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PHI 420/591: Topics in Philosophy/Seminar 
Normativity and Uncertainty
Spring 2011

	Contact Information: 

Name: Professor Douglas W. Portmore, Ph.D.	     				                              
Office: Lattie F. Coor Hall (COOR) 3362		         					
E-mail: douglas.portmore@asu.edu (Please put “PHI420/591” in the subject line. If you want to talk philosophy, please come see me in office hours or schedule an appointment rather than emailing me. Email is a very inefficient means of conducting a philosophical conversation. Use email for only quick logistical questions about the course.)
Office Hours: See “Staff Information” under the course’s Blackboard website at myASU Courses (http://myasucourses.asu.edu).

	Required Texts: 

All the required and optional readings will be available online via Blackboard at myASU Courses (http://myasucourses.asu.edu). These will be PDF files that require Adobe Reader, which can be downloaded for free by clicking on the link provided. Some of these files are quite large, so be sure to use a fast connection when trying to download these files.

	Blackboard and Email:

Blackboard/myASUCourses (http://myasucourses.asu.edu) is one of ASU's Course Management Systems. You’ll need to access this site to obtain important course content: handouts, announcements, lecture outlines, and contact information for both the professor and the TAs. You are expected to check the course’s Blackboard website at least twice a week. If you need help using Blackboard, please see: http://help.asu.edu/Use_Blackboard.

	Course Description: We constantly face a choice of what to do. Yet, we are often ignorant of many of the relevant facts. For instance, sometimes what we ought to do depends on what the consequences of our actions would be. But we may not know what they would be. For example, a bomb technician may have to decide whether to cut either the red wire or the green wire, but she may not know which one will have the effect of deactivating the bomb and which one will have the effect of detonating it. This kind of uncertainty with regard to the relevant non-normative facts is called non-normative uncertainty. 

     We also face normative uncertainty—that is, uncertainty with regard to the relevant normative facts (facts about what we ought, or have reason, to do, feel, or believe). For instance, we may need to decide whether to kill one person to save five others, but we may be uncertain about which moral theory is correct. Should we act so as to minimize deaths as utilitarianism prescribes or should we act so as to treat human beings always as ends in themselves and never simply as a means (not even as a means to saving more lives) as Kantianism prescribes? We may not know the answer. Or take another example. We might be uncertain about whether knowledge is something intrinsically valuable. And so we might be uncertain about whether we ought to want and pursue knowledge for its own sake or only for the sake of bringing about intrinsic goods, such as pleasure. 
     What’s more, sometimes whether we ought to perform some act now depends on what we would (or could) do subsequently. Suppose, for instance, that I’m invited to attend my ex-girlfriend’s wedding. Should I accept the invitation and attend her wedding? The answer depends, it seems, on what I would do subsequently. Would I then drink moderately and behave myself or would I then drink excessively and punch the groom in the nose out of jealousy. Perhaps, I’m uncertain about which it would be. Here, again, there is uncertainty with regard to the relevant facts. 
     So what should we do when we’re uncertain about the relevant normative and non-normative facts? In other words, what should we do when we don’t know what it is that we should do? These are puzzling questions that until recently have received very little attention by moral philosophers. In this seminar, we will explore the implications that normative and non-normative uncertainty has for our deliberations, our practical reasoning, and our moral theorizing. We’ll be looking at the very latest research on the topic, including some unpublished work and, perhaps, also some recent doctoral dissertations by some up-and-coming young philosophers.

	Course Requirements and Grading Policy: 


Ø	Attendance, Preparation, and Participation:		 			  	50	Points But see item 7 below. 
Ø	Short Paper (Undergrads: 4-5 pp./Grads: 8-11 pp.):				100	Points
Ø	Term Paper (Undergrads: 8-10 pp./Grads: 16-22 pp.):		 		250	Points
    			__________
Total Points:													400 	Points

NO EXTRA CREDIT ASSIGNMENTS WILL BE OFFERED!

