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f, ——RALEFETE R BRLALEY SRS ES | -

R L AWK Sosa St Zagzebski & 8 ¢ RB ¥ Wi RS EL S E
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Epistemic Evaluation, Intellectual Virtue, and Ko-wo Chih-chih
(Investgation-of-Things Extention-of-Knowledge)

Abstract

There are two approaches in virtue epistemology. One is led by Ernest Sosa and the
other Linda Zagzebski. The former names his theory of k._nowiedge as virtue
perspectivism. The latter develops a motivation-based virtue epistemology. In this
thesis, [ will explicate, and criticise, these two approaches. [ will alsc apply the key
concept of virtue epistemology——intellectual virtue——to Chu Hsi's philosophy and
to establish the "ko-wu chih-chih (#-41 % %)" on the basis of the intellectual virtue.

First, this thesis deals with the claim that ‘epistemology and ethics are parallel.
According to Sosa, both epistemnology and ethics study the evaluative and normative
principle. And both are based on formal foundationalism. In contrast, Zagzebski
claims that epistemology and ethics share the same model and framework and thus
that virtue epistemology enjoys a special status. Next, [ will look at the predicament
of justification——the most discussed notion of epistemic evaluation—-through three
different issues: the dispute between foundationalism and coherentism, the three
difficulties facing reliablism and, lastly, the Gettier problem.

On Sosa's virtue perspectivism, [ will firstly illustrate his definition of intellectual
virtue and the function of epistemic perspective. Next, [ will apply his theory to deal
with the three difficulties facing reliablism. Other epistemologists' eriticism on Sosa
will also be discussed here. Then, | will move to Zagzebski's motivation-based
approach. 1 will, following Zagzebski, explicate the relation between intellectual
virtue and moral virtue as well as the truth conduciveness of intellectula virtue. After
tha [ will show how Zagzebski defines justification in terms of the concept of virtue.
I will argue, however, that the attempt to define knowledge in term of act of
intellectual virtue is not successful. )

Finally, I present my interpretation of the doctrine of ko-wu chih-chih in Chu Hsi’s
philosophy , point out its presuppesition on the thesis that “principle is one but its
manifestations are many (¥ —4-%),” and establish ko-wu chih-chih on the basis of

the inteflectual virtue,
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1.1 A

W ENEH AWM RH — ey - Emest Sosa & 4E d
“intellectual virtue” (47 &9464%) HAH-BES | RIER Tl ~ THEA
(justification) F4oiite L FR MM - WM T —iRMeiess - s— R HE
5l M b ko34 (virtue epistemology) 2 - IR T #dF | R4 shATHo
SE $RR 224235 (epistemic evaluation or normativity) &3#f £ 2154« G H
TRF EROBHEIATROTEHEERICS AARLENS &
M (virtue) # T AT &M | (intellectual virtue) » S AR E A M A B8 -
FANEAL WA I ENE Do ERAGASBE (B TEH
gt LAREAREAMBR AR mREE e - A
A TS sR ) AiolnRAZE TUERAR ) Bl R -

HiHulh Sosa e H S8 2 {2 id AMEEARFEEHEESS
Fifh - B YSB8MoHRaEEGES2 e R Linda Trinkaus
Zagzebski « btk Sosa B ili—#  FELAHEHEALBAER  IK
T T B4t 8 ML (the Gettier problem) @ B X — £ shiti8 P 5B T %
Hibit s HioMEHATLE AR AN - S iR B Zagzebski &
Ta#ameil ERATFTECHAR —EANALEHLE - A EW®
Sosa 1 Zagzehski ¢y 1R ey fEH AR -

AETEB A ER BRI AR RS ONREARGYRER Sosa 21
Zagzebski #7fE P 4o MW - 0 Sosa & T M A A E K (virue

' E R Sosa 1980b «

* Zagzebski 1996 BEMEORANE WS - AOWEFEA—Ee I HREREIBHMAESR
EOME ¢ Zagzebski AR T SEH9E S8 ( rational doxastic structure) #RARE -

DS EEGRERATRERS S NRES ENHEER - 85 Axtell 19956 B Greco 2000+ §l Sosa
[EIM— B B A9 Alvin Goldman - i EBSTIREREAM "Wyt #3  ANMREE
Goldman 1992+ Zagzebski #9[E] 38 Lorraine Code &1 James Montmarquet {3/ BIR Code 1983

[



4 FREIF N - WA MR R

perspectivism) 75AL8s & T K E & | (reliabilism) - # AT H LRSS ik
g (faculty) M5 » 4 Mg ehigit ) A8 T E ey S - Zagzebski
w2 Sosa T e T A BB IFH WA e (consequentialist) »* #F
SEEMBYBMEHOEERTRER " Zagzebski s RITH —@E LY
SR SR — ARSI S S 23 R R AR ol
LEFRAsomen s Bkt 0

