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Get the most from this book


Everyone has to decide his or her own revision strategy, but it is essential to review your work, learn it and test your understanding. These Revision Notes will help you to do that in a planned way, topic by topic. Use this book as the cornerstone of your revision and don’t hesitate to write in it – personalise your notes and check your progress by ticking off each section as you revise.


Track your progress


Use the revision planner on pages iv–viii to plan your revision, topic by topic. Make a note when you have:





•  revised and understood a topic



•  tested yourself



•  practised the Now test yourself questions and gone online to check your answers





You can also keep track of your revision by noting each topic heading in the book. You may find it helpful to add your own notes as you work through each topic.


Features to help you succeed
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Exam tips


Expert tips are given throughout the book to help you polish your exam technique in order to maximise your chances in the exam.
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Now test yourself


These short, knowledge-based questions provide the first step in testing your learning. Answers are online.
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Definitions and key words


Key words from the specification are highlighted in bold throughout the book and defined in the glossary.
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Revision activities


These activities will help you to understand each topic in an interactive way.
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Diagrams


There are several diagrams throughout the book to aid understanding. We encourage you to draw diagrams that establish the connections between ideas and arguments as part of your revision.
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Exam checklist


A checklist to tick off to keep track of the things you need to know for each part of the exam.
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Key quotes


Quotations from philosophers about a specific topic.
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Criticism


Highlights and evaluates some of the difficulties in various ideas.


[image: ]







[image: ]


Online


Go online to check your answers to the Now test yourself questions at www.hoddereducation.co.uk/myrevisionnotesdownloads
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My revision planner


Section 1 Epistemology


What is knowledge?




Types of knowledge


Propositional knowledge and language





The tripartite view: knowledge as justified, true belief


Issues with the tripartite view




Issue: are the JTB conditions individually necessary?


Issue: are the JTB conditions jointly sufficient?





Responses to the issues with the tripartite view




Infallibilism


No false lemmas: J + T + B + N


Reliabilism: R + T + B


Virtue epistemology: V + T + B





Perception as a source of knowledge


Direct realism (naïve realism)




What is direct realism?


Support for direct realism





Issues with direct realism




Issue: argument from illusion


Issue: perceptual variation


Issue: argument from hallucination


Issue: the time-lag argument





Indirect realism




Support for indirect realism


Locke’s primary/secondary quality distinction





Issues with indirect realism




Issue: scepticism about the existence of mind-independent objects


Issue: ideas cannot be like material objects (Berkeley)





Berkeley’s idealism




Berkeley’s attack on the primary/secondary distinction


Berkeley’s ‘master’ argument





Issues with Berkeley’s idealism




Issue: arguments from illusions and hallucinations


Issue: idealism leads to solipsism


Issue: problems with the role played by God in Berkeley’s idealism





Reason as a source of knowledge


Innatism




Plato’s argument from the ‘slave boy’


Innate ideas: Leibniz





Empiricist responses




Locke’s arguments against innate ideas


The mind as tabula rasa





The intuition and deduction thesis




Intuition, deduction and ‘clear and distinct ideas’ (Descartes)


The cogito (a priori intuition)


Arguments for the existence of God (a priori deductions)


Proof of the external world (a priori deduction)





Limits of knowledge


Scepticism




The differences between philosophical scepticism and normal incredulity


Local and global scepticism


Descartes’ three waves of doubt





Responses to scepticism




Descartes


Empiricist responses: Locke, Berkeley, Russell


Reliabilism





Section 2 Moral philosophy


Normative theories




Comparison of the three normative ethical theories





Utilitarianism




Utility and maximising utility


Hedonistic utilitarianism


Bentham’s utility calculus (act utilitarianism and rule utilitarianism)


John Stuart Mill’s qualitative hedonistic utilitarianism


Mill’s ‘proof’ of the greatest happiness principle


Non-hedonistic utilitarianism





Issues with utilitarianism




Is pleasure the only good?


