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SET 1

Questions:

1. In Gettier's counter-example to the tripartite analysis shows that the tripartite analysis is wholly wrong.

2. You can have JTB, even if one precipice is false.

3. Rene Descartes argues that we have infallible knowledge of our psychological states.

4. Descartes' foundational notion of properly basic belief is that a belief is basic as long as the individual has JTB in it.

5. Descartes' first meditation is a skeptics view of knowledge as a whole.

Travis Spence 

Answers:



SET 1

1. In Gettier's counter-example to the tripartite analysis shows that the tripartite analysis is wholly wrong.

1. False. Gettier merely shows that while the tripartite analysis is somewhat necessary, it is not sufficient for knowledge. (72-73)

2. You can have JTB, even if one precipice is false.

2. True. One can believe that Bill Clinton is the president, and Bill Clinton is a man. Therefore he can have JTB that a man is President, even though Bill Clinton is NOT the President currently. (lecture notes)

3. Rene Descartes argues that we have infallible knowledge of our psychological states.

3. True. Descartes argues that even if you are being decieved of being in pain, your physical state of mind tells you your pain is real. So regardless of intent, you KNOW what you FEEL. (89)

4. Descartes' foundational notion of properly basic belief is that a belief is basic as long as the individual has JTB in it.

4. False. Belief B is properly basic for person P, IFF B is indubitable or self-evidently true for S. (92)

5. Descartes' first meditation is a skeptics view of knowledge as a whole.

5. True. First meditation focuses largely on the "Evil Genius" Theory.

Briant Rodelo Set#1 Fall_2008

1. Is the no false-belief condition  shown to be too weak in acquiring knowledge?

2.  Beliefs are divided in two classifications: basic beliefs and inferred beliefs according to Decartes from his work First Meditation?

3. The Gettier counter examples proved that the Tripartite Analysis is wrong?

4. According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning?

5.According to Fred Dretske, relationally absolute concepts allow us to believe in ideas such as flatness, round, and straight to be true as long as it is relative in context?

Briant Rodelo Set#1 Fall_2008

1. Is the no false-belief condition  shown to be too weak in acquiring knowledge.

True- ( What is Knowledge? p.84) “The no false-belief condition was also shown to be too weak, and examples in which no false belief was present were offered.  One of the examples in which no false belief was present were offered.” A person can have a justifiable belief that he or she believes is absolutely true but in reality is false.  An example is the red barn facade example.

2.  Beliefs are divided in two classifications: basic beliefs and inferred beliefs according to Decartes from his work First Meditation.

True- ( What is Knowledge? p.102)“A belief that p is properly basic for a person S if and only if it is (1) basic (noninferential) for S and (2) properly so (justified noninferentially). A nonbasic justified belief is one that is inferentially based on one or more properly basic beliefs.  The relationship is asymmetrical in that the basic beliefs transfer(or transmit) justification and knowledge to the derived belief but not vice versa. In classical foundationalism, truth is preserved in the transmission process from the infallible first principles to the superstructure in a treelike relationship.”

3. The Gettier counter examples proved that the Tripartite Analysis is wrong.

False.( What is Knowledge? p.83) it is stated that “Gettier is not arguing that the tripartite analysis is wholly wrong. It is simply that the tripartite analysis, while perhaps necessary, is not sufficient for knowledge.” s believes that p.  , p is true, s believes that p is justified, p is entailed by or probabilistically inferred from some proposition

q, s is justified in believing q, q is false,s doesnt know p.
4. According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.

True - ( What is Knowledge? p.100)  “According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.”  

5.According to Fred Dretske, relationally absolute concepts allow us to believe in ideas such as flatness, round, and straight to be true as long as it is relative in context.

True-( What is Knowledge? pp.89-90)   “Take, for example, the concept ‘flatness.’ Something is flat only if it is not bumpy or irregular. If we take this literally, nothing is flat, for all surfaces will be found to have irregularities under a magnifying glass or microscope. Absolute flatness doesn’t exist. But Dretske argues thatwe only need a relative notion. What counts as a bump or irregularity depends on the type of surface in question. A road with minor irregularities may be genuinely flat relative to our standards for roads even though a mirror or lens with the same irregularities would not be considered flat. Dretske calls this a relationally absolute concept.”

Ricardo Quiros Tues/Thurs

epistemology

1. According to Gettier JTB is not always sufficient for knowledge. 

2. The statement “I exist” is used by Gettier in his counter examples to JTB. 

3. The view that we may have infallible nonin-ferential knowledge upon which all other knowledge is based on is called coherentism. 

4. The Tripartite Analysis defines knowledge as a Justified True Belief. 

5. In Descartes first meditation, he holds that information delivered by way of the senses is of the up most truth and certainty 

Ricardo Quiros Tues/Thurs Epistemology

1. According to Gettier JTB is not always sufficient for knowledge. 

True) Gettier will argue that someone can have a justified true belief and not have knowledge. (gettiers 1st and seconds problem.)

2. The statement “I exist” is used by Gettier in his counter examples to JTB. 

False) The statement “I exist” is used by Descarte to prove that you can be certain of some things. 

3. The view that we may have infallible nonin-ferential knowledge upon which all other knowledge is based on is called coherentism. 

False) This is the view held by classical foundationalists (pojman P.101)

4. The Tripartite Analysis defines knowledge as more or less a Justified True Belief. 

True (pojman P 81)

5. In Descartes first meditation, he holds that information delivered by way of the senses is of the up most truth and certainty 

True (Descartes 1st meditation)

Ivy Brenton

David Ring

Epistemology

16 September 2008

Set #1

1. A belief is doubtful whenever it is possibly false.

2. Certainty is required for knowledge.

3. Foundational belief is possibly false

4. JTB theory is both sufficient and each condition by itself is necessary for knowledge.

5. Knowledge is never without fallacies.

Ivy Brenton

David Ring

Epistemology

16 September 2008

Set #1

6. A belief is doubtful whenever it is possibly false.

True, because whenever it is possibly false, it is not strong enough to be believed to be true (Pojman 84).

7. Certainty is required for knowledge.

True, one must have certainty to fulfill the JTB theory (Pojman 4).

