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1. The common-sense conception of pain is defined by one main thread which describes pain as something in a body part.

2. The scientific community widely accepts the second thread of the common-sense conception of pain which treats pain as a subjective experience.   

3. According to Paul Churchland, hypothetically if a person has felt no pain sensations for many years due to damage sustained in the nervous system, upon recovering use of the nervous system that person would be able to identify and discriminate all regained sensations with infallible accuracy. 

4. The first thread of the common-sense conception of pain states that pains are like physical objects or specific spatiotemporal conditions of physical objects.
5. According to Paul Churchland, the traditional view in the philosophy of the mind states that there is no difference between introspection and external perception.
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1. The common-sense conception of pain contains one main thread which describes pain as something in a body part.

False. The common-sense conception of pain contains two main threads which pull in opposite directions. The first thread asserts pain as something in a body part, while the second thread in the common-sense conception of pain identifies pain as a subjective experience.  ("Pain" from Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy Part 1)
2. The scientific community widely accepts the second thread of the common-sense conception of pain which treats pain as a subjective experience.

True. According to the article “Pain” in the Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy “it is this second thread that the official scientific definition of pain picks up and emphasizes and is widely accepted in the scientific community.”  ("Pain" from Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 1.2)
3. According to Paul Churchland, in hypothetical situation where a person has felt no pain sensations for many years due to damage sustained in the nervous system, upon recovering use of the nervous system that person would be able to identify and discriminate all regained sensations with infallible accuracy. 

False. Churchland states that such a condition would be not be possible, rather all regained sensations would be recovered gradually. (Churchland reading)

4. The first thread of the common-sense conception of pain states that pains are like physical objects or specific spatiotemporal conditions of physical objects.
True. The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy states “The first thread treats pains as particulars spatially located in body regions, or more generally, as particular conditions of body parts that have spatiotemporal characteristics as well as features such as volume and intensity (among others).”  ("Pain" from Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 1.1)
5. According to Paul Churchland, the traditional view in the philosophy of the mind states that there is no difference between introspection and external perception.

False. Churchland points out that our perception of the external world is mediated by impressions or sensations of some kind such that the external world is known indirectly and problematically, whereas with introspection our knowledge is immediate and direct. (Churchland reading)
Melanie Hansen

March 20, 2011

Set 3 – Questions and Answers

1. According to Churchland, as an objection to the Incorrigibility Thesis, the brain developed as an evolutionary advantage because of its ability to perceive and respond to its external environment, therefore, it also learns how to perceive internally in the same way, through observation and response to external stimuli.

2. An argument that supports the ICT is that of expectation effects, as in the Fraternity/Spy example, because it proves the validity of the collapse between the appearance/reality relationship.

3. According to Crumley, a common defense of the incorrigibility thesis is that a person can be wrong about describing a certain sensation, or misrepresenting it, but they would still not be wrong about having the sensation, or recognizing it.

4. According to Crumley, part of the aim of strong foundationalists is to identify beliefs that are infallibly justified.

5. According to Crumley, one problem with introspection is that is may be influence my inference.

Melanie Hansen                                                            Set # 3
Answers:

1. According to Churchland, as an objection to the Incorrigibility Thesis, the brain developed as an evolutionary advantage because of its ability to perceive and respond to its external environment, therefore, it also learns how to perceive internally in the same way, through observation and response to external stimuli.

a. True.  Paul Churchland, Matter and Consciousness
i. This theory eventually leads to the Theory Ladeness of all perception, and is a strong argument against incorrigibility thesis because it addresses the problem of the collapse of the appearance/reality relationship which the ICT relies on because it recognizes that the mind’s perceptions are rendered by outside influences, and therefore, the can be flawed and incorrigible.

2. An argument that supports the ICT is that of expectation effects, as in the Fraternity/Spy example, because it proves the validity of the collapse between the appearance/reality relationship.

a. False. Page 104, What Can We Know?
i. According to Pojman, the Fraternity/Spy example is proof that there is clearly a separation between appearance and reality, and shows that your current appearing of can be based on a false belief, which in turn leads to greater problems with the incorrigibility thesis.

