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The Three Views
intuition driven romanticism
metaepistemic naturalism
reconstructive neopragmatism
How Do They Stack Up?

	
	Intuition driven romanticism
	Metaepistemic naturalism
	Reconstructive neopragmatism
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	minimal naturalism


	
	
	

	plausible relativism / universalism


	
	
	


Cognitive Ethology
“The fusion of cognitive science and classical ethology into cognitive ethology ‘emphasizes observing animals under more-or-less natural conditions, with the objective of understanding the evolution, adaptation (function), causation, and development of the species-specific behavioral repertoire.’”

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Cognitive_ethology

“Ethology … is the scientific study of animal behavior, and a branch of zoology (not to be confused with ethnology).”

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ethology

“I looked at the literature in cognitive ethology … for the following reason: People who study animal behavior attribute to animals all sorts of mental states like beliefs and desires to explain their actions … The reason we need to attribute beliefs to them to explain their behavior is that in many cases, animals of all sorts, including birds, dogs, pets, but not just domestic animals, have an extraordinarily sophisticated range of behavior and problem-solving skills, and it looks like beliefs provide the only way to explain how they do that, it's not just triggered reflexes. They have sophisticated beliefs about their environment. So you find these people talking about animals having various beliefs and describing their cognitive structure.

“But more than that, they talk about these animals knowing lots of things. This idea within the animal-behavior literature, this concept of knowledge, seems to be doing a certain amount of explanatory work within these theories... So I was interested in the concept of knowledge that they're working with in these theories, a concept that seems to be motivated by the richness of the behavioral repertoire of animals… I argue that this concept of knowledge is just what knowledge is, and that philosophical alternatives really don't offer a viable concept of knowledge, typically because they end up leading up to total skepticism. On the contrary, there is a legitimate notion of knowledge that can be worked with to distinguish cases where people know things and where they do not.”

From an interview with Hilary Kornblith about Knowledge and Its Place in Nature
http://www.uvm.edu/theview/article.php?print=true&id=598

Reconstructive Neopragmatism
“Thus, my neopragmatism’s method is to ask:  for what purposes might we reasonably prefer to have beliefs formed in accord with a given epistemic term?  For example, why might we choose to evaluate beliefs in terms of the presence or lack of justification, or knowledge, or certainty? …  We want to know why we should on reflection endorse these preferences…  Our question is:  why ought we include such dimensions in our epistemic appraisals?”  (Weinberg, p. 32)

“My operative question will be:  were we to consider a radical re-constitution of our epistemic norms, what would we include, what might we strengthen, and what might we abandon as outmoded?”  (Weinberg, p. 34)

