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                    Abstract
In this paper I discuss Pascal Engel’s recent work on doxastic correctness. I raise worries about two elements of his view—the role played in it by the distinction between \(i\)-correctness and \(e\)-correctness, and the construal of doxastic correctness as an ideal of reason. I propose an alternative approach.
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                    Notes
	But see Engel (2004), Smithies (2012).


	More precisely, the relevant property for belief is that of having a true propositional content. It’s not uncontroversial that this is descriptive. Both content and truth are famously held by some philosophers to be normative.


	That epistemic norms of appropriate basing and the like are derived from the fundamental standard of true belief is a very widely held, though often implicit, assumption. For examples of its being made explicit see e.g. Bonjour (1985), Wedgwood (2002), Alston (2005), Sosa (2007).


	Compare (Parfit (2011), pp. 368ff.) on what makes actions wrong.


	See, e.g., Papineau (2013), for these sorts of worries.


	Compare Rosen (2001), Hattiangadi (2007).


	
Glüer and Wikforss (2009). See Engel (2013a, b), Steglich-Petersen (2013) and Wedgwood (2013) for discussion.


	See also Bykvist and Hattiangadi (2007), McHugh (2012), Svavarsdóttir (2014). For replies see Whiting (2013).


	Engel rejects Wedgwood’s claim that doxastic correctness comes in degrees (Wedgwood 2013). I agree with Engel on this point.


	I tentatively defended such a view in McHugh (2012).


	Perhaps the point is less clear when we consider objects of evaluation whose function is to fit or match something—as might be argued to be the case for belief. For example, perhaps a correct solution to a puzzle is simply a good solution—it’s a solution that does well what solutions are supposed to do, namely fit the criteria set down by the puzzle. I don’t think that’s quite right, though. It seems to me that a good solution is one that is efficient, clever, creative, or the like. That seems different from being a correct solution. What’s more, the goodness of a solution to a puzzle comes in degrees, but its correctness does not. So I think that, even for kinds whose function is closely tied to a standard of correctness, being good of that kind is not the same as satisfying the standard of correctness. Thanks to an anonymous referee for pressing me here.
For further objections to the evaluative view see McHugh (2014).


	For further details on the points of the last few paragraphs, see McHugh (2014).
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