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¥ Nozick, Robert. “Knowledge and Scepticism”, Perceptual Knowledge, Cambridge, Mass: Oxford University
press, 1988. p.27. IX—E XHIJECS/E:  “S knows that p if and only if (1) p is true; (2) S believes that p; (3) If p were
not true, S would not believe that p; (4) If p were true, S would believe that p.”
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¥ Nozick, Robert. “Knowledge and Scepticism”, Perceptual Knowledge, Cambridge, Mass: Oxford University
press, 1988. p.38. Jii LN “Consider now the two statements: p=I am awake and sitting on a chair in Jerusalem; g= I am
not floating in a tank on Alpha Centauri being stimulated by electrochemical means to believe that p. The first entails the
second: p entails q. Also, I know that p entails q; and I know that p. If p were false, I would be standing or lying down in
the same city, or perhaps sleeping there, or perhaps in a neighbouring city or town. If q were false, I would be floating in
a tank on Alpha Centauri. Clearly these are very different situations, leading to great differences in what I then would
believe. If p were false, if I weren’t awake and sitting on a chair in Jerusalem, I would not believe that p. Yet if q were
false, if [ was floating in a tank on Alpha Centauri, I would believe that g, that I was not in the tank, and indeed, in that

case, I would still believe that p.”
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¥ Nozick, Robert. “Knowledge and Scepticism”, Perceptual Knowledge, Cambridge, Mass: Oxford University press,
1988. p.38.
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¥ Sosa, Ernest. “How to Defeat Opposition to Moore.” Philosophical Perspectives, 13, Epistemology (1999). i3 A
—*“Call a belief by S that p ‘safe’ iff: S would believe that p only if it were so that p. (Alternatively, a belief by S that p is
‘safe’ iff: S would not believe that p without it being the case that p; or, better, iff: as a matter of fact, though perhaps not
as a matter of strict necessity, not easily would S believe that p without it being the case that p.”
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Y ERHEE, (A>B) o (<=B—>~A) X TSR Z ML . {H2 David Lewis $i t 1% HANIE B T~/ 35 55 46441
5L, Sosa A& Lewis AJIXFI 55 . W Lewis, David, Counterfactuals, Oxford, Blackwell, 1973.

@ Sosa, Ernest. “How to Defeat Opposition to Moore.” Philosophical Perspectives, 13, Epistemology (1999). Sosa it
“What is required for a belief to be safe is not just that it would be held only if true, but rather that it be based on a

reliable indication.”
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¥ Sosa, Ernest. “How to Defeat Opposition to Moore.” Philosophical Perspectives, 13, Epistemology (1999). Sosa i
“[O]ne does satisfy the requirement that one’s belief of not-H be safe; after all, not easily would one believe that not-H
(that one was not so radically deceived) without it being true (which is not to say that not possibly could one believe that
not-H without it being true). In the actual world, and for quite a distance away from the actual world, up to quite remote
possible worlds, our belief that we are not radically deceived matches the fact as to whether we are or are not radically

deceived.”
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On Nozick’s Account of Knowledge and Skepticism
(Hu Xueyuan, Wuhan University, 430072)

Abstract: Nozick proposed an account of knowledge using subjunctive conditions and
explained that his account can successfully deal with skepticism—even if we cannot know that the
skeptical possibilities do not hold true, we can still retain our ordinary knowledge. In this paper, I
aim to argue that Nozick’s approach results in the denial of the very intuitive principle that
knowledge is closed under known entailment, while introducing sensitivity condition into the
discussion will solve this problem. Moreover, I will show that Nozick’s account of knowledge is too
strong because it will produce the opposite result where knowledge does exist in my squirrel case.

Keywords: Nozick; account of knowledge; skepticism; sensitivity; safety; squirrel case



