
 

 © Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
 For more information contact 
 
 

THE PSEUDO

  

 

 

ADERONKE ADEYINKA 

A THESIS SUBMITTED

AWOLOWO UNIVERSITY, ILE

REQUIREMENTS FOR THE AWARD OF MASTER OF ARTS DEGREE IN 

PHILOSOPHY  

                                                        

 

  

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria  
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

 

THE PSEUDO-PROBLEMS OF EPISTEMIC 

RELIABILISM 

ADERONKE ADEYINKA OGUNDIWIN

B. A. (HONS) IFE 

 

A THESIS SUBMITTED TO THE POSTGRADUATE COLLEGE, OBAFEMI         

AWOLOWO UNIVERSITY, ILE-IFE IN PARTIAL FULFILMENT OF THE 

REQUIREMENTS FOR THE AWARD OF MASTER OF ARTS DEGREE IN 

 

 

                                                        2015 

  

PROBLEMS OF EPISTEMIC 

OGUNDIWIN 

TO THE POSTGRADUATE COLLEGE, OBAFEMI         

IN PARTIAL FULFILMENT OF THE    

REQUIREMENTS FOR THE AWARD OF MASTER OF ARTS DEGREE IN         



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

 

                                               AUTHORIS

Author: Ogundiwin, AderonkeAdeyinka

Title    : The Pseudo-Problems of Epistemic Reliabilism

Degree: M.A. (Philosophy)

Year    : 2015 

 

 

I, OgundiwinAderonkeAdeyinka, authorise the management of Hezekiah Oluwasanmi Library, 

O.A.U., to copy my thesis in whole or in p

researchers or organizations, for the purpose of private study or research.

 

 

 

    

Date    

 

ii 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

 

AUTHORISATION TO COPY 

Ogundiwin, AderonkeAdeyinka 

Problems of Epistemic Reliabilism 

M.A. (Philosophy) 

I, OgundiwinAderonkeAdeyinka, authorise the management of Hezekiah Oluwasanmi Library, 

O.A.U., to copy my thesis in whole or in part, in response to the request from individual 

researchers or organizations, for the purpose of private study or research. 

       

     Signature 

 

I, OgundiwinAderonkeAdeyinka, authorise the management of Hezekiah Oluwasanmi Library, 

art, in response to the request from individual 

    



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

 

                                            

I hereby certify that this thesis 

of the author’s research work. It has not been presented in any application for a higher degree. 

All quotations are indicated and the sources of information are specifically acknowledged by 

means of references and endnotes.

 

 

 

 

 

    

Supervisor   

Prof. Y.K. Salami 

Department of Philosophy, 

ObafemiAwolowo University,Ile

iii 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

                                            CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that this thesis has been undertaken under my supervision and that it is a record 

of the author’s research work. It has not been presented in any application for a higher degree. 

All quotations are indicated and the sources of information are specifically acknowledged by 

eans of references and endnotes. 

       

     Date 

ObafemiAwolowo University,Ile-Ife. 

 

 

has been undertaken under my supervision and that it is a record 

of the author’s research work. It has not been presented in any application for a higher degree. 

All quotations are indicated and the sources of information are specifically acknowledged by 

   



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

                                         

I am eternally grateful to the Lord God 

the period of this postgraduate training

my parents, Mr.  & Mrs. M.A. Ogundiwin, 

will always be the first teachers and friends

encouragement and support, morally, financially and spiritually.I also appreciate all my 

uncles, aunties, cousins, nephews and nieces for their concern about my well

 My profound thanks go to Prof. Y.K. Salami, who despite his busy schedule found 

interest in this research work and gave his time, adviceand supervision

completion of this work. I am highly indebted in appreciation to Dr. D

encouragement and passion towards my academic success mean a lot to me. I am thankful for 

his interest and attention to make an excellent scholar out of me.

I am highly indebted in thanks to Dr.

Dr. Idowu, Dr. G. Fasiku, Mr. J. Odebunmi, Mr. Aloba, Mr. Oyelakin, and Mrs. O.O.Badejo 

(Mama B) for the academic training I received under them.

