Possible Exam Questions
1. Explain the difference between the strong and weak conceptions of knowledge
2. Provide an example of a Gettier case. How does the case undermine the traditional concept of knowledge?
3. Why are Gettier cases problematic for the weak conception of knowledge, but not for the strong conception?
4. How can the weak conception of knowledge be modified to deal with Gettier cases?
5. Why might we consider the weak conception of knowledge to be superior to the strong conception?
6. Why might we consider the strong conception of knowledge superior to the weak conception?
7. What is the lottery paradox? How is it supposed to undermine the weak conception of knowledge?
8. Explain the epistemic regress problem.
9. Explain foundationalism, coherentism, and infinitism.
10. Why must all justification be conditional for the infinitist?
11. How does the foundationalist avoid the epistemic regress problem?
12. Explain the justification dilemma for foundationalists.
13. Explain the experience dilemma for foundationalists.
14. How does the coherentist avoid the regress problem?
15. According to the coherentist, how do we accommodate the deliverances of experience within our system of beliefs?
16. Why will the coherenist seem to have a problem in identifying their belief systems?
17. Explain the problem of isolated belief systems for coherentism.
18. Explain the structure of an inductive argument and provide an example of an argument that has that structure.
19. Explain why induction is so fundamental to scientific knowledge.
20. Explain Hume’s fork.
21. Explain why Hume thinks that we cannot know that induction is cogent by means of thought alone.
22. Explain why Hume thinks that we cannot empirically know that induction is cogent.
23. What is Hume’s sceptical solution to the problem of induction?
24. How does Popper think that science should be done in light of the problem of induction?
25. What reason does Reigchenbach have for thinking that our use of induction is entirely rational?
26. Explain BonJour’s abductive argument for the cogency of induction.
27. Explain the difference between a priori and a posteriori knowledge.
28. How does Plato explain the necessity of a priori knowledge?
29. According to Plato, how do we come to know things a priori?
30. Explain the motivation for Plato’s distinction between Forms and particulars.
31. Explain the difference between moderate empiricism and radical empiricism.
32. Explain the analytic-synthetic distinction.
33. How do moderate empiricists explain the necessity of a priori knowledge?
34. What is synthetic a priori knowledge?
35. What is Kant’s explanation of the necessity of synthetic a priori knowledge?
36. Explain Kant’s transcendental idealism.
37. How did scientific developments undermine Kant’s doctrine of synthetic a priori knowledge?
38. Explain the doctrine of epistemological holism and the underdetermination thesis.
39. One what grounds does Quine argue that there is no a priori knowledge?
40. What does it mean to say that something is perceived immediately?
41. Explain the argument from illusion for the conclusion that we do not immediately perceive external objects.
42. Explain the causal argument for the conclusion that we do not immediately perceive external objects.
43. What are sense-data? What are they such puzzling entities?
44. What is the veil of perception? What implications does it have for our knowledge of the eternal world?
45. Identify and explain three of Locke’s reasons for thinking that our experiences are generally caused by external objects.
46. How will an idealist like Berkeley respond to Locke’s arguments for the existence of the external world?
47. Why does Hume think that we are not justified in concluding that external objects cause our experiences?
48. Explain representational realism, idealism, and phenomenalism.
49. Explain an objection against the phenomenalist’s theory of “sensory routes”.
50. Identify and explain an objection against phenomenalism.
51. How does phenomenalism lead to solipsism?
52. Explain why BonJour takes representative realism to constitute a simpler explanation of the nature of our experience than idealism.
53. Why does BonJour think that representative realism is more likely than idealism?
54. Outline the argument for scepticism about the external world.
55. Explain the difference between generalists and particularists with respect to knowledge.
56. How does Moore respond to the argument for scepticism about the external world?
57. How does rejecting the principle of epistemic closure undermine the argument for scepticism about the external world?
58. Why might we think that someone can know that they are seeing a zebra without knowing that what they are seeing is not a cleverly painted mule?
59. What is the contextualist response to scepticism about the external world?
60. Identify one problem with the contextualist response to scepticism.
61. Explain internalism and externalism.
62. How does externalism/reliabilism answer the sceptical regress problem?
63. Explain the problem of unsophisticated epistemic subjects for internalists
64. How does internalism threaten to collapse into skepticism?
65. Why can instances of forgotten evidence be problematic for internalists?
66. Identify a situation in which someone may fail to be justified in holding a belief, despite being in possession of good reasons for this belief.
67. Why does the normativity of justification seem to constitute an argument for internalism?
68. Why might we think that being caused by a reliable process is not a necessary condition for justified beliefs?
69. Why might we think that being caused by a reliable process is not a sufficient condition for justified beliefs?
70. What is the generality problem for reliabilism?
71. How does naturalized epistemology differ from first philosophy?
72. Why does Quine think that we must replace traditional epistemology with naturalized epistemology?
73. What are the two fundamental tenets of Quine’s naturalized epistemology?
74. Why does Quine reject the existence of a priori knowledge?
75. Identify one objection to Quine’s naturalized epistemology.
76. How are reliabilism and naturalized epistemology related?
77. In what respects is modern naturalized epistemology an improvement over Quine’s epistemology naturalized?
78. How can a reliabilist solve the problem of induction?
79. How does the threat of epistemic relativism relate to naturalized epistemology?

18 questions will be on the exam.
Answer any 15 questions.
Between 3-5 sentences, 3 marks each. Total out of 45.
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