3. According to Crumley, a common defense of the incorrigibility thesis is that a person can be wrong about describing a certain sensation, or misrepresenting it, but they would still not be wrong about having the sensation, or recognizing it.

a. True. Page 108, Objections to Incorrigibility.

i.  This defense rests on the belief that recognizing and describing something are two distinct things.  Crumley goes on to argue that even in recognizing very simple things- like the color purple- your recognition still depends on your previous representation of whatever you are recognizing.

4. According to Crumley, part of the aim of strong foundationalists is to identify beliefs that are infallibly justified.

a. True.  Page 108, Objections to Incorrigibility.
i. Crumley objects to this stance because beliefs are based on information which is fallible, which makes it possible for a person to be wrong about their beliefs.

5. According to Crumley, one problem with introspection is that is may be influence my inference.

a. True.  Page 107, Objections to Incorrigibility
i. Crumley’s main problem with the incorrigibilty thesis is that he believes that our internal access is mediated, and therefore fallible.

Valentia Villetti                                              SET # 3

1.  The traditional view tends to clearly distinguish the appearance from reality in considering the   

     state of one’s own mind.
2.  The fraternity case where the pledgee interprets the wrong sensation is an example of the expectancy effect, which is a standard phenomenon with perception. 
3.  According to the Justification Thesis, when a subject forms a direct phenomenal belief based on a phenomenal quality then that belief is primarily justified by virtue of the subject’s acquaintance with that quality.                                   

4. Descartes argued that knowledge about existence and mental nature of self is grasped                                    

    noniferentially by the understanding. 

5.  Individuals with pain asymbolia experience little to no pain, however they suffer     

     considerably.
Valentia Villetti                                              SET # 3

1.  The traditional view tends to clearly distinguish the appearance from reality in considering the   

     state of one’s own mind 
     False, The traditional view tends to collapse the appearance/reality distinction in considering    

     the state of one’s own mind. (Churchland, p. 75)

2. The fraternity case where the pledgee interprets the wrong sensation is an example of the 
     expectancy effect, which is a standard phenomenon with perception.
     True (Churchland, p. 77)

3.  According to the Justification Thesis, when a subject forms a direct phenomenal belief based on a phenomenal quality then that belief is primarily justified by virtue of the subject’s acquaintance with that quality.                                                         
     True (Chalmers, p. 23)

4.  Descartes argued that knowledge about existence and mental nature of self is grasped                                    

     Noninferentially by the understanding. 
 True (Pojman, p. 100)
5.   Individuals with pain asymbolia experience little to no pain, however they suffer     

      considerably.

      False, Pain asymbolics are individuals who feel pain but do not find it bothersome. (Lecture)
Carl Maclean

Set #3 - Questions
1.  Mistakes and corrections of one’s introspective judgment are the result of expectation effects.
2.  One’s introspective judgment about one’s sensations must be incorrigible. 
3.  Solely, the brain is a necessary and sufficient component for pain.

4.  Pain can be perceived as objects or as experiences in our own perceptual reality.

5.  Beliefs and sensations are not logically distinct.

Carl Maclean

Set #3 - Answers
1.  Mistakes and corrections of one’s introspective judgment are the result of expectation effects.

True.  According to Churchland, the example of the hot iron bar was the result of the man expecting it to burn his skin but as we discovered it was cold instead.  (Matter and consciousness by Paul Churchland)

2.  One’s introspective judgment about one’s sensations must be incorrigible. 

True.  According the Churchland, when judging one’s own states, one can never be wrong about the content of their own beliefs. (Matter and consciousness by Paul Churchland)
3.  Solely, the brain is a necessary and sufficient component for pain.

False.  According to this model, the brain is a necessary component yet lacks the sensory input to be sufficient.  (“Pain”, Stanford Encyclopedia of philosophy)
4.  Pain can be perceived as objects or as experiences in our own perceptual reality.

True.  The two main threads of pain are the subjective view which entails our experiences and the sensory view which our mind can perceive as objects to the locations of our pain.  (“Pain”, Stanford Encyclopedia of philosophy)
5.  Beliefs and sensations are not logically distinct.

False.  According to Dr. Ring, they are in fact distinct from each other.  In the example of the hot iron bar, the man’s sensation in which he felt did not change however his belief towards what was actually touching his skin did change.  (Lecture notes)
Hani Esmaeili
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Set Three

1.  According to the lecture, the notion that beliefs and sensations being logically distinct making it possible to misjudge is a valid objection to ICT.

2.  You sit in a room blindfolded. You hear a bell ring, which is followed by an electric shock to your arm, which is bound to the chair you’re sitting on. The bell ringing followed by the shock is repeated 99 times. The 100th time the bell is rung, but there is no shock—you still instinctively flinch because you expect to be shocked. This type of scenario can be used as an argument against ICT.

3.  You are seeming to see a couch with human legs. According to ICT, your belief is justified.

4.  According to the ICT, a person that believes they are feeling pain is not necessarily feeling that pain.

5.  Christian Christianson grew up with absolutely zero knowledge of science and zero access to scientific information. He has only read the bible and as a result he believes that the earth is several thousand years old. According to internalists, Christian is justified in his belief.

Hani Esmaeili
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Set Three Answers

1.  According to the lecture, the notion that beliefs and sensations being logically distinct, making it possible to misjudge sensations, is a valid argument against ICT.

True. We discussed this as an argument against ICT in class.

2.  You sit in a room blindfolded. You hear a bell ring, which is followed by an electric shock to your arm, which is bound to the chair you’re sitting on. The bell ringing followed by the shock is repeated 99 times. The 100th time the bell is rung, but there is no shock—you still instinctively flinch because you expect to be shocked. This type of scenario can be used as an argument against ICT.

True. We discussed “expectation” effects in class as an argument against ICT.

3.  You are seeming to see a couch with human legs. According to ICT, your belief is justified.

True. ICT readings, discussions and p.101 of Pojman.

4.  According to the ICT, a person that believes they are feeling pain is not necessarily feeling that pain.

False. According to ICT, the person feeling the pain is the authority on whether they are feeling pain or not, so it is not possible to show they are mistaken.

5.  Christian Christianson grew up with absolutely zero knowledge of science and zero access to any scientific information. He has only read the bible and as a result he believes that the earth is several thousand years old. According to internalists, Christian is justified in his belief.

True. “According to internalists, as long as we are following the best evidence available to us, we are justified in believing…” p. 135

Jacob W. Baumgartner


SET #3

1.  Any perceptual judgment involves the application of concepts (for example, a is F). Is this true or false according to the network argument?

2.  In Matter and Consciousness, Paul Churchland claims that once one is considering the state of one’s own mind, the distinction between appearance and reality stays the same.

3.  Paul Churchland believes that the following argument is a credible defense of the Incorrigibility Thesis:  “None of us can think of a way in which we could be mistaken in our judgments about our sensations; therefore there is no way in which we could be mistaken.”

4.  According to Jack Crumley, for any belief we might have as a result of introspection, we might also have arrived at the belief by means of an inference.

5.  Jack Crumley states that it is possible that we may not be able to tell when introspection is direct or when it is the result of inference. This possibility, in turn, opens up the possibility that introspection may be an infallible process.

Jacob W. Baumgartner

SET #3 - Answers

1.  Any perceptual judgment involves the application of concepts (for example, a is F). Is this true or false according to the network argument?

     Answer:  True.  This is the first component of the network argument. The network argument goes on to say that any concept is a node in a network of contrasting concepts, and its meaning is fixed by its peculiar place within that network. Furthermore, any network of concepts is a speculative assumption or theory: minimally, as to the classes into which nature divides herself, and the major relations that hold between them. Thus, any perceptual judgment presupposes a theory. (Matter and Consciousness, Churchland p. 80)
2.  In Matter and Consciousness, Paul Churchland claims that once one is considering the state of one’s own mind, the distinction between reality and appearance stays the same.
     Answer:  False.  Churchland claims that once one is considering the state of one’s own mind, the distinction between appearance and reality disappears entirely. The mind is transparent to itself and things in the mind are, necessarily, exactly what they ‘seem’ to be.  (Matter and Consciousness, Churchland p. 75)
3.  Paul Churchland believes that the following argument is a credible defense of the Incorrigibility Thesis:  “None of us can think of a way in which we could be mistaken in our judgments about our sensations; therefore there is no way in which we could be mistaken.”
     Answer:  False.  Churchland believes this argument, “commits an elementary fallacy: it is an argument from ignorance.  There may well be ways in which error is possible, despite our ignorance of them.  Indeed, perhaps we are unaware of them precisely because we understand so little about the hidden mechanisms of introspection.”  (Matter and Consciousness, Churchland p. 76)
4.  According to Jack Crumley, for any belief we might have as a result of introspection, we might also have arrived at the belief by means of an inference.

