle and has developed an 
account based on a notion of essence to capture these. Among these 
cases those that illustrate the asymmetry of ontological dependence are 
particularly difficult to tackle. I argue that a notion of ontological 
dependence that remains closer to the modal-existential account than 
Fine's own account and that can overcome many of the objections that 
Fine raises is available. In particular, I suggest an alternative way to 
tackle the examples of the asymmetry of ontological dependence that 
does not make use of a notion of essence. I further argue that this kind of 
account of the asymmetry of ontological dependence can be related to 
the asymmetry of explanatory dependence in general in a way that an 
account based on the notion of essence does not easily allow for. 
 
Fiona Jenkins  
Australian National University  
Singing the Post-Discrimination Blues: Notes for a Critique of 
Academic Meritocracy 
In this paper I discuss how meritocratic selection for academic positions 
leads to a situation in which promoting disciplinary excellence and 
promoting equity goals come to seem disjunct, often competing agendas. 
This leads me to question the construction of 'excellence' as well as the 
integrity of meritocratic selection. Even as it seems the assessment of the 

'best' work and 'best' people should be an important avenue for 
overturning established hierarchies, placing too much faith in meritocratic 
mechanisms can paradoxically be an obstacle to women seeking change. 
I consider how this might play out on the contemporary scene of 
institutional philosophy. 
 
Jeremiah Joven Joaquin  
De La Salle University  
Sidering Prior's Tonk   
In his 1960 paper, "The Runabout Inference-Ticket," Prior presented the 
now famous "Tonk argument" against the inferential view of logical 
connectives - the view that the meaning of logical connectives are solely 
defined by (conventionally determined) inferential roles. Prior's case was 
simple. If the inferential view is right, then we could have a "well-defined" 
connective, Tonk, whose employment yields invalid inferences. There are 
two quick replies against this argument, each of which is premised on the 
claim that Prior's story (of how logical connectives are defined) is wrong. 
On the one hand, Stephenson (1961) argues that Prior's story misses the 
fact that connectives are defined in such a way that they preserve truth. 
Belnap (1962), on the other hand, argues that Prior misses the fact that 
the "antecedently given context of deducibility" serves as a background in 
defining any new connective. In this paper, I argue that though 
Stephenson and Belnap's objections might put into question Prior's Tonk 
argument, its main insight - that the meaning of logical connectives is not 
solely determined by (conventionally) stipulating their inferential roles - 
still perseveres. Furthermore, I argue that this main insight might be put 
positively in terms of Sider's (2011) claim that these connectives "carve at 
the joints of reality." 
 
Kevin Keith  
University of Sydney  
Homology and Mechanism in Developmental Cognitive Science: The 
Case of Attachment Theory 
John Bowlby's Attachment Theory (1969/82, 1973, 1980) emerged from 

the 1950s as a biological/ethological alternative to the then reigning 
approaches to developmental psychology: behaviourism and 
psychoanalysis. In providing a more interactional model for human 
psychological development, Bowlby introduced Tinbergen's ethological 
quadripartite unified approach to biological explanation: 
evolution/phylogeny, ontogeny, adaptive function and causal mechanism 
(1963). Of particular interest is Bowlby's innovative application of 
homology from evolutionary biology and the introduction of causal 
mechanisms from the cognitive sciences-internal working models (IWMs). 
More recent discussions in philosophy of biology have raised the 
importance of the application of homology for the study of human 

behaviour and psychology, suggesting, however, that little research 
traction has been gained. This paper argues that the multi-decade 
attachment research programme initiated by Bowlby represents a less 
recognised but highly successful application of homology (and causal 
mechanism) to human behaviour and psychology. Attachment 
interventions developed over the last 15 years and designed to improve 
infant-caregiver relationships have proven beneficial in reducing the 
mental health risks associated with disorganised attachments. The 
translational success generated by attachment research has been done 
so with only a partial accounting of the underlying casual mechanisms-
i.e., IWMs- and as such, may count as an example of Woodward's 
proposed interventionist approach to causality (2003), one he has 
recommended for psychiatry (2008). 
 
Ching Keng  
National Chengchi Univeristy, Taipei, Taiwan  
Two Stages of “Reality”—On the debate between Garfield and Gold 
about the Trisvabh!vanirde"a  
Recently Jay Garfield and Jonathan Gold debated about how to 
interprete Vasubandhu’s Trisvabh!vanirde"a, a classical Indian Buddhist 
text from the Yogâc!ra school. Yogâc!ra claims that all that are believed 

to be external objects are actually mental representations projected by 
one’s consciousness. Garfield and Gold disagree on whether the 
subjective experience should be taken as real. For Garfield, the 
subjective experience is real but their objects are not; but for Gold this 
text goes further to claim that even the subjective experience itself is 
unreal. This paper argues that their disagreement can be resolved by 
clarifying the sense of the term “real.” By likening the misconceived idea 
of “external objects” to an elephant conjurred up by the power of a spell, 
the Trisvabh!vanirde"a proposes a two-stage theory. At the first stage, 
although the elephant does not exist, the percept of that elephant as 
subjective experience does appear. To this extent, the subjective 
experience is real in the sense that it really exists. But at the second 
stage, the text states that “Through the non-perception of the elephant, 
the vanishing of its percept occurs,” meaning that the subjective 
experience is not real in the sense that it does not truly nor ultimately 
exist. 
 
Jeanette Kennett  
Macquarie University  
Addiction: Choice or Disease? How voluntary is voluntary behaviour 
in addiction? 
Are drug addicts helpless in the face of their addiction, compelled by 
cravings too strong to resist, as some recent work in the neuroscience of 

addiction has claimed to establish? Or is drug taking voluntary activity 
that can be ceased at will? In this paper I examine Gene Heyman's 
recent argument against the disease model and his analysis of addiction 
in terms of supposedly universal principles of motivation and choice. 
Despite the many virtues of Heyman's account I suggest that it does not 
succeed in ruling out the disease model, even on the assumption that 
addictive choices are voluntary. I then question that assumption and the 
account of motivation on which it rests. I argue there are significant 
involuntary aspects to addiction which could mitigate the responsibility of 
addicts for their choices and that neuroscientific evidence may help to 
distinguish addicts whose choices are compelled from those who are 
capable of responding to ordinary incentives. 
 
Anton Killin  
Victoria University of Wellington  
Fictionalism about musical works  
In this paper I defend fictionalism about musical works. After overviewing 
fictionalism generally, I discuss and assess the views of three theorists: 
Robert Martin, Andrew Kania, and Ross Cameron. Each of these 
philosophers defend something like a fictionalist construal of our thought 
and talk about musical works, though Cameron's view in particular is 
nihilist, and in Martin and Kania's cases, the fictionalist aspect of their 
view is underdeveloped. In this paper I go further. I motivate fictionalism 
about musical works, explain the view in detail and defend the view 
against various objections.  
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Suzy Killmister  
Massey University  
Moral Responsibility and Personal Autonomy  
it is commonly thought that moral responsibility and personal autonomy 
are mutually dependent: it is impossible to be morally responsible without 
being autonomous, and if we're autonomous we must be morally 
responsible. In this paper I explore two ways in which these concepts 
come apart. First, I look at the possibility of moral responsibility in the 
absence of autonomy, which I argue is possible because moral 
responsibility is transitive in a way that autonomy is not. Second, I 
consider the possiblity of autonomy in the absence of moral 
responsibility, arguing that moral responsibility requires normative 
competence, whereas autonomy does not.  
 
Nin Kirkham  
UWA  
Transcending our Biology: The Appeal to Nature in Virtue Ethics 
Virtue ethicists generally agree that a virtue is a trait that a person needs 
to live a life characterised by eudaimonia (flourishing, happiness etc). 
However, this claim is compounded from two further interrelated claims; 
the first being that the virtues benefit the individual possessing them; and 
the second that the virtues make their possessor a good human being. 
While both these claims have invited criticism, the second, because it 
involves the controversial appeal to human nature, has given rise to 
disagreement over the viability of a modern version of virtue ethics. Many 
philosophers argue that the notion of an ethics founded upon an account 
of the essential features of human nature is inherently problematic. 

Humans, they argue, have in some sense 'transcended our biology', so 
an understanding of humans as a biological species is extraneous to 
ethical questions. In this paper, I examine and defend the appeal to 
nature, as a way to ground an ethic of virtue, from some of the more 
common criticisms that are made against it. I ask whether there is any 
coherent sense in which we can say that humans have 'transcended our 
biology', and how we are best to understand the relevance of an account 
of 'human nature' to virtue ethics? 
 
Phillip Krohn  
Monash University  
Obligations to Future Persons  
Hare (2007) illuminates a possible means of dealing with the Non-Identity 
Problem (Parfit 1984): if we consider the interests of de dicto future 
persons - persons defined in non-rigidly referring terms, rather than in 
terms of specific identities - and apply our existing moral theories, all 
choices concerning future persons become person-affecting choices. 
This seems to be cheating: semanticking away the NIP without actually 
doing any theoretical lifting. However, I contend that not only is the de 
dicto model a permissible theoretical move, it is the best and potentially 
the only way moral theories can be brought to bear in an intuitively and 
logically acceptable way on our actions concerning future persons. It is 
also the best and potentially the only way they can be brought to bear on 
some non-person-effecting cases. Any alternative must either: claim that 
we can do wrong without harm, which is controversial if not potentially 
question-begging; affirm the moral irrelevance of future persons, which is 
unattractive and counterintuitive; or accept that there is no moral answer 
to such choices, which either leaves us unable to be moral in many cases 
or affirming the same moral irrelevance. 
  
Hongwoo Kwon  
University of Sydney  
The Real Lesson from So-Called Immunity to Error through 
Misidentification  

As Wittgenstein observed, when a first-person judgment, such as "I am 
hungry," is made on the basis of introspective grounds, to ask "Are you 
sure it is you who are hungry?" sounds almost nonsensical. The standard 
interpretation of this phenomenon has been an epistemological one: 
One's judgments about oneself based on introspective grounds are 
immune to error due to misidentifying someone else as oneself. But I 
claim that there is a subtly different, non-epistemological interpretation of 
it, which has a deeper implication. It is that there is a constitutive 
relationship between introspective knowledge and self-locating 
knowledge. I argue that this relationship yields a plausible account of the 
latter. 

 
Adam La Caze  
The University of Queensland  
Standards of evidence and the ethics of randomized trials  
Much has been written on when, and indeed whether, random allocation 
in clinical studies can be justified. Clinical studies testing the efficacy of 
extracorporeal membrane oxygenation (ECMO) for persistent pulmonary 
hypertension in newborns provide a paradigmatic case study. The ethical 
debate surrounding the ECMO case revolves around what constitutes 
sufficient evidence for the efficacy of a treatment. Once sufficient 
evidence is available, randomized allocation of patients to an inferior 
treatment is appropriately viewed as unethical. But what counts as 
sufficient evidence? Prominent responses to the ethics of randomized 
trials provide very different advice. Clinical equipoise suggests that 
randomization is justified providing there is genuine uncertainty in the 
clinical community. The uncertainty principle suggests that clinician-
investigators should only enrol patients if the clinician is uncertain 
whether the treatment will benefit the patient. And the personal care 
principle, suggests that random allocation is only acceptable when the 
clinician-investigator is indifferent between treatments. These proposals 
share a common deficiency: they fail to provide clear evidential standards 
that the clinical community or individual clinicians should hold (or be held 
to). I argue that a standard of evidence can be provided that better 
delineates when random allocation provides sufficient epistemic benefits 
to be ethical. 
 
Andy Lamey  

Monash University  
Ecosystems as Spontaneous Orders  
The notion of a spontaneous order has a long history in the philosophy of 
economics, where it has been used to advance a view of markets as 
complex networks of information that no single mind can apprehend. 
Traditionally, the impossibility of grasping all of the information present in 
the spontaneous order of the market has been invoked as grounds for not 
subjecting markets to central planning. A less noted feature of the 
spontaneous order concept is that when it is applied to ecosystems it 
yields a reasonably strong environmental ethic. Thinking of ecosystems 
as spontaneous orders generates a prima facie presumption against 
interfering with their natural functioning. Such a presumption will permit 
some interventions in nature while precluding others. Among other 
benefits of this approach is that it yields cogent answers to some 
canonical questions in environmental ethics, such as that concerning the 
ethics of environmental restoration. Environmental ethics could potentially 
make valuable use of the spontaneous order idea, without necessarily 
endorsing its traditional application to markets. 
 
John Lamont  
The demise of the Eleatic Principle  
The paper argues for two theses. The first is that the Platonist 
philosophical synthesis that became generally accepted after the 3rd 
century held a form of the Eleatic principle, and that this adherence to the 
Eleatic principle simply followed a consensus of ancient philosophers. 
This principle claims that everything that exists has some kind of causal 
efficacy. The second thesis is that adherence to the Eleatic principle 
came to be rejected in both Muslim and Christian worlds as a result of the 
opposition of theologians, who found the Eleatic principle an 
unacceptable restriction upon divine omnipotence. In the Muslim world, 
the rejection took the form of occasionalism, which asserted that God is 
the only causal agent. In the Christian world, it took the form of the 
doctrine of the general concurrence of God in all causal activity, which 
asserted that no created thing can produce an effect without God making 

a causal contribution to the production of the effect. The victory of the 
theologians was so complete that the Eleatic character of philosophy 
before the Middle Ages was lost sight of. This change, hitherto 
unrecognised, was one of the most fundamental developments in the 
history of philosophy. 
 