BEEmk ANARMOERESE - BoBRAETHEY  NERAE
REAE  AEGEERTRAHDLEHA ~RERGEL - BIEUE
—EEAFEREa AEGAATAL ATAEAY  FULSHAR
Bl E4odth 0 $E S A AT (atomistic) 2 M Fedmit - AR
FRUR Gz BEATERLARIEY WP LA SMAM . LRFL
ERMEERRAESEERRE TEEFS | (activity of inquiry) » AF &
BEMSSLE A TE X AIESL | (the ethics of inquiry) &8 T AR
B (i) RESH TR - LWED Zagrebski 9 F - 7

EEBXNS —EEHEAEGBE RS AES RS2
MEBRTHELEYRY B RN, » AXARAN RTINS
EH - BEAR LASYEE HPRLARFHETRABHESLRY
BBz B REWE B S HFHETE FRHIESLE
e ibmEEsERELRA  FALZ—Relgm (T 5ok
z@ AGBEAZY ) BABTHESH VAR (TAHFEE2ZT )
A dE T T L mEBAS TREA—S—RIAZH FEFE
—HABNNT iR RTZHEFRAE  E2MEERES -

52 Montmarquer 1993 - LIFEH3 EEXEIEE -

! Zagzebski 1996, p.3.

* B Alston. Review of kmowledge in Perspective: Selecied Essays in Epi fogy. Dancy 19935, pp.
189.205.

¢ Zagzebski WS EATEILREE R - ST —EFAIRE TIT ) (acts of virue) T T
HTMIT | (acts of intellecrual virtue) - LR TTLAEETEIT R E RS - hEEiE 2 RREMNHE -
Greco 2000 884 6 + WHBTE[T ¢ Zagzebski 2000 (E T EME « 2 E T xwiia -

" B Hookway 1994 + J/$ B Zagzebski 1996, p. 4 «

' BRI ESHE (KSWM) B -

T (B BT SERE-




et 2

B RETRAEHEDBOLTLBEAERRFFAELLEY - £
WHEEMRBAFHERLLNCAREER AN ERD iR
sEpEE e A2 b -

Wi R AL TRAEBN, U ATLA A RF
AR (gen) i REE (BBt A TACZEFERSY
g, o MBS E  AXME T Az E TR AR B IMRRY
Whoke /7 R EBRARERES T B2 F BHALELNA - RER
A TALRIHEENE - B2  RAL¥L2A T  Hogz—
f T AR AR LREEERAERARET N ERBERY
Witk E MG Fif RETRFFARERAMEMT =L TC
i, uFEHEELAR -

FM AFHEETHARLTHARTESEE T, 2588
By —feEf HELA EASHET AFERTERE, Y @
AR THUABhRIoZAEL, c RERE TN, HIEEANET D
HEA - Bk AEFRDBRIATHEFTLEALFTFL L A 04E™ R
FiE ARTA I EOaaRE  ATRAFALE— - #HAusHl
PHHEARIA Y B RGEE -

12 Sosa#mdA A#x i

Tieqeeit ) ZeBAEEY B4 MALY (ELERolEns
Rioik) e oMW MAETLEEMNAERE (normative principle) & 1FR &
#2 (evaluative principle) &5 % - Sosa $1 Zagzebski % 1740 3| o HE S5 SL 15 22
e st LA Zagzebski ERBEEALIBRFTASHESE 47,
(parallel) & - HAHPFTHGRARETE SR T HE KB L

" FEREEMR B (BE) - £F CULTM) S -



& FOARERIN + BN MR R e

WO TR EAASEOMAN SRR MM RS ANARLS
BWEAAN OB S RGEL I METRENOEL A-RALAAF -5
THHPHRE AR MR EELBTRAZ b~ EFS OB R
LHREETAA (BENER) H T4 BRI H SLIFM L (epistemic

normativity and evaluation) &1i2isIRE »

Sosa AR MW SE A THARBRES HERF  ETHLE
R PR AR LR FRAE AR I AGLEENRS -

M A& x # | (simpleminded hedonism) TR F 4o T :

() F—1FH% (pleasure) HEZHFH -
(i) F—EIEFEHABELFAIHFN
(i) F—ESFLGER O £ (@) WR-"

Fl4fit » Sosa @2 44 T F ey ke £ & | (classical foundationalism) T s44%
FMAAR A - M AFH FANAREIE T FRE:

iy F—ET&E# (infalible)- BT B (indubitable) F&HZ
gAey

(i) F—ERBANCCSHAFEFNAIC SR A EERS - £8

(i) F—@EMESETH LR D) * () BT

Ll TAEEse, c TETERS, EAEMT  ZERTETHLE,
(incorrigible) * ¥ 472 T jk fo #£ 454+ | (non-epstemic properties) * * @ T (#)
A4 (justified) B]& 4o ME &b 454 | (epistemic property) - i FBrag

