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Introduction

‘Philosophy as a whole is like a tree whose rootseametaphysics, whose trunk is
physics, and whose branches, which issue from theibk, are all the other
sciences. These reduce themselves to three prineignes, viz. medicine,
mechanics, and morals.’ (René Descartes (1569-1650%course de la Methode.
1637}

In an attempt to comprehend the enormity of thgestof philosophy | had first to
read extra material in order to give myself an allefiew of the subject.

Throughout that research | have discovered an afesdbottomless depth of
information relating to philosophy. It would be iogsible for an amateur like myself
to reach a sufficiently knowledgeable level of ursti@nding to completely satisfy the

objective of this course.

However | have also come to the conclusion thatetlaee absolutely no ‘experts’ in
this field as | have repeatedly come across boaokisaaticles by philosophers who

guote and challenge other philosophers, usuallg deas.

As well as countless philosophers there are atagréad of schools of philosophy.

As a person who is educated and trained in a predotly scientific and engineering
field, and works as a qualified engineer it is vaifficult for me come to terms with a
subject that appears to borrow ideas from an a@saed eclectic world of thinking

rather than a well defined and organised one.

Several times | have reminded myself that | musk b the topic, that of writing an
appraisal of the subject book written by Mario Benghis is much easier said than
done as Mr Bunge is obviously a modern philosopiveself and is doing his best to
create ‘originality’ in order to establish a nicfeg himself. There is nothing wrong

with that as a target as he is possibly tryingai@gorise himself into somewhat of a

Sophisticated Materialis(only matter exists) in order to remain pure.

! Griffiths, Tom. General Editor. Descartes, Keyl®$ophical Writings. Wordswort Editions Ltd.
1997. Herefordshire. England.
2 Bunge, Mario. Philosophy in Crisis, Page 63. Matism Triumphant.
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Philosophy in Crisis as a concept rather than & ltitle is a matter of opinion. Even
the publisher, in the sleeve notes’ gives an opiaidittle contrary to the author’s title
by claiming ‘obituary (for philosophy as contendsnge) is premature’. Immediately
the reader gets an opinion that could possibly sliap tone in which the book is

read.

‘The need for reconstruction’, as the subtitlelef book would somewhat suggest that
the reader will be given solutions to Mr Bunge’pbtheses concerning the state of
philosophy. From my part | would consider therensre deconstruction than
reconstruction in the book and the reader coul@tevith a confusion of conclusions

that do not altogether solve the stated problems.

| have no idea how many languages Mr Bunge spéagstly however one must
assume he is sufficiently proficient in more thawe éanguage to appreciate that
philosophy transcends language and cultures, miwhich have their cornerstone in
native languages.

References to language influencing thought are readeral times in the book and
the author reminds us when he stdsmember that language is the clothing of
ideas, and some clothes happen to disguise raliaer teveal. Hence, although
philosophical analysis starts off with languageeanust go beyond it if one is to
obtain any depth and be of any ug8unge, Page 58). This is a fine ideal but what if
a whole school of philosophical thought is embedidezhe language only? Any
further opinion postulated by others not absolutlelgnt in the same language could
be misinterpreted and sail off on a different taride that planned by the original

philosopher.

Take the word ‘matter’ for example. Dealt with sel¢imes in the book and
explained in a concrete way concerning changeifBug take the same spelling as
used in ‘nothing matterSmentioned ifThe Outsideby Albert Camus (1913-1960.
French-Algerian) we have a completely different meg. People not proficient in
the English language could be forgiven for confggime two while also confusing

many who reads their work.

¥ FEARN, Nicholas. PHILOSOPHY, ‘The latest answerghte oldest questions’. London, England.
Atlantic Books. 2005. Page 196.
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In certain places throughout the book Bunge reveatse prejudices that he can
scarcely hide. He is certainly an academic butyrominion University campuses are
not the only preserve of philosophy and philosoph&nywhere open discussion
takes place is a birthplace of philosophy. The ther café, church, the home, and
restaurant. In fact even the open street can ligeca pf discourse provided the
participants bring sound hypotheses to bear anceaj@pe counter arguments.

For Bunge to finally conclude that philosophy ithex stagnant and that ...many
renowned schools of philosophy (from Aristotialifmough to Hegelianism to
linguistic philosophy) are in ruins (Bunge Page 24 bit extreme. Is the only true
philosophy published philosophy? Or to extend smahething is only worthy of
discourse when it is published and therefore aeckas worthy of further discussion

and analysis by academia?

| do accept that unpublished work is difficult &s1 however throughout my own life
| have inadvertently absorbed and re-distributedyyghilosophies only heard and
discussed in my own home and until now never wetot print, but which played a

part in shaping my attitudes and views of the world

My parents were not well educated in the moderisesehheir official level was only
what is now known as®1or Primary Level. Nevertheless they were inteligpeople

and the social and financial circumstances intoctvlihey were born dictated their
official schooling. Be that as it may"'level education was the only level known to
their socio-economic group in the Dublin of 1924y Mother’s philosophy thatif
there was peace in the home there would be peatteiworld’ is not without merit.
Another wasLife is for the living! These were her wise words to help me accept that
dying is part of life. Coming from a large and exded family, death of the older
members, aunts, uncles, grandparents etc is aaregeaturrence. As a child | found
death of loved ones difficult to accept and my reogwords helped me not to dwell

on death but to concentrate on life.