Late Dr. Moses Oke during the period of my coursework to write more proficientl

 I am sincerely grateful to M

their support and the encouragement to finish this work

Adesuyi, J. Opeyemi, AriyoOlayiwola

appreciate allmembers of the non

iv 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

 

                                         ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

grateful to the Lord God Almighty who has been and ismy strength during 

the period of this postgraduate training. My profound gratitude goes to my immediate family

my parents, Mr.  & Mrs. M.A. Ogundiwin, and my siblings, Adeola, Ademola,

ers and friends I know. I cannot thank you all enough for your 

encouragement and support, morally, financially and spiritually.I also appreciate all my 

uncles, aunties, cousins, nephews and nieces for their concern about my well

thanks go to Prof. Y.K. Salami, who despite his busy schedule found 

rch work and gave his time, adviceand supervision towards the success and 

I am highly indebted in appreciation to Dr. DipoFashina. His tute

and passion towards my academic success mean a lot to me. I am thankful for 

his interest and attention to make an excellent scholar out of me. 

I am highly indebted in thanks to Dr. V.S. Alumona, Dr. J. Famakinwa, Dr. Jare

iku, Mr. J. Odebunmi, Mr. Aloba, Mr. Oyelakin, and Mrs. O.O.Badejo 

(Mama B) for the academic training I received under them.I appreciate the 

during the period of my coursework to write more proficientl

I am sincerely grateful to Messrs. Oyedola, Okorie, Alade, Olanipekun and Adeyanju

support and the encouragement to finish this work. I also appreciate the concern of Messrs. 

AriyoOlayiwolaand P. Adetutu towards my academic success

appreciate allmembers of the non-academic staff of the Department of Philosophy.

 

Almighty who has been and ismy strength during 

. My profound gratitude goes to my immediate family- 

my siblings, Adeola, Ademola,Adedayo, who 

. I cannot thank you all enough for your 

encouragement and support, morally, financially and spiritually.I also appreciate all my in-laws, 

uncles, aunties, cousins, nephews and nieces for their concern about my well-being. 

thanks go to Prof. Y.K. Salami, who despite his busy schedule found 

wards the success and 

ipoFashina. His tutelage, 

and passion towards my academic success mean a lot to me. I am thankful for 

V.S. Alumona, Dr. J. Famakinwa, Dr. JareOladosu, 

iku, Mr. J. Odebunmi, Mr. Aloba, Mr. Oyelakin, and Mrs. O.O.Badejo 

 encouragement of the 

during the period of my coursework to write more proficiently. 

essrs. Oyedola, Okorie, Alade, Olanipekun and Adeyanju for 

. I also appreciate the concern of Messrs. 

ic success. I also 

academic staff of the Department of Philosophy. 



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

 Special thanks to my L

SolomonModupe, and AkinyeraNifemi for their sisterly love and concern. I am 

ChimaOssy Augustus for his brotherly concern at all times.

I appreciate the concern of my spiritual family, 

you for your prayers and support.

AyodejiAjiboro, my darling husband, 

received during this period of 

does is forever”. I am eternally grateful for your presence and support in my life.

 Finally, big thanks to all who have been a source of blessing to me and wished me well 

all the while. God bless you all

    

 

v 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

L.O.V.E sisters,- Egboh Precious, OdegbaroTemitope, 

Modupe, and AkinyeraNifemi for their sisterly love and concern. I am 

brotherly concern at all times. May we all rise to the peak together.

I appreciate the concern of my spiritual family, Sanctuary of Hope Church, 

you for your prayers and support. 

darling husband, you have been a rock for me;you are the best gift I

received during this period of postgraduate training - which is to last forever, 

I am eternally grateful for your presence and support in my life.

Finally, big thanks to all who have been a source of blessing to me and wished me well 

all the while. God bless you all.  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Egboh Precious, OdegbaroTemitope, Eliye-

Modupe, and AkinyeraNifemi for their sisterly love and concern. I am also grateful to 

May we all rise to the peak together. 

Sanctuary of Hope Church, Ile-Ife, thank 

;you are the best gift I 

which is to last forever, “whatsoever God 

I am eternally grateful for your presence and support in my life. 

