rtctemberg

FUR WISSENSCHAFT, FORSCHUNG UND KUNST

TECHNISCHE
UNIVERSITAT
DARMSTADT

2
oA

2u

Pl

Prof. Dr. Andreas Kaminski



The general question H L R|S

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 2



.....
........

The general question H L R|S{.:

'''''''''''
.....

. QSkS QO(Q Ioak
.+ tellg that P

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 3



ooooo
........

The general question H L R|S{.:

...........
.....

mohec a decicion
ow LVhat lbacis

(IZEW;{ o& TCG\SO\«)

A B

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 4



.....
......
.........

The general question: Kinds or reason? HLR|S §:

........
.......
.....

On what kind of reasons could B base her or his decision on?



.....
........

.......
R S .:::::.:::.:.':::.
H I s
s

B
.......
.....

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 evidential view of
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* Being trustworthy means in this case:
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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 m
at least greater than that A behaves differently
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

The language of the evidential view:

Evidence: Epistemic reasons

Expectation: Prediction evide,c,

Trust: Positive expectation m
Distrust: Negative expectation

Relationship: Non-personal A B

N W NH
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons

LOOA,V.

T&U.\'u.é
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

Lellin é | @he Washington Post

Democracy Dies in Darkness
mohes a decision
ow the bacs o]l
o C W

C 1A
- O T ]

A - Soc{d-mh«m‘m‘nc}éiie iudicators
. olegaolu\c
ARERY
Sanchious S(L‘— iulerst

Trump’s false or misleading claims total 30,573 over 4 years

The Fact Checker

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 20



1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view HLR|S
I

1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

104 Loaw

‘ New Credit

FICOSCORE I 15¢ b @ dlecisio

dewl‘Hm(ory ow the bq".s g,{
— CrediL h;s&ma
A —  $0¢10-eCouowic~ iudicators
= depedenc
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Soumchious S(L‘— v h.rs&
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Payment History
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

LOOA,V.

FICO Score

Payment history (35%)

makec a decicion

The first thing any lender wants to know is whether you've paid past credit accounts
on the bacs g

on time. This helps a lender figure out the amount of risk it will take on when Credil gk
—_ ed< ]
extending credit. This is the most important factor in a FICO Score. A _ SOC‘.O_QCM;.(: edicators B
= depedenc
AR

Sowmchious S(L‘— iuterst
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators

LOOA,V.

T&U.(u.é

mahes a decicion mohes a decicion
ow the bacis o.{

tw :
ow e bacs o]l e
- claiug L,;ss«,.:é — Credt  highor

A —  $ocial-toumunicatite iudicalors B A - j:c\'::j(ouom:(, i"d‘-CA"m B
= j‘?holt(\ca / ? T‘J
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

b. Indicators
e.g. Microexpression

Te,u(ué

mohes a decicion
ow  the bacs o]l

- cladg h(s‘(or\hé

A —  Social-toumunicatite iudicators
- olegaolu\c
ARARY
Sanchious S(L‘— iuterst

Figure 5C Felt smile Figure 6 False smile
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view
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H L R|S

1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons

Track-R g Forensic criteria of witness
a. rack-Records evaluation
b. Indicators

1. Glaubwiirdigkeitskriterien, die sich aus dem Verlauf der Aus-
sageentwicklung ergeben:

a) Konstanz der Aussage iiber mehrere, zeitlich auseinander-
liegende Befragungen,

b) Art und Entstehungsweise spdterer Erginzungen.

2. Glaubwiirdigkeitskriterien, die sich aus dem Aussage-

T&lt\.bgé inhalt ergeben:

a) Detaillierungsgrad und inhaltliche Besonder-
heiten — u. a. vom Zeugen wiedergegebene:

Gespriche,

Eigenseelische Vorgiinge,

PhinomenmifBiges und Nichtverstandenes,
Vielgestaltige Verflechtungen mit duBeren Umstinden,

mokec a decicion

Komplikationen,
onw the bacs g Reaktionsketten,
§ . Inhaltliche Verschachtelungen,
- clas ;
iy h Ssm\“é . ' Ausgefallene Einzelheiten,
A —  Social-toumunicatite iudicators B b) Delik ische Inhalte
= 0{29“%‘3 ) elikttypische In .
/ \ 8. Glaubwiirdigkeitskriterien, die sich aus der Aussageweise
Soumclious S(L‘— iwterst - .

ergeben:

dacherlébende Gefihlsbeteiligung,
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators

Some Sociodemographic Indicators Loaw

Address, Frequency of moves, Social milieu, Gender,

Marital status, Age, Number of children, Household rahec @ decicion

type, Education level, Professional qualification, ow  the boacie of

i — Credl  hishor
Occupation Type of employment, Length of employment A D il B
Employer, ... B j“’““"?‘;\

Sounchous S(L‘— iuterst
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

LOOA,V.