8. Foundational belief is possibly false.

False, foundational belief is always true (Pojman 99).

9. JTB theory is both sufficient and each condition by itself is necessary for knowledge.

False, Gettier says that the justification can be based on a false fact (Pojman 82).

10. Knowledge is never without fallacies.

True, actual knowledge that satisfies all conditions is true (Pojman 4).

Rene Cuevas

Epistemology T/F 1

Mr. Ring

T/F Set 1

1)
The following statements are knowledge by acquaintance.  I know my friend Doody very well; I know how to speak Spanish;  I know that Sacramento Is the capital of California.

2)
When someone claims to know something or have knowledge they are making a claim to possess the truth.

3)
There are no theories on how we acquire knowledge.

4)
Descartes  was the first philosopher to suggest the tripartite analysis of knowledge.

5)
All our beliefs can be brought down to 2 kinds of beliefs; basic beliefs and inferred beliefs.

Rene Cuevas

Epistemology T/F 1

Mr. Ring

T/F Set 1 Questions and Answers

1)
The following statements are knowledge by acquaintance.  I know my friend Doody very well; I know how to speak Spanish;  I know that Sacramento Is the capital of California.

A- False, the first statement is knowledge by acquaintance; but I know how to speak Spanish is competence knowledge because it’s a knowledge of skill; and I know that Sacramento is the capital of California is propositional knowledge because it has truth value behind it. P. - 2

2)
When someone claims to know something or have knowledge they are making a claim to possess the truth.

A- True, Knowledge entails truth, therefore if someone is claiming to have knowledge they are also claiming to have the truth. P. -4

3)
There are no theories on how we acquire knowledge.

A- False, there are two theories on the acquisition of knowledge, they are rationalism and empiricism. P. - 16

4)
Descartes  was the first philosopher to suggest the tripartite analysis of knowledge.

A- False,  Plato was the first to suggest a tripartite analysis of knowledge, defining it as true belief with a rational explanation or justification. P. -81

5)
All our beliefs can be brought down to 2 kinds of beliefs; basic beliefs and inferred beliefs.

A- True, p.  102

Victoria Wilburn 

Fall 2008

Problem Set 1: True or False Questions

1. It is hard to separate highly probable beliefs from knowledge.

2. Dretske put forth a contextual account  of knowledge where justification is held to be given to a context.

3. The no false-belief condition does not succeed in saving the tripartite analysis.

4. Gettier was the first to suggest a tripartite analysis of knowledge, defining it as a true belief with a rational explanation or justification,

5. According to Decartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.

Victoria Wilburn

Fall 2008

Problem Set 1: True or False Question and Reasoning

1. It is hard to separate highly probable beliefs from knowledge.


True, To get a highly probable belief lets say 99.99 % you would have to base it on knowledge. Referring back to Pojman, 87, “its my knowledge of probabilities that causes me to have the belief.” Confusing it may be, however to break it down if you know something is true or false (with there being no doubt) than the 
probabilities of it being true or false are extremely high.

2. Dretske put forth a contextual account  of knowledge where justification is held to be given to a context.


True, looking back at Pojman 89, that it truly depends on the context or referring 
to the situation on what you are relating it to. For example given Pojman’s example that flatness is flat if there is no bumps. Consequently we could argue that absolute flatness doesn’t exsist because when looking into a microscope everything is irregular. However when you compare that the road is flatter than the driveway the justification holds true.

3. The no false-belief condition does not succeed in saving the tripartite analysis.


True, with what Pojman said (84) the no false-belief condition is to be proven as too strong and too weak. When having more than one JTB in instances like Jack 
and Jill are married because you attended the wedding and saw their vows, when really Jack and Jill got married a couple weeks ago in a civil ceremony. Yet your belief is true but in some instances it is also false considering the date of the ceremony.


4. Gettier was the first to suggest a tripartite analysis of knowledge, defining it as a true belief with a rational explanation or justification.


False, Gettier was not the first, Plato was. However Gettier a year later published a counterexample of the analysis  (Pojman, 81).

5. According to Decartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.


True, As Pojman (100) quotes Decartes methods where intuition, by having a clear mind free from doubt and deductive by transmitting knowledge from 
intuitions. Knowledge does have to start from somewhere. And according to 
Decartes no other methods can guarantee knowledge.,

Jeff Bartholemy
Phil 165 TTH 1110-1235

Set 1 T/F

1. Plato first suggested the rough theory of S knows P if and only if:
S believes P
P is true
S's belief that P is true is justified

2. The Quartet solutions accepted the tripartite analysis as a full
account of knowledge but, then offered four more necessary conditions
to the tripartite analysis.

3. Dretske's contextual account put forth a single standard for all
situations in which you would compare the situation, making it
justified or non-justified.

4. Internalists stipulate that a fourth condition will defuse the
problematic counterexamples: a causal condition, defeasibility and the
like.

5. Descartes believed that the best knowledge came from you enculturation.



Jeff Bartholemy
Phil 165 TTH 1110-1235

Set 1 T/F

1. Plato first suggested the rough theory of S knows P if and only if:
S believes P
P is true
S's belief that P is true is justified

Answer: True; this was also cited by C.I. Lewis Roderrick Chisholm and
A.J. Ayer in loose interpretations. Pojman p. 81

2. The Quartet solutions accepted the tripartite analysis as a full
account of knowledge but, then offered four more necessary conditions
to the tripartite analysis.
Answer: False; The Quartet solutions added a single additional
condition to complete sufficient and necessary knowledge. These
included the no-false belief condition, the conclusive condition, the
causal condition and the defeasibility condition. Pojman p. 83

3. Dretske's contextual account put forth a single standard for all
situations in which you would compare the situation, making it
justified or non-justified.
Answer: False; Dretske agreed that knowledge was absolute but, came
with a great degree of relativity. Example- The flatness of a very
flat road compared to the flatness of a mirror would be a very jagged
and useless mirror. Pojman p. 89
4. Internalists stipulate that a fourth condition will defuse the
problematic counterexamples: a causal condition, defeasibility and the
like.
Answer: True; Each alternative counter example generally contains a
4th condition. These are generally pretty wholly. Pojman p. 95
5. Descartes believed that the best knowledge came from you enculturation.
Answer: False; Descartes believed that the best knowledge came from
your sense. Example – He observed the lights were on therefore the
lights were on.

