PAGE  
4

THEORIES OF KNOWLEDGE
PHIL 3235, Spring 2019
Monday/Thursday 4:00-5:15, Keating 105
Professor: Dr. Stephen Grimm

Office: Collins 101
Office Hours: Monday, 1-4 p.m., and by appointment

Office Tel.: 718-817-3282

e-mail: sgrimm@fordham.edu

Course Description 

This course will consider the nature of knowledge and other crucially important epistemic states, such as justification and rationality.
What does it take to know something?  Do we really need reasons for all of our beliefs, and what counts as a good reason?  For example, do these need to be reasons that would convince a die-hard sceptic, or is something less okay?
Epistemology is one of the main branches of philosophy, and these sorts of epistemological questions arise in every type of serious inquiry.  By the end of the course you should have acquired a working knowledge of the key debates in this area and be able to articulate and carefully defend your own views on these questions.
Texts for the Course

Jennifer Nagel. Knowledge: A Very Short Introduction.  Oxford University 
Press, 2014.
Mitch Stokes. How to be an Atheist: Why Many Skeptics Aren't Skeptical 
Enough. Crossway, 2016.

Contemporary Epistemology: An Anthology. Wiley Blackwell, 2019.

Additional readings will be available via Blackboard.

Grading
Opening reflection = 5%

Closing reflection = 5%

Paper #1 = 25%

Paper #2 = 25%

Paper #3 = 25%

In-class writing assignments = 10%

Participation = 5%

Note: All of your grades for the semester will be posted on Blackboard as the course progresses.

Requirements for the Course

Readings 

I have tried to keep the readings to a manageable length.  I recommend that you read each assignment at least three times during the time we are studying it—twice before class (once quickly to get a general idea of what the author is saying, and a second time more carefully to better understand the structure of the arguments being made), and a third time after we’ve discussed it.  Also, it is essential that you bring the text under discussion with you to class.

For the readings on Blackboard, please either print out the texts and bring them to class, or download them electronically on a tablet.  Please do not bring laptops to class (see below for “classroom courtesy”). 

Writing Assignments

For all writing assignments outside of class, please prepare your paper for anonymous grading by listing the following information--FIDN, Paper #1, PHIL 3235, Word Count =X, Date--at the top of your paper.

Opening Reflection (due January 16)

A very short reflection piece (no more than 400 words). The aim of this piece is for you to get a sense of where you are starting from before we work through the course material. We will discuss this in class on January 13th, and it will be due at the beginning of class on January 16.

Closing Reflection (due April 30)

A very short reflection piece (no more than 400 words). The aim of this piece is for you to get a sense of where you stand in thinking and theorizing about epistemology after having worked through the course material. It will be due at the beginning of class on April 30.

Paper #1 (due Feb 14)

1,100-1,400 Words. Topics and instructions will be relayed two weeks beforehand.

Paper #2 (due March 13)
1,100-1,400 Words. Topics and instructions will be relayed two weeks beforehand.

Paper #3 (due May 11)
1,100-1,400 Words. Topics and instructions will be relayed two weeks beforehand.

In-Class Writing Assignments
These very short written pieces will take place during class, and be handed in at the end of most class meetings. Doing 20 of them will earn you 10% of your final grade simply for attending and participating in a useful exercise.  These will be done in class, graded simply as completed/not completed, and will not be returned to you unless requested (and at the end of the term).
Word Limit Policy

The word limit for all written assignments will be strictly enforced. This is

because allowing some students to write longer papers than others creates issues of fairness. Work that exceeds the stated word limit will be penalized at a rate of a partial letter grade (e.g. a B paper that is over the stated work limit receives a B-, etc.).  

Lateness Policy

The term goes by quickly. It is important to submit work on time. Penalty for lateness is a third of a letter grade per day, including weekends (A- becomes B+, C becomes C-, etc.). The clock starts after the "turn in" time of the paper, and the change is rounded up (that is, if you hand it in 1 hour late, or 10 minutes late, that counts as 1 day late; 25 hours after it was due= 2 days late; and so on).  

