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Evaluating testimony
1. What is the importance of the distinction between metaphysics of testimony and the epistemology of testimony?
Metaphysics is the study of the true nature of reality while epistemology is the study of the true nature of knowledge and belief. Metaphysics of testimony involves taking the testimony as it appears without subjecting it to further investigation. This is mostly because the testimony is similar to all situations of daily life. On the other hand, however, the epistemology of testimony implies subjecting the testimony into further investigation. In involves justifying the testimony under several conditions. 
2. Why does context matter for determining if something should be taken as a source of testimony or not?
Context matters because it is primary evidence. If the context is irrelevant to the situation, the testimony will not be take into consideration. However, if the context is relevant to the situation, the testimony will be used. 
3. What is the Disjunctive view of testimony?
The disjunctive view of testimony captures both metaphysics and epistemology of testimony and provides the basis for a testimony’s significance. This involves understanding the assumption behind the testimony and the source of belief and knowledge of the testimony and coming up with its significance.

4. After reading this article, what comes across as the biggest question about testimony? Had you thought of this question prior to reading this text?  Why do you think this is the biggest question about testimony?
Is all testimonial knowledge fundamentally misguided? I had not thought of this question before since there are so many testimonial beliefs that are passed on as true because they occur in the routine of our daily lives but not because of justifiable reasons. This is the biggest question about testimony since we rely on testimonial knowledge for information about everything around us, if the testimony is fundamentally wrong right from its core, that means we are living a misguided life. 
Consider the following example:
You are a juror sitting in on a legal case of fraud. The prosecution is arguing that the company knew about this fraud and attempted to conceal it. It is a very wealthy financial firm from Wall Street.
The first witness is a male secretary at the company in question. He says that he overheard his boss, a woman, speaking about this fraud out loud to herself in her office. She denies it. Do you believe him?
Yes 
The next witness is a janitor who says that he overheard two business employees discussing this fraud at night in the restroom. They both deny it. Do you believe him?
Yes 
The next witness is a barista at a local coffee shop who says he overheard a manager on the phone when they first discovered the fraud. The manager denies it. Do you believe the barista?
 Yes 
Now, in the next example, you are still on a jury for a fraud case. But rather than a Wall Street firm, the corporation in question is a small Mom-and-Pop store in your local town.
 The first witness, a woman who was hired as a cashier a few months ago, said that she overheard the owner, Fred, talking about this out loud in his office one night. Fred denies it. Do you believe her?
 Yes 
The next witness is a neighbor who happens to work with a competitor of this company. He says that he overheard the son, Fred Jr., talking about this fraud while smoking outside with a friend. Fred Jr. denies it. Do you believe the neighbor?
No 
And the final witness is Fred’s niece, who says that she saw paperwork on her uncle’s desk that covered of the fraud. The paperwork is gone, and Fred denies it. Do you believe her?
No 
After answering all these questions please write a short paragraph explaining every power dynamic or relationship at play in these two examples and how, if at all, they impacted your decision to believe or disbelieve the witnesses.
The secretary and the janitor have testified against their firm. Their testimonies are believable since they have not been influenced by the power of their wealthy employer. If they were intimidated by their employer, they would not have testified against their firm. The barista at the coffee has no connection to the manager since he is not employed and the manager does not have any power over him; this renders his testimony believable. In the other case, the testimony of the cashier is believable because she is testifying against her boss. Also, her boss was talking out loud at night which implies he did not expect anyone to hear him talking since it was past office hours but the cashier did. The testimony of the neighbor is not believable since he works for the rival company. His testimony might be a tactic of eliminating competition. The testimony of Fred’s niece is believable because she is testifying against her uncle. This implies that her uncle’s position has not influenced her testimony. 
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