" TRREAREEE | B Sosa 1980b+ A+ 7F Sosa 1980a WK K T M HETH AW | (a simple
utilitarfan theory) + XM EFHEATRE -

" Sosa [980b -

" ORART T | (infallibiliy) - T SEATRIERE | (incorrigibility) - T SESTRERE |, (indubitability)
% B E WETREF - 15 Alston 87 “Varieties of Privileged Access” —3r - B{7F Alston 1989 -
"OTRenigen, - T EOIRERY, ® CETSER ) BSEMSIEEESY  RER T8
W ERLRFAIREL o TR ERST - QISR Goldman 1979 -



wiw 7

HEAARAGBEIAOARNSART (T Ea) ~ TETER,
g Tanse A% TRsRRARIE R THRMEEN ) - TEA, BT,
Rz d&EA TREss, & TARSEN, -

Sosa M FHARIAERAAREIALAHEOER  LH2 A
T X eghet = % | (formal foundationalism) + 2 & & 4+ #5508 2 £ 104K
BIEMME  FFa GRS Role TRty - HAARE A ElmEs
BR O il TES AEREY LT AR

() s—EHEAFAERUGHESHIE

(i) FX—FAHBAAESAEANREATEREMER WHES
EHamERey WE

(i) AFHBAEE ST B SRDRE)TR -

GTuth TR, £ T & TESE, &7 (exemplied) * R T LA M F ik
(deduction) M7= MAAT LXAMAe THALBEIR, - F2% +8
A#EAFRAARKIANTALIGHULOER  REFHRTMNES
B A AN AREROTRTH -

EmEmN WARSEAAA T RBE A4 (recursive definition) :

(D) The class of entities that have F is the smallest class ¢ such that :
(i) (x} (x has G only if xe a );and
(i) if(xea). ... &lx,= ), and Rixy,...... Xo, ¥), thenye a.

Sosade G fdy e | (basis)& " &M F, (the basic property) * £ R #
%“the generator” (or “generating relation”) « fLioiBH LM A LR EA D
TF & T4 ERIE a4, (F = the property of being a justified
belief) + 4 E 4 H — @4 M ey FF 4o % X K454E (a2 non-epistemic basic
property) G + £ —1# 4-ifi & a non-epistemic generator R+ ($f &# G & R 5
BEARAEM Hw LR G=F F% )



3 FOAENPN - WETIRCE MRS

Fig—% Sosa il TEFAEAYGETEARENES H—-FT
RE BRI EVLAARRGE LRGN EL  FBHEEL
HEAFERGRS  pAHE?  BAEAFARMEHRA B4 F
e TR Ty IRM A | (“colorneutral,” KW T RBME L )
GHRR- UBEERIES - A8 - BHAANEEELE  BASELM
WHOESLETUR T4+ e (epistemically neutral, B T JE 40 58
#,)G®R ukmkpge 7"

@A AT Sosa AR E B AW H AR “supervenience” (AT 4
B,) Slid - ARAEaF AR SELRESE "M, -2
JEsR R e A M B ez b (supervenes upon) = ¢ foi b agsp g eyt
(e T8 A A — BB EOHE) MEE - SO ELEF (ase
of non-epistemic facts) Z b < BMBHHHE - ~BMEL L5 - BT HLE %
¥R IR R W - St R - FFE AL E e
BREHHETRE  LATR B HTARR B — T2z 8 —
AT E 0 RS Hb o iAW FH O TR T4, M
MEREEET RSN L A AUEKEAKXYH LTS (replica) »
BEGEZTEER L EE-H-HRIHET BT F 2z 40T E

ToF o MR Hb o RS TSRz -

Bli2 » X —{f Sz BiolE FIERY AWM L4 R (character) L %
oot AN R it - AR F Nk LM adTattEs
PHEAAEALELEERY » 25 PEELALMMS - 5 HGEBEN
MAEEFALAHRT L FoMENEA0NE  Rue® 2l i
WHEAEY EEMAT—HATHEREIAGBAER - ToBEM
FRE TEsoiEddde ; 2 & S A RM - & "R % (the doctrine of
supervenience) + # R VA EH L AL HEA TR RIEAT KL

¥ L FARIR SR Sosa |980a -
T HTEMEY | (“supervenient™)  Sosa FEFIRESAL “consequential” -
" SFER MR AWEET o 45 Sosa 19802 & Sosa 1980b «



‘t- a

e F ATy Sosa B PR A E A F =M% (grades) - {ir & 1R
PEE RN - — RS O TRELRT

for every x, if x has @ then there is a non-evaluative property W
such that
(i) x has W, and

(ii} necessarily, whatever has ¥ has @."

