Alexander Antonovskiy

Against the belief-relative account of action

1. Eliminative thesis of Baron Reed

The Thesis of Prof Reed is directed against the concept of belief in its usual fashion as a singular, strong,
invariable conviction, which serves as the main foundation and explanation of human actions. There are
— according to Reed — some dangerous and risky situations where the respective belief does not work
properly anymore. In these cases the belief supposedly cannot explain and serve as the foundation for
the respective rational behavior. Therefore the notion of belief as such — as it is concluded in the paper —
loses its theoretical significance and should be eliminated. No rational explanative function — no belief,
such is the thesis.

Tesnc npod. b. Puga HanpasneH npoTms MnoHATMA belief Kak eaMHOro, HEM3IMEHHOro ybexaeHus,
KOTOPOE CNYXUT HaM yC/IoBMEM M 0ObACHAOWMM aKTOPOM YesloBEYECKOro AeicTaua. MimeloT mecTo,
oflHaKo, cornacHo b. Puay, pag cnydaes, Korga belief B cmbicne eauHOro, WAEHTMYHOTO BO BCEX
KOHTEKcTax ybexkaeHun, He paboTaeT. B psge cutyaumin ybexcoeHue AKOObl HE MOMKET CAYKUTb Os
06bACHEHUs pauMoHanbHoro gencreusa. Toraa, no Mmbican BapoHa Pupa, ybexaeHue, ecam u
CYLLLECTBYET, TEPAET CBOE TEOPETMYECKOoe 3HauyeHue. Begb OHO HU 15 YETO He CYKUT.



Quantitative credence vs. qualitative belief

And if it is not belief — what does then explain the human action and serve as its premise? The answer: it
is credence, i.e. some degree of subjective confidence in a certain state of affairs. Such credence merely
appears as an authentic belief. But in some risky circumstances it manifests the property of credence — it
means it displays its quantitative degree, which can be accordingly measured. To rely on respective
belief especially in some risky situation could be too dangerous. Say, some Moslems are convinced in
postmortem recompensation for a shaheed action. Nevertheless they do not act according to their
belief. Then their belief is rather merely credence.

A uTo Ke BmecTO belief Toraa ob6bacHAeT aencTene M CAyRUT ero ycnosue? OTBeT - KpeaeHuus, T.e.
BbICOKasi Mepa YBEPEHHOCTM B HEKOTOPOM OOCTOATENbCTBE. ITa KpeAeHLMA MOXKEeT AeNCTBUTENbHO
BbIMNAAETb KaK ybexaeHne, HO B PUCKOBAHHbIX CUTYaUMAX OHO NMPOABASAET CBOMCTBA KpeaeHuuwu, T.e.
HEKOTOPbIN KosuyecmeeHHbIl Xxapaktep. Beab NoNoXuTbCsA Ha ybexaeHWe B ero 06bIMHOM CMbIC/E,
KaK 6bl HM 6blIM Mbl B HEM YBEPEHbI, B HEKOTOPbIX PUCKOBAHHbIX C/TyYasX CAIMLWKOM onacHo. Hanpumep,
6ONbIIMHCTBO  MyCynbMaH YybexaeHbl B MNOCMEPTHOM BO3Z43aAHMM 33 aKUMM  LWAXMO0B, HO
BO34EP*KMBALOTCA OT TOro, YTO6bI CAMMM CTAHOBUTCA LLIAXMAOM W COBEPLUATb AENCTBUA B COOTBETCTBUMU C
3TUM yberkaeHunem.



My thesis: there are beliefs and they have great theoretical and practical significance

This view might seem intuitively appealing; however | will hold a different statement. The fact that a
belief does not always serve as such an explanative factor for a rational behavior should not require at
all that there are no beliefs but solely the credence.

There are some beliefs which per definition should not manifest themselves in actions, but preserve
their latent character. Such is the case of Galileo’s heliocentric belief after inquisition process; such is
the case of a spy’s behavior. The qualitative and unchangeable beliefs do not lose their theoretical
significance, but they play the foundational part in lives of human beings and especially of the society.
Some obvious instances of such beliefs are convictions in mathematical laws, analytical judgments,
some socially relevant values (“the just is better than the unjust”, “the health is better than malady” ). It
would be difficult to find a situation or context, where these maxima or laws would be valid only
partially. In any case it is so for the most people.