Holly Lawford-Smith  
Australian National University  
Benefiting from Failures to Address Climate Change  
Non-ideal worlds are worlds in which people do not do what they ought 
to. The politics of climate change is marked by the fact that countries are 
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dragging their heels in doing what they ought to do, namely, creating a 
binding global treaty, and fulfilling the duties assigned to each of them 
under it. According to a view in which the bad effects of climate change 
are triggered by crossing significant thresholds (rather than involving 
incremental damage), it might be perfectly rational for one individual, or 
one country, to fail to fulfill the duties they would have under such an 
agreement, namely in the case where it is known that other individuals, or 
countries, will not cooperate, and where crossing the threshold cannot be 
avoided without their cooperation. In this paper I want to try to make 
sense of the moral wrong inherent in not acting, even when it seems to 
be rational not to act. I try to cash that wrong out in terms of benefiting 
from injustice where the injustice is measured against a counterfactual 
baseline - the baseline where others cooperated. 
 
Arnon Levy  
Van Leer Institute  
Model Organisms aren't Models  
Much biology studies a small class of species known as "model 
organisms", such as E. coli, yeast and mice. I will argue that despite the 
epithet, model organisms are not models. In making this claim, I 
presuppose an understanding of models as vehicles for surrogative (or 
indirect) representation and reasoning: understanding one object by 
reasoning about a distinct object. Model organisms play a more empirical 
role. They are specimens that serve as bases for extrapolation. I will 
tackle two lines of thought that might lead one to think that model 
organisms are (surrogative) models. First, it may be supposed that 
assessments of model-target similarity play a key role in model organism 

based inferences. But I argue that the similarity in question is akin to 
statistical representativeness, and not to a comparison between two 
objects. Second, model organisms are seen as constructs, suggesting 
that they are somehow abstract or idealized. I will argue that the relevant 
sense of 'construction' does not license this thought. 
 
Neil Levy  
Florey Neuroscience Institutes  
Consciousness and moral responsibility  
There has been a lively debate recently centring on whether some 
empirical findings regarding the causal role of conscious states 
undermine agents' freedom and responsibility. In the first part of this 
paper, I argue that these findings raise no important challenges to our 
moral responsibility. I suggest we should focus on a distinct question, 
concerning the functional role of the informational content of mental 
states: might agents be morally responsible for actions in the absence of 
consciousness of that content (as philosophers like Scanlon and Arpaly 
contend)? I defend an account of the functional role of conscious states, 
and on that basis argue that conscious of the contents of the states that 
cause our action is a necessary condition of moral responsibility. 
 
Stephanie Lewis  
MCM LLC  
Where (in logical space) is God?  
David Lewis' modal realism allows for all possible worlds. For him, logical 
space contains possible worlds, and nothing else. There are (he can be 
represented as holding) no extra-worldly entities. So where is God (if 
such a being there be)? Any god must be a member of one, and no more 
than one, world. Further, the god of this world is, for Lewis, linked to the 
gods of other worlds by the counterpart relation, not by any relation of 
identity. How does Lewis' metaphysics of possible worlds square with the 
God of the philosophers, who is the creator of all besides himself, and 
who is omnipotent? What revisions to Lewis' ontology have to made to 
allow for such a god? 

 
Chung-I Lin  
Institute of Humanities in Medicine, Taipei Medical University  
Fine-grained argument and conceptualism  
Since the publication of McDowell's Mind and World, the issue of the 
nature of perceptual content has become a subject of hot debate in 
philosophy of mind and epistemology. A main concern of the issue is on 
the question whether the content of a perceptual experience is 
exclusively conceptual, just like what is typically ascribed to beliefs and 
judgments. Conceptualism is under severe attacks from various 
concerns, but two most discussed, and perhaps most commonsensically-

supported, ones are the fine-grained argument and the animal/infant 
argument. As a result, few remain a conceptualist nowadays. 
Nonetheless, here I demonstrate that the two arguments fail to 
undermine the conceptuality of perceptual content. My main point is that 
if one can see the intelligibility of the conceptualness of the world, one 
can make intelligible the conceptualness of experience. The major 
implication of our exploration is then that the core issue underlying the 
perceptual conceptualness debate should be the conceptualness of the 
world. 
 
Bruce Long  
University of Sydney  
A Trilemma Towards Physicalism About Information  
In this paper I will present a trilemma designed to demonstrate the 
incoherence of a number of conceptions of how information exists and is 
realised. These conceptions include weak and strong Platonism about 
information, subjectivism about information, information as a universal, 
and information as realised by possibilia and more specifically possibility 
spaces. I'll argue that eliminativism about information according to these 
conceptions is therefore appropriate. However, I will conclude that 
eliminativism about the existence and realisation of information in general 
is unwarranted and probably undesirable. The objective of the trilemma 
will be to push toward the conclusion that a there is available a common 
reductive ontic basis of information in all conceptions of information in 
relevant quantitative, logical, and semantic theories. Correspondingly I 
argue that there is available a physicalist-realist and reductive 
explanation of the nature of information and how it exists. It is based 

upon a certain interpretation of non-eliminative ontic structural realism 
and physicalism. According to this metaphysical framework information is 
realised in a way that approximates - but is not the same as - Armstrong's 
concrete Aristotelian immanent realist universals. Armstrong's universals 
are realisable only by prior-existing concrete spatiotemporal particulars, 
and cannot exist otherwise. I will argue that the realisation of information 
must share this property, but the third leg of the information realisation 
trilemma will show that it cannot be a universal in Armstrong's sense.  
 
Morgan Luck  
Charles Sturt University  
Is it wrong for Nagel to hope that there exists no God?  
In his book, The Last Word, Thomas Nagel expresses the hope that there 
exists no God. Guy Kahane, in his paper 'Should We Want God to 
Exist?', attempts to defend Nagel from an argument that concludes such 
a hope may be immoral. In this paper we present a new defence of the 
Nagel hope. 
  
Andres Luco  
Nanyang Technological University  
Tracing the Moral Arc: Moral Properties in a Functionalist Theory of 
Social Change  
This essay defends a version of naturalistic moral realism pioneered by 
Peter Railton. On this view, moral properties must be postulated in order 
to explain patterns of social and historical change. Moral properties are 
identical to selection pressures which cause societies to approximate 
"social rationality." A socially rational state is one in which the "objective 
interests" of all persons within a society are advanced and respected 
equally. I intend to demonstrate that social rationality plays an 
indispensable role in a theory of social change. Selection pressures 
favoring social rationality operate through interest-biased normative 
governance. Interest-biased normative governance is a distinctively 
human psychological capacity to have one's actions, beliefs, and 
emotions influenced by collective negotiations concerning the social 

norms that should govern what people ought to do, think, or feel. Interest-
biased normative governance favors norms that serve at least two sets of 
interests: (1) altruistic interests (i.e., preferences to protect and promote 
the interests of others) and (2) autonomy interests (i.e., preferences to 
have a sense of control over one's life). Empirical evidence for these 
claims will draw from recent work by eminent scholars in sociology 
(Ronald Inglehart), psychology (Steven Pinker), and economics (Daren 
Acemoglu). 
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John Maier  
University of Sydney  
Possible worlds and option spaces  
The successes of the possible worlds framework are many. For instance, 
this framework is central to a standard account of the semantics of modal 
auxiliaries (Kratzer, Lewis) and to a standard account of the contents of 
attitudes (Stalnaker, Lewis). I argue, however, that these accounts 
encounter trouble when they interact with agency: the trouble arises in 
giving a semantics for 'can' and in modeling the content of intention. I 
argue that these phenomena are better modeled in a framework of what I 
call 'option spaces.' I explain the framework of option spaces and how we 
can duplicate within this framework a number of the formal features of 
possible worlds. I then give an account, within this framework, of the 
semantics of 'can' and the content of intention. 
  
Andrea Marcelli  
La Trobe University  
Cooperation model and linguistic practices: a comparative view 
According to Michael Tomasello's 'cooperation model', shared 
intentionality is an essential requirement for cultural evolution. His 
evolutionary account of the emergence of language is thus faced with a 
two-tailed issue: that of determining the environmental motivations for the 
pursuit of shared goals, and that of identifying the skills which provide a 
cognitive ground for cooperation and communication. While, in the former 
case, biology takes up the results of neuroscience and 
palaeoanthropology, in the latter one new insight is given by that branch 
of philosophy of language which addresses linguistic practices. In its first 

part, this paper provides a brief overview of Tomasello's research on 
cooperation and shared intentionality. It subsequently focusses on the 
problem of assessing the consistency of his account of early pre-linguistic 
human ontogeny with John Searle's development of the concept of 
'status function' - which plays a relevant role in some of Tomasello's 
explanatory steps. Such a comparison will show the need for further 
specification of what it is meant with the extra-linguistic aspect of 
statements, together with an open question about their ontological 
character. 
 
Dan Marshall  
Hong Kong University  
Nominalism and Modal Comparitives  
Nominalists deny that there are any abstract objects, such as properties, 
sets or numbers. It is widely thought that i) nominalism is less ideological 
parsimonious than realism about abstract objects, since nominalists must 
regard as primitive many notions realists can reductively analyse, and 
that ii) this provides an important reason for rejecting nominalism. An 
important class of alleged examples of notions realists can analyse but 
nominalist must take as primitives are modal comparitives. Realists, for 
example, can analyse 'x might have been more massive than y actually 
is' as 'There are masses m1 and m2 such that a) m1 is less than m2, b) y 
has m1, and c) it is possible that x has m2'. Nominalists, on the other 
hand, cannot endorse this analysis since it requires there to be masses, 
which are abstract objects. As a result, realists have claimed that 
nominalists must regard this modal comparitive as a primitive. This paper 
argues that this is not the case: nominalists can provide a reductive 
analysis of 'x might have been more massive than y actually is' that is just 
as good as the analysis realists provide, and hence do not need to regard 
it, or other similar modal comparatives, as primitive. It also argues that 
the manner in which a nominalists can analyse modal comparatives 
suggest that nominalism isn't less ideologically parsimonious than realism 
after all. If this is correct in one major reason for rejecting nominalism 
fails. 

 
Joshua May  
Monash University  
Does Disgust Influence Moral Judgment?  
Recent empirical research seems to show that emotions play a 
substantial role in the production of moral judgments. One of the most 
important lines of support for this focuses in particular on the emotion of 
disgust. Largely due to the work of Jonathan Haidt and other 
psychologists, a number of philosophers and scientists have declared 
there's sufficient empirical evidence to establish that disgust plays a 
substantial role in the production of various moral judgments (e.g. Joyce 

2006, Sinnott-Armstrong 2006, Prinz 2007, Greene 2008, Kelly 2011, 
Plakias 2012). I argue to the contrary that the existing evidence, while 
important, does not provide sufficient support for this contention. The 
evidence at most weakly supports the claim that disgust slightly affects a 
certain class of moral judgments (ones regarding issues of purity); and 
there is no evidence that disgust can shift the valence of these 
judgments–-e.g. from approval to condemnation. Such results fail to 
support a number of philosophically important claims, such as: (a) that 
emotions are sufficient for moral judgments; (b) that moral judgments are 
based on a morally irrelevant emotion and thus require independent 
confirmation; (c) that deontological judgments are faulty since they rest 
on a morally irrelevant emotion. 
 
Claudio Mazzola  
The University of Queensland  
In Defense of Discrete Time  
Recent advancements in physics suggest that time might possibly be 
discrete, i.e. only finitely divisible, at the quantum scale. Nonetheless, 
philosophers generally approach discrete time models with a sceptical 
attitude. In fact they typically agree that, even if physical processes could 
not take place below a certain minimal but extended (non-zero) duration, 
time itself would still be intrinsically continuous. The purpose of this paper 
is to discuss some of the stock arguments that philosophers have brought 
about in favour of this view: (i) For any extended interval of time, it is 
always logically possible to conceive sub-intervals of lesser duration. (ii) 
All intervals of time necessarily possess dimensionless instants as 
boundaries. (iii) There cannot be any non-zero intervals of time because, 

throughout such intervals, time would 'stand still'. I argue that arguments 
of this type are generally logically invalid or incorrect, because either (a) 
they assume that time is infinitely divisible at the outset or (b) in order to 
avoid such fallacy, they must rely on general assumptions concerning the 
properties of extended objects and their relations to their parts, which are 
rejected by pointless geometry and some recent theories of mereological 
composition. 
 
