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objectivity over and above the individual viewpoints
of the players. Extending this metaphor to scientific
activity, he argues that the practice of science involves
just such a mix of relativistic and objectivistic per-
spect ives. He attempts to show that the arguments
in the philosophy of science, moat notably those be-
tween the various positions we have discussed so far,
may be coopted into this more general perspective in
one way or another. Play is not the only metaphor
that Bernstein or Gadamer use in their attempts to
understand how human knowledge comes about. In
Gadamer’s book, Tiwth and Method, there area series
of metaphors of which play is only the first one. He
takes up other metaphors from art, from drama, from
the reading of texts, and from language itself in order
to show that the extreme polarities of objectivism and
relativism have warped our understanding the nature
of human knowledge and how it is acquired.

In simulation there has been a recognition that
playing with the simulation model is a way of bring-
ing about a validation of it. Animation, especially
interactive versions of animation, would resonate well
with this play-like form of validation that Bernstein
describes.

6 CONCLUSION

In summary our view of the validation question might
be characterized as conventionalistic. We agree with
Naylor and Finger that an eclectic approach to vali-
dation that blends together the various positions may
be the mat fruitful. We admit that this involves a
factor of human judgment in the validation problem:
in this sense we are unremitting antijustificationists.
But we have tried to show that even though they may
not explicitly know it, most simulationists have the
common sense to be antijustificationists in practice.
The philosophy of science now shows that the argu-
ments that may be brought to bear in the validation
of scientific theories are much wider than previously
thought. We hope that by reviewing the various posi-
tions at the present time that simulationists will learn
to live more comfortably with the validation problem
by viewing it from a more general antijustificationist
perspective.
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