Y6exaeHunA CyLLecTByoT

Al cornawycb, 4TO YyberKaeHWe A[EWCTBUTENbHO He BCerga MOXKET CAYXUTb Ana ob6bAcHeHMA
paumoHanbHoro AencTena. Ho o3HayaeT /M 3TO, 4TO ybexaeHMI He CylecTByeT BOBCe, a €CTb
NCK/IOUMTENbHO KpeaeHUMN? MHe KayKeTca YMECTHbIMK [Ba YTBEPKAEHMA B OTHOWEHUK beliefs.

1. OueBMAHO, YTO CyLLECTBYIOT ybexaeHua, KoTopble AePUHWUTUBHO He AO0MXHbI BOMAOWATHCA B
OEeNCTBUAX, HO COXPaHAIOTCA NaTeHTHo. TakoBo ybexaeHwe lanunes B reavoueHTpM3Me W nocne
npurosopa WHKBU3ULMK, TaKoBbl YybexaeHWA WNUOHOB M pa3Bed4YMKoB. TakoBbl TpeboBaHUA
NOMIMTKOPPEKTHOCTU, He AonycKatoLlme NybAMYHOro BbipaXkeHMA AeNCTBUTENbHbIX NpeanoUTeHUA.

2. Yb6exaeHUs He yTpauMBaeT CBOK TEOPETUYECKYH 3HAYMMOCTb, @ HAobOPOT, WUrPalT B KU3HU
MHAMBMAA M ocobeHHO obuiecTBa ropasao 60/bly0 Po/b, YeM KpedeHuun. Mpumepsbl: ybexaeHua B
MaTeMaTMyecKMx 3akoHax(7+5=12), aHaNUTUYECKUX BbICKa3biBaHUAX (A=A), LEHHOCTHble CYy)AeHUs
(«cnpaBegMBOCTL  /lydlle, 4YeM HeCNpPaBeg/IMBOCTbY, «340pOBbe Jydwe 6onesHu»). TpygHo
NpeacTaBUTb KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPbIX Takue ybexxaeHus Bbipaxanun 6bl Kakne-To cmereHu BEPOATHOCTU
WNU cmeneHU YBEPEHHOCTU B HUX.



4. The translation difficulty of belief, and what it elucidates

Before justifying the existence of belief and theoretical significance of respective concept | would like to
attract attention to some difficulties in translation of belief into Russian. It could be useful for specifying
the meaning of this concept.

There are 3 version and at the same time 3 senses of the already established translation. It is translated
as a rather neutral opinion (MHeHue), as a mere faith into something (BepoBaHue) and as a strong
conviction (ybexxaeHue).

English word “belief” seems to unite these connotative meanings because they all have something in
common. It is the function of rationalization of action which makes all these meaning functionally
equivalent. Nevertheless in different contexts this supreme meaning splits into its parts and appears
sometimes as a blind faith, sometimes as strong conviction, sometimes as certain degree of confidence
(credence). In the most situations however these connotative distinctions are of no relevance. They all
require and explain the same action. So, | take my umbrella in both cases: in case when | have a strong
conviction that it is going to rains and also when | believe into the fifty-fifty probability of the coming

rain.
TpyAHOCTM NepeBOga U YTO OHU NPOACHAIOT

Mpexae Yyem neperTn K 06OCHOBAHMIO 3TUX ABYX TE3NCOB, A Obl YKa3aa Ha TPYLHOCTU MepeBosa 3TOro
NOHATUA, KOTOPbIt Ha MOM B3rNA4, KOE-YTO MPOACHAIT.  AHIMAWMIACKMIA Ccmbich NoHATue belief no-
BMAMMOMY 06beAMHAET HECKONbKO CMbICIOB MAM KOHHOTaUMMW, O/1A KOTOPbIX B PYCCKOM fA3blKe ecTb
cneumanbHble coBa. Ho BO BCeX 3TMX KOHHOTALMAX eCTb HeuTo obuwee. U 3to obuwee — dyHKUMA
«pauMoHaNM3aLmmn AencTBmA» U ero obbacHeHUn. Tem He MeHee, B pa3HbIX KOHTeKCTax belief npeactaet
TO Kak He Tpebylolee 060CHOBaHMA 8eposaHue uau ybexcdeHue, TO Kak NPOMEKYTOYHOE COCTOsHME,
T.e. onpeAefieHHan CTerneHb YBEPEHHOCTU (T.e. HEUTpasibHOE MHEHME WAW KpedeHuwda). [Ana moero
delicmeusa (Hanpumep, b6epy 30HMUK) B HOPMaAbHOM ciydyae 6e3pas3aAuUYHO, KaKoBa cmerneHb
ybexcdeHHocmu B byaywem poxgae. U cTporoe ybexcdeHue, N NATUAECATUNPOLEHTHOE ros02aHUe
MMeIoT CNeACTBUEM MO Hce caMmoe AencTBUe.



