
HOW TO BE A PLURALIST ABOUT EPISTEMIC
JUSTIFICATION

Luca Zanetti

Epistemologists investigate the nature of epistemic justification at least since the seventies.
The aim of the investigation has been standardly conceived within a framework that assumes
what I call monism about epistemic justification (MEJ): the claim that there is only one way
in which a belief can be justified. More precisely, MEJ claims that there is only one set of
necessary and jointly sufficient conditions for justification. Epistemologists working within
this framework have offered divergent conceptions of justification, the main divide being
the one between internalist and externalist conceptions of justification (see Kornblith, 2001).
In this paper I suggest to reject MEJ in favour of a pluralistic approach to the nature of
epistemic justification. I claim that pluralism about epistemic justification (PEJ) has many
advantages over MEJ: chief among them, it has the resources to dissolve the apparently
intractable debate between internalist and externalist conceptions of justification.

I devote the main part of the paper to understand what does it take to be a pluralist
about epistemic justification. The basic claim of PEJ may be understood in various ways and,
through a comparison with the work on alethic pluralism (Lynch, 2009; Wright, 2013), I ex-
plore three forms of PEJ. According to the first, there are many properties that make a belief
justified, but there is not, strictly speaking, anything like a unique concept of justification or a
unique property of justification. There are only a plurality of justification-making properties
and nothing that preserve their unity. This variety of pluralism has been recently defended
by William Alston (2005), the only epistemologist who has defended PEJ in print. The second
and third forms of pluralisms try to have plurality and unity. They do so by defending the
claim that there is a unique concept of justification whose defining platitudes are fulfilled
by the plurality of justification-making properties. However, they diverge over the question
whether there is also a unique property of justification that supervenes on the justification-
making properties. I review these forms of pluralism and I argue that the first form is the
most promising one. At the end of the paper I highlight some noteworthy consequences of
the first form of PEJ and I identify some questions that a pluralist should answer in order to
defend and complete the theory.
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