
 
Metaphysics seminar Spring 2019, Andy Egan 
 
Theories of Subjectivity 
or: What Kind of Relativism is Right for You? 
 
Course Description 
There are a bunch of subject matters about which various people have, at various times, had an 
inclination to say something like, “Hey, that stuff’s not fully objective. It’s not part of reality as it 
is in itself. It’s something that we bring to reality, or at least it’s partly something we bring to 
reality. It’s in the eye of the beholder. It’s subjective!” How to cash out that kind of thought in a 
careful and precise way is really, really not straightforward. What we’ll be doing in this seminar 
is looking at a few different domains about which people have sometimes wanted to say such 
things (color, taste, and ethics), and at the different kinds of theoretical apparatus people have 
offered to try to cash the thought(s) out (various kinds of contextualism, various kinds of 
response-dependence, weird metaphysics, various kinds of relativism about mental and/or 
linguistic content, probably etc.). 
 
What I’m hoping to get from the seminar is a clearer picture of how all these different bits of 
theoretical apparatus relate to each other, what kind of phenomena or theoretical desiderata 
would properly motivate *some* kind of subjectivist-y thought or other, and what kind of 
phenomena or theoretical desiderata would properly motivate one, rather than another, 
theory of subjectivity. (So: how should we go about deciding, faced with some subject matter, 
whether to try and offer a subjective theory of it, what would a theory have to look like in order 
to count as a subjective theory of it, and what features would the subject matter have to have 
in order to motivate offering one, rather than another, particular subjective-y theory as a 
theory of it?) 
 
(I’ve got a line I want to push about this, and we’ll talk about that, but mostly what I’m after is 
getting clear on the menu of options on which my particular story is just one of many, and of 
what the different views in the neighborhood have got going for and against them, as theories 
about particular kinds of subject matters.) 
 
The Plan  
(There is a 0% chance that we’ll do exactly this, in exactly this order.) 
 
Week 1: Introduction 

• Rosen, “Objectivity and Modern Idealism: What is the Question?” 
• Egan, “Secondary Qualities and Self-Location” 

 
Week 2: Some issues and options in the metaphysics of colors 

• Mark Johnston, “How to Speak of the Colors” 
• Paul Boghossian and David Velleman, “Colour as a Secondary Quality” 
• Alex Byrne and David Hilbert, “Color Realism and Color Science” 



Week 3: Inverted spectra and related phenomena 
• Alex Byrne, SEP entry on Inverted Qualia 
• Jonathan Cohen, “Ecumenicism, Comparability and Color…” 
• Berit Brogaard, “Color Eliminativism or Color Relativism”  

 
 Supplemental optional reading for week 3 and 4: 
 Jonathan Cohen,  

• The Red and the Real 
  
 Deep background for week 3 and 4: 
 Shoemaker  

• “Spectrum Inversion” 
• “Phenomenal Character” 
• “Phenomenal Character Revisited”  
• “On the Ways things Appear” 

 
 Egan  

• “Appearance Properties?” 
• “Projectivism without Error” 

 
 
Week 4: More metaphysics of color 

• Jonathan Cohen, “Color Relationalism” 
• Cohen, The Red and the Real, Chapters 7 and 8 
• Brian McLaughlin, “Color, Consciousness, and Color Consciousness” 
• Mohan Matthen, “The Disunity of Color” 

 
 Optional Supplemental:  

• David Chalmers, “Perception and the Fall from Eden”  
• David Lewis, “Naming the Colors” 
• Yablo, “Singling Out Properties” 

   
Week 5: Transitioning away from color: Some stuff about relativism and subjectivity 

• Jack Spencer, “Relativity and Degrees of Relationality” 
• Crispin Wright, “Relativism about Truth Itself: Haphazard Thoughts about the Very 

Idea” 
• Mark Richard, “Contextualism and Relativism” 
• Carol Rovane, “How to Formulate Relativism” 

 
Possible supplemental: 

• Paul Boghossian, “Three Kinds of Relativism” 
 

  



Week 6: Taste – Lasersohn 
• Lasersohn “Context Dependence, Disagreement, and Predicates of Personal Taste” 

 
 Optional Supplemental: 

• Peter Lasersohn, Subjectivity and Perspective in Truth-Theoretic Semantics 
• Peter Railton, “Aesthetic Value, Moral Value, and the Ambitions of Naturalism” 

 
Week 7: Taste – MacFarlane & Me 

• John Macfarlane, from Assessment Sensitivity 
o Read for sure: Ch1, Ch3, Ch7 
o Layer 2 if you have time/interest: Ch5, Ch6 
o Layer 3 if you have even more time/interest: Ch2, Ch4  

• Egan and Kindermann, “De Se Relativism” (coming to Sakai soon) 
• Egan, “Disputing about Taste” 

  
Week 8: Taste -  Sundell and Barker and Stojanovic 

• Tim Sundell, “Disagreements about Taste” 
• Chris Barker, “Negotiating Taste” 
• Isidora Stojanovic, “Talking about Taste: Disagreement, Implicit Arguments, and 

Relative Truth”  
 
Week 9: Taste – Kölbel and Varyrynen 

• Max Kölbel, “Faultless Disagreement” 
• Max Kölbel, “The Evidence for Relativism” 
• Pekka Varyrnen, from The Lewd, the Rude, and the Nasty 

 
Supplemental: 
• Stephenson, “Judge Dependence, Epistemic Modals and Predicates of Personal 

Taste” 
 
Week 10: Taste – Coppock and Pearson 

• Hazel Pearson, “A Judge-Free Semantics for Predicates of Personal Taste” 
• Elizabeth Coppock, “Outlook Based Semantics” 

 
Week 11: Ethics 1 

• Jamie Dreier 
• Gilbert Harman 

 
Week 12: Ethics 2 

• Lewis, “Dispositional Theories of Value” 
• Egan, “Relativist Dispositional Theories of Value” 

 
Week 13: TBD 