Finally, big thanks to all who have been a source of blessing to me and wished me well 



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

                                           

                                                  

   

   

TITLE PAGE   

AUTHORISATION TO COPY

CERTIFICATION  

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

ABSTRACT   

INTRODUCTION  

CHAPTER ONE:EPISTEMIC RELIABILISM

1.0 Introduction  

1.1 Reliabilism as a Theory of Epistemic Justification

 1.1.1 Goldman’s Reliabilism

 1.1.2 Leplin’s Reliabilism

1.2 Versions of Reliabilism 

vi 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

                                            

                                                  TABLE OF CONTENTS 

       

       

       

COPY      

       

       

       

       

       

EPISTEMIC RELIABILISM 

       

Reliabilism as a Theory of Epistemic Justification   

1.1.1 Goldman’s Reliabilism      

1.1.2 Leplin’s Reliabilism      

      

 

  PAGE 

  i 

  ii 

  iii 

  iv 

  vi 

  ix 

  1 

  5 

  5 

  8 

  10 

  13 



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

 1.2.1 Generic Reliabilism

 1.2.1.1 Process Reliabilism

 1.2.1.2 Indicator Reliabilism

 1.2.2 Simple Reliabilism

 1.2.3 Agent Reliabilism

 1.2.4 Virtue Reliabilism

 1.2.5Indexical Reliabilism 

1.3 Belief-Forming Processes as a Principle of Reliabilism

Summary  

Endnotes   

CHAPTER TWO: CRITIQUE OF EPISTEMIC RELIABILISM

2.0 Introduction  

2.1 Criticisms of Epistemic Reliabilism

 2.1.1 The Generality Problem

 2.1.2 Epistemic Circularity and 

 2.1.3 Swamping  

 2.1.4 Bootstrapping 

vii 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

1.2.1 Generic Reliabilism      

1.2.1.1 Process Reliabilism      

2.1.2 Indicator Reliabilism      

1.2.2 Simple Reliabilism      

1.2.3 Agent Reliabilism      

1.2.4 Virtue Reliabilism      

1.2.5Indexical Reliabilism       

Forming Processes as a Principle of Reliabilism   

       

       

CRITIQUE OF EPISTEMIC RELIABILISM 

       

2.1 Criticisms of Epistemic Reliabilism     

2.1.1 The Generality Problem      

2.1.2 Epistemic Circularity and Induction    

       

       

 

  14 

              16 

              19 

  20 

  24 

  30 

  36 

               39 

  42 

  43 

  48 

  48 

  53 

  60 

  70 

  75 



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

 2.1.5 New Evil Demon Problem

Summary   

Endnotes   

CHAPTERTHREE: IN DEFENSE OF EPISTEMIC RELIABILISM

3.0 Introduction  

3.1 Reliabilism and Its Critics

 3.1.1 Responses to the Pseudo

 3.1.2 Epistemic Rationality and the Notion of Genuine Option

3.2 Whither Epistemic Reliabilism?

Summary   

Endnotes   

CONCLUSION  

BIBLIOGRAPHY  

 

viii 
 

© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile-Ife, Nigeria 
For more information contact ir-help@oauife.edu.ng   

2.1.5 New Evil Demon Problem     

       

       

CHAPTERTHREE: IN DEFENSE OF EPISTEMIC RELIABILISM 

       

Critics       

3.1.1 Responses to the Pseudo-Problems    

Epistemic Rationality and the Notion of Genuine Option 

3.2 Whither Epistemic Reliabilism?      

       

       

       

       

  

 

  80 

  84 

  86 

 

  90 

 90 

  93 

  100 

 107 

  109 

  111 

  113 

  115 



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

The study identified and characterised reliabilism as a theory of epistemic justification. It 

identified and examined problems that were raised against reliabilism. It also assessed epistemic 

reliabilism from the viewpoint of belief

reliabilism as a viable theory of epistemic justification.

The study employed both primary and seco

comprised a close reading of Alvin I. Goldman

Feldman’s “The Generality Problem for Reliabilism” 

and Scientific Epistemology”, JarretLeplin

Can Always Count on Reliabilism”

Markie’sGoldman’s New Reliabilism”

Stephen K. McLeod’s “Rationalism and Modal Knowledge”

Stability and the Value of Knowledg

secondary source included books, journal articles and the I

subjected to conceptual analysis and philosophical argumentation. 

