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Overview 
What is a modifier? 

A modifier, essentially, adds context to a noun. Modifiers can be single words, hyphenated phrases, 
or descriptive phrases. They can incorporate adjectives, adverbs, and/or nouns. 

Modifiers in Action 

Modifiers can offer detail, clarity, and style. However, too many modifiers can sacrifice clarity and 
concision. Effective writing aims to balance these qualities. Consider the following examples: 

“Native Connecticutian, military general, and infamous traitor to the American Revolutionary cause, 
Benedict Arnold, enjoyed strawberry preserves on his morning toast.” 

(N.B. There is no evidentiary proof that Arnold enjoyed strawberry preserves. This is merely an 
example of a grammar concept.) 

These phrases describe Benedict Arnold and work stylistically to paint a fuller biographical picture. 
However, as shown in the example, a long list of phrases can distract from the sentence itself and 
inhibit clarity. 

“We developed an efficient small-scale rural pilot water reduction program to address irrigation 
concerns.”  

The writer used five different modifiers to explain their project. While all of these modifiers might be 
relevant to the description of this program, in this stacked format, it is very difficult for the reader to 
understand the precise nature of the program. This is in part because, in this structure, the reader 
cannot determine if the modifiers are all modifying the program, or if they modify other descriptors. 
For example, does small-scale refer to the program size or to the rural area in which it is located? 
Moreover, the writer also includes a double-word modifier--small-scale--within this long series of 
modifiers, which also contributes to the reader’s confusion.  

“The almost-but-not-quite-dead-once-verdant-now-brown plant may still be salvageable.”  

Here, the writer links a series of modifiers with hyphens to describe their plant and their hopes for its 
resurrection. In this case, this “monster modifier,” to borrow a term used by Bonnie Mills of Grammar 
Girl, dominates the sentence while simultaneously reducing the significance of the individual 
modifiers.



How to Use Modifiers Effectively  

There are several ways to effectively incorporate modifiers without bogging down your text and 

confusing your reader. A good rule of thumb is to limit the use of modifiers to a maximum of for each 

noun or verb.  

“The man approached the dark, stagnant, low-level tidal marsh infested with mosquitoes.”  

This is a mouthful. You could consider the following options to improve this sentence: 

Use hyphens: “...the dark, stagnant, mosquito-infested  low-level tidal marsh.”  

Just remember that hyphens only apply to modifiers that come before the noun. Also, the same rule of 

thumb applies to hyphenated modifiers. Two to three can work but anything more adds confusion.  

Eliminate redundant or less-important modifiers: “...the dark, stagnant tidal marsh.”  

Break up the sentence: “The man approached the dark, stagnant tidal marsh. It was infested with 

mosquitoes.” 

Practice Exercises 

Read the following sentences and determine if they follow best practices for incorporating modifiers. If 

not, correct them while maintaining their original meaning.  

1. The larger-than-life statue stared menacingly at the young museum-goer.

2. The book was a heart-pounding, page-turning, finger-trembling whale-of-a-good-time mystery.

3. Khamis purchased a high-velocity turbo-powered German-engineered all-wheel-drive commercial

bus.

4. The antiquated-but-nonetheless-critical scholarship on Kilwa Kisiwani demonstrates the

transcontinental impact of the important historical regional connections in African history.

5. The poet reminisced about his childhood as he meandered the quiet and quaint tree-lined

suburban sidewalks of East Rock.

6. The six-foot two-hundred-pound flame-throwing left-handed Cy-Young award-winning starting

pitcher took the mound.



7. The twenty-eight-year-old woman wondered about her decision to attend another Zoom 
departmental meeting.  

8. The soon-to-be graduate bought his cap and gown. 

9. This report examines the efficacy of spontaneous hands-on arts-and-crafts hours on child-
rearing. 

10. This bakery specializes in sugar-free, gluten-free, vegan chocolate chip cookies. 
 
Sources: 

Grammarly Blog. “What Are Modifiers? How to Use Them Correctly.” Accessed December 4, 2020. 
https://www.grammarly.com/blog/modifiers/. 

Quick and Dirty Tips. “Stacked Modifiers.” Accessed December 4, 2020. https://
www.quickanddirtytips.com/education/grammar/stacked-modifiers. 

ThoughtCo. “What it Means to ‘Stack Words.’” Accessed December 4, 2020. https://
www.thoughtco.com/stacking-words-1692132. 

 https://www.grammarly.com/blog/modifiers
https://www.quickanddirtytips.com/education/grammar/stacked-modifiers
https://www.thoughtco.com/stacking-words-1692132

	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References

	f1fd45c6-dd10-4c0d-a1d7-0c39c2eec49f.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References


	1771c423-0ce6-4899-990a-ce853e6bd252.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References

	f1fd45c6-dd10-4c0d-a1d7-0c39c2eec49f.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References



	dfc31a5c-a142-4311-b114-70aab1a4645c.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References

	f1fd45c6-dd10-4c0d-a1d7-0c39c2eec49f.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References



