
Philosophy 100B: Theory of Knowledge 
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, SANTA BARBARA | SPRING 2016 

“Human behavior flows from three main sources:  

desire, emotion, and knowledge.” –Plato 

1 CORE COURSE INFORMATION 

1.1 INSTRUCTOR AND TEACHING ASSISTANT 
Instructor: Christopher Michael Cloos 

Email: cloos@umail.ucsb.edu 

Office: South Hall 5720 

Office Hours: Monday & Friday, 11am-12noon (or by appt.) 

Website: www.christophercloos.com 

Teaching Assistant: Arnel Blake Batoon 

Email: arnelblake_batoon@umail.ucsb.edu 

Office: South Hall 5706 

Office Hours: Wednesday 12:30pm-2:30pm 

1.2 COURSE DESCRIPTION 
Knowledge is an important feature of our lives. What we know or fail to know can have a 

profound impact on what we think and how we act. In this course we step back from the 

specific contents of our knowledge and look at knowledge itself. In doing so, we investigate 

fundamental issues in the study of knowledge and justified belief (i.e. epistemology). We look 

at the nature of knowledge, whether it is possible to have knowledge of the external world, 

what it takes to be justified in believing something, whether it is wrong to believe something on 

the basis of insufficient evidence, and whether people can be wronged in their capacity as 

transmitters of knowledge. We analyze and evaluate answers to the following questions: 

 What is knowledge? 

 What can we know? 

 What is it to be justified in believing something? 

 What is the nature of the epistemic ‘ought’? 

 What is epistemic injustice? 

1.3 LEARNING GOALS 
After completing this course you should be able to: 

1. Identify the strengths and weaknesses of different analyses of knowledge. 
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2. Comprehend why skepticism is a threat to knowledge of the external world. 

3. Appraise whether knowledge is more valuable than true belief.  

4. Assess arguments for and against theories of justified belief. 

5. Defend a stance on whether a person can be wronged as a knower. 

6. Actively read, flag, and evaluate philosophical texts. 

7. Articulate philosophical arguments, analyze objections to those arguments, and 

formulate your own view on the reasonableness of such arguments. 

1.4 LECTURE AND SECTION 
Lecture: M W F, 10-10:50am, NH 1105 

Section: M, 2-2:50pm, GIRV 2115 

Section: T, 8-8:50am, GIRV 2116 

1.5 REQUIRED TEXT AND MATERIALS 
1. Ram Neta and Duncan Pritchard (eds.). 2009. Arguing About Knowledge. Routledge.  

(13 Digit ISBN: 978-0415448390). Two copies of the textbook are on library reserve. 

2. Lecture handouts and slides (available on GauchoSpace). 

3. i>Clicker (1st or 2nd generation) – Please bring to every lecture. 

4. Supplemental required readings (available on GauchoSpace). 

1.6 EVENTS AT-A-GLANCE 
Week 4: Assignment for paper #1 handed out. 

Week 6: Paper #1 due. 

Week 7: Assignment for paper #2 handed out. 

Week 9: Paper #2 due. 

Week 10: Study guide for final handed out. 

Final: Monday, June 6th, 8am-11am 

No Lecture: Friday 4/1 and Monday 5/30. 

1.7 STATEMENT ON INCLUSIVITY AND ACCOMMODATION 
I care about your success in this class. If situations arise that may impact your active 

participation in this class, please notify me as soon as possible. That will enable us to work 

together in ensuring that you can meet your needs and the course requirements. 

1.8 STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
Students with disabilities are encouraged to contact the Disabled Students Program (DSP) 

program as soon as possible in the quarter (http://dsp.sa.ucsb.edu). DSP offers reading 

services, notetakers, and test taking accommodations. In addition to contacting DSP, students 

can contact me regarding their requested accommodations. I’m happy to work with you. 

http://dsp.sa.ucsb.edu/
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2 COURSE REQUIREMENTS AND GRADING 

2.1 ASSESSMENT OVERVIEW 
Assignment Weight Date 

iClicker Participation 5% (25 pts.) Each Lecture 

Section Participation 5% (25 pts.) Weekly 

Reading Assignments 10% (50 pts.) Intermittent 

Paper #1 20% (100 pts.) TBD 

Paper #2 30% (150 pts.) TBD 

Final 30% (150 pts.) 6/6 (8am-11am) 

Total 100% (500 pts)  

2.2 LECTURE ICLICKER PARTICIPATION 
You need to register your iClicker at the course website on GauchoSpace. You also need to 

bring your iClicker to every lecture. At some point during lecture you will have the opportunity 

to participate using your iClicker. If you participate in lecture that day, you receive one 

participation point for that day. There are no partial points or make-up opportunities. It is your 

responsibility to prioritize lecture attendance and remember to bring your iClicker to class. 

However, you do get to drop your two lowest participation scores. iClicker participation begins 

on the first Wednesday of the quarter (3/30), so please bring your iClicker to that class. 

2.3 SECTION ATTENDANCE AND PARTICIPATION 
Section attendance is recorded throughout the quarter. After missing two sections, your 

attendance and participation grade will be negatively impacted. 