      The results showed that epistemic reli

The study found that bootstrapping, swamping and the new evil demon problem were unfounded 

when assessed in relation to the belief

spite of the generality problem and the problem of induction and circularity which raised intense 

criticisms against reliabilism, a clear identification of the principles of belief

epistemic rationality and the notion of genuine option makes them minimally avoida
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ABSTRACT 

The study identified and characterised reliabilism as a theory of epistemic justification. It 

identified and examined problems that were raised against reliabilism. It also assessed epistemic 

reliabilism from the viewpoint of belief-forming processes. This was with a view to presenting 

reliabilism as a viable theory of epistemic justification. 

The study employed both primary and secondary sources of data. The primary  source 

a close reading of Alvin I. Goldman’s“Process Reliabilism”, Earl Conee and Richard

lity Problem for Reliabilism” , Alvin Goldman’s“Epistemic Folkways 

, JarretLeplin’s“In Defense of Reliabilism”, Michael Levin

Always Count on Reliabilism”, Kent Bach’s “A Rationale for Reliabilism

’sGoldman’s New Reliabilism”, Richard Foley’s “What’s Wrong with Reliabilism?”

ionalism and Modal Knowledge”, Eric J. Olsson

y and the Value of Knowledge”, and Jonathan Vogel’s  “Reliabilism Leveled”

books, journal articles and the Internet. The data collected were

subjected to conceptual analysis and philosophical argumentation.  

The results showed that epistemic reliabilism was an adequate theory of justification. 

The study found that bootstrapping, swamping and the new evil demon problem were unfounded 

when assessed in relation to the belief-formation principle of reliabilism. It also found that in 

ality problem and the problem of induction and circularity which raised intense 

criticisms against reliabilism, a clear identification of the principles of belief

epistemic rationality and the notion of genuine option makes them minimally avoida
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, Michael Levin’s “You 
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at’s Wrong with Reliabilism?”, 

, Eric J. Olsson’s “Reliabilism, 

m Leveled”. The 

nternet. The data collected were 

abilism was an adequate theory of justification. 

The study found that bootstrapping, swamping and the new evil demon problem were unfounded 

formation principle of reliabilism. It also found that in 

ality problem and the problem of induction and circularity which raised intense 

criticisms against reliabilism, a clear identification of the principles of belief-formation, 

epistemic rationality and the notion of genuine option makes them minimally avoidable.   
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The study concluded that the swamping, bootstrapping and the new evil demon problems were 

not sufficient to destroy epistemic reliabilism. It also concluded that epistemic reliabilism was a 

viable and pragmatic theory of epistemic justification.
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The study concluded that the swamping, bootstrapping and the new evil demon problems were 

not sufficient to destroy epistemic reliabilism. It also concluded that epistemic reliabilism was a 

viable and pragmatic theory of epistemic justification. 

 

The study concluded that the swamping, bootstrapping and the new evil demon problems were 

not sufficient to destroy epistemic reliabilism. It also concluded that epistemic reliabilism was a 



© Obafemi Awolowo University, Ile
For more information contact 

 

In Edmund Gettier’s attempt of an analysis of knowledge, he suggested that there is more 

to having knowledge than what the justified true belief (JTB) analysis provides. In a bid to 

provide a broader analysis of knowledge, several scholars have focused on the amendment of the 

justificatory criterion of knowledge with a well

non-pliable criteria of knowledge. Belief

are the key objects of discourse in reliabilism. These processes are acquired from physical, 

psychological and sometimes intuitive object of cognition.

Reliabilism as a theory was first hinted by 

where he opines that a belief is knowledge if it is

reliable process.1 Though this does not appear to be a thorough

response to the Gettier problem)

the analysis of knowledge. This follows in describing reliabilism as “the view that a subject 

knows a proposition p if (a) p 

of some reliable process of beli

justification condition as required in the traditional analysis of knowledge is embedded in the 

belief-forming process.  

The framework for the formulation of reliabilism as a theory of epistemic j

was elaborated in “Epistemic Folkways

that an inquiry into the nature of knowledge without a critical assessment of the subject of 

knowledge on the preconceived notion of what knowledge sho
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INTRODUCTION 

In Edmund Gettier’s attempt of an analysis of knowledge, he suggested that there is more 

to having knowledge than what the justified true belief (JTB) analysis provides. In a bid to 

knowledge, several scholars have focused on the amendment of the 

justificatory criterion of knowledge with a well-founded assumption that belief and truth are 

pliable criteria of knowledge. Belief-formation processes and the justification they provide 

are the key objects of discourse in reliabilism. These processes are acquired from physical, 

psychological and sometimes intuitive object of cognition. 

