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This monograph articulates and defends a theory-based epistemology
of modality (TEM). According to TEM, someone justifiably believe an
interesting modal claim if and only if (a) she justifiably believes a theory
according to which that claim is true, (b) she believes that claim on the
basis of that theory, and (c) she has no defeaters for her belief in that
claim. The book has two parts. In the first, the author motivates TEM,
sets out the view in detail, and defends it against a number of
objections. In the second, the author considers whether TEM is worth
accepting. To argue that it is, the author sets out criteria for choosing
between modal epistemologies, concluding that TEM has a number of
important virtues. However, the author also concedes that TEM is
cautious: it probably implies that we are not justified in believing some
interesting modal claims that we might take ourselves to be justified in
believing. This raises a question about TEM's relationship to Peter van



Inwagen's modal skepticism, which the author explores in detail. As it
turns out, TEM offers a better route to modal skepticism than the one
that van Inwagen provides. But rather than being a liability, the author
argues that this is a further advantage of the view. Moreover, he argues
that other popular modal epistemologies do not fare better: they

cannot easily secure more extensive modal justification than TEM. The
book concludes by clarifying TEM'’s relationship to the other modal
epistemologies on offer, contending that TEM need not be a rival to
those views, but can instead be a supplement to them.