     Answer:  True.  Crumley states that if such beliefs are arrived at via inference, then the inference may be based on mistaken or false premises or, indeed, be merely a faulty inference. (An Introduction to Epistemology, Jack Crumley p. 107)
5.  Jack Crumley states that it is possible that we may not be able to tell when introspection is direct or when it is the result of inference. This possibility, in turn, opens up the possibility that introspection may be an infallible process.
     Answer:  False. This possibility indicates that introspection may not be an infallible process. (An Introduction to Epistemology, Jack Crumley p. 107)

Neil Pettijohn
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1.  An argument for ICT is that our sensations are mediated by other sensations; therefore, we cannot be mistaken about the content of our sensations.

2.  An argument against ICT is:  Beliefs and sensations are logically distinct, therefore it is possible to have a mistaken belief about a sensation.

3.  According to arguments in favor of ICT the appearance reality distinction remains intact in cases of introspection.

4. The concept of a Grebnesor experience has an undefined content.  Once a Grebnesor experience takes place then the content of the Grebnesor concept remains undefined.

5.  According to Paul Churchland, the means by which we perceive the external world parallels the means by which we perceive the internal world.

Neil Pettijohn 



Set #3-Answers

1.  An argument for ICT is that our sensations are mediated by other sensations; therefore, we cannot be mistaken about the content of our sensations.

False.  This argument for ICT states that our sensations are not mediated by other sensations; therefore, we cannot be mistaken about the content of our sensations (Churchland 75).  

2.  An argument against ICT is:  Beliefs and sensations are logically distinct, therefore it is possible to have a mistaken belief about a sensation.

True.  See lecture notes and fraternity example.

 3.  According to arguments in favor of ICT, the appearance reality distinction remains intact in cases of introspection.  


False.  In cases of introspection the appearance reality distinction breaks down.  Churchland writes, “Therefore, once one is considering the states of one’s own mind, the distinction between appearance and reality disappears entirely.  The mind is transparent to itself, and things in the mind are, necessarily, exactly what they ‘seem’ to be” (Churchland 75).  

4. The concept of a Grebnesor experience has an undefined content.  Once a Grebnesor experience takes place then the content of the Grebnesor concept remains undefined.


False.  The concept of a Grebnesor experience has an undefined content but once a Grebnesor experience takes place then that experience is the Grebnesor experience.  After the Grebnesor experience takes place, the Grebnesor concept is defined (Lecture Notes).  

5.  According to Paul Churchland, the means by which we perceive the external world parallels the means by which we perceive the internal world.


True.  See Churchland 75, 80.  

Samantha Tomilowitz



Set # 3

1.  Nikola Grahek believes at the basic level “the” pain system actually consists of two subsystems: (1) the avoidance system and (2) the restorative or repair system.
2. Descartes holds that my seeming to be in pain is always sufficient to guarantee that I am in pain.

3.  People diagnosed with Pain Asymbolia cannot recognize pain sensations.

4.  Paul Churchland believes the story of the hot poker being switched with an ice cube is a poor interpretation of being aware of one’s pain sensations because one’s judgment reverses itself a few seconds later. 

5.  For Churchland and Descartes believe a dream-pain is reality, so that when you wake up you were really experiencing the pain you had in the dream. 

Samantha Tomilowitz


Set # 3 – Answers

1.  Nikola Grahek believes at the basic level “the” pain system actually consists of two subsystems: (1) the avoidance system and (2) the restorative or repair system. 


True.  Grahek refers to the first as the external pathologist and the second as the internal pathologist.  Both may “function as alarm or warning systems, [but] they differ markedly in their functions, targets, and underlying neural structures and mechanisms, as well as in the characteristic behavior that they induce”  (Grahek P. 10)

2.  Descartes holds that my seeming to be in pain is always sufficient to guarantee that I am in pain. 


True.  Descartes believes that hurting experiences are equivalent to being in pain; being in pain referencing the internal world.  (Class notes, March 28). 


