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Lecture 8 Wrap-up

This week

− The possible relevance to philosophy of the practise of polling
people’s intuitions on scenarios (XPhi)

− Two informal principles supporting this: Principle of
Agreement and Principle of Reliability

− Justification for the Principle of Agreement in the form of the
Condorcet Jury Theorem and associated results

− Presentation and critical discussion of work that
(�) Reports polls allegedly demonstrating an effect of ‘irrelevant

factors’ on intuitions
(�) Concludes from the data that our intuitions (even as

philosophers) wrt the relevant scenarios ought not be trusted

Group discussion

In small groups (�-�) discuss
the following questions (and
then we’ll have a whole class
discussion):

(�) Does the Condorcet Jury Theorem provide a sufficient reason to
adopt a democratic system based on majoritarian voting? If so,
why so? If not, why not?

(�) Assuming majority voting, why might one argue that an
epistocratic system, in which only the most competent few get a
vote, would be better than a democratic one, in which everyone
gets a vote? Why might one argue against that claim? Discuss
with reference to the lecture material.

Group discussion

(�) Three judges have to assess whether or not the defendant is liable
to pay damages (P), based on whether or not the defendant
performed some particular action (A) and whether or not they
had a contractual obligation not to perform that action (O). All
judges agree that the defendant is liable to pay iff they both
performed the action and had an obligation not to do so
(P ↔ (A&O)). Beyond that, there is the following disagreement
(recall that “¬” means ”not”):

− Judge � believes: P, A and O
− Judge � believes: ¬P, ¬A and O
− Judge � believes: ¬P, A and ¬O

Assume that the judges vote by majoritarian voting on each
proposition, namely: P, A, O and P ↔ (A&O). What is the
group-level judgment on each proposition? What do you notice
about this? In your view, does this phenomenon pose a serious
issue for majoritarian voting? If so, why so? If not, why not?



Next week

− Topic: Aggregating judgments
− Required reading:

− List, C. ����: Collective Wisdom: Lessons from the Theory of
Judgment Aggregation. In H. Landemore & J. Elster (eds.),
Collective Wisdom: Principles and Mechanisms. Cambridge
University Press.

− Recommended reading:
− List, C. & P. Pettit ����: Group Agency: The Possibility, Design, and

Status of Corporate Agents. Oxford: Oxford University Press. Chs
� & �.
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