Amy White

Set 1-Problems

1. There are three kinds of knowledge studied in epistemology: Knowledge by Acquaintance (deals with knowing direct objects), Competence Knowledge (skill knowledge), and Propositional Knowledge (descriptive knowledge).  Out of these three kinds, epistemology primarily deals with Competence Knowledge. 

2. In Descartes Meditation #1, the Argument for Illusion is “All that I have, up to this moment, accepted as possessed of the highest truth and certainty, I received either from or through the senses. I observed, however, that these sometimes misled us; and it is the part of that prudence not to place absolute confidence in that by which we have even once been deceived.” 

3. The difference between obtaining knowledge from the senses and obtaining knowledge through the senses is that when one obtains knowledge through the senses, one is able to observe something, i.e. those cookies smell good, v. when one obtains knowledge from the senses, one is able to infer something based on the observation i.e. those cookies must have just come out of the oven. 

4. The example for justified true belief as knowledge is best described by the proposition:

a. S knows that P IFF 

i. P is true.

ii. S believes that P, and 

iii. S is justified in believing that P.
5.   Descartes’ Meditation on the nature of the human mind spawned an explosion of philosophical literature aimed at producing an acceptable account of knowledge, either by modifying the JTB account by adding further conditions to it, or by replacing the third, justification, condition with one or more other conditions.

Amy White 

Set 1-Answers

1. Q-There are three kinds of knowledge studied in epistemology: Knowledge by Acquaintance (deals with knowing direct objects), Competence Knowledge (skill knowledge), and Propositional Knowledge (descriptive knowledge).  Out of these three kinds, epistemology primarily deals with Competence Knowledge.

a. False. In What Can We Know?, Pojman writes that “epistemology is primarily interested in propositional knowledge.” p.  3

2. Q-In Descartes Meditation #1, the Argument for Illusion is “All that I have, up to this moment, accepted as possessed of the highest truth and certainty, I received either from or through the senses. I observed, however, that these sometimes misled us; and it is the part of that prudence not to place absolute confidence in that by which we have even once been deceived.” 

A-True. The Argument for Illusion is “All that I have, up to this moment, accepted as possessed of the highest truth and certainty, I received either from or through the senses. I observed, however, that these sometimes misled us; and it is the part of that prudence not to place absolute confidence in that by which we have even once been deceived.” Q-9

3. Q- The difference between obtaining knowledge from the senses and obtaining knowledge through the senses is that when one obtains knowledge through the senses, one is able to observe something, i.e. those cookies smell good, v. when one obtains knowledge from the senses, one is able to infer something based on the observation i.e. those cookies must have just come out of the oven. 

A-False. As stated in our class discussion, knowledge that comes from the senses is observed, v. knowledge that comes through the senses is inferred.

4. Q- The example for justified true belief as knowledge is best described by the proposition:

a. S knows that P IFF 

i. P is true. Ii.  S believes that P, and 

Iii.  S is justified in believing that P.
A-True. In the beginning of Edmund Gettier’s article “Is justified true belief knowledge?,” he refreshes the mind by stating this fact before questioning it. 

5. Q- Descartes’ Meditation on the nature of the human mind spawned an explosion of philosophical literature aimed at producing an acceptable account of knowledge, either by modifying the JTB account by adding further conditions to it, or by replacing the third, justification, condition with one or more other conditions.

A-False. Edmund Gettier’s Paper “Is justified true belief knowledge?” did so. Q (5)
Kevin Greenlee - Set One True/False Questions

1. The correspondence theory of truth says that knowledge is defined as a series of beliefs that one can defend against all comers.

2. Edmund L. Gettier demonstrated in his famous article that justified true belief is not a necessary condition for knowledge.

3. A fact can be true or false.

4. The Gettier Problem is easily solved by adding a forth condition to the tripartite theory of knowledge.

5. Bertrand Russell argued that the pragmatist theory of truth is the best truth theory. 

Kevin Greenlee  - Set One Solutions

1. The correspondence theory of truth says that knowledge is defined as a series of beliefs that one can defend against all comers

a. False. According to Pojman the correspondence theory is “the theory that truth consists in the relationship between the proposition (or sentence) and the facts or states of affairs that verify or confirm the propositions” (What Can We Know? P.  4) 

2. Edmund L. Gettier demonstrated in his famous article that justified true belief is not a necessary condition for knowledge

a. False. None of Gettier’s cases demonstrate that knowledge did not have to be a justified true belief. Instead, his cases show that the JTB criteria for knowledge is not sufficient. 

3. A fact can be true or false.

a. False. According to Pojman states, “[F]acts are not true or false, but just are” (What Can We Know? P.  5)

4. The Gettier Problem is easily solved by adding a forth condition to the tripartite theory of knowledge.

a. False. “Internalists typically specify a fourth condition [to the tripartite analysis] that defuses [Gettier’s] problematic counterexamples: a causal condition, defeasibility and the like … difficulties haunt each attempt to solve the Gettier counterexamples…” (What Can We Know? Pojman, P. s. 95-96). 

5. Bertrand Russell argued that the pragmatist theory of truth is the best truth theory.

a. False.  “Bertrand Russell argued against the pragmatic theory that practical ‘success’ is a dubious criterion for truth. By such a criterion, Nazism would have been true if it had succeeded in leading Germany to win World War II” (Ibid, at P.  9).

Stuart Ashurst

Epistemology

Dr. Ring

Problem Set 1

1. The statement “I know how to weld” is an example of propositional knowledge.

2. Descartes states that there are only two methods that guarantee you will arrive at knowledge: deductive reasoning and intuition.

3. Descartes argues in his First Meditation that since our senses can mislead us, it is important not to place absolute confidence in them because they have deceived us in the past.