E—ET4AETH SR E R LAEALFTBIERET  EFRELS
TR RRARREN o olifiE8E - EholBHl  oEHEME
A (foundedon) Fefoibdsit bk » WMiBiE B R Ao S MIT A - EALM -
FEm ey T4F RAEE Loy T (right) FTH LI HRA- BT 2 -
#WEH & " AR 2 (formuable principles) EH XS B E RS FE =5
AWE O LA#EFAL (RHTHOLTE) 84 -

FIRERAAAAVIAGRIN HMA—FH - 2o
(simple, comprehensive theory) #2#F @ - A L @mABei X Eodhe s #
BREMEEA AR EIAORSS - wEARAGBRBEAAY £H-TH
#RhY B SHReRS URETAEA TS, & T HENE
#oF R4t (causation) 2 b FHE . FX b EHAATHAAM I AL T M0
EMABERABREMR  HETFAGHB, R "ATEE, A5G NS
HHHR HAEAMENITEREEESEr o

ERAS BAEALIBALREIAGRESE  UBTHSE G- o
#EBRE2 BRAHMSLALMAY  LAFETARMATRE
RBLF  WRETHAOEEAMEN L ESRETLE T2 —
EEREAY  FELEL  KEEFE-RTAELAAT  KBLEEE
AABRWGR MNETEAREL I ANEAEREE— SO FURE
Mift - $£FEFBA -



v FRARERIM - W B LVE AL TR B0

ERAEARIAAERT LR EAGELIHMFTHEHR b0t
WHET IR ARNASBEAMMEAFOERRRERAROESE @
BHEEAL T~ @B £ AR ELM | (ethical rightness) WAL
REGEFRARRLGEHEZE - '

gd  BMARAREIATERFERIBAETR I AFE—GHR
ERREAAEL  AMTUF R LR R AEZHMNATA
@ GER SMLTUAREAGERER  RATARMERGHE Rk
EM—EF R ESe « B AR EAEENY LRt aMA4
BERAZE R A-—FERESAEFAHERT N —EHEAESE
&ﬁ,ls )

PEHHUEGAHRT BREEARERLIRAASERRH LR Sosa
BAR IS AGRBREFT B - b RARBTEABASF
AMAARELE AA TTROAH#ER  (substantive foundationalism) -
f% Sosa - RMEIAESAmE (two levels) ' PR A LM T A MTTRME
" FABXAREAL TEBRES  (pessimism) -

MELREAPERME AL EAAMMERE  Sosa FoTH

FANERzARRLDERANHME  CAd82E . CERY
EMEFyHsFAEROEL AFREENFERROTIUER
NEES - (FEFEAMREAL wRATIoROER IS 8
BARBMEE AEME - FANES  sbmm) ©

" Sosa 1980a (Sesa 1991, p. 153}
PTERSREE, TER EAERIBEZRR, HEE-
* “Formal foundarionalism entails the doctrine of the supervenience for epistemic justification, but is

aiso considerably stronger. It requires in addition a certain faith in our intellectual powers, or a certain

oy

in the licity of the sphere of the relevant values (i.e., epistemic if the

& P

faundationalism is epistemic, ethical if it is ethical, aesthetic if it is aesthetic, and so on). BT HE

10



o | i

EMEALT—HUNRMATARS PR TE5uag,) ¥
# M) RAFEAERG  AWABLTLEFREAMMARARES
#$RS RAEEBEFEIBEA-SAERE - BibEA > HALMEH
HLELS A FEHEREEw - UESAANTHTEAMRALIEN L
Sosa A A EAAEMELSELA -

m EREAETFTAMEEEALEE  SE5E£48F4 (compatible) »
MEHER O LAMMA ¥V FRAFER HAEREAZEER
EREIAPEREMERGAHELAFERTHAMAT TAREAH - S|
Wia Bah A& Sosa PRIy MiR{R44H O #94 £ (the doctrine of
autonomy of ©) Epi2 B B O FRAEAEEPRIFHE U 2O 47
HEMFFHR - TR 8 © HAEGKENR SREAL - H
BER ) BAHLREIARAHINANETS O AhwErs U z 1
ATHBRHER ERFUHMBOTRENE  ERLUBHE—£ETEWNE
RAAREE @ O HAZRRIATUMESO TR - BAARE A
IR AMA—EAYATFRAAARERI TR 20 —EEH -
AT BAR  ETRAEEECAN—EEA -

MALMER MER - SREIAL0 B EMPROENMNE T
THET

RBATIO -
¥ Sosa 1980a, pp. 153-4 «