Christopher McCarroll  
Macquarie University  
Point of View in Autobiographical Memory and the Self  
Psychologists have for some years distinguished between two distinct 
visuospatial perspectives in autobiographical memory: firstly the field 
perspective, in which one remembers an event/episode from the original 
point of view from which one experienced the event. Contrastingly, the 
observer perspective, in which one remembers the event from the 
position of an observer on the scene and one sees oneself in the 
memory. Philosophers have long puzzled over the related distinction of 
imagining 'from the inside' and 'imagining from the outside', yet there has 
been much less philosophical attention focused on point of view in 
memory. This paper analyses the distinction between field and observer 
perspectives, and argues that the observer perspective, which is 
generally considered the more puzzling phenomenon of the two, fits into 
the framework of a narrative conception of self. The paper will then 
examine some of the empirical evidence related to observer perspectives 
with this philosophical framework in mind. 
 
David Macarthur  
University of Sydney  
Film and the Question of Skepticism  
This talk will explore Stanley Cavell’s claim that film is ‘a moving image of 
skepticism’ and the bearing it has on film’s relation to the ordinary.  
 
Clare McCausland, Siobhan O’Sullivan, and Scott Brenton  

University of Melbourne  
A utilitarian argument against animal exploitation  
Arguments against the industrialised exploitation of animals often rely on 
deontological structures and the language of animal rights. Conversely, 
it's often claimed that utilitarian theorists are limited to a regulative 
approach to animal protection, and cannot make any arguments against 
the systemic use of nonhuman animals while there is a possibility that 
that use may produce overall utility. In this paper I aim to show that the 
utilitarian can argue that systemic animal exploitation is wrong on the 
basis of weighted distribution of goods in favour of the human exploiter, 
and of losses to the exploited - animals. 
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Doug McConnell  
Macquarie University  
Ainslie's account of agency and addiction: A critique  
I want to use heroin several times a week and I want the long-term 
rewards of a respectable career. I realise I can't have both and the career 
promises to be more rewarding so I choose to pursue it. But whenever 
heroin is immediately available it looks more appealing then the distant 
rewards of a career so I use. I then regret using and reaffirm that the 
career is best, but the cycle repeats. George Ainslie argues that such 
cyclical preference reversals are driven by the hyperbolic discounting of 
future rewards. All animals naturally discount in this way. However 
humans can avoid preference reversal through pre-commitment 
strategies and a form of willpower where we treat the current decision as 
a precedent for all future decisions of the same type. I argue that these 
are insufficient resources to achieve typical agency and that we must also 
appeal to intentions and, ultimately, features of personal identity. 
 
Neil McDonnell  
Macquarie University and University of Glasgow  
Contrast and Fragility in Causation  
Event-based counterfactual theories of causation are dogged by 
problems: absence causation, prevention, failures of transitivity and 
failures of extensionality - succinctly summarised in Schaffer (2005). 
Recent contrastive approaches have elegantly resolved a range of these 
problems. Yet, the most prominent failure of counterfactual analyses of 
causation is their inability to deal with cases of late pre-emption, and here 

contrastive accounts seem to fare no better. In this paper I will argue that 
contrastive acccounts of causation can, and some must, allow that events 
can be fragile - a known cure for late pre-emption. I aim to show that the 
commonly cited theoretical costs of adopting a fragile events strategy can 
be nullified by adopting a contrastive approach so that the benefits of the 
fragile event strategy remain available. We can have our cake and eat it. 
Schaffer, J. (2005). "Contrastive causation." Philosophical Review 114(3): 
327-358. 
 
Justine McGill  
University of Melbourne  
The Silencing of Women  
Statistics reveal that women who show aptitude for philosophy 
nevertheless abandon study or work in this field at markedly higher rates 
than men. They fall silent, as it were, when they might have been 
expected to go on speaking. Why? This paper explores the hypothesis 
that philosophical speech acts performed by women are systematically 
liable to turn out 'unhappily' due to the effect of unexamined, prejudical 
presuppositions that work to undermine their success. This approach to 
the silencing of women is adapted from the work of Rae Langton and 
Caroline West (1999) who draw upon J.L Austin's theory of performative 
speech acts, and David Lewis' analysis of language games to provide an 
account of how pornography works to silence women. Here, I make use 
of this illuminating analysis of the mechanisms of silencing to explore the 
question of how women are silenced in philosophical contexts, as well as 
what might be done to remedy this. I consider Judith Butler's position on 
how best to combat injurious speech, and advocate an alternative 
approach inspired in part by the teaching of an early Buddhist nun. 
  
Sean McKenna  
Australian Catholic University  
Bespoke or Off The Rack: choosing roles that suit  
Those who fill certain important community roles can, at times, see 
themselves (and be seen by others) as bound to act in a fashion typical 

or consistent with those roles. They can believe that their freedom to 
choose how they will act is in some ways compromised by their 
responsibility to be faithful to the role they fill. This can then lead to an 
acceptance, by them, and an expectation, by others, that their actions in 
the role need not (or indeed should not) reflect their personal moral 
positions. A role based morality is then taken to supersede the moral 
actor's personal morality. Such a reduction in personal liberty and 
autonomy makes the possibility of the moral agent, in the role, acting 
authentically problematic. The paper considers the process by which the 
moral actor comes to be encased in a role that restricts her moral 
freedom, and questions the reasonableness of moral actors allowing 

themselves to be aligned to ill matched roles. As well, the paper puts 
forward claims concerning the necessity for those taking on roles to 
sincerely exercise their moral imagination in order to avoid future 
compromise. 
 
Tristram McPherson  
Virginia Tech/Melbourne  
What is at stake in debates between normative realists?  
Central debates between normative realists often purport to concern 
questions of metaphysical naturalism and reduction. However, 
discussions of these categories by normative realists are often 
inconsistent, murky, or uninformative. Among other vices, this gives 
comfort to the realist's quietist and quasi-realist foes, who think that such 
debates are really first-order normative debates in disguise. This paper 
aims to clarify what is at stake in metaphysical debates between 
normative realists. To do this, I develop and defend accounts of 
metaphysical naturalism and reduction. Roughly, to be a natural property 
is to be a member of the narrowest real metaphysical resemblance class 
that includes properties correctly postulated by our most successful 
natural sciences. For a property to be reducible is for the real definition of 
that property to be exhausted by a function of the reducing properties. 
This taxonomy has three significant theoretical virtues. First, it promises 
to vindicate the significant metaphysical differences that major normative 
realists take to exist between their views. Second, it clarifies the 
important metaphysical questions that are at stake in debates between 
these philosophers. Finally, it has substantive bite, casting doubt on the 
force of some arguments that are commonly deployed in debates 

between normative realists. 
 
Richard Menary  
Macquarie University  
Neural Plasticity and Cognitive Niches  
Sterelny (2010) argues for a scaffolded view of cognition. One in which 
the niche transforms our cognitive capacities. More recently, in The 
Evolved Apprentice, he has provided a detailed account of how early 
humans developed hybrid learning mechanisms that require richly 
structured socio-cultural niches. Sterelny's position, I will argue, should 
be defended on the grounds of a strong interpretation of neural and 
developmental plasticity. I provide some examples from the cognitive 
neuroscience of mathematics and reading that indicate that the brain is 
plastic enough for the functional redeployment of cortical circuitry to the 
very recent tasks of reading and writing. I then discuss some of the 
implications for our conception of modern minds. 
  
Peter Menzies  
Macquarie University  
The Causal Closure Argument is No Threat to Non-Reductive 
Physicalism  
Reductive physicalists often appeal to the argument from the causal 
closure of the physical world to show that non-reductive physicalism is an 
unstable position. In this paper I argue that the argument is flawed as it 
commits the fallacy of equivocation. The crucial premise stating the 
causal closure of the physical world can be interpreted in terms of 
different conceptions of causation. If the principle is interpreted in terms 
of a conception of causes as sufficient conditions, the non-reductive 
physicalist can rightly claim that the argument is invalid. On the other 
hand, if the causal closure principle is formulated in terms of a difference-
-!making conception of causation, the non-reductive physicist can argue 

that the principle is false. Either way the argument is unsound and lacks 
the apodeictic force to compel acceptance of its conclusion that every 
mental event is identical to a physical event. 
 
Benjamin Miller  
Stanford University  
Justifying the Civic Virtue  
The literature on civic education relies heavily on the notion of civic virtue 
in both theoretical works in philosophy, political science and education, 

and in works of a more practical sort in policy and education research. 
Most debates focusing on civic virtue concentrate on which character 
traits are the civic virtues, or they just assume that certain traits are 
virtues. In this paper, I argue that we do not have a clear idea of what 
makes a character trait a civic virtue. I argue that, unlike in ethical theory 
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debates about virtuous character traits, we cannot make headway toward 
understanding civic virtue, which traits are virtues, and how they can be 
taught without first having a firm grasp on what makes a character trait a 
virtue. I argue that because these character traits are meant to be civic, 
and are to be inculcated in children in public schools using public funds, 
we cannot justifiably proceed in the implementation process with civic 
"virtues" (especially if we aim to be political liberals) without first 
completing this investigation. 
 
Kristie Miller, Sam Baron, and Raamy Majeed  
University of Sydney  
Negative Properties  
There has been a recent resurgence in interest in negative facts. But 
discussion of negative properties is rare, in part because people are 
suspicious of the coherence of the idea of negative properties. This paper 
seeks to define the notion of a negative property in terms of causation by 
omission. We suggest that negative properties are those properties that 
cause by omission. Thus our conclusions are conditional: if there is 
anything that causes by omission, then, we contend, some of those 
things are negative properties. 
 
Joe Mintoff  
University of Newcastle  
Does Moral Philosophy Corrupt its Students?  
Raimond Gaita has claimed that there are some things it is evil to believe 
or even to think, and that academic philosophy nevertheless instructs us 
to seriously consider whether they are true. He has charged that this is 

morally corrupt both in itself and in the effects it risks - anyone who 
seriously wonders whether evil is an illusion, for example, already 
exhibits immorality, not to mention the risk that they might end up actually 
believing it. He has also argued that no-one can be justified in believing 
evil propositions, even if their assertions satisfy the ordinary intellectual 
standards for debate - the proper exercise of a person's critical faculties, 
he claims, presupposes that they are in touch with reality. The aim of this 
paper is to examine whether moral philosophy as practiced today is 
susceptible to Gaita's charges. 
 
Teru Miyake  
Nanyang Technological University  
Confirmation and Exploration in Newton's Principia  
Newton's argument for universal gravity in Book 3 of the Principia is one 
of the most widely discussed examples of the scientific method in action, 
but philosophers have yet to agree on exactly what kind of method is 
being used there - whether it is hypothetico-deductive, bootstrapping, or 
something else. In this talk, drawing on the work of George Smith, I 
distinguish between two different things one might be doing with a theory 
such as universal gravity when investigating a complicated system such 
as the solar system. We might, on the one hand, simply be trying to 
confirm whether the theory is the correct, or approximately correct, 
description of what is going on in the system. On the other hand, we 
might be using the theory as a tool for exploring the system, in order, for 
example, to find causes that we were previously unaware of. I argue that 
both aspects of the use of theory are on display in Book 3, and the 
literature on Newton's argument there has suffered because of a focus 
among philosophers on confirmation at the expense of our understanding 
of the use of theory for exploratory purposes. 
 
Michelle Montague 
University of Bristol 
Content and awareness of awareness 
Much of the discussion concerning intentionality has taken place in terms 

of the notion of content. I too will focus on this notion. The notion of 
content I will develop begins with the notion of experience. By experience 
I mean conscious experience. The most fundamental fact about 
experience is that it essentially involves phenomenology. Since I am 
starting an investigation of content by taking 'experience' as fundamental, 
and given the essential connection between the notions of experience 
and phenomenology, a good way to begin, when raising the question 
'what is the content of experience?', is to focus on the phenomenology of 
the experience. I favour, then, a wide, maximally inclusive, definition of 
'content'. According to this definition, the content, the total content, of an 
experience, is (absolutely) everything that is given to one, experientially, 

in the having of the experience. In this paper I will focus on one aspect of 
what is given in experience. In having a particular conscious perceptual 
experience the subject is always and necessarily also aware of that very 
experience itself. One can either hold that this awareness of awareness 
involves no higher-order operation at all, experience being in some way 
essentially 'self-intimating', or that the regress stops at the second-order. 
In this paper I'll defend a 'no-higher-order' or 'same-order' view. 
  
Amanda Montgomery  
New York University  
Can Theoretical Uncertainty Resurrect Pascal's Wager?  
Alan Hajek has offered a notable objection to Pascal's Wager called the 
'mixed strategies' objection. If the utility of heaven is infinite, he argues, 
then we have no more reason to wager for God than to perform any act 
that we have non-zero credence will get us into heaven. In this paper I 
argue that the mixed strategies objection is not successful if a rational 
agent (i) ought to be uncertain about whether she should always be 
indifferent between options that have the same expected utility, and (ii) 
ought to take this uncertainty into account when deciding between 
options. I argue that if the 'indifference view' is correct in cases involving 
infinite utility, then the agent has no reason to perform one infinite utility 
act over another. But if the indifference view is incorrect in cases 
involving infinite utility, then it's more likely that she ought to prefer an 
option that maximises the probability of gaining infinite utility than that she 
should fail to do so. I conclude that if (i) and (ii) hold, then rational agents 
ought to wager for God. 
 