T&U.(u.é

mahes a decicion mohes a decision
ow the bacs Oll

ow  the bacs o]l o
- claiug h(s&or:é — Credit  hishor

A —  Social-toumunicatite iudicators B A —  $0€10-eLlouownic iudicators B
= fQMT‘J - jegemlevca
so\hc‘—iaug S(q— l’\q{'USt sc\hd—iaus S(L‘— v l’cfst
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

Teu;ké T ST

TRUST JRTHINESS

mokec a decicion
onw the bacse o]l

- cladg h(s‘(or\hé

A —  Social-toumunicatite iudicators B
- depeaden
P \ |

7
Sownchious S(L‘— iulerst

RUSSELL HARDIN
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records

b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

LOOA,V.

Foundations

of

mahes a decicion

SOClal 7 ow the bacse o{
— Credit  highor
T?OEOT')] A — Socio- ecouc)wu‘r,:8 iudicators B
E S il - JQQMMLJ
JAMES 9 / \
@@ISEINIFAIN] Gounckous  Sell-iutesst
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

Colemans decision model:

LOO&I&
p = chance of receiving gain (the probability that
the trustee is trustworthy)
L = potential loss (if trustee is untrustworthy)
G = potential gain (if trustee is trustworthy)

makec a decicion

Decision: yes if == 1s greater than G ow  the loags 0{
.. . p L — Credit  highor
indifferent lft——p— equals 6 A — $0¢10-elouommic iudicators B
- olego..o(u\c&
no if —2— is less than L $ { s\ iwterst
= ) G aneHous <L‘—'\«
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1. Evidence: Epistemic reasons
a. Track-Records
b. Indicators
c. Strategic considerations

Colemans decision model:

LOO&I&
p = chance of receiving gain (the probability that l
the trustee is trustworthy)
L = potential loss (if trustee is untrustworthy)
G = potential gain (if trustee is trustworthy)

makec a decicion

Decision: yes if == 1s greater than G ow  the loags 0{
.. . p L — Credit  highor
indifferent lft——p— equals 6 A — $0¢10-elouommic iudicators B
- olego..o(u\c&
no if —2— is less than L $ { s\ iwterst
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

i

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. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

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

O\/e(w\nblm:u

redlict;
-L\'\.A:?A Wil bg\::uc
iw ble UOQJ B Qa.ke to
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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 Bin A

* Knowledge and especially control are great reasons to improve the prediction

Control: B threatens A with strong sanctions (e.g. OVerwhelmmic

violence). On this basis, B forms the prediction that €\/Lo(¢»,c9_

A will behave as B wishes. Preclichion
-g\ndl; A Wl Bewave
The greater the control, the better justified is B's i the way B Qes to

trustin A A B
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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 Bin A

* Knowledge and especially control are great reasons to improve the prediction

O\/e( WMM;M

Control: B threatens A with strong sanctions (e.g.

violence). On this basis, B forms the prediction that €\/Lo(¢»,c9_

A will behave as B wishes. Preclichion
-g\ndl; A Wl Bewave
The greater the control, the better justified is B's i the way B Qes to

trustin A A B
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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 Bin A

* Knowledge and especially control are great reasons to improve the prediction

O\/e( ‘IQMN“;M.

Knowledge: B has A shadowed. B reads A's ‘
messages. B reads A's diary. €\/t,o(e\,,c€_

’P(edic-l—;ok
The better the knowledge, the greater the trust. deek’ A Wil oehawe
iw ble DOQJ B Qa_“\-s 'LO

A B
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view

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 Bin A

* Knowledge and especially control are great reasons to improve the prediction

“: Seewms AMOCC. Q?me)\:\qj(e ko &1{)
hat B does mok meeal to keust A

Knowledge: B has A shadowed. B reads A’s 0"3“:""“1”“‘“
messages. B reads A's diary. €\/t,o(e\,,c€_
’P(edic-l—;ok
The better the knowledge, the greater the trust. Luek’ A Wil Yoehaw
iw ble wey B vale Lo
ouodl  ooes amob b A A B
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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?

