PHILOSOPHY MIDTERM 2 STUDY NOTES
· Reconstruction and diagramming of arguments. Chapter 5
· You will have to fully reconstruct the arguments you are given. This will involve supplying any missing premises and/or conclusions, if you think there are any, as well as diagramming the fully reconstructed arguments and identifying them as a simple, T, V, or complex argument. This is chapter 5 in Hughes. 
Reconstructing Arguments:
Always try to identify the conclusion first. The conclusion is what makes a set of statements an argument. No conclusion, no argument.
ie.(C) Pet psychics can diagnose a dog’s heartburn 100% of the time. (P1) In the past 50 years, in hundreds of scientific tests, pet psychics were able to correctly diagnose heartburn in dogs 100% of the time. (P2) Scientists have confirmed the existence of energy waves that can carry info about the health of animals.
-the conclusion will be at the very beginning most of the time
ie. (C) The flu epidemic on the East Coast is real. Government health officials say so. And I personally have read at least a dozen news stories that characterize the situation as “flu epidemic”.
Missing premises and conclusion. (MP1…), (MC)
ie. (C) The Sopranos is the greatest series in the history of TV. 
Reconstruction: (MP1) All the TV critics are raving about the TV series The Sopranos. (MP2) I have compared The Sopranos to all other TV shows and I find that is outshines them. (C) The Sopranos is the greatest series in TV history.
ie .(C) Every woman has the right to abort her fetus if she choses to.
Reconstruction: (C) Every woman has the right to abort her fetus if she choses to. (MP1) The Canadian Charter of Rights declares that everyone has the right to their own body. (MP2) and abortion is legal in Canada.
Simple, T, V-Arguments and Complex Arguments (a part of Reconstructing Arguments):
1. Simple arguments have only one premise and one conclusion.
(P) Joe was beaten up. (C) Therefore, Joe is dead. P  C (vertical line)
2. T-arguments: have at least two premises and one main conclusion. The premises on their own do not provide enough support for the conclusion, they have to work together to provide support for the conclusion. That’s why they’re dependent on each other. For a t-argument to be strong, both premises have to be true. If one of the premises is false, then the whole argument is weak.
ie. (P1) Either Quebec has seceded from the rest of Canada or it is still in the Confederation.
(P2) Quebec has not seceded from the Confederation.
(C) Therefore, it is still in the Confederation.


ie. (P1) All members of the Conservative Party carry membership cards.
(P2) Stephen Harper carries a membership card.
(C) Therefore, Stephen Harper is a member of the Conservative Party.
P1  P2
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3. V-arguments: have at least two premises and one conclusion. each of the premises, on their own, provide enough support for the conclusion. They are independent of each other.
	ie. (P1) Experimenting with any life forms is cruel and immoral.
	(P2) We would not tolerate cruel and immoral treatment of humans.
	(P3) There ought to be a law prohibiting the use of animals in research.
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4. Complex arguments: complex arguments are ones with sub-conslusions. They can have one premise, one sub-conclusion and one main conclusion, or they can have a combination of T and V arguments with one main conclusion.
ie. We should go for a hike in the canyon this weekend. We need the exercise. So, let’s take a hike.
Reconstruction: (P1) We need the exercise. (P2) So, let’s take a hike. (C) We should go for a hike in the canyon this weekend.
P1
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Theories of Truth and Truth Claims
1. Correspondence Theory of Truth. Plato and Aristotle are the founders of this theory.
-It basically asserts that every truth bearer (proposition, sentence, belief, etc…) is correlated to a possible fact. If the possible fast to which a given truth bearer is correlated actually obtains, the truth bearer is true; otherwise it is false.
-Bertrand Russell and John Austin are among the contemporary defenders of the correspondence theory of truth.
-They state that a truth bearer is true if and only if it corresponds to a state of affairs (and the state of affairs obtains).
-In other words, correspondence theory of truth compares the truth-claims with the external world, with something that we call (physical) reality.
-An objection to the theory: it is not clear what is called a fact that is supposed to correspond to the true belief.
-This leads to the question what reality is.

