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	Unit One: Reasoning and Critical Thinking
	· CT,  Chpt. 1
· Additional Concepts 

	Unit Two: Definitions
	· CT, Chpt. 2: Only: 2.6; 2.7; 2.9; 2.10; 2.11; 2.12
· Rep. Bks. I: Focus: Definitions of Justice: Rep. Bk. I  327a-332c (Cephalus and Polemarchus)   


PHI 1101

Types of Philosophy
Epistemology
· Episteme: knowledge
· Is everything subjective, or what?
· Is everything relative?
Metaphysics
· Does God exist?
· Very abstract
· Is anything real, or what?
Logic
· What are the correct form of reasoning?
· Formalized by Aristotle
Critical Thinking
· Goal: to help understand good and bad reasoning and therefore able to construct good arguments
The Method of Philosophy: nothing is true unless proved thru reasoned argument
The Ontological Argument
· Came from middle ages – Anselm (Archbishop of Canterbury)
The Project
· Faith and reason
· Can faith be proved by reasoned argument?
· “Faith Seeking Understanding” = Ontological
· Can Anselm demonstrate that God exists?
· Ontological structure: define and infer/deduce
1. Define: God is something than which nothing greater can be thought (premise 1)
2. Distinction: existence in reality is greater than existence in the mind alone (premise 2)
3. Conclusion: God exists in reality, b/c otherwise he would not be something that nothing greater can be thought
· No philosopher has ever given conclusive, convincing and/or general refutation of ^


Unit One: Reasoning and Critical Thinking
Statements 
· Either true or false
· “A statement is a sentence used to make a claim. Statements are capable of being either true or false.”
· Assertions/propositions
· However, some sentences are not statements. Some are commands, questions and wishes.
Two Laws of Logic
1. Law of Non-Contradiction
· A proposition and its negation can not both be true at the same time 
2. Law of Excluded Middle/Law of Bivalence
· Every proposition must be true or false (no maybe)
· You either are pregnant or you’re not
Sets
· A group of propositions
· Consistent or inconsistent
Consistency
· “A set of propositions is consistent if and only if it is possible for all of the sentence in that set to be true at the same time.”
· Follows Law of Non-Contradiction
· Possible does not mean that it will happen
· Two false sentences can be consistent
Inference
· Not necessarily linked
· Thoughts have logical relations
· One thought supports or makes it reasonable to believe another thought to be true
· “A relationship between two thoughts that occurs when one thought supports, justifies or makes it reasonable to believer another.”
· Indicators: since, thus, implies, consequently, because, it follows that, given that
Arguments
· “A set of statements that claims that one or more of those statements, called the premises, support, justify or make it reasonable to believe that another of those statements, the conclusion, is true.”
· Premise, premise, conclusion
· Logically strong or logically weak
· Sound or unsound
Logical Strength
· Strong: when premises support conclusion
· Weak: when premises support conclusion 
· “An argument has logical strength when the premises, if true, actually provide support for, justify or make it reasonable to believe the conclusion is true.”
· Feature 1: the premises do not have to be true to be logically strong (all men are mortal; Lassie is a man; therefore Lassie is immortal)
· Feature 2: sometimes a matter of degree
· Gives a main distinction between arguments
Soundness
· “An argument is sound if it is logically strong ad it has true premises.”
Deductive and Inductive Arguments
Deductive
· Most convincing
· So well organized that if premises are true, conclusion MUST be true
· “In virtue of the logical form of a deductive argument, the truth of its premises guarantees the truth of conclusion.”
Inductive
· not as strong simply because of they way they are logically structured
· “In virtue of the logical form of an inductive argument, the truth of its premises makes the truth of its conclusion probable.”
· Probability is a matter of degree (how much evidence you have to back up your facts)
Counterfactual Arguments
· Argument made knowing/assuming at least one premise is false
· Made to state “what would happen if…”
Reductio ad Absurdum
· “Reduce to absurdity”
· Assume one of the false premises is true, then work with the facts that you know 
		Prove that “Socrates is an Olympic God” is false
		Assume P1: Socrates is an Olympian God
		P2: Olympian Gods are immortal
		P3: Socrates died in 399 B.C.
		Therefore Socrates in immortal (by P2) and mortal (by P3). (CONTRADICTION)
		Therefore, the statement “Socrates in an Olympic God” is false because of the Law 		of Non-Contradiction: contradictions cannot be true. Any proposition that implies 		a contradiction cannot be true. Therefore the statement “Socrates is not an 			Olympic God” is true because of the Law of Bivalence.
· If one proposition is false, it’s negation must be true (Law of Excluded Middle)
Enthymeme
· Argument in which something is left unstated or implied
Sorites
· “A heap or chain”
· The conclusion of one argument leads to the premise of another argument


