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He argues that unlike in the physical sciences,
there is in field X ”no reliable methodology in
place for identifying the crucial variables or dis-
covering the functional form of their relation-
ships”, where X may be econometrics, sociol-

ogy, psychology, or biology.
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The presumption of such criticisms is that ...
we should be able to tell in any application of
such models whether all these assumptions are
satisfied and, if we cannot, we should not use
the model. But that is not the way we reason
with experience. We approach experience di-
alectically, that is, with imperfect knowledge
about our assumptions, and gather evidence
for or against our models gradually over time,
while debating among ourselves as we go along
as to whether we have or have not properly met
our assumptions.
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