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SpringLing 
The Spring 2019 Lingnan Graduate Conference in Philosophy 

Date: Monday, April 15th  

Venue: AM201/1, 2/F., Amenities Building 
 

11:30-12:30 Speaker: Mr. Jian Zhang, Chair: Prof. Dan Marshall 

 

Topic: “Inclusivist Morality Brought by Natural Selection” 

Conservative who resorts to evolutionary theory to justify for their conservative 

views on human nature and political ideas is called evoconservative. They think 

some liberal ideas such as to give moral standings to everyone and animals are 

implausible because evolution only brings human a kind of exclusivist morality, 

which means human only give moral standings to their intragroup members. 

Allen Buchanan and Russell Powell think evoconservative is wrong because 

evoconservative negelect human capacity to critical reflection. I have a different 

approach to argue against evoconservative. After arguing that Buchanan and 

Powell hold a false picture of the evolution of human morality, I hold that 

human's morality brought by natural selection is a kind of inclusivist morality. 

 

12:30-13:30 Speaker: Ms. Maomei Wang, Chair: Prof. Jiji Zhang 

 

Topic: “Credal Inertia” 

An agent’s credences are inert when they do not change in response to new 

evidence. This talk uses the tools of epistemic utility theory to investigate the 

irrationality of credal inertia. 

 

13:30 -15:00 Group lunch in VCity 

 

15:00-16:00 Speaker: Mr. Zheng Wang, Chair: Prof. Simon Goldstein 

 

Topic: “Humean Theory of Reasons and Instrumental Rationality” 

The Humean theory of reasons is the view that all normative reasons depend on 

agents' contingent desires. This view makes all reasons hypothetical, thus it 

seems to undermine the realists’ hope to show morality is categorically 

prescriptive. My project has three parts: 1, why the Humean theory of reasons is 

appealing. 2, why the Kantian approach does not work. 3, how Humeans can 

accommodate some realist ambitions. In this talk, I will mainly focus on the first 

two parts. First, I will show that one way to better understand the debate between 

Humeans and Kantians is their different conceptions of agency and full 

rationality. And the instrumental conception shows why the Humean skepticism 

is appealing. Second, I will illustrate the Kantian response and then present the 

‘shmagency’ argument of Enoch (2006) and Tiffany (2011) against the Kantian 

conception: it either fails to derive moral reasons from its conception of agency, 

or it fails to show moral reasons have any normative force. 
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16:00-17:00 Speaker: Ms. Ka Yan Mok, Chair: Prof. Mikael Pettersson 

 

Topic: “Can the imagination view of dreaming resolve the wake-dream 

indistinguishability problem?” 

 

The Cartesian wake-dream indistinguishability problem is the basis on which the 

reliability of perceptual knowledge is doubted. One key question is whether 

dream states and wake states are fundamentally indistinguishable. If so, the 

problem would be irresolvable in principle and result in a great epistemic threat. 

McGinn, Ichikawa, and Sosa try to resolve this problem by defending (different 

versions of) the imagination view of dreaming. I argue that their arguments, 

namely holding a sharp distinction between percepts and images along with 

rejecting beliefs in dreams, involve some misguided conceptions which worsen 

the problem. My project is to reinvigorate this view. I contend that the 

imagination view of dreaming, upon modification, can resolve the problem. 

 

17:00-18:00 Speaker: Mr. Haktan Akcin, Chair: TBC 

 

Topic: “Structural Modality as the Criterion for Naturalistic Involvement in 

Scientific Metaphysics” 

 

Stanford has shown that modality claims in Ontic Structural Realism (OSR) do 

not say anything more than endorsing No Miracle Argument (NMA). Since 

Epistemic Structural Realism (ESR) also endorses NMA, modality can similarly 

be attributed to structures in ESR; hence it cannot be introduced as a distinctive 

feature of OSR. After showing that introducing modality supports OSR and ESR 

to the same strength, I argue that, following a recent work by Wilson 

(forthcoming), modality is the key component for naturalistic involvement in 

scientific metaphysics. I conclude by arguing that an account for structural 

modalities, including structural necessities in ESR, is the most convenient locus 

for a plausible version of naturalized metaphysics. 

 

18:00 Group dinner in Yuen Long or Butterfly Beach (pending weather) 

 


