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36. An interview with the sociologist:
Luigi Caramiello

Can you give us your definition of Science and of Knowledge?

Definitions are usually a very difficult ground to move on. The risk
that you always run when defining something is circumscribing a too
narrow, selective and exclusive scope; OT, conversely, developing
semantic proposals that are steeped in vagueness and generality, This
does not mean, of course, that the land of ‘definitions’ should be only
confined to dictionaries. [t means that this social pre-existence should
not be evaded; it simply means that you must somehow share in advance
certain lexical and semantic conventions in order to productively
activate the mechanism of dialogue. It is like saying that people must
necessarily share a language, if they want to communicate.

Paradoxically, in order to ask “what is science?”, actually the
protagonists of the interaction, whoever they are, in some ways must
already know what science is. You have to have an idea, possess a
cognition, share a concept of it, although it might be perfunctory and
approximate. In this sense, ] feel I can say that science is precisely what
the ‘common sense’ usually considers to be science, namely a framework
of shared procedures, rules, policies, principles, and methodologies
normally used in the context of a (scientific) ‘community’. And this
community is constantly engaged in activities of survey, research, and
discavery, which concerns many different fields of the vast territory of
‘knowledge’: i.e. of social reality.

Of course, while ‘knowledge’ as well as ‘culture’ may encompass
virtually every area of human speculation and knowledge, science
encompasses only those paths of researching and processing activity
legitimated by the ‘scientific community”.

Tn this chapter I am collecting the different thoughts of scholars of different
disciplines, so please do not mind if certain questions seem strange or rhetorical.
The following is a list of disciplines or subjects taught in universities. Which
ones would you personally define as a *science’, and which ones are not a science
in your opinion?

1) Physics
2) Mathematics
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3) Astronomy

4) Biology

5) Medicine

6) Saciclogy

7) Philosophy

8) Psychology

9) Statistics

10) Psychoanalysis
11) Economics

12) Communication Sciences
13) Political science
14) Literary criticism

~ Inmy opinion, any of the subjects listed above can be classifi
science. And paradoxically, you can put the qualification of anyscl)fflf}cfeii
into crisis. The problem is only in the controllability of procedures, in
the methodological rigour with which a given discipline develops the
regearch: If you allow me the term, the problem lies in the seriousness
with which you take the various disciplinary courses. )

T am willing to adapt myself to the extremisms to whi i
style of this. interview points. Thus, let me say thatt?hei Cc};;h§e1;’i:i?11ile
be an unscientific medicine, such as - just for the sake of makin ai
example - the case of the antitumoral therapy of Dr. Di Bella. Ongthe
other. hand, there can be a ‘literary criticism’ of a “scientific” kind
provided that it maiches given criteria of accuracy and scrupulosity’
and that it offers appropriate generalizations and sufficient
methqdqloglca] rigour in its research. In short, it is indispensable that
any disciplinary path be based on a recognizable, clear, and commonly

accepted paradigm; accepted, I say, at least until a “scientific revolution”
determines its change.

According to some scientifists, the concept of science finds its ‘citi ip’
only within the strict fences of the method of ripe{:tabilityfn la borafcozf;z:fes.h:ge
Galilean method), or that of falsifiability. The latter notion has been introduced
by Popper, who, by the way, excluded psychoanalysis from sciences. I would
like to a,s'k you, in the meantime, what you think of this. Please, also tell me
whether_m' your o;‘Jinlz'an, this classification should be consz’derec,i merely as a
way of listing disciplines of different types (i.e. something like distinguishing,
for example, daisies from violets in botany), or if it also implies some sort of
meritorious degree. In other words, just to speak clearly: you know very well
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that some scientifists profess the opinion that there are exact sciences, which
are useful to humanity and worthy of respect; and a whole plethora of pseudo-
sciences that are nothing else than ‘garbage’, being absolutely useless to mankind.

What is your opinion about it?

