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Abstract

Recently, philosophers have been concerned with the question of the epistemic significance of
disagreement. Two broad kinds of responses have been pursued in the literature, the dogmatic or
steadfast, and the skeptical or conciliatory. Those who defend the dogmatic or steadfast response often
emphasize the relevance of the first-person perspective in addressing the question of the epistemic
significance of disagreement. But these philosophers have been clear neither about what the first-person
perspective is, nor how or when it can, plausibly, justify the dogmatic or steadfast response. In this paper,
I try to achieve greater clarity on exactly what the first-person perspective is and to determine how and
when it is relevant to the question of the epistemic significance of disagreement. | defend a conclusion on
the question of the epistemic significance of disagreement that is neither dogmatic nor skeptical, but that
more accurately describes the structure of rational entitlements and tensions at work in disagreement.
Surprisingly, the key to understanding the epistemic question is a semantic insight about the nature of
thoughts about thoughts.

UNIVERSITY OF

COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES




