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Analysis of Newcomb’ s Problems from the Perspective of
Epistemic Blindspots Theory

SHI Hong-ji
( Department of Philosophy, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: Since Nozick raised Newcomb’s problem, there has been a fierce debate about its basic crux
and its way out. Applying the Epistemic Blindspots Theory proposed by Sorensen and improved by Koons, et
al. can not only reveal the essence of Newcomb’s problem, but also point out a new way to resolve the conflict
between causal decision theory ( CDT) and evidence decision theory (EDT). In the context of the Newcomb
story, although EDT is superior to CDT due to considerations involving the realization of choice behavior, this
does not mean that EDT can completely solve the problem. When the decision—making behavior is regarded as
a perfect intervention, the best solution to Newcomb’s problem is to choose two boxes, but the choice is based
only on the characteristics of the decision-making causal structure, not CDT.

Key words: Newcomb’s problem; behavioral decisions; epistemic Blindspots; paradoxes

TAERA  RIEAR)

(DEaswaran, K. “A classification of Newcomb problems and decision theories” , Synthese, 2019,196(4) :1-20.

@Lewis, D. “Why ain’ cha rich? ”.Nowis, 1981, 15(3) ;. 377-380.

@ Greene, P. “Success—first Decision Theories” , In Newcomb’s Problem( Classic Philosophical Arguments) ( ed. A. Ahmed). Cambridge U-
niversity Press, 2018, pp.115-137.

39



