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The theme of Ph.D. thesis: “The methodological status of the Intertheoretic Reduction”
(short annotation)

The reductionism debate has always played a special role in philosophy of science
since the time this philosophical sub-discipline appeared. The following points of view
formed the main dilemma. According to the first one, the reductionist attitude has always
been important in history of science and could be even recognized as a driving force of
scientific progress. This point of view basically rest on the assumption that any
explanation is a kind of reduction of the explanandum (or what has to be explained) to the
explanance (or the knowledge we already have). The opposite antireductionist point of
view claims that any reduction oversimplifies or simply shifts the problem, which is to be
solved. According to antireductionist, the things should be understood and explain in
their own terms.

The aim of my study was to trace the development of reductionism — anti-
reductionism debate in philosophy of science, looking in the same time for answer of the
following questions:

¢ Does the reductionism-anti-reductionism dilemma constitute a real
methodological problem or is it simply a linguistic contraversion which results
from the clash of different discourses?

® Are there different kinds of reductionism? Which are they?
To what extent is it reasonable to generalize the criticism of certain forms of
reductionism transforming it into a criticism in reductionism in principle?

e What are the main methodological functions of reductionist program in science?

¢ Could the choice between reductionism and anti-reductionism be empirically
justified?



