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1.
"The skeptic repudiates science because it is vulnerable to illusion on its own showing; and my only criticism of the skeptic is that he is overreacting."  What objection to skepticism is Quine lodging when he criticizes defenders of skepticism for over​reacting?  Explain whether this objection is, or is not, an adequate response to skeptical challenges.

2.
We must depend on memory for much of our knowledge, yet memory is notoriously unreliable.  How do we know when memory is reliable?  If your answer is that we never know, then what is one to say about our knowledge, including our knowledge of times in the past when our senses have deceived us?

3.
"We know that it must be possible to define material things in terms of sense‑ contents, because it is only by the occur​rence of certain sense‑contents that the existence of any material thing can ever be in the least degree verified."  (Ayer, Language, Truth and Logic)  Explain and evaluate.

4.
In defending his 'clear and distinct' sufficient condition for knowledge in his Replies to the Second Set of Objections in the Meditations, Descartes argues,



As soon as we think that we correctly perceive something, we are spontaneously convinced that it is true.  Now if this conviction is so firm that it is impossible for us ever to have any reason for doubting what we are convinced of, then there are no further questions for us to ask: we have everything we could reasonably want.  What is it to us that someone may make out that the perception whose truth we are so firmly convinced of may appear false to God or an angel, so that it is, absolutely speaking, false?  Why should this alleged 'absolute falsity' bother us, since we neither believe in it nor have even the smallest suspicion of it?


Evaluate this contention as a response to the objection that something can be perceived clearly and distinctly, yet be false.  What potential, if any, does it have as a response to skepticism?

5.
"We know some things non-inferentially or directly or im​me​diately because it is impossible that all our knowledge be based on inference."  How does this claim matter to epistemology?  What support can be given for it?  Explain whether it is, or is not, in final analysis tenable?

6.
"It does seem to me very certain that I know little, if any​thing, with certainty regarding the future."  (G. E. Moore, "Four Forms of Scepticism")  Can we have any knowledge of the future?  If so, explain how.  If not, explain why not.

7.
Much of what we normally call knowledge involves information that we believe only on the basis of what others have told us – i.e. on the basis of testimony.  What con​ditions have to be met for us to gain knowledge from the testimony of others? How does this putative way of gaining knowledge compare with other putative ways?

8.
Wittgenstein remarks, "We just do not see how very specialized the use of 'I know' is. – For 'I know' seems to describe a state of affairs which guarantees what is known, guarantees it as a fact.  One always forgets the expression 'I thought I knew'."  (On Certainty)  How, if at all, do the fundamental problems of episte​mology arise from ways in which the use of 'I know' is very specialized, and what implications does this have for the problems themselves?

9.
Causal theories of knowledge are supposed to differentiate between those beliefs that are knowledge and those that are not.  Can such theories do so for mathematical knowledge?  Explore the ramifications of your answer.

10.
"...no statement is immune to revision.  Revision even of the logical law of the excluded middle has been proposed.... What difference is there in principle between such a shift and the shift whereby Kepler superceded Ptolemy...?"  Are the laws of logic revisable?

11.
In ordinary contexts we seem to credit ourselves with knowledge even when the possibility of error has not been ruled out on logical or conceptual grounds.  If this practice is legitimate, what – if anything – does it show about the role of certainty or infallibility in knowledge or knowledge claims?
12.
"The common sense belief that the sun goes around the earth was not adequate grounds for rejecting the Copernican model. Why should the common sense belief in the existence of phy​si​cal objects be any better basis for rejecting epistemolo​gical skepticism?"  Discuss.