4. Edmumd Gettier proved that the JTB theory was false.

5. Descartes set out to prove that all of his opinions were false so that he could start with all true beliefs.

Stuart Ashurst

Epistemology

Dr. Ring

1. The statement “I know how to weld” is an example of propositional knowledge.

False. This statement is an example of competence knowledge (or skill knowledge). On the other hand, propositional knowledge is represented in the statement “I know there are stars in space.” Propositional knowledge (or descriptive knowledge) states, “propositions have truth value” (Pojman p. 2)

2. Descartes states that there are only two methods that guarantee you will arrive at knowledge: deductive reasoning and intuition.

True. “According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.” (Pojman p. 100)

3. Descartes argues in his First Meditation that since our senses can mislead us, it is important not to place absolute confidence in them because they have deceived us in the past.

False. Although it is important to make sure our sources are credible, our “senses occasionally mislead us respecting minute objects, and such as are so far removed from us as to be beyond the reach of close observation, there are yet many other of their informations (presentations), of the truth of which it is manifestly impossible to doubt”

4. Edmumd Gettier proved that the JTB theory was false.

True. Gettier produced a counter-example that fulfilled all three conditions of the JTB theory, however it was not a case of knowledge thus proving that the JTB theory was flawed.

5. Descartes set out to prove that all of his opinions were false so that he could start with all true beliefs.

False. “…it will not be necessary for me to show that the wholeof these are false…Nor for this purpose will it be necessary even to deal with each belief individually, which would be truly an endless labor; but, as the removal from below of the foundation necessarily involves the downfall of the whole edifice, I will at once approach the criticism of the principles on which all my former beliefs rested.”(First Meditation by Rene Descartes). 

Kim Vu 

Set 1

1. Plato was the first to suggest a tripartite analysis of knowledge, defining it as true belief with a justification. 

2. Gettier argues that the tripartite analysis is wholly wrong.

3. In 1981, Dretske developed a solution to the Gettier problem that depends on a fourth condition. 

4. Keith DeRose argues that what makes a belief adequately justified so that it counts as knowledge is that we can eliminate all the relevant alternatives.

5. According to Descartes only tow methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning. 

Kim Vu

1. Plato was the first to suggest a tripartite analysis of knowledge, defining it as true belief with a justification.  True Plato was the first to suggest the tripartite analysis. Before 1963 the concept of knowledge was unanalyzed or just “true justified belief” (Pojman 81)

2. Gettier argues that the tripartite analysis is wholly wrong. False. He gives two counter examples to show that “the tripartite analysis, while perhaps necessary, is not sufficient for knowledge.” (Pojman 83)

3. In 1981, Dretske developed a solution to the Gettier problem that depends on a fourth condition. False The Dretske solution doesn’t depend on a fourth condition. Instead, “Dretske put forth a contextual account of knowledge wherein justification is held to be relative to a given context.” (Pojman 89)

4. Keith DeRose argues that what makes a belief adequately justified so that it counts as knowledge is that we can eliminate all the relevant alternatives. False Dretske is the one that argues that it counts as knowledge if we can eliminate all the relevant alternatives. (Pojman 90)

5. According to Descartes only tow methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.  True Quoted in Pojman (p.  100)

Set 1, Fall 08, Amanda Long

1) Rationalists believe that knowledge originates through sense of perception


True or False

2) In 1967 most epistemologists were dissatisfied with the casual theory of knowledge.


True or False

3) Understanding is a firm and easy quality of mind, which sees into principles.


True or False

4) Fallibilism is the thesis that almost any of our ideas could turn out to be true.


True or False

5) Externalist ploy holds very strong in the knowing a basic belief.


True or False

Set 1, Fall 08, Amanda Long

1) Rationalists believe that knowledge originates through sense of perception.

False. Rationalists believe that reason is sufficient to have knowledge that it is through our sense of intellect to discovery to truth. Plato originated this in 427-347 B.C., that knowledge goes past ideas, it is in the world of becoming. Where as empiricists believe knowledge comes through the senses.

(What Can We Know?, p.  16)

2) In 1967 most epistemologists were dissatisfied with the casual theory of knowledge.

True. Around that time theories were not sufficient enough to describe knowledge, it was hard to separate highly probable beliefs from knowledge. Philosophers started to find the essence of the casual theory starting with Gilbert Harman with the idea of near relative, inference to the best explanation.

(What Can We Know?, p.  87).

3) Understanding is a firm and easy quality of mind, which sees into principles.

True. The truth is understood by the inquiry of intellect and reasoning. Aquinas says the understanding can use principles to deduce knowledge of metaphysical truths. Descartes says the existence and mental nature of the self is grasped noninferentially through understanding.

(What Can We Know?, p.  100)

4) Fallibilism is the thesis that almost any of our ideas could turn out to be true.

False. The thesis says that all of our ideas could turn out to be false. Foundationalists became more moderate and dropped the idea that basic belief must be incorrigible, and thy hold that the essential structure of properly basic belief that support all other nonbasic beliefs.

(What Can We Know?, p.  105)

5) Externalist ploy holds very strong in the knowing a basic belief.

False. Externalist version has its weaknesses, because the belief forming process is vague in saying that if beliefs are caused in the right way it doesn’t matter whether the subject is aware of the belief. This externalist version rejects the thesis that one must be in cognitive possession of the justifying reasoning, instead externalists are saying that the mind be unaware unaware of what it knows but still posses that knowledge. 

(What Can We Know?, p.  109)

Peter Tran

Set 1: 5 T/F Answers

1. The tripartite analysis, suggested by Plato, is sufficient for knowledge.

False. The tripartite analysis is not sufficient for knowledge as proven by Gettier’s counterexamples. Although S is justified in believing q, and p is inferred from q, and p is true, q could be false, so S doesn’t know p. (Pojman, p. 83)

2. The no false-belief condition succeeds in saving the tripartite analysis, making it necessary and sufficient for knowledge.

False. This proposed solution to the tripartite analysis stipulates that belief p must not be caused by a false belief q. However, this proposition was shown to be too weak and does not succeed in saving the tripartite analysis. (Pojman, p. 84)

3. The conclusive reasons condition proposed by Dretske is too strong and extremely limits what we can call knowledge.

True. His condition confines knowledge to guaranteed beliefs, but is too confining and counterintuitive. (Pojman, p. 85)

4. Descartes asserts that there are only 2 methods that guarantee the arrival at knowledge, intuition and deductive reasoning. 