3.  People diagnosed with Pain Asymbolia cannot recognize pain sensations.


False.  They may recognize pain as a good thing like any normal person.  The only thing they lack is emotional and behavioral responses to pain.  (Grahek P. 9). 

4. Paul Churchland believes the story of the hot poker being switched with an ice cube is a poor interpretation of being aware of one’s pain sensations because one’s judgment reverses itself a few seconds later.


True.  Churchland argues that the painful reaction to the ice cube was a kind of misidentification.  Instead, the entire sensation was a misidentification and was never painful.  Therefore, one is not always aware of their occurrent pain sensations, disputing incorrigibility.  (Matter and Consciousness P. 77). 

5. For Churchland and Descartes believe a dream-pain is reality, so that when you wake up you were really experiencing the pain you had in the dream.


False.  Churchland argues against this belief Descartes holds.  Descartes collapses appearance and reality.  Beliefs are true whenever what you believe (content of your beliefs) corresponds to reality.  (Class Notes from Churchland, March 15).  

Steven Korpos                                          Set #3

1. The Traditional View holds that the mind can only understand its internal natural to the same extent as the external, and is therefore fallible.

2. One strong argument against the Traditional View is that misrepresentation of an introspective sensation by an intermediary is not the only method by which error can be derived.

3.  It is plausible that, in the future, all of our introspective judgments could be regarded as mediated - and therefore corrigible, if folk psychology is proven to be a false theory.

4. The Network Argument states that any and all perceptual judgments are based upon self-evident truths and therefore does not presuppose any theories.

5.  David Chalmers’ argument in favor of the ICT is that the counterexamples which have been presented are not direct phenomenal beliefs; they either involve a concept that is not a direct phenomenal concept, or they involve a direct phenomenal concept predicated of a quality other than the one that constitutes it.

Steven Korpos




Set #3 (Answers)

1.  The Traditional View holds that the mind can only understand its internal natural to the same extent as the external, and is therefore fallible.

     False.  The traditional view states that, “One’s candid introspective judgments about one’s own mental states – or about one’s own sensations, anyway – anyway, are incorrigible and infallible: it is logically impossible that they can be mistaken. (Churchland, p. 2)

2.  One strong argument against the Traditional View is that misrepresentation of an introspective sensation by an intermediary is not the only method by which error can be derived.

     True.  It is argued that certain extreme sensations, excluding any that may be defined as pain, may, if only briefly, cause a sensation that may be mistaken for pain.  In this case, a “pain” sensation was never actually painful, but the introspective error occurred nonetheless. (Churchland, p. 3)

3.  It is plausible that, in the future, all of our introspective judgments could be regarded as mediated - and therefore corrigible, if folk psychology is proven to be a false theory.

     True.  Churchland says, “Our introspective judgments are framed in the concepts of folk psychology, which framework we have already determined to have the structure and status of an empirical theory.  As with any such judgments, their integrity is only as good as the integrity of the empirical theory in which the relevant concepts are semantically embedded.  Which is to say, if folk psychology should turn out to be a radically false theory, then its entire ontology would lose its claim to reality.” (Churchland, p. 4)

4.  The Network Argument states that any and all perceptual judgments are based upon self-evident truths and therefore does not presuppose any theories.

    False.  The Network Argument states that all perceptual judgments involve the application of concepts, that a concept is defined by its place among other contrasting concepts, and that any network is a “Speculative assumption or theory.” Therefore, “Any perceptual judgment presupposes a theory.”

5.  David Chalmers’ argument in favor of the ICT is that the counterexamples which have been presented are not direct phenomenal beliefs; they either involve a concept that is not a direct phenomenal concept, or they involve a direct phenomenal concept predicated of a quality other than the one that constitutes it.

     True.  Chalmers states that these sorts of events are what he calls, “Pseudo-direct phenomenal beliefs.”  They share the same cognitive structure of direct phenomenal beliefs, but are not actually direct phenomenal beliefs.
Ben Gibbs                                                      SET #3 
1.  Pain can be thought of as both corporal and subjective.
2.  Descartes rejects the appearance/reality distinction as it relates to pain.
3.  Cause and effect are logically distinct.
4.  According to Chalmer, it is possible to error when identifying an experience. 
5.  According to Chalmer, it is possible to error when identifying an experience which lack determinant characteristics.
Ben Gibbs                                                      SET #3  - Answers

1. Pain can be thought of as both corporal and subjective.
True. The tensions between these two viewpoints is know as the act-object duality or as Descartes might call it, the mind body duality. The corporal definition of pain is the more intuitive of the two. We tend to identify pain as existing in a certain part of our body. We even talk about as an afflicting object. On the other hand, science tends to follow a more subjective identification of pain. Pain as a subject of a person experiencing it. (plato.stanford.edu/entries/pain/ and class notes)
2. Descartes rejects the appearance/reality distinction as it relates to pain. 

