March 29th, 2012		PHIL 2003 B
From Prof:
· Classes MAY be cancelled next week if we finish up today
· Midterm three should be done by Tuesday
Continued from last class:
· Pragmatism: the value of a culture, tradition, or religion is decided by its usefulness
· Positives: it avoids convoluted debates about ‘universal rights’ and objective or non-objective standards of measuring a given culture, tradition and religion 
· Negatives: it’s hard to define ‘usefulness’; usefulness to whom? For what purpose?
· Criteria for evaluating arguments from culture, tradition and religion:
· 1. Can the argument be universalized? Can we asses it through public reason? 
· 2. Does the argument represent an “epistemological gain”?
· 3. Does the argument “tell a better story”?
· There are some criteria that can help you orient yourself
· Answer: 1. There are two approaches here:
· A) the approach of ‘universality’: if we can explain the debate/issue/disagreement to an outsider so that they can understand it or even agree with us we’ve accomplished our goal
· Ex. Public debates
· B) the approach of ‘public reason’: if we can use shared standards and criteria (public reason) that we can all agree on, we will soon reach an understanding, no matter how sticky the issue is
· Answer: 2. If we gain new knowledge and are able to explain more phenomena, then we should adopt a given theory, view, etc. that allows us to do that.
· Ex. Einstein’s theory of relativity allows is to explain more phenomena than Newton’s system, so Einstein’s theory has replaced Newton’s theory. 
· Answer: 3. It means that this argument is more coherent than another thus, provides is with a more consistent view
· The more consistent a view is the more power it has
· Ex. The ‘story’ of how Christian thought emerged out of Ancient Greek and Ancient Roman thought tells a better story than the story that Christianity emerged literally from the desserts. 
· This is the end of Chapter 8 in the Book
Overview of Final: Go Over all Sections in Textbook chapter 1-8
· No vagueness and ambiguity
· Section on reconstructing arguments will be on it, and on outline (on WebCT) has an example from first midterm, the layout of the question (there WILL be some missing parts you must recognize and sub-conclusions)
· Section on distinguishing between arguments and non- arguments (example on outline from WebCT) must know how to distinguish between arguments and non-arguments
· Above is all from midterm 1
· Section on Validity of arguments, examples of valid, invalid or sound (you will not have to symbolize it, you can use the form if you want, but not necessary) There are examples from the second midterm on outline (WebCT)
· Section on Inductive and Deductive arguments (no causal fallacies) just worry about the three inductive arguments we covered
· Another section on logical fallacies (from third midterm)
· All fallacies will be in the same section on the exam
· ONE question where you have to CONSTRUCT and argument, she will provide what type you need to construct, you need to know how the argument works (4pts)
· This is a more active exercise 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]ONLY MC will be on chapter 7&8
· The outline for exam is posted under Course Content on WebCT
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