
Phil 32 Final Exam Study Guide

The final exam is worth 50 points (25%) of the course grade. It will consist of two parts. The

first part (30 points) will be approximately the same length and format of the midterm, and will

cover material only from weeks 6 - 10. The second part (20 points) will consist of two longer

essay questions. These essays will be cumulative, covering larger thematic issues from the entire

course.

Newton and Leibniz on Space

• What is the difference between absolute and relative space according to Newton?

• How does Newton’s “spinning bucket” example prove the existence of absolute motion and

space?

• What does it mean to say that space is God’s “sensorium”?

• How does Newton understand the interaction between God and the physical world?

• Explain Leibniz’s argument against the possibility of absolute space.

• What role does the Principle of Sufficient Reason play in this argument?

• Why does Leibniz reject the characterization of space as God’s sensorium?

• How does Leibniz (in contrast to Newton) understand God’s relation to the physical world?

Locke’s Empiricism

• What are Locke’s reasons for rejecting the existence of innate ideas?

• What are the only two possible sources of ideas according to Locke?

• How does Locke understand the difference between someone’s consciousness, their soul, and

their body?

• Explain Locke’s distinction between primary and secondary qualities.

• What is the relation between primary and secondary qualities?

• What does Locke mean when he says that ideas of sensation can be altered by “judgment”?

• What are the three “degrees of knowledge” described by Locke?

• What is it for knowledge to be “real” according to Locke, and why is it important for him to

give this account of the reality of knowledge.

• Why does Locke think we can have knowledge that physical objects exist in the world (inde-

pendently of our minds?
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Hume’s Empiricism

• What is the relation between impressions and ideas, and why is this distinction so important

for Hume’s empiricist project? (Give examples if possible.)

• Explain Hume’s analysis of the idea of existence.

• Explain Hume’s analysis of the nature of belief.

• What does Hume’s empiricist theory entail regarding some of the core ideas of geometry?

• What does Hume think we perceive in objects when we judge there to be a causal interaction

between events?

• What is “constant conjunction” and why is this important to Hume’s analysis of causation?

• What is the relation between the idea of cause and that of energy or force?

• Does Hume think it helps to explain the idea of cause by appeal to the feeling of our own

volition?

• Does Hume think it helps to explain the idea of cause by appeal to God as the only possible

source of causal efficacy?

• Does Hume think we are entitled to use a principle of induction to infer through reason that

the future will resemble the past?

• Where does Hume ultimately locate the impression that grounds the idea of necessary con-

nection?

Locke’s Proof for God

• Reconstruct Locke’s proof for the existence of God.

• In what respect does Locke’s argument appeal to empiricist premises?

• In what respect does Locke’s argument appeal to rationalist premises?

Pascal’s Wager

• What exactly is Pascal trying to prove in his short essay?

• Does Pascal think he can show that it is probable that God exists?

Hume’s Critique of Religion

• What is the difference between natural and revealed religion?

• What considerations does Hume think we should take into account when deciding whether

to believe a piece of “testimony”?

• How does Hume define a “law of nature”? What about “miracle”?

• What would it take, according to Hume, in order for a belief that a miracle has occurred to

be rational?
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• Why does Hume think that there is not sufficient evidence from history for us to believe that

a miracle has ever occurred?

• What is Hume’s ultimate conclusion (in his chapter on miracles) regarding the rationality of

the Christian religion?

• Give a reconstruction of the “argument from design” given by Cleanthes in Part II of Hume’s

Dialogues.

• Why does Philo think that we should not engage in cause/effect reasoning when it comes to

the cause of the existence of the universe?

• What restrictions does Philo place on our ability to reason by analogy, and how does he apply

this to the design argument?

• Granting that we can make an inference from the order and design in the natural world to

the cause thereof, what are some of the alternative possibilities that Philo gives regarding

what this cause might be like?

• What is Cleanthes’ criticism of the notion of “necessary existence”?

• Why does Cleanthes think that the notion of an infinite regress of causes back in time is not

as much of a problem as Demea makes it out to be?

• What is Philo’s ultimate conclusion about the relation between atheism and theism?

The following is a list of some of the larger thematic issues that we addressed in the course. For

each of these, you should be able to come up with a list of all of the authors who had anything to

say about it, and explain what their different views on the issue were.

• Aristotelianism (and the rejection thereof)

• Teleology in the natural world

• Causal explanation of nature

• Appearance and its relation to objective reality in itself

• Internalism as a model of the mind

• The difference between rationalist and empiricist approaches to human knowledge

• Simplicity in scientific explanations
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