5. Pragmatic reasons to preserve belief as a supreme notion for (1) absolute conviction and (2)
for some degree of confidence that p.

It is theoretically important to preserve belief because of some pragmatic reasons. Thus we can preserve
the general meaning for all degrees of confidence. If there is something that unites all connotations,
then there ought to be a respective concept. A human being simply could not orient herself, if it would
always take into account the specific situations and contexts and for each one would have to apply an
appropriate degree of belief. To learn something presupposes to generalize some situations and
contexts. To perform risky action seems often to be useful because it spares us some energy and
memory. And in order to act risky we have to act on base of uncertain beliefs (credence) as if they are
our beliefs. To combine in one supreme concept both the mere credence and a strong belief seems to
be an important economical strategy. Otherwise a person instead of prompt action would lose her
precious time to come to know the particulars and degrees of her confidence. And precisely dangerous
situations require risky action and not a deliberative reasoning about measures of our conviction and
beliefs.

In a normal case a strong justified belief and conviction on the one hand and probabilistic statement on
the other hand often do not differ in their function towards respective action. Therefore in most
everyday cases there is no necessity of this “second slot” where is to be written the epistemic status of a
content of first slot.

MparmaTuueckre oCHOBaHUA, UTOObI COXPaHUTb NOHATUE YOeXKOeHUA KaK 86epX08H0O20 NOHAMUA U ANA
a6contoTHOM ybeXxxaeHHOCTH, U ANA 0cObeHHOI cTeneHn YBEPEHHOCT!.

MoHaTre “belief” BakHO coxpaHUTb B NparmMaTMY4eCKOM CMmbicie. BaxKHO coxpaHATb obuwjeli cmbicn ans
BCEX CTeneHel yBepeHHOCTU. BeAb ec/in ecTb YTO-TO, YTO ObObeauHAEeT BCE KOHHOTALUMM, TO A/A
cooTBeTcTBylOWEro ¢eHoMeHa, fO0/KHO 6biTb  HasBaHue. Yenosek npocto 6bl He cmor
OPWMEHTMPOBATLCA, €CM Bbl BCErga YyYM/ICA y4uTbiBaTb JUWb cneumbuyeckme cutyaumu. Yumtbea —
3HAYMT ymeTb 0606WWaTb CUTyaumMm M B 3TOM CMbICie — fOeiCTBOBaTb PUCKOBAHHO. [encTBoBaTb
PUCKOBAHHO O3HAYaeT AeNCTBME Ha OCHOBE HEeLOCTOBEPHbIX GpAKTOB MAK, KaK 6y0mo OHM A0CTaTOYHO
[OCTOBEPHbI. Peub NAET O BaXKHON «3KOHOMMWYECKOMN» CTpaTernn. B npoTMBHOM cayvae UHAUBUA, MOMKET
nyTaTbCA B camopedepeHLUManbHbIX pacyeTax CTeneHel CBOeil yBepeHHOCTU MO OTHOLUEHMIO K KaKAoW
KOHKPETHON CUTyauMm u TepaTb AparoueHHoe Bpems, BMECTO Toro Ytobbl AeicTBoBaTb 6bicTpo. Kak
COPOKOHOKKa, KOTOpan 3ayManachb, C KaKoW HOrM el MOWTU, U He cmorna 6bl MOWTU HU C O4HOM.

