Rules and Reasoning

1 Course Information
+ Course number: PHI 4930.
* Section 3E86.
* Period 3, 3:00 - 3:50.
* Location: Turlington Hall 2328.
* Instructor: Rodrigo Borges
+ Office: Griffin-Floyd Hall, room 314.
+ Office hours: Wednesdays 10:30am - 12:00 (or by appointment).

+ Contact Information: rodrigo.borges@ufl.edu.

NOTE: it is your responsibility to read this document carefully. This is an agreement between
you and your instructor. If you email me about something that is obviously stated in the syl-
labus, you will either receive no answer or I will reply, simply, “Read the syllabus!” However,
if you read the syllabus and you still do not have an answer, then email me with your question.

This syllabus and other materials for this course are available on Canvas.

2 Course Goals

This course will take a critical look at the contemporary psychological and philosophical re-
search in human reasoning.

3 Course Requirements

Eight different instruments will be used in order to measure student progress through the
course. The name of each instrument, and the relative weight each of them carries in deter-
mining your final grade is the following; a brief description of each instrument follows.
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Assignment Total Number | % of Course Grade
Short Writing Assignment 2 15%
Outline I 10%
Argumentative Essay I 20%
Surprise Quizzes ? 15%
Participation 2 10%
Midterm I 15%
Take—home Final 1 15%
Comprehension Quizzes 14 0%

3.1 Attendance and Classroom Policies

Students are expected to attend class and to have done all assigned reading in advance. Failure
to do so will adversely affect students’ ability to perform well in this course.

Although attendance is not required, it is expected. I will collect signatures in order to
keep track of attendance. Moreover, there will be in—class unannounced surprise guizzes (see
below for details).

Requirements for class attendance and make-up exams, assignments, and other work in
this course are consistent with university policies that can be found at:

* https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/current/regulations/info/attendance.aspx.

3.2 Textbook

There is no required textbook for this course. All readings will be provided through Canvas.

3.3 Short Writing Assignments (SWAs)

There will be two (2) short (s00 — 600 words) writing assignments. SWAs will either ask
you to present someone else’s argument in your own words, or they will ask you to evaluate
someone else’s argument. SWAs comprise 15% of the final grade.

SWAs become available on Monday morning and are due the same week by midnight
Friday. See the schedule below for due dates.

No outside readings will be required for SWAs. A sample SWA is available on Canvas.

Students must complete SWA 1 and at least two other SWAS in order to satisfy the Writing
Requirement for the course.

3.4 Argumentative Essay (AE)

Students will write one (1) argumentative essay with at least 1.200 and at most r.500 words.
This essay will require your analysis and argument concerning the topics discussed in the
course. No outside reading will be required for this assignment. The AE comprises 20% of
the final grade.

The AE become available on Monday morning and are due by midnight the next Sunday.
See the schedule below for the due date.

It will not be possible to submit a draft in advance or to rewrite your paper for a different
grade, although you may discuss with the instructor in advance, during office hours, about
the approach and arguments you plan to pursue in your paper. Papers will be submitted
electronically through Canvas. A sample AE is available on Canvas.
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* Essay Week: a week during which no new material is introduced and you have extra
time to spend working on your AE due by midnight Sunday (see the schedule below
for specific dates). Each Essay Week includes a special discussion board that you can use
to brainstorm ideas with your colleges, suggesting arguments and objections to each
other. In this way, you are encouraged to collaborate. Please keep in mind, of course,
that if you use any ideas in your own essay that you got from someone else’s post in
that discussion board, you must cite that person’s post as the source of that idea. You
are not required to use this board, but we expect that using it might be very helpful to
you in writing a good AE.

3.5 Essay Outline

During the essay week, students and instructor will meet to discuss an outline of their Argu-
mentative Essay (see the schedule for specific dates). In this instructor’s experience, students
who discuss their outline with their instructor avoid most if not all major comprehension
and structural mistakes. This is not merely an assignment; it is an opportunity for students
to prepare and improve their Argumentative Essay. Instructions on what should be in the
outline will be provided in class and through Canvas. This assignment comprises 10% of the
final grade.

