Exam |



Format

* 2-3 short questions (1 paragraph each).

+ 1 longer essay question (3-4 paragraphs).
* Hand written.

« Closed book (no notes allowed).

 You will have a definition sheet: all boxed definitions, and all numbered

arguments.

Subject matter

* Topics cover major ideas, arguments, and objections from Unit 1.

« Questions ask for philosophical ideas and for concrete examples.



Preparation

* You'll get a long list of topics and sample questions to study with.
* 'The exam will focus on some of these topics and some of these questions.

* There will also be questions that aren’t from the sample questions.



Evaluation

Your exam will be graded along three dimensions:

(1) Understanding. Have you correctly described the views and claims at

issue? Have you done so without mixing in your own opinion?

(2) Clarity & Precision. Have you expressed yourself in a way that is both
clear and precise? Have you avoided ambiguity and merely suggestive

language?

(3) Dialectic. Do you understand how the various claims interact logically?
Do you understand why some are compatible and others are not? Does

your assessment of the claims make sense?

You are not being evaluated for grammar or the “smoothness” of your

writing. But your writing (and handwriting) must be comprehensible to

your TA.

For preparation, use the “roommate test.”



Writing Tips



Writing Style

Your task is to write a breathtakingly clear answers to the questions. Do
whatever you need to achieve this goal. I recommend:

Use plain, clear language, the way you would if you were actually

speaking.
Write explicitly: avoid ambiguity and mere suggestion.
Avoid careless generalization.

Avoid unnecessary sentences, but make sure that you carefully explain
yourself.

Avoid long, complicated words where there are simpler ones you can use
instead.

Don’t worry about silly grammar rules. Feel free to use the first-person
pronoun “I”.

Feel free to use bullet points and numbering.
You should try to make your writing like a car manual, not like poetry.

Use the “roommate test.”



Choose your examples carefully

x Downward causation occurs when you decide to touch a stove

but then quickly pull back.

Downward causation occurs when you decide to eat a taco and
it is delicious.

‘/ Downward causation occurs when you make a decision to eat
a taco (a mental event) and this causes you to move your arm
towards it (a physical event).

Vv Downward causation involves two events. There is a mental
event, like the decision to eat a taco. And this causes a
physical event, like reaching out your arm for it.




Q: What is Princess Elisabeth’s objection to Descartes? Explain using an
example.

Philosophers have debated mind and body for centuries. Descartes was a
dualist about mind and body, but Princess Elisabeth disagreed with Descartes.
She didn’t think the mind and body could be separate. This is because the soul
couldn’t influence the body. For causation to occur, there must be contact. For
example, if a ball moves, I would have to kick it. But there is no way for the
soul to “kick” the body. So the Princess concluded there is no soul.

Descartes was an interactionist dualist about mind and body: he believed that
the mind was not physical, the body was physical, but they causally interacted.
Princess Elisabeth disagreed with this view of Descartes’. She didn't think that
a non-physical mind could causally interact with a physical body. For one thing
to cause a change in another thing, the two things must come into contact— in
other words, they must touch. For example, if I kick a ball (if I touch it
forcefully with my foot) this will cause it to move. But there is no way for the
soul to come into contact with the body. So the Princess concluded that if there
couldn’t be a non-physical soul which causally interacts with the body.



Sample exam



Sample exam

* Short question 1 (~1 paragraph). Dualism and physicalism
disagree about whether the mind is physical. What is their
disagreement? Be sure to say what you mean by “physical.” Use

an example or two to illustrate your definitions.

* Short question 2 (~1 paragraph). What is interationist dualism?
Describe the view in your own words. Use an example to
illustrate thee key ideas. [Don’t use the volleyball example from

class!]

* Longer question (~3-4 paragraphs). Address these questions in
order, but make your answers connect together.
(1) What was Princess Elisabeth’s objection to interactionist
dualism? Use an example as illustration.
(2) What was Descartes’ most persuasive reply to princess
Elisabeth objection from (1)? Use an example as illustration.
(3) In your view, who wins this debate? Why? Does this settle
the question about dualism and physicalism? Why?



Study topics



Concepts

* Dualism

Physicalism

I think therefore I am.

Interactionist dualism

Upward Causation

Downward Causation

Horizontal Causation

Contact model of causation

Basic concepts

Physical determinism

Libertarianism

Compatibilism

Causal closure of physics

Arguments + Objections

* Descartes’ argument from doubt
* 'The libertarian argument for dualism
* Princess Elisabeth’s causal objection

* 'The exclusion argument for physicalism



Study Questions

Some of these questions will appear on the exam (and there

may be other questions as well).

* What is the definition of dualism? What are the key
components of the view? What is meant by “physical” and
“non-physical” in the definition?

* What motivations are there to believe in dualism? What

are the reasons to doubt it?

* What is interactionist dualism? What are the three
components of the view? What kind of observations or

arguments support each one?

* Explain the argument from doubt. What is it an argument
for? What are the premises? What considerations support
each one? How do the premises lead to the conclusion? Is

the argument convincing?

* What does Descartes mean by “I think therefore I am.”
What is this supposed to show about the mind?

* What motivation is there to believe in downward
causation? What about upward causation?

* What was Princess Elisabeth’s objection to Descartes’

interactionist dualism? Which aspect of his view was she

most concerned about? Is her objection convincing?

Why does Princess Elisabeth bring up “contact”> Why
does she believe in the contact model of causation? What

does this have to do with Descartes’ theory?

What were Descartes’ replies to Princess Elisabeth? Which
part of her objection does he disagree with? Are all of his
replies equally convincing?

What is the exclusion argument for physicalism (based on
causal closure)? How does this argument lead to falsity of

dualism? is the argument convincing?

What replies are available to the exclusion argument?

Why believe the causal closure of physics? What kind of

evidence supports it?

Ultimately, what is your own considered opinion about
interactionist dualism? Do you think it is plausible? Why
or why not? What are the main reasons that you think

support it, or undermine it?



