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The School

The School of Philosophical, Anthropological & Film Studies comprises the following academic departments:  Film Studies, Philosophy, Social Anthropology and Academic Music.  The School is also home to a number of research centres.  The Department of Film Studies is home to the Centre for Film Studies (CFS), the Department of Philosophy hosts the Philosophical Research Centre for Logic, Language, Metaphysics and Epistemology (Arché) and the Centre for Ethics, Philosophy and Public Affairs (CEPPA) and the Department of Social Anthropology is home to the Centre for Amerindian Studies (CAS), the Centre for Pacific Studies (CPS) and the Centre for Cosmopolitan Studies (CCS).

The School has an international reputation in teaching and research.  In the 2008 RAE 50% of the research submitted to the panel by the Department of Film Studies was rated 4* and the Department is now first in Scotland and third in the UK for research.  40% of the research submitted to the panel by the Department of Philosophy was rated 4* and the Department is now ranked first in Scotland and joint-first in the UK for research.  In Social Anthropology 55% of the research submitted to the panel was rated at 3* and 4*.  The School is very proud of its research culture and the key role of research-led teaching across all of is teaching programmes.  

The Departments of Philosophy

Philosophy at St Andrews has an international reputation in teaching and research.  In the 2008 Research Assessment Exercise we were ranked joint-first in the UK, with 40% of  research achieving the highest 4* grade, whilst the 2009 Leiter report ranks our graduate programme second in the UK.  Our most recent review of teaching and learning took place in 2008 and was also highly successful.  The School is very proud of its research culture and the key role of research-led teaching across all of its teaching programmes.  

Full details about us, including staff details, can be found at our website:

http://www.st-andrews.ac.uk/philosophy/
Undergraduate Teaching

We offer a wide range of undergraduate degree programmes in Philosophy as single and joint honours programmes.  At sub-honours level Philosophy is a popular subject for students and at first year module enrolments are over 350 (across two modules) and at second year enrolments are approximately 150 (across two modules).  At honours level the Department offers a range of core and options modules covering areas such as Value and Normativity; Freedom and Action; Philosophy of Film; Contemporary Philosophy of Language; Metaphysics; British Philosophy from Locke to Reid; and Epistemology.  Lecturing staff are encouraged to develop honours modules in the areas of their own research specialism.  We also offer modules as part of the part-time Evening Degree programme and run on-line distance learning modules designed specifically for teachers of philosophy in schools. 
Postgraduate Teaching and Supervision

Our postgraduate programmes in Philosophy are run jointly with the University of Stirling.  We enrol around 30 students each year for the one-year M.Litt. degree, which serves as preparation for the Ph.D. either here or elsewhere.  In addition, we have around 60 students pursuing Ph.Ds or research-based M.Phils.  The graduate programme has expanded significantly in recent years, and it is a priority for us to maintain sustainable growth in this area.  

Research 

Philosophical research in St Andrews flourishes across a wide range of specialisms, including the history of philosophy, both at the individual level and in terms of collaborations, some of which are hosted through our two research centres. All staff are entitled to a substantial research/travel budget (currently £1300 p.a.).  
Arché, The Philosophical Research Centre for Logic, Language, Metaphysics and Epistemology was founded in 1998.  It currently has 3 major research projects on intuitions and philosophical methodology, foundations of logical consequence and contextualism and relativism.  Each current project has a core team working in St Andrews, comprised of a project leader and a number of Postdoctoral Research Fellows and postgraduate students.  Other members of Arché include its Professorial Fellows, distinguished scholars who visit regularly, including Stewart Cohen (Arizona), Andy Egan (Rutgers), Graham Priest (CUNY/Melbourne), François Recanati (Institut Jean Nicod), Jonathan Schaffer (ANU), Stewart Shapiro (Ohio State), Jason Stanley (Rutgers) and Brian Weatherson (Rutgers). Programmes of weekend workshops and international conferences are associated with each project.   For further details, please visit the Arché website:

http://www.st-andrews.ac.uk/~arche/
The Centre for Ethics, Philosophy and Public Affairs (CEPPA) is a research institute located within the Department of Philosophy, largely supported by external funding. Its field of interest comprises ethics, social and political philosophy, and the ethical and philosophical dimensions of public affairs.  It maintains a programme of research projects, seminars, academic visits, fellowships and conferences, and provides a forum for discussion in its fields of interest within and outwith the University.  It also brings up to six visiting fellows to St Andrews for part of each year.  For further details, please visit the CEPPA website:

http://www.st-andrews.ac.uk/ceppa/index.html
The Philosophical Quarterly

The Philosophical Quarterly, one of the main journals of philosophy in Britain, is edited by an Editorial Board chaired by Professor Tim Mulgan and made up of staff at St Andrews and one or two representatives from each philosophy department at the other Scottish Universities.  Founded in 1950, it is managed by a committee of representatives of the University Court of St Andrews and of the Scots Philosophical Club, convened by Professor Berys Gaut. 

