
Critical Paper 1: Gettier 

 

In “Is Justified True Belief Knowledge”, Gettier argues that the conditions that were 

considered necessary and sufficient for knowledge are indeed not sufficient. One example of 

these groups of conditions he mentions is the following: 

S knows that P IFF  (i) P is true, 

    (ii) S believes that P, and 

    (iii) S is justified in believing that P. 

He states that, “it is possible for a person to be justified in believing a proposition that is in fact 

false” (Gettier 121). He also claims that, “for any proposition P, if S is justified in believing P, 

and P entails Q, and S deduces Q from P and accepts Q,” then S is justified in believing Q 

(Gettier 121). 

Gettier then presents two cases in which he claims that, even though the conditions above 

are met, the statement of the person in question is not considered knowledge. I will focus on the 

first of these cases which goes as follows: 

Smith and Jones have both applied for a job. Smith has evidence and is justified in believing that:  

(i) Jones is the man who will get the job, and Jones has ten coins in his pocket. 

Therefore, (i) entails the following point, which Smith is also justified in believing: 

(ii) The man who will get the job has ten coins in his pocket. 

However, to Smith’s surprise, he ends up getting the job, and he had ten coins in his pocket.  

 What Gettier argues is that (ii) The man who will get the job has ten coins in his pocket is 

a justified, true belief -- what would appear to be the necessary and sufficient conditions for 

knowledge -- but is, indeed, not knowledge, given that Smith was not aware that it was he who 

would be getting the job and had ten coins in his pocket.  

If (ii) were a separate belief Gettier would be right, but I do not consider (ii) to be an 

independent belief due to the fact that Smith is actually referring to Jones when he mentions “the 

man” in point (ii). How could Smith declare (ii) if not by thinking that the man is Jones? 

Moreover, the reference to Jones would make this statement false. 

 Therefore, whether (ii) is not considered an independent belief at all, or it is considered a 

justified, false belief, it is not a case of a justified, true belief which is not knowledge. 
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