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Welcome to A Level Philosophy at the Sixth Form Centre.

Here are some activities and resources to prepare you for September.
At the heart of philosophy is philosophical argument. 

Arguments are different from assertions. Assertions are simply stated; arguments always involve giving reasons. An argument is a reasoned inference from one set of claims – the premises – to another claim, the conclusion. Here’s a famous argument:
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In order to test the strength of any argument it is useful to consider possible objections to the argument. If it is then possible to reply to the objection this might strengthen the argument. However, if it is not possible to reply or the reply is weak perhaps the objection is stronger than the argument and the argument is not a good one.

One way to ‘do’ philosophy is to follow this structure:

argument-objection-reply (and so on)

This can follow the form of a dialogue i.e. imagine you are having a reasoned argument with another person or persons. This is how Plato structured most of his philosophical writing.

A Practical Ethics Task

Pick one of the following issues and construct a philosophical dialogue using an argument-objection-reply structure. Imagine you are two characters, A and B, A will defend the argument and B will object.

•Eating Animals: Is it wrong to eat meat? (A will argue that it is wrong to eat meat and explain why. B will raise objections and A must then reply etc.)

•Stealing: Is it wrong to steal? (A will argue that it is wrong to steal and explain why. B will raise objections and A must then reply etc.)

•Telling Lies: Should you always tell the truth? (A will argue that you should always tell the truth and explain why. B will raise objections and A must then reply etc.)

How long can you keep the dialogue going?

To help you there is an example of the beginning of a dialogue on a different topic over the page.

Simulated killing: Is it wrong to play computer games in which you play the killer?

A: Killing people is wrong. So, playing computer games which involve simulated killing must also be wrong. If you don’t want to be a killer why would you want to pretend to kill people in a computer simulation?

B: Even if killing people is wrong (and there might be circumstances in which killing people is justified) simulated ‘killing’ is not killing. When you play a computer game you are just playing a game. It is a bit of fun and no-one gets hurt. Lighten up and stop being such a kill-joy!

A: But why would a rational human being take pleasure in pretending to kill someone else? Surely this must be wrong?

B: Many rational people find it relaxing to play these games and they are not harming anyone. Perhaps it allows people to release negative feelings which might otherwise be bottled up or released in actually violent behaviour. Maybe playing the killer in a computer game is a good thing to do.

A: I don’t accept that this is an appropriate way for anyone to release tension or negative feelings. I worry that by playing computer games and killing people as part of the game people might become desensitised to actual violence. [And so on…]
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
On the next five pages are some more activities to introduce you to different branches of Philosophy. On page 4 is a famous thought experiment in Ethics (moral philosophy). On pages 5 to 7 are a series of activities in Epistemology (the philosophy of knowledge), Metaphysics (the study of the ultimate nature of reality) and the Philosophy of Religion. On page 8 is a more detailed consideration of one of the key ideas of the ancient Greek philosopher Plato.
If you have any questions, please contact

Peter Meldrum meldrump@chesterfield.ac.uk
Ethical Thought Experiments: Solving ‘Trolley Problems’
(they call trams ‘trolley cars’ in the USA)
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	Trolley Problem
	What would you do?
	Why?

	Switch: there are five people on the rail track, and an out of control trolley that will kill all five of them. There is a lever that would divert the trolley onto a different track. But there is a single person on that track who would be killed if you pull the lever and divert the trolley.


	
	

	Bridge: there are five people on the rail track, and an out of control trolley that will kill all five of them. There is a large man standing on the bridge over the track. If you pushed him off the bridge onto the track, he would be killed. But he would derail the trolley and so the five people on the track would be saved.
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Read, Listen, Watch, Think

Suggested Reading:

A Little History of Philosophy by Nigel Warburton (Yale)
The Philosophy Gym by Stephen Law (Headline Review)
Sophie’s World A Novel About the History of Philosophy by Jostein Gaarder (Orion)
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Watching:
Crash Course Philosophy

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PL8dPuuaLjXtNgK6MZucdYldNkMybYIHKR
A History of Ideas
http://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/b04bwydw
Movies:

The Matrix: Would you swallow the red pill?

Ex Machina: Does Ava have consciousness?
Bladerunner: Do androids dream of electric sheep?
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If you have any Philosophy A Level questions please contact:

Peter Meldrum meldrump@chesterfield.ac.uk
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Premise 1: Socrates is a man.


Premise 2: All men are mortal.


Conclusion: Socrates is mortal.
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[image: image23.png]Plato, an ancent Greek philosopher witing about 2400 years aga, thaught that everything had 2 sart of ideal form, Ik the
dea ofa chair, and that'an actual chalr was 2 sort of paar mitation of the ideal chair that exts anly In your mind. One of the
wiays Plato tied to explain is deas was thraugh the Amaus memphor of the cave. He said, Suppose there s 2 ave, and inside
the cave there are men chained up to:2 vall, 50 that they can anly See the back val of the cave and nothing else. These men
an'tsee anything outside of the cave, ar even see each other clearl, but they can see shadaws of what & going on autside the
st the back wal. Wouldn these prisoners come to think that the shadows were real, and that vas what things

Suppase nowr that ane of the men escaped, and got out of the cave, and saw wha real people

looked like and real trees.grass and chars.If he went back to the cave and told the other men

what he had seen, would they believe him, or would they think he was crazy!

Plato says that we are like those men siting In the cave: we think we understand the real world

but because we are trapped In our bodies we can see anly the shadows on the wall. s up to
aphers to educate everyane, ora select graup of peapl, to see how things ‘really are:

lasaphy I a means of escaping the cave and reaching the transcendent realm of perfect Farms:

S0 for Plato, the chairs are all chairs because they are all shadows of the perfect chair that exists
in the realm of Forms, outside of the cave, s ft were. They are diferent because they are mperfect copies
Of the perfect chair, which exists outside of our immediate experience, in place that Christians may cal heav.
en, but of course Piato was writing lang befare the invention of Chrstanity.

And. of course, its nat st chairs!

Everything must have a perfect Form, the essence of the thing or the perfect concept of the thing. Andall real things i the
material WoNd must be imperfect copies of the essental Form which is truly perfect and transcendent. Now, ths may sound
fa-fetched, but it really dificult to wark aut why we callall dogs ‘dogs without invoking a Platanic ideas of transcendence or
essenti, true “dog-ness - what It thatall these things share If ot an ‘essence’ ofthe true Form of dog? PRtoniss argue for
Forms because it gives s an insight into the essence ofall thing

Some people belleve in a soul (which i invisble like a spaghett morster) - but 't thi Justan idea of a unique essence, ke
the Farm ofa chair)

S0, according to Piato, everything you know from your own experiences s al smoke and mirrors. Not even your riends,
family or pet pink albatross are realy, truly real. The arly real things are Ideal ssences beyond the real world and al real
chairs are imperfect copies of the really,really real ideal form ofa chai.

PLATOISRIGHT!

PLATOS A FOOL!
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