Departmental Accommodation

Our building, Edgecliffe, is situated on a small cliff with views across St Andrews Bay to the eastern Grampian mountains.  A graduate study centre is situated in the Edgecliffe garden, whilst Arché has its own accommodation, including offices, seminar facilities and common room, two minutes’ walk away, near the centre of St Andrews.

Edgecliffe contains a departmental library with around 5000 volumes.  The main University Library, just across the road, has a very substantial Philosophy collection, including around 100 current Philosophy journals.

The job description for this role is attached below.

	Job Description




	Job Title: 
Research Fellow

School/Unit: Arché Research Centre, School of Philosophical, Anthropological & Film Studies 
Reporting to: Principal Investigator, Philosophical Methodology Project
Job Family: Academic (Research)
Duration of Post:  12 months from 1 September 2011
	Working Hours: Full-Time

Grade/Salary Range: 6/£29,853 pa
Reference No: JC7748  
Interview Date:   10 March 2011
Start Date: 1 September 2011



	Main Purpose of Role


 You will have a PhD in philosophy and genuine interest in, and outstanding research potential in, areas of philosophy relevant to the project as a whole, and especially the 4th phase (see below). In addition, you  will be an outstanding teacher of philosophy at both undergraduate and postgraduate levels.
The primary criteria for appointment to the post will be genuine interest in, and outstanding research potential in, areas of philosophy relevant to the project as a whole, and especially the 4th phase; willingness and ability to work in a project team, including the ability to organize weekly seminars, periodic workshops and conferences; and, the ability to effectively communicate philosophical research and engage in constructive philosophical discussion. The duties of the post will include carrying out original research, participating in project seminars, workshops and conferences, contributing to the running of the project by undertaking appropriate administrative roles, and teaching on the departments’ undergraduate and postgraduate programmes.

You should  expect to contribute to undergraduate and Masters teaching up to 30 hours per annum. 

	Key Duties and Responsibilities


1. pursue original research within the scope of the Intuitions and Philosophical Methodology project;
2. foster informal philosophical discussion within Arché, especially among graduate students;
3. convene the core project seminars;
4. maintain online information about the project, including  seminars, workshops, conferences and outcomes;
5. take responsibility for the organisation of workshops and assist the Directors and project leaders in organising conferences and other events and in editing associated anthologies;
6. undertake up to thirty hours of teaching per annum for the School.
Special Requirements: 

Some project activities take place in the evenings and at weekends, so it is essential that the appointee be available at such times. 

Please note that this job description is not exhaustive, and the role holder may be required to undertake other relevant duties commensurate with the grading of the post.  Activities may be subject to amendment over time as the role develops and/or priorities and requirements evolve.  

	Person Specification 


This section details the attributes e.g. skills, knowledge/qualifications and competencies which are required in order to undertake the full remit of this post.  

	Attributes 
	Essential
	Desirable 
	Means of Assessment

(i.e. application form, interview, test, presentation etc)



	Education & Qualifications 

(technical, professional, academic qualifications and training required) 


	Ph.D in philosophy

	Ph.D. in area relevant to project.Masters degree,
outstanding first degree
	Application form

	Experience & Knowledge

(examples of specific experience and knowledge sought) 


	Ability to effectively communicate philosophical research and engage in constructive philosophical discussion.


	Teaching experience (lecturing and tutorials), and conference presentations

	Application form, interview, research presentation

	Competencies & Skills

(e.g. effective communication skills, initiative, flexibility, leadership etc)   


	Genuine interest and   outstanding research potential in areas relevant to the project
	Excellent publications in refereed journals, in areas relevant to the project
Potential for mentoring Ph.D. students’ projects
	Application form, interview, research presentation

	Other Attributes/Abilities 

(if applicable) 


	Ability to work effectively in a project team

Collegiality

Ability to organise seminars, workshops and conferences
	Willingness to engage with other Arché projects
	Application form, interview


Essential Criteria – requirements without which a candidate would not be able to undertake the full remit of the role.  Applicants who have not clearly demonstrated in their application that they possess the essential requirements will normally be rejected at the short listing stage. 