Students must bring a printed copy of their outline to the meeting. The revised outline
is due the same day by 1:59pm.

Failure to meet with the instructor at the above time, or failure to arrange a meeting at
a different time during that week will result in an ‘E’ for the assignment. It is THE STU-
DENT'S RESPONSIBILITY to seek and arrange a different time to discuss bis/ber outline
with the instructor if be/she is not able to meet at the above designated time.

3.6 Outside Readings

No outside readings are required for the completion of the AE. However, if you do plan to
use an outside reading, you MUST check with your instructor whether the particular reading
you have in mind is an appropriate source. There are ONLY TWO EXCEPTIONS to this
rule: (i) your outside reading is an entry in the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy; (ii) your
outside reading is an entry in the Internet Encyclopedia of Philosophy.

If you do not follow these instructions on the use of outside readings, you risk seriously
harming your grade.

3.7 Surprise Quizzes

There will be unspecified number of in—class surprise quizzes. Those will be on the reading
assigned for the day of the quiz. There are no make—up surprise quizzes, but none will be
given on religious holidays. Surprise quizzes will receive a pass/fail grade. Although, the
quality of your answer will not be directly assessed. Only real answers will be get a ‘pass’. By
a ‘real answer’ I mean something that (at least) tries to help someone wondering about the
question in the quiz. Submitting your name, or a message such as ‘Sorry, but I don’t know
the answer’ will result in a “fail’.

Students must take at least 60% of the quizzes in order to receive a perfect 10. For the
purpose of grade, fail’ will be the same as an absence. The point distribution scale is given by
the following table:



Proportion of Quizzes | Points
at least 60% 10
60—50% 8
50—40% 6
40-30% 4
30—0% o

Surprise quizzes will all have the following general form:
State as carefully as you can A’s argument that X is the case.

You can consult any notes you took on the readings, or the readings themselves. The quiz
will last only 10 minutes and it might take place either at the beginning or at the end of the
class.

3.8 Comprehension Quizzes

These are optional (ungraded) short quizzes: three multiple—choice questions each. There
will be a quiz for each of the regular weeks. They give you a way to check your understanding
as you go along. They also help prepare you for the midterm and the final. Comprehension
quizzes are available for a limited time; they appear Monday morning and disappear at the
end of the day Friday.

The quizzes are timed (1o minutes) so as to give you some practice relevant to the real
exams. You can only take them once and you will see the correct answers only once after you
take the quiz.

3.9 Participation
Participation will occur in two ways.

1. Discussion boards on Canvas.

2. Presentation.

The participation grade, which comprises 10% of the final grade, is the simple average of
the grades for rand 2.

1. Discussion Boards on Canvas

You are required to come up with an appropriate question about the material (readings
and/or lectures) in at least ten (5) different discussion boards. There will eight (7) discussion
boards of this type during the term. Questions must be submitted by the end of the day
Wednesday (before midnight). You will not be able to see the discussion board and others’
submitted questions until you have submitted your own. This excludes the Essay Week.

Once you have access to the discussion board, you should read what other questions
students have posted, thinking about which questions are ones you would most like to see
answered. You can then use the ‘like’ function to indicate those you most want addressed.
You should complete this by Thursday evening, since the instructor will address the ‘most
liked” questions on Friday.

The quality of your discussion in that discussion board is not a factor in determining
your grade. What #s a factor in determining your grade is following: whether or not you
submit appropriate questions for at least five of the discussion boards. Here’s what makes a
question an appropriate one.

There are two requirements.



1. Specificity: your question must be reasonably specific. That is, it must refer to some
particular point in the material introduced that week. You will not get away with
open—-ended questions like “What is A’s view about X?’

2. Precision: your question must fit into one of the categories below. When you post
your question, you must indicate which category it belongs to. (You can simply put
the name of the category at the start of your question.)

