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ABSTRACT

It is very meaningful to study skepticism. While Kant considered
that the non-solution of skeptical problem is a “philosophical scandal” ,
Quine pointed out, “Hume’s puzzle is human’s puzzle” . It is a scandal,
so we seek to eliminate it; it is a puzzle, so we must try to solve it.
Although domestic academics have studied deeply and completely on the
ancient and modern skepticisms, their studies on contemporary
skepticism are rare, and their studies on the skeptical puzzle from its
arguments are rarer. Foreign academics have very deeply studied
skepticism, their studies are scattered and cluttered. Owing to the
importance of the skeptical problem, the necessity of answering the
skeptical puzzle, the relative lack of the domestic research and non-
systematic studies in foreign academics, this book will begin from the
skeptical arguments, introduce and comment on the main strategies of
contemporary solving the puzzle, and give own understanding on the
relationship between knowledge and context through improving the
newest research production of Anglo-American contemporary. The main
contents of the book are divided into the following five parts.

The first part is to diagnose skepticism. After defining the subject,

this book will sum up the diagnoses for skepticism as an ontological
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problem, a practical problem, a logical problem, a semantic problem
and a pragmatic problem, and take Unger’s skepticism as an example to
argue that the cause of skepticism is the absolute infallibilism.

The second part is to analyze the skeptical arguments. Not only
Aenesidemus’s  “Ten Modes” , Agrippa’s “Five Modes” and
Menodotus’s  “Two Modes” in ancient Greek and Roman times, but
also Cartesian “the argument from dream” and “the argument from
evil demon” in modern times, and Putnam’s “the argument from
Brains-in-a-vat” . and so on, can mainly sum up five basic modes which
are the closure argument, the argument from experience, the argument
from criterion. the argument from fallibility and the argument from
underdetermination. This book takes the closure argument as a model to
construct the skeptical puzzle.

The third part is to introduce and comment on the main
contemporary strategies of solving the skeptical puzzle. The main
contemporary strategies have Moorean responses (such as Moore’s
solution and Putnamean response), the solutions of denying closure
theory (such as Dretske’s theory of relevant alternatives and Nozick’s
conditional theory of knowledge) and the contextualism’s solutions(such
as DeRose’s subjunctive conditional contextualism and Cohen’s and
Lewis’s contextualism of relevant alternatives, and so on). In these
solutions, the contextual solutions are most reasonable, while other
solutions have many difficulties, which cannot be overcome though they
ére richly enlightening and reasonable. Different from them, the

contextual strategy has at least three advantages: (1) it does not decide

2



Abstract

arbitrarily; (2) its explanation is strong; (3) its compatibility is strong.
Although the contextual strategy encounters criticisms from
incompetence, from defects and from substitute, but these criticisms are
not fatal. Therefore, I basically agree with the criticism of skepticism
from contextualism.

The fourth part is to modify the contextualism. Although
contextualism is the most reasonable strategy of criticizing skepticism, it
should be modified in many places. Major modifications include: (1)
from the emphasis on “all contexts are equal” to on “the contexts are
unequal in the context of specific evaluation” ; (2) to extend “the
contextual sensitivity of knowledge attribute lies in the variability of
knowledge standards™ to “the contextual sensitivity of knowledge
attribute lies in the contextual diversity” ; (3) we should change

“skeptic-friendly” to “skeptic-critical” in the attitude to the skeptical
conclusions; - (4) to expand the application of contextualism on
epistemology. After solving the skeptical puzzle and Gettier problem by
the modified contextualism, this book will put forward to contextual
theory of truth and contextual theory of knowledge.

The fifth part is to unearth reasonable factors in skepticism.
Skepticism plays an important role in the development of philosophy,
and reasonable doubt does so in scientific research. After exploring the
necessary conditions of Wittgenstein’s meaningful doubt, I will study

how to do reasonable doubt.



0 =
Al =]
—. EEER

AHEEZENHL XML B EM FBE YR, £
B PRBEE T MR R REE LS SCRE L R U R A

1. A EZHE

PEEERAT MRS LREE, BHAXENHEZ —,
SR MPEHER 2R R ERA M, R R R
%, ME—SHPHHETER, WAHREEC, 2HO #EHxHO,
FHO | ErmO%, R BT E TR SRR, A
HRBM B BHRELE, FLIHNE,

SHPRBEE ORIt A R+ BN, RS £ RN
RREE “HFUALE O, BHMEH. “KREKEIRE ALK

@ Ludwig Wittgenstein, On Certainty, D. Paul & G. E. M. Anscombe ( trans. ),
G.E.M. Anscombe & G. H. von Wright(eds. ), Oxford: Basil Blackwell, 1969.