Desirable Criteria – requirements which would be useful for the candidate to hold.  When short listing, these criteria will be considered when more than one applicant meets the essential requirements.  

	Other Information  


Interviews will be held on 10 March 2011.
We encourage applicants to apply online, however if you are unable to do this, please call +44 (0)1334 462571 for a paper application form.  

For all applications, please quote ref: JC7748
The University is committed to equality of opportunity.

The University of St Andrews is a charity registered in Scotland (No SC013532).
	Obligations as an Employee   


You have a duty to carry out your work in a safe manner in order not to endanger yourself or anyone else by your acts or omissions.   

You are required to comply with the University health and safety policy as it relates to your work activities, and to take appropriate action in case of an emergency.

You are responsible for applying the University’s equality and diversity policies and principles in your own area of responsibility and in your general conduct.

You have a responsibility to promote high levels of customer care within your own area of work/activities.

You should be adaptable to change, and be willing to acquire new skills and knowledge as applicable to the needs of the role.  

You may, with reasonable notice, be required to work within other Schools/Units within the University of St Andrews.

You have the responsibility to engage with the University’s commitment to Environmental Sustainability in order to reduce its waste, energy consumption and carbon footprint.

	The University & Town 




Founded in the 15th century, St Andrews is Scotland’s first university and the third oldest in the English speaking world. 

Situated on the east coast of Scotland and framed by countryside, beaches and cliffs, the City of St Andrews was once the centre of the nation’s political and religious life.

Today it is known around the world as the Home of Golf and a bustling student town with a distinctively cosmopolitan feel where students and university staff account for more than 30% of the local population.

The University of St Andrews is a diverse and international community of 9000, comprising students and staff of over 75 nationalities. It has 7200 students, 6100 of them undergraduates, and employs approximately 1840 staff - made up of c.700 academic and c.1140 support personnel.

St Andrews has 50,000 graduates, among them Scottish First Minister Alex Salmond and the novelist Fay Weldon. It has 1000 Honorary graduates, including Bob Dylan, Benjamin Franklin, The Dalai Lama and Jack Nicklaus.

The University is one of Europe’s most research intensive seats of learning – over 40% of its turnover comes from research grants and contracts.

It is the top rated University in Scotland for teaching quality and student satisfaction and among the top rated in the UK for research. 

In 2008 and 2009, St Andrews was consistently ranked among the United Kingdom’s top ten universities in university league tables compiled by The Times, The Sunday Times, The Guardian and The Good University Guide. It has four times been named the top mainstream university in the UK in the National Student Survey.

Its international reputation for delivering high quality teaching and research and student satisfaction make it one of the most sought after destinations for prospective students from the UK, Europe and overseas. In 2008 the University received on average 11 applications per place. St Andrews has not entered clearing for several years and sets highly challenging asking rates to attract only the most academically potent students in the Arts, Sciences and Medicine. 

The University is closely integrated with the town. The Main Library, many academic Schools and Service Units are located centrally while the growth in research-active physical and mathematical sciences has been accommodated at the North Haugh on the western edge of St Andrews.

As it prepares to celebrate its 600th anniversary, the University is pursuing a varied programme of capital investment, including the provision of a new Medical School at the North Haugh, the refurbishment of its Main Library and the provision of new student accommodation.

Appendix 1

	Intuitions and Philosophical Methodology Project


The project, Intuitions and Philosophical Methodology, is funded by the AHRC.  Below is a brief project synoposis.

It is unusual to read a paper in contemporary philosophy that does not, at some central point, appeal to 'intuitions'. Some philosophical concept, C, is under discussion. We are presented with a thought experiment in which a scenario, S, is imagined, and we are asked to have intuitions about whether C is instantiated in S. Some illustrations: 

· Gettier's argument against the justified-true-belief theory of knowledge asks us to imagine someone who has justified true belief that p, but, intuitively, doesn't know that p. This intuition is at the centre of one the most important arguments in epistemology.

· Hilary Putnam's Twin Earth Argument for externalism asks us to imagine a world just like ours, except that what looks like water has the chemical composition XYZ. The intuition that this stuff is not water is at the centre of one of the most important arguments in philosophy of language.