* Clarification: questions of clarification ask for help in understanding a specific
point or passage in the lectures or readings. For example, you might ask, “Why
does Descartes bring up the discussion of an “evil demon” set on deceiving him
if he doesn’t actually think such a demon exists? How could that demon be
relevant to his argument if he doesn’t think it’s real?’

* Significance: questions of significance ask how a particular view or argument
in a reading or lecture might have broader significance — that is, how it might
have relevance for other things that aren’t explicitly addressed in the readings or
lectures. For example, you might ask, ‘If Descartes is right that we don’t know
anything about the external world, does that mean that we should never trust
what science tells us? Does it mean that we should live as if every day is our last
day? What difference would it make if he’s right?’

Criticism: questions in this category proposes a criticism of some argument or
claim made in a reading or lecture. For example, you mightask, ‘Descartes thinks
we can’t know at the moment that we’re not just dreaming everything, but this
seems to me false. If I flap my arms right now and don’t find myself flying around
like in a dream, doesn’t that show that 'm not just dreaming?’

If you submit an appropriate question for at least five of the discussion boards, your
participation grade is a perfect 10. You lose two point for each question shy of five you fail
to submit. So, if you submit four questions, you get 8 points; if you submit three questions,
you get 6 points. If you submit less than three questions, you get o (zero) points.

You are allowed to talk about the questions from the Comprebension Quiz in the discus-
sion boards. However, you are NOT allowed to discuss the questions in the Tests.

2. Presentation

Students will present the main arguments in one of the assigned readings. Presentations
will take at most fifteen minutes and presenters will turn in the handout/slides they prepared
for their presentations.

310 Midterm

There will be an in—class midterm exam. It is worth 15% of the final grade.

3.1 Take-Home Final

There will be a take—home final exam. It is worth 15% of the final grade.

4 Grade Scale

See UF grading policies for assigning grade points at:

* https://catalog.ufl.edu/ugrad/current/regulations/info/grades.aspx.
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’ ‘ Grade Scale H Grade Value

A 100 - 93 4.00
A- 92 - 90 3.67
B+ 89 -86 3.33
B 85 - 82 3.00
B- 81-79 2.67
C+ 78-75 2.33
C 75 - 72 2.00
C- 71-69 1.67
D+ 68 - 66 1.33
D 65 - 62 1.00
D- 61- 60 0.67
E 59-0 0.00

s Academic Honesty

UF students are bound by The Honor Pledge, which states, “We, the members of the Univer-
sity of Florida community, pledge to hold ourselves and our peers to the highest standards
of honor and integrity by abiding by the Honor Code. On all work submitted for credit by
students at the University of Florida, the following pledge is either required or implied: ‘On
my honor, I have neither given nor received unauthorized aid in doing this assignment.” The
Honor Code

* http://www.dso.ufl.edu/sccr/process/student-conduct-honor-code/

specifies a number of behaviors that are in violation of this code and the possible sanctions.
Furthermore, you are obligated to report any condition that facilitates academic misconduct
to appropriate personnel. If you have any questions or concerns, please consult with the
instructor or TAs in this class. Plagiarism on any assignment will automatically result in a
grade of ‘E’ for the course. Plagiarism is defined in the University of Florida’s Student Honor
Code as follows: ‘A student shall not represent as the student’s own work all or any portion of
the work of another. Plagiarism includes (but is not limited to): a. Quoting oral or written
materials, whether published or unpublished, without proper attribution. b. Submitting a
document or assignment which in whole or in part is identical or substantially identical to a
document or assignment not authored by the student.” Students found guilty of academic
misconduct will be prosecuted in accordance with the procedures specified in the UF honesty

policy.

6 Students with disabilities

Students requesting classroom accommodation must first register with the Dean of Students
Office (htep://www.dso.ufl.edu/drp). The Dean of Students Office will provide documen-
tation to the student who must then provide this documentation to the instructor when
requesting accommodation.

