Mid-term notes
· It will be on weeks 1-6, any lectures and notes and textbook readings
following:
 
Basic philosophical facts and understanding(e.g. who held which view;or what claims did they accept or reject regarding a given topic; or what is the main challenge facing the view).  This can involve knowing not just what a given philosopher said, but understanding the further implications of his/her view (e.g. you could be asked whether or not philosopher x would agree with a given view held by philosopher y
 
Application of philosophical concepts and theories (e.g. transitivity, coherentism, validity and soundness, the compatibility thesis, to name just a few). This can involve the ability to apply a concept or theory (e.g. to be able to identify a valid argument, a Platonic form, a metaphysical reductionist statement, a case of numerical identity, to name just a few). Or it can involve the ability to understand what follows from a certain philosophical position (e.g.the deprivation view)or what the point of a given example is (e.g.the evil genius).
 
 
Textual comprehension.There will be several longer passages taken from the text.The author will be identified.You may then be asked to choose the best paraphrase,ottoman point of the passage.  The Exact Passages May or may not be ones that we covered in class, but they will concern topics that we covered.Attention to the details of the text and knowledge of the broader view/context will be needed. Answering these will likely take longer than answering some of the other question type
 
EXAMPLE QUESTIONS
These questions are not necessarily on the midterm,but they resemble questions that are. 
 There are more types of questions than are represented here; this is just a small sample.
 
1. Which one of the following would endorse the compatibility thesis?
(a)Zeno
(b)Parmenides
(c)Aristotle
(d)Heraclitus
 
2. “This also shows wherein the identity of the same man consists: viz. in nothing but a participation of the same continued life, by constantly fleeting particles of matter, in succession vitally united to the same organized body.... For if the identity of soul alone makes the same man; and there be nothing in the nature of matter why the same individual spirit may not be united to different bodies, it will be possible that those men, living in distant ages, and of different tempers, may have been the same man: which way of speaking must be from a very strange use of the word man, applied to an idea out of which body and shape are excluded .... But yet I think nobody, could he be sure that the soul of [the emperor] Heliogabalus was in one of his hogs, would yet say that the hog was a manor Heliogabalus.”
 
Which of the following best captures the main pointLocke is making in this passage?
(a)Human beings, animals, and persons, all have their identity determined by the identity of their soul.  If the same soul travels from one human to another, or even into the body of a different animal like a hog, we are still dealing with the same thing.
(b)The identity of persons is determined by their physical body and not by their soul.  If “same soul” made for “same person” then we’d have to say that a hog with the soul of Heliogabalus is now a person.  But we don’t say that.
(c)It’s impossible to be sure about the identity of men because their souls can migrate from one man to another, or even into the body of a hog. This happened once to the Emperor Heliogabalus, causing great confusion, and ultimately leading to the downfall of the Roman empire.
(d)The identity of human beings is determined by their physical body and not by their soul.  If “same soul” made for “same human” then we’d have to say that a hog with the soul of Heliogabalus is now a human being.  But we don’t say that.
 
3. Which of the following relations is not transitive?
(a)Shorter than
(b)Worst enemy of
(c)Identical to
(d)Below
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
LECTURE 1
PHILOSOPHY TOPICS
·   	Knowledge, reality, values, society
·   	Politics, law, science, religion, gender, aesthetics, love, war
·   	Business ethics, medical ethics, free will, environmental
·   	History of Philosophy (ancient, medieval, modern, contemporary)
·   	Indian, Chinese, Arabic, other non-Western traditions
·   	Nature of reality
·   	Consciousness
·   	Knowledge,
·   	God
·   	Right and wrong
Is Romeo really in love with Juliet?
·   	IS THIS A PHILOSOPHICAL QUESTION OR NOT? Depends on:
·   	Why is the question being asked?
·   	What kind of information are we seeking?
Empirical question
·   	one that can be settled through observation (ex. “is Romeo really in love w. Juliet, or is he lying, deluded, on drugs, etc.)
Philosophical question
·   	one that isn’t empirical.  About the nature of things/concepts and meanings.
·   	Cannot be answered through observation
·   	About something bigger (actual concepts, nature of things)
·   	Ex. What is love? What does it mean for anyone to be in love?
o   Meta-level question – a level or degree which is higher and often more abstract than those levels at which a subject is normally understood or treated.
 