True. Descartes demands that our perception of pain must be incorrigible. If the appearance of painfulness and the actual existence of pain can be distinct of each other, than logically one could believe they are in pain and in fact be mistaken. (class notes and Descartes Second Meditations paragraph 9)
3. Cause and Effect are logically distinct.
True. While cause and effect are considered invariably linked, they are not logically related. If a cake appears on your desk, the existence of cause has no bearing on the existence of the cake. To take it another way, examine proposition “If P then Q”. Now imagine there is no P. It is still possible to have Q. Notice, in this example a cause for Q may vary well exist, but it is not necessary. (class notes on Hume)

4. According to Chalmer, it is possible to error when identifying an experience. 
False. Chalmer points out that, “most phenomenal beliefs are not direct phenomenal beliefs, so most phenomenal beliefs are still corrigible.” Chalmer 4.1

5. According to Chalmer, it is possible to error when identifying an experience which lack determinant characteristics.
False. Chalmer makes the claim that if a belief lacks any phenomenal qualities, than one can never miss identify that belief. However, if that phenomenal belief happens again, one must apply those determinant characteristics set by the first iteration. Thus, the second iteration of any belief cannot lack determinant characteristics. Chalmer 4.1
Peter Nguyen
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Set # 3

1.  Descartes presents a bad argument on the incorrigibility thesis, begging the question as he reflects that he is at least certain that he seems to see, hear, and feel.

2.  A person arguing against the incorrigibility thesis would state that if something appears a certain way than that is the reality of it.

3.  A person arguing for the ICT would argue that the brain first and foremost knows itself better than the it could ever know the outside world.

4.  A person arguing against the ICT would argue that the brain can be mistaken and even corrected when it comes to just noticeable differences.
5.  The examples of the lime/orange sherbet and hot/cold metal are counterarguments to the incorrigibility thesis know as “differentiation effects”
Peter Nguyen

Set 3 Answers
1.  Descartes presents a bad argument on the incorrigibility thesis, begging the question as he reflects that he is at least certain that he seems to see, hear, and feel.

True. Notes in class.

2.  A person arguing against the incorrigibility thesis would state that if something appears a certain way than that is the reality of it.

False. A person that argues for ICT would agree that appearance is reality. This is the appearance reality distinction that is a controversial argument for the ICT. (notes from class)
3.  A person arguing for the ICT would argue that the brain first and foremost knows itself better than the it could ever know the outside world.

True.  A person that would argue against the ICT would say that the brain evolved to be a predictive mechanism to predict the outside world and that inflection is a second nature. (notes from class)
4.  A person arguing against the ICT would argue that the brain can be mistaken and even corrected when it comes to just noticeable differences.

True. Very short or slight burst of information can be taken in by the brain, but the brain is unable to access the information until it is corrected. (notes in class)

5.  The examples of the lime/orange sherbet and hot/cold metal are counterarguments to the incorrigibility thesis know as “differentiation effects”

False. This is the expectation effect (Churchland p.77)
Wes Davis
Set #3 True/False Questions

1.  Critics of Foundationalism acknowledge that there are infallible basic beliefs.

2.  Crumley declares that a standard claim of the strong Foundationalist is that we can never be                                                                                             

     mistaken about what one is thinking, sensing, desiring or wishing.

3.  According to Paul Churchland, one does not introspectively apprehend a sensation by way of 
     a sensation of that sensation.

4.  Churchland proposes that the mind knows the external world first, and far better than it can 
     ever know itself.

5.  In objection to the ICT, Chalmers claims that most phenomenal beliefs are not direct, 
     therefore they are still corrigible.

