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Why Philosophical Issues Will Always Be Contested


	Aims and Objectives:
Nodau ac Amcanion

Explain why philosophy is so contentious
Explain why philosophy doesn’t solve problems

Explain a major function of philosophy


	Abstract (approximately 500 words):
Crynodeb (tua 500 gair):
As far as I can tell every philosophical position has been challenged by someone and there are no agreed upon theories, answers, or solutions. The purpose of my dissertation is to explore this situation.
In mathematics there are agreed upon definitions and axioms and agreed upon methods of proof, and nothing is accepted unless it has been proved.

In physics there are clearly described models; elements of the models are clearly defined, as are their relations and interactions. The models are accepted as simplifications. It is not necessary that the models be thought of as true representations of an underlying reality.  What is important is that the models accurately describe and predict what is observed. The goal of physics is to produce a model from which all observed phenomena can be inferred and which makes predictions that are also found to be accurate within our ability to measure.

I will explore what it is about philosophical questions and philosophical methods and what is the difference between them and the questions and methods of science (even the so-called soft sciences) such that the situation mentioned at the beginning of this abstract is to be not only expected but is desirable.

Included will be a discussion of the role of scientific explanations in philosophy and why this still doesn’t make philosophy scientific.

I will attempt to establish that philosophy is a social institution that satisfies certain important social functions. Science deals with describing how things are (at least in so far as they appear to us) and with how things behave is so far as this behaviour can be described by so called natural laws, that is in so far as behaviour can be predicted. Science does not, on its own, tell us how we humans should behave, yet we all must make decisions about how to behave constantly on both a personal level and as societies. Religion and philosophy are the two major intellectual arenas in which the bases for these decisions are hashed out and, in recent times at least, philosophy has become the arena in which these decisions are hashed out from a secular perspective. The hashing out process is not always comfortable, in fact it can become quite disruptive, however, without this process society couldn’t function and one can see historically that when the process breaks down on an intellectual level both individuals and societies may become very dysfunctional. This will not be an argument that is supportive of social relativism. My perspective if it supports any position, will, I think, support the perspective that there are better or worse philosophical conclusions with respect to decisions about human behaviour from a consequentialist point of view. However, humans are not constrained to act in such a way as to bring about any particular outcomes, whether or not these outcomes might be, in some sense or the word, the best outcomes, nor will they necessarily agree that any set of outcomes are the best, although they might be in some objective sense, given that ‘best’ means best for human flourishing.
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