Repetition Questions: Religious Experience in Analytic Philosophy – W. Löffler, FFDI 2013

1. Why did some philosophers and theologians, especially in the 1930s to 1969s, tend to a non-cognitive reinterpretation?
2. Describe the distinction between ordinary and extraordinary religious experience. Do you think the distinction can be drawn sharply or is it rather vague?

3. How do the two distinctions ordinary-extraordinary and publicly/privately accessible relate to each other? Are they entirely the same?

4. What is the difference between “numinous” and “mystical” religious experience in Franks-Davis’ distinction?
5. What is the (crucial!) distinction between inferential and evidential arguments based on religious experience?

6. What do you think, could inferential arguments rather be based on ordinary or extraordinary religious experience?
7. What does Swinburne think about the traditional arguments for god’s existence?

8. What is the difference between the principle of credulity and the principle of testimony? What is their function?

9. What is the exact role of religious experience in Swinburne’s argument? 

10. Where does the “cumulative” structure of Swinburne’s argument appear? 

11. Is Swinburne’s argument an evidential or an inferential argument or both?

12. Which of the three thinkers Swinburne, Alston or Plantinga is in his argument most orientated to non-believers?

13. Why does Plantinga call his position “Reformed Epistemology”?

14. What is the difference between foundationalism and non-foundationalism in epistemology?

15. What is a “manifestation belief” according to Swinburne?

16. Try to explain what “proper basicality” is.

17. What is “classical foundationalism” according to Plantinga and why does he reject it? Do you think he is right in that?

18. Why could we classify Plantinga as a moderate foundationalist?

19. Why does classical foundationalism undermine itself?

20. What is the difference between “warrant” and “justification”?

21. What are the conditions for warranted beliefs?
22. Why are beliefs of colour-blind people sometimes unwarranted? Are all beliefs of these people unwarranted? 

23. What is the function of the two A/C models? Are they true?

24. What is the difference between the “basic” A/C model and the extended A/C model?

25. What does it mean that Plantinga calls himself an “Augustinian” Christian philosopher? What worries does Augustinian philosophy face?

26. Why does Alston say that you cannot ultimately justify doxastic practices?

27. Give some examples for doxastic practices.

28. Try to summarize Alston’s argument. (Attention, it’s more complex than one might expect!)

29. What is a “parity argument” and where in Alston’s overall argument do you see this structure?

30. How does Alston parallelize religious perception with normal perception?

31. Explain the difference between principles PF and PFG. Do you accept them?

32. What is the difference between a philosophical proof and a defence?

33. How could you justify PFG?

34. Sketch some of Alston’s parity arguments for the reliability of religious perception. Do you agree with him?

35. What would be the closest similar human abilities to religious perception?

36. Where are credibility principles involved in Swinburne, Plantinga and Alston?
37. What is a principal worry against justifying religious belief from single experiences?

38. What are some rationality criteria for religious beliefs?

39. Plantinga and Alston do not weigh traditional natural theology very high; but why are they perhaps wrong? Do they need its support from the background?

