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Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
1. Alvin Goldman, 1938-2024, Rutgers University
Major themes:

• Reliabilism, externalism
• Naturalistic epistemology
• Social epistemology

Epistemology and Cognition (1986)
Liaisons: Philosophy Meets the Cognitive and Social Sciences (1991)
Philosophical Applications of Cognitive Science (1993)
Readings in Philosophy and Cognitive Science (editor), (1993)
Knowledge in a Social World (1999)
Pathways to Knowledge: Private and Public (2004)
Simulating Minds (2006)
Joint Ventures: Mindreading, Mirroring, and Embodied Cognition (2013)
Epistemology: A Contemporary Introduction (2015) with Matthew McGrath
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Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
2. Miranda Fricker, NYU since 2022
Major themes:

• Epistemic Injustice
• Feminist Epistemology
• Social epistemology



Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
3. Analisa Coliva, University of California, Irvine
Major themes:

• Extended Rationality
• Hinge Epistemology
• Pluralism
• Self-knowledge



Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
4. Duncan Pritchard, University of California, Irvine
Major themes:

• Disjunctivism
• Hinge Epistemology
• Epistemic Luck
• Groundless Belief



Disjunctivism
This position has been defended by a number of other 
epistemologists, in addition to Pritchard. The most 
prominent of them is John McDowell, who contends 
that a state in which it looks to S as if p is either: 
1. a state of S’s seeing that p, and thereby being put in 

a position to know that p, and so acquiring an 
indefeasible reason for believing that p, or 

2. a state in which it merely looks to S as if p, in which 
S acquires no such reason, and so is not put in any 
such position. 

2012

We might compare disjunctivism to the Ishraqi view that when it seems to 
us that we perceive something, either
1. The perceived object in the external world is also present in the mind; 

or
2. What is present in the mind is a defective confusion of shadows.



Hinge Epistemology
is a style of epistemology derived from 
Wittgenstein’s On Certainty.
Just as the hinges of a door are exceptional 
because they stay put while the door 
moves and they enable it  to open and 
close, there are some propositions that we 
normally think that we cannot be mistaken 
about but which set the stage for the 
investigation of the truth of other 
propositions and for the exchange of 
information in ordinary communication.



I. What did Wittgenstein have in 
mind? (exegetical questions)

I. What is the most philosophically 
plausible way to develop a hinge 
epistemology? (epistemological questions)

Fortunately, a number of very capable philosophers 
have produced an impressive body of litature for the 
purpose of answering both the exegetical and 
epistemological questions.

On Certainty leaves many questions 
about hinge epistemology unanswered. 
We can divide the questions into two:
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• Hinges are not foundations. They are not the source of all 
inferential justification.

• Hinges are not the same as the self-evident propositions of 
Avicenna.

• Hinges are not the certainties of Descartes.
• Hinges are not the synthetic a priori propositions of Kant.
• They are what determines the framework, 

Bezugssystem, with reference to which our 
questions and doubts can make sense. 
Wittgenstein compares them to a riverbed 
that may shift over time, but that determines 
the channel through which our thoughts flow 
during inquiry. They are needed not only as a 
framework within which we justify our beliefs, 
but also find reasons for doubt and questioning. 



Are Hinges Rational? 
If hinges are commitments, we might ask whether it is rational to hold such commitments.
Wittgenstein denies that hinge commitments are decided upon by a process of 
deliberation. We just find ourselves with them. So, we can say that they are not 
deliberatively rational. If they are not beliefs, they are not theoretically 
rational. This leads Moyal-Sharrock to consider hinges arational and
non-epistemic.
On the other hand, Crispin Write holds that hinges have propositional 
content that we are entitled to accept, where entitlement is practical, and
hinge propositions do not have rational justification, where justification 
is epistemic.
In her book, Extended Rationality: A Hinge Epistemology (2015), Annalisa 
Coliva argues that hinges should be considered to be rational by 
extending the concept of rationality. Hinges are rational because they 
are constitutive elements of our epistemic practices, not because they 
have epistemic justification.



Hinge Epistemology and the
Challenge of Skepticism
Hinge epistemologists agree that Wittgenstein provides us with a novel way to understand 
and respond to skepticism. They disagree about the details. Hinge epistemology does not 
try to show that we have evidence or a proof that at least some of our beliefs are veridical. 
The project is not like that of Descartes. 
The problem with the skeptic is one of trying to push 
demands for justification beyond what is reasonable. 

According to Duncan Pritchard, there are certain hinges, 
über-hinges, which are commitments to our basic 
worldview and which rule out radical skepticism. The über-
hinge commitments are manifested in our lesser hinge 
commitments, according to Pritchard, but we cannot use 
modus ponens to derive refutations of skepticism from 
ordinary beliefs about furniture and where our hands are. 
Wittgenstein must reject closure, unrestricted modus 
ponens.



Hinges and the epistemology of religious belief



Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
5. Ernest Sosa, Rutgers University, formerly Brown U.
Major themes:

• Virtue Epistemology
• Explanation
• Safety
• Apt Belief

2021

2016





Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
6. Jennifer Lackey, Northwestern University
Major themes:

• Social Epistemology
• Testimony
• Applied Epistemology
• Epistemology and the Media
• Disagreement

When is trust epistemically 
warranted?





Prominent Voices in Epistemology Today
7. J. Adam Carter, University of Glasgow
Major themes:

• The Epistemology of AI
• Disagreement
• Zetetic Epistemology
• Meta-Epistemology
• Practical Knowledge









sufficient for its justification? 

Can one have justified beliefs 

that are independent of the 

evidence? A number of 

prominent philosophers have 

written on this topic, most 

notably Conee, Feldman, and 

McCain. Opposed to these
Evidentialists are pragmatists and permissivists, who allow 

that beliefs can be justified by what evidentialists consider “the 
wrong kinds of reasons.”



K. Dormandy (Innsbruck) has a 

monograph in preparation that 

defends a version of evidentialism:

Faith in Evidence
Part I: The Epistemic Norm
Part II: The Faith Norm



What kinds of ignorance are there? What is it to be ignorant 
of a proposition? What varieties of propositional ignorance 
are there? What is group ignorance? What is it for ignorance 
to come in degrees? What is strategic ignorance? What is 
"white ignorance"? What does ignorance excuse? When is 
ignorance culpable? Can ignorance be a proper aim in 
education?



This topic takes us to an area that overlaps with the 
philosophy of science. One of the leading philosophers 
in this area is Martin Kusch (University of Vienna). Part 
5 of the Routledge Handbook is on epistemological 
relativism, and includes articles by Pritchard, Coliva, 
and Carter.



This completes our survey of trends in 
contemporary analytic epistemology. The 
survey is highly selective and could be 
repeated with different figures and topics. 
Different approaches to epistemology can be 
found in other philosophical traditions, such 
as the phenomenological and postmodernist 
ones. Muslim philosophers are also beginning 
to make significant contributions to the field.


