



Test One, Fall, 2021: PHI 1101 B and C, Reasoning and Critical Thinking
Professor Laura Byrne 

Section Two: Application of the Concepts of Critical Thinking 

I. Match the name of the valid argument form to the argument to which it refers. Write your answer in the blank space beside the name of the valid argument form. (Each answer is worth one mark.) 

i) Disjunctive Syllogism _ If Duchess is an animal, then she is not a mineral.  Duchess is an animal.  Therefore, Duchess is not a mineral.____________

1. Golden Retrievers are either animals or minerals.  Golden Retrievers are animals. Therefore, Golden Retrievers are minerals.
2. If Duchess is an animal, then she is not a mineral.  Duchess is an animal.  Therefore, Duchess is not a mineral. 
3. Golden Retrievers are either animals or minerals. Golden Retrievers are not minerals.  Therefore, Golden Retrievers are animals. 

ii) Disjunctive Syllogism _ Socrates either likes Star Trek or he likes Stranger Things. He does not like Star Trek. Therefore, he likes Stranger Things. _____________

1. Socrates likes neither Star Trek nor Stranger Things. He does not like Star Trek. Therefore, he likes Stranger Things.
2. Socrates either likes Star Trek or he likes Stranger Things. He does not like Star Trek. Therefore, he likes Stranger Things.  
3. Socrates either likes Star Trek or he likes Stranger Things. He does not like Star Trek. Therefore, he does not like Stranger Things.  


II. Is the following sentence a statement?  Explain your answer by defining the concept of a statement and applying it. Type your answer under the question, taking up as much space as you need. You should double space your answer. (2 marks.) 
[bookmark: 16]
· Cephalus commanded Socrates to leave his house.

A statement is a definite or clear expression of something in speech or writing. It is a sentence that expresses a fact, idea or opinion. In this case the sentence clearly states the fact that Cephalus did command Socrates to leave his house. It does not interrogate the information but only states it.

III. State whether the following set of statements is consistent or inconsistent.  Explain your answer by defining the concept of consistency and applying it to the set of statements. Type your answer under the question, taking up as much space as you need. You should double space your answer.  (2 marks.) 

· The average cat is much more intelligent than Polemarchus. Polemarchus is as intelligent as the average cat.

The concept of consistency sets out that a set of statements should not conflicts with each other. In this case, the first statement asserts that the average cat is way more intelligent than Polemarchus but the second statement equals Polemarchus’ intelligence with that of the average cat. The two sentences contradict each other and are thus inconsistent.

IV. State whether the following passage contains an argument. Explain your answer by defining the concept of an argument and applying it. If the passage does contain an argument, identify the premise(s) and the conclusion(s). Type your answer under the question, taking up as much space as you need. You should double space your answer.  (4 marks.) 

· [bookmark: 818][bookmark: 819]Socrates and Plato are either philosophers or Border Collies. They are not philosophers. Hence, they are Border Collies.

An argument is a group of statements some of which, the premises are offered in support of another statement which is the conclusion. This passage is an argument. It concludes that Socrates and Plato are Border Collies. This is supported by the two premises preceding the conclusion; that if they are either philosophers or Border Collies and they are not philosophers then they are definitely Border Collies.


V. The following argument is logically strong. Explain why it is logically strong. State the premise(s) and conclusion(s) of the argument in your explanation. Is the following argument also logically sound? Explain your answer by defining the concept of soundness and applying it, referring to the parts of the argument relevant to your explanation.  Type your answer under the question, taking up as much space as you need. You should double space your answer. (4marks.) 

· If “Socrates, find Darwin.” is a command, then it is neither true nor false. It is, therefore, neither true nor false because it is a command.
 A logically strong argument is a non-deductive argument that succeeds in providing probable but not conclusive logical support or premises for its conclusion. The premise argues that since the sentence in quotes is a command, it is neither true nor false and goes on to conclude that way. The argument is therefore logically strong as the premises provide a high degree of support for the conclusion. An argument is logically sound if it is both valid in form and its premises are true. The statement is logically strong and therefore valid in form. Statements are the kind of sentences that are either .true or false. This is not the case for commands, the statement above is a command and thus it is actually neither true nor false. The argument is therefore logically sound because its premises are true.
Section Three:  The Republic 

Text Questions 

I. Fill in the blank in the following: The speaker in the passage below is 

_Polemarchus_____________________________________________. (1 mark)

It certainly is, Socrates …if indeed we’re to trust Simonides at all.
	



II. Fill in the blank in the following: The speaker in the passage below is

__Cephalus____________________________________________  . (1 mark)

As a money-maker I’m in a sort of mean between my grandfather and my father. My grandfather and namesake inherited about the same amount of wealth as I possess but multiplied it many times.


III. Fill in the blanks in the following. (Each answer is worth one mark.)

i) Socrates went down to the Piraeus with Glaucon, son of __Ariston________________.

ii) They decided to go to the house of __Polemarchus_______________________.  

iii)  ___Cephalus___________________was in the courtyard offering a sacrifice.
Applying the Concepts of Critical Thinking to the Republic Questions: Please note that there are two Applying the Concepts of Critical Thinking to the Republic questions. Type your answer under the question, taking up as much space as you need. You should double space your answer.  

Your writing must respect the values of philosophical writing. That is, your writing must be clear, accurate, concise, and complete. One mark will be deducted from answers which do not respect these values.

You must write your answer in standard form. Answers which are not written in standard form will receive a grade of zero.

I. Do you agree with Cephalus’s view that the cosmos is like a balance scale? (4 marks: 1 mark for your premises; 1 mark for your conclusion, 1 mark for your inference indicators for your premises(es); one mark for you inference indicator for your conclusion.)

A good life is one of conventional moderation. This is because, for one to live a good life, they have to strike a balance between being extremely acquisitive and being insufficiently acquisitive. Man is only comfortable as long as he doesn’t acquire too little that he starves nor acquires too much to overwhelm him. With this considered, I agree with Cephalus’s view that the cosmos is like a balance scale.

II. Give your own definition of justice and argue for it, writing your argument in standard form only. Be sure to number and label your premise(s) and conclusion(s). Type your answer under the question, taking up as much space as you need. You should double space your answer. (4 marks: 1 mark if your premises are true or likely to be true; 1 mark if your argument is inductively strong or deductively valid, depending on which type of argument it is; 1 mark for your inference indicators for your premises(es); 1 mark for your inference indicator for your conclusion.) 

Justice is the achievement of one’s highest ideals whilst affording others a path to theirs. Justice can only be achieved when all parties to a situation achieve their highest ideals. Take the case of two women fighting over a child they both believe is their own and there exists no means of determining ownership. Both of these women want ownership of the child, as the child, live as it is, is their highest ideal; one that would suffice both of their needs. 1Handing over the child to any one of the mothers would void justice because one of them achieves their highest ideal while the other one loses completely. 2Justice therefore would mean handing over the child to a third party who would ensure the child’s safety while simultaneously ensuring that both women reach their highest ideal in that they share in their contested child’s life. iConsequently, justice is therefore the achievement of one’s highest ideals without contradicting that of others.
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