Reliabilism as a theory was first hinted by Frank Ramsey in his sketchy formulation, 

t a belief is knowledge if it is (i) true, (ii) certain, and (iii) obtained by a 

Though this does not appear to be a thorough-going theory of justification

response to the Gettier problem), it is one of the earliest hints about having reliable processes in 

This follows in describing reliabilism as “the view that a subject 

 is true, (b) the subject believes p, (c) the belief that 

of some reliable process of belief-formation.”2 It is implicit in this description that the 

justification condition as required in the traditional analysis of knowledge is embedded in the 

The framework for the formulation of reliabilism as a theory of epistemic j

Epistemic Folkways and Scientific Thought”,3 where Alvin 

that an inquiry into the nature of knowledge without a critical assessment of the subject of 

knowledge on the preconceived notion of what knowledge should be will make us remain at the 

 

In Edmund Gettier’s attempt of an analysis of knowledge, he suggested that there is more 

to having knowledge than what the justified true belief (JTB) analysis provides. In a bid to 

knowledge, several scholars have focused on the amendment of the 

founded assumption that belief and truth are 

formation processes and the justification they provide 

are the key objects of discourse in reliabilism. These processes are acquired from physical, 

Ramsey in his sketchy formulation, 

(i) true, (ii) certain, and (iii) obtained by a 

going theory of justification (as a 

ing reliable processes in 

This follows in describing reliabilism as “the view that a subject 

, (c) the belief that p is the result 

It is implicit in this description that the 

justification condition as required in the traditional analysis of knowledge is embedded in the 

The framework for the formulation of reliabilism as a theory of epistemic justification 

Alvin Goldman affirms 

that an inquiry into the nature of knowledge without a critical assessment of the subject of 

uld be will make us remain at the 
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level of epistemic folkways.In other words,

which is descriptive in its enterprise.

 Goldman suggested a normative scientific epistemology 

that arise out of folk epistemology such as, the confusion of the classification of epistemic 

virtues and vices by epistemic evaluators whose linguistic community portra

knowledge. For him, normative scientific epistemology should fol

practice and use reliability (and other truth

evaluation.5Normative scientific epistemology, for him, identifies the psychological processes of 

cognition for the epistemic evaluator.In

put forward: 

 …the epistemic evaluator has a mentally stored set or list, of 

cognitive virtues and vices. When asked to evaluate an actual or 

hypothetical case of belief, the evaluator considers the

by which the belief was produced and matches this against his list 

of virtues and vices. If the processes match virtues only, the belief 

is classified as justified. If the processes are matched partly with 

vices, the belief is categorised as unj

scenario is described that features a process not on the evaluator’s 

list of either virtues and vices, the belief may be categorised as 

neither justified nor unjustified, but simply 

Alternatively, (and this alte

story), the evaluator’s judgment may depend on the (judged) 
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In other words, knowledge enquiry will remain at

which is descriptive in its enterprise.4 

Goldman suggested a normative scientific epistemology in order to address some issues

that arise out of folk epistemology such as, the confusion of the classification of epistemic 

virtues and vices by epistemic evaluators whose linguistic community portra

. For him, normative scientific epistemology should follow in the footsteps of folk 

practice and use reliability (and other truth-linked standards) as a basis for epistemic 

Normative scientific epistemology, for him, identifies the psychological processes of 

cognition for the epistemic evaluator.In the following is the reliabilist hypothesis that Goldman 

…the epistemic evaluator has a mentally stored set or list, of 

cognitive virtues and vices. When asked to evaluate an actual or 

hypothetical case of belief, the evaluator considers the processes 

by which the belief was produced and matches this against his list 

of virtues and vices. If the processes match virtues only, the belief 

is classified as justified. If the processes are matched partly with 

vices, the belief is categorised as unjustified. If a belief-forming 

scenario is described that features a process not on the evaluator’s 

list of either virtues and vices, the belief may be categorised as 

neither justified nor unjustified, but simply nonjustified,. 

