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The epistemic form of structural realism asserts that our knowledge of the
world is restricted to its structural features. Several proponents of this view
assume that the world possesses non-structural features; features which,
according to their view, cannot be known. In other words, they assume that
there is, or, there ought to be (on the basis of normative arguments in
epistemology), always a gap between our epistemological and ontological
commitments. The ontic form of structural realism denies that this is, or ought
to be, the case. Proponents of this view argue that the perfect alignment of
epistemological and ontological commitments is a highly desirable meta-
theoretical feature. They argue this on the basis of the prima facie sensible
principle that our ontological commitments ought never to overreach our
epistemic ones. Naturally the issue of alignment transcends the debate
between the epistemic and the ontic structural realists. Is it in principle
impossible for there to be circumstances under which we ought to subscribe
to the misalignment of epistemological and ontological commitments? What
do the different answers to this question entail for ontic structural realism?



