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Abstract

Wright has proposed (2004) that there is a kind of unearned warrant— or ‘entitlement’
as he calls it. Specifically, he proposes that if we admit this kind of warrant then we can
have a satisfactory solution to both Cartesian and regress skepticism. In this paper |
address a range of problems faced by Wright’s anti-skeptical project and go on to
propose a more externalist version of his view which allows the possibility of
knowledge for nothing.

In the first half of the paper | address two problems: (1) the so-called ‘leaching
problem’, the problem that if we are merely entitled to our foundational beliefs then we
are merely entitled to any belief based on those foundational beliefs—entitlements
leach up into the superstructure, as it were. (2) The so-called “alchemy problem’, the
converse problem whereby, the lead of entitlement is transformed into the gold of
justification via the transmission of warrant from our ordinary beliefs to our
foundational beliefs. Both the leaching problem and the alchemy problem, as found in
the literature, are, | argue, easy to resolve. However, | propose a new version of the
leaching problem (under which all of our ordinary beliefs turn out to be foundational or
‘hinge’ beliefs) and a new version of the alchemy problem (whereby our foundational
beliefs admit of a kind of justification after all). These problems are much less easy to
address than the original versions.

In the second half of the paper | address the following question: if there is warrant for
nothing, can there be knowledge for nothing too? It is notable that Wright hardly
mentions knowledge at all in his (2004) and seems to concede to (one kind of) skeptic
that we cannot know the denials of skeptical hypotheses. So, on the one hand we have
externalist epistemologists like Williamson (2000) who argue that knowledge is
fundamental and central to epistemology and internalist epistemologists like Wright
who think that knowledge is far from central and may even be dispensable altogether. |
offer a rapprochement of these opposing views. Specifically, | argue that one can indeed
have knowledge for nothing under certain conditions. The upshot is that we should be
concessive to the justification skeptic who says that one cannot justifiably believe the
denials of skeptical hypotheses, one should not be concessive to the skeptic who says
that one cannot know such denials to be true. One consequence of the proposed
framework, is that even though justification is not closed under known entailment,
knowledge is. Another consequence is that even though knowledge gets to be back in
the epistemological picture, the overall solution to skepticism (in its most virulent form
at least) is an internalist solution. Finally, | address some outstanding issues concerning
the norms for assertion and belief once one admits the possibility of both warrant for
nothing and knowledge for nothing.



