
 
 

 

 

 

EPISTEMOLOGY DAY 
Friday, February 15th, 2019 

SOS Z27 
Dr. Erhan Demircioğlu (Koç University, Philosophy Department) 

13.00-14.15 

“In Defense of Evidential Uniqueness” 

My central aim in this talk is to argue for a thesis that I call Evidential Uniqueness, according to which 
necessarily, there is just one evidentially rational doxastic attitude one can take towards a proposition, 
given a particular body of evidence. The notion of evidential rationality is the notion of rationality whose 
only determinant is always evidence and as such takes it for granted that evidence is a sort of thing that 
can by itself determine what it is rational to believe. The Evidential Uniqueness Thesis differs 
significantly from a standard uniqueness thesis, which has been a topic of heated controversy in recent 
epistemology, by resting on the assumption that there is such a thing as evidential rationality (that the 
notion of evidential rationality is not vacuous). After arguing for the non-triviality of the Evidential 
Uniqueness Thesis, I advance the Argument from Evidential Support (which is a suitably revised version 
of an argument originally given by White for a standard uniqueness thesis) in its defense and argue for 
its soundness. 

 

Dr. Nicholas DiBella (Bilkent University, Philosophy Department) 

14.30-15.45  

"Probabilistic Proof of an External World" 

I provide an internal critique of skepticism about the external world.  Appealing to premises that 
an external-world skeptic could accept, I argue that the skeptic should (by her own lights) be 
extraordinarily confident that an external world exists.  These premises include commitments to 
various forms of a priori reasoning---including commitments to classical logic, set-theoretic 
reasoning, and probabilistic reasoning---as well as radical empiricism about evidence.  As I argue, 
these premises entail that the skeptic should, by her own lights, be at least 99.99999% confident--
-just shy of certain---that an external world exists. 

 

 

Prof. Dr. Mehmet Elgin (Muğla University, Philosophy Department) 

16.00-17.15  

“Multiple Realizations, Fitness and A Priori Laws of Evolutionary Biology” 

Millikan (1999), Shapiro (2000) and Polger and Shapiro (2016) questioned the implications of the multiple 
realizability thesis for the autonomy of special sciences. Shapiro (2000) and Polger and Shapiro (2016) also 
argued that the thesis is not sufficiently clear. According to these philosophers, if a state is a genuine case 
of multiple realizations, one cannot formulate empirical laws about it. These philosophers mostly concern 
with psychology and related fields but the same arguments can be extended to other fields. The principle 
of natural selection relates fitness to gene frequencies. Fitness in this law is stripped away from any physical 
and biological details and it represents a mere mathematical value. I will argue that fitness is a genuine case 
of multiple realizations. This is why the law we formulate about it turns out to be a priori rather than 
empirical. 