7 Online course evaluation

Students are expected to provide feedback on the quality of instruction in this course based
on 10 criteria. These evaluations are conducted online at https://evaluations.ufl.edu, Evalu-
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ations are typically open during the last two or three weeks of the semester. Students will be
given specific times when they are open. Summary results of these assessments are available
to students at|https://evaluations.ufl.edu/results.

8 Office Hours

I strongly encourage you to set up a meeting to discuss anything related to the course. I
will hold office hours on Wednesdays 10:30 a.m. — 12:00 (or by appointment). To set up an
appointment please email me at: rodrigo.borges@ufl.edu. My office is located in the 3rd floor
of the Griffin-Floyd Hall, room 314.

9 Class Schedule (Subject to Change)

Changes to the schedule will be announced.

Week 1: Introduction
8/21 - Syllabus
- Logic refresher
- Reading: Baronett: Logic
8/23 - How to read and write philosophy
- Reading: Pryor: how to read philosophy
- Reading: Pryor: how to write philosophy
- Discussion board 1
Week 2: Reasoning in Philosophy
8/26 - Harman: Change in view
8/28 - Harman: Change in view
8/30 - Harman: Change in view
- Discussion board 2
Week 3: Reasoning in Philosophy
9/2 - HOLIDAY (Labor Day)
9/4 - Valaris: Reasoning and Deducing
9/6 - Valaris: Reasoning and Deducing
- Discussion board 3
Week 4: Reasoning in Psychology
9/9 -Johnson-Laird: How We Reason

- SWA 1is made available
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9/1 - Johnson-Laird: How We Reason
9/13 - Johnson-Laird: How We Reason
- Discussion board 4
- SWA 1is due by midnight
Week s: Reasoning in Psychology
9/16 - Kahneman: Systems1and 2
9/18 - Kahneman: Systems 1 and 2
9/20 - Kahneman: Systems1and 2
- Discussion board 5
Week 6: Essay Week
9/23 - Work on AE
- Outline meeting
9/25 - Work on AE
- Outline meeting
9/27 - Work on AE
9/29 - AE is due by midnight
Week 7: Reasoning in Psychology
9/30 - Mercier and Sperber: The Enigma of Reasonc
10/2 - Mercier and Sperber: The Enigma of Reason
10/4 - Mercier and Sperber: The Enigma of Reason
- Discussion board 6

Week 8: Reasoning in Psychology

10/7 - Sun: Implicit and Explicit Processes - their relation interaction and competition

10/9 - Sun: Implicit and Explicit Processes - their relation interaction and competition

10/11 - Presentation 1
- Readings: TBD
- Discussion board 7

Week 9: Reasoning in Psychology

10/14 - Over: The Paradigm shift in the psychology of reasoning
- SWA 2 is made available

10/16 - Over: The Paradigm shift in the psychology of reasoning



10/18 - Presentation 2
- Readings: TBD
- SWA 2 is due by midnight
Week 10: The Philosophy of Probability
10/21 - Midterm Exam
10/23 - Hajek: Interpretations of Probability
10/25 - Presentation 3
- Readings: TBD
Week 11: The Philosophy of Probability
10/28 - Fitelson: Coherence
10/30 - Fitelson: Coherence
/1 - Presentation 4
- Readings: TBD
Week 12: The Philosophy of Probability
11/4 - Williamson: Evidential Probability
11/6 - Williamson: Evidential Probability
11/8 - Presentation §
- Readings: TBD
Week 13: The Philosophy of Rule—Following
/i - HOLIDAY (Veteran’s day)
11/13 - Boghossian: Blind Rule-Following
11/15 - Presentation 6
- Readings: TBD
Week 14: The Philosophy of Rule-Following
11/18 - Boghossian: Epistemic Rules
11/20 - Boghossian: Epistemic Rules
11/22 - Presentation 7
- Readings: TBD
Week 15: Epistemic Norms
11/25 - Williamson: Assertion

- Take—home final becomes available



11/27 - Williamson: Assertion
11/29 - Presentation 8
- Readings: TBD
Week 16: Epistemic Norms
12/2 - Simion: Epistemic Norm Correspondence and The Belief—Assertion Parallel
- Take—home final is due by midnight
12/4 - Presentation 9