Well, the wording of this question is a typical example of what
science would not consider to be methodologically ‘correct’, if this
interview took place in the context of a scientific investigation, Within
the framework of social research, for example, you have to be very careful
not to formulate questions that already contain the answer of the
interviewee, or that implicitly oz explicitly, deliberately or
unconsciously, are aimed to influence his answer.

Let me elaborate, The interviewer may not know what derogatory
meanings may be hidden in the term ‘scientifists”. Thus, if in the context
of the interview you define this term, in fact, you establishes the agenda,
the reasoning, the terms of the discourse; and you do it beforehand. In
other words, if you really want to know how somebody judges those
who adopt an ‘empirical’ or ‘falsificationist’ criterion, you cannot define
them beforehand in a despicable way by calling them ‘scientifists’. In
fact, by doing so you project your own preventive disapproval on to
the answerer's possible positive opinion about them. In short, it may
be that someone answers in certain ways simply because they do not
want to object to the interviewet’s opinion. it is obvious that with this
method, the interviewer is likely to increase the consents to his own
point of view, but he will never know with ‘scientific’ rigour what
people really think about this point.

That said, it seems evident to me that for a whole series of
‘decisions’ involving the simple and conventional milieu of everyday
life, we are doomed to adopt a pelicy of traditional ’experimentation’
and controllability. In short, with a large degree of approximation I can
speculate that if the phone rings, someone on the other end of the line
is willing to talk to me.

On the other hand, [ am convinced that Popper’s falsification tool
has provided us with a very important, decisive tool for everything
regarding the proposition of new theory, the research, the invention,
the discovery, and the project in progress. Howevet, I believe that
Popper has been a bit too harsh concerning psychoanalysis. Indeed, his
criticism was primarily referring to the ‘dogma’ of the unconscious, not
just to any area of reflection of the psychological discipline. And, apart
from fideistic stiffness of any kind, no scientist (not even Popper) would
have difficulty in recognizing that our memorial structures (those
present in ourselves or the ‘forgotten’ ones), and our past experiences
(those still alive in our memory or those distant in time and
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imagination), can exert a str i

behovi . strong influence on our atti e
o aviour. We can avoid using the word unconscious, if titudes ang
objectifying; but the problem remains. o1 T seems ¢

As far as the ‘exact sciences’
: es’ are concerned, the risk i ;
. ; e risk is th ;
V\?g‘f&cisveoqdorg axﬁllmagmary eremy, and Shoolting at the Reaé %f ijemg:'_
yould 1b dOt of them. What exact sciences would be aftmSS
it forylno };) y Pses.such an old-fashioned term any longer, Ther o
fgind > an;ﬁ;f ag-et.' It is ;n expression that a tipsy Fascist m‘ightef{am?“
ronistic, and not very elegant. On th g
you that a good amount of honest ol procctiom and of scan tel
: cultural production
J and of i
h]f;t;ﬁg,ﬁll?;ss gjeirtl, 1?;5 of respectable literature are useful Sfiit;: ttlc '
b al other ones., Well, those things could N
s : y r
C;;iré‘?rtr;tlgrttges 1flthey introduced themselves Withgtheir OWE tg'f: 1C§ B ity
thejr’ hat I;s,l Sm;;t?s}it g)lretezdmg to be a science, because by doisgt;?
itablv r o : .
their charn y reduced, and this implies some difficulties o

A . L .
Skould:;:gil}ng_to some sc:ent1f1§ts, since statistics is not an exact science, it
should entire % toIz mostly — be rejected, because according to the afore mentioned -
o uséd statis{i‘i nowledge. 'On the other hand, psychologists believe that z'f.
e Dfpsyiig?g;;ctégéﬂzcm and should justify several studies nol only
' , also in areas such as medicine and soci i
for the sake of taking two examples, Would you tell us what you thir?llcog}/;ﬁiis?t