Pr eal; eiow
(S | ;Sq(ﬂpoiu{'m\

A B
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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?

* Predicition represents a cognitive expectation.

Pr eal; eiow
(s d;sq(ﬂpoiu‘\'m\

A B
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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.
’P(edic_-l-;o‘_‘
(S disq(ﬂpoiu‘\'go\

A B
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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.
?(edic_-l-;ou
(S d‘sq(ﬂpoiu‘\'co\

A B

7N

act le&mo

o{ abet
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view

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
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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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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?
* The idea is that the question of trust is reduceable a knowledge problem

* Evidence based on my experience, possibilites and inferences

1. Track record model 2. Indicator Observable X

e.g., voice, interest, gestures

Number of true statements Number of people observed X
Number of statements Number of true statements

= Probability of being = Probability of being trustworthy
trustworthy

Both variants are reductively empirical: a problem of knowledge
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

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

Coady's criticism: reduction to own experience not feasible

1. Track record model 2. Indicator Observable X
how olo | ko e.g., voice, interest, gestures

bnad Yhesy ace hue L

Number of(true statements Number of people observed X
Number of statements Number @tements

= Probability of being = Probability of being trustworthy
trustworthy

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

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

Coady's critique of Hume: Q/

/\,O\aa .

1. Reduction does not succeed

Reduction means reduction to my own experience

Then | only know in a few cases, Or | assess the truth of the

based on my own experience, statements of others by the
which statements are true experience of others, what is true
That is why | am interested in the Then | am depending on others -
knowledge of others in the first not my own experience

place
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

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

@he Washington Post

Democracy Dies in Darkness

Trump’s false or misleading claims total 30,573 over 4 years

Introducing
our premier
daily podcast.

i
REPORTS

Sound.

The Fact Checker
{ t Trump during his White House tenure. Here's what we learned. (Adriana Usero/The

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 51
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2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?
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2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?

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

What | accept as evidence already depends on

my trust or mistrust in the source that
presents the evidence to me!
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2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?

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

Donald J. Trump & Y
@realDonaldTrump

Let's take a closer look at that birth certificate.
@BarackObama was described in 2003 as being "born
in Kenya."

Tweet Ubersetzen

What | accept as evidence already depends on

my trust or mistrust in the source that
presents the evidence to me!

Shocker! Obama still 'Kenyan-born' in 2007 - WND
While some quickly dismissed as an anomaly yesterday's explosive revelation that
Barack Obama's former literary agency billed him as "born in Kenya" back in 199...
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

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

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

STATE OF HAWAI CERTIFICATE OF LIVE BIRTH SO AATMAEF OB NEALTHY
1 meoq5p 61 10631

‘YQM‘IMN-I (Type or print) 1b.  Middle Name le. Last Name
il
i BARACK HUSSEIN OBAMA, IT

— |4 W Twin or Triplet, [Sa Month
Chil
m) ME]..M.D-':« Do August 4
Location 6b.

6085 Kalanianaole Highway
Mailing Address 3

|

What | accept as evidence already depends on

L Ful ‘of Father 9. of Fal
| Barack HUSSEIN q
e of Father [T1. Birthplace (liand. Sare o Foreign Couairy)
e 25 Kenya, East Africa » - 3 Unjiversity
i3 Fui ¥

my trust or mistrust in the source that
presents the evidence to me!

A!I‘ll

During Preguancy [17b.  Date Last Worked

Parent (] 185, Date of Signature
@A $-7</
S| 19b. Date of Signature

2B § </

; "' =S T

P| 1
APR 25 20 gg S O ?\\D
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S
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2. Major practical problems: Does the evidential approach work?

