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Coherentist theory of justification argues that not at all beliefs are foundational or basic. From the theory, justification of each belief is justified by how it relates with others. Coherentist theory has two characteristics, that other beliefs can only be justified by beliefs, its only beliefs that contributes to justification. The theory asserts that any justified belief is determined by justification of other beliefs. Coherentist theory has been criticized on its formulation. There is a problem to differentiate actual beliefs that characterizes some justified and unjustified beliefs. Coherence has a direct connection with epistemology where coherence is a test of truth. Some of our beliefs are true because many of our beliefs cohere with many other beliefs.
Meaning is what brings the truth and knowledge together. Confrontation is likely to appear between the reality and what we believe in when meaning is given by an objective truth condition, a question will arise to know whether the conditions are satisfied making the confrontation very absurd. When a correct epistemology is given, we can be realists in the whole fields. Objective truth conditions as the key to meaning  and can be accepted and put emphasis that knowledge is of an objective world and thought or language are independent. Many scholars have different views on the coherent theory. One of the scholars viewed coherence theory as beliefs or sentences that a person holds it true and have a greater understanding about them.
It is not true to tell that any possible coherent beliefs is a fact as what is possible very unclear. It can also be held that, a series of possible highest sets of beliefs is greater as a series of possible set of sentences. There are different ways of conceiving what is possible to believe that will justify to say that every actual coherent beliefs systems are largely true as well as other possible. Distinguishing the two notions is based on what is possible to believe is determined by our conception on the nature of belief, how it is interpreted, causes, patterns and its holders. Not all beliefs are true, the main idea of belief is possible gap that can be introduced between what is perceived to be true and the truth itself. Coherence theory maintains that many of the beliefs in the coherent set of beliefs are true. The difference between coherent theories and others is the question of justification on whether it should come to an end or not. However, the positions cannot be defined and only a form in which an argument can be suggested. Some of the coherence theorists holds that various beliefs can form a basis for others while some maintain that coherence is not enough.
Most of the theories should at least explain two things such as the relation between sensation and beliefs. Identifying certain beliefs and sensation is what is important. Hume a scholar, failed to distinguish between recognising a green spot and recognising the spot that is green. Other scholars identified the gap in Hume perception and worked on the gap to achieve the same results. The scholars reduced the gap amid perception and judgement to zero by trying to come up with judgements goes ahead without stating sensation and the perception. It is difficult to explain the connection between sensation and beliefs in such a way that does not bring scepticism concerning other minds. In case of inadequate explanation there will be a doubt on the implications of the connections for justification. The main idea is that beliefs do not require justification, for beliefs to exist requires sensation to exist, so for belief to exist it needs its own truth.
Emphasizing on perception or sensation in epistemology is derived from the usual thought, sensation is what connects the world and the beliefs and can be justified as we are aware of them. One of the challenge is that justifications requires awareness which is also another belief. The relationship between sensation and beliefs is casual as beliefs is caused by some sensation which forms the basis or ground of those beliefs.
Contemporary epistemology has some assumptions that includes,
Not all we believe is known, but nothing can be believed, accepted, or presumed without knowing it. There are certain requirements that beliefs must be filled to be knowledge which are, it should be true, should be justifiable, reasonable or correct.
Another assumption is that normative or evaluative property should be involved and secondly, justification should be one that pertains knowledge whether epistemic or theoretical justification. For example, a persons who is severely ill has two types of justification one is to believe in recovering, the practical justification is derived from the impact it will have on the process of recovery.  The theoretical justification will be from the lab results, doctor’s diagnosis and prognosis.
We must be very keen when interpreting contemporary literature on internalism or externalism since scholars have assumed traditional theory of knowledge when professing knowledge and epistemic justification. Internalistic or internal is the theory of knowledge that uses traditional questions approach. The theory assumes that when one reflects on his own conscious state, a form of epistemic principles can be formulated to allow one to find out in relation to possible belief whether one has the belief that can be justified. By assessing the belief that other people have without considering their state of mind will give a true picture. We can also evaluate our beliefs that we had once possessed without inspecting the state of mind we had before.
Epistemic regress is one of the problems that needs to be worked on by satisfactory theory of empirical knowledge.  The main problem arises necessities of the belief to be part of the knowledge must be empirically justified.  Such requirement is one the traditional approach of knowledge which justified as true belief. Justification of empirical beliefs is by giving a justificatory argument where the belief to be justified is shown to have followed inferentially from other beliefs thus offering a reason for acceptance.
According to philosophers, foundationalism is only one of the outcomes that do not lead more or less directly to scepticism. The central concept of foundationalism is basic belief which is unproblematic. One question that foundationalism has is how possible are basic beliefs? It also questions the possibility of having empirical belief that can be epimestically justified.  One of the explanations is that justification is an idea that is generic admitting the principle of various species. An example, accepting the empirical belief can be justified morally, pragmatically or can be justified on a different sense. One of the most developed external view is by Armstrong. He is also concerned about the regress problem but more emphasis is on knowledge other than justification. Just like other externalists, Armstrong made the acceptability of a basic belief to be determined by external relations concerning the believer and his beliefs.
Proponents of coherentist theory have criticized foundationalism. There several reasons that have been provided by coherentist for rejecting foundationalism. We need to differentiate between subjective states that have incorporated proportional attitude and those that have not.
