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Descrição do Produto


Epistemology Lecture Series Outline prepared and written by:



Dr. Jason J. Campbell: http://jasonjcampbell.org/home.php Youtube Playlist Link: http://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLF257529DDFFC24B2&feature=view_all



--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Ernest Sosa, Jaegwon Kim, ed. Epistemology: An Anthology Blackwell Philosophy Anthologies. Malden: Blackwell Publishing, 2000. --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------§ 1.0 Overview --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------What is Epistemology?:  “Epistemology is the philosophical inquiry into the nature, conditions, and extent of human knowledge” (p.ix).  Knowledge acquisition is in part contingent on: o Sensation o Perception o Deduction o Induction o Memory and Testimony o Belief and Intuition  Goal of Epistemological Analyses: o Increased Knowledge o Increased Explanatory Capabilities o Increased Awareness of the process of knowledge acquisition  Including internal mechanisms: i.e., biological  Including external mechanisms: i.e., phenomenal o Increased Awareness of conceptual weakness & strengths o Increased demand for specificity and argumentative justification o Increased scrutiny of “Certainty” and “Truth” 1



---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------



***Part I: Skepticism*** --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Barry Stroud: “The Problem of the External World”. Ernest Sosa, Jaegwon Kim, ed. Epistemology: An Anthology Blackwell Philosophy Anthologies. Malden: Blackwell Publishing, 2000. p. 6-23. --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------The Problem of Knowledge Acquisition: 1. ‘Skepticism about the external world”: the “conclusion that we cannot, that no one knows anything about the world around us” (p.6). 2. Stroud is not attempting to locate a solution for this problem. He is trying to understand the nature, i.e., articulate the nature of the problem. 3. [Goal]: “To understand the philosophical problem of our knowledge of the external world.” (p.6) Epistemological Origins of the Skepticism about the External World: [Explain]
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“[Descartes]…was reflecting on his knowledge, but putting it that way could suggest that what he was directing his attention to was indeed knowledge, and whether it was knowledge or not is precisely what he wanted to determine” (p.6). [Brief Descartes Lecture] [Basic Epistemological Question]: what counts as knowledge and what does not? [Explain relevance]. “Among all the things I believe or take to be true, what amounts to knowledge and what does not?” (p.6).



Later we will revisit the assumptions posed in this diagram, but for now, knowledge is a subset of belief. [Explain difference b/ dots]. --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------§ 1.1 Reassessing Knowledge: 1. "We do sometimes discover that we do not really know what we previously thought we knew. I might find that what I previously believed is not even true." (p.7). 2. [See pg. 17 of my notes here and the corresponding video for a detailed discussion of the functions of nonmonotonic logic]. [Explain briefly]. 3. The author wants to understand, "what exactly the problem of our knowledge of the external world amounts to" (p.7).
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4. 5.



6.



7.



a. In simpler terms: what does it mean to say that there is a "problem" with the acquisition of knowledge that we "gain" "from" the external world? See my discussion of Descartes' "Methodological Skepticism" at the 5:32 mark here. "Descartes' question about his knowledge...is...concerned with everything he believes or takes to be true" (emphasis in the original). (p.7). The epistemological dilemma then, is the means in which an individual can holistically scrutinize the totality of one's beliefs. [This is what's at stake]. The total assessment of belief cannot unfold in a "piecemeal way" (p.8), i.e., holistic epistemological scrutiny cannot unfold by assessing individual components of that collective knowledge. [Explain: ref to image]