@ Willard. V. O. Quine, “The Nature of Natural Knowledge”, in Sameal Guttenplan
(ed.), Mind and Language , Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1975.

® Robert Nozick, “Philosophical Explanations”, in Keith DeRose & Ted A.
Warfield(eds. ), Skepticism: A Contemporary Reader , Oxford; Oxford University Press.
1999, pp.156—179.

@ Roderick M. Chisholm, Theory of Knowledge (second edition), New Jersey:
Prentice-Hall Inc. , 1977, Part [I[ . “The Problem of Skepticism”.

® Hilary Putnam, “Brains in a Vat”, in Keith DeRose & Ted A. Warfield(eds. ),
Skepticism : A Contemporary Reader, Oxford: Oxford University Press. 1999, pp. 27—
42.

©® SRS e RATT B SP Y ATAE L AGE T O S A BB R, . IR
A NBB IR EATNAATE  BA IR T 0] 4 A A TE 48 3R R R A R 58 L s xh T4 2
X T — R AR B R U, AR AR 2 — R EL 2% . ” (Immanuel Kant, Critic of Pure Reason.
N.K.Smith(Tr.). London: Macmillan, 1958, p.34.)



RGBS ST RIRE T ORI R

M O, BERBALRE, WARBRREYER, ERERE, WARRER
EER. BENYRENATSRAGLATREXBEREA, BLH
RIBTSE, (B0 24 FOPRBE I SO B8 A1), MBI D7 38 _E X e & o
BHTREERE N, EERREEREENTIR, HHRLE.

ETWEE L EMEREE, FEF CEFRMREWLERE,. BETE
MBS AR Bk A B R AN SR AR R Ge bk, A B IUNIREE 3 SUHEBLA
F, ENTFYRME G £ R AP 7 SRR E, B SR
FRREHRFHRBRORSE, SR ECEENREREE KR
i, APHHFEANTAEAENBREHENE D, TAKFEH TR
TIXESMEF BRI E, HELR “&14” MR, J7RE ‘BiF
W WHER, AREMRESHHR, RESTAMMEFRE, AA
EARBHBR, BRI,

2. IR A LS R BREHZER

AR T HAERENESE U, 5 8 CHTFRMES S R
BEFMX, BEMIHE, REGHIHSEKRENMNE, HE—F
FRE. BB FEREE. RIRATNY AR L6 kR
B 10 ZFIE, KESERREMENEBEMEX, @LIIMKREHEK
BMENBTOHBIRBEE PR EXSRAME) AR LR XWE
EHER, NHEEEd(2002 44 A), BREMBHEMY MK ERN G0
REWIE—4RMIRREHEY — B BEMFH RO BIEERBLR
HPATU R, AZRMNRHATHES, BHPR—BEENIFR5IE
TIRIRFUILNG, fB.

LR BRI R REHF — AR T LR, E TR R A
RTFHRAFUNTFZE XA THELTEFERREREZRER

® Willard. V. O. Quine, Ontological Relativity and Other Essays. New York:
Columbia University Press, 1969, p.72.

2



1

il

Ho BIARATEBCAR TR o, KB % RIS £ X EE,
DR EANTAH R ETFRBATREF R E— AN, O

TROEERRBEF RN E LTENES S, BIMIFER
HERFMEGRLE, PELSREROITIERE . HEAEN T
B, BOMEHZRSRRA TR SRR EEREE, UERNE
TFHMERER, MROELBX FREELSRETEY AT TS
MEE, RSN I . BAOELILUERRE TREME Rt
FHLRIR., BNERARNTEBREREIN TR IHAE., &
SWEC, BREW T E, ARTES5HRNELR LS
XEETHM. WMLESMEBREEERLEOAT, 2RI
CRSIEE: ST ISR E CEBMMRE) L5
XX, EERY¥ELEZRLSMEMNELE RN “HE" i
o, MR T RIEE L FE XY BB .

—. BRsrerRER

SRICA “PREEE T . “BFEEIE” . “skepticism” Fl “scepticism”
KB, BEL U E N AMNE AR . B R 3 A % A S0
TN, AFAEDICMEBEER, E9 i, $84F “IF
EXT B CPREERT MBAR 204, JmEAE HEEL ® W
MXCEAZ 200 &, EEXCEM S, $48HF “skepticism” 5
“scepticism” HHH 130 £, xE 140 000 £ £5 (F - H #1% 2007 4
11 518 H»,

