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Philosophy Exam Questions
Part 1: Arguments by Enumeration
Q1: Identify the problems with the survey that make it unreliable as a predictor of the results of the NBA All-Star Balloting process
	As it is the case with inductive arguments, arguments by enumeration, people are likely to give incorrect conclusions for premises. The case of the survey by the Miami Heat reveals inductive incorrectness because of two factors that surrounded the manner in which statistics were collected. First, one notes that the survey suffered from statistical insufficiency from which correct conclusions could be made about the most popular NBA star in the country. In this case, the forty people for submitted their survey forms were sixty less of the targeted one hundred persons. Furthermore, considering that the NBA is played around the country, a survey on only one hundred people constituted statistical insufficiency. The second issue with the survey is statistical bias. According to the extant literature, such as Salmon (64), people are more likely to make incorrect conclusions about phenomena because they are inherently biased in the examination of facts and statistics. The fact that the survey was only done at the home of the Miami Heat reveals the inherent bias—fans were only likely to vote for their favorite star from the team while ignoring the fact that other teams have renowned players too. Consequently, the conclusions, as it turned out, were unreliable.
Q2
A) What’s wrong with the ABC poll that makes its conclusion unreliable?
The conclusions made from the ABC poll could be incorrect because of statistical bias. It is common for political discussions to take biased perspectives because people mostly want to impose their political correctness, relevance, and dominance. For instance, it would have been almost impossible for the majority of the Republican supports to support the Democratic candidate in their analysis of the winner, which explains why the ABC poll gave its results in favor of the Vice President—a large proportion of the voters were Republicans. 
B) What’s wrong with the CBS poll that makes its conclusion unreliable?
Much as the survey conducted by CBS used a national sample, its findings are unreliable primarily because of insufficient statistics. Since political issues in the US and elsewhere attract many people, relying on a sample as small as 178 people is implausible because it does not give a true picture of the feelings of every American. Furthermore, it could be that most of the people who voted were Democrats because they wanted to influence the results in favor of their candidate. In addition, while it is not the main issue with the poll, its unreliability could be stemming from statistical bias (subtle as it may appear), which has an immense effect on the correctness of the conclusions; hence, their unreliability. 
Part 2: Arguments by Analogy
A) What are the relevant similarities between the two situations being compared?
The cases of Cruzan and Bouvia are similar in one major aspect, which is the fact that they concern the ethics of medical practice. The central premise in both cases is that leaving a terminally ill patient who has not chances of surviving their illness is ethically accepted than letting them to live while undergoing extreme suffering. Both cases depict scenarios in which the patients had no chances of surviving or if they survived, they would spend the rest of the lives in desperate states that would hinder them from living autonomously, which is why it is justifiable for the medical practitioners to stop all the life-supporting efforts and let them die. This way, the analogy if the State had no legitimate interest in ordering that Cruzan be kept alive, it also has no legitimate interest in ordering that Bouvia be kept alive. She should win her case, and her request should, finally, be honored is justified. 
B) What, if any, are the relevant differences between the two cases that could weaken the analogy?
The analogy in the case could be unjustified when the differences between the two cases are considered. The fundamental difference, as one notes, is the consenting authority, which significantly questions the ethical grounds of letting patients to die because they are suffering or because they are not likely to survive their ailments. While Bouvia consented to her death, Cruzan did not because she was in a comma, which is why the analogy is unjustified. The parents of the latter patient may not have necessarily known if the patient wanted to fight on or if they wanted to die. From this perspective, one concludes that it is unethical for medical practitioners to ‘kill’ patients because of speculations of their suffering and likely death. 
Part 3: Causal Arguments
Q5
A) What cause-and-effect conclusion can be drawn from this data?
The case of the cats leads one into concluding that if a cat is not fed on the prescribed veterinarian diet, it will gain weight. 
B) What method is used to reach this conclusion?
The conclusion is founded on an observed phenomenon. However, this argument does not imply that the weight gain or loss statistics of the cats were available for immediate observance, which is why it needed time and scientific experimentation to conclude as so. Therefore, the method used in reaching this conclusion could best be described as the method of difference. 
Q6
A) The information on the case study of smokers leads into concluding that smoking damages the insula of the brain. 
B) The information is informed purely by scientific probing in which 100% of the cases studied reported damages to their brain insula, which is why the method applied is deductive reasoning; if persons A, B, C, D, and so on damaged their insula from smoking, then smoking damages the insula. 
