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3. Theological Skepticism: A theological skeptics raised doubts
regarding the possibility of knowledge about any god(s). This is
scepticism regarding faith-based claims. It does not necessarily
imply either atheism or agnosticism. The logical positivists belong
to this group of sceptics.

4. Metaphysical Skepticism: This is a type of scepticism that denies
any form of metaphysical knowledge. This is the act of doubting
the claim of a particular person to knowledge about anything
beyond the physical to provide us with knowledge. Logical
positivism also belongs here. '

SKEPTICISM ' AND THE HISTORICAL EVOLUTION OF
WESTERN PHILOSOPHY

Skepticism Emerged In the history of western philosophy with the arrival
of the Sophists in the 5" century BC. Before the Sophists, Omoregbe
(1997) observes that philosophy was only concerned with the cosmos,
‘however, with the Sophists, there was a change in direction and focus to
society. They questioned the foundations of traditional religion, morality
and cast doubts on the real existence of the gods. They were skeptical of
the possibility of knowing anything for certain, and as relativists, they
denied the existence of universal and objective truths.

While Protagoras (Sc B.C.E) denied the possibility of objective realities,
since man is the measure of all things, Gorgias (483—375 B.C.E.) denied
the possibility of knowing anything for certain, for he held that nothing
exists and if anything does exist it cannot be known. Thus, Protagoras was
a partial skeptic, Gorgias was a total or universal skeptic. Toeing the path
of partial skepticism, Pyrrho of Elis (360-270 B.C.E) argued that we
cannot know anything for certain, because the human mind cannot
penetrate the inner nature of reality. He declared that sense experience
cannot give us true knowledge. To do 80, our sense data must agree with
their objects. Butif we can never get outside of sensation in order that our
minds may penetrate into their inner nature, how can we obtain {rue
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knowledge? Furthermore, rational argument cannot give us knowledge
because for every argument, there is a counterargument and the two
opposing positions cancelled each other. Hence, we cannot know the
nature of things; all we can confidently talk about are experiences. These
men among others were radicals and revolutionaries, and they questioned
the foundations of things that were taken for granted.

Socrates (469-399 BCE) claimed that he knew one and only one thing:
“that he knew nothing”. Thus, rather than making assertions or opinions,
he set about questioning people who claimed to have knowledge,
ostensibly for the purpose of learning from them. Although he never
claimed that knowledge is impossible, he never claimed to have
discovered any piece of knowledge whatsoever, even at his death. Plato
(427-347 BCE), the disciple of Socrates, although rejected the relativism
and skepticism of the Sophists, by emphasizing the possibility of universal
knowledge, he, however, fell into a new skepticism by arguing that true
knowledge cannot be acquired through the senses.

In the third century, Skepticism found its way into Plato’s Academy
through Arcesilaus (316-241 BCE) who handed over the Academy to
Carneades of Cyrene. He doubted the possibility of knowledge. Carneades
(214-129 BCE) was doubtful about the possibility of arriving at the truth
through syllogistic arguments; this is because its propositions are based
‘onassumptions. And to prove the assumptions right, it would be necessary
to use other propositions still based on assumptions, and this would
continue ad ‘infinitum. This continued in the Academy until the first
century when Antiochus became the head of the academy and argued that
skeptics were contradicting themselves, on the basis that anyone who
claims to know something and yet believes that one cannot know anything
is contradicting himself.

In the second century, skepticism was revived by Aenesidemus of
Knossos (1% Century). He presented the following arguments to justify the
position of skepticism. (1) Differences between types of living being
imply differences in ideas of these objects. (2) Different structures of the
senses imply different ideas. For example, something may smell awful,
but tastes alright. (3) Differences in our various stages, e.g. Childhood,
Youth and old age imply different ideas. (4) Difference in perspectives
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how it manifests itself in experience, and a greater awareness of
phenomena. It begins on a skeptical note like Descartes methodic doubt,

This historical study of skepticism cxposes the fact that skepticism has
been part of the history of philosophy, right from the 5% century of the
Sophists to the present time, Through the challenges it has been posing, it

has helped the development of epistemology.and philosophy as a whole.

It remains a fundamental part of philosophy and an indispensable element
in epistemology.

AN EVALUATION OF SCEPTICISM

There is a popular misconception of skeptics- they are understood as
people who disbelieve things. And indeed, the common usage of the word
skeptical supports this: "He was skeptical of the numbers in the
spreadsheet”, meaning he doubted their validity. To be skeptical,
therefore, misconceived as being negative about things and doubt or
disbelieve them. The true meaning of the word skepticism has nothing to
do with doubt, disbelief, or negativity. Skepticism is the process of
applying reason and critical thinking to determine validity. It's the process
of finding a supported conclusion, not the justification of a preconceived
conclusion. Skepticism is, or should be, an extraordinarily powerful and

-positive influence on the world. Skepticism is not simply about

"debunking" as is commonly charged. Skepticism is about redirecting
attention, influence, and funding away from worthless superstitions and
popular misinformation, and toward projects and ideas that are evidenced
to be beneficial to humanity and to the world. The scientific method is
central to skepticism. If this is the case, skepticism remains an essential,
and meaningful, component of the search for truth.

The skeptics have played and continue to play a very fundamental role in
the historical development of philosophy, and particularly, the
development of epistemology. In fact, the history of .philpsol.nhy‘ can l?e
understood as a struggle with skepticism. Their contrlbgtu?n is t01111d in
the very questions that they raised as reg.ard§ the varieties of 11}1111an
experience and the possibility of the veridicality of hu.mz?n expenence..
The skeptics have also raised questions as regards the variations that occur
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hat is presumed 10 be one object and whjc},
rect. Beyond the question of the certainty
of what is the object of experience, there 18 alf;o the quc:fl,mn of the
certaintv of the criteria for the justification of what is known. Ifan attempy

is made to justify knowledge claims by starting with first principles,

Popkin (2010) observes that the skeptic qUCb'l’iO”'S the basis OfSU-C'Jh first
principles? Can it be established that the;e principles canngt posr.)mbly b.e
false? If so, is the proof itself such that it cannot be questioned? ’]f it is
claimed that the principles are self-evident, can one be sure of this, and
sure that one is not mistaken? And can one be sure that one can recognize
and apply the principles correctly? In askiqg the'se qu.estlf)ns, skeptics
have helped researchers to begin their various Investigations by first
resolving the possibility of possessing knowledge.
Notwithstanding the great influence of skepticism on the development of
knowledge, universal skepticism is not a realistic perspective. It is
untenable, logically and otherwise. Any attempt to formulate a skeptic
‘position is self-refuting, since it will involve at least some knowledge
claims about what is supposed to be dubious. The argument of the skeptic
eliminates itself as well as everything else. According to Augustine,
anybody who claims to know that all knowledge is doubtful is
contradicting himself or herself. For the knowledge of such person that all
knowledge is doubtful is itself an indication that not all knowledge is
doubtful, for at least, the person knows that all knowledge is doubtful.
Moore (2011) criticized skepticism of the external world using a very
practical argument: simply the raising of hands. This is as regards the
skeptic position that nothing of the outside world does exist. Moore argues
that: : :
I can proof now for instance that two human hands exists. How, by
holding up my two hands, and saying, as | make a certain gesture
with the right hand, “here is one hand”, and adding, as I make a
cerlain gesture with the left, “and here is another "', and if by adding
this, I have proved ipso facto the existence of external things you
will all see that I can also do it now in numbers of other ways. there
is no need to multiply examples, (p. 26).

in different perceptions of W
view should be considered cor
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