· John Searle's Chinese Room Argument appeals to the intuition that the person in his 'Chinese Room' does not understand Chinese but is functionally equivalent to someone who does. This intuition is at the centre of anti-functionalist arguments in philosophy of mind.

· The intuition that zombies, that is, microphysical duplicates of human beings lacking any conscious inner life, are possible is central to David Chalmers' arguments against physicalism in The Conscious Mind. 

· Appeal to what we intuitively find to be fair is central to John Rawls' critique of utilitarianism and to the arguments for his conception of justice as fairness.

These are but some very prominent examples, and the list could be continued indefinitely. Any systematic investigation of the methodological issues raised by such examples must give centre stage to two basic questions: 

1. What is a philosophical intuition? 
2. What role(s) does and should intuition play in philosophical methodology? 

Satisfactory answers to these questions are crucial to our understanding of what philosophy is, should be, and can be. It is not unthinkable that a rejection of this methodology might even jeopardise the entire enterprise of analytic philosophy as currently practiced. 

The Contemporary Context

Recent philosophy is increasingly characterized by a preoccupation with its own methods. Discussion of the legitimacy and centrality of conceptual analysis as a philosophical tool goes back to the early 20th century and has continued up until today. The question of how 'armchair philosophy' is possible and what role appeals to intuitions should play is a main focus of Timothy Williamson's forthcoming book, The Philosophy of Philosophy (Williamson's answer to the latter is 'none'). Brian Weatherson has written a number of important papers on the role of intuitions in epistemology. A new flourishing field of meta-metaphysics concerns the role of intuitions (and other methodological issues) in metaphysics (important contributors include David Chalmers, Katherine Hawley, Theodore Sider). Work by so-called 'experimental philosophers' (Stephen Stich being the lead proponent) focuses on whether and how intuitions can be tested empirically and cross-culturally. Jackson and Chalmers' work on semantic 2-dimentionalism has been widely viewed as a canonical framework for defending philosophical appeals to intuitions. 

A shared assumption in this work is that a deeper understanding of these methodological issues is a necessary condition for philosophical clarity and progress. Our project aims to bring together these varied strands of research and provide a managed, international research collaboration on the issues concerned.

Strategy

The work will run through four phases, each planned as lasting a year. We will concentrate successively on four detailed sets of issues. This plan will naturally be responsive to the way the work develops, and the divisions represent areas of intended concentration rather than exclusion. 

PHASE 1: Overview of Practice

The goal of this phase is to examine in depth a range of central examples of the method from a variety of areas of the discipline, including epistemology, philosophy of language and mind, logic, and metaphysics, all of which are areas of Arché expertise. Questions to be addressed include: 

1) Is there a theory-neutral way to characterize the procedure of appeal to intuitions? 2) What weight is (typically) given to such appeals by comparison with other kinds of philosophical considerations, such as simplicity, explanatory power, and symmetry standardly taken to support philosophical theories? 3) Do those who use appeal to such intuitions see them as disclosing features of our concepts, or our theories and beliefs, or the world itself? 4) Does the appeal to intuitions in the different areas of philosophy under consideration assume a common pattern or are there local variations? 5) How do the different sub-fields differ with respect to how they treat the possibility of mistaken or conflicting intuitions? In metaphysics, for example, there seems to be more receptiveness towards mistaken or conflicting intuitions than in logic and epistemology. 6) In what ways, if any, is the method distinctively philosophical? Does it rest on specific or more general cognitive capacities? 7) Is the method as practised hitherto exclusively a priori? 

PHASE 2: Models of Intuitions

The goal of this phase is to develop and evaluate models of intuition that systematise the details reviewed in phase one. Our focus will be led by the traditional pure rationalist conception (see e.g. Katz), according to which an intuition is a kind of immediate, spontaneous, non-inferential, direct apprehension of an abstract structure. Such a view involves conceiving of intuition as a special mental faculty of direct rational insight, yielding apriori knowledge of necessary truths which is unconditional, infallible, and foundational. 

Few contemporary philosophers are content with the pure rationalist conception. We will ask: 

(1) What if any aspects of actual philosophical arguments based on intuition force a departure from the pure rationalist conception?
(2) In particular, are there aspects which distinctively motivate any of the various more relaxed conceptions which dispute whether intuition requires all or even most of the features just mentioned? 

