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Albert's first objection:

“The worry ... is that the question at which
this entire :pmgmm is aimed, the question out
of which this entire program arises, seems like
the wrong guestion. The question to which
this program is addressed are questions of what
we would do if we believed that the fission
hypothesis were correct. But the question at
issue here is precisely whether to believe that
the fission hypothesis is correct! And what
needs to be looked into, in order to answer that
question, has nothing whatever to do with how
we would act if we believed that the answer to
that question were “yes”. What needs to be
looked into... is the empirical adeguacy of that
hypothesis. What needs to be looked into... 1s
whether or not the truth of that hypothesis is
explanatory of our empirical experience. ...
And the fission hypothesis (since it 1s
committed to the claim that all such
experiments have all possible cutcomes with
all possible frequencies) is structurally
mcapable of explaining anything like
{particular relative frequencies].

“The decision-theoretic program seems to act
as if what primarily and in the first instance
stands in need of being explained about the
world 1s why we bet the way we do. But this is
crazy!”
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