2.4 READING ASSIGNMENTS 
A guiding principle of this course is that “writing well starts with reading well.” To hone your 

skills in reading philosophy, you will complete six reading assignments on course readings. Such 

assignments are assigned at the end of lecture and due at the start of the following lecture. 

Responses not turned in at the start of lecture are considered late. You get to drop your lowest 

reading assignment score. If you miss lecture on a particular day, you will need to check the 

course website on GauchoSpace to see if a reading assignment is due at the start of the next 

lecture. Your instructor and TA will be unable to respond to emails concerning whether there is a 

reading assignment due. Such emails will not receive a response.  

Reading assignments are graded out of 10 points. 10=A+, 9=A, 8=B, 7=C, 6=D, 5=F, 0=missing. 

They are returned in section. 
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2.5 FIRST PAPER 
The first paper requirements include: 1200-1500 words (5-6 pages), double-spaced, Times New 

Roman 12 pt. font, and 1-inch margins (all). The general topic is the analysis of knowledge. 

2.6 SECOND PAPER 
The second paper requirements include: 1500-1700 words (6-7 pages), double-spaced, Times 

New Roman 12 pt. font, and 1-inch margins (all). The general topic is epistemic justification. 

2.7 PAPER SUBMISSION POLICY 
Papers must be officially submitted by uploading them at the course website on GauchoSpace. 

Papers will not be accepted through email. You must prepare your paper for blind review and 

upload it on GauchoSpace. Failure to follow the guidelines for preparing your paper for blind 

review could potentially result in a deduction. You can only upload your paper once. Make sure 

that the version of the paper that you upload is the version that you want graded. Also, you 

must upload your paper in either PDF (.pdf) or RTF (.rtf) format. 

The window for uploading papers begins when the paper assignment is handed out. If you 

upload your paper prior to the due date, your teaching assistant may start working on grading 

your paper. If this is the case, you cannot resubmit your paper, even if it is still prior to the 

paper due date. Doing so would result in doubling your TA’s workload. The GauchoSpace 

submission requirement provides you with flexibility. If you are done with your paper, and you 

are ready to submit it, you can do so and be finished with the assignment. However, you must 

also accept that the version of the paper that you upload will be the version of the paper that is 

graded. Papers are returned through GauchoSpace. 

2.8 FINAL EXAM 
The final exam is a combination of the following question-types: multiple choice, short-answer, 

and medium and long-length essays. It is cumulative, but it will be weighted toward background 

knowledge concerning the readings and readings not addressed in papers 1 and 2. In advance 

of the final, you will receive a study guide with a list of questions that may appear on the exam. 

Questions on the exam will be pulled directly from the study guide. 

What course content are you responsible for? You are responsible for all course content on 

lecture slides, lecture handouts, readings located at the course website on GauchoSpace, and 

readings in the textbook. Concerning readings on GaucoSpace and in the textbook, you will not 

be responsible for parts of the readings not covered in lecture. 

2.9 CALCULATING YOUR GRADE 
Course grades are not curved, and there are no opportunities for extra credit. So, do as well as 

you can in the course to ensure that you do not end up on the border between two grades. For 
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instance, if you have a point total of 364.8, you have a C-, not a C. There are 500 total points, 

and your final grade is calculated according to the breakdown below. 

Grade Pt. Total 
At Least 

But Less 
Than 

Grade Pt. Total 
At Least 

But Less 
Than 

A+ 485 -- C 365 385 

A 465 485 C- 350 365 

A- 450 465 D+ 335 350 

B+ 435 450 D 315 335 

B 415 435 D- 300 315 

B- 400 415 F -- 300 

C+ 385 400    

2.10 LATE ASSIGNMENT POLICY 
The following policies hold for late assignments: 

 iClicker Participation: 

o No partial points or make-up opportunities. 

 Section Participation: 

o No partial points or make-up opportunities. 

 Reading Assignments:  

o A reading assignment is late if turned in after the start of lecture on its due date.  

o Reading assignments lose -1 point per calendar day late, down to -5 points. 

o Reading assignments will not be accepted if six or more calendar days late. 

 Papers 

o A paper is late if not submitted on GauchoSpace by the due date and time, which 

is prior to lecture (i.e. before 10am) on the due date. 

o Papers are assessed a 4% penalty for each calendar day late, including 

weekends. For paper #1 this is -4pts/day, and for paper #2 this is -6pts/day.  

 Excuses for Late Assignments 

o Excuses are considered on a case-by-case basis. However, excuses only apply 

with a valid and verifiable reason for the late assignment. Verifiable excuses 

include doctor’s notes or other documentation. We reserve the right to not 

accept excuses for reduced late penalties. However, we want to work with you 

and are able to do more in that regard if given advanced notice that an 

assignment will be late. 
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3 EXPECTATIONS AND ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 

3.1 COURSE EXPECTATIONS 
What You Can Expect from Me: 

 Clear explanation of the course materials. 

 Background knowledge to assist with comprehension of course content. 

 Excellent preparedness for lecture. 

 Effective help in preparing you for your papers and final exam. 

