
Willing & Intending
Discussion Questions

Dr. Clea F. Rees Moral Psychology

To prepare for our discussion, please think about what you find both most and least compelling

in each argument, noting the reasons for your answers. It may help to briefly outline the structure

of each argument for yourself as you are reading.

Remember to allow plenty of time to prepare — these are not easy papers to digest and you

will need to read and re-read in order to properly prepare for discussion.

1 Kennett and Smith, Frog and Toad lose control (1996)
1.1 Why does the initial quote from Lobel’s story present a philosophical puzzle?

1.2 Explain the two ways of dissolving the “paradox of self-control” discussed by Kennett and

Smith.
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1.3 Compare the idea of what it is for somebody to have a reason to φ in §2 with Williams’s

and Moreau’s usage (Williams 1981; Moreau 2005). In Moreau’s terms, does Kennett

and Smith’s discussion in this section rely on an internalist conception, an externalist

conception or neither?

1.4 Explain the two ways of exercising self-control discussed by Kennett and Smith.

1.5 Why does synchronic, but not diachronic, self-control present a problem?
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1.6 Do you agree that all actions are doings but not all doings are actions?

1.7 In discussing the possibility of synchronic self-control and instrumental rationality, Kennett

and Smith remark:

[Frog and Toad’s] having the thoughts that enable transmission of their otherwise disabled intrinsic

desire to be healthy across the means-end relation need not be supposed to be a consequence of

a desire and means-end belief they possess: a desire to exercise self-control, say, and a belief that

they can do so if they have certain thoughts. (69)

What do they mean by this and why is it important?

1.8 How do Kennett and Smith explain the possibility of each form of synchronic self-control?
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1.9 Do you agree that “the unstated joke at the end of Lobel’s story. . . in real life. . . is no joke

at all” (71)?

1.10 Are “those who are out of control” more of a threat to your own self-control than those

who are not?

1.11 What would Frankfurt say about Frog and Toad (1971)?
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1.12 Notes on argument structure:

1.13 Argument’s greatest strength (with reasons):

1.14 Argument’s most significant weakness (with reasons):
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2 Velleman, What good is a will? (2007)
2.1 Based on Velleman’s interpretation, what good is a will according to Bratman?

2.2 Based on Velleman’s interpretation, what is an intention on Bratman’s account, and what

is its connection to the will?

2.3 As explained by Velleman, what is special about intentions on Anscombe’s view?
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2.4 Why does Velleman find Bratman’s account unsatisfactory?

2.5 What is an intention on Velleman’s account, and what is its connection to the will?

2.6 How and why does Velleman disagree with Bratman about the connection between the will

and belief-desire motivation?
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2.7 What is Velleman’s discussion of flow supposed to show? Do you agree?

2.8 Notes on argument structure:

2.9 Argument’s greatest strength (with reasons):
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2.10 Argument’s most significant weakness (with reasons):
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