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Socially Justified


From within Quine's definition of classical epistemology, the focus of epistemic efforts is on the foundational approach to defining the criteria of epistemic justification and determining what beliefs are in fact justified.  Quine does not leave room for the possibility that other strategies might be beneficial to the epistemological debate and without the certainty quality; they might be feasible alternatives for justification.  I would propose that a foundationalist strategy that relied on basic beliefs that were justified through their reliability might fit the bill for epistemic justification and might perhaps save the epistemological debate from extinction.  There are some basic beliefs, due to the fact that as human we share some innate experiences (such as spatial organization and language) that help us build a belief system.  Further beliefs that are based upon those that are "basic" are created though environmental and societal influence.  Their justification can b found through the critical eye of the externalist camp, and our examples of non-justified beliefs are only found through the eyes of others. Perhaps this type of justification is not answering the question of justification as it was originally phrased, and I would suggest that the emphasis on knowledge has shifted.  In the history of epistemology, the concepts of truth and belief were left to psychologist and metaphysisist to define and the focus was shifted to justification as the goal of epistemology.  However, in the quest to determine whether or not a belief is justified relies on the comparison of that belief to the truth, and without a workable definition of truth, the discussion looses its focus and is unable to proceed.  With the advent of naturalist epistemology, it is becoming increasingly clear that the focus is not on the discover of a define truth or knowledge, for from within the epistemological framework the answer is unobtainable.  I would argue that the question has become a question of reliability and social consensus.  The idea of justification as a measure of reliability is heartily defended by Goldman who considers that a priori beliefs be supported by cognitive research.  I would argue that a priori beliefs could also be supported by sociological research, for from within some communities, knowledge of the world is shaped by the culture and societal influences.  For example, village elders in tribal communities are viewed a knowledgeable about the natural environment from within their community, and their beliefs in the medicinal properties of plants or certain prayers I would argue is justified.  Those types of a prior beliefs are based on their reliability as a medicinal measure, and for that community, that belief is justified and beneficial.  Who can tell whether it is the positive thinking that cured their ills or the plant itself?  Or more directly, why does it matter whether they create their own reality or create to a reality that is unaffected by their presence?  It becomes clear that from within their community, not only are they justified, but they also possess knowledge.  This type of argument is directly related to the biological Darwinian model of a belief being a priori justified if it results in behaviors that support and preserve out existence. 

