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Abstract: In this paper, I argue that the traditional, semantic-externalist interpretation of Putnam’s argument
against the brains-in-a-vat skepticism faces some severe challenges- The externalist analysis of the self-refuting-
ness is unsuccessful in an epistemological sense- Therefore, such an interpretation of Putnam’s argument fails
to establish the conclusion that the statement that we are all brains in a vat is always (or even necessarily) false-
Then, an alternative interpretation is explored, which suggests that the case of brains in a vat, as heuristic thought
experiment in the studies of the nature of human knowledge, represents a methodological dilemma- In the last
section of the paper, the suggested methodological interpretation is critically evaluated-
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