
Essay Two

Requirements

You are to submit one - page research paper on Wednesday  April, addressing
one and only one of the questions listed below. A hard copy of the paper must be
submitted in class.

Guidelines

An excellent resource to read before starting your essay is James Pryor’s Guidelines on
Writing a Philosophy Paper (you might also find his Philosophical Terms and Methods
and How To Read a Philosophy Paper useful). In addition, essay guidelines have been
posted here: http://mail.rochester.edu/~bweslake/teaching/resources/guidelines.pdf

Questions

Note: I will accept papers on other topics we have covered, provided you have submitted
a paper outline and have received permission to write the associated paper.

• In his Theories, Theorists and Theoretical Change, Philip Kitcher argues against
a thesis he calls “conceptual relativism” by (i) developing a theory of reference;
and (ii) applying this theory to the case of the dispute over the phlogiston the-
ory. Explain and evaluate Kitcher’s argument, addressing the following ques-
tions:

– How does Kitcher define “conceptual relativism”?

– Why does Kitcher call his theory of reference a “context sensitive theory”,
and how does this contrast with a “context insensitive theory”?

– How does Kitcher’s theory of reference apply to the phlogiston theory?
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– How does this application undermine the case for conceptual relativism?

Mandatory reading : Kitcher ().
Optional reading : Kuhn (), Kitcher ().

• In Chapter  of his Fear of Knowledge: Against Relativism and Constructivism,
Paul Boghossian outlines an argument for epistemic relativism. Explain and
evaluate this argument, addressing the following questions:

– How does Boghossian formulate epistemic relativism?

– What is Boghossian’s argument for epistemic relativism?

– What reasons are there for accepting the first premise of the argument,
and what reasons are there for doubting this premise? Should this premise
be accepted?

– What reasons are there for accepting the second premise of the argument,
and what reasons are there for doubting this premise? Should this premise
be accepted?

Mandatory reading : Boghossian (, Chapters  and ).
Optional reading : Goldman (forthcoming).

• In Chapter  of his Fear of Knowledge: Against Relativism and Constructivism,
Paul Boghossian outlines a number of arguments against epistemic relativism.
Explain and evaluate these arguments, addressing the following questions:

– How does Boghossian formulate epistemic relativism?

– What is Boghossian’s argument for the claim that an epistemic relativist
should not, by their own lights, accept an epistemic system?

– What is Boghossian’s argument for the claim that an epistemic relativist
should not, by their own lights, accept epistemic pluralism?

– Boghossian considers an alternative form of epistemic relativism on which
epistemic systems are sets of imperatives rather than sets of propositions.
Explain this alternative form of epistemic relativism, how it avoids the
two aforementioned problems, and explain and evaluate Boghossian’s ar-
guments against it.

Mandatory reading : Boghossian (, Chapter ), Rosen (), Boghossian
(, §§I–VIII).
Optional reading : Kalderon ().
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