Unit Two
Definitions
· Sense (connotation or intension): dictionary definition of a word, what we understand when we hear the word
· Reference: the “class” or things of which the word belongs to 
Types of Definitions
1. Reportive
· Reports word in its standard usage (how to the word is used by those who use it, laymen’s terms) 
· Often changes as languages changed and words take on new meanings
2. Stipulative
· Goes beyond standard definitions, more precise
· E.g. SPAM – edible meat; (now also) unwanted emails
· Words can be invented or fixed by stipulation
· Enable us to be more precise in our defining
3. Essentialist
· “What is love” “what is justice” “what is virtue”
· Assessing a theory as opposed to asking for a definition
· Considers arguments in favour of theory
· Do they correctly convey the essential nature of ___________
Assessing definitions
Ways definitions fail
1. Too broad
· When defining phrase refers to some things not included in definition 
· Can be a true statement, but a bad definition
2. Too narrow
· When defining phrase fails include things in that should be in the definition
3. Too broad and too narrow
· When defining phrase refers to some things not in definition but leaves out others [E.g.  A pen is an instrument designed for writing words (includes pencils, typewriters. Leaves out pens used for drawing pictures)] 
4. Circular
· Uses the word being defined in the definition
5. Obscure
· Uses vague (not enough info), unclear (uses words difficult to understand/uncommon words/jargon) or metaphorical language (architecture is frozen music)

Republic: What is justice?
· Seeking essentialist definition of justice 
· Happens in a time of cultural unrest
· Thrasymachus: psychological and ethical egoist (Sophist); “might makes right”; law and morality =expressions of interest of those who make the laws and customs; if you are not making laws, justice does not benefit you
· Socrates: justice is good to have for its own sake; relentless questioner; Delphic Oracle said he was wisest man of all; claimed that he knew nothing <- his wisdom; sentenced to death by hemlock for impiety and corrupting youth; Aristophane’s The Clouds portrays Socrates badly, accuses Socrates of being a Sophist; Socrates was very poor because he did nothing for money
· Plato: wrote Republic; came from noble family but followed Socrates; left Athens in disgust when he was 28 b/c Socrates was executed; founded The Academy; wrote many dialogues about Socrates and his teachings
· Sophist: someone who uses tricky rhetoric to talk their way out of debt and how to talk people into paying their debts; only interested in themselves; “man is the measure of all things”; usually very rich; do not believe in truth, only money, power and fame 
· Glaucon: one of Plato’s brothers; one of the noble youth (those who would decide the future of Athens)
· Adeimantus: Glaucon’s brother; one of the noble youth
· Polemarchus: son of Cephalus; one of the noble youth
· Cephalus: one of the old members of society; wealthy businessman; very set in his religious ways set down by Homer and Hesiod
Book 1: 327a-332c
[bookmark: _GoBack]Socrates and Glaucon meet Polemarchus and go to Polemarchus’ house for dinner. There they meet Cephalus. Socrates asks Cephalus what it is like to be old, and if it is difficult. Cephalus says he is quite happy being old, and that if the elderly are moderate and contented in their character, old age is only moderately difficult. Socrates then asks about Cephalus’ wealth, where Cephalus says that because he is rich, he is just to people and that he will be rewarded in the afterlife. By having a lot of money, you will never have to cheat anyone, or owe anyone debts before you die; therefore, you will not go to Hades and be tortured for all eternity. Socrates begins to question Cephalus about his thought of justice. Cephalus believes that justice is telling the truth and paying your debts. (331c) Socrates says, okay, let’s say you are right. What if a man lends weapons to a friend when he is sane, and then asks for them back when he is out of his mind? (or, what if your debt is a weapon and the person to whom you owe it has gone insane?) It would obviously be unjust to give the weapon back. Why? Because this could harm someone (there is an assumption that justice is not harmful). Furthermore, if the person demanded to know the whereabouts of the weapon, you would not tell them because it could hurt someone and it is not just to hurt anyone. Socrates then concludes that justice is not speaking the truth and repaying what you owe. (331d) Cephalus, totally untroubled, goes to see a sacrifice. Polemarchus jumps in saying that justice is benefitting friends and harming enemies. However, Polemarchus agrees with the assumption that justice is not harmful, so Socrates rejects it.
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