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Abstract

Bayesianism, in its traditional form, consists of two claims about rational cre-
dences. According to the first claim, probabilism, rational credences form a prob-
ability function. According to the second claim, conditionalization, rational cre-
dences update by conditionalizing on new evidence. The simplicity and elegance
of classical Bayesianism make it an attractive view. But many have argued that this
simplicity comes at a cost: that it requires too many idealizations.

This thesis aims to provide a justification of classical Bayesianism. Chapter
One defends probabilism, classically understood, against the charge that by requir-
ing credences to be precise real numbers, classical Bayesianism is committed to
an overly precise conception of evidence. Chapter Two defends conditionalization,
classically understood, against the charge that epistemic rationality consists only of
synchronic norms. Chapter Three defends both probabilism and conditionalization
against the objection that they require us, in some circumstances, to have credences
that we can know are not as close to the truth as alternatives that violate Bayesian
norms.
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