REASONABLE BELIEFS

Self-evident or necessary truths:

Examples:

A triangle has three sides.

A circle is a perfectly round figure.

2 + 2 = 4

If this is a book, then it is a book.

Either you are alive or you are not.

All these examples above are known as ANALYTIC 分析的STATEMENTS: statements that are true or false because of their form or because of the words that make them up.

WORDS:

A triangle has three sides.

FORM:

If this is a book, then it is a book.

Statements such as these can be described as analytically true or as TAUTOLOGIES.重言式
On the other hand:

2 +2 = 5

A triangle has four sides.

These statements are analytically false or contradictions.矛盾
Self-evident or necessary truths such as analytic statements are of utmost极度的 importance since we recognize that because they must be true, they cannot be subject to doubt.
Decide whether each of the following claims is analytically true AT, analytically false,AF or not analytic. NO
1. Tuesday follows Monday. AT 
2. If this is a triangle, it has three sides. AT
3. All rotten apples are rotten. AT
4. All apples are red. AF
5. All three-sided figures are triangles. AF
6. She’s awake, because I see a light in the window. No
7. My dog is not a canine. AF
8. Her mother’s brother was an only child.AF
Experience
We accept a great many beliefs because they are based upon senses.

· Factors that can give us good reason to doubt the reliability of personal experience or our senses:

·   Impairment

·   Expectation

Impairment 损害
· If our perceptual powers are somehow impaired, we have reason to doubt them.

· The following are reasons to doubt the trustworthiness of what we experience.

· Situation: too dark, too bright, too hazy, or too noisy

· Senses: sick, injured, tired, stressed, excited, drugged, distracted, disoriented, or drunk

Expectation
· We often perceive exactly what we expect, regardless of whether there’s really anything there to detect. 

· We may hear scary sounds in the woods, just because we expect to hear them.

Reliance on Others: Experts and Evidence
· Sometimes our beliefs conflict with background information

· Sometimes, rather than two conflicting claims, we see a conflict between a claim and our own ‘background information’.

· ‘Background information’ includes: 

· Facts about everyday things.

· ‘The sky is blue.’

· Beliefs based on very good evidence.

· ‘Cigarettes aren’t good for you.’

· Justified claims that we would regard as ‘common sense’ or ‘common knowledge’.

· ‘If you study, then you will do better on the quiz.’
· When an unsupported claim doesn’t conflict with what we already know, we are often justified in believing it because it comes from experts. In other words:

· If an expert makes a claim, then we are generally justified in believing it . . .

· Even if no evidence is given . . .

· as long as it doesn’t conflict badly with background knowledge.

Who is an Expert?
· Someone who is more knowledgeable in a particular subject area than other people. For example . . . 

· In law?

· Lawyer, judge, or law professor

· In philosophy?

· Philosopher

· In car repair?

· Mechanic

What Good is an Expert?
· In their specialty areas, experts are more likely to be right than we are because:

· they have access to more information on the subject, and 

· they are better at judging that information than we are. 

· This is primarily because of their greater experience and practice.

· In a complex world people must rely on experts. 

· You can’t be a doctor, AND a lawyer, AND a mechanic, engineer, botanist, toxicologist, etc.

· But good critical thinkers are careful about expert opinions.

· Expert opinion is never a guarantee of truth.

Have you found the right expert?
· When a claim comes from someone deemed to be an expert who in fact is not an expert, we commit the fallacy known as the appeal to inappropriate authority.

For this question, taking into account the information provided and our generally accepted background beliefs, assess the extent to which the passage below is worthy of belief.  In other words, provide reasons for why you believe or disbelieve this passage. 

1. 
Bouncing Baby Boy

A six-month-old infant has given new meaning to the words “bouncing baby boy.” 


“I first discovered our son ‘Rubba’ Bubba was special when I dropped him by accident late one night after I had way too much to drink,” Bubba’s father, Curt Latecks, recalled. Latecks admits that the event remains somewhat hazy due to the vast amount of alcohol he consumed that night, but explains: “My initial fear changed to astonishment when he bounced off the floor and back into my arms completely unharmed.”


The next day, Latecks and his wife Ellen took baby Bubba to his pediatrician, a famous and respected child doctor, for a complete examination. The pediatrician found nothing to be wrong or out of the ordinary with baby Bubba. The Latecks next took young Bubba to see the controversial expert in paranormal behaviour, Michael Bissinger. “I discovered the child’s skin had developed a remarkable elasticity,” the self-professed Doctor explained. “I could pull it from his body and it would snap back into place like a rubber band. I’ve never seen anything like it. He’s like a basketball. I suspect that it has to do with the porridge he’s being fed,” Dr. Bissinger added. “His mom thought she was putting maple syrup from a backyard tree on his porridge, but it actually turns out she was putting rubber sap on his porridge.”


The Latecks are hoping their son’s remarkable skin will serve an advantage later in life. “For one thing, he’s famous. Everyone knows about him, and we’re bound to make lots of money off his story. There’s even interest in the possibility of a reality TV show!” said his mother, Ellen. “Also, on a personal level, he’s a lot more likely to bounce back from life’s problems!”