Andrew Montin  
Macquarie University  
Recognition and Agreement in the Learning of Language Games 
In her recent book Blind Obedience, Meredith Williams explicates the 
work of the later Wittgenstein by focusing on the question of what it is to 
learn a language game. In this paper I discuss a key claim she makes 
about the learning situation: that initiation into the normative space of 
discursive practice involves treating the initiate as ensouled 
(Wittgenstein), what today we would call an attitude of recognition. 
Williams' treatment of this idea is informed by the work of Davidson and 
Brandom on radical interpretation; but she differs from them in arguing 
that the work of recognition takes place against a background of 
communal agreement. I agree with Williams but I want to highlight a 
tension in the way she formulates this argument. The agreement she 
refers to concerns "bedrock judgments" or certainties, while the 
recognition afforded the novice as a rational being must encompass their 
capacity for disagreement. I draw out the implications of this point with 
reference to Habermas' notion of "reaching agreement". 
 
Syano Musyimi  
University of Bristol  
The Eleatic Principle and Absence Causation  
In this paper I will show that the Eleatic Principle (EP) has two 
motivations that in conflict. The motivations are i) to have a world of 
nothing but causes - the so-called 'workers' paradise', and ii) to achieve 
ontological economy. The conflict is exposed by the problem of absence 
causation. This problem will be side-stepped by the (EP) supporter on the 
grounds that absence causes are abstract. I will show that this objection 
fails when considering holes as concrete absences. 
 
Mohammad Mehdi Naderi  
Islamic Azad University, Azadshahr Branch  
Introduction to the objectivity and nature of Farabi’s political 
philosophy  

Abu Naser -e- Muhmmad -e- Farrabi (259-339, Hegri), as the second 
teacher next to Aristotle and, as viewed by some professionals, the 
founder of Islamic philosophy, used, for the first time, the term " political 
philosophy" in the world of Islam. In reality, he is the primmest great 
thinker of an Islamic term who, impressed and supported by Greek 
philosophy, Shite religion and Iran citizen meditation, has made a 
profound deliberation on the nature of politics and mans relation to it from 
the political doctrine and practical philosophy history points of view. In his 
two books, "Ideas of learned community of city" and "civil policy" as 
impressed by his philosophy histology where he gives full account of a 
"civil system" reporting to general system, he highlights first and foremost 
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the creation system, appearance of heavenly bodies, development of 
constellations and then the evolution of mankind and finally the 
development of community and Medina (city). The present study tries, as 
a response to the question of objectivity and nature as contained and 
discussed in his political philosophy text, to shed lights upon the statuses 
of fundamental concept of political such as equity, justice, utopia, a civil 
individual, social hierarchy, socio-political system, law, prophecy and 
Shari'at in thinking and political philosophy. 
 
Will Newsome  
Macquarie University  
Cultural and neural complementarity in the organization of cognition 
I discuss two recent contrasting views concerning how cognitive systems 
are organized, in the sense of the assembly process rather than its 
product. These are Andy Clark's 'Hypothesis of Organism-Centered 
Cognition' and Edwin Hutchins' 'Hypothesis of Enculturated Cognition'. I 
attempt to show that holding either position in the extreme is not fruitful or 
necessary, and instead suggest their compatibility. Sutton's concept of 
'complementarity', I suggest, serves well in illuminating how bodily and/or 
neural processes work in various ways and degrees with socio-cultural 
processes to organize cognitive systems. 
 
Daniel Nolan  
Australian National University  
Say It But Don't Mean It  
Call "fictional assertions" sentences that look or sound like assertions, but 
which are produced as parts of fictions, or in talk engaged with fictions. 
Two popular views about fictional assertions are either that they are 
genuinely assertions, but differ in content from the content they would 
have had if asserted literally; or that they are not assertions at all, but 
perhaps have some other force. In this paper, I will defend a view, similar 
to one suggested by Max KÃ¶bel, that fictional assertions have the same 
content as their literal counterparts and are genuinely asserted. 
 
Ross Pain  
La Trobe University  
Thing, Event, Metrical Discourse and Special Relativity: Making 
Sense of Sellars' Time and the World Order  
In his broad and challenging essay "Time and the World Order", Wilfrid 
Sellars uses a dialectical methodology in order to "develop a framework 
in terms of which some perennial puzzles about time and the temporal 
aspects might be resolved". This framework is based on a distinction 
between "things" and "events". In developing his notion of "the thing 
framework" Sellars uses an analysis of tensed language to support the 
claim that, rather than being part of the content of the world, time is 
introduced to the world as a "metrical" system. By contrast, the 
framework of "events" is essentially that of Einstein's special theory of 
relativity. Those familiar with Sellars' work will notice more than a passing 
resemblance between the structure of these "frameworks" and the role 
the manifest and scientific "images" play in the metaphilosophy outlined 
in "Philosophy and the Scientific Image of Man". In this paper I will argue, 
following Steven Savitt in his recent paper "Of Time and the Two 
Images", that it is fruitful to analyse Sellars' writings on time with the 
metaphilosophical structure of the manifest and scientific images in mind. 
However, I believe Savitt is too hasty in arguing for the replacement of 
"manifest time" with the time of the "scientific image". 
 
Susan Pennings  
Australian National University  
Virtue Ethics and Experimental Psychology  
Virtue ethics is an ethical tradition strongly influenced by Aristotle, in 
which the concepts of character and virtue are central. John Doris 
presents a critique of virtue ethics, arguing that there is no empirical 
evidence that the global character traits required by the Aristotelian 
virtues in fact exist. He argues that a large body of social psychology 
experiments indicate that people's behaviour is largely determined by the 
features of the situations that they face, and does not demonstrate the 
cross-situational consistencies required by virtue ethics theories. I argue 
that a detailed understanding of the personality psychology literature 
indicates that both global character traits and situations seem to 
contribute to behaviour, and the presence of these global character traits 
may make it possible for virtues to exist. I conclude that experimental 

psychology does not therefore provide a decisive case against virtue 
ethics. 
 
Alejandro Pérez Carballo  
University of Southern California / University of Sydney  
We are all expressivists now  
Metaethical expressivism, as traditionally understood, is a thesis about 
moral language: a supposedly highly revisionary claim about the meaning 
of some fragment of our language. Unsurprisingly, expressivists have 
spent considerable efforts in providing a non-standard semantics for 
moral language. The jury is still out on whether any such alternative can 
be adequately developed. My goal is to revisit the motivation for this sort 
of approach. Expressivism, I will argue, is best understood as a 
conjunction of two theses. A metasemantic thesis–-a thesis about what 
makes it the case that our moral language has the semantic properties 
that it does–-and a thesis in the philosophy of mind–-a thesis about the 
nature of moral thought. While the latter–-aka 'non-cognitivism–-is no 
doubt controversial, the former–-what I will call 'expressivism proper'–-is a 
thesis we should all accept. To the extent that expressivism is a thesis 
about moral language, I argue, it is a thesis that ought to be accepted by 
cognitivists and non-cognitivists alike. 
 
Chris Pollard  
Deakin University  
Is Merleau-Ponty’s position in 'Phenomenology of Perception' a new 
form of Transcendental Idealism?  
It has recently been suggested by Sebastian Gardner and Thomas 
Baldwin that Merleau-Ponty’s position in Phenomenology of Perception is 
a unique form of transcendental idealism. The general claim is that in 
spite of his critique of ‘Kantianism’, Merleau-Ponty’s position comes out 
as a form of transcendental idealism that takes the perceptual processes 
of the lived body as the transcendental constituting condition for the 
possibility of experience. In this paper I critically appraise this claim. I 
argue that the term ‘idealist’ is misplaced because Merleau-Ponty rejects 
the transcendental metaphysics of the reflecting subject that underpins 
transcendental idealism. And in its place he advocates a methodological 
transcendentalism that, whilst being anti-realist, is in not idealist. Thus to 
call his position ‘a new kind of transcendental idealism’, as Sebastian 
Gardner has, is to misunderstand the significance of his break with what 
he sees as the ‘logicism’ and ‘intellectualism’ of this position. 
 
Brentyn Ramm  
Australian National University  
What is the subject of experience?  
What I am right now in my present experience? I argue that the theory 
that best accounts for synchronic first-person experience is that the 
subject is a single multimodal awareness that has experiential contents. 
This thin subject can be distinguished from thick subjects such as the 
substantial ego, and no-subject theories such as Bundle theory. I reject 
the substantial ego as experiencer based upon its lack of introspectibility 
and superfluity in explaining first-person experience. I then build up to my 
hypothesis by addressing problems with the Bundle view of the subject, 
and showing how they can be solved by a multimodal awareness. I will 
then address a number of objections: 1. Common sense statements such 
as 'Bill is aware of the cup,' suggest that Bill is the subject, not his 
awareness. 2. The problem of elusiveness, that I cannot introspect my 
awareness. 
  
Greg Restall  
University of Melbourne  
Logical Constants and Focusing Disagreements  

For expressivists about logic (such as Robert Brandom and Jaroslav 
Peregrin), logical vocabulary gives us means to do more than we could 
without it. With concepts such as negation, conjunction, conditionality, 
and the quantifiers, we can express contents which would otherwise be 
out of reach to us. However, in another sense, logical vocabulary seems 
to be neutral with regard to content. It does not seem to add any new 
subject matter to our thoughts or conversations. I will attempt to explain 
why a certain class of logical expressions (including the standard 
propositional connectives, first order quantifiers, and perhaps some 
modal operators) give us means to extend our expressive resources 
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without adding new subject matter, by attending to the role special that 
logical vocabulary can play in articulating disagreements. 
 
Jack Reynolds  
La Trobe University 
Phenomenology and Virtue Ethics: Complementary Anti-theoretical 
Ethical Trajectories? 
Some philosophers like Charles Taylor and Hubert Dreyfus have explicitly 
drawn connections between phenomenological forms of reasoning and 
the kinds of reasoning that takes place in their versions of virtue ethics 
and, to some extent, more generally in virtue ethical and communitarian 
thought. Far from this being merely a contingent connection, their implied 
suggestion is that any decent moral theory must include a sophisticated 
phenomenology of moral experience, which is more than merely a 
plausible moral psychology, since on their view it must also obey certain 
methodological strictures that take seriously some of those that well-
known phenomenologists have adduced. The aim of this paper is to 
develop and more systematically extend some of Dreyfus and Taylor's 
insights regarding this surprising methodological proximity. 
 
Louise Richardson-Self  
University of Sydney  
Justifying Same-Sex Marriage: A Feminist Alliance with the Basic 
Right to Justification 
Rainer Forst has stipulated there is one basic human moral right - a basic 
right to justification (BRJ). It finds that, where people demand justice, 
generally and reciprocally justifying reasons must be provided to account 

for particular circumstances. Enticingly, Forst's theory appears to shift the 
onus of proof from those who suffer an injustice to those whom dispense 
it. In considering the same-sex marriage debate under Forst's theory, for 
example, one finds that those who oppose same-sex marriage must 
justify their case. This is contrary to typical arguments in favour of same-
sex marriage where supporters must provide justifications for change. 
Typically, the 'sameness' of relationships and familial structures is 
appealed to by such supporters. Much feminist philosophy, including that 
of Luce Irigaray and her contemporaries, argues against an appeal to 
sameness in the quest for equality. The demand is to be respected in 
light of multiple differences, to explore a conception of equivalence as 
well as equality. The goal is a willingness to recognise a right and a duty 
to perceive others as 'diverse-between' themselves. I explore how 
Irigarayan perspectives and Forst's conception of the BRJ can 
collaborate to provide adequate justifications for same-sex marriage 
within a pro-difference perspective. 
 
Adriane Rini  
Massey University  
Why Did New Zealand Philosophy Departments Stop Hiring Women 
Philosophers?  
Since 2005 New Zealand departments have hired one woman 
philosopher but 19 male philosophers. This paper investigates what it is 
about philosophy that might explain how this has happened.  
 
Adriane Rini  
Massey University  
The Well Proportioned Syllogism  
Many scholars have commented on Aristotle's use of the language of 
ancient Greek mathematics – particularly its theories of harmony and 
proportion – in his syllogistic logic. In this paper I investigate whether this 
language affects his understanding of the sense in which the conclusion 
of a syllogism follows by necessity from its premises. 
 

