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Lesprit humain, son organisation, sa nature, ses relations avec le
corps et avec le monde sont depuis toujours parmi les themes
centraux de la philosophie. La psychologie contemporaine elle-
méme a pris naissance au sein de la philosophie. Elle s’est
émancipée, mais I'émergence des sciences cognitives consacre
d'une certaine facon le retour de la philosophie dans ce champ de
recherche. Les développements de l'informatique et des
neurosciences, en jetant une nouvelle lumiére sur les phénomenes
mentaux, ont eu pour effet de relancer le débat philosophique. La
«philosophie de I'esprit » est ainsi plus florissante que jamais. Ce
retour n'a rien d'une régression, car la philosophie dont il est
question est en phase avec la recherche scientifique, informée par
elle et en constante interaction avec elle.

Les Conférences Jean-Nicod visent a promouvoir les recherches
philosophiques se rapportant a la cognition et a faire connaitre en
France les travaux réalisés a I'étranger dans ce domaine. Le
conférencier, sélectionné par le comité Jean-Nicod, présente ses
recherches au cours d’'un cycle de conférences qu'il rassemble
ensuite en un livre.
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Conférence du 9 mai

The Definition of Morality

Debates about the definition of “moral judgment” and “moral rule”
have a venerable history in philosophy. In addition to debating the
merits of various proposed definitions, philosophers have also
disagreed about what the definition is supposed to do: What counts
as getting the definition right? One proposal is that moral rules or
moral judgments are a psychological natural kind, and that the
correct definition should specify the essential features of this kind.
Recently, a number of philosophers and psychologists have
suggested that research using the moral/conventional task, first
introduced by Elliot Turiel, has uncovered some of the essential
properties of this natural kind. If the empirical generalizations drawn
from this work were correct, it would be reasonable to conclude that
we have indeed discovered the essence of morality. However, a
growing body of evidence indicates that those generalizations are
not correct, and thus that the moral/conventional task tells us
nothing of interest about the definition of morality. Another
proposal is that the correct definition of morality should capture the
concept underlying people’s ordinary use of terms like “moral rule”.
However, there is reason to suspect that there may be no coherent
concept in this area.

Conférence du 11 mai

The Persistence of Moral Disagreement

Moral disagreement is widespread. But would that disagreement
persist even under hypothetical idealized conditions in which all
parties to a moral debate are rational, impartial and fully
informed about the relevant non-moral facts? The answer is
important for many moral theories. On some versions of theories
in the “ideal observer” tradition, a positive answer entails either
moral relativism or moral skepticism, and many contemporary
moral realists hold that a negative answer would show that moral
realism is false. A number of recent empirical studies of moral
judgments in different cultural groups suggest that moral
disagreement would indeed persist under idealized
circumstances, though much turns on exactly how the idealized
circumstances are characterized. The persistence of moral
disagreement is also suggested by an empirically motivated
account of the psychological mechanisms underlying the
acquisition and implementation of moral norms, and by
theoretical work on how those mechanisms might have evolved.
The model proposed for the psychology of norms leaves abundant
room for reasoning in moral deliberation, but does not support
the idea that rational deliberation will lead to convergence.

Conférence du 15 mai

Egoism vs. Altruism: Deconstructing the Debate

Psychological egoism maintains that all human motivation is
ultimately selfish. Though people often desire to help others,
egoists maintain that these desires are always instrumental,
caused or sustained by the belief that helping will lead to the
satisfaction of some self-interested desire. By contrast,
psychological altruism maintains that some of our ultimate or
non-instrumental desires are not self-interested; their object is
the well-being of others. Philosophers from Hobbes to the
present have worried that if egoism is true, moral behavior may
be threatened, and drastic steps have been proposed to counter
this threat. Recently both psychologists and evolutionary
biologists lavished a great deal of attention on the egoism vs.
altruism debate. However, neither the psychologists nor the
biologists have taken adequate account of the range of cognitive
states and processes invoked in contemporary cognitive science.
When these options are made explicit, they undermine the best
psychological and evolutionary arguments for altruism. They also
undermine most of the reasons philosophers have offered for
thinking that psychological egoism would be morally problematic.

Conférence du 16 mai

Debunking Morality: a Hodgepodge

of Multipurpose Kludges

A venerable view, still very much alive in contemporary debates,
urges that our spontaneous moral judgments reflect a deep
wisdom, except when the processes underlying those judgments
are interfered with by morally problematic forces. However, much
recent work suggests that we should have a very different view of
our spontaneous moral judgments. This work indicates that there
is no one psychological system underlying moral judgments.
Rather, there is a hodgepodge of different systems that pull in
different directions. Moreover, some of these systems were
designed to perform cognitive functions that have little to do
with morality. When they are co-opted to play a role in moral
judgment they often reflect aspects of these other functions. One
example that illustrates this phenomenon is the intertwining of
moral and causal judgments revealed by the work of Joshua
Knobe. Other examples depend on the role of emotion in moral
judgment. If the mechanisms underlying moral judgment are
indeed a bricolage—a hodgepodge of multipurpose kludges—it
poses a major challenge to those who believe that the
pronouncements of those systems should be relied upon.