Examples of such conceptions supported in the contemporary discussion include: 

a. Phenomenal models, disputing whether intuition is direct and positing instead an intermediary presentation of a kind of "intellectual seeming" (see Bealer; Sosa; Lycan; Pust).
b. Naturalistic models, disputing whether intuitive knowledge is apriori or even non-inferential (see Hintikka; Kornblith).
c. Various conceptualist models of intuition dispute whether intuition requires any sort of special faculty of rational insight. According to such views they require no more than exercise of our everyday faculty of understanding (see Bonjour; Peacocke).
d. Eliminativists about intuition (e.g. Williamson) go further arguing that what customarily passes for intuition in philosophical thought-experiments is nothing more than the deployment of routine counterfactual reasoning. 

Each of these gives rise to certain specific critical issues, which we will explore, including: 

(3) Re a: What distinguishes an 'intellectual seeming' from a belief? Is it plausible that such a state is involved in all cases of intuition-based philosophical argument? How must such a state be conceived if it is to count as evidential?
(4) Re b: How can naturalistic models of intuition be reconciled with the apparently "armchair" methodology of most contemporary philosophy?
(5) Re c: How do conceptualist models square with the manifest variability and conflict of intuitions among thinkers whose understanding of the key notions is not in question?
(6) Re d: Can Williamson's particular form of eliminativism be reconciled with the fact that routine counterfactual reasoning typically involves empirical input? 

PHASE 3: Scepticism Concerning the Value of Intuitions

Scepticism concerning the philosophical use of intuitions is widespread and long-standing. Ayer famously worried that "unless it is possible to provide some criterion by which one may decide between conflicting intuitions, a mere appeal to intuitions is worthless as a test of a proposition's validity". More recently, Cummins alleges that intuitions are "epistemologically useless"; Lycan alleges that "philosophical intuition is and always will be laughably unreliable", while Hintikka urges that intuitions are just fine when investigating our language faculty but worthless when investigating anything else.

There are three broad (and related) types of scepticism concerning the use of intuition. These are: 

(a) Reliability Scepticism: why should a mere intuition that p provide any kind of reliable indication of the truth of p and, in particular, why should a mere spontaneous impression that p provide us with evidence that p is necessarily true? 
(b) Conflict Scepticism: How can intuition be thought of as a source of philosophical knowledge when philosophical argument so often bogs down in a seemingly intractable conflict of intuitions? 
(c) Relativity Scepticism: given that intuitions seem particularly prone to be influenced by contingent cultural and historical factors, why take intuitions to be more than a reflection of our cultural and local prejudices? (see, in particular, Stich; Nichols, Stich, and Weinberg; Nichols). 

We take it that sceptical challenges to intuition are of no interest for our purpose if they amount to no more than an application of one of the familiar general sceptical paradoxes in epistemology, which in principle engage any mode of knowledge acquisition. For each of the distinguished forms of scepticism, the questions that will focus our inquiry will be: 

(1) Does the scepticism in question present a challenge that is appropriately peculiar to intuition?
(2) If so, is the challenge exacerbated by any in particular of the distinguished models of intuition?
(3) What are the prospects for a model of intuitive philosophical knowledge which is robust enough to contain any local sceptical challenge in its strongest form? 

PHASE 4: Case Study

The last phase of the project will apply lessons learned and frameworks developed in earlier phases to a crucial case study at the intersection of philosophy of language and epistemology. Keith DeRose has proposed that epistemologists should adopt what he calls the "New Linguistic Turn" (NLT) according to which the semantics for epistemically central terms like 'know', 'justify', 'evidence' should be based on appeals to intuitions about what speakers would say in various epistemic settings. Further it is suggested that conclusions can legitimately be drawn from a semantic theory so based about, for example, the nature of knowledge, justification and evidential support themselves. A major question arising is therefore: 

1) Do the most competitive models of intuition emerging in the light of previous work tend support or undermine these two assumptions? 