True. According to him, intuition or natural reason, provided infallible beliefs, and deductive reasoning builds upon those. (Pojman, p. 100)

5. Classical foundationalists argue against the view that we may have infallible non-inferential knowledge, self-evident first principles. 

False. That is the classical foundationalist view that we do have infallible knowledge of which all other knowledge is founded upon. (Pojman, p. 101)

Jacqueline Arreola

Set #1 Fall 2008

Epistemology

Set 1 True/False Answers

1.  Decartes believed that he could beat the skeptic.

True.  He believed that if he doubted everything he could be sure he existed, (Cogito ergo sum) Pojam P.   41

2.  Plato believed that learning is a life long process that we learn day to day from our experiences and our surroundings.

False.  He believed that we learned in a prior life, reincarnation, that we knew all the truths but through birth we lost knowledge of them. Pojan P.  17

3.  Many philosophers will accept a concept called: Coherentism.

True.  If the circle is big enough and interrelations are intricate enough, they will believe in the following: belief A is based on belief B, which is based on belief C and we believe C because of A.  Pojman p.  105

4. Foundationalism seems to lead to the option of skepticism or coherentism. 

 True.  It does not give us strong justification, which in turn compromises coherence constraints and it becomes much like coherentism.  Pojan P.  107

5. Decartes believed that having knowledge meant knowing the truth likewise to belief because a belief contains doubt and knowledge must contain certainty.

False. Based on Descartes’ opinion, knowledge requires beliefs. Pojamn P.  12

\
Ledvia Hernandez

Fall 2008

Set 1: True/False Questions

1. Gettier's counterexamples to Justified True Beliefs established that it's not always sufficient to have knowledge.

2. Pragmatists believe what is useful is true.

3. Plato's Tripartite Analysis reads as follows;


S knows that p if and only if:

1. S believes that p.
2. p is true.

3. S's belief that p is justified.

4. Skepticism is the view in which a person may obtain knowledge.

5. According to Plato and Descartes, knowledge and belief are the same.

Ledvia Hernandez

 Fall 2008

Set 1: True/False Questions & Answers

1. Gettier's counterexamples to Justified True Beliefs established that it's not always sufficient to have knowledge.


True: Gettier's counterexamples to the JTB establish that JTB is not always sufficient to have 
knowledge. He doesn't say Plato's Tripartite Analysis is completely wrong, he simply adds to 
the analysis, hence, the Tripartite is necessary but not sufficient.


S believes that p.
1. p is true.

2. S's belief that p is justified.

3. p is entailed by or probabilistically inferred from some proposition q.

4. S is justified in believing q.

5. q is false.


herefore,

6. S doesn't know that p.

(Pojman, Chap.5)

2. Pragmatists believe what is useful is true.


True: Doesn't seem to matter if the facts are wrong as long as the goal is achieved.(Pojman, 
Chap.1)

3. Plato's Tripartite Analysis reads as follows;


S knows that p if and only if:

1. S believes that p.
2. p is true.

3. S's belief that p is justified.


True: This is Plato's analysis of Justified True Belief.(Pojman, Chap.5)

4. Skepticism is the view in which a person may obtain knowledge.


False: Skepticism is the belief that knowledge is impossible to achieve or no one has any 
knowledge.(Pojman, Chap.3)(Ring, Lecture)

5. According to Plato and Descartes, knowledge and believing are the same.
False: According to Plato and Descartes, knowledge and believing are different.(Pojman, 
Chap.1)

Garrett Davis

Dr. Ring

Philosophy 165

True False Problem Set #1

1.  In What Can We Know? P.  2 Skill Knowledge is when person S knows that p (p is a proposition).  Propositions have truth value, that is, they are true or false. Therefore is this statement true or false?

2.  In What Can We Know? P.  16 Empiricists believe that all knowledge is sufficient to discover truth.

3. In What Can We Know? P.  92 According to Pojman he suggests we use the tripartite analysis for the core idea of knowledge.

4. In What Can We Know? P.  37 Skepticism is the theory that we doubt that we have knowledge as well as have insufficient beliefs to justify that we have knowledge.

5. In What Can We Know? P.  67 John Locke argued that all our knowledge comes from sense experience therefore all knowledge is founded.

Garrett Davis

Dr. Ring

Philosophy 165

True False Problem Set #1

1.  In What Can We Know? P.  2 Skill Knowledge is when person S knows that p (p is a proposition).  Propositions have truth value, that is, they are true or false. Therefore is this statement true or false?  False, Propositional knowledge is when person S knows that p (p is a proposition).  Propositions have truth value, that is, they are true or false.  This is because that is stated in the text as the definition of Propositional knowledge.

2.  In What Can We Know? P.  16 Empiricists believe that all knowledge is sufficient to discover truth. False, Empiricists hold that all knowledge originates through sense perception.  On the other hand it is Rationalists believe that reason is sufficient to discover truth.

3. In What Can We Know? P.  92 According to Pojman he suggests we use the tripartite analysis for the core idea of knowledge.  True, in the text Pojman states “I suggest that we accept the tripartite analysis as essentially correct, at least, for the core idea of knowledge, adding the stipulation that the justification of the true belief must have been formed or grounded in the right way, where the context enables us to understand the right kind of way.

4. In What Can We Know? P.  37 Skepticism is the theory that we doubt that we have knowledge as well as have insufficient beliefs to justify that we have knowledge.  False, Skepticism is the theory that e do not have any knowledge.  The text states this in the first sentence of the first paragraph.

5. In What Can We Know? P.  67 John Locke argued that all our knowledge comes from sense experience therefore all knowledge is founded.  True, John Locke attacked the notion that we have innate knowledge of metaphysical truths and argued that all our knowledge derives ultimately from sense experience.  He later states that all knowledge is founded.

