Running Head: COHERENCE AND TRUTH-CONDUCIVENESS 	1

COHERENCE AND TRUTH-CONDUCIVENESS	2










Coherence and Truth-Conduciveness
Student Number
Name of Institution
Date

Coherence and truth conduciveness
Presentation
The article claims that just because the set of beliefs is more coherent than another does not imply that the latter is more likely to be true as compared to the former. Additionally, it also claims that a higher degree of coherence can be associated with a lower probability of the whole set (Klein & Warfield, 1994). This claim originates from the notion that the concept of coherence of an information set can be added upon by introducing an addition of more information which serves to explain the information already presented. The notion also implies that the acquisition and introduction of more information significantly reduce the probability that all the elements in the data presented are right (Olson, 2014). The relevance of this information implies an inverse relationship between the likelihood of truthfulness in the information and the content coherence of the entire presented sample. 
The article provides an example of two statements; Tweety is a bird, and Tweety cannot fly. Different sources impart the two statements. The combination of the set of information is not particularly coherent. The assumption that either info from one of the sources was truthful critically decreases the probability of the other source being honest. A third source then adds that Tweety is a penguin. The resulting information from the three sources is more coherent than the latter combination. The third source’s input serves to add coherence to the whole informational set. The latter informational set has a higher probability of truth even though it provides less information than expected. The analysis proves that more details may increase the coherence of the entire information set but reduces the probability of the truth of the whole content. This aspect serves to illustrate Klein and Warfield theory that coherence is not truth-conducive (Klein & Warfield, 1994).
Explanation
In my understanding, Klein and Warfield seem to understand that logic and consistency of data is mainly dependent on the evaluation of more information from as many sources as possible. The soundness of the information gathered from all the likely sources is analyzed by logical sense. By that I mean to imply the more the info portrayed and included in the set the higher the chances of the information being believable. For the information presented to be credible, the additional information included should either expound on the statements created by the preceding contexts or provide additional information that the other context did not contain. The coherence of the information gathered and presented is primarily based on logical and reasoning skills.
The theory also implies that more information tends to distort the true nature of the entire content. I base this on the fact that the multiple sources which present the information include their personality and perception to alter the information they offer. More information creates chances of inclusion of statements that are not true which develops the whole nature of the entire content. The information added to increase coherence may be relatable to the whole context, and this may be the only reason why it was included. The analysis of nature was overlooked in the preference of serving to have a more coherent informational set. 
Critique
I differ with this opinion since clear and concise information patterns are always short and to the point. More information seeks to add confusion to the entire set presented.  I also deduce that more information given to improve the coherence of the initial statements may serve to strengthen coherence but also include new data which may be out of context with the initial set. This case presents the intention of adding coherence to a statement only to distort the consistency and logical analysis of the entire information set by including another notion. This phenomenon presents a case whereby the information set has more than one logical thought; therefore, distorting the coherence of the entire collection. 
I also find that additional information serves to improve the nature of honesty within an entire set. When additional information is presented, it adds more meaning to the initial statements and thus improves the truth conduct of the entire set. This case is presented when the information added serves to expand on a point by including a new perspective or the same perspective but different analysis. Take for example; ‘Rita is an excellent deep sea diver.’ ‘Rita won the marine core competition.’ The two statements form an entire set that is coherent, but the nature of truth within the statements cannot be deciphered. Then add, ‘Rita joined the Marine Corps straight from high school. The last statement serves the purpose of linking Rita’s swimming to the marine. This notion serves to improve the probability of truth in the initial statements. But the introduction of the third statement serves to include Rita’s military experience on top of her swimming expertise. It, therefore, serves to add another logical analysis for the analysis of the initial statement and thus decreases the chances of the coherence of the entire report. 
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