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A level Philosophy and Ethics at Hereford Sixth Form College is a rigorous academic 

subject. You will be challenged to read difficult texts, to analyse different ways of thinking 

and to write in a more sophisticated way. In





⎯ The Eiffel tower is in Worthing 

⎯ Worthing is in England 

⎯ Therefore, the Eiffel tower is in England 

Note that there is nothing wrong with the logic here, but there seems to be plenty wrong with the 

conclusion. What is the problem? Well, one of the premises is untrue. Hence even if the logic is 

impeccable, it doesn’t mean to say that the conclusion is true.  To take account of this problem, 

philosophers refer to an argument where the logic is correct, and the premises are true as a sound 

argument.  

Activity 2 

Using the PowerPoint provided alongside this worksheet, read the syllogisms on slides 5-12 and 

decide: 

• Which are valid / not valid and why? 

• Which are sound / not sound and why? 

Write your answers in the grid below.  

Question Valid? Sound? Reasoning 
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contradicting yourself. Now let’s look at another type of argument which is less persuasive but more 

common.  

⎯ If it rains, I shall get wet 
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In contrast, historical evidence involves assessing such things as documents, artefacts, and 

circumstantial evidence, as well as interpreting the evidence. The conclusion reached will be on the 

scale of different degrees of certainty: 

 

Even the scientific method has become modest in its claims of proof. Scientific 



it would be prior to itself, which is impossible. Now in efficient causes it is not possible to go on 

to infinity, because in all efficient causes following in order, the first is the cause of the 

intermediate cause, and the intermediate is the cause of the ultimate cause, whether the 

intermediate cause be several, or only one. Now to take away the cause is to take away the 

effect. Therefore, if there be no first cause among efficient causes, there will be no ultimate, 

nor any intermediate cause. But if in efficient causes it is possible to go on to infinity, there will 

be no first efficient cause, neither will there be an ultimate effect, nor any intermediate 

efficient causes; all of which is plainly false. Therefore it is necessary to admit a first efficient 

cause, to which everyone gives the name of God.




