[bookmark: _Hlk32420158] Q: With reference to the Gettier problem, discuss why the traditional analysis of knowledge as justified true belief is considered to be incomplete?

INTRODUCTION
Within this essay I intend to study what is knowledge by examining the social dimensions of knowledge. Social epistemology will enable me to explore social groups with regards to their belief system as a justifiable truth? I will examine the problems outlined by Gettier when using the traditional analysis of knowledge as JTB (justified true belief).
The essay will be divided into three parts. The first part will investigate what we regard as knowledge and what methods philosophers use to define knowledge as justified true belief. This will commence with earlier metaphilosophical studies (David Hume1890) and the empiricist argument that knowledge is justifiable via sensory experience alone.
[bookmark: _Hlk32422779][bookmark: _GoBack] Scepticism is an important component within alethiology as it studies the nature of truth, so A.C. Grayling’s confrontation of the problems faced by the epistemologist when dealing with scepticism s one of my secondary sources (Grayling 2009). This will lead me to Gettier’s theory that justified truths do not equal knowledge (Gettier 1963). Within the third part of my essay I will conclude that the definition of knowledge changes according to our current experience; the experience may not be sensory, but any external or internal experience forces us to reshuffle what we regard as knowledge or truth. I shall conclude that knowledge and truth are in a constant state of flux and therefore cannot be measured or defined in the traditional sense. 




    




What is Knowledge? 
First, we must look at what we regard knowledge to be within our society. How is it defined? What must we do to acquire it and how is it recognised as a truth? 
The Oxford English dictionary (2020) defines knowledge as; ‘acts, information, and skills acquired through experience or education; the theoretical or practical understanding of a subject.’ From this definition we clearly see that knowledge is something attained through experience or education. However, the skills, experience and education of the teacher will greatly affect the level of understanding of those hoping to attain knowledge. It requires faith that this definition of knowledge is correct. Credible sources are crucial. Knowledge to a certain extent is a sensory experience but there are many other factors to consider. 18th century Scottish empiricist David Hume (1890) argued that all knowledge is based on sensory experience. For example, if we have never seen, tasted or touched an apple we have no knowledge of the apple. If we are told apples are blue in colour, triangle in shape and taste like potatoes without ever seeing, tasting or touching an apple we may consider this a truth according to how reliable we believe the source to be. Truth and belief are two very different things. 
What is truth and belief?
Coherentism is the argument that beliefs are only justifiable truths if they are part of an intricate web of a coherent total set of beliefs. Catherine Elgin (1993) stated that a belief system can only be considered coherent if the components are ‘mutually consistent and supportive.’ Bonjour (1985,108) argues that an empirical belief system can be entirely coherent however, it may contain no truths and be completely out of touch with the world it claims to describe. ‘Nothing about any requirement of coherence dictates that a coherent system of beliefs need receive any sort of input from the world or be in any way causally influenced by the world’ (BonJour, 1985, p. 108). 
The Yanomamo tribe of the Amazon have constructed a belief system that could be considered coherent. Their intricate web of beliefs support and justify one another. However, their belief that Gods and ancestors live in the sky we know to be untrue. When American anthropologist Chagnon landed in an aeroplane, members of the Yanomamo tribe earnestly asked him if he had seen God whilst he was in the sky (Chagnon 1968). For the Yanomamo, their coherent set of beliefs are based on knowledge and truth. They consider each of their beliefs justifiable based on knowledge imparted by ancestors whom they consider to be reliable sources. This brings me back to my original point that truth is subjective and relative to the individual seeker of truth. 
The recent political events surrounding Brexit is also a good example of how personal truth is ever evolving according to the knowledge available at the time. Leading Brexit campaigners gave false information, (the millions that would become available to the NHS for example). At the beginning of the campaign the British public based their opinions on right wing media propaganda that claimed Britain would gain financially if we left Europe. The majority of the British population believed this information to be truth and knowledge from reliable sources. The Brexit web of lies appeared coherent and believable to many people. Truth plays an incredibly valuable part in acquiring knowledge as does trust, for we must trust that our source is telling us the truth.
[bookmark: _Hlk32419688] Alcoff stated, ‘If knowledge requires justification, then it would seem that every particular belief requires reason, and these reasons themselves will require reasons, and so on ad infinitum’ (Alcoff, 1998, p.165). This highlights one of the problems with need for justification of each belief according to the external world. Alcoff highlighted the importance of who is distributing and defining knowledge. The Yanomamo for example must invest in the knowledge passed down from previous ancestors and uphold these truths to maintain social order and remain a part of the collective group. Independent living and free thinking are a luxury of consumerist societies that have the means to live independent lives away from their original tribes.
The leaders of the country decide the definition of truth and knowledge. Our political leaders may tell us certain groups are a terrorist threat and then suddenly they are our allies. Those that decide what is truth and knowledge hold the power positions. Feminist epistemologists cite the disregard of any group’s knowledge by claiming it to be unjustifiable or their truth unworthy, as a strategy to maintain power positions that exclude the most vulnerable. We have seen this with the recent deliberate forest fires in the Amazon, which affected so many indigenous tribes. However, the tribes’ justifiable truths and knowledge were of no importance to the politicians who sanctioned the forest fires to make way for industrial beef farmers. To the president of Brazil’s knowledge, money and power are more important than the lives of the Amazon tribes and the environment. He has based his knowledge on what he sees as an intricate web of justifiable truths. The Amazon tribes are disregarded as unknowledgeable and dismissed for having no JTB.
[image: ]Linda Alcoff (pictured left) highlights the need for a more egalitarian epistemology as opposed to whoever is in power deciding who is a reliable source. She explores the term ‘old wives’ tales’ and how the knowledge of women is disregarded as trivial and irrelevant.  
 Feminist Epistemologies (Routledge 1993)


                                                                 [image: ]The JTBs of the Yanomamo and their understanding of knowledge support my argument. Pictured right are Yanomamo women.

