Phil. 280   Fall 2005            Final Exam: Directions & Questions                             K. DeRose 
Directions: Our final is on Monday, Dec. 12, at 2 PM, in our regular classroom, LC 102.  You will have a total of 3 hours to complete your exam; at 5:00 PM you will have to turn in your work if you haven’t done so already.  (Fine print: Yale regulations state: “Final examinations normally last either two or three hours but, in either case, students are permitted to take an additional half-hour before being required to turn in their answers.”  Our exam, then, officially lasts for 2-1/2 hours (not normal, but allowable).  That, plus the half-hour of extra time, which is best used wrapping up your work, yields the total of 3 hours that you have before work must be turned in.)  Though you will have 3 hours to complete your work, my expectation is that an excellent job could be done in under 2 hours.
You will have to answer three of the below nine questions on the final exam.  I may choose the three questions you must answer, or you may be given some choice.  Some possibilities (ordered from nastiest to nicest): a) I choose three of the below nine questions, and you must answer all three of the ones I choose; b) five of the below nine questions appear on the final, and you’re asked to choose three of the five to answer; c) all nine of the below questions appear, and you can choose any three.  Lots of other possibilities, but you know this: you will be asked nothing that’s not on the below list of questions.  To be safe, you must prepare to answer each of the below questions, with the exceptions of question #9, which will appear as an optional question (a question that you may answer, but won’t be forced to answer), and possibly of a question you may be ruled out from answering because of the topic your course paper was on.  I usually try to design the final so that you have to show knowledge of quite different topics.  Thus, for instance, by some mechanism – perhaps by having only one of them appear on the final, or perhaps by putting them in a “group” of questions where you are instructed to answer only one question in the group – you will probably be prevented from answering all three of questions 1, 3, 4, and may well be limited to answering at most one of them.  (But this doesn’t mean you can safely omit to prepare for one of those questions, both because I’m not promising that you’ll be prevented from answering more than one of these, but only saying what’s probable, and also because the way I might prevent you from answering more than one of these is to choose only one of them to put on the final, and this could be the one you chose not to prepare an answer for.)
With regard to question #9, I now make two commitments.  First, it will appear on the Final: You will have the chance to answer it.  Second, it will not be mandatory question: You will be able to avoid it.  Note that these two commitments rule out possibility a) – the nastiest possibility – from the above paragraph. 

You are, of course, encouraged to make use of both books and notes in preparing for the exam, but at the time of the exam, you will have to write your answers from memory, without the aid of books or notes.  
You may find that preparing answers for some of these questions requires you not only to review what you read and were told, but to actually think about the issues for yourself.  That is by design.

1.  [Note: this question will not be available to those who wrote their papers on paper topic #4.]  Explain the claim that God has “middle knowledge.”  Explain and critically assess Alvin Plantinga’s attempt to solve the logical abstract form of the problem of evil, even on the assumption that God does have middle knowedge.  Be sure to explain where you think Plantinga’s free will defense is most vulnerable to objection, and how well you think his defense can stand up to that objection.

2.  [Note: this question will not be available to those who wrote their papers on paper topic #5.]  Explain and critically assess Nelson Pike’s argument that failing to prevent suffering that it could have prevented is consistent with an agent’s being perfectly good.  According to Pike, what impact does this conclusion have on the problem of evil?  Is he right about this?  Explain and discuss.  

3.  [Note: this question will not be available to those who wrote their papers on paper topic #6.]  Explain how the problem of evil is affected by the claim that God cannot have “middle knowledge.”  Then explain and critically assess Robert Adams’s argument in favor of that claim.

4.  [Note: this question will not be available to those who wrote their papers on paper topic #7.]  Explain, compare, and critically assess Alvin Plantinga’s and Robert Adams’s arguments on the issue of whether God possesses “middle knowledge.”  Who has the stronger arguments?  In the final analysis, do you think that God (if God exists) has middle knowledge, or not?  Explain and defend your answer.

5.  Explain John Hick’s theodicy (as presented in the selection from Evil and the God of Love that is in our anthology), making sure to explain not only Hick’s basic explanation for why God allows suffering in general, but also his explanation for why God allows “excessive or dysteleological suffering” in particular.  Critically evaluate Hick’s theodicy in light of what you take to be the most serious objection it faces.
6.  Explain and critically evaluate Marilyn Adams’s attempt to reconcile God’s existence with the occurrence of horrendous evils.  Does Adams attempt to explain why God allows horrors?  If so, critically evaluate her explanation.  If not, explain what she attempts to do instead, and evaluate the success of her alternative way of dealing with the problem of horrors.  Be sure to explain and discuss Adams’s position on whether it is legitimate for theists to appeal to goods that their atheistic opponents don’t accept the existence of in explaining how God can co-exist with horrors.  
7.  Explain the formulation of the “evidential” form of the problem of evil that Stephen Wykstra attempts to answer, and then explain his response to this problem.  Be sure to explain what Wystra’s CORNEA principle is, how he defends this principle, and then how he applies it to the problem at hand.  What do you think is the most threatening objection to Wykstra’s defense?  Critically assess Wystra’s defense in light of this objection.   
8.  Briefly explain the evidentialist objection that Alvin Plantinga responds to in “Reason and Belief in God.”  Explain what “Classical Foundationalism” is, how Plantinga thinks the evidentialist objection is rooted in Classical Foundationalism, and Plantinga’s attack on Classical Foundationalism.  Explain Plantinga’s claim that beliefs such as (8)-(12) on p. 81 are properly basic, and how that claim allows him to answer the evidentialist objection to theistic belief.  Finally, explain and critically assess Plantinga’s defense of his claim that such theistic beliefs are properly basic, being sure to explain Plantinga’s case that criteria for proper basicality must be arrived at “from below” (p. 77).
9.  What are what William Alston calls “M-beliefs”?  Explain Alston’s defense of the rationality of these M-beliefs, making sure to explain, among other things, how he maintains this position despite the four differences between CP and PP listed at the bottom of p. 121.  Then critically assess Alston’s defense in light of what strikes you as one of the most threatening objections to it.

In critically assessing Alston’s defense, you may, but need not, utilize some of the critical material in my paper, “Direct Warrant Realism” (section 8 is especially relevant) available on-line at: http://pantheon.yale.edu/~kd47/OLP.htm   If you utilize this paper of mine, you can critically assess Alston’s argument in light of a criticism I raise, explaining how Alston’s defense stands up to the criticism, and defending your answer.  But it’s also perfectly fine to assess Alston’s defense in light of a criticism you devise yourself, in which case you need not even read my paper.  
Notes: a. Answering this question provides a chance to show how well you can understand and respond to philosophical material on your own, and that we did not discuss Alston’s paper in class will be kept in mind as your answer to this question is graded.  b. I’m committed to this question appearing on the final, so if you put in the work to prepare an answer for it, you can know this work will not have to be wasted.  c. But I’m also committed to this question appearing as an option, so you can also safely neglect to prepare an answer for this question if you decide beforehand that you won’t want to answer this one.