B HopmanbHOM cnyydae M cTporo obOCHOBaHHOE M MPOCTO BEPOATHOE MOAAraHWA WAN MHEHUSA
bYHKUMOHANBbHO 3KBMBAIEHTHbI MO OTHOLWIEHUIO K AelcTButo. [osTomy B 60abLUMHCTBE NOBCEAHEBHbIX
cnyyaeB He TpebyeTtca emopoli ayeliku, Kyaa 6bl 3anNUCbIBaNCA 3NUCTEMUYECKUIA CTATyC COAEPIKAHUS
nepsoli ayeliKu.



6. Beliefs as convictions (social values, mathematical laws, analytical judgments)

In addition to the role of belief as such a supreme concept there are also cases of beliefs where the
second slot is simply redundant.

The question here is about beliefs understood as strong convictions towards to which some subjective
certitude that p would equal 100 percent. We can think of statements like “2 + 2 = 4” or “the capital
punishment is not permitted”. This kind of beliefs is qualitative per definition. It means that either there
is some belief or there is no belief at all. This kind of belief has no intermediate degrees. Contrary to
credence they manifest themselves and do not disappear in any context. They remain identical as a kind
of inner experience (the case of Marie’s abstaining from answer and the case of Galileo) in spite of the
fact that a person does not proclaim this conviction publically.

Cnyuait HeM3meHHbIX ybexkaeHuni (LeHHOCTH, 1oruyeckme TaBToIornKN, maTemaTuueckme cyxaeHus)

B HeKoTOpbIX C/lyyanx BTOpas syelika npeacraBnfeTca M3bbiTouHon. Peub naet o belief Kak conviction,
roe cybbeKkTMBHasA BEPOATHOCTb TOr0, YTO HEYTO TaKOBO, KaK OHO ecTb, paBHO 100 npoueHTOB. Takoro
poga ybexaeHua onpefensAloTcs KayecTBEHHO MO onpegeneHuto. Mam oHU ecTb, UM HeKoTopoe
YTBEPKAEHNE YybexaeHMemM He sBAAeTcA. B oTAnuMe OT KpedeHUW, OHM MPOABAAKTCA BO BCEX
COOTBETCTBYIOLLMNX CUTYaLUAX — €CAM He ABHO, TO NaTeHTHO. OnA HUX BBOAUTb OOMOJIHUTEJIbHYIO
3MUCTEMMYECKYIO AYENKY BEPOATHOCTU HE UMEET CMbIC/1a.



7. Theoretical significance of belief and credence

Prof. Baron Reed seems to reduce beliefs to credences — to the quantitatively different degrees of
confidence in some circumstance, whereas the beliefs (as qualitative and singular convictions) are
considered to be a theoretically insignificant phenomenon - apparently since they do not find any
material expression in some kind of behavior or action.

Contrary to this | think however that the set of beliefs as convictions preserved in all (including
dangerous and risky) situations is sufficiently large or even endless and may be even broader than the
set of quantified credences. The set of beliefs about mathematical laws for example is limitless and
open.

TeopeTuuecKoe 3HaueHue y6exaeHna U KpeaeHuum

BapoH Pua, obbAcHAET OeicTBuA 4Yepes KpeaeHUMM, Yepes KOMYECTBEHHO PasHAIOLWLMECA CTerneHu
ybexaeHHoCTM. Mexay Tem ybexaeHus, Kak KayeCTBeHHO BblParKeHHble NnofaraHusa, Kotopble Anb6o
MMeEIOT MecTo, IM60 MX HET, PacCMaTPMUBAIOTCA KaK TEOPEeTUYECKN Mano3HauYMMbli peHomeH. T.K. no ero
MHEHMIO, OHU HEe MOAYYaloT MaTepuasibHOrO BbiPasKeHWUA B BUAE COOTBETCTBYIOWMX U HabaloAaeMblxX
aencteuii (cneacteni).

MHe npeacTaBAAETCA, YTO MHOMXECTBO yb6exKAeHUN (T.e. COXpaHAEMbIX BO BCEX KOHTEKCTax U CamblIX
PUCKOBaHHbIX CUTyauMsaX ybexaeHuid) ropasgo LMpe, YemM MHOMECTBO K8AHMUGUUUPYemMbixX
ybexaeHu (T.e. KpeAeHUMI) N AaXKe MOXKET paccMaTpUBaTbCA Kak becKoHeYHoe U OTKpbIToe. TakoBbIM
6ECKOHEYHbIM MHOMKECTBOM SABAAETCA MHOXECTBO YOeXAEHWM B 3N1eMeHTapHbIX apudMeTUUEeCKUX
NONOXKEHWA.



