
Final Paper

Requirements

You are to submit one - page research paper on Monday  May, addressing one and
only one of the questions listed below. The paper must be submitted by email to me
at bradley.weslake@rochester.edu. Please use  format if possible.

Guidelines

An excellent resource to read before starting your essay is James Pryor’s Guidelines
on Writing a Philosophy Paper. 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.

• Explain and evaluate at least one argument provided by Burge () for the
claim that the theory of vision provided by Marr () should be interpreted
non-individualistically, addressing at least one of the following questions:

– Burge claims to be interpreting Marr’s theory, and yet invokes certain
highly unlikely scenarios in order to do so. How does Burge justify this
methodology? What in his view would be an inappropriate use of these
scenarios?

– Segal () argues that Burge is mistaken in attributing the non-individualistic
contents that he does. Explain and evaluate Segal’s argument for this
claim.

– Egan () argues that Burge and his critics are mistaken in supposing
Marr’s theory to be representational. Explain and evaluate Egan’s argu-
ment for this claim.
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• Sterelny () and Wilson () argue that certain evolutionary explanations
for behaviour involve states that are individuated non-individualistically. Ex-
plain and evaluate at least one of these arguments for this claim, addressing at
least one of the following questions:

– According to Sterelny (), certain models of kin selection involve non-
individualistically individuated psychological capacities. Explain and eval-
uate the argument for this claim, and consider whether it supports psy-
chological externalism.

– Wilson () argues that non-individualistically individuated states bet-
ter satisfy certain constraints on explanation. Identify these constraints,
and explain and evaluate Wilson’s argument.

– Buller () criticises Wilson on the grounds that natural selection does
not explain individual traits, but rather the relative frequencies of traits in
populations. Explain and evaluate this argument.
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