
AI Review of "A Predominately Externalist Definition of Knowledge" 
 
The paper "A Predominately Externalist Definition of Knowledge" offers a bold 
reconsideration of the traditional epistemological framework by proposing a four-
condition definition that owns a predominantly externalist character. The proposal 
invigorates the discussion surrounding the necessary conditions of knowledge, 
challenging both skepticism and Gettier-type scenarios. It provides a nuanced balance 
between externalist and internalist elements, placing emphasis on materially relevant 
evidence and the absence of defeaters—a perspective that endeavors to make knowledge 
attainable without dismissing the potential for skeptical arguments. 
 
Overview 
The paper presents a predominantly externalist (PE) framework for defining knowledge, 
which complements the classical tripartite formulation of 'justified true belief' by 
introducing a relevancy condition and a no-defeaters condition. This nuanced conception 
endeavors to counter the views of philosophical skepticism and addresses the classical 
problems posed by Gettier cases. By invoking eight case studies, including the parked car 
case and barn façade case, the author illustrates the applicability of the PE definition in 
real epistemological challenges. Significantly, the framework does not presuppose the 
existence of knowledge, instead, it outlines the conditions under which knowledge could 
be possible, allowing room for the skeptical hypothesis. The framework dismisses 
epistemic closure, positing a broader, conditional exploration into how knowledge is 
possible. 
 
Strengths 
The primary strength of this submission lies in its innovative attempt to redefine 
knowledge using a predominantly externalist perspective. The proposed framework 
effectively integrates elements of externalism and internalism, thus bridging significant 
epistemological divides. The paper is thorough and systematically addresses critical 
arguments within epistemology, such as the Gettier problem and the constraints posed by 
skepticism, without reverting to overstated assumptions of certainty. The inclusion of 
practical case studies ensures that the theoretical model is not merely speculative but 
applies to tangible epistemic scenarios. The discussion on the distinction between 
epistemic and propositional closure adds depth to the discourse, highlighting potential 
sources of epistemic error while recognizing the limitations of closure principles. 
 
 
Methodology 
While the methodological reliance on case studies offers tangible context to theoretical 
propositions, a more detailed justification of the choice and formulation of these cases 
would lend greater neutrality and widespread relevance. Do the selected cases sufficiently 
encapsulate the breadth of potential epistemological challenges? Further, how might the 
framework fare when subjected to less traditional or more contemporary epistemic 
puzzles? 
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Theoretical Assumptions 
The paper presupposes certain epistemic intuitions and prevailing consensus in the 
discipline, such as aspects of fallibilism and contextual factors in belief justifications. 
While these are generally accepted positions, reinforcing them with additional theoretical 
or empirical support could offer a more robust foundation for the arguments. 
 
Scalability of Definitions 
The scalability of the PE definition to non-human animal knowledge is proposed but 
requires more substantiation. It would be prudent to elaborate on the empirical or 
observational evidence supporting this assertion, or whether it remains more conjectural 
at this stage. 
 
Reviewer Commentary 
This submission invites intriguing interdisciplinary reflections, such as on the 
implications of its proposed definition for artificial intelligence and machine learning 
contexts, where the nature of knowledge may take substantively different forms. 
Furthermore, ethical considerations arise from the assertion of knowledge without 
dismissing skeptical hypotheses—how might this impact decision-making in critical 
domains such as jurisprudence or scientific research? 
 
Summary Assessment 
Overall, "A Predominately Externalist Definition of Knowledge" represents a compelling 
and rigorous contribution to epistemology, with potential implications that extend beyond 
traditional bounds. The intellectual contribution is substantial, offering a pathway through 
which epistemologists might fruitfully explore the necessity and sufficiency of 
knowledge conditions that admit skeptical possibilities while maintaining an optimistic 
view of knowledge attainability. This work advances a conversation on how philosophers 
might reconcile skepticism with the practical utility of knowledge claims in everyday life. 
In conclusion, while substantial and enlightening, slight revisions in justification and 
structure could enhance the work’s clarity and accessibility, broadening its potential 
impact across both philosophical and practical arenas. The insightful handling of classical 
epistemological issues within a modern framework is to be commended. 
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