8. The case of Maria

In the case of Maria she apparently preserves her identical belief about Hasdrubal in both her games.
But in each game she acts differently. And supposedly as her belief is only observable and explainable
through her different acting, it is concluded that she has different (degrees of) beliefs in each game. It
looks like a paradox which can be eliminated through the Baron Reed’s idea of two slots for each mental
statement. The one is for its description; the other accounts for its epistemic status (i.e. subject’s
evaluation of its probability or degree of subject’s confidence in this belief).

This two-slot-interpretation allows explaining this paradoxical “preservation” of Maria’s belief in the first
descriptive slot. At the same time it demonstrates the difference of two beliefs — the difference in
changeable epistemic properties of this belief. The degree of confidence is changeable from game to
game, but what is measured by this degree, the content of belief, always remains the same.

But could this — at first side such obvious — distinction of two slots mean that all beliefs are at bottom
the credences? Or could it mean that there are no pure beliefs in proper sense — as singular, not
divisible and qualitative convictions? | would not agree with this eliminativistic thesis. It is absolutely
possible that there is an autonomic realm of convictions that have their own history and their own
hierarchy not always and not obligatory manifested in behavior and acts.

Cny4yait Mapum

Mapus o4eBUOHO coxpaHaem ybexaeHne B 06enx Urpax, Ho B KaXKAo0M AeNCTBYEeT No-pasHOMY. ITo, Kak
YTBEPKAAETCA, 03HAYAET, YTO B Pa3HbIX Urpax OHa MMeeT pasHble ybexaeHus. Bo3HMKaeT napagokKc:
HeKkoTopoe B cebe MAEHTUYHOE yberKaeHWe COXPaHAETCA B CO3HaHWM Mapuu, HO B KaxKgoW urpe atu
ybexaeHns okasbiBaloTcAa pasHbimM. CTpaTervsa AByX Adeek b. Puaa ycTpaHseT napagokc. T.K. oHa
No3Bo/IAET 06BACHUTL HEKOE «COoXpaHeHne» ybexkaeHuit y Mapuu (B nepBoii sYelike), U 0g4HOBPEMEHHO
NnokasblBaeT MX PasNMYHOCTL (BO BTOpOM Adyeitke). Beab cmeneHb ybexpeHua (OT wrpbl K urpe)
MEHSAETCA, HO TO, YTO M3MEPAETCA 3TOM MEpPOoW, T.e. CaMo coaeprKaHue ybeXKOeHMA, OCTaeTCcA TEM Ke
CaMbIM.

Ho o03HayaeT /M 3Ta WMHTYMTMBHO O4YEBMAHAA CTPaTerua, 4YTO BCAKoe ybexaeHue O0/XKHO
peayumMpoBaTbCa K KpeaeHumMam? M passe 03HayaeT 3TOT NPUMep, YTO He cyliectsyeT ybexaeHui B
YUCTOM BMAE, T.€. CUMHIYAAPHbIX KBAaJUTAaTUBHbIX YTBEPKAEHUWA, KOTOPble HE MOryT BbiTb M3MepEeHbI
cTeneHAMM y6eKAeHHOCTN B HEKOTOPOM MOOKEHUM en?

Al He cornawycb C 3TUM 3/JIMMWHATUCTCKMM Te3ncom. Ha moi B3rifg, BO3MOXKHO CyLLeCTBOBaHWE
aBTOHOMHOWM cdepbl, chepbl yoeRaeHM, KOTopble MMET COBCTBEHHYIO UCTOPUIO, HE BOMJIOLLEHHYIO B
AencTeuax. Mexay uctopuein AencTBUMit U UCTOpMeln onbiTa ecTb 6e3ycnoBHas cBA3b. HeKoTopble
nccneaoBaTeNn HasblBaOT 3TO CTPYKTYPHbIM CONPAMKEHUEM.



