
Philosophy of Mind and Cognitive Science

Professor: Bryce Huebner
Office: 234 New North

Office hours: T 2:00-3:00; and by appointment

Course meets:
T & Th 11:00-12:15
Location: ICC 217B

In this course, we will examine some of the key issues that trouble people in the philosophy of mind,
psychology, and cognitive science. We will be focusing on the following four questions: Is the mind best
understood in computational terms? Are some cognitive capacities best understood as evolved
capacities? What is the role of affect (or emotion) in human cognition? And what impact does culture have
on our cognitive capacities. Throughout the course, we will be trying to figure out how empirical research
in cognitive sciences can help us to address these kinds of questions, and we'll be trying to figure out
where we need to use tools from philosophy to address these kinds of questions.

Course Requirements:

10% Ongoing
This is a small, discussion-oriented class, and you will be expected to take part in
the class discussion. If that worries you, let me know, and we’ll work something
out

20% Ongoing

You must submit one question about each reading to the GoogleDoc that is
located here: https://goo.gl/UAXaTn. Each day in class, we will work through
these questions together, and we will collectively revise the document to include
the answers we come to, and to build a better understanding of the issues that we
are covering in class

30% 3/2

You must submit a short paper responding to one argument that we address in the
first half of the class (max: 2000 words). Your paper should follow Anatol
Rapoport’s rules for composing a successful critical commentary (borrowed from
Dennett 2013): first, you should attempt to state the author’s position so ‘clearly,
vividly, and fairly’ that they would say ‘Thanks, I like that way of putting things’.
Second, you should specify any points where you agree the author (especially
where the points of agreement are not likely to be widespread, or where they are
potentially contentious). Third, you should articulate the things that you have
learned from the author. And with this background in place, you should articulate
your argument against the author, your criticism of their position, or your
suggestion for how to expand upon their position.

30% 4/20
Submit a second short paper, on an issue that we have addressed in the second
half of the course (max: 2000 words); or you must substantially revise your first
paper, to yield a longer and stronger paper (max: 3000 words)

10% 5/5
At the end of the semester, you must write a brief narrative detailing what you
have learned in the class, as well as what questions you feel have been left
unresolved, and what it would take to address them adequately.

Grading Criteria:

Short papers: Papers will receive a ‘B+’ if they 1) clearly articulate the position that is being critically
addressed; 2) clearly articulate the position that is being defended, 3) are relatively well organized, 4)
rely on fairly strong evidence and arguments, and 5) are stylistically clear—thereby presenting a
competent argument. 'A' grades will be awarded when papers excel in every one of these categories,

https://goo.gl/UAXaTn


exhibiting a clear capacity for doing philosophy—and 'A-' grades will be awarded where papers excel
in one of these areas. 'B' grades will be awarded to papers that are weaker in one area—but still
satisfactory. 'C' grades will be awarded to papers that are weak in two or more of these categories;
and 'D' grades will only be awarded to papers that are weak all categories or that omit one category
altogether (e.g., by lacking a thesis or lacking arguments for a thesis).

Questions: All questions that show substantive engagement with the reading will receive full credit;
and we will discuss the best way to manage the shared document in class.

Paper deadlines: If you need an extension on a paper, please ask before the due date. In general, I will
be willing to give a 48-hour grace period (no questions asked). If you are still having trouble completing
the assignment after that, you must set up an appointment to go over your ideas and set a schedule for
finishing the paper. Unless an extension is granted in advance, assignments will be penalized 1/3 of a
grade (A- to a B+, B+ to a B, etc.) for each day they are late.

Appealing a grade: You can appeal any grade that you feel does not accurately represent the work you
have done. All appeals for re-evaluation must be made in writing, no more than two weeks after your
paper is returned, and no sooner than 48 hours after you receive your grade. Requests must provide a
compelling argument for raising the grade, but an agreement to re-evaluate a paper is no guarantee of a
better grade, and it can result in lower grades if there are more serious problems that were missed on the
first reading.

The honor code: The Georgetown University Honor pledge requires you to be honest in your academic
endeavors and to hold yourself to the high ideals and rigorous standards of academic life. I expect you to
be familiar with the letter and the spirit of this pledge; and, I will enforce the Honor Code by reporting any
and all suspected cases of academic dishonesty.

Accessibility and diversity: One finds a great deal of diversity in teaching and learning styles in a
modern university. These styles may not always mesh in ways that are conducive to the success and
wellbeing of everyone in a course. But there are often ways of improving things. I am happy to discuss the
structure of this course, and to work with the learning styles people have to the best of my abilities. So
please feel free to talk to me in office hours. I sincerely think that every student is entitled to a meaningful
and stimulating classroom experience! Disabled students and students on record with the university as
requiring particular accommodations, please let me know that this is the case, in confidence, during the
first few weeks of the semester—and please take advantage of services provided by the university.
Finally, please let me know if you learn during the semester that something would make the classroom
accessible.

Sexual misconduct: As a faculty member and an educator, it is my responsibility to help create a safe
learning environment on our campus. Georgetown University and its faculty are committed to supporting
survivors of sexual misconduct, including relationship violence and sexual assault. And university policy
requires all faculty members to report any disclosures about sexual misconduct to the Title IX
Coordinator, whose role is to coordinate the University’s response to sexual misconduct. But Georgetown
also has a number of fully confidential professional resources who can provide support and assistance to
survivors of sexual assault and other forms of sexual misconduct. These resources include: Jen Schweer
(202.687.0323) Associate Director of Health Education Services for Sexual Assault Response and
Prevention; Erica Shirley (202.687.6985) Trauma Specialist (CAPS). More information about campus
resources and reporting sexual misconduct can be found at http://sexualassault.georgetown.edu.

