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1. General Description

The aim of the course is to introduce the main philosophical problems involved in the
normative features of language. After a brief introduction, we will begin presenting Sellars
naturalistic approach and some recent developments. After that, we will consider the
perspective of pragmatics. After that, we will discuss the ethical approach of Habermas.
Finally, we will analyze the problem of rules and its connections with meaning.

Even though the course has a very strong philosophical orientation, the problems and
discussions addressed will be introduced in a clear way and without presuposing any
sophisticated philosophical background.

2. Programme

1. Introduction
1.1. The notions of ethics and discourse
1.2. Normativity and naturalization
2. Sellars’ naturalistic approach
2.1. Fussing the images
2.2. Meaning
2.3. McDowell and Brandom
2.4. Millikan and Dennett
3. The perspective of pragmatics
3.1. What is pragmatics?
3.2. Austin, Searle and Grice
4. An ethical approach
4.1. Normativity, language, and ethics
4.2. The ethics of discourse in Habermas
5. Rules and meaning
5.1. The problem of following rules in Wittgenstein
5.2. Is meaning normative?

3. Teaching Methods
- Regular classes.

- Guided reading of texts.
- Group discussions of particular issues.



We will work in detail the following three texts:

1.Horgan, T. & Mark Timmons (1993) “Metaphysical naturalism, Semantic
Normativity, and Meta-Semantic Irrealism”, Philosophical Issues, 4, pp. 180-204.

2. Peregrin, J. (2012a): 'The Normative Dimension of Discourse’, in K. Allan and K.
Jasczolt (eds.), Cambridge Handbook of Pragmatics, Cambridge, Cambridge
University Press, pp. 209- 225.

3. Paul Boghossian (1989) “Is Meaning Normative?” [Included in his Content and
Justification, Cambridge, Oxford Univ. Press, 2008, Part I: “The Nature of Content”

]

4. Assessment Methods

- Participation in the sessions of the course.
- A short written essay or commentary of approximately 2.000 words.
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