Running Head: PHILOSOPHY 		1

PHILOSOPHY 		2





Philosophy

Name

Institutional Affiliation








Introduction
Learning entails the process through which knowledge or skills are acquired by being taught, experience or studyingthrough experiences, studying, or being taught. Conviction refers to certainty in an individual’s feeling that what they say or believe is true. It may also refer to an individual’s strong belief or opinion as well as the process through which a person is proven guilty or innocent of a crime in a court of law (Waterfield, 1). When an individual learns something, they become certain that what they say or believe is true based on their experience. Similarly, an individual’s strong belief or opinion may indicate their knowledge or experience on a particular topic. However, conviction differs from learning in that it necessitates the determination of how and where the individual acquired the knowledge on a particular issue (Waterfield, 1). Therefore, the essence of this paper entails a discussion of whether learning is the same or different from the conviction based on the passage by in Plato’s Gorgias.	Comment by Chris Fitzgerald: Where did you get these definitions from?
Citation needed. Unless it is from (Waterfield, 1)
Discussion
According to Plato, people say that they have been taught or convinced. These two claims describe similar scenarios in that being taught refers to the acquisition of knowledge and skills through the process of learning while conviction involves the expression of beliefs and opinions on a particular issue (Waterfield, 1). Conviction describes the acquisition of information that led to the belief in the opinion of another person. It also implies that another person shared their beliefs and opinions which contributed to changing those of the individual (Waterfield, 1). The two claims thus indicate that information was shared that largely contributed towards the acquisition of knowledge and beliefs on a particular issue. 	Comment by Chris Fitzgerald: You are using this author too much. It verges on plagiarism because I can see throughout the rest of your paper that you are ONLY citing his first page, and you are just rearranging the words, but every sentence seems to be cited. You have no substantial sentence that is your own analysis, rather you are using the words of Waterfield as your analysis. Your analysis should be your own words, and Waterfield, if necessary, should just be evidence. 	Comment by Chris Fitzgerald: Sure, but where is this in the passage? You need to describe the passage. Use the passage’s words and the dialogue and dialectic from the passage. What is Socrates (Plato) saying? What is Gorgias saying? The question and answers (Socratic method) is a way of getting to the truth. In fact, it is how you find the premises and conclusions.
Besides, this paper concurs with Plato’s arguments that learning and conviction are different. Learning entails the acquisition of knowledge and skills through experience, being taught or studying thereby enlightenment on a particular issue or topic (Waterfield, 1). Similarly, conviction may emanate from information shared and after proving that it is true, beyond a reasonable doubt changes an individual’s beliefs and opinions or diverts them towards a particular decision (Waterfield, 1). These two claims differ in that one, conviction, can be proven true or false while the other, learning, may not.
	Comment by Chris Fitzgerald: Again, your paper is NOT concurring. Waterfield is concurring, which is obvious since he gave the translation and probably (on page 1), the introduction or background to the book/passage. 	Comment by Chris Fitzgerald: Again, you just repeated what Waterfield says as your reasons why you concur with Plato. The prompt doesn’t ask you about whether you concur or not, but what the actual argument is FROM the passage. What the premises are, what the conclusions are, etc. Also, how it relates to knowledge and belief. You need to develop YOUR OWN argument to this, not repeating the argument and evidence of Waterfield. Again, Waterfield is cited almost every single sentence. Not one sentence seems to be original, or in your own words without the help of the introduction by Waterfield.











To help you with this, let’s think about how arguments are created.
Here is an example of a logical argument with a premise and a conclusion.
[bookmark: _GoBack]
Premise A: All men are mortal.
Premise B: Socrates is a man.
Conclusion: Therefore, Socrates is mortal.

Think about the dialogue and dialectic (questions and answers) in the passage itself.
What is Socrates asking Gorgias, and what is Gorgias’ answers?
In line 6, Gorgias notes that having been taught is different than having been convinced. Next, Socates says he is right and there is proof. Herein lies the premises. The conclusion was just made. Having been taught is different than having been convinced. But how do we get to that conclusion? We have to look at Socrates’ proof (or the premises, in this case):
I’ll help you with one premise…

Premise A: Conviction can be either true or false.
Premise B: Knowledge ….
Conclusion: Conviction and knowledge are not the same thing.

Fill in premise B for what the answer is about knowledge. 
This is how you get to the conclusion.

Now that you have that done, you can analyze the argument. Again, how did they reach this conclusion? Think Socratic method, dialogue, dialectic and you should head in the right direction.
Next, your paper doesn’t even begin to explain knowledge (episteme) and belief (doxa) as it relates to Plato specifically. You need to explain how knowledge and belief are truly different, in your own words. If we truly know something how is that different than if we truly believe in something? 
Like it says in your prompt, there is a hierarchy of truth.
***Knowledge
**Belief
*Imagination
Where do truth and lies fall? In which category? 


Conclusion
Learning and conviction entail to different theories that focus on an individual acquisition of knowledge and skills and eventually leads to the development of beliefs and opinions. However, these theories differ in that one may be proven whether it is true or false while the other may not.
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