
EPISTEMOLOGY AND TRUTH

In philosophy, epistemic theories of truth are attempts to analyze the notion of truth in terms of epistemic notions such
as knowledge, belief, acceptance.

Like the neo-classical view, Armstrong endorses a version of the correspondence theory. After all, if I had
walked past the clock a bit earlier or a bit later, I would have ended up with a false belief rather than a true
one. What is the difference between someone who knows something and someone else who does not know it,
or between something one knows and something one does not know? For instance, Lynch suggests that for
ordinary claims about material objects, truth might be realized by a correspondence property which he links to
representational views , while for moral claims truth might be manifest by an assertibility property along more
anti-realist lines. The idea that we fully explain the concept of truth by way of the Tarski biconditionals is
challenged by the claim that the truth-assertion platitude is fundamental to truth. According to one strand of
foundationalist thought, B is justified because it can't be false, doubted, or corrected by others. Therefore,
justification is internal. For example, I believe that my car will persist into the future. We have seen versions
of it which take beliefs, propositions, or interpreted sentences to be the primary bearers of truth. What would
be a relevant alternative? An example of this appears in the philosophy of mathematics : formalism. Our
senses can trick us; we sometimes mistake a dream for a waking experience, and it is possible that an evil
demon is systematically deceiving us. This objection derives its force from the fact that fiction can be
perfectly coherent. Coherentism is typically defended by attacking foundationalism as a viable alternative.
Now Kim's belief that the chameleon is blue is justified again because the chameleon once again looks blue to
her. They direct your attention to what is called a skeptical hypothesis. Externalists deny that J-factors meet
either one of these conditions. Sources of Knowledge Given the above characterization of knowledge, there
are many ways that one might come to know something. As we saw in the previous section, there are two
different ways of conceiving of basicality. Gettier, Edmund,  To begin with, externalists about justification
would point to the fact that animals and small children have knowledge and thus have justified beliefs. The
view has much in common with the neo-classical one. For example, if the coffee in your cup tastes sweet to
you, then you have evidence for believing that the coffee is sweet. Fox proposed putting the principle this
way, rather than explicitly in terms of truth. For example, you think you know that you have hands, but in fact
you don't. Alternative 1 seems unacceptable because the human mind can contain only finitely many beliefs,
and any thought-process that leads to the formation of a new belief must have some starting point. For
instance, Austin proposes a view in which each statement understood roughly as an utterance event
corresponds to both a fact or situation, and a type of situation. Logical positivism attempts to combine
positivism with a version of a-priorism. Memory is, of course, fallible. The observation that the premises of
the BIV argument are less plausible than the denial of its conclusion doesn't help us understand how such
knowledge is possible. Forming beliefs on the basis of the testimony of an expert is likely to yield true beliefs,
but forming beliefs on the basis of the testimony of compulsive liars is not. Due the inappropriateness of
Tom's question, it wasn't Martha's duty to tell the truth. The point would be that what's responsible for the
changing justificatory status of Kim's belief is solely the way the chameleon looks to her. Such a theory will
provide an account of objective relations of reference and satisfaction, and show how these determine the truth
or falsehood of what we say about the world. Representational views of content provide a natural way to
approach the correspondence theory of truth, and likewise, anti-representational views provide a natural way
to avoid the correspondence theory of truth. Another example is the view that identifies truth with warranted
assertibility. Contemporary Theories of Knowledge 2nd ed. Might I not think that the shape before me appears
circular to me when in fact it appears slightly elliptical to me? It is valid, and its premises are true. For more
on these issues, see King  So if reliability coherentism is going to work, it would have to be legitimate to use a
faculty for the very purpose of establishing the reliability of that faculty itself. Though this may look like a
principle that deflationists should applaud, it is not.


