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Mill on Justification of Beliefs
To begin with, justification is defined as the right standing of an action or even attitude with respect to some standard of evaluation. For instance, an individual’s actions might be justified under the law or a human being can be justified before God. In fact, many people believe what they are told by their parents, doctors, news reporters, as well as friends. On the same note, individuals believe what they smell, taste, and see. Notably, people hold beliefs concerning the past, present, as well as the future. With that said, the question remains whether they have the right to hold to such beliefs, whether the beliefs are supported by evidence, and whether they should continue holding to them or discard some. The aforementioned questions ask whether people's beliefs attain a standard that renders them right, reasonable or even right for them to hold.  
According to Mill (1869), while writing about Liberty, for a belief to be justified, it must be open to contestation. I think Mill is right to some extent. For example, epistemic justification is the right standing of an individual’s beliefs with respect to knowledge. However, there must be some kind of disagreement concerning its meaning (Mill, 1869). In this case, some scholars claim that right standing is whether the beliefs are true while other authors argue that it refers to whether they are to be knowledgeable about the standing. Similarly, others claim that it refers to whether the beliefs were formed or even held in a virtuous or responsible way. 
The evaluative role of justification makes it to be sued synonymously with rationality. It is important to comprehend that various types of rationality include some of which are not about a belief’s epistemic status and some are not about beliefs at all. Therefore, some scholars argue that a justified belief is a rational belief while others assert that an individual is rational for holding a justified belief. 
Besides being an evaluative concept, a number of philosophers maintain that justification is normative. Notably, having a justified belief is better when compared to having an unjustified belief. Therefore, founding out whether a belief is justified indicates that people should, should not, or may even believe a proposition. However, the normative role of justification is controversial where some investigators have rejected it for a naturalistic or even science-based role. For instance, naturalistic theories concentrate on belief-forming decisions as well as describing the correlation existing between reality and belief-forming mechanisms (Mill, 1869). 
Irrespective of whether justification is about responsible or right belief, or whether it plays a naturalistic or normative purpose, it is considered as vital for knowledge. In simple terms, beliefs are subject to contestation. People believe that the sky is blue in color. Nevertheless, the possibility that the aforementioned belief that the sky is blue is not justified suggests that justification is more than just having a true belief (Mill, 1869). In fact, people’s beliefs might be true; however, if obtained by faulty reasoning or accidentally, then they are justified for them and if individuals are seeking knowledge, they have no right to hold them. 
It is important to understand that a true belief might not be necessary for justification. Therefore, the concept that justification is a matter of having good reasons experiences serious obstacles. As a matter of fact, people give reasons for a belief and they can cite other beliefs. On the other hand, some individuals maintain that justification is based on basic beliefs that are either true or supported by non-belief states. Similarly, other scholars argue that justification is a function of the quality of the mechanisms where beliefs are formed or partly a function of particular virtues or qualities of a believer. 
One can argue that justification is social because it is subject to robust contestation. Notably, this is right to all kinds of belief. For example, Mill maintains that any belief is subject to argument. The author provides an instance of Christian morality that is believed to be the truth and in case an individual teaches a morality that varies from the aforementioned one, he or she is wholly in error (Mill, 1869). Notably, this belief is subject to argument as other religions such as Islamic and Hinduism question the Christian morality. Both religions believe in their doctrines and consider the other guidelines false. 
On the other hand, a number of individuals maintain that some beliefs are basic because they play a privileged role in people’s belief-forming system. For instance, beliefs privileged in this sense are those developed on the ground of sensory perception such as seeing a red ball or even touching what feels like a rough surface or hearing a bell. In this case, one might be hallucinating the aforementioned experiences; hence, not self-evident that there exists a bell, surface, or ball to experience. 
Foundationalism is considered a significant aspect in the history of justification because of its intuitive benefits over competing views. In this case, the most common argument for foundationalism is the existing positive argument that plays a vital part in explaining the way people form beliefs on the grounds of evidence. Using the sky example, people believe it is blue because they see it is blue and not because they infer it from other beliefs concerning the sky. Therefore, thinking as well as believing offer individuals paradigm cases of the directly evident scenarios. Besides the positive argument, a number of foundationalists provide a negative claim that no alternative account whether infinite, coherentism, or skepticism has the resources to satisfactorily resolve the aforementioned beliefs. 
A number of classical theories of justification that depict a normative or even belief-guiding dimension are modeled on normative ethical theories. In particular, the theories ask whether individuals are rationally obligated to or obligated not to hold specific beliefs given their evidence. The aforementioned theories are decision-based as opposed to character-grounded theories. It is important to note that the circumstances and attitudes under which individuals form, discard, as well as maintain beliefs are described as virtuous or vicious as they are concerned with rational obligation.
Available virtue theories of justification hold that part of what justifies a belief is the intellectual behaviors which a believer holds or forms the belief. In this case, an individual’s intellectual virtues lead to the epistemic goodness of a belief. It is noteworthy that justification is a function of the prevailing intellectual virtues that led to more general epistemic goods, which consist of intellectual well-being, social trust, as well as the righting of epistemic injustice. The aforementioned virtue obligations regard the truth goal in epistemology as different as compared to conventional epistemologists as well as their virtue reliabilist counterparts.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Overall, it is evident that justification is subject to contestation as indicated in Mill’s writing “On Liberty”. In fact, epistemic justification is regarded as an evaluative idea concerning the conditions for right or even fitting belief. It is right for all kinds of belief to be subjected to contestation because each individual might have a different opinion pertaining to a particular belief. For instance, a justified belief is a rational belief. Others assert that an individual is rational for holding a justified belief. On the same note, individuals should understand that justification is considered as a critical virtue of knowledge; therefore, arguing whether a belief is just or unjust is in order. A good example in this situation is a person’s actions might be justified under the law or a human being can be justified before God. Precisely, determining whether a belief is justified shows that people should, should not, or even may believe a proposition.
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