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The general question: Kinds or reason?

  
  On what kind of reasons could B base her or his decision on? 
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The Epistemic View of Trust(worthiness)
2. Normative Reasons: The Assurance  View of Trust(worthiness)
3. Virtue Reasons: The Virtue View of Trust(worthiness)



1. Epistemic reasons:
The evidential view of 
trust(worthiness)
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The decision is considered as a problem of knowledge: 
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The decision is considered as a problem of knowledge:
• B tries to recognize whether A is trustworthy
• Being trustworthy means in this case:

The probability that A behaves as B wishes is 
at least greater than that A behaves differently 
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The language of the evidential view:

1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
2. Expectation: Prediction
3. Trust: Positive expectation
4. Distrust: Negative expectation
5. Relationship: Non-personal 
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

https://www.myfico.com/credit-education/whats-in-your-credit-score
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

FICO Score 

https://www.myfico.com/credit-education/whats-in-your-credit-score
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators

(Ekman 1985: 198)

e.g. Microexpression 
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators

Forensic criteria of witness 
evaluation

F. Arntzen, (1970): Psychologie der Zeugenaussage.
System der Glaubhaftigkeitsmerkmale
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators

     Some Sociodemographic Indicators 
Address, Frequency of moves, Social milieu, Gender, 
Marital status, Age, Number of children, Household 
type, Education level, Professional qualification, 
Occupation Type of employment, Length of employment 
Employer, … 

Kamp & Weichert (2006) Scoringsysteme zur 
Beurteilung der Kreditwürdigkeit, p. 51 ff.
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

Coleman (1990): Foundation of Social Theory, p. 99 

Colemans decision model: 
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

Coleman (1990): Foundation of Social Theory, p. 99 

Colemans decision model: 
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Characteristics of trust(worthiness) in the Evidential view:
• The more evidence, the better the reasons for the decision, the more trust or distrust
• Evidence: Information 
• Strategy: search for information
• Trust or distrust equals a cognitive expectation (prediction) 
• The object of trust can be a person as well as an object. 

Terminological note: this concept of trust is often also referred to as reliability
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Major problems of epistemic approaches of trust
1. Conceptual
2. Practical 
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1. Major conceptual problems: Trust Tends to Become Knowledge, or Control
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1. Major conceptual problems: Trust Tends to Become Knowledge, or Control
• The better the prediction that A will behave in the sense of B, the greater the trust of B in A
• Knowledge and especially control are great reasons to improve the prediction 
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• The better the prediction that A will behave in the sense of B, the greater the trust of B in A
• Knowledge and especially control are great reasons to improve the prediction 

Control: B threatens A with strong sanctions (e.g. 
violence). On this basis, B forms the prediction that 
A will behave as B wishes.

The greater the control, the better justified is B‘s 
trust in A
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1. Major conceptual problems: Trust Tends to Become Knowledge, or Control
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Knowledge: B has A shadowed. B reads A‘s 
messages. B reads A‘s diary. 

The better the knowledge, the greater the trust. 
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Knowledge: B has A shadowed. B reads A‘s 
messages. B reads A‘s diary. 

The better the knowledge, the greater the trust. 



1. Major conceptual problems: The Disappointment of trust becomes a mere 
„surprise“

• What happens if B‘s expectation is disappointed because A does not behave as predicted?
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1. Major conceptual problems: The Disappointment of trust becomes a mere 
„surprise“

• What happens if B‘s expectation is disappointed because A does not behave as predicted?
• Prediction represents a cognitive expectation. 
• It is similar to the expectation that water will begin to boil, for example, at 70 degrees 

Celsius under normal conditions. 
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1. Major conceptual problems: The Disappointment of trust becomes a mere 
„surprise“

• What happens if B‘s expectation is disappointed because A does not behave as predicted?
• Prediction represents a cognitive expectation. 
• It is similar to the expectation that water will begin to boil, for example, at 70 degrees 

Celsius under normal conditions. 
• If this expectation is disappointed, then the expectation is rationally abandoned. One learns. 

This characterizes cognitive expectations.  

1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view
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Major problems of epistemic approaches of trust
1. Conceptual

a. Trust becomes indistinguishable from knowledge and control
b. The Disappointment of trust becomes a mere „surprise“

2. Practical 



2.   Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work? 
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2.   Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work? 
• The idea is that the question of trust is reduceable to a knowledge problem
• Evidence based on my experience, possibilites and inferences 
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2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?

Lahno‘s (2002) critique of the epistemic response:
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What I accept as evidence already depends on 
my trust or mistrust in the source that 
presents the evidence to me! 