Opinion – Personal view (no justification).
Argument – Has reasoning/arguments behind it (justification)
·   	Primary tool of Philosophy (opinion is not).
·   	Uses justification
·   	Providing reasons to believe that something is – or ought to be – the case.
-Explanation – an account of why something is the case (ex. The causes of it).
-Rational entitlement – must have reasons to be entitled to belief.
-Justification – given reasons or evidence as to why your argument is true.
Difference between explanation vs. justification – example of elephant in office.
·   	Explanation – I took shrooms and now there’s an elephant in my office (no reasons, unable to be proven).
·   	Justification – shows an email that talks about elephants on campus, elephant tracks.
Principle of charity – trying to understand and engage with other views.
-          Not ignoring them or misrepresenting them.
Fallacies:
·   	Mistakes in reasoning that undermine logic of argument
·   	Illicit appeal to authority:
o   It is a fallacy to rely on the words of:
§  Persons who lack the expertise that is relevant to the particular claim being made; or
§  Persons who speak about matter about which no one has expertise; or
§  Persons speaking about matters that are known to be widely disputed.
o   Example: “Since Albert Einstein advocated nuclear disarmament, disarming would probably be the right thing to do.
·   	Argument from Popularity
o   Fallacy
o   Saying that a belief is true because it’s widely held.
o   Example: “God is real because a lot of people believe he is.”
 
·   	Philosophy – love of wisdom
 
·   	Colonized mind: our beliefs and opinions come from the communities/households we grow up in.
 
o   If we were raised in different communities, we’d have different values and beliefs.
 
·   	ARGUMENTS
-Conclusion – what the argument is trying to prove (main claim).
-Premises – statements that provide reasons/justifications for conclusion.
·   	 
VALIDITY AND SOUNDNESS
o   Premises lead to conclusion
o   Premises must all be true.
o   Validity is not the same as truth
o   Validity concerns relation between statements (premises and conclusion)
o   Argument is valid if conclusion necessarily follows from premises
§  If premises true, impossible for conclusion to be false
o   Argument can be valid even if premises aren’t true.
o   Argument can be invalid even if premises are true
·   	SOUND ARGUMENT: Valid argument with true premises.
 
Chapter 2- Constancy and Flux
· Persistence: something is said to persist from one time to a later time when the same thing exists at both times and a every time in between
· Theseus’s Ship: ancient metaphysical thought experiment, addresses the relationship between constancy and flux, persistence and change
· Transitivity of Identity: the idea that if A=B, and B=C, then A=C
· Used to explain why Theseus’s ship does persist, the change from day 1 to day 2 is so insignificant that the ship on Day 1=the ship on Day 2, and so on until Day N, so therefore the ship on Day 1=the ship on Day N
· Argument: is a series of statements that are used to persuade their audience of a conclusion by using the premises to justify the conclusion
· Premise: statement in an argument that offers support for conclusions
· Conclusion: statement in an argument that is inferred from, or supported by, premises
· Deductive argument: the premises are said the entail the conclusion, or the collusion is said to follow from the premises
· The premises give conclusive evidence to believe the conclusion to be true
· Inductive argument: referred to as strong or weak depending on how probable the premises make the conclusion
· Premises are offered to make a conclusion probable
· Valid argument: an argument is valid when its premises and conclusions are related in such a way that it is impossible for the conclusion to be false if all the premises are true
· Compatibility Thesis: some changes in an object are so insignificant that they do not prevent it from being the same object after it undergoes such a change
· The material composing an object before the change overlaps significantly with the material after the change, it is almost entirely the same material
· Incompatibility Thesis: change and sameness are opposites, so nothing can both change and remain the same
· Continuity: continuity between two things requires substantial overlap in the material or characteristics of the things at different times
Week 3: 
Qualitative vs Numerical Identity- 
Qualitative Identity:  
•items are qualitatively identical if they share the same features 
•Two distinct things can be qualitatively the same  
 
Numerical Identity: 
•to say that A and B are numerically identical is to say they are the same 
Two distinct things cannot be numerically identical 
 
 
•Philosophical questions about identity are always questions about numerical, not qualitative, identity 
 
 
•I cannot both change and remain the same: Incompatibility Thesis 
• (1) I change but do not persist (Diotima) 
• (2) I persist but do not really change (Plato and Reid) 
  
•I can stay the same throughout changes: Compatibility Thesis 
• (3) I persist through (some) changes (Locke) 
 
•Diotima: “…hair, flesh, bones, blood, and the whole body are always changing.” 
• “… the soul, whose habits, tempers, opinions, desires, pleasures, pains, fears, never remain the same in any one of us, but are always coming and going; and equally true of knowledge…”  
• “…all mortal things are preserved, not absolutely the same, but by substitution, the old worn-out mortality leaving another new and similar existence behind.”  
   (Diotima as reported by Plato, in Jacobsen p. 46) 
 
Forensic Conception of person 
· People are bearers of moral and legal rights and responsibilities  
· Our moral and legal responsibility at any time hinges on our identity over time  
· So personal identity over time matters 
 
Relativity of identity 
To answer questions of identity over time of something, we need to specify what kind of thing it is 
John Locke (17th century: early modern era) 
 
The relativity of identity in plants and animals is the mass of matter and the living things 
 