Alternatively, (and this alternatively plays an important role in my 

story), the evaluator’s judgment may depend on the (judged) 

 

knowledge enquiry will remain at folk epistemology 

n order to address some issues 

that arise out of folk epistemology such as, the confusion of the classification of epistemic 

virtues and vices by epistemic evaluators whose linguistic community portrays a closed circle of 

low in the footsteps of folk 

a basis for epistemic 

Normative scientific epistemology, for him, identifies the psychological processes of 

the following is the reliabilist hypothesis that Goldman 

…the epistemic evaluator has a mentally stored set or list, of 

cognitive virtues and vices. When asked to evaluate an actual or 

processes 

by which the belief was produced and matches this against his list 

of virtues and vices. If the processes match virtues only, the belief 

is classified as justified. If the processes are matched partly with 

forming 

scenario is described that features a process not on the evaluator’s 

list of either virtues and vices, the belief may be categorised as 

rnatively plays an important role in my 

story), the evaluator’s judgment may depend on the (judged) 
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similarity of the novel process to the stored virtues and vices. In 

order words, the “matches” in question need not be perfect.

The first chapter affirms t

rather that a theory of knowledge. The chapter also identifies the belief

nexus of all the versions discussed, though variations occur in the approaches to the formati

belief that is admissible under each version.

The second chapter discusses some of the problems associated with reliabilism as a 

theory of epistemic justification. Questions of adequacy and sufficiency with regards to 

providing justification without 

problems are identified as being of no threat to the basic principle of reliabilism and therefore 

are regarded as pseudo-problems.

The third chapter tries to show thatsome of the problems raised agai

reliabilismare unfounded in comparison to the more intense problems of generality and the 

problem of induction and circularity. An assessment of swamping, bootstrapping and the new 

evil demon problem shows thatthese problems do not in any way

formation into consideration in their criticisms against reliabilism; therefore they are not genuine 

problems. Belief-forming processes remain as a basis for the reliabilist standard of justification 

and the problems should be disregarded as cogent problems against reliabilism.The chapter 

suggests that epistemic rationality and the notion of genuine option strengthens the reliabilist 

view of justification. 

The thesis concludes that, given the non

reliabilism, the epistemic community should embrace reliabilism as an
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of the novel process to the stored virtues and vices. In 

order words, the “matches” in question need not be perfect.6

The first chapter affirms the idea that reliabilism is a theory of epistemic justification 

rather that a theory of knowledge. The chapter also identifies the belief-forming principle as the 

nexus of all the versions discussed, though variations occur in the approaches to the formati

belief that is admissible under each version. 

The second chapter discusses some of the problems associated with reliabilism as a 

theory of epistemic justification. Questions of adequacy and sufficiency with regards to 

providing justification without the involvement of error are examined. Also, some of the 

problems are identified as being of no threat to the basic principle of reliabilism and therefore 

problems. 

The third chapter tries to show thatsome of the problems raised agai

reliabilismare unfounded in comparison to the more intense problems of generality and the 

problem of induction and circularity. An assessment of swamping, bootstrapping and the new 

evil demon problem shows thatthese problems do not in any way put the principle of belief

formation into consideration in their criticisms against reliabilism; therefore they are not genuine 

forming processes remain as a basis for the reliabilist standard of justification 

disregarded as cogent problems against reliabilism.The chapter 

suggests that epistemic rationality and the notion of genuine option strengthens the reliabilist 

The thesis concludes that, given the non-forceful attempts of these pseud

reliabilism, the epistemic community should embrace reliabilism as an 

 

of the novel process to the stored virtues and vices. In 

6 

he idea that reliabilism is a theory of epistemic justification 

forming principle as the 

nexus of all the versions discussed, though variations occur in the approaches to the formation of 

The second chapter discusses some of the problems associated with reliabilism as a 

theory of epistemic justification. Questions of adequacy and sufficiency with regards to 

the involvement of error are examined. Also, some of the 

problems are identified as being of no threat to the basic principle of reliabilism and therefore 

The third chapter tries to show thatsome of the problems raised against epistemic 

reliabilismare unfounded in comparison to the more intense problems of generality and the 

problem of induction and circularity. An assessment of swamping, bootstrapping and the new 

put the principle of belief-

formation into consideration in their criticisms against reliabilism; therefore they are not genuine 

forming processes remain as a basis for the reliabilist standard of justification 

disregarded as cogent problems against reliabilism.The chapter 

suggests that epistemic rationality and the notion of genuine option strengthens the reliabilist 

forceful attempts of these pseudo-problems against 
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