GUTTMAN ON CAPRA: REDUCTIONISM VS. ‘SYSTEMS THINKING’

(I)
Science – Religion:
a major theme for Capra, but not the principal target of Guttman’s critique.

Two levels of question:


(i)
Does quantum mechanics “lend support” to Buddhism?

(ii)
Can science have any impact on any genuinely religious beliefs (or vice-versa)?

(II)
Pseudoscience:
Guttman alleges that Capra is a “pseudoscientist.” Arguably this is the wrong perjorative term to be using here since Capra is not himself trying to do science. (If anything, Capra is a “pseudometascientist.)

(III)
Sums and Parts:
Guttman is right that Capra’s rejection of the thesis that systems are “no more than the sums of their parts” is of little significance because the ‘sum of parts’ talk is problematic in any case.

One question:
is there a sensible way of understanding the claim that things are no more than the sums of their parts that at least some reductionists can buy into?

(IV)
Genes and Reduction:
is Guttman right that “a gene is nothing but a particular part of a nucleic acid molecule” (p. 40)? How about his later claim that this previous statement, while being true, is “not true conceptually and theoretically” (p. 41)?

(V)
Systems Thinking and Intuition:
Why does Capra’s rejection of the reductionist / analytic approach involve privileging ‘intuition’? i.e. Why can’t systems thinking have its own rational and rigorous (‘systematic’) methodology?
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