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

Donald J. Trump & W
@realDonaldTrump

An 'extremely credible source' has called my office and

_ told me that @BarackObama's birth certificate is a
What | accept as evidence already depends on o

my trust or mistrust in the source that R | |
presentS the eV|dence tO mel 10:23 nachm. - 6. Aug. 2012 - Twitter Web Client

23.654 Retweets  21.334 ,Gefallt mir"-Angaben
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1. Major conceptual problem:
The empirical approach is based on impossible assumptions
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1. Epistemic Reasons: The evidential view H L R|S

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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1. Major conceptual problem:
The empirical approach is based on impossible assumptions

Coady's criticism: reduction to own experience not feasible

1. Track record model 2. Indicator Observable X

e.g., voice, interest, gestures

Number of true statements Number of people observed X
Number of statements Number of true statements
= Probability of being— O = Probability of being trustworthy

trustworthy é
4
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1. Major conceptual problem:
The empirical approach is based on impossible assumptions

Conclusion

If there is a language, we are by and large

a priori justified

in trusting others.
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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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Moran’s critique of the evidential view:

04.08.23

In the Evidential view, | do not trust the other person.

| trust either my own
cognitive faculty (Hume)

—\ .IV\Ot‘ "a\’tﬂs

- Observing
- Searching for evidence
- Inductive reasoning

Or | trust the generalized other
(Coady)

But my trust does not refer to you!

We have apriori evidence

Our relationship does not count

Andreas Kaminski 68
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Moran’s insight:

T~

Trustor Trustee

to a form of evidence. And yet it is the special relations of
telling someone, being told, and accepting or refusing an-
other’s word that are the home of the network of beliefs we
acquire through human testimony. And these relations, I
hope to show, provide a kind of reason for belief that is

categorically different from that provided by evidence.

HLRIS

04.08.23

Andreas Kaminski

[Moran 2005: 4]
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Moran‘s insight:

T

Trustor Trustee

* 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)

* Aisresponsible for B's belief
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The conceptual problem with Moran‘s proposal: A Trust trilemma

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

This may seem acceptable at first, but it neglects the relationship!

Because | cannot explain
(1) why | trust this person but not that one

(2) how | make the distinction between trustworthy and untrustworthy people

(3) Worse, | can‘t even tell why | trust my best friend
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politics The Biden Presidency Facts First US Elections Edition v Q @

Woman who lost father to Covid-19: 'His only preexisting
condition was trusting Donald Trump'

) By Paul LeBlanc, CNN
% ) Updated 1334 GMT (2134 HKT) August 18, 2020

E NEWS & BUZZ

Trump Organizatior
after golf course cc
canceled...

Analysis: Ron John:
the hard way this w

Trusting Trump cost my father's life: Woman who lost father to coronavirus speaks out 02:19
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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)

04.08.23 Andreas Kaminski 74



.....
........

.....
elemeetele
eleleaieiey
SR
st
" tatetettetetety
RIS

ey
.......
.....

1. Epistemic Reasons: The Epistemic View of Trust(worthiness) v_
2. Normative Reasons: The Assurance View of Trust(worthiness) v~

3. Virtue Reasons: The Virtue View of Trust(worthiness)



3. Virtue Reasons
The virtue view of trust(wor

|
N 2
v,’? [ 4

P



3. Normative Reasons: The assurance view H L R S

Three fundamental problem areas

Evidential view

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

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

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

1. Reason and trust

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

| can not even explain why a good
friend is trustworthy — which may
even hurt him!




3. Normative Reasons: The assurance view H L R S

Three fundamental problem areas

2. Disappointment and trust

Evidential view

The moral response of disappointed

There is no possibility to learn when
trust can not be understood:

it is appropriate to trust and when it
is not.

Not the other one disappointed me. | always trust blindly

But | was wrong (=cognitively) Without reasons



3. Normative Reasons: The assurance view HLR|S

Three fundamental problem areas

3. Trust vs. Risk calculation vs. Naivety

Evidential view

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

RN

A B

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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When can B attribute virtue to A?

vitue-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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When can B attribute virtue to A?

RN

A B

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

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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When can B attribute virtue to A?

/\ B
A B :

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 Forthis B o tha bahay .

4. To this end, both must recognise each other as trustworthy and
trusting.
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When can B attribute virtue to A?

RN

A B

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

trusting:
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The advantage of the virtue-based approach:

The conceptual problems are resolved:
* |t combines an epistemic and normative perspective
* |t 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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