HAFAARAMOAT HRMERTREELBAEREA. REEH
BEEE, EXF 24T 07 0Bk £ SCRBF S AA RS K 2, MR TE Rl & bt

O BFRFEH: CNRSHIE—4YRMARBRY , LW ARYAM 2003 5K, B
23—24 T,



MIRGER . BTSRRI RS O e

WREXESHTRENHARERTN., EENTFRFEE XK
FR, BA-AREFHEZSWERREEXEEA X, fim, HEk
B RBER. MR SHT) ORUEFHRREXHESR, BNEBR
MRBEARNAREB PGS BEOEEAL, NN FELK
B OWHMRIEWMEEXREEK, §REN (FF IR
i) OF BRI W ¥ 8 AR5 F BB AT T, KR
MR (PR RY “EENE¥WEARE, RELKNH
B, PERRBZFE, MRENEENEX. MEMNEEHAR
P EMAETRARS T EX FRRHET THE, Al BRI
WERHFAENEFREM © RN RFEEHMN (B 55
) OB ERERAEE L, R E L, ERAEANE R
FUTHPHENAHENE, THREEREHELHAENE, 50
EXRIEAHER., NEEENR, ARXEREFD, AFUEEHMEK
WHAMERTREL EANEE 2 EZMER, WEBRRR
WAL BRI, FEEMITPRALYRBESFEEL L, R
HEFRRHEAREH -8, MARRECMamEARE. #AB
W, FREHEEN GIR5HIE) —Bhe “BEEX R X
TRGEARBRE (B, MR SAEHPY —HIUHM, SX&
PR AR, B8 A— 5 BB R A XTI EE £ LHEATH I PABH
WIVE MR BE 1 AR R BT R AR 5, MIREBEE iRk 7 X b, Xb A
W TEE £ SRR AT RS .

EEAREHEXEEY, BEEFRARLWNEEXHHRD, K
ZHEFH. BE. RESE X, BRE LB ICEXHAEEE

O #HEE: L. MRERPY , LR KEE R 2006 F K.

@ FE. CFREWHENY , I ARB R 1999 FK.

Q@ BAE. (FEHFEELY , WRKFBR 2003 £,

@ WKBEELE I GREISBIsT) 2006 4 4 H (BT, “B87,

® [HE]4%  KELE. BESHELY , B, TR, LBl
M 1991 4R,

4



Al

i

BAEHT BCOWEE, MBRERTE M LG TE, BENTREE
B HTFER. 2EMEN SR, W, Bk & (Peter
Strawson) ff] (B R KMFE E X 5B R L UY D, B
(Christopher Hookway) ) ({f & & X » @, #i #) 4 /R ¥k ( Panayot
Butchvarov) iy (3T 4hBit Bpy g3 2y @ ZE#§ (Michael Huemer)
B GREEE X SREZFEY O%, RBEMAHM SR FEEE T T
HB s SHHTRHE (Neil Gascoigne) By (FFEEE XY ©, (£ %7 & (Charles
Landesman) iy {8 £ L0y © #1448 James W. Cornman)
) PRERE X . BRIEAAER) @, EH i (Richard Fumerton) ff§ (GoAl
Wit 5MEE T ) O%, EFMTHIEM A BB UMET — Lot ),

i - % 554 (Marie McGinn) By (AR 58 &) O, w5 8 (Gilbert
Harman) ) (PFREE = X5 81H 02 ) ON) 2 M VY o BEXT IR gE I
Y BT TR, 53 (Marjorie Clay) f1 & /R (Keith Lehrer) 4589 (A1
PEFREEE XY O #8287 (Keith DeRose) 1 ik 2% /R 8 (Ted A.
Warfield) E4iH CHARMEEE LAY @, FiE(Emest Sosa) filgR

@ Peter Strawson, Skepticism and Naturalism. Some Varieties, New York:
Columbia University Press, 1985.

@ Christopher Hookway, Scepticism, London; Routledge, 1990.

@ Panayot Butchvarov, Skepricism about the External World . New York: Oxford
University Press, 1988.

@ Michael Huemer, Skepticism and the Veil of Perception. Md. Lanham: Rowman
& Littlefield Publishers, 2001.

® Neil Gascoigne. Scepticism. Neil Montreal & Kingston Ithaca: McGill-Queen’s
Universtiy Press, 2002.

® Charles Landesman, Skepticism: the Central Issues. MA. Malden: Blackwell
Publishers, 2002.

(D James W. Cornman, Skepticism, Justification, and Explanation, London: D.
Reidel Publishing Company, 1980.

® Richard Fumerton, Metaepistemology and Skepticism, Maryland: Rowman &
Littleficld, 1995.

@ Marie McGinn, Sense and Certainty: A Dissolution of Scepticism, Oxford: Basil
Blackwell, 1989.

@ Gilbert Harman, Skepticism and the Definition of Knowledge. New York:
Garland Publishers. 1990.

@ Marjorie Clay & Keith Lehrer, Knowledge and Skepticism . Boulder: Westview
Press, 1989.

@ Keith DeRose & Ted A. Warfield(eds. ), Skepticism: A Contemporary Reader.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1999.