Fairness and individual liberty/rights


Problems with calculating utility


Issues around partiality


Moral integrity and intentions of the individual





Applied ethics: utilitarianism




Stealing


Simulated killing


Eating animals


Telling lies





Kantian deontological ethics




A ‘good will’


Acting in accordance with duty versus acting out of duty


Hypothetical versus categorical imperatives


The categorical imperative (first formulation)


The categorical imperative (humanity formulation)





Issues with Kantian deontological ethics




Clashing/competing duties


Not all non-universalisable maxims are immoral (and not all universalisable maxims are moral)


The moral value of consequences


The value of certain motives such as love, friendship, kindness


Morality is a system of hypothetical, not categorical, imperatives (Foot)





Applied Kantian ethics




Stealing


Eating animals


Simulated killing


Telling lies





Aristotelian virtue ethics


Aristotle’s account of the ‘good’




‘The good’ for human beings


The meaning of eudaimonia as the ‘final end’


The relationship between eudaimonia and pleasure


The function argument: virtues and function





Aristotle’s account of virtues and vices




Virtues as character traits or dispositions


The role of education and habituation in the development of a moral character


The skill analogy


The importance of feelings


The doctrine of the mean and its application to particular virtues





Aristotle’s account of moral responsibility




Voluntary actions


Involuntary actions


Non-voluntary actions





Aristotle’s account of the role of practical reason and action, and of pleasure




The relationship between virtues, actions and reasons


The role of practical reasoning/practical wisdom





Issues with Aristotelian virtue ethics




Does virtue ethics give clear guidance about how to act?


Can virtue ethics deal with clashing virtues?


The possibility of circularity


Must a trait contribute to eudaimonia in order to be a virtue?


The individual and the moral good





Applied ethics: Aristotle




Stealing


Simulated killing


Eating animals


Telling lies





Meta-ethics




The origins of moral principles: reason or emotion/attitudes or society?


The distinction between cognitivism and non-cognitivism about ethical language





Moral realism




Moral naturalism (cognitivist)


Moral non-naturalism (cognitivist)





Issues with moral realism




Hume’s fork


Ayer’s verification principle


Hume – moral judgements are not beliefs


Hume’s is–ought gap


Mackie’s arguments from relativity and from queerness





Moral anti-realism




Mackie’s error theory (cognitivist)


Ayer’s emotivism (non-cognitivist)


Hare’s prescriptivism (non-cognitivist)





Issues with moral anti-realism




Can moral anti-realism account for how we use moral language?


Problem of accounting for moral progress


Does anti-realism become moral nihilism?





Glossary





Countdown to my exams
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6–8 weeks to go





•  Start by looking at the specification — make sure you know exactly what material you need to revise and the style of the examination. Use the revision planner on pages iv–viii to familiarise yourself with the topics.



•  Organise your notes, making sure you have covered everything on the specification. The revision planner will help you to group your notes into topics.



•  Work out a realistic revision plan that will allow you time for relaxation. Set aside days and times for all the subjects that you need to study, and stick to your timetable.



•  Set yourself sensible targets. Break your revision down into focused sessions of around 40 minutes, divided by breaks. These Revision Notes organise the basic facts into short, memorable sections to make revising easier.
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2–6 weeks to go





•  Read through the relevant sections of this book and refer to the exam tips, exam checklists and key terms. Tick off the topics as you feel confident about them. Highlight those topics you find difficult and look at them again in detail.



•  Test your understanding of each topic by working through the ‘Now test yourself’ questions in the book. Look up the answers online.



•  Make a note of any problem areas as you revise, and ask your teacher to go over these in class.



•  Look at past papers. They are one of the best ways to revise and practise your exam skills.



•  Use the revision activities to try out different revision methods. For example, you can make notes using mind maps, spider diagrams or flash cards.



•  Track your progress using the revision planner and give yourself a reward when you have achieved your target.
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One week to go





•  Try to fit in at least one more timed practice of an entire past paper and seek feedback from your teacher, comparing your work closely with the mark scheme.



•  Check the revision planner to make sure you haven’t missed out any topics. Brush up on any areas of difficulty by talking them over with a friend or getting help from your teacher.



•  Attend any revision classes put on by your teacher. Remember, he or she is an expert at preparing people for examinations.





[image: ]







[image: ]


The day before the examination





•  Flick through these Revision Notes for useful reminders, for example the exam tips, exam checklists and key terms.



•  Check the time and place of your examination.