2. Coherence Theory of Truth. The term ‘coherence’ in the phrase ‘coherence theory of truth’ has never been precisely defined.
-The most we can say by way of a general definition is that a set of two or more beliefs are said to cohere if they ‘fit’ together or ‘agree’ with one another.
-Typically, then, a coherence theory of truth would claim that the beliefs of the given individual are true to the extent that the set of all their beliefs is coherent.
-Such theories, thus, make truth a matter of a truth bearer’s relations to other truth bearers rather than its relations to reality
-John Locke voiced what might be the earliest statement of a coherence theory of truth when he said in An Essay Concerning Human Understanding that ideas are true if they agree with each other.
-George Berkeley, another believer in the coherence theory of truth, when asked how his idealist doctrine can distinguish fact from fiction, reality from illusion, and waking life from dreaming, replied that fictional ideas, illusions, and dreams are known to be such because they are disconnected from the great mass of the rest of our ideas/beliefs.
-An objection to the theory: it begs the question of what truth is; and the appeal to a web/set of beliefs makes the question of truth only more vague.
-Also, all our beliefs are based upon one primary belief or premise and this initial truth bearer has to be compared to something outside of us, most probably to what we call reality. Otherwise, every coherent fictional story may be considered true.
-This means that at the bottom, the coherence theory of truth may be reaching out to the correspondence theory of truth.
3. Pragmatic theory of truth. Two distinctly different kinds of theories parade under the banner of the ‘pragmatic theory of truth’.
-First, the consensus theory of truth of C.S.Peirce: a true proposition is one which would be endorsed unanimously by all persons who had sufficient relevant experiences to judge it.

-Second, the instrumentalist theory of truth associated with William James and John Dewey; a proposition counts as true if and only if behaviour based on a belief in the proposition leads, in the long run and all things considered, to beneficial results for the believers.
-C.S. Peirce believed that any two minds investigating a given question would tend eventually to arrive at the same answer, even if they used different methods and different pools of evidence.
-Where does Peirce’s confidence that investigators would move towards a common conclusion came from?
-Ultimately, our evidence takes the form of perceptions, and these perceptions are controlled by a single fixed reality, which is public to all.
-Since there is just one objective reality and it is driving all of us to beliefs that accurately reflect it, we are driven to agree with one another.
-So, in the long run, the only propositions with which everyone would agree are those that accurately reflect reality.
-Hence, ‘X is true’ is equivalent to ‘accurately reflects reality’.
-James always claimed to accept the correspondence theory of truth definition of truth (‘x is true’, is ‘x agrees with reality’).
-But, for James, the reality to which true ideas must agree is ‘an accumulation of our own intellectual inventions”.
-It seems, then, that the Pragmatic Truth combines elements of both the Correspondence and the Coherence Theories of Truth.
-A common objection to the theory: it does not provide a criterion of truth at all, or sides with the correspondence theory of truth by only adding the expediency/usefulness of a true belief.

Types of truth-claims: empirical and non-empirical truth-claims
Empircal truth-claims. All empirical truth-claims can be verified or falsified. Not all empirical truth-claim, however, can be verified directly.
Types of empirical truth-claims:
1. Particular empirical truth-claims: can be verified directly. 
  ie. “The chalk board behind me is green.”
2. General empirical truth-claims: are not directly verifiable since they refer to a class of empirical facts. There are two kinds of general empirical truth-claims:
a). Statistical general truth-claims: refer to a class of objects/facts.
ie. “Most people like cereal.”
b). Universal general truth-claims: refer to all of the objects/facts in one class. Even though most universal truth-claims cannot be verified directly they can be falsified if there is counter-evidence.
ie. “All swans are white”.
3. Non-empirical truth-claims: they cannot be proved or disproved empirically (by experience)
-almost all philosophical claims are non-empirical
-non-empirical claims are also all the fundamental claims of science, such as “All events have causes”, etc.
-non-empirical statements rely on the coherence theory of truth to be ‘verified’
	ie. “God exists.”
	“One should never make a false promise.”
	“2+2=4”
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