My father’s favourite expression w&svery day is a school dayThat has resonated
with me on an almost daily basis as | strive tokgeesitivism from every learning
day. Both my parents are now deceased and up thatilay my father died at 90



www.billnelson.ie
March 2012

years of age he still contended that.. he stillrtitl know what he wanted to do when
he grew up! If these are not philosophies menticae&nowledge of knowledge and
judges of values then I'm afraid my familial educatwould not be rated by Mario

Bunge.

His book however, as | mentioned already, mustbewed and must stand alone as
the main subject of the essay. Sequencing chrommalbhgmay be difficult to achieve
but | must start at the beginning of the book as®l\wwhere my thought processes take

me.

Lest my introduction is seen as too critical thénsanot lost because there are many
of Mario Bunge’s points that | do agree with. Faample his treatment of pseudo-
science and anti-science as essentially a wastienef and a possible distraction to
real sceptical research. Also | agree with his réisss on psychophysical dualism

and the shamanistic practices it spawned.

Philosophy in Crisis

On va commence.

One very hot Summer day in 1998 | was sitting @mall wall in the centre of the
city of Heidelberg (Germany) eating an ice creanemvhlooked up at the building
across the street and | noticed Gustav Kirchoff&@-1887 German physicist) name
engraved into the plasterwork at the highest pminthe walls just below the eaves of
the roof. | realised | was sitting across the sti@an the University. Kirchoff was
such an influential physicist and his experimemt®lectric current are the study of
many students, including myself. No sooner hadisfied the ice cream and turned to
leave that | noticed a bronze statue of Robert Buair($811-1889 German chemist)
was standing right behind me. Another absolutelydias scientist, known by
possibly countless numbers of students for hisntiga of the Bunsen burner.
Throughout Mario Bunge’s book science and philogpphmany cases go hand in
hand and I’'m looking forward to the study the links

Cosmology (The Universe).
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In relation to Cosmology, the branch of Ontoldghat inquires into the basic
constituents and patterns of the Universe, someesgns concerning Systemism
have developed:Every concrete thing is either a system or a congmd of a system’
and ‘Every research field is a component of human kroigde These statements,
according to Bunge, if one is totally absorbed wiitém, can only get us so far — or
lead us astray. Several means are employed toamaaphilosophical perspective
namely: Building of Interdisciplinaries, Mathemati@and Philosophy, to obtain Unity
of Science. Cosmology may be described by Bungge(@d) randomly as: magical,
naturalistic, religious or secular, spiritualistaterialist, or dualist (two fold
principles, spirit/matter, good /evil. E.G: Deseait Bunge agrees that philosophical
thought of this nature are not solely the propsmiephilosophers and theologians,

and that every human has a tacit form of Cosmoingyder to navigate the world.

To categorise Cosmology Bunge develops and desdeipeparadigms (examples)
- Holism: Which views the world as an animal.

Hierarchism: Which regards it as a stratified stycie

- Tychism: That see the cosmos as the ultimate casino

- Dynamism: Which views the world as a river withbanks.
- Dialectics: That holds it to be ruled by conflict.

- Atomism: The metaphor for which is the cloud.

- Mechanism: According to which the cosmos is a clock
- Sacralism: That views the world as the ultimategiem

- Textualism: Which regards the world as a book.

- Systemism: For which the cosmos is the systeml glyatems.
The main Ontological and Epistemologftedbnsequences of Systemic Cosmology

are Reduction and Unity.

* Ontology: Branch of philosophy that deals with tfaéure of being. Glossary. Stokes, Philip.
Philosophy, The Great Thinkers. Eagle Editions.|&md, 2007.

> Ref: Readers Digest Great Encyclopaedic Dictian@sford University Press. 1962.

® Epistemology: The branch of philosophy concernit the nature of knowledge and the limits of
human understanding. Glossary. Stokes, PhilipoBbilhy, The Great Thinkers. Eagle Editions.
England. 2007.
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Reduction alone is insufficient, nevertheless witAtomism research strategy
involves micro-reduction but even this will not getthe core of understanding. Take
cells for example. Their structure can be studiedi anderstood but the organelle
function will still not be revealed in relation te overall functions of the whole.
DNA is a case in point because reduction will radve the regulating function. As
well as in biology, there are examples in physitd ehemistry too.

Epistemological consequences include understantden@ystemist Cosmology in
terms of the world, and knowledge of it as a systene to fragmentation of science
differing opinions exist concerning specialist g@heralist cultures. An extreme
view by Bunge stating that Sociologists have nofas@hysics and chemistry is
stretching things a bit far (Bunge P 45). | haverbmvolved in field trips with a
Sociologist in Ireland when rock formations andrfawulevelopment are explained to
University students in strong Physics and Chemistms.

