Phil. 300, Skepticism    Final Exam Questions and Directions
Directions: Our final is on Saturday, Dec. 16, at 2 PM, in our regular classroom, Connecticut Hall, room 104.  You will have a total of 2 hours to complete your exam; at 4:00 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 1-1/2 hours (not normal, but allowable).  That, plus the half-hour of extra time, which is perhaps used wrapping up your work, yields the total of 3 hours that you have before work must be turned in.]  


You will have to answer two of the below seven questions.  So, in preparing for the final, keep in mind that you will have an average of one hour per questions to write your answers.   The questions that appear on the final will all be taken from the below list, but there is no guarantee that all of the below questions will appear on the final.  For example, one possibility is that I will choose only three of the below questions to appear on the final, and then ask you to answer any two of those three questions.  I do guarantee that you will have some choice in which questions you answer, and that you won’t get “stuck” with any given question.  The upshot of all this is that you can safely omit to prepare to answer one of the below questions.  
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.  

1.  Descartes.  What is the problem of the “Cartesian Circle”?  Explain and critically compare Van Cleve’s with DeRose’s treatment of this problem.  What are the main advantages/disadvantages of each interpretation of Descartes?

2.  Putnam.  Explain:

a. Putnam’s argument that, according to him, “shows we are not brains in vats,” making sure to explain both the “dilemma” and the “compatibilist” arguments that we discussed and that he might be read as giving;

b. how this argument can best be put to use against philosophical scepticism; and

c. what seem to you the two strongest objections to the anti-skeptical strategy you’ve described in b (these can be objections to Putnam’s argument and/or to the use of that argument against the skeptic).

3.  Nozick.  Explain:

a.  Nozick’s theory of knowledge;

b. Nozick’s treatment of the problem of scepticism; and

c.  What seem to you the two most serious objections to Nozick’s theory of knowledge and/or his treatment of scepticism.

4.  Unger.  Explain and critically compare:

a.  Unger’s defense of scepticism in his aptly titled “A Defense of Skepticism”;
b.  his position on knowledge and scepticism articulated in Philosophical Relativity.

In critically comparing Unger’s two positions, you should address what seem to you to be the main advantages/disadvantages of each relative to the other.  

5.  Contextualism.  Explain:

a. the contextualist theory of knowledge attributions and the contextualist treatment of scepticism, as articulated by DeRose; and

b. what seem to you the strongest objections or limitations to the contextualist theory.
6.  Unger and Contextualism.  Explain and critically compare the contextualist treatment of scepticism, as developed by DeRose, with both Unger’s early treatment in “A Defense of Skepticism” and his later treatment in Philosophical Relativity.  What are the main advantages/disadvantages each of these three views in relation to the others?  

7.  Explain and critically assess the debate between Sosa and Stroud as it is embodied in their papers in our anthology.  What are they arguing about and what are the main moves made by each in the argument?  In the final analysis, which makes the more convincing case.  Explain and defend your answer.