The plus/minus system will be used.  Course grades will be assigned according to the following point distributions:
A+  	400-388 		Points		(100-97%)
A  	387.9-372		Points		(96.9-93%)
A-    	371.9-360		Points		(92.9-90%)
B+ 	359.9-348 	Points		(89.9-87%)
B     	347.9-332      	Points		(86.9-83%)
B-      331.9-320 		Points		(82.9-80%)
C+ 	319.9-300 	Points 		(79.9-75%)
C     	299.9-280 	Points 		(74.9-70%)
D    	279.9-240 	Points 		(69.9-60%)
E     	239.9-0 		Points 		(59.9-0%)

The Round Up/Down Option: If you don’t like the idea of possibly missing out on, say, an A because you’re just .5 percentage points away from an A, then you can choose this option. If you choose this option, I’ll round up, say, a 92.5% to a 93%, thereby turning an A- into an A. There’s a catch, though. To be fair, I’ll need to also round down. This means that if you get a 93.4%, I’ll round that down to 92.9%, thereby turning an A into an A-. Let me know if you want this option. If I don’t hear from you by the second week of classes, I’ll assume that you’ve opted out of this option and don’t want me round up/down with regard to your scores.

	Attendance, Preparation, and Participation: This is a seminar, and so all students are expected to attend class faithfully, to participate regularly in class discussions, and to come to class prepared, having read the assigned readings. Your grade will be a function of the following: (1) the extent to which you are regularly present, alert, and attentive in class (N.B., being present counts for nothing if you’re not also alert and attentive); (2) the quality and regularity of your participation in class discussions; (3) the extent to which your participation indicates that you have properly prepared for class, having read the required readings and thought about them critically, and (4) the extent to which you are punctual and observe proper classroom etiquette—see below. Even if you attend every class, do not expect better than a C+ for this component of the course if you do not participate in class discussions.  

     I will be taking attendance every class. I will take attendance at 3:30 PM sharp. IF YOU COME IN LATE, IT IS YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TO COME UP AFTER CLASS AND ENSURE THAT I MARKED YOU PRESENT. IF YOU DON’T, YOU WILL BE COUNTED ABSENT. 
     Students are expected to participate regularly in class. It is partly the students’ responsibility to make the class a lively one. And please note that good participation involves more than just speaking out during class; quality counts just as much as, if not more than, quantity. What you say should be informed and constructive. You should be able to speak intelligently about that day’s reading assignment. During class discussions, you should be respectful of others even when they have radically different viewpoints. Do not monopolize class discussions; give others a chance to have their say. And, most importantly, observe proper classroom conduct:
	Typically, you should raise your hand and wait to be called on before speaking.

You should make every effort to avoid coming in late or leaving early.  If you ever are late for class, enter in complete silence and avoid walking between the class and the professor.  
Never leave during class unless you absolutely must.  Leaving for a short break and then returning is not acceptable.  The professor is not a TV set, but is a person addressing the class, and it is rude to leave when someone is addressing you.  
Likewise, it is rude and unacceptable to talk with classmates while the professor (or another student who has the floor) is talking.
Visible and/or noisy signs of restlessness or inattentiveness are rude as well as disruptive to others—this includes, for instance, sleeping, reading the paper, listening to music, surfing the web on your laptop, etc.  If you cannot sit still, stay awake, and pay attention, you should not be taking a college class and you will be asked to leave.  
Do not begin packing up your things or otherwise indicate that you think it is time for class to come to an end; wait for the professor or TA to dismiss class. 
Always address others in the class (including your fellow students) in a respectful manner.
	Failing to turn off your pager or cell phone before coming to class is unacceptable.
	PARTICULARLY IMPORTANT: Do not use your laptop to check your email or browse the web during class. If you must use your laptop during class, be sure that you are using it only to take notes.

