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Mario Alai

KNOWING THE WORLD “IN ITSELF”:
CRITICISMS OF METAPHYSICAL ANTIREALISM

Abstract

A number of contemporary philosophers hold – as Kant did in his days
– that we cannot know the world “in itself”, and I argue that this claim is
unwarranted. I grant that we cannot know the world without thereby en-
tering in relation with it, and that knowledge differs from the world in
important ways (such as in being conceptual). But I deny that these peculi-
arities prevent knowledge of the world in itself, understood as a meaning-
ful correspondence of some sort between our beliefs or descriptions and
the way the world is independently of us. Accordingly, I examine and criti-
cize a number of arguments purportedly establishing this conclusion: I
argue that it doesn’t follow from the impossibility of independently com-
paring our descriptions with the world in itself, nor from the alleged fact
that we know through representations, nor from the “a priori” nature of
the concepts involved in our knowing processes. In particular, I reject the
idea that either perception or representation or conceptualization consti-
tute a “veil” between the knowing subject and the world; that criticisms of
the “myth of the given” show that no information concerning independ-
ent reality is available to us; and that since we cannot think or talk but in
conceptual terms, we cannot describe a world which is not in itself con-
ceptual. In the last part I discuss Goodman’s and Putnam’s claim that the
impossibility of knowing the world in itself may be inferred from the exist-
ence of alternative but equivalent descriptions, often encountered in con-
temporary science and philosophy.

Renzo Morchio

“THEORY OF EVOLUTION”
BETWEEN EPISTEMOLOGY AND THERMODYNAMICS

Abstract

Some ambiguities prevailing in the cultural and philosophical debates
on evolutionism have been examined. It has been discussed then the
problem of the possibility of formalizing at least the fundamental lines of
the evolutionary model, by the tools of mathematical logic.

As it concerns the contents of the evolutionary model and particularly
the mechanisms at work to realize the evolutionary processes, we under-
line the difficulties of traditionally presented conceptions. The “combina-
tory” view of biology has been particularly criticized by showing that the
generally accepted mechanisms allow a so high number of possible combi-
nations, to make negligible the probability that a long series of random
but coherent events could be realized, to hold a true evolutionary process.

It is suggested that the quoted difficulties could be overcome by turn-
ing toward new approaches suggested by the recent results of the
scientifical research. We refer particularly to non-equilibrium thermody-
namics, especially in non-linear conditions (Prigogine), but also to non-
ergodic systems of the statistical mechanics, to system, information and
catastrophe (Thom) theories and to studies on the so called “determinis-
tic chaos” and connected fractal geometries.


