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Abstract

This paper defends two theses. The first is that the accept of a conditional statement depends on
the degree of evidential support between its antecedent and consequent. The Evidential Support
(ES) model is grounded in Douven’s idea, which holds that evidential support is central to the
analysis of conditionals. Compared to alternative theories discussed, the ES model stands out for
its effectiveness and intuitive appeal, as it avoids difficulties found in material implication analysis,
Stalnaker’s semantics, and Adams’s theory. The ES model avoids counterexamples to material
conditionals, sidesteps the consequences of Lewis’s triviality argument, and differs from Adams’s
approach, which neglects the connection between the antecedent and the consequent and
associates conditional assertions with emotional or subjective factors. Douven’s position requires
improvement for two main reasons: first, it is not compatible with the regularity norm and the
presumption of non-contradiction norm; second, it fails to distinguish between conditionals
whose antecedents are held with extreme degrees of belief. According to the second thesis, the
truth of a conditional depends on a confirmational relationship between the antecedent and the
consequent. In this sense, conditionals are not ordinary fact-stating propositions; rather, they can

be viewed as a different kind of propositions altogether.
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