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The Traditionnl Analysts of Knvwledge

There is an altcrnative way to think about these matters. Instead of saying that there
are three options, you can say that you can believe a proposition to a greater or lesser
degree. You can think of these degrees of belict as arranged along a scale. When you
accepta proposition with absolute conviction, you believe it 1o the lullest degree. When
you completely and totally reject a propesition, you have the lowest possible degrec ol
belief in it. And in the usual cases, vour degree of beticf falls sorewhere in between,
Suspensicn of judgment is right in the middie.

If you have never even considered a proposition, then you neither helieve it nor dis-
belicve: it, but vou do not suspend judgment either. Perhaps suspending judgment
is best characlerized as considering a proposition but ueither believing it nor dis-
believing it

There arc hard questions about exactly what kinds of objects propositions are. We
can safcly ignore those questions here,

The terrm “iff” abbreviates “if and only il.” Sentences of the forw *p iff q° are true

justin case the truth values of p and q agree, that is, just in case both are woe or both

are faise.

This topic will be discussed in detail in Ghapter 9.

At this point you might abscrve thut we might be in a situation like the ancients, in
wbich our claims to knowledge are mistaken, We will take up this issue when we
consider The Skeplical View.

It is possible that some of the attractiveness of The Relativistic View, mentioned in
Chapter 1, vesults from confusing apparcat knowledge and real knowledge.

CHAPTER THREE

Moditying The
Traditional Analysis
of Knowledge

I. AN OBJECTION TO THE TRADITIONAL ANALYSIS

The first philosopher to argue explicitly aguinst the TAK in the manner to
be discusscd here was Edinund Getier. His brief essay, “Is Justified True Beliel
Knowledger,” may be the most widely discussed and often cited epistemnology
paper in many years.! Gettier presented two examples, each showing that one
. Other philosophers
have described additional cases establishing the same point.

A. The Counterexamples

In this section we will examine three examples all designed io illustrate a prob-
lem in the TAK. The point behind all the objections is the same, but the dif-

ferent examples help to make the issue clearcr. DiEESISERpEINRGRE

1. Jones is the man who will get the job and [ones has ten coins in his
pocket.

Example 3.1:
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that Jones was going to get the job. In fact, the job is going to the compa-
ny vice president’s nephew, Robinson. Coincidentally,

Example 3.2:  The Nogot/Hauvit Case®

Smith knows that Nogot, who works in his office, is driving a Ford, has
Ford ownership papers, is gencrally honest, ete. On this basis he helieves:

3. Nogot, who works in Smith’s office, owns a Ford.

Smith hears on the radio that a local Ford dealership is having a contest.
Anyone who works inn the same office as a Ford owner is eligible to enter a
lottery, the winner receiving a Ford. Smith decides to apply, thinking he
eligible. After all, he thinks that {3) is true, so he concludes that:

4. There is somcone who works in (my) Smith’s office who owns a
Ford. {There is at least one Ford owner in Smith's office.}

o

It turns out thal Nogot is a Ford faker and (3) is false. However, (4) 1
true because some other person unknown to Smith, Havit, works int his of-
fice and owns a Ford.

So Smith has a justified true beliefin (4), but he does not know (4). Ttis just a lucky
coincidence, resulting from Havit’s having it, that makes him right abent (4).

Example 3.3 The Sheep in the Field”

Having won a Ford in u contest, Smith goes for a drive in the country. He
looks off into a nearby ficid and sees what looks exactly like a sheep. So
he justifiably helieves:

5. That animal in the field is a sheep.
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Smith’s son is in the back seat reading a book and not looking at the
scenety. The son asks if there are any sheep in the field they are passing.
Smith says “Yes,” adding:

6. There is a sheep in the field.

Smith is justified by what he sees in thinking that (5) is true, (6) follows
Mrom. (5}, so he is jusiified in believing (6) as well,

As it turns out, {(5) is false. Whai Smith sees is a sheep dog (o1 a sheep
statue, or some other perfect sheep look-alike). But (6), as it happens, is
true anyway. Out in the ficld, but out of view, there is a sheep.

S0, Smith has a justified belieCin (6}, and itis uue. But he does notknow i It
is only by luck that he is right about {6).

It should be noted that the details of the examples can be modified to
strengthen Smith’s support for his belief in the false proposition in each case. For
example, you can add whatever you like to his support [or the belief that Nogot
owns a Ford. Nogot can show him his keys with a Ford insignia and wear a Ford
tee shirt, etc, No matter how much you add to the case, it will remain possible that
Nogot is [aking his Ford ownership. And given that this is possible, it remains
possible to construct a case in which itis coincidentally true that someone in the
office owns a Ford, Similar remarks apply to the other examples. Merely requir-
ing stronger reasons for a belief to be justifierd would not avoid the objections.

. The Structure of the Counterexamples

Examples 3.1-3.3 share a commmon structure. In each case, Smith has some basic
cvidence that strongly supports some propositien. Itis the sort of cvidence that
The Standwrd View counts as good enough for knowledge. He believes that propo-
sition and then draws a further conclusion from it. In cach example, the odd-
numbered sentence describes the first proposition Smith helieves:

1. Jones is the man who will get the job and Jones has ten coins in his pocket.
3. Nogot, who works in Smith's office, owns a Ford.
5 That animal in the ficld is a sheep.

The even-numbered sentences describe the conclusions Smith draws [rom the
first step:

2, The man who will get the job has ten coins in his pocket.

4. Someone who works in Smith’s office owns a Ford. (There is at least one
Ford owner in Smith's office.)

6. Thereis a sheep in the fHeld.

The odd-numbered proposition is false in each case. Still, given the cvidence, itis
extremely reasonable for Smilh to believe it. 1t is a justified belict. And the final


Luca Oliva

Luca Oliva

Luca Oliva

Luca Oliva

Luca Oliva






















