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Abstract

0. J. Simpson’s acquittal on the murder of his ex-wife, Nicole, was so controversial that some
philosophers delved deeply into it. Identifying the relevant hypotheses and the evidence at the
trial, Thagard (2003) argues that, within his theory of explanatory coherence, emotional biases
best explain the jury’s decision. So, the acquittal is unjustified by the relevant hypotheses, the
evidence, and the explanatory relations between them alone. On the other hand, Amaya
(2009) believes that identifying the relevant hypotheses and the evidence, with some
modifications in Thagard’s theory, would lead to an outcome different from that of Thagard.
Thes[1 [J  study investigates Amaya’s and Thagard’s assessment of O. J. Simpson’s
acquittal within Betz’s theory of dialectical structures. Firstly, it will be shown that the
acquittal- is not only justified in terms of Amaya’s identification but also concerning
Thagard’s identification. Secondly, we explain why despite the difference between the two
identifications, the innocence hypothesis is ultimately favored over its rivals either way.
Finally, it will be argued that Thagrad’s th{] y, unlike Betz’s theory, faces two problems, i.e.
ambiguity and circularity. Hence, the evaluation within Betz’s theory is preferred to
Thagrad’s evaluation.

Keywords: Dialectical structures, Explanatory coherence, Betz, Thagard, Amaya, O. J.
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