Philosophy 100

Study questions for 2nd Examination
Fall 2006

Dr. Odell

2. Explain and critically discuss the philosophical views of Descartes. Be sure to include
within your discussion the following concepts: rationalism; innate ideas; the method of
doubt; the dream argument; the differing persons and perspectives argument; cogito ergo
sum (I think, therefore I am); Descartes proofs for God’s existence. (50 pts.)

Rationalism: Knowledge (or justified true Some ideas (clear distinct

belief) based on reason concepts) innate, known w/
deductive certainty. Explain why
this follows from rationalism

Different P & P => Problem: Skepﬁcism
doubt in object’s +— undermines any certainty Example: i
properties Say why this is a problem ) {
Dream=> doubt in for rationalism i B e i

existence of objects
Demon => doubt in

existence of self, God,
other selves, past
Reality
Cogito: It’s deductively certain (cause)
I doubt, so I am a thinking > Reality
thing. (effect)
Explain the
cause/
God’s existence effect
(theologically distinction,
conceived) what’s the
eliminates God is cause, so God effect here?
skepticism Explain exists. mention
why problem(s) here

3. Explain and critically discuss Odell’s naturalistic explanation of the origins of religion.
Be sure to include within your discussion the following concepts: precursor to science;
creative genius; animism; Greek religion or polytheism; monotheism; frozen
metaphysics; and anthropomorphism. (50 pts.)

Study closely pp 2-3 “Gods and Skepticism” handout
http://www.glue.umd.edu/~wkallfel/PHIL100Sp2006/PHIL100godskept.pdf

4. Use the “prisoner in the tower” example to explain Locke’s causal theory of
perception. Explain the problem Berkeley finds with Locke’s theory and his solution to it.
Explain: Hume’s distinction between “impressions” and “ideas,” Hume’s objections to



both Locke and Berkeley, Hume’s skepticism (be sure to include in your exposition his
double existence argument, and the role he assigns to reason versus the role he assigns to
the imagination). (50 pts.)

Locke: Material substance indirectly inferred (according to causal
theory of perception). Mention analogy of prisoner in tower according
to primary versus secondary qualities and sense data. Make sure to
mention why our senses aren’t completely disconnected, (though the
causal relation is indirect, there’s still a relation, with the outside
world) in terms of material substance. (Narrow window in
tower...how does this relate to primary qualities?) Hume’s general
skepticism:
-Explain two
existence
argument (why
one cannot infer

the existence of
Berkeley: No basis for inferring in existence of substance [either
material substance from particular sense-data (explain mental or
why) => only sense —data/ideas in mental substance physical from the
Explain the crucial role played by God existence of

...say what the
two kinds are])
-Explain why one
\ 4 cannot rationally
move out of the

: ; : two kinds to

Hume: For that matter, no basis for inferring mental substance prove the
from par’uculgr sense-data. Explain distinction between existence of

impressions, ideas. substance.
What’s role

played by

imaainatinn?

5. Explain and critically discuss philosophical skepticism. Be sure to include within your
discussion the following concepts: philosophical skepticism; classical philosophical
skepticism; the various arguments in addition to the dream argument that can be
presented in favor of skepticism; tautologies or necessary truths; beliefs or claims about
sense-data; the possible that/possible for distinction; the Sherlock Holmes case, and the
position that skepticism is ultimately unintelligible. (50 pts.)



Define philosophical skept

(PS) (see term in syllabus) Define classical phil skept (CPS) both exclusively

and inclusively (see terms in syllabus)

If you’ve invoked the

exclusive definition of CPS,

you’ve already mentioned
tautologies and sense data.
Just make sure you define
tautologies and sense data
(see terms in syllabus)

Arguments presenting skeptical positions:

1.) Different P & P

2.) Illusions/hallucinations

3.) Dream

4.) Demon Deceiver
Make sure you mention what kind or kinds of
things whose certainty is being called into
question, for each of the above, and whether
or not it’s the existence or properties that’s
being questioned via the above arguments

G.E. Moore argued that skeptical arguments equivocate between
two senses of “possible” (possible for/ possible that) Explain the
distinction , how the equivocation occurs, and why according to
Moore, this defeats skepticism (Study closely pp. 5-8 “Gods &
Skept” handout.

Explain why and how the Sherlock Holmes case challenges
Moore’s claims

Odell’s response to
skepticism. Make sure
you mention (see
exclusive defn of CPS)
how definitions don’t fall
into tautologies/sense
data reports and why
that’s a problem for
skepticism.




