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Abstract: | argue that the problems concerning the relative confirmational weights of evidence that was
predicted by a theory and evidence that was accommodated within a theory are effectively solved by
the recognition that two different types of confirmation are involved — roughly ‘intra’ and ‘inter research
programme’ confirmation. (See my [2002], [2005] and [2010].) Here | present further arguments for
this resolution of the issues and in particular show that what is correct about Marc Lange’s [2001]
response to Patrick Maher’s [1988] analysis is better captured within my approach.

| also explain why | find little of relevance to the central issue of capturing the rationality of theory-
change in science in either of two recent contributions to the debate — those of Christopher Hitchcock
and Elliott Sober ([2004]) and Eric Barnes ([2005] and [2008]).
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