•  Make sure you have everything you need — extra pens and pencils, tissues, a watch, bottled water, sweets.



•  Allow some time to relax and have an early night to ensure you are fresh and alert for the examinations.
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My exam


Paper 1: Epistemology and moral philosophy


Date: .........................................................................


Time: ........................................................................


Location: ..................................................................
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Exam support



The Assessment Objectives


The AQA A-level Philosophy specification has two Assessment Objectives (AOs). These tell the examiners what they should look for in your answers.


AO1 concerns how well you are able to show your understanding of the topic, ideas, methods and arguments and your ability to analyse and explain them by identifying the key ideas and showing how they fit together.


AO2 tests your capacity to analyse philosophical positions, theories and arguments in order that you may evaluate how strong they are by exploring the quality of the reasoning, considering their implications and exploring objections and counter arguments.


The exam


The A-level exam consists of two, three-hour papers. Paper 1 examines Epistemology and Moral philosophy. Paper 2, the Metaphysics of God and Metaphysics of Mind. Both exam papers will contain 10 questions, 5 on each theme:





•  1 × 3-mark question (all 3 marks awarded for AO1)



•  2 × 5-mark questions (all 5 marks awarded for AO1)



•  1 × 12-mark question (all 12 marks awarded for AO1)



•  1 × 25-mark question (5 marks awarded for AO1, 20 marks for AO2)





The only time you can gain marks for showing your ability to analyse and evaluate (AO2) is in answering the 25-mark question. In the other question because marks are awarded for AO1 only, you will not be credited for evaluating the arguments.


Timings


In the exam, try to divide your time evenly between the two themes (1.5 hours on each). Practise answering questions under timed conditions to get a feel for the amount you can write in the time. These are rough guidelines





•  3-mark question: 3–5 minutes



•  5-mark questions: 5–10 minutes (× 2)



•  12-mark question: 15–25 minutes



•  25-mark question: 40–50 minutes





The questions


Exams are not really the time for new or experimental thinking. They are about drawing selectively on what you have learnt and framing it in a way that communicates effectively in response to the precise question.


Read a question carefully and make sure you are clear about its focus. Organise your material clearly and coherently. In the longer questions, this means briefly planning the order in which you will present the ideas and including a conclusion and an introduction (see below). In the shorter answer questions, this means answering the questions concisely but precisely.


Three-mark questions


These test your grasp of essential concepts that you have covered on the course and your ability to encapsulate them with precision. They may ask you to provide a definition, or briefly outline an idea or theory.





•  As a rough rule, try to answer in just one or two sentences.



•  Think carefully about the wording, try to be economical and precise.



•  Examples are usually not needed, and if used should be kept brief.





Practice questions






	

Epistemology


(3 marks)




1  What is a tautology?


2  What is abduction?


3  What is indirect realism?


4  What is solipsism?


5  What is a contingent truth?







	

Moral philosophy


(3 marks)




1  What is meant by ‘maximising utility’?


2  What is the first formulation of the categorical imperative?


3  What is eudaimonia?


4  What is a dilemma?


5  What, is moral nihilism?













Five-mark questions


These questions will usually ask you to outline or explain an idea, theory or argument issue.





•  Again, try to be as clear and precise as possible.



•  Explain the different elements of the idea and how they are connected.



•  When focusing on arguments, try to show how the argument might be structured. Be clear about the distinction between the premises and conclusion of an argument or the connections between the elements of a theory.



•  You may include illustrative examples to support your account, which could be drawn from the texts, but only if relevant.





Practice questions






	

Epistemology


(5 marks)




1  Explain a Gettier counter example to the tripartite definition of knowledge.


2  Explain the argument that indirect realism leads to scepticism about the external world.


3  Explain one argument for drawing the primary/secondary quality distinction.


4  Explain Berkeley’s Master Argument.


5  Explain Leibniz’s argument for innatism based on necessary truths.







	

Ethics


(5 marks)




1  What is the naturalistic fallacy?


2  Explain the difference between act and rule utilitarianism.


3  Outline Aristotle’s function argument.


4  Explain the difference between cognitivism and non-cognitivism.


5  Explain Mackie’s ‘error theory’.













Twelve-mark questions (AO1)


These will ask you to explain a more substantial aspect of the syllabus. Perhaps a theory and an objection or to explain how a theory may be applied.