Sciencsrz;{vff g}? Svgam with the ‘scientifists’... Non to mention the “exact’
exactly’how o ere a cilock! Anyway, I wouldn’t be able to quantily
don’t even kno“rf\ )éxs lelmms refuse or mock the statistical tools. And I
number of memb acf y Wha.t is Fheﬂ percentage incidence in the total
they tust be a Toaily low mumben, Bt ematal siae i e b i
required in order to provide a mc;reuacacsiiféfnssttitéitmal study will be

Of course, given this i i
urse, premise, Il would like to emphasi i
isiuffetim?tlﬁc value to the statistical method; and?h?iglkfle ti-ilgﬂegglg
e data that can be obtained through its various proZedures

o th f O:clj,reei;f Z'Ui’havf been witness to a systematic ‘lynching’ by some members

the media ijsrlusb 'e?tl tlu';e who have access to big communication channels in

o sofor::h b uJ; < s like psychology, psychoanalysis, philosophy, sociology

fo those discipline gial;e?cplam the silence of your fellow scholars belonginé

raisine vo plines? And if I am wrong, could you list any examples of your
& your voice of protest against those pseudo “masters of the Steamery?
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Look, some old gasbags who are good only for a few television

Talk Show find delight in launching attacks against students with whose
approach they disagree. Thus, it is entirely understandable that
reputable scientists, sociologists, psychologists, or other, avoid getting
drawn into vulgar and useless brawls,
What is very difficult to make people understand is that, without
prejudice to the legitimate need for a science capable of mass dialogue
and popularization, the dimension of research and that of scientific
study are something that mostly shuns the media clamour. It is
something that requires patience, extreme caution, application,
discretion, and even modesty, would say. Of course, also scientific
research must have a level of ‘transparency’; but scientists do not
participate in reality shows like “Big Brother”. Scientists hardly enter
into a debate with anyone other than other scientists; and they rarely
do it publicly. On the contrary, public disagreement (I would better
say, making a hell of a racket) is the raw material for cultivating a
television audience. Frankly, 1 do not know whether the latter is
equally useful for the advancement of science.

ranted to me many years ago, philosopher Raffaello
Franchini called scientists, in a somewhat controversial way, ‘scientifists’.
Among other things, e said of them: “They intend to make us burp and copulate
scientifically.” I would add, too, that in an unlikely competition which has no
reason to exist, some of them pretend to claim that a mathematical equation of
Kepler is worth more than ten lyrical verses of Dante, ora sociological study -
say — of Adorne on certain fundamental aspects of the society of the early 20th
century. T am aware that not all behave this way; but I get the impression that
even the most renowned sociologists, psychelogists, philosophers, and
psychoanalysts of our days (just to limit the scope of our interests) do not profess
7 strong protest against a line of reasoning like the above described. You belong
to this section of people who carefully follow the cultural life of our country,
and also that of other Western and mon-Western cultures. Can you tell us whether
this is a specific feature of the Italian culture, o7 if something similar can also be

seen abroad?

In an interpiew that e g

you notice that burping and copulating are
well as social practices that have a specific
y doctor may glibly clarify that burping is
while copulating, as we all

First, [ have to make
biological behaviours, as
scientific background. An

clearly connected to the digestive process,
know, is essential (if nothing else) for ensuring the continuation of the

species. Beside all this, culture, education, good taste, and certain
dynamics of socialization that sociologists have long investigated,
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‘prescribe in various ways the modes, ti
» times and places in whi :
facl)'lrdqupulate or not; and the degree of discretion and priVacldleto b_ur )
hen%mg so: Idare say that we all know the social rules gOVel‘};inqu}llr‘Ed'f-
E enomena; and exactly because of this, these phenomena a g these -
eing investigated scientifically. Te apt 501‘. .