An additional range of closely connected methodological issues to be addressed will include: 

2) What, in this connection, is the significance of the kinds of empirical cross-cultural studies of intuitions involving the word 'know' (and its putative synonyms) conducted by Stich and others? 
3) Salmon, Cappelen & Lepore, and Soames argue that strict semantic content must be sharply separated from speech act content (e.g. what speakers say) and on that basis reject the assumptions of NLT. Is this distinction well taken and, if so, what are the implications for the reliance upon thought-experiments in epistemology? 
4) Must any form of opposition to NLT imply a form of semantic blindness on the part of ordinary speakers? In light of results from earlier phases, can a general account be given about the conditions under which it is acceptable methodology to postulate such blindness?
5) Must NLT sanction the idea that, should it turn out - as seems foreseeable - that our intuitions about counterfactual cases are conflicting or fragmentary, corresponding conclusions should be drawn about the concept of knowledge itself? 
6) To what extent does the current debate between contextualist, interest-relative invariantist and relativist treatments of knowledge depend upon the assumptions of NLT? 
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	The Contemporary Context

Recent philosophy is increasingly characterized by a preoccupation with its own methods. Discussion of the legitimacy and centrality of conceptual analysis as a philosophical tool goes back to the early 20th century and has continued up until today. The question of how 'armchair philosophy' is possible and what role appeals to intuitions should play is a main focus of Timothy Williamson's forthcoming book, The Philosophy of Philosophy (Williamson's answer to the latter is 'none'). Brian Weatherson has written a number of important papers on the role of intuitions in epistemology. A new flourishing field of meta-metaphysics concerns the role of intuitions (and other methodological issues) in metaphysics (important contributors include David Chalmers, Katherine Hawley, Theodore Sider). Work by so-called 'experimental philosophers' (Stephen Stich being the lead proponent) focuses on whether and how intuitions can be tested empirically and cross-culturally. Jackson and Chalmers' work on semantic 2-dimentionalism has been widely viewed as a canonical framework for defending philosophical appeals to intuitions. 

A shared assumption in this work is that a deeper understanding of these methodological issues is a necessary condition for philosophical clarity and progress. Our project aims to bring together these varied strands of research and provide a managed, international research collaboration on the issues concerned.

Strategy

The work will run through four phases, each planned as lasting a year. We will concentrate successively on four detailed sets of issues. This plan will naturally be responsive to the way the work develops, and the divisions represent areas of intended concentration rather than exclusion. 

PHASE 1: Overview of Practice

The goal of this phase is to examine in depth a range of central examples of the method from a variety of areas of the discipline, including epistemology, philosophy of language and mind, logic, and metaphysics, all of which are areas of Arché expertise. Questions to be addressed include: 

1) Is there a theory-neutral way to characterize the procedure of appeal to intuitions? 2) What weight is (typically) given to such appeals by comparison with other kinds of philosophical considerations, such as simplicity, explanatory power, and symmetry standardly taken to support philosophical theories? 3) Do those who use appeal to such intuitions see them as disclosing features of our concepts, or our theories and beliefs, or the world itself? 4) Does the appeal to intuitions in the different areas of philosophy under consideration assume a common pattern or are there local variations? 5) How do the different sub-fields differ with respect to how they treat the possibility of mistaken or conflicting intuitions? In metaphysics, for example, there seems to be more receptiveness towards mistaken or conflicting intuitions than in logic and epistemology. 6) In what ways, if any, is the method distinctively philosophical? Does it rest on specific or more general cognitive capacities? 7) Is the method as practised hitherto exclusively a priori? 

PHASE 2: Models of Intuitions

The goal of this phase is to develop and evaluate models of intuition that systematise the details reviewed in phase one. Our focus will be led by the traditional pure rationalist conception (see e.g. Katz), according to which an intuition is a kind of immediate, spontaneous, non-inferential, direct apprehension of an abstract structure. Such a view involves conceiving of intuition as a special mental faculty of direct rational insight, yielding apriori knowledge of necessary truths which is unconditional, infallible, and foundational. 

Few contemporary philosophers are content with the pure rationalist conception. We will ask: 

(1) What if any aspects of actual philosophical arguments based on intuition force a departure from the pure rationalist conception?
(2) In particular, are there aspects which distinctively motivate any of the various more relaxed conceptions which dispute whether intuition requires all or even most of the features just mentioned? 

Examples of such conceptions supported in the contemporary discussion include: 

a. Phenomenal models, disputing whether intuition is direct and positing instead an intermediary presentation of a kind of "intellectual seeming" (see Bealer; Sosa; Lycan; Pust).
b. Naturalistic models, disputing whether intuitive knowledge is apriori or even non-inferential (see Hintikka; Kornblith).
c. Various conceptualist models of intuition dispute whether intuition requires any sort of special faculty of rational insight. According to such views they require no more than exercise of our everyday faculty of understanding (see Bonjour; Peacocke).
d. Eliminativists about intuition (e.g. Williamson) go further arguing that what customarily passes for intuition in philosophical thought-experiments is nothing more than the deployment of routine counterfactual reasoning. 

