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PROPOSITIONS 

1. Explanation-based thinking helps us to make sense of the facts. Bayesianism 

helps us to make sense of explanation-based thinking (chapter 2). 

2. ‘Bayesianism’ can refer to two distinct ideas: (i) an epistemic theory of rational 

proof, or (ii) the practical suggestion that using probabilistic tools improves our 

evidential reasoning. We need to distinguish these ideas to avoid confusion 

(chapter 2). 

3. Explanation-based thinking is an imperfect but useful heuristic for optimal 

Bayesian inference (chapter 2). 

4. A defendant can sometimes be convicted, even if there is a plausible alternative 

scenario, depending on how much the guilt scenario outperforms it (chapter 3). 

5. An implausible guilt scenario can be probable if we are sufficiently certain that 

there are no viable alternatives – known or unknown (chapter 3). 

6. Courts do not have to respond to the defendant’s scenario if it is obviously highly 

improbable, but not all improbabilities are obvious (chapter 4). 

7. If a scenario is confirmed by successful, risky predictions, we have more reason 

to believe that it is true than if it only explains known facts (chapter 5). 

8. When we determine whether to trust an eyewitness’s story it is useful to think of 

possible explanations for why they tell this story (chapter 6). 

9. We cannot know anything about unconceived alternative scenarios, except 

whether it is likely that they exist (chapter 7). 

10.  Some argue that a high probability of guilt can only lead to conviction if it is 

‘robust’. Others claim that conviction requires an ‘evidential probability’.  Both 

concern the same question: did we overlook exculpatory information? (chapter 

8) 



11. The more detailed a scenario, the more possibilities it excludes and the less 

probable it becomes, but the more confident we can be in our assessment of its 

probability (chapter 8). 

12. “We are bodies of broken bones. We all have our reasons. Sometimes we’re 

fractured by the choices we make; sometimes we’re shattered by things we would 

never have chosen. But our brokenness is also the source of our common 

humanity, the basis for our shared search for comfort, meaning, and healing. Our 

shared vulnerability and imperfection nurtures and sustains our capacity for 

compassion.” – Bryan Stevenson, Just Mercy: A Story of Justice and 

Redemption, page 289. 


