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opposition against it. Berkeley’s “to be is to be perceived”.
Indirect realism results in the problem of the external
waorld.
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criterion to judge whether a prediction is successful or not?
The problem of prediction and the meaning of hfe.
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causation. The foundation of Hume's philosophy.
“Microscope of ideas™ and "Hume's razor”. Hume's doubt
on traditional ideas of causation. Causal connection is none
other than the empiracally constant conjuction. Belief in
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of it. Kant's defense of the notion of cause. Kant’s
misunderstanding of the logic character of his “synthetical
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proved. In the process of rationally predicting the future,
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Chapter T What Can We Know
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“Conclusive reasons” added to complement the traditional
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“Indefeasibility condition” added to complement knowledge
definition. The difficulties of this tactics. Other
complementary ways and their difficulties.

4. Changing The Traditional Definition
Of Knowledge =+ reeeresrrmessssnnarinnsnennennsnesnenns (140)
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Introduction of Nozick’s conditional theory of knowledge.
Merits of conditional theory of knowledge. Attempt to
counter global skepticism by conditional theory. Attempt to
deny the logical wvalidity of the principle of closure.
Questions behind MNozick’s reasoning. The failure of
conditional theory of knowledge.

The Certainty Of Knowledge =eovseseesmrenmaaceaas (148)
Difficulties in knowledge definitions faver skeptical
argument. Unger's defense of skepticism. Moore refutes
skepticism with illustrations. Wittgenstein's analysis of
“knowledge”. “language game”. Wittgenstein’s tactic faces
corresponding criticism. To demonstrate by examples that
“knowledge * is not used in ordinary language as
Wittgenstein’s  analysis. Two aspects of certainty’s
meaning: cognitive certainty and psycological certainty.
Doubt excludes psycological certainty , but skepticism denies
cognitive certainty. Another skeptical argument. The
subtance of the conflict between Moore and skepticism.
Who should we stand with between the two? We face a
heavy contradiction. A possible attitute and its suggestion.

to think from different angles.
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Skeptical Tactic «sssessessssssismsannemiiinn. (170)
Pyrrhonian challenge agaist criterion. * The regress

argument ” concerning justification. Various ways to reject
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“the regress argument”. A specific example of “the regress
argument”: the internalist regress. The concept of meta-
justification.

2. Foundationalism Of Justification sessrreeesescarceenes (178)
The demarcation between basic beliefs and non-basic
beliefs. The character of classical foundationalism.
regarding basic  beliefs as infallible.  The incorrect
explanation of “infallible” by empirical foundationalism.
Foundaticnalism with fallibilism. The combination of
foundationalim and externalism. The difficulties of
externalism. Another expression of foundationalism:
resorting to facts as directly “given”. The inner relationship
between foundationalism and correspondence theory of
truth. The difficulties of correspondence theory of truth and
Sellars®s “the myth of the given”.
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The foundation of foundationalism: the ostensive definition
of meaning.  Quine’s criticism of “the myth of the
museum ".  From Quine’s *the uncertainty of radical
translation” through his “the unscrutability of reference” to
the holist theory of meaning. The holist theory of meaning
deconstructs foundationalism of justification as well as
constructs the precondition of coherentism. Explanation of
coherentism. Coherentism still faces skeptical attack of
internalism. Coherentism of justifcation depends on
coherentism of truth. . The problems which coherentism of

truth has to face.
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