Concerning the compari :
parison between Dante and K is i :
I would comment. Sa i i ang oo s s how
. Say that you are lost in an arid and ot
;/Z;l;;ity;u prefer ;0 %et a bottle of water, or a 10-carat diiﬁggdéeﬁert’ :
ou are in Ischia, at a party on the pool of while
eating delicious open-faced sandwich ; i e wehile.
es and sippi i :
{o}fefelila glass of _Water or a diamond? Clearly, wl’{)al:; Fagnftf;illilk‘t:voul'd o
hat ‘; e comparison between Dante and Kepler has no mea;gxin e
sétir;goy glea}rlﬁnglelss, e);actly like the comparison between watgi- :nls .
nds. The value of things depends on the co |
‘ : ntext and the

ﬁzn;efhds Re;ason and emotions, instrumentality and poetry szf:r?cs.'-
anc vezy Ci.mp;;irn:fdg}f'r Morlg al.rllyone should know that human societ;i
achine, i { i |
b b and that Homo is sapiens because he is demens

As for Adorno, I personall ’ i
, v don’t love his works so much. T i
21:1:23;}1}})1?; ;)sf tﬁls thtfu;ght which I find snobbish and reactigifr;s
e seal of an extremely progressive f i g :
be able to explain the reason for hi T eeion oy,
. 2 to or his genuine aversion for j i
simplistically imagined to be a * g i
' _ popular’ product of capitali
iii;ll:c);l]}:;:ﬁnv‘vfzﬁt gé)u, y‘esI Ihmean you Mr Discepolo: you sh};tﬂ?ihget
. orno. I think that the most poisoned arrows
i{ég:\g:)iggérxt aitr(alofg?y a&'rived exactly from Fre?nkfurt fromﬂﬁzsggi
‘ ow, who defined astrology more nor less as anarcoti
in the service of Power. See T.W, Adorno, The Stars Down ;s%;:;ljlatter

mwaﬁl};j&; mzshaﬂleigttlga’flay’ ;Uht;h o;’;miously is not meant to be provocative

L you, s prefend fo be guite critical of others. I

establish a hypothetical court ' e s ttimate
room to decide what are the legitimat

Knowledges and what are not, in your opinion who should assigngthe ’seaf;

of approval’? Who should, . ’ X
Star on his own facket? or could, arrogate the right to apply the 'Sheriff

ot ;?tse rganr‘me does not excite me. Anyway, a ‘court’ already exists,
but the I mrr‘;;g, Ce;;greily inappropriate, for it is actually a very different
plex organization. I refer to that social i
we call “scientific community” i e e o
y”. That is the structure em d
assess the lawfulness of certai i B vy of
' . n routes, the legitimacy of a way of
reasoning and of the scientist who formulates them i}r’1 the fielﬁ of
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scientific knowledge. This is done and it should be done on

certain parameters,
Merton would say:

results achieved so far to
of making it progress further;

knowledge,
benefits, but in order to make the knowledge advance for the

the human community;
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the basis of

i.e. ils ability and willingness to be, as the late

1) Universalist, cosmopolitan, devoid of any ideological, racial, or

religious bias;

9) Communal, i.e. having a community spirit, ready to provide the
any other researcher or scholar with the aim

3) Disinterested, that is to say: oriented to develop its own path of

not on the basis of the individual achievement of material
benefit of

4) Systematically sceptical, which is unrelated to any dogma and ready
to put into question even the most consolidated views and beliefs, on
the basis of new knowledge and original acquisitions.

The opening quote of this book is as follows.

“The atomic age could so captivate, bewitch, dazzle, and beguile man that
calculative thinking may someday come to be accepted and practiced as the only
way of thinking.”(Martin Heidegger, Discourse on Thinking)

Would you please conment o it for us?

I would remind you that between the 30s and 40s of the last century,
while the leftist heirs of Hegelian idealism were undertaking to bring
down their absolutist project of a planned society, slaughtering 20
million of independent farmers (Kulaks), the right-wing descendants
of Hegelian idealism engaged in an arduous project of producing a pure
and uncontaminated human race by burning 6 million Jews and an
unknown number of gypsies, negroes, homosexuals... in incinerators.