9. Case of Galileo

Here again | would like to refer to case of Galileo. Having his heliocentrical belief Galileo in his
dangerous situation did act wholly rational precisely concealing his beliefs. This case obviously
demonstrates that in some situations it seems to be rational to act contrary to some own beliefs and
exactly through this contrary-to-belief behavior to preserve these beliefs. The other cases would be
examples of a spy, a criminal, and first of all — the norms of political correctness.

Mpumep MNanunes.

lanuneli B cBoelt oOMacHOM cuUTyauuu, OYeBUAHO, He AeWCTBYeT B COOTBETCTBUU C ybexaeHuem
refvoueHTpmama. Takoe BosaepskaHMe OT AENCTBUA MOJIHOCTbIO PaLMOHaNbHO. YTO cBUAETENbCTBYET O
TOM, YTO [AelCTBUE, NPOTUBHbIE COBCTBEHHbIM YHEXKAEHUAM, He CBUAETEeNbCTBYIOT MPOTUB HAaAUYMA ITUX
ybexaeHnit, a HanpoTUB — MO3BONAIOT COXPaHATb cBOM yb6exaeHuAa. TakoBbl M TpeboBaHMA
NOJIMTKOPPEKTHOCTK, Npeanosararlme cBoboay coxpaHATb yoexaeHus, Ho Tpebytloume AenNcTBOBaTbL B
COOTBETCTBUU C YYXKUMU OXKNOaHUAMMN.



10. Concluding remarks

Prof. Baron Reed absolutely right in cases where he reveals that certain supposed beliefs actually turn
out to be merely credences. But this observation does not mean that the set of genuine beliefs would be
reduced to none or to credences; and that this phenomenon and the respective concept should lose its
theoretical significance. In my opinion belief is not the highest gegree of credence. It is qualitatively
other kind of experience or relation to reality.

The concept of belief could not be eliminated as a concept because it refers to two classes of important
phenomena and accordingly has theoretical relevance in two senses:

- on the one hand the belief is a supreme notion, which encompasses both its connotations: (1)
the absolute confidence in some state of affairs and (2) the probabilistic opinions with different
degrees of subject’s certainty that something has place. The both phenomena have something
in common, namely — their identical role towards human acting: it is irrelevant (in normal case)
for an action what degree of certainty a person has in her belief (the umbrella case);

- on the other hand belief should preserve its theoretical importance as a mental content which
does not change its quality in the very different contexts and situations independently of
whether it manifests itself as an action or remains concealed within an individual consciousness.

BbiBOAbI:

B3pOoH NpaB., KOraa yKasbiBaeT Ha TO, YTO HeKoTopble ybexAeHNA Ha NOBEePKY OKa3blBalOTCA BCEro Nnllb
KpeaeHumamu. Ho 3To He 03HavaeT, YTo Kaacc yoexXaeHU CyLecTBEHHO YMeHbluaeTca. YoerkaeHue He
MOKeT MOHMMATbCA KaK BbIClIAA CcTeneHb KpedeHuun. YbeskaeHue - 3TO KayecTBEeHHO WHOW BuUA
OTHOLIEHUSA K peanbHOCTU. Camo ybexaeHne Henb3a 3/IMMUHUPOBATb, T.K. OHO MMEET TeOPETUYECKYHO
3HAYMMOCTb B ABYX CMbIC/ax. Bo-nepBbiX, 3TO BEpxOBHOEe MOHATME, Bbupalolwee B cebs Bce CBOU
KOHHOTaUuMn: 1 abcontoTHOM ybexaeHHOCTU B 4eM-1nbo, U BEPOATHOCTHOTO MHeHUuA. Ona aelicTeus,
06bACHAEMOro ybexkaeHnem, Bce 3T TOHKME AUCTMHKUMKM B HOPManbHOM c/lyyae 6e3pasnunyHbl. Bo-
BTOpPbIX, y6e>K,u,eHme MOXXeT NOHUMATbCA U KaK TO, YTO HE MEHAET CBOEero cogep*aHnAa B CaMbIX Pa3HbIX
cuTyaumax, 6e30THOCUTENbHO K TOMY, MPOABAAETCA AU OHO B AEWCTBUM, MAM OCTaeTCA CKPbITbIM
pPaMKamMmun TIMYHOTO NCUXNUYECKOro onbITa.

Thus, all said is my authentic belief.