- Readings: TBD

10
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Ratings Points
20-A 1.5-B 1.0-C 05-D 00-E
Overall, the text does an Overall, the text responds well Overall, the text provides a Overall, the text only partially | Overall, the text does
excellent job of responding to | to the topic question and merely sufficient response to | responds to the topic and not respond to the
General the topic question and reflects | reflects a competent command | the topic question and reflects an incompetent topic and fails to draw
Und . a more than competent of the relevant texts and reflects a less than competent | command of the relevant upon relevant texts 2.0
nderstating T . . . . .
command of the relevant texts | material discussed in class. command of the relevant texts and materials discussed | and materials discussed
and material discussed in class. texts and material discussed in class. in class.
in class.
The main ideas are clear and The main ideas are for the most | The main ideas are only The main ideas are only It is unclear what the
convincing. The argument part clear and convincing. The partially clear and convincing. | marginally clear and main ideas are
Clarity advances in a manner that is argument advances in a manner | The argument is difficult to convincing. The argument is | supposed to be. The 2.0
easy to follow. that is for the most part easy to | follow in places. difficult to follow or argument is very
follow. incomplete. difficult to follow.
All the content supports its Almost all the content supports | The content generally The content tends not to How the content is
main ideas with no irrelevant its main ideas with no irrelevant | supports its main ideas, support its main ideas, and supposed to support
material. material. though there is some there is a good deal of its main ideas is
Relevance . . . . . 2.0
irrelevant material. irrelevant material. unclear, and there is
far too much irrelevant
material.
The claims are all well- The claims are generally well- Only some of the claims are | None of the interpretations None of the claims are
grounded in cogent grounded in cogent well-grounded in cogent on which claims are based based on
Interpretation | interpretations of the relevant | interpretations of the relevant interpretations of the relevant | are cogent. interpretations of the 2.0
textual evidence. textual evidence. textual evidence. relevant textual
evidence.
There are no egregious There are no egregious There are at most two There are at most four There are four or more
grammatical errors. There are grammatical errors. There are egregious grammatical errors. | egregious grammatical errors. | egregious grammatical
Grammar only a few moderate some moderate grammatical There are some moderate There are many moderate errors. A majority of 2.0

grammatical errors, if any.

errors but not so many as to be
a distraction to the reader.

grammatical errors but not so
many as to be a distraction to
the reader.

grammatical errors, but they
do not affect the majority of
the text.

the text is afflicted
with moderate
grammatical errors.
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Ratings Points
20-A 1.5-B 1.0-C 05-D 00-E
Overall, the text does an Overall, the text responds well Overall, the text provides a Overall, the text only partially | Overall, the text does
excellent job of responding to | to the topic question and merely sufficient response to | responds to the topic and not respond to the
General the topic question and reflects | reflects a competent command | the topic question and reflects an incompetent topic and fails to draw
Und . a more than competent of the relevant texts and reflects a less than competent | command of the relevant upon relevant texts 2.0
nderstating T . . . . .
command of the relevant texts | material discussed in class. command of the relevant texts and materials discussed | and materials discussed
and material discussed in class. texts and material discussed in class. in class.
in class.
The main ideas are clear and The main ideas are for the most | The main ideas are only The main ideas are only It is unclear what the
convincing. The argument part clear and convincing. The partially clear and convincing. | marginally clear and main ideas are
Clarity advances in a manner that is argument advances in a manner | The argument is difficult to convincing. The argument is | supposed to be. The 2.0
easy to follow. that is for the most part easy to | follow in places. difficult to follow or argument is very
follow. incomplete. difficult to follow.
All the content supports its Almost all the content supports | The content generally The content tends not to How the content is
main ideas with no irrelevant its main ideas with no irrelevant | supports its main ideas, support its main ideas, and supposed to support
material. material. though there is some there is a good deal of its main ideas is
Relevance . . . . . 2.0
irrelevant material. irrelevant material. unclear, and there is
far too much irrelevant
material.
The claims are all well- The claims are generally well- Only some of the claims are | None of the interpretations None of the claims are
grounded in cogent grounded in cogent well-grounded in cogent on which claims are based based on
Interpretation | interpretations of the relevant | interpretations of the relevant interpretations of the relevant | are cogent. interpretations of the 2.0
textual evidence. textual evidence. textual evidence. relevant textual
evidence.
There are no egregious There are no egregious There are at most two There are at most four There are four or more
grammatical errors. There are grammatical errors. There are egregious grammatical errors. | egregious grammatical errors. | egregious grammatical
Grammar only a few moderate some moderate grammatical There are some moderate There are many moderate errors. A majority of 2.0
grammatical errors, if any. errors but not so many as to be | grammatical errors but not so | grammatical errors, but they | the text is afflicted )
a distraction to the reader. many as to be a distraction to | do not affect the majority of | with moderate
the reader. the text. grammatical errors.
There is an easily located thesis | There is an easily located thesis | There is an easily located There is an easily located Either there is no
Thesis in the essay th.aF takes an in the essay th.aF takes an thesis in the essay Fhat takes thesis in the essay Fhat takes discernible argument
Supportt evaluative position towards evaluative position towards one | an evaluative position an evaluative position for any appropriate 2.0