That was the great design of the fuhrer into whose hands Martin
Heidegger enthusiastically gave the fate of Germany and Europe. You
see, his ‘meditating’ reflection had gone so far. It was only the technical

ower and the faith of the socialist, liberal, democratic world, personified
by the Allied forces and by the resistance movements, that saved the
world from an unparalleled disaster. Luckily, the excessive power of
technique, the atomic bomb, didn't end up in the hands of Hitler. Can
you imagine what it would have been? Until his death, Heidegger would
never have asked himself this question; he never abjured the Nazis ever.
Such a powerful ideal could not admit being overtaken by a senseless
and nihilist liberalism; a myth of such stature could not admit being
‘falsified’ by history, by the democratic peoples, and by a horrible and
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dull ideal of freedom.

Luckily, the thought of freedom and democracy; of the .
empowerment of large masses, and the thought of social and scientifj
progress would eventually win. This is the civilization and the cultur
that we must protect, From any attack. Yesterday, like today. It is the -
defeat of the Heideggers of any ideological and political, philosophical
and religious shape, matrix and gender; it is the victory of the open society
that allows me and you to face each other and argue; agree or disagree;

have an idea and change it. It allows us to be unique and different, byt
mostly: free,

Luigi Caramiello
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Human Resources Development.

For RAI Radio 1 he has written and directed 13 episodes of the fiction
"Copyright 9.9”, For RAI Radio 2 he has conceived and conducted 36 live
episodes of the program “Padri e figli”. He has been the editor of the TV show
“Tempo Reale” hosted by Michele Santoro; consultant of the series “Drug stories”
of the series FORMAT; and adviser to the TV show “C’era una volta” for TV
channel RAT 3.

As an adviser to the Associazione della stampa, he has made a report on
“The idenlity of the journalist in the new scenaric of communication”. As a
consultant of youth entrepreneurship IG - SpA, he has conceived and directed
the research project on the Pianura district of Naples. He is currently performing
for RAI 3, as a consultant for a series of broadcasts dedicated to the relationship
between human rights and globalization. Together with Aurelio Grimaldi, the
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37. An interview with the psychologist:
Michele Rossena

Can you give us your definition of Science and of Knowledge?

This is the era of existential insecurity, born practically from the
displacement of the vital barycentre from inside to outside; from the
intrinsic values to the false significance of living in a world of imagery.
More than ever in this context, the notion of science becomes strongly -
and I would say, emotionally - linked to the Hegelian concept of
predictability. People feel the need of scientific certainties in spite of
ine uncertainty of everyday life; and the Official Science seeks its own
recognition in this radical human need.

Thus, ‘scientific reason’ dominates over our life, often depriving it
of that emotional and sentimental aspect that remains the ‘real reason’
for human life.

Kant had had this intuition, in his The critigue of pure 1eason, when
he anticipates the radicalization of the objective reason deployed by
modern science in order to establish its own power:

“It is only the principles of reason which can give to concordant
phenomena the validity of laws, and it is only when experiment is
directed by these rational principles that it can have any real utility.
Reason must approach nature with the view, indeed, of receiving
information fromif, not, however, in the character of a pupil, who listens
to all that his master chooses to tell him, but in that of a judge, who
compels the witnesses to reply to those questions which he himself
thinks fit to propose.”

This originates the repressive block of that universal knowledge
that comes ancestrally from the fertile existential dialectic between
people and the world around them. As this block becomes increasingly

tougher, collective knowledge is controlled by a narrower knowledge
of a mathematical-biological type, in which the Truth is no longer an
expression of the being in its fullness, but an objectivity that the Official
Seience anticipates and prepares.

Here is where the controlled and restricted space
knowledge lies. In spite of the dominant thought of sc
knowledge lets man keep the right of not bei
preconceived objectifications.
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