2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?

Lahno‘s (2002) critique of the epistemic response:

 

1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 54

What I accept as evidence already depends on 
my trust or mistrust in the source that 
presents the evidence to me! 

ht
tp
s:/
/t
w
itt
er
.co
m
/r
ea
lD
on
al
dT
ru
m
p/
st
at
us
/2
03
56
85
71
14
88
00
00
1

https://twitter.com/realDonaldTrump/status/203568571148800001


2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?

Lahno‘s (2002) critique of the epistemic response:

 

1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 55

What I accept as evidence already depends on 
my trust or mistrust in the source that 
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What I accept as evidence already depends on 
my trust or mistrust in the source that 
presents the evidence to me! 
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1. Major conceptual problem: 
The empirical approach is based on impossible assumptions

Coady‘s line of argument

From the evidential point of view: 
(1) Only experience determines the extent to which we can trust others.
(2) This must therefore allow in principle there is to no correspondence between the 

statements of others and reality.
(3) But then there can be no statements, because there would not even be a language that 

we could learn. 

A language presupposes that there is a reliable match (a harmony of our judgements)! 
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Conclusion

If there is a language, we are by and large 
a priori justified 

in trusting others.
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The Epistemic View of Trust(worthiness)
2. Normative Reasons: The Assurance  View of Trust(worthiness)
3. Virtue Reasons: The Virtue View of Trust(worthiness)
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The normative answer: A takes responsibility for what is asserted

Richard Moran‘s New Paradigm:

The difference between “trusting in something“ and “trusting you“ 
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• The relationship between S and H is crucial 
• Here something is added, a security that does not and cannot exist 

in the evidential view:
• A offers B an assurance 
• On his/her own free will (not passively observed) 
• A is responsible for B‘s belief
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The conceptual problem with Moran‘s proposal: A Trust trilemma 

If trust is a reason, then I have no reason to trust.
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The conceptual problem with Moran‘s proposal: A Trust trilemma 

If trust is a reason, then I have no reason to trust.

This may seem acceptable at first, but it neglects the relationship!
Because I cannot explain
(1) why I trust this person but not that one
(2) how I make the distinction between trustworthy and untrustworthy people
(3) Worse, I can‘t even tell why I trust my best friend
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Conceptual issues: 
• Trust becomes an practice based on pure chance (without reason)
• Trust seems to be indistinguishable from naivity

Practical issues: 
• We cannot understand how we distinguish between trustworthy and non-

trustworthy people anymore (no base for this distinction) 
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The Epistemic View of Trust(worthiness)
2. Normative Reasons: The Assurance  View of Trust(worthiness)
3. Virtue Reasons: The Virtue View of Trust(worthiness)
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The virtue view of trust(worthiness)
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Three fundamental problem areas

1. Reason and trust

Evidential view

The more epistemic reasons I have, 
the less I need and can trust 

This is an absurd consequence 
because: the epistemic reasons are 
reasons for trustworthiness.

That means: if someone is utmost 
trustworthy, I can not trust him. 

Assurace view

I can not reasonably distinguish 
whom I trust and whom I don't 
trust.

I can not even explain why a good 
friend is trustworthy – which may 
even hurt him! 
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Three fundamental problem areas

2. Disappointment and trust

Evidential view

The moral response of disappointed 
trust can not be understood:

Not the other one disappointed me.

But I was wrong (=cognitively)

Assurace view

There is no possibility to learn when 
it is appropriate to trust and when it 
is not.

I always trust blindly

Without reasons
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Three fundamental problem areas

3. Trust vs. Risk calculation vs. Naivety

Evidential view

Trust cannot be distinguished from 
risk calculations

Assurace view

Trust cannot be distinguished from 
naivety
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When can B attribute virtue to A? 

1. B must recognise something in A’s behaviour that justifies attributing 
virtue to A

2. However, A must recognise the behaviour as virtuous for this purpose

3. For this, B in turn must recognise the behaviour as virtuous

4. To this end, both must recognise each other as trustworthy and 
trusting.
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The advantage of the virtue-based approach: 

The conceptual problems are resolved: 
• It combines an epistemic and normative perspective

• It does not turn our trust into predictive games or naivity
• It explains how we can learn to trust and be normatively hurt 

But some practical issues remain: 
• It is difficult to assess the virtues of other, especially in highly 

differentiated societies (scientists, physicians, lawyers, etc.)

• Trusts need to be elaborated and developed socially (community) 
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The Epistemic View of Trust(worthiness)
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3. Virtue Reasons: The Virtue View of Trust(worthiness)
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