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Abstract

This paper aims to analyze the theory of epistemic authority presented by Linda

Zagzebski and theoretical problems and critique raised towards it.

As the paper reveals, since the publication of Zagzebski's book (2012), there has been a
multifaceted interest in it, either in its attempt to show that the normative theory of
epistemic authority fails with the assumptions made by Zagzebski or in attempts to

expand and present anew possible notion of authority.

The research shows that other alternative theories of epistemologists (Michele Croce,
Christoph Jager) do not meet the requirements of normativity in the theory of the authority.

Thus, the paper equally seeks to highlight the problems in alternative theories as well.

It has been shown that the condition on which the epistemic authority is based does
not fully cover the problematic cases that are highlighted in different parts of the paper, in

the form of examples.
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