David Ripley  
University of Melbourne  
Anything goes  
Inferentialist theories of meaning have it that we can specify a content by 
specifying the inferential (sometimes inferential in only a very broad 
sense) rules governing its use. But this leaves open the question whether 
any old bunch of rules succeeds in identifying a content, or whether only 
certain bunches can do the trick. Arthur Prior's gem ""The runabout 
inference-ticket"" seems to many to have settled this second question: 
some bunches of rules, it is now commonly accepted, must be 
disallowed. They just cause too much trouble. There are a number of 

different theories as to just how the line is to be drawn, but that some 
such line is necessary has not been called into serious question. 
Unfortunately, among the bunches of rules that almost any approach 
disallows are bunches that could otherwise be used to give striking and 
intuitive theories of some interesting phenomena: at least truth, 
vagueness, naive sets, and confusion. This talk will argue that we've 
taken the wrong lesson from Prior's article; in fact, any old bunch of rules 
will do. The trouble Prior and others have seen comes not from the 
supposedly-problematic rules, but rather from an auxiliary assumption 
that has not been questioned: the unrelenting transitivity of consequence. 
Once this shift in perspective is made, it opens up space for the theories 
of truth, vagueness, naive sets, and confusion that many of us have 
wanted all along: theories that respect the rules these phenomena 
intuitively require, while holding firmly to classical logic (or whatever other 
favorite logic you might have). 
 
Denis Robinson  
University of Auckland  
Constitution, polysortal objects, and counterfactuals for engineers 
This paper represents an initial exploration of some problems related to 
the so-called "grounding problem" for seemingly contrary properties of 
entities of different sorts which stand in the constitution relation. They are 
also related to the analysis of de re counterfactuals. Discussion will be 
built around a minimalist notion of constitution - "m-constitution" - which is 
basically just material coincidence. On such a view, if A and B, which are 
respectively of sorts F and G having different persistence conditions, 
happen to coincide for the whole of their mutual lifespans, they are 

identical, a conclusion here embraced. The result will be a "polysortal 
entity", for example an entity which is of the substance-kind "statue" and 
also of the substance-kind "lump". The apparently contrary 
counterfactuals about what will happen to that entity under circumstances 
sufficient to terminate the existence of members of one kind but not the 
other are standardly dealt with by invoking a multiplicity of counterpart-
relations - as it might be, lump-counterparts and statue-counterparts. But 
if engineers are concerned generically with what would happen, which 
counterfactuals should concern them, and what counterpart relations will 
they require? That's the central question for discussion here. 
 
Karl Rollings  
University of Sydney  
Reconciling motivational judgment externalism with moral 
inescapability  
Whilst an instrumentalist approach to explaining moral judgment has 
important advantages, there remains a perceived drawback with the 
approach; namely, it seems that the instrumentalist, in endorsing 
motivational judgment externalism, cannot account for the apparent 
impartial inescapability of morality. However, this problem only arises if 
moral inescapability is conceived in terms of rational necessity. A 
possible solution for the instrumentalist is to hold that moral prescriptions 
are impartially inescapable in some other way. With this in mind, I 
propose that moral inescapability derives from the fact that compliance 
with certain universal rules may be necessary if one is to avoid harming 
the interests of others in society. Although it may not be irrational for an 
agent to disregard these norms, doing so will inevitably result in censure 
from others. I outline content for the moral standard that is consistent with 
this requirement. In essence, to act morally is to act in a way that would 
be advantageous to all, if all were to comply, compared to the situation in 
which there is no agreement at all on how to act. 
  
Alexander Sandgren  and Alexandra Varlakov 
Australian National University and University of Queensland 

Informative names 
In order to refer, names need to be informative. In this paper, we will posit 
non-uniformity in extension as a necessary condition for informativeness. 
We will further argue that in order for the non-uniformity condition to be 
met in the case of names, a factor or factors that enable discrimination 
must be included in the content of the name. By means of this condition, 
we will articulate a concern about the informative profile of some direct 
reference accounts of the reference fixing of names. A common view 
among philosophers of language is that broadly attributive accounts of 
the extension are false. Accounts are attributive in the sense that, 
according to these accounts, the content that fixes the reference of a 
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given name is the attribution of a property to the object of that name 
which picks out that object from a set. Our concern is that once one has 
dismissed the role the attribution of properties plays in fixing the 
reference of a name, it is unclear what resources are left to fulfil the 
informativeness condition we will present and attempt to justify. 
 
Paolo Santorio  
Australian National University  
Descriptions as Variables  
On Russell's classical view, both indefinite descriptions (like "a 
stockbroker") and definite ones (like "the richest man on Wall Street") are 
quantifiers of some sort. I argue against this view and for a different 
picture: descriptions, definite and indefinite alike, are referential 
expressions. More specifically, descriptions work as free variables that 
are assigned a referent by the context. The argument centers on attitude 
reports. I show that we should recognize a new reading of descriptions 
under attitude reports, which I call 'referential opaque'. This reading 
cannot be accounted for on Russell's view and requires a switch to a 
referential view. Hence I use arguments from one domain of philosophy 
of language, attitude reports, to establish a claim about another domain, 
descriptions. Along the way, some interesting facts about attitude reports 
will come to light. 
 
Rachel Schneebaum  
University of Arizona/Australian National University  
Introspection without Phenomenal Consciousness  
Most descriptions of introspection either implicitly or explicitly take 

introspection to be a cognitive capacity closely analogous to sensory - 
most often visual - perception. In this paper, however, I argue against the 
standard perception-like understanding of introspection, and survey some 
recent work on vision which suggests that visual perception itself does 
not actually operate in the one-way world-to-representation manner which 
the introspection analogy assumes. Instead of the static picture wherein 
introspection allows access to the content of consciousness, I suggest a 
dynamic account of introspection that includes feed-forward and 
feedback processes. This account allows us to make better sense of the 
sorts of data that, on the standard picture, seem to suggest that we are 
bad or unreliable when it comes to introspection, as our introspective 
reports do not accurately or reliably describe the contents of our 
conscious experiences. On my account, it is not introspection's job to 
describe the contents of our conscious experiences. Moreover, I argue, 
there may be no fact of the matter about the "contents of our conscious 
experiences" at all. If introspection is not taken to be a process of 
somehow "observing" a mental realm, then there need be no mental 
realm in need of observation. 
 
Wolfgang Schwarz  
Australian National University  
Worms First! In defense of diachronic rationality  
Do our past beliefs constrain what we ought to believe today? According 
to the popular "time-slices first" approach in formal epistemology, they 
either don't or do so only via present memories of the past beliefs. By 
contrast, I argue that past beliefs constrain what we presently ought to 
believe directly, even if we don't remember the past beliefs. I also 
respond to some arguments that have been given in support of the "time-
slices first" approach. 
 
Ricky Sebold  
La Trobe University  
Metaphysical Realism and the Varieties of Subject-World 
Correlations in Phenomenology  

At various points in his writings, Edmund Husserl characterizes the task 
of phenomenology as the investigation into the necessary correlation 
between the world and subjectivity. Moreover, Husserl's turn toward 
transcendental idealism can be seen as giving ultimate priority to the 
subjective pole of the correlation relation. This is exemplified by avowals 
such as no sense can be made of any object unless it is correlated with 
subjectivity. In other words, no subject, no object. And despite their 
disagreements, Husserl's phenomenological successors share, to varying 
degrees, his correlationist commitment. The problem with the above view 
is that it seems to put phenomenology at odds with the basic 
philosophical truth that the world we experience exists mind-

independently, i.e., the doctrine of metaphysical realism. In this talk, I will 
assess the various arguments put forward in favor of the necessary 
correlation between subjectivity and the world, focusing in particular on 
Husserl, and will argue that none satisfactorily undermine metaphysical 
realism. In doing the above, I will outline and spell out different ways in 
which the phenomenologist may intend the scope of the correlation, 
identifying three possible interpretations: metaphysical, semantic, and 
epistemic. Ultimately, the former two are determined to be incompatible 
with a robust realism, requiring their repudiation by phenomenology if it 
hopes to be a viable philosophical enterprise. 
 
Kim Shaw-Williams  
Australian National Unviersity  
The Triggering Track-ways Theory  
I plan to present a new narrative of human evolution, based on 
cognitive/behavioural niche-construction theory. The niche we will explore 
is track-ways reading (TWR): I argue that entering this niche very early in 
our lineage's past triggered  the evolution of what is unique about human 
cognition, culture and communication. Evidence is presented that 
strongly indicates hominins were exploiting conspecific track-ways 4 
million years ago. For a non-olfactory ape that was a specialized forager 
in open, featureless wetland environments, they were the only viable 
natural signs to exploit for safety, orienteering, and recognizable social 
markers. Due to the unique cognitive demands of reading track-ways, as 
compared to scent-trails all other animals use to find each other and 
preferred prey species, social TWR triggered the evolution of a unique 
faculty for narrative elsewhere-and-when cognition in the hominin mind. 

Two million years later, this narrative faculty was entrenched enough to 
enable the rather sudden explosion of co-operative Oldowan Lithic 
Culture that began at 2.6mya. This cultural adaptation was a highly 
successful response to catastrophic environmental change. Thereafter 
selection for encephalization to increase neural capacity to store and co-
operatively exploit socio-ecological knowledge gained from what I call the 
hominin narrative faculty (via co-evolving, increasingly efficient modes of 
intentional communication) helped to drive all further biological and 
cultural developments in the hominin trajectory towards H.sapiens and 
behavioural modernity. 
 
Alex Silk  
University of Michigan  
Evidence-Sensitivity in Weak Necessity Deontic Modals  
What we ought to do can sometimes depend on what evidence is 
available. Unfortunately the standard semantics for modals from Angelika 
Kratzer seems to be silent on how to interpret claims about what one 
ought to do in view of the evidence. While it may seem that a quick fix is 
available - namely, by allowing deontic modals to take epistemic modal 
bases - I argue that a more radical revision of Kratzer's ordering 
semantics may be called for. I argue that deontic rankings can 
themselves be information- or evidence-sensitive. Contrary to the 
standard semantics, in the interpretation of 'ought', deontic betterness 
between possibilities cannot always be assessed independently of which 
possibilities are live. After illustrating how my analysis accounts for 
various data and defending it against several alternatives, I apply it to a 
recent puzzle about deontic modals and conditionals raised by Niko 
Kolodny and John Macfarlane. 
 
Dejan Simkovic  
The University of Sydney  
Clarke and Hume on moral phenomenology: an unlikely alliance 
against skepticism  
It is common knowledge that Samuel Clarke is one of the primary targets 

of Hume's attack on 'moral rationalism'. What is less known, however, 
and what can be useful to metaethics in general and moral epistemology 
in particular, is the fact that Clarke and Hume shared a commitment to 
reality of 'moral distinctions', a commitment of fundamental importance to 
both philosophers. What is more, this commitment is grounded in yet 
another commitment found in Clarke's and Hume's otherwise radically 
different theories on the nature of moral discourse and practice. That is, 
not only did Clarke and Hume aim to show that we can and do acquire 
knowledge of the distinction between, say, 'right' and 'wrong', but they 
both considered moral phenomenology to be of crucial significance in this 
positive or anti-skeptical project in moral epistemology. Hence, this 
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paper's purpose is to bring to surface this unlikely and often neglected 
alliance between Clarke and Hume - call it 'Clarke-Hume alliance' - and to 
suggest that Clarke-Hume alliance can help us to make two points: first, 
moral phenomenology is neutral to epistemic and ontological debates 
about the nature of morality; second, it can generate uniform or unified 
descriptions of moral discourse and practice. 
 
Jonathan Simon  
Australian National University  
‘Consciousness' Is Not Vague  
I argue that if a posteriori materialism is true then the concept 
'consciousness' is not a vague concept. My argument has two steps. In 
the first step I argue that competent users of a vague concept must have 
a positive conception of what a borderline case or sorites series for that 
concept might be. In the second step I argue that a posteriori materialists 
cannot tell us what such a positive conception for the case of 
'consciousness' might be. I conclude with a sketch of the metaphysical 
implications. 
 
Nathan Sinclair  
University of Sydney  
The master argument against analytic truth  
Over the last ten years, there has been a sea change in attitudes towards 
the analytic-synthetic distinction. At the end of the twentieth century most 
philosophers were wary of openly relying upon this distinction, and even 
though there was little agreement as to what good arguments Quine had 
advanced against it, most regarded Quine's criticisms as decisive. Now, 

however, influential philosophers deride Quine's attacks as "philosophical 
baggage" that has "fallen away", and in 2009 sixty five percent of the 
respondants to the PhilPapers survey claimed to believe in (or lean 
towards believing in) an analytic-synthetic distinction. In this paper a 
clear, definite and unambiguous argument against the analytic-synthetic 
distinction will be presented. Like the argument Quine promised to deliver 
in Two Dogmas, its major premise is confirmation holism. Unlike Quine's 
criticisms (and criticisms widely attributed to Quine) it does not rely upon 
verificationism or behaviourism, nor does it proceed via the indeterminacy 
of translation. In the conclusion of this presentation an account of the 
scope and limits of a form of philosophy that does not rely upon 
analyticity, and is yet clearly distinct from science will be outlined. 
 
