2013 Roush

Philosophy Preliminary Exam Syllabus
Subjective Probability in Epistemology

This is a study of some of the challenges the probabilistic formalism brings to its
application as subjective degrees of belief in epistemology. Inertness of extreme
probabilities is an artifact that creates problems in application to learning from experience
(confirmation via old evidence), and learning logical facts (logical fallibility). At first
sight Jeffrey conditionalization seems to allow holism but is it enough, or too much, for
empiricisms like those of Quine or Carnap? “Belief” as the term is used in ordinary life
doesn’t correspond to probability 1, so how is it to be understood in comparison with
Bayesian degrees of belief? Convenient bridge principles between 1% and 2" order
probability claims are usually assumed, but this does not allow for imperfection in our
self-knowledge. How should we generalize to make the system more realistic?
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