one of the topics in the
prompt. The main thesis is

of the topics in the prompt. The
main thesis is supported by a

towards one of the topics in
the prompt. The main thesis

towards one of the topics in
the prompt. The main thesis

main thesis or any
such argument is so
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supported by a discernible
argument. The argument is
original to the student author
and not just a rehash of an

discernible argument. While the
argument may be mostly a
matter of using ideas in the
readings and lectures, it makes

is supported by a discernible
argument. While the
argument may be mostly a
matter of using ideas in the

is supported by a discernible
argument. The argument can,
with some effort, be seen as
relevant to the main thesis,

lacking in merit and
relevance that it cannot
be worked into any
argument worth

Defense
Against
Objections

argument presented in readings | use of those ideas in an readings and lectures, it even if only partially or in a considering.
of lecture. The argument has intelligent way. The argument makes use of those ideas in confused way. The argument
significant merit. has some merit. an intelligent way. The might have some merit if
argument has some merit but | more seriously developed.
would have been significantly
better if more seriously
developed.
The paper includes The paper includes The paper includes The paper includes The paper cither fails

consideration of setrious
potential objections to the
thesis of the paper. The
considered objections include
any that should be obvious to
anyone familiar with the
material. Objections are
addressed at sufficient length
as to make clear what the
response is supposed to be.
The responses are relevant to
the objections considered and
show a good understanding of
the issues at hand. The
objections and/or tesponses
exhibit some original thinking.
The responses have significant
merit.

consideration of setious
potential objections to the thesis
of the paper. The considered
objections include any that
should be obvious to anyone
familiar with the material.
Objections are addressed at
sufficient length as to make
clear what the response is
supposed to be. The responses
are relevant to the objections
considered but may show some
lack of understanding of the
issues at hand. The objections
and/or responses exhibit some
original thinking.

consideration of setrious
potential objections to the
thesis of the paper. The
considered objections include
any that should be obvious to
anyone familiar with the
material. Objections are
addressed at sufficient length
as to make clear what the
response is supposed to be.
The responses are at least
somewhat relevant to the
objections considered,
though they show some lack
of understanding of the
issues at hand. The
objections and/or tesponses
exhibit some original
thinking.

consideration of setrious
potential objections to the
thesis of the paper. The
considered objections fails to
include one or motre
objections that should be
obvious to anyone familiar
with the material. Objections
are addressed but not at
sufficient length to make
clear what the response is
supposed to be. The
responses are not actually
relevant to the objections.

to anticipate any
potential objections to
its own thesis or there
is no serious effort at
responding to the
objections anticipated.
Responses to
objections are hasty,
careless or entirely
without merit.
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