Daniel Singer  
University of Michigan  
Modeling Peer Disagreement  
The question of how we ought to change our beliefs when we learn about 
a disagreement with an epistemic peer is typically discussed from the 
standpoint of the individual. Peer disagreement can also be fruitfully 
considered from the social perspective, I claim. This essay begins to 
explore the question on a social level using computer-aided agent-based 
simulations of communities of peers. Using results of simulations, I argue 
that some precisifications of the Equal Weight View are to be preferred 
over others on doxastic grounds. I then show how the computer 
simulations can inspire new discussions of peer disagreement by 
producing new proposals for updating methods. A genetic search 
algorithm is implemented on a space of updating methods to find the 
doxastically optimal ones. Surprisingly, this technique finds a new (and 
odd) updating method that is more successful than averaging in general. 
This suggests that averaging is not the best updating rule, even in those 
cases where it seems reasonable, and it solidifies the methodological 
point that these kinds of simulations have a role to play in this discussion. 
 
Robert Sinnerbrink  

Macquarie University  
Cinematic Philosophy Redux: A Response to Thomas Wartenberg 
Whether we call it ‘film as philosophy’, ‘film-philosophy’, or ‘cinematic 
philosophy’, the idea that film can contribute to philosophy has generated 
both keen interest and sharp critique. Critics dismiss the idea that cinema 
can contribute anything to philosophy, save as a source of pedagogical 
examples or a stimulus to theoretical reflection. Defenders of cinematic 
philosophy argue that films not only explore ideas but can make genuine 
philosophical contributions ‘in just the ways philosophers do’ (Stephen 
Mulhall). Avoiding the extremes of an uncritical embrace of cinematic 
philosophy, and a sceptical dismissal of film’s philosophical potential, 

Wartenberg has recently defended a ‘moderate’ version of cinematic 
philosophy, arguing that we should adopt a more pluralist conception of 
the various ways in which films might contribute to philosophy. Agreeing 
with Wartenberg’s pluralist approach but questioning his critique of 
‘extreme’ cinematic philosophy, I argue that the debate over ‘˜film as 
philosophy’ is actually a meta-philosophical dispute over what counts as 
philosophical discourse. The question at issue is not so much whether 
film contributes to philosophy, but whether its contributions can transform 
what we understand philosophy to be, cinema’s power to provoke ways 
of thinking that both demand and resist philosophical expression. 
 
Hartley Slater  
University of Western Australia  
Logic is not Mathematical  
In my new book Logic is not Mathematical (College Publications, Kings 
College London, 2011) I have demonstrated a number of heterogeneous 
specific facts that show that Logic is a literary pursuit instead of a 
mathematical one. Some of these facts I summarise in this paper. First 
there is the inevitable indexicality, and therefore pragmatic use involved 
in the expression of propositions, and thereby a non-Tarskian 
understanding of Truth. That gets us out of Paradoxes such as The Liar. 
But also there is the fact that propositional identity is a matter of 
synonymy, and translation, not logical equivalence, which gets us out of 
the difficulties with defining general intensional notions in terms of 
possible worlds. And individuals in those worlds turn out to be intensional 
entities. Individuals, properly understood, are necessary beings accessed 
via cross-referencing pronouns in discourses. Formally that leads to a 

better understanding of the notion of contingent existence in terms of the 
instantiation of properties, but the consequent illumination of the nature of 
fictions much more fully shows how the focus must now shift towards 
Literature. 
 
Michael Smith  
Princeton University  
Moral Judgements, Judgements About Reasons, and Motivations 
The question on which I wish to focus is whether: TARGET: If an agent 
judges it desirable that p, then he desires that p, insofar as he is rational. 
is a conceptual truth. I will provide an argument for the conclusion that it 
is, an argument that takes as a premise a conception of desirability that 
has come to the fore recently. I will then consider a number of objections 
to that argument. To anticipate, though we can learn a great deal by 
working through the argument, it turns out that the arguments fails. We 
should therefore devote our energies to defending TARGET on the basis 
of more familiar arguments. 
 
Nicholas Smith  
University of Auckland  
Qualified-Agent Theories of Right Action  
A qualified-agent theory of right action (QARA) is any theory of right 
action that instantiates the following schema: (QA): An action a is right for 
a subject s to perform in circumstances c iff a stands in relation r to some 
qualified agent q. The most well known virtue-ethical QARA is 
Hursthouse's: (H): An action a is right for a subject s to perform in 
circumstances c iff a would be characteristically performed by some fully 
virtuous agent in c. In 2003, Robert Johnson published some alleged 
counter-examples to the necessity claim in H, and these alleged counter-
examples have led ethical theorists to either: (1) Give up on QA 
altogether. (2) Defend H. (3) Reject H but maintain or propose some 
alternative specification of QA. For this presentation, I will: (a) show why 
the attempts to defend H are dubious (b) show how, despite how it has 
been realized in the current literature, strategy 3 does not have to be a 

purely ad hoc affair, and that strategy 3 can avoid being a purely ad hoc 
affair by appealing to claims about developmental psychology in 
motivating an alternative to H. 
 
Anke Snoek  
Macquarie University  
Addiction and Diachronic Agency: integrating theoretical and 
empirical approaches  
Repeated substance use influences autonomy in multiple ways. 
Additional to neurobiological theories on how addiction influences 
synchronic autonomy or control over action, moral philosophy tend to 
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focus on how addiction influence diachronic agency, or control over life 
plans, values and identity. In my paper I will first describe the tension 
between synchronic and diachronic theories on autonomy impairment in 
addiction. Secondly, I will describe, based on 69 qualitative interviews 
with alcohol and opioid dependent people how diachronic agency can as 
well function as a way to regain control over substance use, as can be 
severely impaired by long term use. 
 
Cristian Soto  
The University of Melbourne / Universidad de Chile  
Abductive Scientific Realism: A New Metaphysics of Science for 
Laws of Nature 
I will present a metaphysics of science for laws of nature that I call 
abductive scientific realism (ASR) examining three arguments. First, the 
ontological argument: ASR proposes that the nature of the laws of nature 
is directly dependent on the structure of the mind-independent world. 
Thus, what it is to be a law of nature depends on what the world is like. 
Second, the epistemological argument: ASR argues, on the one hand, 
that our best generalizations in physical sciences are actually knowledge 
of the laws of nature and, on the other hand, that our epistemic 
capacities, including all the means employed in our physical sciences, 
are naturally sufficient to empirically discover a range of laws of nature 
through scientific investigation. Finally, third, the semantic argument: 
ASR shows, firstly, that laws of nature are approximately truth (assuming 
elements of both the correspondence and the convergence theories of 
truth); secondly, that they are the best way to express the generalizations 
of our best scientific theories; and, thirdly, that they are referred to the 

mind independent reality. 
 
Georgie Statham  
University of Western Australia  
Causes as Deviations from the Normal  
In a recent series of papers, Peter Menzies has defended an account of 
the causal concept based on the idea that causes are deviations from the 
normal course of evolution of a system. In this paper, I defend a modified 
version of Menzies' theory as an account of one form (but not the only 
form) of our everyday causal reasoning. This involves reinforcing 
Menzies' account of causation with a notion of 'normal' developed by 
Sarah McGrath, according to which an event (or omission) is normal if it 
is imposed by some actual standard. These actual standards can be 
descriptive or normative - so one interesting feature of the resulting 
account of causation allows normative factors to play a causal role. I 
argue that incorporating this notion of normal into the concept of 
causation allows us to account for two phenomena that raise problems 
for traditional theories of causation: causation by omission, and the 
distinction between causes and conditions. 
 
Daniel Stoljar  
Australian National University  
Self-Intimation and Necessity  
What is the connection between being in a conscious mental state and 
believing that you yourself are currently in that state? For example, 
suppose you consciously see a lemon - call this state 'A'; and suppose 
you believe that you yourself are currently consciously seeing a lemon - 
call this state 'B'. What is the connection between A and B? On the one 
hand, it is natural to think that the connection between A and B is, or 
involves, a modal connection of some sort; that is, it has consequences 
not only for what is true, but also for what would or must or should be 
true, at least in certain circumstances. On the other hand, it is hard to 
know what the nature of this modal connection is. For in contemporary 
philosophy of mind we can find plausible arguments that the connection 

between A and B cannot be rationally, metaphysically or merely 
nomologically necessary. If these arguments are correct, while the 
connection between A and B is a modal one, there is apparently no 
modal connection it could be! This paper sets out this problem - the 
modal connection problem, I will call it - and defends and explores a 
proposal about how to solve it. 
 
 
 

Karola Stotz  
University of Sydney  
A Nonreductive Explanatory Integration from Physics to Biology 
The philosophical perspective of reductive physicalism (e.g. Jaegwon 
Kim) is wedded to an analytic philosophy inherited from the positivists 
that understood the scientific method as reducible to logical inference. 
Furthermore, it is locked into a conceptual foundation of science based 
on a linear and compositionally reducible model of dynamics, which lead 
to perceive nonreductive physicalism as a paradoxical, unstable position 
(e.g. Alex Rosenberg). Hence, the billiard ball model of efficient 
causation, inappropriate for understanding of part-whole (bottom-up and 
top-down) relationships, needs to be replaced with an interlevel causality 
of dynamical systems in form of the workings of constraints. A new 
foundation built on models of nonlinear system dynamics increases our 
understanding of the physics of irreducibly complex materials that 
incorporates self-generating and self-organising complexity. This brings 
life into the realm of the physical (and vice versa), thereby allowing for a 
nonreductive integration of physical and biological principles. 
 
Inja Stracenski  
University of Sydney  
Political Philosophy of Albert Camus  
Like Hannah Arendt, Albert Camus refused to be called a philosopher 
although all his writings, his dramas, novels and essays elaborated a 
strongly coherent political philosophy. He preferred arts to philosophy for 
philosophical thinking, arguing that philosophical methods, especially 
those of logic and epistemology are not able to provide answers to the 

most important question of human existence, the question of ethics and 
humanity. The impossibility of a scientific theory, inherent to the question 
of morality itself does not diminish, but increase the importance of 
thinking. Too easily labelled as unscientific, Camus is in fact addressing 
one of the most fundamental issues in philosophy, the question of what is 
"given" to us, the question of conditions of the human reason in matters 
of morality. His "arts of philosophy", like I like to call it, consists in 
metaphysics - describing the human ontological ambiguity, and in ethics - 
describing an unconditioned morality without transcendent meaning. The 
rupture with Sartre and with the French intellectual elite after his critics on 
Marxism shows the Humanism of Albert Camus, a political philosophy 
without bias to any ideology. 
 
Di Stringer  
University of Adelaide  
Agency and the Open Future  
The 'open future' can be understood as the idea that there are genuine 
possibilities about how future events will go. There are several kinds of 
argument for it: theories about the nature of time per se; theories of 
deterministic chance; and theories about human agency and the reasons 
we have to think we can genuinely cause events to 'become'. In this talk I 
discuss an account from within the latter camp, developed by Jenann 
Ismael. She argues that we do not experience future events in our lives 
unfolding as from the perspective of a spectator; we know we are agents 
who are embedded in time and history, and who will -indeed must- 
resolve some future possibilities by decisions and acts that we alone 
control and effect. Our future, therefore, appears to have genuine 
possibilities, to be open. This kind of account depends on our sense of 
agency, our knowing that that it is we who are the instigator, the cause, of 
an act of mind or body. But rarely, for example in cases of 'thought 
insertion' in schizophrenia, our knowing that we are experiencing a 
thought (or a bodily action), comes apart from our knowing that we are 
the agentive cause of this thought (or action). Shaun Gallagher argues 
that protentional consciousness, a tacit anticipation of what is about to 

happen 'for me' in the next moment of my own future, is malfunctioning in 
schizophrenic episodes where the sense of agency is lost, and further, 
that this points to the necessity of protention for our sense of agency in 
normal life. The conclusion I draw is that incorporating protentional 
consciousness into agency theories of the 'open future' brings out an 
overlooked dimension of these theories. 
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Gregory Strom  
University of Sydney  
Deviant Causal Chains, De Re Knowledge and Weakness of the Will 
I develop an account of akrasia on which akrasia afflicts an agent who 
has de dicto knowledge that there is some decisive practical reason for 
her to act in a certain way, but who also lacks de re knowledge of what 
that reason is. So however exactly her conduct accords with what the 
reason is a reason to do, it cannot be a response to that reason. So the 
agent can be caused by that reason to do what it is a reason to do only 
by way of a causal chain that deviates from the conditions under which 
the reason can inform the action, or under which the action can manifest 
the reason. Agents balk from doing what they know they should when 
they merely have such de dicto knowledge precisely because an action 
that fails to manifest this reason would lack value of a sort that they know 
such an action should but in their case cannot have. The phenomenon of 
akrasia thus represents practical rational excellence not just as a matter 
of doing what one has reason to do, but rather as a matter of safely 
transporting and transforming a practical reason into a doing of it. 
 