	Failing the Course due to Excessive Absences: Typically, a student who exceeds four absences will be given a failing grade (an “E”) for the course regardless of how he or she is doing on the other assignments. If the absences are excessive and yet the student can provide a documented medical excuse for these absences, then the student will receive an “I” or “W,” depending on the circumstances. 


	Short Paper: This is the same as the term paper only shorter. This paper must be a thesis-defense paper that addresses one of the topics under item 20 below—i.e., one of (1)-(9) in item 20—and makes heavy use of at least one (and preferably two or more) of the readings listed under that topic. The hope is that the line of argument presented in this paper will prove promising such that it will be worth developing further into the longer term paper. If all goes well, then, the term paper will be just a longer and more developed version of this short paper. Please be sure to acknowledge sources properly using some standard citation style, such as APA, MLA, or Chicago. Be sure to consult the Grading Rubric for Philosophy Papers before commencing work on this assignment so that you will be aware of the criteria that I will be using to assess your papers. Undergraduate students needing some advice on how to write a philosophy paper should read my “Tips on Writing a Philosophy Paper.” Your short paper must come with a completed Cover Sheet. Fill it out, scan it, and email it to me as a PDF file or submit a hard copy to me on the day that the paper is due. Short papers must be submitted electronically to douglas.portmore@asu.edu by noon (note the time) on April 14, 2011, either as MS Word documents (with .doc extensions) or as files in Rich Text Format (with .rtf extensions).


	Term Paper: Term papers are to be thesis-defense papers that address one of the topics under item 20 below—i.e., one of (1)-(9) in item 20—and makes heavy use of at least one (and preferably two or more) of the readings listed under that topic. Although, in some instances, we will be reading only two to three articles under a given topic, graduate students are encouraged to read and make use of some the other readings listed under their particular topic (see item 20). Please be sure to acknowledge sources properly using some standard citation style, such as APA, MLA, or Chicago. Be sure to consult the Grading Rubric for Philosophy Papers before commencing work on this assignment so that you will be aware of the criteria that I will be using to assess your papers. Undergraduate students needing some advice on how to write a philosophy paper should read my “Tips on Writing a Philosophy Paper.” Your short paper must come with a completed Cover Sheet. Fill it out, scan it, and email it to me as a PDF file or submit a hard copy to me on the day that the paper is due. Term papers must be submitted electronically to douglas.portmore@asu.edu by noon (note the time) on May 5th, 2011, either as MS Word documents (with .doc extensions) or as files in Rich Text Format (with .rtf extensions).


	PowerPoint Presentations: I use PowerPoint presentations during class. These presentations will be made available at least twelve hours before class under “PowerPoints” in Blackboard.


	Policy on Academic Dishonesty and Violations of the Student Code of Conduct: Academic dishonesty will not be tolerated. My policy is to impose a failing grade for the course as a sanction for any violation of ASU’s Academic Integrity Policy. I will also report any violation to the Assistant Dean for Academic Affairs using the following form: Faculty Academic Integrity Violation Form. Depending on the circumstances, I may, in addition to imposing a failing grade for the course, recommend a more severe sanction, such as an XE for the course (failure due to academic dishonesty, which will be noted on the student’s transcript), suspension, or expulsion. The Assistant Dean may also impose an additional and more severe sanction even if I don’t recommend one. 

You should carefully review the policies and resources on the following two websites: http://provost.asu.edu/academicintegrity and http://clas.asu.edu/students/ai. The following is quoted from the Student Obligations to Academic Integrity section of the Academic Integrity Policy: “Each student must act with honesty and integrity, and must respect the rights of others in carrying out all academic assignments. A student may be found to have engaged in academic dishonesty if, in connection with any Academic Evaluation or academic or research assignment (including a paid research position), he or she:
	Engages in any form of academic deceit;
	Refers to materials or sources or uses devices (e.g., computer disks, audio recorders, camera phones, text messages, crib sheets, calculators, solution manuals, materials from previous classes, or commercial research services) not authorized by the instructor for use during the Academic Evaluation or assignment;