Each of these gives rise to certain specific critical issues, which we will explore, including: 

(3) Re a: What distinguishes an 'intellectual seeming' from a belief? Is it plausible that such a state is involved in all cases of intuition-based philosophical argument? How must such a state be conceived if it is to count as evidential?
(4) Re b: How can naturalistic models of intuition be reconciled with the apparently "armchair" methodology of most contemporary philosophy?
(5) Re c: How do conceptualist models square with the manifest variability and conflict of intuitions among thinkers whose understanding of the key notions is not in question?
(6) Re d: Can Williamson's particular form of eliminativism be reconciled with the fact that routine counterfactual reasoning typically involves empirical input? 

PHASE 3: Scepticism Concerning the Value of Intuitions

Scepticism concerning the philosophical use of intuitions is widespread and long-standing. Ayer famously worried that "unless it is possible to provide some criterion by which one may decide between conflicting intuitions, a mere appeal to intuitions is worthless as a test of a proposition's validity". More recently, Cummins alleges that intuitions are "epistemologically useless"; Lycan alleges that "philosophical intuition is and always will be laughably unreliable", while Hintikka urges that intuitions are just fine when investigating our language faculty but worthless when investigating anything else.

There are three broad (and related) types of scepticism concerning the use of intuition. These are: 

(a) Reliability Scepticism: why should a mere intuition that p provide any kind of reliable indication of the truth of p and, in particular, why should a mere spontaneous impression that p provide us with evidence that p is necessarily true? 
(b) Conflict Scepticism: How can intuition be thought of as a source of philosophical knowledge when philosophical argument so often bogs down in a seemingly intractable conflict of intuitions? 
(c) Relativity Scepticism: given that intuitions seem particularly prone to be influenced by contingent cultural and historical factors, why take intuitions to be more than a reflection of our cultural and local prejudices? (see, in particular, Stich; Nichols, Stich, and Weinberg; Nichols). 

We take it that sceptical challenges to intuition are of no interest for our purpose if they amount to no more than an application of one of the familiar general sceptical paradoxes in epistemology, which in principle engage any mode of knowledge acquisition. For each of the distinguished forms of scepticism, the questions that will focus our inquiry will be: 

(1) Does the scepticism in question present a challenge that is appropriately peculiar to intuition?
(2) If so, is the challenge exacerbated by any in particular of the distinguished models of intuition?
(3) What are the prospects for a model of intuitive philosophical knowledge which is robust enough to contain any local sceptical challenge in its strongest form? 

PHASE 4: Case Study

The last phase of the project will apply lessons learned and frameworks developed in earlier phases to a crucial case study at the intersection of philosophy of language and epistemology. Keith DeRose has proposed that epistemologists should adopt what he calls the "New Linguistic Turn" (NLT) according to which the semantics for epistemically central terms like 'know', 'justify', 'evidence' should be based on appeals to intuitions about what speakers would say in various epistemic settings. Further it is suggested that conclusions can legitimately be drawn from a semantic theory so based about, for example, the nature of knowledge, justification and evidential support themselves. A major question arising is therefore: 

1) Do the most competitive models of intuition emerging in the light of previous work tend support or undermine these two assumptions? 

An additional range of closely connected methodological issues to be addressed will include: 

2) What, in this connection, is the significance of the kinds of empirical cross-cultural studies of intuitions involving the word 'know' (and its putative synonyms) conducted by Stich and others? 
3) Salmon, Cappelen&Lepore, and Soames argue that strict semantic content must be sharply separated from speech act content (e.g. what speakers say) and on that basis reject the assumptions of NLT. Is this distinction well taken and, if so, what are the implications for the reliance upon thought-experiments in epistemology? 
4) Must any form of opposition to NLT imply a form of semantic blindness on the part of ordinary speakers? In light of results from earlier phases, can a general account be given about the conditions under which it is acceptable methodology to postulate such blindness?
5) Must NLT sanction the idea that, should it turn out - as seems foreseeable - that our intuitions about counterfactual cases are conflicting or fragmentary, corresponding conclusions should be drawn about the concept of knowledge itself? 
6) To what extent does the current debate between contextualist, interest-relative invariantist and relativist treatments of knowledge depend upon the assumptions of NLT? 


	
		We invite students and scholars interested in visiting or joining Arché to pursue research connected with any of these projects to visit our visitors pages. 
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