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To be a scientific realist or indeed a scientific anti-realist is to make certain commitments. These
commitments possess various characteristics. Chief among them is logical structure. More precisely,
the commitments impose a web of (partly) inter-connected logical constraints on what can and cannot
be legitimately asserted in their name. Alas, such constraints are not always heeded by the advocates
of those commitments. There is thus a need to throw light on this web of logical constraints. In this
talk, I attempt to do just that by identifying various parts of the logical structure of commitments in
the debate over scientific realism. I focus on those that are broadly shared by scientific realists and
even by soft anti-realists - e.g. the constructive empiricists. To give a few examples of the kinds of
commitments I discuss, they include the following: that there is a mind-independent world, that
scientific claims have truth values, that our best scientific theories have some success, that success
can be measured in terms of truth content, that our best scientific theories are not true simpliciter
and that to guarantee an increase in truth content, success must be preserved across theory change.
I hope to show that, with only classical logic (supplemented with relevance constraints) as our guide,
all sorts of interesting consequences emerge from these and other commitments.
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