•  As your answer will be longer try to organise the material so that it is not just accurate, but is structured into a coherent whole.



•  Identify the key elements of the theory or argument and try to show how it fits together into a logical structure which makes sense. It may be helpful to illustrate your answers with examples either drawn from the texts or some of your own.



•  You should not evaluate the argument/theory as no marks are available for AO2 (analysis and evaluation)





Practice questions






	

Epistemology


(12 marks)




1  Explain how virtue epistemology seeks to define knowledge.


2  Explain why Locke rejects the doctrine of innate ideas.


3  Explain Russell’s response to scepticism about the existence of mind-independent objects.


4  Explain how Berkeley tries to overcome scepticism about the external world.


5  Outline Descartes’ ontological argument for the existence of God and explain one objection to it.







	

Moral philosophy


(12 marks)




1  Explain how a utilitarian might condemn simulated killings in video games.


2  Explain the tyranny of the majority objection to utilitarianism and how utilitarianism might be defended.


3  Explain Aristotle’s doctrine of the mean and how it applies to a particular virtue.


4  Explain Philippa Foot’s claim that morality is a system of hypothetical rather than categorical imperatives.


5  Explain G.E. Moore’s attack on naturalism in his Open Question Argument and the view this leads him to adopt (intuitionism).













Twenty-five-mark questions (5 AO1 + 20 AO2)


The 25-mark questions involve not just outlining a philosophical theory or view, but engaging meaningfully with the arguments for yourself and trying to defend a point of view. These are the only questions that test your capacity to develop an argument in defence of your own judgement.





•  Introduce your answer by briefly outlining what the question is asking and unpack the issues raised in the question.



•  Analyse the relevant arguments and concepts. Then work through a series of arguments.



•  When selecting points for discussion, make sure they are directly relevant to the question and also explain why they are relevant.



•  When exploring the arguments, try to avoid merely juxtaposing different philosophers’ views on the topic. Instead, examine the cogency of each view by looking at the reasons that support it and making a judgement about how strong the support is. Say something about whether you are rejecting or supporting the position.



•  If you can make each point, follow from the previous point, this will help to give the essay a sense of overall development, which is something examiners will be looking for when awarding AO2 marks.



•  Develop a coherent overall argument in support of a judgement. A conclusion is not a summary; it should be a judgement which responds to the question.



•  Some questions will use key terms such as ‘assess’, ‘critically discuss’ and ‘evaluate’. Other questions contain a less obvious request to evaluate (Is it wrong to eat animals?) but the basic task, as outlined above, will be the same.





Practice questions: 25 marks






	

Epistemology


(25 marks)




1  Is the world as it appears?


2  Are all concepts derived from experience?


3  Can knowledge be defined?


4  Is knowledge possible?


5  Assess the view that all that exists are minds and their ideas (idealism).







	

Ethics


(25 marks)




1  Is happiness the only good?


2  Are the consequences of actions relevant to moral decisions?


3  Is eating meat morally justifiable?


4  Does virtue ethics provide useful guidance on how to live?


5  Are all moral judgements false?













Revision





•  A good start is to break down the A-level syllabus into chunks. (This book is arranged into suitable chunks.)



•  For each chunk it may be useful to go through your notes and textbooks with the aim of producing a few sides of revision notes (particularly of those elements you find hard to remember).



•  Repeat this process, reducing your notes further (perhaps to cards).



•  Some students like to make revision timetables outlining which days/evenings they will spend on which chunks.



•  Start as early as you can. Now is always a good time!











Section 1 Epistemology



Introduction


Epistemology is the area of philosophy that explores the nature of knowledge. This encompasses the key areas of: what knowledge is, where it might come from (reason, perception) and whether it is even possible in the first place (the limits of knowledge).


What is knowledge?


Types of knowledge


Philosophers have traditionally divided knowledge into three main types:





•  practical knowledge (knowing ‘how’)



•  knowledge by acquaintance (knowing ‘of’)



•  propositional knowledge (knowing ‘that’).
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The three forms of knowledge all come into play.