	8c353372-de7f-48fb-a2d7-e4b6d0e180dc.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References

	f1fd45c6-dd10-4c0d-a1d7-0c39c2eec49f.pdf
	Quantifiers
	c2baa409-0ab2-4094-bc6e-7cb3b5d0527b.pdf
	Moral Life Under Phenomenological Uncertainty
	Vladimir Chituc
	Word Count: 8,323
	Introduction
	Some people like the taste of cilantro, and others find that it tastes like dish soap. That two people may experience the taste of an herb differently is nearly too trivial to note, but the implications of this fact are not. Consider a straightforward...
	This mundane example illustrates a commonplace and underappreciated aspect of decision-making: we must often make decisions about an outcome we haven’t experienced and cannot imagine. Neither friend can know how either dish will taste to the other, an...
	Whether these decisions are impossible or not, we nonetheless make them constantly and without too much thought in our everyday lives. In my dissertation work, I argue that these decisions pose a problem because they involve what we call phenomenologi...
	In my dissertation, I aim to explore phenomenological uncertainty using a number of approaches. First, I present an overview of the theoretical and empirical background of this work, including a review of empirical work on decision-making under uncert...
	Decision-making under uncertainty
	In a second set of studies, we explore the role of testimony in making decisions under phenomenological uncertainty (Study 3). Since we lack direct access to the experience of another person, when we make decisions that affect other people we must of...
	Finally, I explore the moral judgments and inferences we make when others decide under phenomenological uncertainty. Put simply: who do we judge more harshly for inflicting harm, someone who has experienced that harm and knows what it’s like, or someo...
	In this first set of studies, I aim to explore how harm aversion might vary based on phenomenological uncertainty. In doing so, I test two competing hypotheses. If decisions like this are made through a process of empathetic projection, such that the...
	In contrast, precautionary preferences, as developed in work on impact uncertainty (Kappes et al., 2018), would predict that an independent t-test should reveal that nontasters should be equally if not more harm averse than tasters (have a, κ-other. c...
	Study 1: A hypothetical task
	To use PROP solution as a stimulus for this task, we must consider a few constraints. First, in the harm aversion task this paradigm is adapted from (Crockett et al., 2014), the Decider or Receiver could experience up to 20 shocks. Thus, PROP must be...
	A second constraint is that existing work aiming to classify participants according to PROP sensitivity (e.g. Tepper et al., 2001) used 10mL samples of PROP solution. In a small pilot (n = 3), the author and his collaborators sampled a small quantity ...
	Thus, we conducted a pilot with 55 participants recruited from the Yale Introduction to Psychology Subject Pool. As described above, participants oriented to the scale using imagined and remembered sensations, then sounds. Next, we administered PROP s...
	Given that we can never know what an experience is like for another person, we have limited options for representing the value of that experience. Though we might simulate what that experience would be like for ourselves, using that value as a proxy, ...
	This work can also help weigh in on a theoretical question of interest: to what extent are phenomenological uncertainty and impact uncertainty distinct concepts? As described above, impact uncertainty is uncertainty surrounding how an outcome would af...
	To test this, we will recruit a sample of tasters, explain to them the difference between tasters and nontasters, and ask them to sample and rate the most concentrated solution of PROP used above. Next, we will ask participants to provide two differen...
	Next, we will run an online study on a separate sample of participants based on this first part. Each participant will start by familiarizing themselves with the gLMS using the imagined and remembered sensations as described above. Next, they will rea...
	To analyze this data, we will first compute a difference score, which will be the absolute value of the difference between the rating the first participant gave to the solution and the predicted rating that the second participant gave based on the fir...
	To test our second prediction, that resolving phenomenological uncertainty also resolves impact uncertainty, but not vice versa, we predict the following pattern of results. When rating to what extent impact uncertainty had been resolved, there should...
	These findings may open a number of avenues for future work. In either of the predicted pattern of results for Studies 1 – 2b, testimony might be used as an intervention in future harm aversion tasks. If participants decide through empathic projection...
	Finally, we might be able to model a nontasters ability to represent the value of an outcome to nontasters using a learning task, following past work that used the harm aversion task as a way of studying moral inferences (Siegel et al., 2018). Instead...
	Study 4
	In a final line of work, we aim to explore two questions. First, what inferences do people make about the moral character of someone who is deciding under phenomenological uncertainty? And second, to what extent does this differ from inferences we ma...
	There is a substantial body of work which explores how ignorance is morally exculpatory, at least in the case of harms (see e.g.: Cushman, 2008; Kissinger-Knox et al., 2018; Young & Saxe, 2011). A nontaster in our harm aversion task, however, does no...
	Proposed Timeline and Conclusion
	This prospectus details a number of potential avenues to test basic questions surrounding how we make decisions about experiences we can’t imagine or otherwise represent. In doing so, this work would contribute to work in judgment and decision-making,...
	In large part, the studies I propose here, and the branches I propose for future work, serves as a contingency plan given the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and the uncertainty surrounding my ongoing ability to conduct human subjects research in the lab. W...
	In the interim, the simpler designs, like Study 4, can be conducted online. Should initial results be promising, and should there be a large delay in the ability to collect in-person data, it is possible to adapt the moral inference task sketched abo...
	References