John Locke: 
· Identity of “man” (human): 
• “…the identity of the same man consists … in nothing but a participation of the same continued life, by constantly fleeting particles of matter, in succession vitally united to the same organized body.” (Locke, in Jacobsen p. 50, §7) 
· Identity of soul: 
•Does identity of soul alone determine the identity of man? 
•It would be a “very strange use of the word man, applied to an idea out of which body and shape are excluded” (Locke, in Jacobsen p. 50, §7) 
•Identity of soul ≠ identity of man 
· Identity of person: 
• “…to find wherein personal identity consists, we must consider what person stands for; —which, I think, is a thinking intelligent being, that has reason and reflection, and can consider itself as itself, the same thinking thing, in separate times and places; which it does only by that consciousness which is inseparable from thinking” (Locke, in Jacobsen p. 51, §11) 
•Personal identity is sameness of consciousness 
· Identity of person: 
• “…to find wherein personal identity consists, we must consider what person stands for; —which, I think, is a thinking intelligent being, that has reason and reflection, and can consider itself as itself, the same thinking thing, in various times and places; which it does only by that consciousness which is inseparable from thinking” (Locke, in Jacobsen p. 51, §11) 
Personal identity is the sameness of consciousness 
• “For should the soul of a prince, carrying with it the consciousness of the prince’s past life, enter and inform the body of a cobbler … he would be the same person with the prince, accountable only for the prince’s actions” (Locke, in Jacobsen p. 52, §17, first emphasis mine) 
•Identity of man ≠ identity of person! 
 
Thomas Reid 
• “… identity, when applied to persons, has no ambiguity … it is the foundation of all rights and obligations, and of all accountableness …” 
•Identity is transitive 
•Memory is not transitive 
•Therefore, memory cannot be the basis of personal identity 
Reid's perfect self:  
• “The identity of a person is a perfect identity” (Reid, in Jacobsen p. 57) 
•simple 
•indivisible 
•cannot change 
Reid & the forensic conception of a person 
•Forensic Conception of Person: persons are bearers of moral & legal rights & responsibilities 
•Should person Y at time 2 be ________ for something person X did at time 1? 
•rewarded  
•blamed 
•praised 
•punished  
•Is X the same person as Y? 
Locke & the forensic conception of a person 
• “Person …. is a forensic term, appropriate actions and their merit; and so, belongs only to intelligent agents, capable of law, and happiness, and misery. This personality extends itself beyond present existence to what is past, only by consciousness, —whereby it becomes concerned and accountable; owns and imputes to itself past actions.” (Locke, in Jacobsen p. 53, §28) 
  
•Locke: personal identity is sameness of consciousness 
•We are morally & legally responsible for those actions that we are conscious of 
•Should person Y at time 2 be ________ for something person X did at time 1? 
•Yes, if Y at t2 is conscious of performing action of X at t1 
• (I.e. if Y at t2 remembers performing action of X at t1) 
Locke and Reid 
•Locke: sameness of person consists in sameness of consciousness.  
(Reid) 
•Identity is transitive, but memory is not. 
 
Week 5: death and immortality
 
Momentum mory:
-   	Thinking about death can help enhance life
 
Mortality
 
Is death bad for us?
-   	Death is a start of permanent, posthumous non-existence
o   Permanent because its irreversible
o   Posthumous: the time after your life is over – post life state
 
Nothingness: Nothing (pre-natal)  ------ life ----- nothing (life)
 
 
Fear of death:
-   	Panic
-   	Dread
-   	Horror
-   	Anxiety
 
Epicurus:
-   	Believed fear of death is what prevents us from living a good life
-   	we would feel better about death if we though about it clearly
-   	treats death like an irrational phobia
-   	“…death is nothing to us”
o   The state of being dead is not bad for the person who dies
-   	It is rational to fear something that will happen to you only if it’s bad for you
o   Your death is not bad for you
·  for something to be bad for you it must feel bad to you
·  	The dead don’t exist
·  	There is nothing it feels like to be dead
o   It is not ration to fear your own death
 
-   	“…death is the removal of sensation”
o   There is nothing it feels like to be dead
-   	“…as long as we exist death is not present, whereas when death is present, we do not exist” (Epicurus, in Jacobsen pp.96-97”
o   The dead don’t exist
-   	“…good and evil consist in sensation”
o   for something to be bad for you it must feel bad to you
 
 
Deprivation account:
-   	death is bad insofar as it deprives us of further goods in life
 
2 diif kinds of harm:
1. 	experiencing suffering/ bad
2. 	being deprived of pleasure/good
 
Immortality 
 
Is immortality good for us?
-   	Deprivation account: yes (more of what is good is always better)
 
Williams: categorical desires
-   	They keep us going
-   	Our reasons to live
-   	“…those aims which I now have in wanting to survive” (Williams, in Jacobsen p.107)
-   	Your life will have no aim, meaning or hope if you don’t have categorical desires
 
Williams dilemma of immortality:
1. 	It has to be me who is immortal
a. 	Result: terminal boredom – I run out of categorical desires for the future and can no longer form new ones
2. 	The future I aspire to must be desirable to me in the present
a. 	Result: to keep forming categorical desires that appeal to me I must change my identity
 
 