Rohan Sud  
University of Michigan  
Imprecise Decision Theory: A Game Theoretic Exploration  
Precise Bayesians contend that in all evidential circumstances, one ought 
to be in a credal state represented by a single probability function. 
Imprecise Bayesians argue that in certain cases, one's evidence may 
warrant a credal state represented by a set of probability functions. 
Supporters of the latter view are often challenged to defend a decision 

theory for these imprecise agents. Elga (2010) presses this challenge by 
developing a variant of a diachronic Dutch Book argument, to which, 
according to Elga, all imprecise decision theories succumb. This paper 
distills three key arguments from Elga's paper, and uses simple game-
theoretic reasoning to investigate the feasibility of two popular decision 
rules for imprecise decision-making. Ultimately, I defend Elga from one 
rule, while exploring ways in which another may escape his criticism. 
  
Elizabeth Sund  
Monash University  
Catharine Trotter Cockburn's Theory of Moral Obligation: A Lockean 
Bridge Between Hutcheson and Clarke  
In this paper I argue that the philosophical work of Catharine Trotter 
Cockburn (1674?-1749) contains a theory of moral obligation that bridges 
the gap between Samuel Clarke's fitness theory and Francis Hutcheson's 
moral sense theory. Cockburn builds this connection on John Locke's 
empiricist principles, by relying heavily on sensation and reflection as the 
source for our knowledge of the eternal fitness relations, which she 
argues are the basis of moral obligation. But what differentiates her 
theory from Clarke's is the addition of the moral sense, which is a mental 
faculty that perceives moral attributes and results in approbation or 
disapprobation. Combined with the will of God, Cockburn believes fitness 
relations and the moral sense can create a foundation for moral 
obligation that stands up to the egoist position that because all actions 
are self-interested, the only foundation for moral obligation is the promise 
of rewards or punishments in the afterlife. This unique argument makes 
Cockburn worthy of study as a philosopher in her own right, not simply as 
a defender of Locke or Clarke. 
 
John Sutton  
Macquarie University  
What is it like to bat?  
Cricket batting requires skilled practitioners to coordinate vision and 
action under time constraints that push the limits of cognitive and motor 

capacities. One error can end the project. It may seem that there is 
nothing it is like to bat, because decision-making and skill execution 
happen so fast, on the basis of consciously inaccessible embodied 
mechanisms. Against a surprising consensus in cognitive psychology and 
phenomenological philosophy, I argue that even in absorbed coping 
experts often counteract automaticity, constantly interrogating their 
proceduralized skills so as to reset the repertoire of allowable embodied 
responses and make adjustments on the fly. Among other things, what it 
is like to bat involves inhabiting a kind of stretched temporality, which we 
can probe in both phenomenological and mechanistic terms. Practitioners 
of dynamic movement skills like batting in a sense operate in the future, 

acting on anticipation, responding to subtle perceptual cues on the basis 
of tuned embodied experience. Experts have no privileged access to their 
own visual strategies and movement dynamics: but they use indirect 
practical means to tap, assess, and influence the springs of action, 
constantly (in performance as well as practice) seeking to explore, share, 
and describe their rich temporal and embodied experience. 
 
Weng Hong Tang  
The National University of Singapore  
Reliabilism and Justified Degrees of Belief  
Reliability theories of doxastic justification have it that a doxastic state is 
justified if and only if reliable or produced reliably. There are differences 
in how such theories spell out the notion of reliability, but broadly 
speaking, they all attempt to link reliability to truth or to truth-
conduciveness. Now such theories presumably apply to binary beliefs 
rather than to degrees of belief. For while the former can be true or false, 
the same cannot, in general, be said of the latter. How, then, might the 
reliabilist account for justified degrees of belief? I shall consider some 
suggestions that appeal to either objective probabilities, the notion of 
calibration, or scoring rules of some sort. But I shall argue that such 
suggestions do not work. 
 
John Thornton  
Griffith University and the University of Queensland  
The Phenomenological Negation of the Causal Closure of the 
Physical  
The central argument of the paper is a response to David Chalmers' 

account of the paradox of phenomenal judgment. It proceeds as follows: 
in order to deploy pure phenomenal concepts I must already understand 
that there is such a thing as pure phenomenal quality. Such 
understanding requires that I can consciously demonstrate the being of a 
pure phenomenal quality. Without such a 'seeing' demonstration I have 
no basis on which to distinguish a pure phenomenal concept from a 
relational phenomenal concept, even though I can passively experience 
pure phenomenal quality as the content of the pre-existing pre-reflective 
phenomenal concepts that I inherit from my language community. My 
conscious 'seeing' of pure phenomenal quality depends on the being of 
something that is not physical, i.e. it is the immediate experience of an 
ideal property associated with certain physical states instantiated in my 
brain. This experience, according to causal closure, cannot be the 
independent cause of any physical event. And yet, my consciousness of 
pure phenomenal quality is the cause of the formation of physical 
structures in my brain that enable me to distinguish and speak of the 
being of pure phenomenal qualities. Therefore the causal closure of the 
physical is false. 
 
 
Aurélien Tonneau  
IHPST, Panthéon-Sorbonne University  
Metaphysical Explanation and Scientifics Laws  
In Nature's Metaphysics (2007), Bird argues that the laws of nature derive 
from the dispositional essence of fundamental properties and proposes a 
formal frame for this metaphysics thesis. This analysis is today generally 
interpreted by philosophers of science as providing a defense of the 
incompatibility between a metaphysical explication for laws and their 
effective expression in sciences. I will explore this interpretation. I will 
show in particular that the quantitative character of fundamental scientific 
properties does not allow us to derive a regularity that is general enough 
to give it the status of a scientific law. Finally I will defend that adapting 
the model conceptually by multi-track dispositions, even if it considers the 
derivations of the present model as particular cases, also fails to allow us 

to defend the conception of scientific laws, providing an additional 
argument for incompatibilists. 
 
Peter Shiu-Hwa Tsu  
Taipei Medical University  
Shapelessness and Conceptual Incompetence: A Limited Defense of 
Moral Particularism  
On some interpretation, moral particularism is construed as a doctrine 
committed to a shapeless thesis: the moral are shapeless with the 
natural. In more detail, what the shapeless thesis amounts to is this: the 
actions a moral concept can be correctly applied to have no natural 
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commonality (or shape) amongst them. In favor of the shapeless thesis is 
a family resemblance view of moral concepts. Against the shapeless 
thesis, Jackson, Smith and Pettit (2000) contend that the family 
resemblance view does not provide adequate support. Moreover, they 
contend that the shapeless thesis will lead to an absurd consequence 
that no one can ever be competent with moral concepts. Two sorts of 
replies on behalf of moral particularists have been made respectively by 
Garfield and Dancy. I will argue that neither of them is successful. 
Instead, I will defend moral particularism by pressing a McDowellian 
response-dependent objection against Jackson et al. Although this will 
not prove moral particularism to be right, it will, at the very least, undercut 
the force of Jackson et al.'s attack on it. At the end of this paper, I will 
strengthen my defense of moral particularism by arguing that Jackson et 
al.'s attempt to undermine the support lent to the shapeless thesis by the 
family resemblance view is not successful. 
 
Chris Tucker  
University of Auckland/William and Mary  
If Dogmatists Have a Problem with Cognitive Penetration, You Do 
Too  
Dogmatism holds that, in the absence of defeaters, if it seems to S that P, 
then S has prima facie justification for P. But suppose Wishful Willy is 
prospecting for gold. He sees a yellow object and his desire for gold 
makes it seem to him that it is a gold nugget. Can his wishfully-caused 
seeming provide his belief with prima facie justification? More generally, 
can seemings provide prima facie justification when they are cognitively 
penetrated (roughly: caused) by desires and unjustified beliefs? 

Intuitively, the answer to these questions is no, which is a problem for 
dogmatism. Yet before you mock the speck in the dogmatist's eye, be 
sure that you don't have a plank in your own. I argue that, if dogmatism 
has a problem with cognitive penetration, then lots of other views have 
similar problems that are at least as bad. These views include: doxastic 
conservatism, Wright-styled entitlement views, many coherentisms, 
reliabilism, and some versions of restricted dogmatism that are explicitly 
designed to avoid the cognitive penetration objection. What's particularly 
ironic is that those who have adamantly objected to dogmatism on the 
basis of cognitive penetration tend to have even worse wishful thinking 
troubles than the dogmatist. 
 
Katia Vavova  
Mount Holyoke College  
A Dilemma for the Darwinian Debunker  
The realist holds that there are attitude-independent evaluative truths. 
The debunker argues that we have no reason to think that the 
evolutionary forces that influenced human evaluative attitudes track those 
truths. The realist could respond that evolutionary forces do track 
independent evaluative truths. But she cannot simply assert this. Nor can 
she simply assume that our ability to recognize evaluative truths is 
advantageous. This tracking account can seem both question-begging 
and scientifically implausible. I will first present the best version of the 
tracking account and argue that it is promising. I will then show that if it 
ultimately fails, it is because there is no non-question-begging response 
available. But this reflects more poorly on the debunker than on the 
realist. If the debunker does not grant the realist enough ground on which 
to construct even a bad non-question-begging response, then she has 
not presented a new epistemic challenge from our evolutionary origins. 
She has merely reiterated the usual skeptical argument. The debunker is 
thus faced with a dilemma: she can admit that the tracking account 
succeeds and dispells the Darwinian challenge or she can collapse that 
challenge into a more general skeptical argument she did not intend to 
make. 

 
Denise Vigani  
The Graduate Center, CUNY  
Moral Judgments and Identity-Based Motivation  
The debate between motivational judgment internalism and externalism 
tends to focus on whether, in addition to belief, a conative state is 
required for motivation. This narrow focus lets slip the fact that, to be 
motivated at all, my judgments and/or conative states have to relate to 
my circumstances in a certain way. One aim of this paper is to direct 
attention to this requirement. The narrow focus on conative states also 
seems to ignore the work being done in psychology on identity-based 

motivation. This work, I suggest, has interesting implications for the 
internalism/externalism debate. 
 
Michael Vincent  
University of Queensland  
Consensus, Coherence, and Social Contract  
Gerald Gaus in his The Order of Public Reason (2011) argues for a social 
morality based on consensus among rational members of a community. 
This consensus is to be reached without coordination between, or 
extensive deliberation by, community members, as to engage in either of 
these would be impractical in reality, and if done only hypothetically 
would result in values that diverged too far from existing beliefs to be 
helpful. Yet Gaus defends the need for a social morality largely as a 
means to ensure social stability, and this goal does not seem to be 
assured by the consensus method. Rather, I will argue that it is neither 
analytic nor indeed probable that a stabilising social morality will be the 
result of this procedure. 
 
Alex von Stein  
University of Arizona  
Fitness, Drift, and Selection  
I argue for a definition of drift according to which drift is a deviation from 
the expected frequency of alleles at a single locus in a population based 
on ascriptions of fitness alone. I argue that estimations of fitness of 
individuals are dependent on estimations for average levels in 
populations. I then consider the factors that lead to such deviations 
between population levels and individual levels and conclude that they 

are both highly dimensional and deeply tied up in the nature of trade-offs 
in the idealizations used to produce our models of selection and drift. 
  
Kirsten Walsh  
University of Otago  
The Methodological Role of Newton's Hypotheses  
Newton condemns the use of hypotheses with his famous methodological 
statement, Hypotheses non fingo, and yet employs hypotheses explicitly 
in every edition of Principia. Some scholars have argued that Newton is 
working with several inconsistent notions of 'hypothesis', and specifically, 
that the hypotheses that he uses in Principia are not the sort that he rails 
against in the General Scholium at the end of that book. Other scholars 
have argued that Newton's methodological statements are simply 
inconsistent with how he actually proceeds. I consider Newton's 
hypotheses within the framework of his three-way epistemic distinction 
between theories, which are certain and experimentally confirmed, 
hypotheses, which are uncertain and speculative, and queries, which are 
not certain, but provide the proper means to establish the certainty of 
theories. I call this division Newton's 'epistemic triad'. I argue that, 
throughout his career, Newton employs hypotheses in a distinctive and 
vital supporting role to theories and queries. This enduring 
methodological role implicitly provides the Newtonian definition of 
'hypothesis'. On this definition, it turns out that Newton's methodological 
pronouncements and his use of hypotheses are far more consistent than 
previously thought. 
 
Elena Walsh  
University of Sydney  
Emotions and Natural Kinds  
Work on the nature of emotions has proliferated in recent years, however 
there is little agreement about what emotions actually are. In this paper I 
consider (i) whether emotions are natural kinds or whether they are 
constructed, and (ii) whether what an emotion is depends on context - 
such as whether we are using the concept as a theoretical construct for 

scientific investigation, or if we are attempting to understand everyday 
uses of emotion terms. I also consider whether constructionist 
approaches to emotion may be better able to explain the role emotions 
play in practical reason. 
 
Linton Wang  
National Chung Cheng University  
The Contextualist* Anguish at Epistemic Possibilities  
Various contextualist-oriented approaches to epistemic possibility, 
according to which the truth values of epistemic modal claims are 
determined by certain contextual features, are shown to be trapped in a 
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predicament caused by accepting three theses, all of which are either 
platitudes or consequences of principles that contextualist-oriented 
approaches to epistemic possibility all endorse. The theses are that there 
are undecided logical propositions, that logical falsity is epistemically 
impossible, and that any claim of epistemic possibility regarding any 
undecided logical proposition is true if it is unknown to anyone that it is 
not true. The predicament is that holding all three of these theses leads to 
a contradiction, and giving up any one of them induces devastating 
consequences. 
 