Propositional knowledge and language


Factual/propositional knowledge can always be expressed in language (not necessarily the case for the other two types):





•  A proposition is a sentence that makes a claim about the world such as ‘I am hungry’ or ‘There are four fish in the bowl’.



•  What is asserted by such sentences is called a proposition, and for this reason factual knowledge is often called propositional knowledge.





The section on the definition of knowledge is primarily concerned with factual, propositional knowledge.



The nature of definition



Defining knowledge would help us understand what it is. But there are different types of definition. Linda Zagzebski argues that these definitions depend on the different natures of the concepts or objects involved.





•  Some objects have what Locke called a real essence (a real, underlying cause that makes a thing the way it is). For example, water has a real essence, it is the way it is because of its chemical composition H2O. If an object has a real essence, then it can have a real definition.



•  In contrast, consider ‘weeds’. There is no underlying cause that makes weeds weeds. There is no genetic difference between weeds and non-weeds. The classification is culturally specific – a question of which plants humans like in their gardens. We can still give a definition for the term ‘weed’, but it will not be a real definition, as weeds do not have a real essence.





Can knowledge have a real definition?


Zagzebski is sceptical about whether knowledge has a real essence. The term has varied so much in its use historically, which suggests the concept may be a socially constructed one. However, she recommends we treat knowledge as if it does have a real essence, so should seek a real definition. We should only give up if we are defeated in the project.


The role of cause in definition


Definitions also differ in the role that ‘causes’ play. Some emphasise the cause of the thing being defined, others do not. For example, a definition of sunburn would not just outline the symptoms, but also what caused the sunburn (UV light). In contrast, in defining a bicycle, there would be no mention of how bicycles were made/caused.


Pitfalls to avoid


Zagzebski outlines some pitfalls to avoid in giving any sort of definition. Definitions should not be:





•  Circular. This means they should not include the term being defined – for example, saying that justice is what happens when just acts occur.



•  Obscure. The terms in any definition should not be more obscure than the original term.



•  Negative. Defining a term by what it is not does not help. For example, defining a good act as ‘one that is not wrong’.



•  Ad hoc. This means coming up with a definition that is specific to meeting a particular problem – for example, defining knowledge as a justified true belief that is not a Gettier counter-example.
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Revision activity


Creating mnemonics can help to lodge some parts of the specification into your memory. For example, looking at the list of pitfalls in providing definitions, it might be more helpful to imagine that Zagzebski has labelled some definitions A CON. That is, Ad Hoc, Circular, Obscure and Negative. Try creating mnemonics for bits of the specification that you find harder to recall.
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The tripartite view


In his dialogue, the Meno, Plato tries to work out the difference between someone having a true belief and someone having knowledge.





•  Imagine travelling to a town (Plato’s example is Larissa) with a guide who knows the way. In this case the guide would be a good one.



•  But equally if you were travelling with a guide who merely guessed the way correctly, then she too would be a good guide.



•  In both cases you end up in the right town. If my beliefs are true, then they are just as useful to me as ‘knowledge’. So why should we prefer knowledge over true belief?





In the Meno, Plato’s answer has many facets, one aspect is the stability of knowledge compared with the flightiness of belief. He writes:




True beliefs are a fine thing and do all sorts of good so long as they stay in their place; but they will not stay long. They run away from a man’s mind, so they are not worth much until you tether them by working out the reason … Once they are tied down, they become knowledge, and are stable. That is why knowledge is something more valuable than right belief. What distinguishes one from the other is the tether.


Plato, Meno, Penguin (1956) 97a–b (translation modified)








•  Plato is saying that part of the reason we value knowledge is that it is more steadfast than mere belief, since it is backed up by reasons or evidence.



•  The evidence acts as a kind of glue, which retains the belief in the mind by giving us good reason to continue believing it. By contrast, a belief for which we have no evidence – even if it happens to be true – has nothing to make it stick in the mind. So, to have knowledge is to have a true belief secured by reasons.



•  In the Theaetetus, Plato offers similar considerations in support of this idea. He suggests that sometimes a jury might find a man guilty correctly, but for poor reasons (perhaps guessing). We would not want to say that the jury knew the man was guilty. So not every case of true belief is a case of knowledge.
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