SCEPTICISMThese important considerations concern contingencies affecting our ways of getting, testing, employing and reasoning about our beliefs. The contingencies in question are familiar from the traditional epistemological debate: they relate to the nature of perception, the normal human vulnerability to error, and the existence of states of mind – dreaming, hallucinating, being deluded, and the like – which can be subjectively indistinguishable from states that we normally take to be appropriate for reliably forming and employing the beliefs in question (Grayling, 2009, pp.171 and 173). Pictured below is A.C Grayling.

[image: ]
 Sceptics within alethiology don’t claim anything. However, they do require those claiming to have defined absolute truth and knowledge to justify their claims. Grayling believes scepticism is healthy, arguing that the study conditions and the state of mind of the person in question can greatly affect the results. 
Descartes malicious demon argument highlights the problem of personal truth. He argued that if our belief in God is based entirely on faith and personal belief then the belief that everything is controlled by a malicious demon is just as valid as it is also based on the faith that there is indeed a malicious demon controlling everything. In the same way that the Yanomamo had no reason to doubt their knowledge of the different material and spiritual realms that exist within their reality is an absolute truth. Descartes refutes evidence provided by sensory experience. When we are stranded in the desert dying of thirst, we may see an oasis, but it is a mirage. Our senses are experiencing the vision of water, but it does not exist it is merely our desire to taste water and the physical exhaustion from the heat that has created this hallucination. To the person experiencing the hallucination it truly exists to their knowledge.
 
The Gettier Problem.
[image: ][image: ]
Pictured above is American Philosopher Edmund Gettier. Gettier problems are named in his honour after his ground-breaking theories in the late sixties. He refuted the JTB account of knowledge, dismissing the original three conditions of knowledge (justification, truth and belief). He highlighted that whilst most epistemologists won’t recognise certain truths as knowledge, possible and actual situations where people have a belief that is true and well supported by evidence, are in fact knowledge, regardless of philosophical definitions. When he originally released his article, it forced philosophers to redefine truth and knowledge.
In, The Stamford encyclopaedia of Philosophy (2013), Jonathan Jenkins explains that Gettier left epistemologists hoping to proceed with the JTB theory with two strategies; Rule out Gettier cases by strengthening the justification conditions, (as attempted by Roderick Chisolm) or add a fourth condition by amending the JTB analysis. Amended, the JTB analysis becomes JTB+G. The G is the fourth condition or Gettier problem. Most contemporary epistemologist accept Gettier cases as knowledge without JTB. Thus, further highlighting how subjective JTBs can be. Only free will can decide what is knowledge and truth. A thief will only steal your possessions, but a liar steals your reality. Although we have free will to choose our sources, we also have vulnerability, human error and ulterior motives when arguing what is or isn’t truth or knowledge. The JTB epistemologists have a vested interest in maintaining their academic position for example. Gettier’s counter argument forced epistemologist to decide on what they accepted as knowledge or truth. 




Conclusion.
 Justifiable truths exist as knowledge within the mind of those who justify and believe that truth. Truth is therefore subject to free will and personal belief systems formed over time, which are ever evolving. When more knowledge is revealed, our faith in our original source may weaken and our idea of the truth may change with the same justification that our new opposing opinion is also knowledge originating from justifiable truths. Truth, knowledge and belief are acts of faith that require trust. In the same way love is also an act of faith that requires trust and is an ever-evolving journey that cannot be measured. What we hate today we may love tomorrow, and today’s lies may be tomorrow’s truths. I therefore conclude that the equation for knowledge requires a fourth and a fifth condition: JTB+T+F, T being trust and F being faith.


Bibliography.
- Alcoff, L. and Potter, E. (1993). Feminist epistemologies. New York: Routledge.
-Jonathan Jenkins Ichikawa, and Matthias Setup, ‘The Analysis of Knowledge’, The Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy, 2012, Edward N. Zalta (ed.), accessed at http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/knowledge-analysis, on 18/07/13. 
- Duncan Pritchard, what is This Thing Called Knowledge? (London and NY: Routledge, 2006), ch.3.
 - E. Gettier, ‘Is Justified True Belief Knowledge’, Analysis, Vol.23, 1963, pp.121-23.
- Hume, D., Green, T., Grose, T. and Hume, D. (1890). A treatise of human nature. London: Longmans, Green, and Co
 - Robert Audi, Epistemology: A Contemporary Introduction to the Theory of Knowledge (London and NY: Routledge, 1998), pp. 177-208 (sec. on ‘The Architecture of Knowledge’)..
- Steup, M. and Sosa, E. (2005). Contemporary debates in epistemology. Malden, MA: Blackwell Pub.
- Catherine Z. Elgin, ‘Non-foundationalist Epistemology: Holism, Coherence, and Tenability’, in Matthias Steup and Ernest Sosa (eds.), Contemporary Debates in Epistemology (Malden: Blackwell Publishing, 2005), pp. 156-67.
 - Chagnon, N. (1974). Studying the Ya̦nomamö. New York: Holt, Rinehart and Winston.
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