Participation

Participation will count for 5% of your grade, and grades will range from 5 (highest) to 0 (lowest).  Philosophy involves not only reading and writing, but also respectful discussion and debate. Each member of the class is expected to contribute consistently: such contributions may take the form of asking questions, raising objections, or offering reasoned responses. Each member of the class is also expected to develop and demonstrate her/his abilities as an interlocutor, abilities which should be exhibited by attentive listening, charitable interpretation, and offering constructive feedback. You must attend class in order to participate.  Each student gets three free-pass, no-questions asked absences.  Beyond that, missing class without a Dean-approved excuse will negatively impact your participation grade.  Lateness, or leaving class for breaks, etc., is distracting and annoying to everyone; repeated lateness or break-taking will negatively impact your participation grade.

Classroom Courtesy
Cellphones should be turned off for the duration of the class, and texting during class is not permitted.  Also, please take notes with a notebook rather than a laptop.  If you have a special reason to use a laptop please see me and I will try to accommodate you.  

Grading Scale

Per the University’s Undergraduate Bulletin, we will use the following grading

scale:

A  4.00 (93-100%) Excellent. Honors-level work, outstanding.

A-  3.67 (90-93%) Still excellent.

B+  3.33 (87-90%) Very Good. High level of performance.

B  3.00 (83-87%) Good. Solid and above average level of performance.

B-  2.67 (80-83%) Good. Above average.

C+  2.33 (77-80%) Better than satisfactory.

C  2.00 (73-77%) Satisfactory. Acceptable level of performance.

C-  1.67 (70-73%) Minimally Acceptable.

D  1.00 (60-70%) Passing but unsatisfactory. Below the average level expected. The lowest passing grade.

F  0.00 (0-60%) Failure. Inferior performance.

I expect you to take the literal description of the grade ranges seriously. An A, for instance, will be awarded to work that truly is ‘excellent’. If at any point in the course, you find that you are not meeting the evaluative standard that you have set for yourself, I encourage you to see me to talk about strategies for improvement.

Academic Integrity

From the Fordham University Undergraduate Policy on Academic Integrity:

“As a student of Fordham University, I recognize that I am part of a

community dedicated to the disciplined and rigorous pursuit of

knowledge and communication of truth. I therefore commit myself to the

University Code of Conduct and upholding the highest standards of

academic integrity. Any work that I claim to be my own will be my own;

I will give appropriate credit where credit is due; I will be fair and honest

in all of my interactions with members of the Fordham community.”

In any case of misconduct in this course, the offending student will at a minimum receive a grade of F (0%) on that assignment.
Tentative Schedule of Readings

January
13:  Welcome and Introductions
16:  Jennifer Nagel, chs. 1 and 4
[Opening reflection due: beginning of class]

20 [No class: MLK Day]

23:  Scepticism as a Way of Life [Blackboard]; Jennifer Nagel, Ch. 2: Scepticism in history
27:  John Greco, "Scepticism about the External World," pp. 108-121 [Blackboard]
30:  John Greco, "Scepticism about the External World," pp. 121-128
February

3:  Miriam Schoenfield, "Permission to Believe"
6:  Jennifer Nagel, ch. 5, "Internalism and Externalism"
10:  Jennifer Nagel, ch. 6, "Testimony"
13:  Regina Rini, "Fake News and Partisan Epistemology"  
[14: Paper #1 due--no later than noon, in my mailbox in Collins Hall, Room 108]
18 [classes follow Monday schedule]: Thomas Kelly, "The Epistemic Significance of Disagreement"
20:  Jennifer Nagel, ch. 7, "Shifting Standards?"  
24:  Jennifer Nagel, ch. 8, "Knowing About Knowing"
27:  Ernest Sosa, "Knowledge and Justification"
March

2:  Lara Buchak, "Can it be Rational to Have Faith?"

5:  Miranda Fricker, "Testimonial Injustice"
9:  Susanna Siegel, "Cognitive Penetrability"
12:  [No class: SRG at talk]
[13: Paper #2 due----no later than noon, in my mailbox in Collins Hall, Room 108]

[16-20: Spring Break]
23:  Tamar Gendler, "Alief and Belief"
26:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, Intro, chs. 1-2
30:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, chs. 3-5
April

2:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, chs. 6-7
6:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, chs. 8-10
[9-14: Easter Break]
16:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, chs. 11-13
20:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, chs. 13-16  
23:  Mitch Stokes, How to be an Atheist, chs. 17-19
27:  Class Choice
30:  Last Class

[Final reflection due: beginning of class]

May 11: Paper #3 due, no later than 1:30 p.m. [location TBD]
