(c) Assess empiricism. (24 marks)

A01 Knowledge and Understanding (6 marks)

Empiricism may be described as the view that sense experience is the source of most (if not all) of our knowledge and of our conceptual framework and/or as the view that sense experience is the source of important rather than trivial knowledge. Genuine, or important, knowledge claims describe that which can be verified or falsified through sense experience and synthetic and contingent. Meaningful talk is expressed in experiential terms. Some may refer to the radical empiricist view that all knowledge, including analytic propositions, is rooted in experience and/or that no knowledge is genuinely a priori. References may be made to a posteriori knowledge, empiricist foundationalism and/or sense–data, the mind as a ‘tabula rasa’ and to experience as the source of, and the test of, the legitimacy of our ideas. There may be references to specific philosophers eg Locke, Berkeley, Hume, Russell, Ayer etc and good answers may focus on any one of these to provide an exposition of empiricism.

4–6 Demonstrates precise and detailed knowledge and understanding of empiricism.

1–3 Demonstrates basic and partial knowledge and understanding of empiricism. Answers will lack depth, precision and/or detail.

0 No relevant philosophical knowledge and understanding is presented.

AO2 Selection and Application (9 marks)

Depending on the approach taken, some of the following, or equivalent, points will be raised:

• Empiricists tend to be sceptical about the validity of knowledge claims not defined in experiential terms – for example claims about ethics, religion, universals and so on – and sceptical about the role of reason, intellect and intuition in gaining knowledge. • This may lead to a discussion of the limitations of empiricism. Are all concepts drawn from experience? Are some concepts (and ideas) a priori? Are all a priori truths trivial? Are they all analytic? Is reason downgraded too far?

• Some issues concerning what is revealed directly and non–inferentially in sense experience, and what can be inferred from it, may be raised. This may lead to a discussion of perception and some theories of

perception. The status of sense–data may be questioned.

• The fallibility of the senses and the contrast with rationalism.

• Problems concerning the justification of inferential knowledge may be raised, eg the problem of induction; whether justification requires non–empirical assumptions to be made and whether, without these, empiricism leads to scepticism.

• The paradox of empiricism – are empiricist claims empirically based?

• The problem of solipsism.

7–9 Selects relevant points and examples and applies these to provide a clear detailed analysis of philosophical arguments about empiricism. Answers in this band will develop a critical analysis of the points raised for discussion.

4–6 Selects relevant points and examples to provide a partial analysis of philosophical arguments about empiricism, either narrowly focused on a couple of pertinent issues or listing a wide range of points which are not discussed in any detail and which may not be precisely stated.

1–3 Selects and applies at least one relevant point to provide a basic, sketchy and vague explanation of philosophical arguments about empiricism or some relevant points feature among many irrelevant points in a confused or tangential approach to the question.

0 No relevant philosophical points are presented.

AO3Interpretation and Evaluation (9 marks)

A range of argumentation is possible and note that evaluative points may feature in the treatment of various issues and points selected for discussion without any additional ‘summing– up’.

• It could be argued that experience is clearly important to concept formation and to the generation of knowledge or belief networks.

• Although it is less clear how experience justifies knowledge. This may lead to a sceptical conclusion.

• It could be argued that an adequate account of our conceptual framework cannot be given in purely experiential terms and/or that general principles which are not derived empirically underpin our experience.

• It could be argued that divisions between empiricism and rationalism have been drawn too sharply; some might suggest that traditional oppositions between a priori, necessary and analytic truths and a posteriori, contingent and synthetic truths are mistaken.

7–9 A critical appreciation of arguments concerning empiricism is provided and a clear argument or position is advanced. This may be balanced, ie strengths and weaknesses are acknowledged.

4–6 Evaluation is present within an exposition of arguments concerning empiricism but is either largely implicit in the selection of points for discussion (eg it is assumed that critical points are fatal) or asserted with limited support (either argumentation is limited or the supporting evidence is limited).

1–3 A simple and basic appreciation of arguments concerning empiricism is present either in a largely descriptive response, in which points are listed or asserted without justification, or in a response in which the argument is confused.

0 No relevant philosophical insights are presented.