Cindy Ha

Philosophy 165

T/R 11:10AM – 12:35PM

Dr. David Ring

Set One: True/False Questions (Fall 2008)

1)  The three conditions of the JTB account – truth, belief, and justification are sufficient for knowledge.  (True/False)

2)  Epistemologists who believed that Gettier was on the right track in proving that “justified true belief is knowledge,” they believe that there are two strategies to choose from.  One of the strategy is: “To search for a suitable further condition, a condition that would, so to speak, "degettierize" justified true belief.”  (True/False)

3)  A sort of thing that effectively prevents a belief from being true as a result of epistemic luck turns a true belief into knowledge.  (True/False)

4)  Evidentialists accept both J-reliabilism and K-reliabilism.  (True/False)

5)  One reason for externalism lies in the attraction of philosophical reliability.  (True/False)

Cindy Ha

Set One: True/False Questions with Answers (Fall 2008)

1)  The three conditions of the JTB account – truth, belief, and justification are sufficient for knowledge.  (True/False)

(False)  (Quia: 5.1)  According to the Gettier, the three condition of the JTB accounty – truth, belief, and justification are not sufficient for knowledge.  For instance, in Gettier’s example of Smith’s beliefs in Brown’s whereabouts, Smith’s belief was accurate but only with luck since there was no evidence of Brown’s wereabouts.  Gettier’s example of Smith’s beliefs in Brown’s whereabouts proved that the three conditions of the JTB account were not sufficient for knowledge which then created the “Gettier problem.”

2)  Epistemologists who believed that Gettier was on the right track in proving that “justified true belief is knowledge,” they believe that there are two strategies to choose from.  One of the strategy is: “To search for a suitable further condition, a condition that would, so to speak, "degettierize" justified true belief.”  (True/False)

(True)  (Quia: 5.2)  Epistemologists did believe that if they searched for a suitable further condition, a condition to “degettierize” justified true belief would prove prove that justified true belief is knowledge.  However, they proposed a fourth condition: “S's belief that p is not inferred from any falsehood.”  Unfortuantely, this strategy was proved unsuccessful because there may be several cases of justified true belief in which a subject fail to have knowledge but the condition was met.

3)  A sort of thing that effectively prevents a belief from being true as a result of epistemic luck turns a true belief into knowledge.  (True/False)

(True)  (Quia: 5.3)  What turns a true belief into knowledge?  The answer is uncontroversial, because it is “the sort of thing that effectively prevents a belief from being true as a result of epistemic luck.”  However, it may turn controversial if this is turned into a substantive proposal.

4)  Evidentialists accept both J-reliabilism and K-reliabilism.  (True/False)

(False)  (Quia: 5.4)  Evidentialists reject both J-reliabilism and K-reliabilism.  Evidentialists reject J-reliabilism because they take justification to be something that is internal to the subject.   They also reject K-reliabilism because pace Dretske, they think that internal justification necessary for knowledge.

5)  One reason for externalism lies in the attraction of philosophical reliability.  (True/False)

(False)  (Quia: 5.6)  One reason for externalism lies in the attraction of philosophical naturalism.  According to Gilbert Harman, when this view is applied to ethics, it is the doctrine that moral facts are facts of nature. Naturalism as a general view is the sensible thesis that all facts are facts of nature.
Pat Toohey 

Fall 2008 Epistemology

Set #1

1.
Foundationalism puts a stop to the infinite regress of inferential justification.  







2.
According to Descartes, only intuition can guarantee knowledge. 

3.
The skeptics claim, that knowledge is impossible, is problematic because it can be argued to be self-defeating.

4.
Descartes argues that regardless of whether or not we are being ruled by an evil genius, self-evident mathematical and geometric patterns can be certain. 

5.
Externalist theories hold that justification depends on the reasons one has for a true belief.

Pat Toohey 

Fall 2008 Epistemology

Set #1

1.
Foundationalism puts a stop to the infinite regress of inferential justification.

            FALSE:  (Pojman, p. 106-111) “No one has given a good argument in support of            the infinite regress chain, though it hasn’t been disproven either”(p.106). Some philosophers maintain that “…foundationalism is untenable as a solution to the regress problem”(p.108) and have fully developed antifoundationalist arguments. The basic rebuttal being that “the justification of a supposed basic empirical belief must depend on the justification of at least one other empirical belief, which contradicts the basic foundationalist thesis…”(p.109).

    2.     According to Descartes, only intuition can guarantee knowledge.                                       FALSE: (Pojman p.100-101) “According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.” Intuition, according to Descartes, is “the undoubting conception of an unclouded and attentive mind, and springs from the light of reason alone, it is more certain than deduction itself, in that it is simpler” whereas deduction serves to transmit knowledge from the intuitions.

    3.
The skeptics claim, that knowledge is impossible, is problematic because it can be argued to be self-defeating.                                                                                  TRUE: The skeptic’s assertion that “knowledge is impossible” is self-defeating because it implies that one actually has the knowledge of knowing nothing. 

    4.
Descartes argues that regardless of whether or not we are being ruled by an evil genius, self-evident mathematical and geometric patterns can be certain.                                            FALSE:  In paragraph 9 of his first Meditation, Descartes states “And further, as I sometimes think that others are in error respecting matters of which they believe themselves to possess a perfect knowledge, how do I know that I am not also deceived each time I add together two and three, or number the sides of a square, or form some judgment still more simple, if more simple indeed can be imagined?”

   5.
Externalist theories hold that justification depends on the reasons one has for a true belief.









        FALSE: Internalists holds this idea (Pojman p.95). The externalist holds that what counts as justification for a belief is not whether one can give correct reasoning for a belief, but whether one’s belief forming mechanisms  (e.g. five senses, memory, introspection, testimony reports, and ability to make valid inferences) are functioning properly in a suitable context (Pojman p. 143). 

Ashley Doorbar 

Epistemology True/False 1

Dr. Ring T/Th

September 16, 2008

Set 1: True/False Questions

1. T or F: The Pragmatic Theory of Truth as propounded by Søren Kierkegaard, states that a belief is true if it is useful or expedient. 

2. T or F: Plato and Descartes held that knowledge was different from believing, involving a fallible state of mind, so that if you found yourself in the knowledge state of mind, you would be guaranteed to possess the truth. 

3. T or F: According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: belief and deductive reasoning. 

4. T or F: “A Casual Theory of Knowledge” (1967), Goldman offered the hypothesis that the justification of a belief that depends on the way it was caused. 

5. T or F: Skepticism is the theory that we do have knowledge or at least we do know most of the things we claim to know. 

