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                    Abstract
Pretheoretically we hold that we cannot gain justification or knowledge through an epistemically circular reasoning process. Epistemically circular reasoning occurs when a subject forms the belief that p on the basis of an argument A, where at least one of the premises of A already presupposes the truth of p. It has often been argued that process reliabilism does not rule out that this kind of reasoning leads to justification or knowledge (cf. the so-called bootstrapping-problem or the easy-knowledge-problem). For some philosophers, this is a reason to reject reliabilism. Those who try to defend reliabilism have two basic options: (I) accept that reliabilism does not rule out circular reasoning (or bootstrapping), but argue that this kind of reasoning is not as epistemically “bad” as it seems, or (II) hold on to the view that circular reasoning (or bootstrapping) is epistemically “bad”, but deny that reliabilism really allows this kind of reasoning. Option (I) has been spelled out in several ways, all of which have found to be problematic. Option (II) has not been discussed very widely. Vogel (J Philos 97:602–623, 2000) considers and quickly dismisses it on the basis of three reasons. Weisberg (Philos Phenomenol Res 81:525–548, 2010) has shown in detail that one of these reasons is unconvincing. In this paper I argue that the other two reasons are unconvincing as well and that therefore option (II) might in fact be a more promising starting point to defend reliabilism than option (I).
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                    Notes
	Vogel actually presents the bootstrapping case as a problem for reliabilism with respect to knowledge, but it can easily be adapted to reliabilism with respect to justification, as Vogel himself has already suggested (see Vogel 2000, p. 603).


	Besides Vogel, only Weisberg (2010) seriously considers option (II). I will at least outline Weisberg’s main idea at the end of this section.


	It might be that Weisberg’s resolution of problem (C) in effect also immunizes reliabilism against objections (A) and (B). But rather than following this line of thought, I will show that (A) and (B) can be resolved totally independent of Weisberg’s considerations.


	For a discussion of this type of argument and a partial defense of the view that it is the best kind of skeptical argument there is, see Wright (2004), Weatherson (2007), Briesen (2010).


	Two related principles can be differentiated: the closure-principle of knowledge and the closure-principle of justification. Let ‘K’ stand for the knowledge operator, then the first pinciple, in its simplest form, states: [\( K (\phi ) \& K( \phi \rightarrow \psi )] \rightarrow K (\psi )\). Let ‘J’ stand for the justification-operator, then the second principle analogously states: [\( J (\phi ) \& J( \phi \rightarrow \psi )] \rightarrow J (\psi )\). (p1) is based on the second principle, because (p1) can be interpreted as a shortened instance of it. For a detailed discussion of the closure-principle of knowledge, see Hawthorne (2003). Most of his considerations can be easiliy transferred to the closure-principle of justification.


	See fn. 5 for a simple version of the principle.


	As I do not discuss knowledge-specific skepticism as Vogel does, but rather justification-specific skepticism, I have to reformulate Vogel’s line of thought here. However, nothing substantial hinges on this reformulation.


	I presuppose a formulation of the brain-in-a-vat hypothesis that entails that all apearances are non-veridical.


	I do not mean to claim that Wright’s theory of entitlement is correct (cf. Wright 2004). I am merely claiming that the primary motivation for Wright’s theory consists in the anti-skeptical strategy it provides, where—even though this anti-skeptical strategy is limited to first-order skepticism—providing this strategy is generally assumed to be good enough to seriously consider the theory. The fact that Wright’s strategy only affects first-order skepticism does not discredit his theory right from the start.


	Again, see fn. 5 for a simple version of the principle.


	Vogel’s mistake basically consists in not realizing that motivating the falsity of (p2)—which committs reliabilists to epistemic circularity—is only a condition for answering second-order, but not for answering first-order skeptical problems.
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