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1. As I understand it, Giere has the strongest analogy of maps to scientific theory, in general. A map containing all the information, topography, political boundries, et cetera would no be useful, as a map specific to your needs at the moment would be more effective. That is to say that a theory only needs to expand as far as possible to apply to the area of science you are progressing. In all three theories, it would seem that maps and scientific theories are both representations that represent specific parts of the whole [whether science as a whole or geographical representations as a whole].
2. Kitcher may respond by saying that knowledge of fundamental causal processes would be simply knowing a “law of nature” and as such would be a large generalization. Which are useful to the extent of fitting events into broad categories. Kitcher, would further state, that it seems something is epistemically significant if someone, particularly society, is interested in it.
3. He argues that if a trait is transmitted between individuals does not automatically lead one to the conclusion that differences between in said trait account for differences between groups spawning from the same genetic origin. The differences between groups may just as well be environmental as it is genetic, he gives us the idea that two corn seeds from the same genetic pool, and one is planted in Iowa and one in the Mojave Desert, one would certainly not say the growth of the one in Iowa over the one in the desert is genetic.

4.  It is likely that he would say that said person has no right to enact that belief into policy. Since Mill finds it the case that even if everyone minus a single person shares an opinion, and that one person’s dissenting opinion is false, then that everyone has no right to coerce the dissenter, because Mill denies both governments and peoples the power to do so. So as said before, he would only allow one to hold the belief and not to enforce the belief..