8. "it probably makes no sense, strictly speaking, to talk of the number of things one believes" (p.8). [KEY]. a. The attempt to systematically review our beliefs CANNOT be undertaken on the level of individual beliefs. Why? b. The malleability of our beliefs make the systematic attempt to transform our knowledge by means of individual belief assessment impossible. [Explain]. c. The redundancy of our beliefs also makes it impossible. [explain]. My belief in [x]. and my response to a question asking about my belief in [x]. Does this constitute 2 beliefs or 1? and why? [rhetorical]. The point is we cannot have a 4



holistic transformation of our knowledge by assessing individual beliefs. 9. [KEY]: "Even if it did make sense to count the things we believe it is pretty clear that the number would be indefinitely large and so an assessment of our beliefs one-by-one could never be completed anyway" (p.8). a. The problem of "Infinite Regress" "there could be no end to the task of assessing my knowledge" (p.8). 10. Since we recognize that a systematic analysis of knowledge cannot unfold by analyzing the individual beliefs a person holds, we need to identify a method for "assessing large classes of beliefs all at once." (p.8).



The goal is an means of assessing "large classes of beliefs" (p.8). --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------§ 1.2 Systematic Analysis of Large Classes of Beliefs: 1. [Simplified]: Rather than attempting to asses individual beliefs we can identify the basis of our beliefs. This is done by asking how are these beliefs related? i.e., what connects these individual beliefs? What is the basis for the beliefs? 2. Asking "how" is the means of assessing the nature of this connectivity. 3. Descartes calls the basis of beliefs principles. 4. "If some 'principles' are found to be involved in all or even most of our knowledge, an assessment of the reliability of those 'principle' could be an assessment of all or most of our knowledge." (p.8).
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Analysis of Large Classes of Beliefs Our senses play an integral role in our acquisition of knowledge. “The importance of the senses as a source or channel of knowledge seems undeniable.” (p.8-9).
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 “We have all found at one time or another that we have been misled by appearances…” (p.9).  [Read p.9 left column], [Explain], emphasis on “reliability”  [Question]: Since it has been demonstrated that in using our sense we are prone to misperception, and since that fact compromises the reliability of some aspects of our knowledge, does it compromise the totality of our knowledge?  [Answer]: Emphatically NO. It does not.  [Justification]: [Explain Existential Instantiation and Universal Generalization], relate to epistemological reliability.  “So the fact that we are sometimes wrong or ‘deceived’ in our judgments based on the senses is not enough in itself to show that the senses are never to be trusted and are therefore never reliable as a source of knowledge.” (p.9). --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------§ 1.3 Generalization from Class-Based Representations: [I will not directly assess the Cartesian Process in this section. I will address important epistemological tools derived from Stroud's article]  "What is true of a representative case, if it is truly representative and does not depend on special particularities of its own, can legitimately support a general conclusion." (p.10) [Explain in abstract]  "A demonstration of a particular isosceles triangle has a certain property, for example, can be taken as a demonstration that all isosceles triangles have that property, as long as the original instance was typical or representative of the whole class" (p.10) [Social Science Explanation].  "It must be show or explained how it is possible for us to know things about the world, given that the sense experiences we get are compatible with our merely dreaming." (p.12), (emphasis in original).  [KEY]: Generalizations from Class-based representations depend on the possibility of demonstrating specific properties within the instance of [X] that inhere, necessarily, within all instance of the occurrence of [X]. [Explain].  [KEY]: "Explaining how something is nevertheless possible, despite what looks like an obstacle to it, requires more than showing merely 7