Mind your manners: Philosophy is best done collectively and collaboratively; however, some of the
questions we will be discussing in this class are likely to generate contentious claims, spirited
discussions, vehement disagreements, and trenchant criticisms. This is at least part of what doing
philosophy is all about. In discussing, disagreeing, criticizing, and arguing with one another, we must
make an effort to remain courteous and respectful. I promise to do my best to raise philosophical issues
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and to start philosophical discussions in ways that are as sensitive as possible to the variety of viewpoints
and opinions that we are sure to find among the members of this class. But I will only be able to do this if
each of you helps to create an atmosphere where we can develop ideas in a friendly and welcoming
environment where we all learn from one another. Perhaps more importantly, if you want to disagree with
someone, or if you want to offer a criticism of their viewpoint, be sure to offer reasons for the approach
that you are suggesting. If we reason through things together, we are sure to have a great semester!

Course schedule:

1/11 Introduction: No reading

Are human minds computational systems?

1/16 Alan Turing, “Computing Machinery and
Intelligence.”

1/18 Susan Schneider, “It May Not Feel Like
Anything To Be an Alien”

1/23 Daniel Dennett, “Three kinds of intentional
psychology.”

1/25 Ed Yong, “Can a neuroscientist understand
Donkey Kong? Let alone the brain?”

1/30 Ruth Millikan, “Biosemantics” 3/1 (optional) Frances Egan, “How to think about
mental content”

2/6 Ezequiel Di Paolo & Hanne De Jaegher, “The
interactive brain hypothesis”

2/8 (optional) Jenny Judge, “Getting in the
groove”

Evolved and learned capacities

2/13 Alison Gopnik et al., “Changes in cognitive
flexibility and hypothesis search
across human life history from childhood to
adolescence to adulthood”

2/15 (optional) Katherine Kinzler & Elizabeth
Spelke, “Core systems in human cognition”

2/20 Denise Cummins & Robert Cummins,
“Biological preparedness and evolutionary
explanation.”

2/22 (optional) Susan Goldin-Meadow, “Studying
the mechanisms of language learning...”

2/27 Lila Gleitman & Anna Papafragou, “Relations
Between Language and Thought”

3/1 (optional) Gary Lupyan & Andy Clark, “Words
and the World”

Emotion and attention

3/13 Peter Railton, “At the Core of Our Capacity to
Act for a Reason.”

3/15 (optional) Wendy Wilutzky, “Emotions as
pragmatic and epistemic actions”

3/20 Rebecca Todd et al., "Affect-biased attention
as emotion regulation"

3/22 (optional) Judson Brewer et al., “Why Is It So
Hard to Pay Attention, or Is It? Mindfulness, the
Factors of Awakening and Reward-Based
Learning”

3/27 Hooria Jazaieri et al., “Enhancing
Compassion: A Randomized Controlled Trial of a
Compassion Cultivation Training Program”
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https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007/s11098-013-0172-0.pdf
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fnhum.2012.00163/full
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http://www.denisecummins.com/uploads/1/1/8/2/11828927/cumminscogarticle.pdf
http://www.denisecummins.com/uploads/1/1/8/2/11828927/cumminscogarticle.pdf
http://goldin-meadow-lab.uchicago.edu/sites/goldin-meadow-lab.uchicago.edu/files/uploads/PDFs/2015_SGM_LCN.pdf
http://goldin-meadow-lab.uchicago.edu/sites/goldin-meadow-lab.uchicago.edu/files/uploads/PDFs/2015_SGM_LCN.pdf
http://www.sas.upenn.edu/~gleitman/papers/Gleitman%20&%20Papafragou%202013_Relations%20between%20language%20and%20thought.pdf
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https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.01593/full
https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fpsyg.2015.01593/full
http://www.cell.com/trends/cognitive-sciences/pdf/S1364-6613(12)00129-5.pdf
http://www.cell.com/trends/cognitive-sciences/pdf/S1364-6613(12)00129-5.pdf
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https://www.researchgate.net/publication/258639442_Why_Is_It_So_Hard_to_Pay_Attention_or_Is_It_Mindfulness_the_Factors_of_Awakening_and_Reward-Based_Learning
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/233421504_Enhancing_Compassion_A_Randomized_Controlled_Trial_of_a_Compassion_Cultivation_Training_Program
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/233421504_Enhancing_Compassion_A_Randomized_Controlled_Trial_of_a_Compassion_Cultivation_Training_Program
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Culture, enculturation, and religious belief

4/3 Hazel Markus & Shinobu Kitayama, “Cultures
and Selves: A Cycle of Mutual Constitution”

4/5 (optional) Qi Wang, “Remembering the self in
cultural contexts: A cultural dynamic theory of
autobiographical memory.”

4/10 Glenn Adams et al., "Behavior as mind in
Context."

4/12 (optional) Michael Kraus et al, “Social Class,
Solipsism, and Contextualism.”

4/17 Ara Norenzayan, et al. “The Cultural Evolution
of Prosocial Religions”

4/19 (continued)

4/24 Helen De Cruz, “Cognitive science of religion
and the study of theological concepts”

4/26 (optional) Will Gervais, et al. “Analytic
Atheism: A Cross Culturally fickle phenomenon”

https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bcf3/cca877ea661a158b89576414fdca167055a3.pdf
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/bcf3/cca877ea661a158b89576414fdca167055a3.pdf
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1750698016645238
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1750698016645238
http://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/1750698016645238
https://kuscholarworks.ku.edu/bitstream/handle/1808/9861/MesquitaCh14.pdf;sequence=1
https://kuscholarworks.ku.edu/bitstream/handle/1808/9861/MesquitaCh14.pdf;sequence=1
https://rascl.berkeley.edu/uploads/social_class_solipsism_contextualism.pdf
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