Q7
A) What cause-and-effect conclusion can be drawn from this data?
Applying a specific quantity of cosmetics products made by company X results in the development of skin rashes. 
B) The method applied in reaching the conclusion in (B) is the Mill’s method of difference. 
Q8
A) What is the correlation mentioned in this passage?
Mill’s method of agreement is used to reach the conclusion in the inquiry. 
B) What is the conclusion drawn by the researchers to explain how the correlated items are causally related?
Blood thinners reduce the risk of cardiovascular deaths among patients. 
C) Which causal pattern does the researchers’ conclusion follow: A causes B, B causes A, or an “X” factor causes both A and B? (If there is an “X” factor, what is it?)
A causes B; pre-existing medical conditions increase the risk of death from blood thinning medications. 
D) What plausible alternative conclusion could be drawn to explain how the correlated items are causally related?
Pre-existing health conditions increase the risk of fatalities associated with blood thinning medications in patients suffering from cardiovascular diseases. 
E) Which causal pattern does this alternative conclusion follow: A causes B, B causes A, or an “X” factor causes both A and B? (If there is an “X” factor, what is it?)
An X factor cause both A and B. the X factor is the pre-existing medical condition. 
Part 4: Inference to the Best Explanation Arguments
1. What is the state of affairs that Genta is trying to explain?
The author attempts to dismiss the speculation and popular knowledge that Napoleon Bonaparte died of arsenic poisoning and that previous autopsies had been misleading. 
2. What is the explanation that Genta is accepting?
Genta, while refuting the argument that Napoleon could most probably have died from arsenic poisoning, accepts that he must have died of a stomach ulcer that could only have been cause by a cancer, which resulted in bleeding at the time of death. 
3. What is the explanation that is Genta is rejecting?
That Napoleon died of arsenic poisoning. 
4. Identify all of the information in the article that directly supports the plausibility of the accepted explanation.
First, a recent autopsy on his body revealed a large ulcer and small marks, the size of coffee beans, which only suggest that he must have been suffering from a type of stomach cancer. Second, the abnormal volumes of arsenic found in samples of his hair cannot sufficiently be used to argue that Napoleon Bonaparte was poisoned of the chemical since his grooming lifestyle relied heavily on material containing the chemical. 
5. Identify all of the information in the article that directly supported, at least initially, the plausibility of the rejected explanation.
An autopsy conducted on his hair before death revealed that Napoleon’s tissues contained abnormally high arsenic levels since it was one of the most common chemical used in the cosmetics of his time. 
6. For each piece of information that supported the rejected explanation (as identified in question 5 directly above), identify the other information in the article that weakens those supporting pieces of information.
The autopsy that was used previously only relied on hair samples that were collected from the historical figure near his death as opposed to looking for other clues. Consequently, it was not possible to determine the immediate cause of death.
Q10
A) What is the state of affairs that is being explained?
That the US had wrongfully suspected Iraq for the anthrax attacks that followed the 9/11 terrorist attack.
C) What is the explanation that the investigators are accepting? (That is, what is the argument’s conclusion?)
That the US had not conducted extensive investigations into the anthrax attacks prior to blaming Iraq, which could have revealed that a top military official and respected scientist was behind the attacks. 
D) What is the other explanation that is considered in the article but not accepted?
That the chemical found in the anthrax was natively Iraqi, which could only justify the US fears that the Al-Qaeda had launched yet another attack.
E) What are all of the pieces of information in the article that support the plausibility of the accepted explanation?
The strain of anthrax used in the attack had been genetically made in the US military laboratory, which was highly guarded by a US national. Secondly, within weeks of his arrest and prosecution, the prime suspect, a US citizen, died of suicide because he feared prosecution. 
F) What are all of the pieces of information in the article that support the plausibility of the rejected explanation?
The anthrax attacks had quickly succeeded the 9/11 terror attacks that the Al-Qaeda had claimed responsibility. Secondly, the material in the anthrax letters was natively found in Iraq. 
G) What is the piece of information discovered during the investigation that makes the rejected explanation appear implausible?
The US produces one third of the chemical found in the anthrax letters and that the person who had been charged with the responsibility of keeping the synthetic anthrax must have been guilty of the crimes for which he was charged. 
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