that there is no impossibility involved in the thing...the mere possibility of a state of affairs is not enough to settle the question of how our knowledge of the world is possible; we must understand how the apparent obstacle is to be got round." (p.12). [Explanation]: There are 2 critically important things at stake in making epistemological assessments of knowledge, either of self or, more complexly, of group. FIRST: demonstration of the possibility of [X], i.e., how [X] is "actualized," "realized," "manifest," "functional" etc... SECOND: the theorists must also demonstrate why possible obstructions to the existence of [X] fail, i.e., how the denial of the occurrence of [X] fails to thwart its occurrence. § 1.3.1 [Implication]: If the epistemologist is capable of satisfying both requirements, and it is the first descriptive instance of [X], then the epistemologist may have also satisfied the very difficult condition of describing a specific instantiation, which can be generalized across classes. [the ability requires keen attention to both inductive and deductive reasoning]. On the Importance of Demonstration and How:  "...there is still no real connection between your thinking or believing what you do and its being so. At best you have a thought or a belief, which just happens to be true, but that is no more than coincidence and not knowledge.: (p.12)  [KEY question]: How do we connect our thoughts to the world?  Remember: I forget where the adage comes from, but "The theory must conform to the facts. The facts never conform to the theory." Similarly, to answer the question of how we connect our thoughts to the world we have to acknowledge the influence of facts in [framing] the ways in which we process and sort information. [this is not to deny a dialectical process] see my video here, but as the foundation of any good epistemology we have to demonstrate how we know what we know in terms of facts. [TWNGCBC, below]  [Critique of Anslem's Ontological Argument] [Explain in Detail] 1. attempt to generalize from instance [theist/atheist positions] 2. attempt to posit the existence from thought into world. a. though it may satisfy possible existence, we have already seen that only satisfies the FIRST condition. 8



--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------G.E. Moore: “Proof of the External World”. Ernest Sosa, Jaegwon Kim, ed. Epistemology: An Anthology Blackwell Philosophy Anthologies. Malden: Blackwell Publishing, 2000. p. 24-26. --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------§ 1.4: A Response to the Skepticism of the External World "I can prove now, for instance, that two human hands exist. How? By holding up my two hands, and saying, as I make a certain gesture with the right hand, 'Here is one hand', and adding, as I make a certain gesture with the left, 'and here is another'. (p.24). [ANALYSIS]: "I can prove now, for instance, that two human hands exist [conclusion of proof, KEY]. How? By holding up my [built in assumption that he is human] two hands, and saying, as I make a certain gesture with the right hand, 'Here is one hand', [premise of proof, KEY] and adding, as I make a certain gesture with the left, 'and here is another'. (p.24). --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------Three Conditions Needed to Satisfy the Proof: 1. "Unless the premise which I adduced as proof of the conclusion was different from the conclusion I adduced it to prove." (p.24). a. [Explain]: If, for example, the premise is "A" and the conclusion is "A" then the truth of the "proof" is rooted in the identity of "A", i.e., A is A, which is tautological. BUT. The fact that there is a difference between the premise and the conclusion, requires Moore to "demonstrate" how this difference serves as proof. b. "as I make a certain gesture" is, for Moore both the (1): necessary and sufficient condition for satisfying the condition of proof. c. "The premise...was quite certainly different from the conclusion" (p.24). i.e., it is not tautological. PREMISE: "but the premise was something far more specific than this something which I expressed by showing you my hands...[viz., demonstration]... (p.24). CONCLUSION: "The conclusion was merely 'Two human hands exist at this moment'" (p.24).
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---"because it is quite obvious that the conclusion might have been true even is the premise had been false" (p.24). Justification: He might not have hands. [brief explanation]. 2. "Unless the premise which I adduced was something which I knew to be the case, [1] and not merely something which I believed but which was by no means certain, or [2] something which, though in fact true, I did not know to be so." (p.24). a. To satisfy as a proof the demonstration in question should both be True and the factors that satisfy its truth should be known. b. 2.1 and 2.2 fail to satisfy the necessary conditions for proof because [2.1] belief is epistemologically weaker than knowledge [Explain]. [2.2] to satisfy the condition of proof, not only must the fact be true, one must know how it is true, i.e., what are the conditions/factors that necessitate its truth. c. In the premise, Moore "combine[s] a certain gesture with [an] utterance of 'here'"(p.24), which he knows "would be absurd...to suggest that [he] did not know it, but only believed it, and that perhaps it was not the case!" (exclamation mark in original :-)) d. Read misprint example on p.25, full. [Explain]. 3. "Unless the conclusion really did follow from the premise." (p.24). a. If your premise is True, your conclusion must be True. b. "It is quite certain that the conclusion did follow from the premise. This is as certain as it is that if there is one hand here and another here now, then it follows that there are two hands in existence now." (p.24). ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
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