Philosophy A100                                                                                         Orange Coast College
Dr. David C. Ring                                                                                       Fall 2014

MAIN CLAIM: If it was good enough yesterday, then it will be good enough for today.

INSTRUCTIONS TO STUDENTS: Analyze the MAIN CLAIM.  

1.  First, what is it saying?  Don’t yet discuss whether it is actually true or false; we do that below.

2.  What do you think is required to be known or used to answer question number 1?
(A) What is the definition of good?  
(B) What is the definition of yesterday?
(C) Why is meant by the phrase “for today”?  What is the word “for” doing to the meaning of the main claim?
(D) Does “day” mean 24 hours?  When does it start and stop?  If you use something like the Gregorian Calendar together with Greenwich mean time and the International Dateline and then they change the calendar so that yesterday was ten days ago on the calendar, how does this affect the main claim?
(E) If planet Earth exploded would there be something that was good yesterday, but not good for today?  Like what?  How about the McDonald’s restaurant that was good yesterday, but now having been blown up, is no longer good for today since it doesn’t exist anymore.
(F)  There are numerous counter-examples to the main claim because things change and do not always remain the same over time.  Things can wear out.  Objects can get worse.  Things can malfunction.  Things can wrong.  Things break.  So, just because it worked yesterday, it does not follow that it will work at all today under any interpretation of “good enough.”

3.  Using your analysis of what is being claimed from your answer to question number 1, why might anyone think that the claim is true?  Don’t yet discuss any counter-examples or examples where the claim is false; just talk about how, or in what way, or what perspective or assumptions might someone come to understand that the claim is true.

4.  Now discuss whether or not the main claim is false.  
     (A) Are there any reasons that can be given for why the main claim is false.  What are those reasons?
     (B) How does it follow from those reasons that the main claim is false?  What is required of this argument so that it could successfully convince someone that the main claim is false?  
     (C) What would the person you are convincing need to understand to believe the main claim is false?

5.  Discuss what it is that we have been doing?  We are doing philosophy!

(A) Analyzing claims: what does it mean?  
(B) What implications are there if we assume it is true or false?
(C) What reasons and arguments can be given for thinking the claim is true?
(D) What reasons and arguments can be given for why the claim is false?
(E) What counter-examples are there to the claim?  What do these different counter-examples have in common?
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