 Respectful and fair treatment of you: no gossip; honest and objective dealings. 

 Positively affect your understanding of epistemology. 

What I Can Expect from You: 

 Regular and punctual lecture and section attendance. 

 Regularly checking the course website on GauchoSpace. 

 Regularly checking your UCSB email address for course communications. 

 Coming to lecture having done the reading. 

 Respectful treatment of others: 

o Won’t chat with others while I’m talking or a fellow student has the floor. 

o Will treat with dignity those with whom you disagree. 

o Won’t text or surf the internet during lecture. 

o No packing up early (i.e. no pre-:50 rustle). 

 Attentiveness to lecture and section through practicing active listening. 

 Moral conduct: honesty and choosing to do the right thing. 

3.2 ACADEMIC INTEGRITY 
I take academic dishonesty very seriously and will seek the most serious penalties that the 

university allows, up to and including expulsion. Academic dishonesty includes, cheating on 

papers or exams, plagiarism from books or the internet, and collusion, such as taking a test for 

someone or using someone’s iClicker in lecture in their absence. For more on this from the 

Office of Judicial Affairs, see: http://judicialaffairs.sa.ucsb.edu/AcademicIntegrity.aspx 

For a helpful resource on what constitutes plagiarism, see this guide from Harvard University:   

http://isites.harvard.edu/icb/icb.do?keyword=k70847&pageid=icb.page342054 

3.3 CAMPUS LEARNING ASSISTANCE SERVICES (CLAS) 
We want you to succeed in this class. We encourage you to take advantage of office hours, and 

are generally willing to schedule other times to meet and/or answer short questions directly via 

http://judicialaffairs.sa.ucsb.edu/AcademicIntegrity.aspx
http://isites.harvard.edu/icb/icb.do?keyword=k70847&pageid=icb.page342054
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email. (Questions which require long explanations should be reserved for meeting in person.) 

Yet, reading and writing philosophy is challenging. Along with the assistance we offer in helping 

you succeed in the course we encourage you to use the excellent support offered by Campus 

Learning Assistance Services (CLAS). For more information, see: http://clas.sa.ucsb.edu 

4 COURSE MODULES AND READINGS 

It is expected that students come to each lecture having done the assigned readings. Lectures 

proceed on the assumption that students have done the readings. Completing the readings is 

essential to understanding the material. It is recommended that students prepare for lecture by 

practicing the three-phase process for reading philosophy, as outlined in the article by David 

Concepción. The readings below are listed by module (i.e. chunk-of-thought). Readings with a 

chapter and page number at the end are from our textbook Arguing About Knowledge. 

Readings with the abbreviation ‘GS’ at the end are available on GauchoSpace. It is expected 

that students login to the course website on GauchoSpace and download the reading. 

This reading list is subject to revision as we progress through the quarter. Readings and 

content may be added (or cut) depending on our rate of progress. Revisions will be announced 

in lecture and it is each student’s responsibility to keep informed of any changes.  

4.1 WHAT IS KNOWLEDGE? 
 A.J. Ayer, “The Right to be Sure” (Ch. 1, pp. 11-13) 

 Edmund Gettier, “Is Justified True Belief Knowledge?” (Ch. 2, pp. 14-15) 

 Keith Lehrer, “Knowledge, Truth and Evidence” (Ch. 3, pp. 16-20) 

 John Greco, “Knowledge as Credit for True Belief” (GS) 

 Jennifer Lackey, “Why We Don’t Deserve Credit for Everything We Know” (GS) 

4.2 WHAT CAN WE KNOW? 
 Christopher Grau, “Bad Dreams, Evil Demons, and the Experience Machine: Philosophy  

and The Matrix” (GS) 

 Rene Descartes, “Meditation One” (Ch. 36, pp. 451-54) 

 O.K. Bouwsma, “Descartes’ Evil Genius” (Ch. 37, pp. 455-61) 

 G.E. Moore, “Certainty” (Ch. 38, pp. 462-65) 

4.3 WHAT IS IT TO BE JUSTIFIED IN BELIEVING SOMETHING? 
 Alvin Goldman, “Reliabilism: What is Justified Belief?” (Ch. 16, pp. 157-73) 

 Harmen Ghijsen, “Norman and Truetemp Revisited” (GS; Read: Sections 1-3, pp. 89-100) 

 Richard Feldman and Earl Conee, “Evidentialism” (Ch. 17, pp. 174-91) 

 Karyn Freedman, “Quasi-Evidentialism: Interests, Justification and Epistemic Virtue” (GS) 

http://clas.sa.ucsb.edu/
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4.4 WHAT IS THE NATURE OF THE EPISTEMIC ‘OUGHT’? 
 W.K. Clifford, “The Ethics of Belief” (Ch. 24, pp. 301-05) 

 William James, “The Will to Believe” (Ch. 25, pp. 306-14)  

4.5 WHAT IS EPISTEMIC INJUSTICE? 
 Miranda Fricker, “Précis: Epistemic Injustice” (GS) 

 Ishani Maitra, “The Nature of Epistemic Injustice” (GS) 