Possesses, reviews, buys, sells, obtains, or uses, without appropriate authorization, any materials intended to be used for an Academic Evaluation or assignment in advance of its administration;
Acts as a substitute for another person in any Academic Evaluation or assignment;
Uses a substitute in any Academic Evaluation or assignment;
Depends on the aid of others, including other students or tutors, in connection with any Academic Evaluation or assignment to the extent that the work is not representative of the student's abilities;
Provides inappropriate aid to another person in connection with any Academic Evaluation or assignment, including the unauthorized use of camera phones, text messages, photocopies, notes or other means to copy or photograph materials used or intended for Academic Evaluation;
Engages in Plagiarism;
Uses materials from the Internet or any other source without full and appropriate attribution;
Permits his or her work to be submitted by another person in connection with any Academic Evaluation or assignment, without authorization;
Claims credit for or submits work done by another;
Signs an attendance sheet for another student, allows another student to sign on the student's behalf, or otherwise participates in gaining credit for attendance for oneself or another without actually attending;
Falsifying or misrepresenting hours or activities in relationship to an internship, externship, field experience,clinical activity or similar activity; or
Attempts to influence or change any Academic Evaluation, assignment or academic record for reasons having no relevance to academic achievement.”
Students must also comply with the “Student Code of Conduct” and abide by the policies set forth in this syllabus, the university catalog, the schedule of classes, and the Student Affairs web site. Misconduct will be reported to university authorities for appropriate action.

	Policy on Incompletes: Incompletes are given only when a student who is doing otherwise satisfactory work is unable to complete a course because of illness or other conditions beyond the student’s control. These are only given under the most extenuating of circumstances. For more information on university policy on the grade of “I” (incomplete), please see http://www.asu.edu/aad/manuals/usi/usi203-09.html. 


	Withdrawing from the Course: An instructor may withdraw a student from the course with a mark of "W" or a grade of "E" in cases of disruptive classroom behavior. As stated in the University Student Initiatives Manual (USI), “[a]n instructor may withdraw a student from a course with a mark of ‘W’ or ‘E’ when the student’s behavior disrupts the educational process. Disruptive classroom behavior for this purpose is defined by the instructor.” See USI 201-10. The student may also withdraw him- or herself from the course. These “course withdrawals may be processed without college approval through the tenth week of fall and spring semesters…. Refer to the University Registrar’s Office Semester Calendar for specific deadline dates.” For more information, please ASU’s general policy on withdrawal from classes.


	Disability Accommodation: If you have a physical, psychiatric/emotional, medical, or learning disability that may impact on your ability to carry out assigned course work, I encourage you to contact the Disability Resource Center (DRC)—see http://www.asu.edu/studentaffairs/ed/drc/. The DRC will review your concerns and will work with you to determine what accommodations are necessary and appropriate for you. All information and documentation of your disability is confidential and will not be released without your permission. 


	Policy on Late Work: I am under no obligation to accept late work. I will not accept work that is more than a week late, except under the most extenuating circumstances and only when I have previously agreed to an extension. Late work will be penalized for each day late. Late work must be submitted in class or electronically to douglas.portmore@asu.edu either as a Microsoft Word document (with .doc extension) or as a file in Rich Text Format (with .rtf extension).


	Getting Help: I'm more than happy to go out of my way to help those who are eager to learn. I am also happy to make appointments with students for whom my office hours are inconvenient.  Please don't hesitate to schedule an appointment. To do so, you need only e-mail me. If you are not doing as well as you would like in the course and need suggestions on how to improve, please come see me immediately. If you don’t come see me within a week of receiving a grade on some assignment, I will assume that either you are satisfied with your performance or that you know what you need to do to improve. 