Wes Davis

Set #3 True/False Answers
1.  Critics of Foundationalism acknowledge that there are infallible basic beliefs.
False.  According to Crumley, in “Objections to Foundationalism” which is entailed in his larger body of work entitled “Objections to Incorrigibility,” critics of Foundationalism question whether or not we can have infallible basic beliefs known as a “Foundation” on which other beliefs are based. (Crumley, p. 106)
2.  Crumley declares that a standard claim of the strong Foundationalist is that we can never be                                                                                   
     mistaken about what one is thinking, sensing, desiring or wishing.

True.  (Crumley, p. 106)
3.  According to Paul Churchland, one does not introspectively apprehend a sensation by way of 
     a sensation of that sensation.

True.  (Churchland, p. 75)
4.  Churchland proposes that the mind knows the external world first, and far better than it can 
     ever know itself.
False.  Churchland claims the exact opposite; the mind knows itself first, and far better than the external world.  (Churchland, p. 75)
5.  In objection to the ICT, Chalmers claims that most phenomenal beliefs are not direct, 
     therefore they are still corrigible.

True.  (Chalmers, 4.1) 

Nicholas Cohn

Philosophy A165: Epistemology

Dr. David C. Ring

True/False Set #3

Set 3 Questions

1.  According to the ICT, Chamlers first objection is based on that most phenomenal beliefs are not direct beliefs and are usually based off only a pre existing corrigible phenomenal belied or concept?

2.  Chamlers would agree that one way it is possible to have a false belief or a false judgment is when reality is different than what you are asserting?

3.  In the Epistemology of phenomenal belief by Chamlers, believing that the sun is burning your skin is at least based upon you feeling (sense) your skin being burned or heated. This I an example of a pseudo- direct belief.

4.  If an object (Amorphousness) lacks determining identity conditions than you cannot get a fact about that object wrong. If this happens a second or third time it does not change whether you can or cannot be wrong.

5.  Looking at The Traditional View and argument s against it, Churland would agree that you cannot tell whether the body knows internal workings or the external world better?

Nicholas Cohn
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True/False Set #3                                Set 3 Questions/Answers

1.  According to the ICT, Chamlers first objection is based on that most phenomenal beliefs are not direct beliefs and are usually based off only a pre existing corrigible phenomenal belied or concept?

     False.  Yes Chalmers says that most phenomenal beliefs are not direct beliefs but because 

     they are not based on just a pre-existing corrigible phenomenal belief or concept. It can also 

     be based off a pre-existing corrigible or incorrigible belief or concept. For example, belief of 

     having pain is at least concerned with which could be a corrigible or incorrigible belief of 

     having the sensation of pain. As a relational phenomenal concept) (Chalmers, 4.1 paragraph

     5, 2.1)

2.  Chamlers would agree that one way it is possible to have a false belief or a false judgment is when reality is different than what you are asserting?

     True.  What you could be sure of, may actually not be the case. For example, Joe was sure  

     that he locked up his bike before class and it was still there but someone was able to cut 

     his lock and take his bike. You can see that his reality and belief was different than what the 

     ending result or assertion was.

3.  In the Epistemology of phenomenal belief by Chamlers, believing that the sun is burning your skin is at least based upon you feeling (sense) your skin being burned or heated. This I an example of a pseudo- direct belief.

     True.  A pseudo-direct phenomenal beliefs are “beliefs that share the cognitive structure of 

     direct phenomenal beliefs (and that are guasi-direct phenomenal beliefs) but that are not 

     direct.” If you can show that it is not a direct phenomenal belief. (Chalmers, 4.2 Paragraph 9)

4.  If an object (Amorphasess) lacks determining identity conditions than you cannot get a fact about that object wrong. If this happens a second or third time it still will never change whether you can or cannot be wrong because it can still not have any determining identity conditions.

     False. Yes, the first time you cannot be wrong with an object lacking determining identity 

     factors but it is likely and possible to be wrong the second time or future times. Even though I 

     asked if it may still even have determining identity factors the fact that I said never makes it 

     false. (Chalmer, In class notes & 4.1)

5.  Looking at The Traditional View and arguments against it, Churland would agree that you cannot tell whether the body knows internal workings or the external world better?

False. He would agree that the body doesn’t know internal workings better than those of the external world not the opposite. For example, we as a species and individually logically can understand our surrounds more than our complex insides and how they work. (Chalmers, p. 76 the traditional View) (In class notes)
