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22.03.2018 — G. Fletcher (Edimbourg) – Philosophie morale 
 
The Normativity of Prudential Discourse 
 
"In this paper I argue that prudential discourse (thought and talk about what is good / bad / for people, 
what they have prudential reason to do, etc) is a normative form of discourse, on a par with moral 
discourse. After first explaining what that all means I give some arguments for the view and try to defuse 
objections. In the second part of the paper I spell out some of the significant applications and 
implications of the thesis." 
 
 
29.03.2018 — K. Crowther (Genève) – Philosophie des sciences 
 

In what respects is your bathtub like a black hole? We don't know. 
(Based on joint work with Niels Linnemann and Christian Wüthrich) 

Analogies are used extensively in science, where they are of great heuristic benefit -- yet, they are not 
thought to be able to provide confirmation. There is also the possibility of analogue experiments, or 
"experimental analogies", which are experiments performed on a system (called the "source system") 
that is meant to be a concrete analogy for the system that we are actually interested in learning about 
(the "target system"). In these cases, the source system is supposed to be similar enough to the target 
system in relevant respects, that when experiments on the source system demonstrate some behaviour, 
we can potentially infer that the target system demonstrates analogous behaviour. This is potentially 
useful when we are interested in learning about target systems that we cannot directly access -- such as 
black holes. Recently, philosophers have argued that, under particular conditions, analogue 
experiments can provide confirmation of the existence of some hypothesised behaviour in the target 
system -- for example, analogue experiments using giant bathtubs of water might confirm hypothesised 
behaviour of black hole horizons. 

In this talk, I: 1. explore the differences between analogue experiments and "conventional" experiments; 
2. argue that analogue experiments are not essentially different from non-experimental analogies; and, 
3. argue (against these philosophers) that analogue experiments can not confirm the existence of 
particular behaviour in inaccessible target systems. 

 

 

19.04.2018 — S. Friend (Londres) – Esthétique 
 

The Factual Basis of Learning from Fiction 
 



"Discussions of the cognitive value of fictional literature usually take for granted that we can learn 
ordinary facts from fiction, and focus instead on other forms of knowledge or cognitive improvement. I 
argue that at least some of these other kinds of cognitive value -- such as learning 'what it's like' to have 
different experiences, or acquiring psychological insight into other human beings -- presuppose a basis 
in fact. I outline an account of the conditions under which we learn facts from fiction, and deploy it to 
better understand how fictions may be sources of other forms of cognitive value" 
 

 

 
26.04.2018 — M. Arcangeli (Berlin) – Philosophie de l’esprit 
 
Dispelling the confusion about mental imagery 

In the literature about imagination a lot of discussions concern the range of the imaginative realm. There 
is disagreement, for instance, about whether some phenomenon, such as conceiving or supposing, may 
be legitimately seen as belonging to such a realm. By contrast, a rapid overview of the literature shows 
that almost everybody agrees in thinking that mental imagery is imaginative. More precisely, mental 
imagery has very often been taken to be equivalent to “sensory imagination” – that is, the perception-
like type of imagination at play when, for instance, I visually imagine a lilac or I auditorily imagine a 
music passage. I contend that this equivalence is too quick. I argue that there is more to mental imagery 
than sensory imagination as a specific type of imagination. This is only one sense of “mental imagery”. 
My aim is to expose a blindspot in the literature on imagination, namely two different senses of mental 
imagery that are often ignored or confused. These two senses can be made apparent via the introduction 
of a useful distinction in philosophy of mind, namely the distinction between psychological attitude (or 
mode) and mental content. On the one hand, mental imagery may refer to an attitude, which is 
perception-like in nature. On the other hand, mental imagery may refer to a content, which can be 
grasped via different attitudes. I will show how the failure to acknowledge the distinction between these 
two senses of mental imagery has obscured the fact that often philosophers talk past each other when 
discussing sensory imagination. I will conclude by sketching an account of imagination that does justice 
to both senses of mental imagery. 
 


