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The sturmlation al his scnsory receptors is all the evidence anybody has had to go
en, nltimately, in amiving st his picture of the world. Why pot just sse how this
construction really prodeeds? Why not settle for psychoelegy? Such a sumender of
the epistemological burden to psycholozy 15 a move that was disallowed in earlier
limes as civenlar reasoning, If the epistemolegist's goal is validation of the grounds
of empinical spience, he defeats bis purpose by nsing psychology or other empirical
sgience in the walidation. However, such scruples against cirenlanty have little
point once we have stopped dreaming of deducing sclence from observations. ¥
we are out simply to vnderstind the link between observation and science, we are
well advized to use any available information, including that provided by the very
science whose link with obsexvation we are seeking to understand.
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We want to be able to defend cr at least explain the reliability of our methods of
inquiry, but the only way to do so 15 withn cur system of inquiry. We seck to use
our methods to show that these same methods are to be trusted.... This is no more
than a peneralisation of the problem of the Cartesian circle, and i is a cirele firom
which we can no more escape than conld Descartes.
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