	Getting Help with Writing: For students who need help with writing their papers, I suggest all of the following: (1) reading my “Tips on Writing a Philosophy Paper,” (2) reading Strunk’s The Elements of Style, (3) coming to see me during office hours for help with a thesis, an outline, or a partial draft, and (4) setting up an appointment with a tutor at the Writing Center.


	My Expectations: 

a.	Students are expected to check their ASU-sponsored email and Blackboard regularly.
b.	Students are expected to spend 1½-2 hours outside of class working on class materials for each hour spent inside of class.
c.	Students are expected to abide by the policies concerning student conduct set forth in the university catalog and the schedule of classes.
d.	Students are expected to use a word-processor for all written assignments.
e.	Students are expected to have, or be willing to acquire, basic computer skills.  Students will need to be able to use Internet Explorer (or other web browser), Adobe Acrobat Reader, and some sort of word processing software.  
f.	Students are expected to do the assigned readings prior to coming to class, and students are responsible for all the material covered in the assigned readings even if not all of that material is discussed in class.
g.	Students are expected to complete assigned work on time.  
h.	Students are expected to be present and on time for every class meeting or to have a very good excuse.  Students who miss a class even for a legitimate reason are, nonetheless, responsible for the material covered in that class, and they are also responsible for being apprised of that day’s announcements.  Students that miss class should obtain lecture notes from a fellow student and see me if they have any questions concerning the material that they missed.  They should also check the course web site for any announcements that they may have missed.
i.	Students are expected to participate; it is partly the students’ responsibility to make the course a lively one. 
j.	Students are expected to be courteous to and respectful of both the professor and their fellow classmates.  

	Important Dates:

01/18/11: First day of classes.
01/20/11: Our First class.
02/17/11: No class—I’ll be away attending a conference.
03/13-20/11: Spring Break—no class.
04/10/11: Course Withdrawal Deadline – Online. (Note that if you want some feedback on the course before this deadline, then I suggest you turn in your Short Paper by 4/7/2011.)
04/14/11: Short Paper Due. These must be submitted electronically to douglas.portmore@asu.edu by noon (note the time) on this day either as MS Word documents (with .doc extensions) or as files in Rich Text Format (with .rtf extensions). 
04/28/11: Our Last class.
05/05/11: Term Paper Due.  These must be submitted electronically to douglas.portmore@asu.edu by noon (note the time) on this day either as MS Word documents (with .doc extensions) or as files in Rich Text Format (with .rtf extensions).

	Topics along with Possible Readings: 

We’ll be reading about sixty pages of material per week. These reading assignments will be announced on Blackboard and in class. Below are some readings organized by topic. Not all the readings listed under a topic will be assigned. I include many additional readings mainly so that those interested in certain topics (particularly graduate students) will know where to look for further readings. All these readings are now available (or will be made available soon) under “Online Readings” in Blackboard. 

	Normative and Non-Normative Uncertainty: Does it make sense for a normative theory to take account of our non-normative uncertainty but not our normative uncertainty?
	Frank Jackson, “Decision-Theoretic Consequentialism and the Nearest and Dearest Objection.” (23 pp.) 
	Michael Smith, “Moore on the Right, the Good, and Uncertainty.” (16 pp.)
Derek Parfit, “Chapter 7: Moral Concepts,” from On What Matters. (19 pp.)


	Michael Zimmerman’s Living with Uncertainty: Is moral obligation objective, subjective, or prospective (with regard to our evidence)?
	Michael J. Zimmerman, “Chapter 1: Ignorance and Obligation,” from Living with Uncertainty. (71 pp.)
	Holly M. Smith, “The ‘Prospective View’ of Obligation.” (13 pp.)
Krister Bykvist, “Objective versus Subjective Moral Oughts.” (33 pp.)
Peter A. Graham, “In Defense of Objectivism about Moral Obligation.” (28 pp.)

	Actualism versus Possibilism versus Securitism: Does whether an agent should do x at time, t1, depend on what she could or would do subsequent to t1 were she to do x at t1? 
	Holly S. Goldman (now Holly M. Smith), “Doing the Best One Can.” (30 pp.)
Frank Jackson and Robert Pargetter, “Oughts, Options, and Actualism.” (26 pp.)
Michael J. Zimmerman, “The Relevance of the Risk of Wrongdoing.” (21 pp.)
Christopher Woodard, “What’s Wrong with Possibilism.” (8 pp.)
Douglas W. Portmore, “Imperfect Reasons and Rational Options,” from Commonsense Consequentialism: Wherein Morality Meets Rationality. (52 pp.) 
Douglas W. Portmore, “Section 7.1: The Best Version of Consequentialism: Commonsense Consequentialism,” from Commonsense Consequentialism: Wherein Morality Meets Rationality. (26 pp.) 
	Jacob Ross, “Actualism, Possibilism, and Beyond.” (33 pp.)

	Ted Lockhart’s Moral Uncertainty and Its Consequences: What principles should guide our decision-making under moral uncertainty?
	Ted Lockhart, “Chapter 1: Decision-making under Moral Uncertainty,” from Moral Uncertainty and Its Consequences. (18 pp.)
Ted Lockhart, “Chapter 2: Principles for Decision-making under Moral Uncertainty,” from Moral Uncertainty and Its Consequences. (27 pp.)

Andrew Sepielli, “Review of Lockhart’s Moral Uncertainty and Its Consequences.” (4 pp.)
Brian Weatherson, “Review of Lockhart’s Moral Uncertainty and Its Consequences.” (4 pp.)

	The Work of Andrew Sepielli: What should we do when we face normative uncertainty?
	Andrew Sepielli, 'Along an imperfectly-lighted path': Practical Rationality and Normative Uncertainty. (317 pp.)
Andrew Sepielli, “Moral Uncertainty and Principle of Equity among Moral Theories.” (21 pp.)
Andrew Sepielli, “What to Do When You Don’t Know What to Do.” (25 pp.)
Andrew Sepielli, “Normative Uncertainty, Intertheoretic Comparisons, and Conceptual Role.” (51 pp.)
Andrew Sepielli, “Why We Need Subjective Normativity.” (45 pp.)

	The Work of Jacob Ross: What normative theory should we accept as a basis for guiding our actions if we don’t know which normative theory is true?
	Jacob Ross, Acceptance and Practical Reason. (431 pp.)
Jacob Ross, “Rejecting Ethical Deflationism.” (27 pp.)

	Subjective and Objective Oughts/Reasons: Does ‘ought’ or ‘reason’ have both an objective sense and a subjective sense?
	Douglas W. Portmore, “Section 1.4: Objective Oughts and Objective Reasons,” from Commonsense Consequentialism: Wherein Morality Meets Rationality. (13 pp.) 
	Mark Schroeder, “Means-End Coherence, Stringency, and Subjective Reasons.” (26 pp.)
	Holly M. Smith, “Subjective Rightness.” (47 pp.)
	Michael J. Zimmerman, “Is Moral Obligation Subjective or Objective?” (33 pp.)
	Caspar Hare, “Obligation and Regret When There is No Fact of the Matter About What Would Have Happened Had You Not Done What You Did” (21 pp.)

	Actual Beliefs versus Reasonable Beliefs: Does what an agent ought to do depend on her actual beliefs or on the beliefs that it would be reasonable for her to have (that is, the beliefs that she ought to have)?
	Holly M. Smith, “The Moral Clout of Reasonable Beliefs.” (56 pp.)


	Meta-Ethical Contextualism: Are normative judgments relativized to bodies of information? Are ought judgments either semantically incomplete or semantically relative?
	Niko Kolodny and John McFarlane, “Ought: Between Objective and Subjective.” (32 pp.)
	Gunnar Björnsson and Stephen Finlay, “Metaethical Contextualism Defended.” (30 pp.)



