	Meeting title: Some Problems for the Package Deal Account of Laws

	Date: 15.12.2025.	

	Time: 18.00

	Place: Zoom platform

	Zoom link: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/86414646215?pwd=N4I2jLTdjiHXTpEW8D4nZx2uTqjCzf.1


	Duration: 1 hour and 40 minutes

	Participants: Andrej Jandrić, Boran Berčić, Mark Balaguer, Vito Balorda, Matija Rajter, Filip Čeč, Dušan Dožudić, Vlasta Baštijan

	Agenda:
1. Andrej Jandrić delivered the talk “Some Problems for the Package Deal Account of Laws”
2. Discussion, questions and comments

	Meeting summary: 
On Monday 15.12.2025. the MetPhil project team organized the fourteenth workshop in the series. The topic of this workshop was a talk given by Andrej Jandrić titled “Some Problems for the Package Deal Account of Laws”. In the first part of the workshop Jandrić delivered the talk in which he presents the Package Deal Account developed by Loewer which is situated in the discussion concerning Humeanism about the laws of nature. Jandrić argues that the Package Deal Account faces problems which do not arise for the Best System Account introduced by David Lewis. The second part of the talk was dedicated to a Q&A session where the audience presented their questions and comments to the author.

	Talk summary:
According to the Humean account of laws the laws of nature are mere generalisations of facts in the Humean Mosaic. The Mosaic consists of facts about the distribution of natural properties and natural relations across spacetime points (or point-size objects located in them). What is characteristic about true generalisations is that they stand in some relation of ontological dependence to the facts in the Mosaic. This relation was initially envisaged as supervenience, with the more recent literature phrasing it in terms of grounding. It is important to emphasize that not all true generalizations are lawful generalizations. One way in which we can distinguish between these two types of generalizations is to appeal to the Mill-Ramsey-Lewis’s Best System Account (BSA). BSA states that laws are those generalizations which are entailed by the best axiomatic system for our world. The fundamental laws are axioms in the system and predicates in them designate perfectly natural properties only. One problem that the Humean approach to laws faces concerns the link between laws and natural properties. Loewer has developed his Package Deal Account (PDA) with the intention of solving this problem. He argues that scientists may formulate what he calls the Final Theory (FT); this is the best scientific theory for our world which is highly superior to all other theories. However, FT is not formulated in the Lewisian language NL but in another, more permissive language, Final Language (FL). We should therefore give up on Lewis’s language restraint and accept the “package deal account” (PDA) instead: laws and natural properties are singled out together in FT. Naturalness is, in this way, no longer considered primitive and theory-independent: properties which are references of the simple predicates in FT are nomologically natural relative to FL.
Questions and Comments

Balaguer
· It seems to him that there is no problem for Humeanism if there is no unique best system. It doesn’t mean that just anything goes, it just means that there is no fact of the matter which the best one is.
· Supervenience isn’t an ontological dependence relation at all. Grounding is at least on some ways of thinking about grounding.
· Humeans don’t think that laws are these “things” that are ontologically determined by the mosaic. They just reduce to facts about the mosaic.
Berčić
· Say we know why metals conduct electricity even without possibilia. Is this sufficient for this to be a law within the Humean account? Are we still Humeans if we permit this?

Balorda
· What does Loewer say about the difference between metaphysical and scientific explanation and how does this relate to his views about Humeanism?

	



