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come to be persuaded by, say, the argument from evil or by J. L. Mackie’s cumulative

argument against theism, then perhaps one ought reasonably to shift from H 1-H4 to

atheism or agnosticism. If one were persuaded of Kartian epistemology on
independent grounds, then one ought to affirm the Ka ntian Explanation, H 1. Given
that defeaters are relative to noetic structures, people with varying beliefs will be
affected by alleged defeaters in a variety of different ways. There is a great deal more to
be said about defeaters which | shall pass over here”

The question which | would like to raise here is this: Is the widespread
disagreement of equally sincere truth-seekers a dekater of H2, H3 or H4? Is the fact of
religious diversity, WRD or MRD, a defeater for rea list interpretations of religious
belief? The answer, so it seems to me, is clearly No”. Equally sincere truth seekers
often disagree about significant matters of belief. Einstein disagreed with his
contemporaries about theories of indeterminism.  Amo ngst biologists there is
disagreement about whether selection is genotypic or phenotypic. Widely variant
political philosophies are held by serious thinkers of every stripe. Even when there is
agreement about the basic structure of political theory, disagreement persists
concerning the best social structures for attaining agreed upon goals. Psychologists and
philosophers have divergent views on the nature of persons. And there is tremendous
variation in moral beliefs. The more the questions involved are centrally human the
more there is rational disagreement. It does not follow from the mere fact of
disagreement, of course, that there is no fact of the matter in these domains of human
knowledge. There may or may not be; there are other, realist explanations of rational
disagreement, perhaps attributing disagreement to the ignorance of one of the parties
involved. There are more or less agreed upon ways d achieving rational consensus
among scientists; but just because there is not anagreed upon strategy for achieving
consensus in more fundamentally human questions, say of morality or God, it does not

follow that some people aren'’t justified in holding their respective beliefs. Rational
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