Set 1: True/False Questions Answers

1. T or F: The Pragmatic Theory of Truth as propounded by Søren Kierkegaard, states that a belief is true if it is useful or expedient. 

False: (p.  8) First paragraph under The Pragmatic Theory of Truth. The pragmatic theory of truth as propounded by William James, states that a belief is true if it is useful or expedient.

2. T or F: Plato and Descartes held that knowledge was different from believing, involving a fallible state of mind, so that if you found yourself in the knowledge state of mind, you would be guaranteed to possess the truth. 

False: (p.  12) First paragraph under Knowledge and Belief. Plato and Descartes held that knowledge was different from believing, involving an infallible state of mind, so that if you found yourself in the knowledge state of mind, you would be guaranteed to possess the truth. 

3. T or F: According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: belief and deductive reasoning. 

False:  (p. 100) 4th paragraph first sentence. According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning. 

4. T or F:  “A Casual Theory of Knowledge” (1967), Goldman offered the hypothesis that the justification of a belief that depends on the way it was caused. 

True: (p. 86) First paragraph. If S knows that p, then S’s belief depends on the way  it was caused  by the state of affair corresponding to p. Recurring to the Gettier example (G), Smith does not know that a person who will get the job has ten coins in his pocket because that belief is not caused in the right way. Likewise, in (L), S’s the right way. For someone to know something there must be proper casual connections between the evidence and the belief. 

5. T or F: Skepticism is the theory that we do have knowledge or at least we do know most of the things we claim to know. 

False: (p.  16) Top of the p. , first sentence. Skepticism is the theory that we don’t have knowledge or at least we do not know most of the things we claim to know. 

Joey Grocki

Phil 165

Set 1: 5 T/F Questions

1. T or F: Descartes has accepted many false opinions to be true that were based on highly doubtful principles.

2. T or F: Gettier’s analysis was based on his one counterexample to the triparapite analysis.

3. T or F: There is only one type of knowledge.

4. T or F: Descartes believes that we are dreaming and nothing is what it seems, its all illusions.

5. T or F: Edmund Gettiers article, which presented counterexamples to the triparapite analysis was 3 p. s long.

Joey Grocki

Set 1: 5 T/F Answers

      1.
T or F: Descartes has accepted many false opinions to be true that were based on highly doubtful principles.

True: “Several years have now elapsed since I first became aware that I had accepted, even from my youth, many false opinions for true, and that consequently what I afterward based on such principles was highly doubtful”(Rene Descartes’ First meditation Para 1)

2. T or F: Gettier’s analysis was based on his one counterexample to the triparapite analysis.

False: Gettier had two counterexamples to the triparapite analysis. (p.  82 of pojman’s “What Can We Know?”)

3.  T or F: According to Pojman there is only one type of knowledge.

False: There are three types of knowledge according to Pojman; Acquaintance, Competence, and Propositional knowledge. (P.  2 Pojmans What Can We Know?)

4.   T or F: Descartes believes that we are dreaming and nothing is what it seems, its all illusions.

False: “Let us suppose, then, that we are dreaming, and that all these particulars--namely, the opening of the eyes, the motion of the head, the forth- putting of the hands--are merely illusions; and even that we really possess neither an entire body nor hands such as we see. Nevertheless it must be admitted at least that the objects which appear to us in sleep are, as it were, painted representations which could not have been formed unless in the likeness of realities; and, therefore, that those general objects, at all events, namely, eyes, a head, hands, and an entire body, are not simply imaginary, but really existent.”

5.     T or F: Edmund Gettiers article, which presented counterexamples to the triparapite analysis, was 3 p. s long.

True: (P.  82 Pojman’s What Can We Know?)

Erik_Corona_Set_1_Fall_2008.doc

Set 1 questions

1) Louis P. Pojman proved that the Justified True Belief (JTB) theory was erroneous. 

2) Rene Descarte states in his First Mediation on First Philosophy that the reader must rid oneself of all opinions in order to have only true beliefs. 

3) The defeasibility requirement states that if there is no other truth, q such that S’s believing it would have destroyed his justification for believing that p, then this condition, along with the tripartite conditions, entails that S knows that p.
4) A false belief will never lead to truth.

5) The following three statements are sufficient for knowledge:

· S believes that p.
· P is true.

· S’s belief that p is justified.

Set 1 Answers

1)      P. Pojman proved that the Justified True Belief (JTB) theory was erroneous.

FALSE: (Pojman, What Can we Know? P.  82) Edmund Gettier  proved the theory wrong, providing counterexamples in the following form: 

1) S believes that p.
2) P is true.

3) S’s belief that p is justified.

4) P in entailed by or probabilistically inferred from some proposition q.

5) S is justified in believing q.

6) Q is false

7) Therefore, S doesn’t know that p.
2) Rene Descarte states in his First Mediation on First Philosophy that the reader must rid oneself of all opinions in order to have only true beliefs. 

FALSE:  Descarte says in his First Meditation, that “it will not be necessary for me to show that the wholeof these are false--a point, perhaps, which I shall never reach; but as even now my reason convinces me that I ought not the less carefully to withhold belief from what is not entirely certain and indubitable, than from what is manifestly false, it will be sufficient to justify the rejection of the whole if I shall find in each some ground for doubt. Nor for this purpose will it be necessary even to deal with each belief individually, which would be truly an endless labor; but, as the removal from below of the foundation necessarily involves the downfall of the whole edifice, I will at once approach the criticism of the principles on which all my former beliefs rested.” (Descarte First Meditation on First Philosophy, Paragraph 2). Descarte states that it is impossible to rid one of all beliefs because one is constantly attaining new beliefs. He also states that if one gets rid of only false beliefs, then all false beliefs, formed from the original false belief, will follow.

3) The defeasibility requirement states that if there is no other truth, q such that S’s believing it would have destroyed his justification for believing that p, then this condition, along with the tripartite conditions, entails that S knows that p.
TRUE:  Lehrer and Thomas Paxson came up with this theory. They believe that the defeasibility requirements along with the tripartite conditions are enough to show knowledge.  However, there is no true proposition which, if known, would defeat the justification. (Pojman, p.  88)

4) A false belief never leads to truth.

FALSE: Using Dr. Ring’s counterexample, “Say one believes Bill Clinton is president. They correctly infer that a man is president. But Clinton is not president, George Bush is. But the inferred statement is true.”

5) The following three statements are sufficient for knowledge:

· S believes that p.
· P is true.

· S’s belief that p is justified.

FALSE:  A counterexample is my dog Crook is wearing a pink shirt that reads “The princess has arrived.”  Kayla, my new friend, comes over for the first time and says” awe, she’s so cute!”  Kayla is justified to believe that Crook is a female. However, my little cousin bought it for my dog and put it on him. My dog is male. Kayla had what she believed to be a true belief and it was justified through the shirt, but it was false.
Andrea Dodge

September 15, 2008

Set 1 of Epistemology True/False Questions

1. The tripartite analysis for knowledge has been the leading model for claiming knowledge as truth, and can be defined as true, justified belief. The analysis goes as follows: S knows that p if and only if (1) S believes that p, and (2) p is true, and (3) S’s belief that p is justified.

2. An internalist believes that as long as a reliable process caused the belief then it is justified.

3. The Conclusive Reasons Condition responds directly to the plausibility for knowledge to be obtained by chance, according to the JTB theory and Gettier’s counterexample. 

4. Immanuel Kant agreed with Plato and the idea of only two existing types of knowledge.

5. The major position of Foundationalism is the problem of regression, which holds that A is true if its justified by B, and B is true based on the justification of C, and so on and so forth, until the only justification following leads back to the justification of A. Thus A cannot be true being justified on its own. 

Andrea Dodge

September 15, 2008

Set 1 of Epistemology True/False Answers

1. The tripartite analysis for knowledge has been the leading model for claiming knowledge as truth, and can be defined as true, justified belief. The analysis is as follows: S knows that p if and only if (1) S believes that p, and (2) p is true, and (3) S’s belief that p is justified.

This statement is true according to Plato, and the Justified True Belief Theory, this theory is explained in detail on P. s 81-2 of the Pojman text. Edmund Gettier eventually disproved the theory in 1962 when he published Analysis. Gettier’s counterexamples have forever changed the study of epistemology. 

2. An internalist believes that as long as a reliable process caused the belief then it is justified.

This statement is false, according to the Pojman text p.  93, an internalist actually believes that justification depends on being able to access the grounds of one’s belief. The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy further breaks down internalism to be either accessibility internalism or mental state internalism. Accessibility internalism says that, “justification is recognizable on reflection, and thus in terms of the accessibility of justification,” (Chisholm). And mental state internalism explains that justifiers are internal to the mind and mental state of being.

3. The Conclusive Reasons Condition responds directly to the plausibility for knowledge to be obtained by chance, according to the JTB theory and Gettier’s counterexample.

This statement is true, in the Pojman text on p.  84, he discusses Fred Dretske’s response to knowledge being obtained through chance, or luck, with the Conclusive Reasons Condition and the following argument: “S knows that p if S has a reason, R, for p, such that if p were not the case, S would not have R,” (Pojman, p. 84). 

4. Immanuel Kant agreed with Plato and the idea of only two existing types of knowledge.

This statement is false, Plato’s original two types of knowledge, a priori (that which is prior) and a posteriori (that which is posterior), did not suffice to Kant’s idea of categorical knowledge. Kant expanded with a third kind of knowledge, synthetic a priori knowledge, which, as explained on p.  19 of Pojman’s text, is “knowledge that may begin with experience but does not arise from experience, but is nevertheless known directly,” (Pojman, p. 19).

5. The major position of Foundationalism is the problem of regression, which holds that A is true if its justified by B, and B is true based on the justification of C, and so on and so forth, until the only justification following leads back to the justification of A. Thus A cannot be true being justified on its own.

This statement is true; the problem of regression is much like the flawed concept of induction. The circularity of the justification for knowledge within the problem of regression, makes it such that none of our beliefs can therefore be justified upon the process of induction, or regressing, as explained by Keith DeRose in his essay, What Is Epistemology?: A Brief Introduction to the Topic.

Pat Toohey


Fall 2008 Epistemology

Set #1

1.
Foundationalism puts a stop to the infinite regress of inferential justification.

FALSE:  (Pojman, p. 106-111) “No one has given a good argument in support of            the infinite regress chain, though it hasn’t been disproven either”(p.106). Some philosophers maintain that “…foundationalism is untenable as a solution to the regress problem”(p.108) and have fully developed antifoundationalist arguments. The basic rebuttal being that “the justification of a supposed basic empirical belief must depend on the justification of at least one other empirical belief, which contradicts the basic foundationalist thesis…”(p.109).

    2.     According to Descartes, only intuition can guarantee knowledge.                                       FALSE: (Pojman p.100-101) “According to Descartes only two methods guarantee arriving at knowledge: intuition and deductive reasoning.” Intuition, according to Descartes, is “the undoubting conception of an unclouded and attentive mind, and springs from the light of reason alone, it is more certain than deduction itself, in that it is simpler” whereas deduction serves to transmit knowledge from the intuitions.

    3.
The skeptics claim, that knowledge is impossible, is problematic because it can be argued to be self-defeating.                                                                                  TRUE: The skeptic’s assertion that “knowledge is impossible” is self-defeating because it implies that one actually has the knowledge of knowing nothing. 

    4.
Descartes argues that regardless of whether or not we are being ruled by an evil genius, self-evident mathematical and geometric patterns can be certain.                                            FALSE:  In paragraph 9 of his first Meditation, Descartes states “And further, as I sometimes think that others are in error respecting matters of which they believe themselves to possess a perfect knowledge, how do I know that I am not also deceived each time I add together two and three, or number the sides of a square, or form some judgment still more simple, if more simple indeed can be imagined?”

   5.
Externalist theories hold that justification depends on the reasons one has for a true belief.









        FALSE: Internalists holds this idea (Pojman p.95). The externalist holds that what counts as justification for a belief is not whether one can give correct reasoning for a belief, but whether one’s belief forming mechanisms  (e.g. five senses, memory, introspection, testimony reports, and ability to make valid inferences) are functioning properly in a suitable context (Pojman p. 143). 