Shane Waugh  
University of Wollongong  
Humility, Ignorance and Inattention  
This paper offers a new defence of Julia Driver's contention that humility 
(or modesty) is a 'virtue of ignorance'. However this account of humility 
also differs from Driver's by not attributing to the humble person the need 
to systematically underestimate their accomplishments and so avoids 
attributing to the humble person any form of dogmatism or a lack of self- 
knowledge. In this way the main objection against seeing humility as a 
virtue of ignorance is avoided. Taking recent work in attention and 
perception as a model the paper argues that the kind of ignorance 
necessary to ground humility derives from a form of inattention. This 
inattention, and the resultant ignorance, can be overcome and when it is 
the humble person will be able to make a correct estimate of their own 
value and potentially attain self-knowledge. Thus while the humble 
person cannot simultaneously be both humble and know themselves, 
they can exercise both these virtues sequentially. Finally, someone can 
be properly called humble (or modest) provided that inattention to their 
own value is their characteristic state. 
 
Brenton Welford  
Monash University  
Suspicious properties and the tensed theories of time  
A credible account of presentism requires truthmakers for past tensed 
propositions. Some philosophers have posited properties of the world, 
such as the present property of previously containing dinosaurs, to do 
this work for them. Opponents of property presentism, in particular Sider 
and Merricks, have rightly noted that these properties are suspicious. 
They say that this is because these properties point beyond their 
instances, or are importantly about things which no longer exist. I suggest 
that our uneasiness with these properties is due instead to their appeal to 
a homeopathic metaphysics: namely, one according to which the world, 
figuratively, remembers properties of things that no longer exist. While 
this initially seems like a blow to presentism, I argue that other tensed 
theories such as the moving spotlight, branching futures and growing 
block theories are committed to the same kind of homeopathic properties 
as those required by presentism. 
 
Brad Weslake  
University of Rochester  
Statistical Mechanical Imperialism  
I argue against the claim, advanced by David Albert and Barry Loewer, 
that all non-fundamental laws can be derived from those required to 
underwrite the second law of thermodynamics. My argument generalises 
in two ways. First, I identify a dilemma for any theory according to which 
the non-fundamental laws are just those generalisations that are 
probable, conditional on some description of the state of the world at a 
time. Second, I argue that the explanatory power of non-fundamental 
laws supports a form of non-reductionism with respect to the fundamental 
laws. 
 
David Wiens  
Australian National University  
Preserving Harm  
The distinction between doing harm and allowing harm is too crude to 
capture the descriptive and moral distinctiveness of important 
intermediate cases. Barry and Øverland (2012) address this challenge by 
showing that the category of enabling harm is intermediate between 
these two extremes. But the doing/enabling/allowing distinction is still too 
crude. In this paper, I present a family of cases that pose two types of 
problems for this distinction. First, the extant distinction misdescribes the 
relevant agents' relationship to harm in the cases I present. Second, the 

extant distinction fails to capture salient moral differences between the 
cases I present and the paradigm cases of doing, enabling, and allowing 
harm. I argue that a fourth category – that of preserving harm – captures 
the salient descriptive and moral features of these problem cases. I 
conclude by showing that the preserving category gives us a natural grip 
on ordinary folks' typical relationship to historical injustice. 
 
John Wilkins and Malte Ebach 
University of Sydney/Melbourne and UNSW  
The role of classification in the natural sciences 
Classification is an underappreciated aspect of scientific investigation, 
often regarded as a matter of pure convention. We shall argue that it is 
an ancillary process in the special natural sciences relatively independent 
of theory. 
  



What to do in and around Wollongong (apart from attending philosophy 
seminars) 
 
Compiled by Keith Horton 
  
There are some more or less official tourist guides to Wollongong on the web (e.g. tourismwollongong, which has some useful 
downloadable maps); this is a more personal list of recommendations that includes a few options off the beaten track.  
  
 
 
IN WOLLONGONG  
Places of Interest 
 
In town, there’s a working harbour in Belmore Basin which is a 
pleasant place to mooch about. It has a lighthouse, cafes and 
restaurants, and good views northwards along the Illawarra 
escarpment towards the Royal National Park. On the southern 
side is Flagstaff Hill, which has another lighthouse, more good 
views northwards and also southwards towards the Five 
Islands and the Port Kembla Steelworks. 
 
A footpath leading north from the harbour takes you past some 
ocean baths and rock pools to North (Wollongong) Beach, 
Wollongong’s most popular beach. If you keep heading north 
you come to Stuart Park, and then Puckey’s Estate, a rare 
pocket of undeveloped coastal bushland. (To reach Puckey’s 
Estate cross on the bridge on Squires Road, about 300 metres 
back from the beach.) 
 
Near the University, the Wollongong Botanic Garden, 
immediately to the south of the university the other side of 
Northfields Avenue, is a pleasant place for a stroll. The other 
notable landmark near the university (immediately to the west) 
is Mount Keira. There are spectacular views from the summit, 
as well as walking tracks. There’s no public transport, though, 
so you either have to hire a car or walk up (see below).  
  
Activities 
 
Walking 
 
The obvious place to walk in town is along the shore. From 
Flagstaff Hill to the northern end of Puckey’s Estate and back 
(see Places of Interest above) would take about an hour and a 
half.  
 
Near the university, the Botanic Garden is one place for a short 
walk (see Places of Interest above). 
 
For those with more energy and suitable footwear, the Ken 
Ausburn Track takes you nearly halfway upMount Keira. It starts 
on Robsons Road on the northern edge of the university, near 
the junction with Northfields Avenue. It’s steep and is weed-
infested, but does have some nice views along the way and 
leads to a network of better paths at the top, including the Mount 
Keira Ring Track. (When you reach the overgrown service track 
at the top of Ken Ausburn Track, turn left; in a few minutes you 
will reach a road and the Mount Keira Ring Track. Once you’re 
on the Mount Keira Ring Track, the signposting is fairly good.) 
 
In early July you’re quite likely to hear lyrebirds, with 
their famous mimicry; less likely to see them. If you hear a loud 
thumping sound it’s probably a swamp wallaby, though again 
you’d be lucky to get a clear view of one. Other notable wildlife 

includes brush turkeys, yellow-tailed black 
cockatoos andechidnas. Watch out for leeches after rain 
(they’re unpleasant, though harmless). 
 
There are a number of tracks leading up to the summit (464 
metres) off the Mount Keira Ring Track – the best is Dave 
Walsh’s track – but they are not well signposted so I wouldn’t 
attempt them without a map or guidebook. 
 
I would allow at least three hours to get up the Ken Ausburn 
Track, go round the Mount Keira Ring Track, and back down 
Ken Ausburn Track to the University campus. 
 
There are two good books on walks around Wollongong, Best 
Bush, Coast and Village Walks of the Illawarra (by John and 
Gillian Souter), and Discovering Illawarra's Bushland – on 
Foot (by Alan Fairley). The Uni bookshop in building 11 usually 
stocks the former. 
 
Cycling  
 
Wollongong is not a bike-friendly city, but there’s a pleasant bike 
path along the coast from Wollongong to Thirroul in the north 
(13 km each way). To hire a bike, 
tryhttp://mobilebikerental.com.au/ or http://www.wollongong.bike
hub.com.au/. 
 
Surfing 
 
For those with wetsuits or strong constitutions both the two 
central Wollongong beaches (North (Wollongong) 
Beach and City (‘South’) Beach) are good for surfing in the right 
conditions. (The average sea temperature in early July is 
around 17-18 degrees centigrade.) For local conditions 
seehttp://www.swellnet.com.au/reports/wollongong/daily/. 
 
Sky diving 
 
You can go sky-diving on to North Beach, though I haven’t tried 
it so can’t vouch for it. 
 
Arts and culture 
 
Wollongong City gallery in the centre of town has a permanent 
collection and visiting exhibitions. For other local galleries and a 
guide to ‘trendy Wollongong’ see here. 
  
Eating and drinking 
 
In town, many of the better eating and drinking options are 
in Keira Street. Coconut Thai has some nice dishes, as does La 
Lupa. Wollongong’s best up-market restaurant, Le Caveau, is 
also in Keira Street; Lorenzo’s opposite is quite good too. Both 
are expensive, and booking in advance is recommended.  



 
Another decent Thai option is Thai Carnation, at the junction of 
Corrimal Street and Crown Street. Nearby on Corrimal Street 
there’s a strip of restaurants (between Market and Crown) with 
Italian, Indian and Lebanese options. The lower section of lower 
Crown Street also has a number of pizzerias and other cheap 
take-away options. 
 
For more restaurants see tablesonline. 
 
There are lots of cafes in and around Crown Street; the best I 
know of is Lee and Me, though I’m toldSwell and Yours and 
Owls also have their advocates. There are also lots of cafes 
along the coast;Diggies on North (Wollongong) Beach is one of 
the best. 
 
I’m not often seen in pubs these days, but people seem to like 
the Hotel Illawarra on Keira Street and the Five 
Islands Brewery in the WIN Entertainment Centre near City 
Beach.  The Little Prince also comes highly recommended, and 
the North Gong Pub is a popular hotel pub/bar. 
 
There’s a Woolworths supermarket at the corner of Burelli and 
Kembla Streets, with a bottleshop next door. 
 

On campus, the best restaurant is Sixty Seven in Building 67 
(see the campus map); the same people also run a café, Out for 
Lunch, in Building 17. There are also food-halls in Buildings 67 
and in building 11. 
 
There are several popular places for coffee on campus. Sixty 
Seven, Out for Lunch, Panizzi (outside the library, building 
16), Rush (in the ground floor of building 67), and Rush2 (in the 
ground floor of the Unicentre) are all popular for coffee, snacks 
and sandwiches. 
 
The Unibar (building 12) is the only bar on campus. It has a 
pleasant courtyard, pool tables, and occasional live music. 
  
AROUND WOLLONGONG 
 
There are many beautiful places to visit around Wollongong. 
You can reach some by train along the (very slow) South Coast 
line that runs north and south from Wollongong 
(see http://www.cityrail.info/). 
 
One obvious choice to the south is Kiama, a pleasant seaside 
town with a (locally) famous blowhole (44 minutes by train from 
Wollongong central). 
 
To the north, Bulli (15 minutes by train from Wollongong central) 
has a pub which has live music; Thirroul (18 minutes), where D. 
H. Lawrence wrote Kangaroo, has a pleasant cafe on the 
beach; Austinmer (20 minutes) has a smart street with ‘thing 
shops’ (Moore Street); and Scarborough (28 minutes) has a 
popular pub/restaurant.  
 
From Thirroul northwards there are some good walks along the 
beaches. I can’t find any good information on them on the web, 
but you could either use one of the guidebooks mentioned 
above or just try your luck (preferably at low tide). There’s a very 
good stretch between Coledale Beach andScarborough Beach. 
 
Further north, from Otford (42 minutes) you can walk (along the 
Cliff Track) into the Royal National Park, Australia’s oldest 

national park; from Waterfall (54 minutes) there are tracks into 
both the Royal National Park to the east and Heathcote National 
Park to the west. It’s around 100 minutes from Wollongong to 
Sydney Central. Parts of the route are quite scenic, particularly 
between Coalcliff and Waterfall as the track winds away from 
the coast and over the hills. 
  
By car there are naturally many additional options. To the 
south, the Minnamurra Rainforest (45 minutes drive from 
Wollongong) and Fitzroy Falls (50 minutes from Wollongong 
central) are both well worth a visit. Both have walking tracks and 
cafés.  
 
To the north, at Sublime Point (20 minutes) there are good 
lookouts, a short flat track (the Woodward Track) starting from 
the Northern end of the recreation area, and a fairly short but 
very steep track (theSublime Point Track, which goes straight 
down the escarpment, with ladders in places) starting from the 
Southern end. Both are well signposted. 
 
A little further north there are some beautiful waterfalls, 
including Maddens Falls (25 minutes) in the new Dharawal 
National Park and Kelly’s Falls near Stanwell Tops (30 
minutes).  
 
Bald Hill near Stanwell Park (30 minutes) is a hang gliding 
centre. 
 
You can also drive directly to two of the Royal National Park’s 
most spectacular beaches, Garie Beach(45 minutes), a big 
open surf beach, and Wattamolla Beach (50 minutes), a 
narrower, protected beach with a lagoon behind. There are 
many beautiful walks starting from these beaches and on the 
way there – see again the link given above 
or http://wildwalks.com/bushwalking-and-hiking-in-nsw/royal-
national-park/. 
  
FOR YOUNGER PHILOSOPHERS 
 
For those bringing school-aged children to Wollongong, the 
university runs a kids sports camp on campus during the first 
two weeks of July. Booking ahead is recommended. There is 
also a daycare on campus, though there are usually very few 
openings there. 
 