Be that as it may and to continue the Epistemo&ddgieeme, the Unity of science, and
possibly all knowledge, may be feasible by buildintgrdisciplines of many

scientific disciplines (chemistry, biochemistryngéics, neurolinguistics and more) as
well as mathematics and philosophy, the concepitghath are embedded in law,
knowledge, hypotheses, the state of a thing, etc.

The Systematic approach tends to give theorettbalrstages because of the known
interconnections and interdependencies betweegshwith the exception of the
Universe as a whole.

In short then the Generalist approach helps stadaiting problems in a broad
context because it brings in ideas from knowledggised in other fields.

As regards the other paradigms, | will attemptdatextualise those throughout the

essay.

Humanism (Humans first).
For every action there is an equal and oppositetioea although Newton’sSLaw
of Motion was intended to improve our understandihthe Universe, the term can

be equally applied to many everyday events.

" Dr Eamon Slator. Sociology Dept. NUI. Maynooth, ®ddare. Ireland.
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Throughout the technological revolution, which v&eevolving, there is a movement
which tends to look at complimenting technologytwits human alternative or even
humanising technology so as not to allow it advanegorably by itself.

Secular humanists (of which | gather Mario Buhigeone) do not oppose all
technological advancement but also do not belieaermachines should not dominate
people. Nowadays that really is a difficult concepbppose. Should we walk instead
of cycle or take the bus? Should we not drive aocaake a train or aeroplane? The
list goes on. However we should not be too cyradmiut the humanist movement as
we can see the changes in society by the saturattioodern technology. So called
‘Social Networks’ (the use of internet and e-magssaging) for example may have
the ability to connect millions of people but a¢ tame time can strangely isolate
those same people.

Social networks could equally be termed ‘Anti-Sbblatworks’ by the fact that
messaging through technology has, in many way$aceg@ personal contact and
reduced it to sound bites or messages of extrelnatgd duration. People can
‘follow or un-follow’, ‘be-friend or de-friend’ athe click of a button. Children can be
bullied unknown to their parents via their persdmahd-held mobile computers and
these devices could also have an affect on a’shifchgination and ability to play.
Apart from the rapid advancement of hand-held comoation devices the real and
disappointing revolution is the almost total calaition of humans to the slavery of
attachment. | take on a minimum of two flights perek all year round and the
amount of passengers who literally cannot waitita bn their mobile phones as soon
as the aircraft lands is unbelievable. Althoughié¢hs a loosely applied rule against
turning on the mobile telephone until the airciafat least parked, many passengers
still turn on their device and are careless enaugtto have turned off the sound. So

as soon as it re-connects everyone within earstrotadl who broke the rule.

Although Bunge evidently professes and teachesriabsé and science based
philosophy he admires greatly a Basque Jesuit gyiloer, Ignacio Ellacuria (1930 —

8 Bunge: Materialist and Science based philosop¥aterialist: Marx, Engels and Lenin. Only matter
or material things actually exist. Nullifies podsilexistence of God. Oppositeltiealism, where the
mind is capable of objective reality.
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1989) who, although a follower and teacher of ascale spiritualist and unscientific
philosophy, laid down his life in the cause of badiefs and human rights. Bunge and
Ellacuria, while both humanists of a different ifsecular and religious respectively)
Bunge admits Ellacuria deserves a higher plackertimanist hierarchy, because of

the absolute courage of his convictions.

In scanning Bunge’s Theses on Secular Humahisynattention was drawn to his
Political offering. Recently in Ireland a new Pt was elected (Michael D.
Higgins, 9" President of Ireland). At the inauguration, aslaslall religious
persuasions being asked to attend and a reprasertatng asked to speak, a
Humanist also spoke and very much reflected Bunge@lisical offering where he
states,While defending the freedom from and to religiswggship and political
allegiance, we should work for the attainment ointenance of a secular state’
(Bunge 2001, Page 15)

An interesting observation was the placement oHbmanist speaker, which was
after all other religious leaders had spoken, alraes wrap-up of all persuasions in a
Pluralist way. And a striking difference is thetftitat the Humanist speaker was also

the only woman.

A renowned Humanist of the #&entury was Michel de Montaighg1533-1592).
Born in France into a wealthy Catholic family, Fasher, also a Humanist ensured his
son tasted life as a peasant by placing him irstie charge of a poor family for three
years. Montaigne son later trained as a lawyenamtted in the courts until such

time as he could devote his life completely toking and writing. He influenced
contemporary French philosophers René Descart®{1650) and Blaise Pascal
(1623-1662). He stayed loyal to his catholic upding but maintained a healthy

scepticism which made it easier to accept religiouihs.

°® Humanism: Devotion to human interests. The Readiysst Great Encyclopaedic Dictionary,
Volume 1. Oxford University Press, London. 1962.
10 Stokes, Philip. Philosophy, The Great Thinkergl&&ditions. England. 2007.
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As an early cultural RelativiStand humanist as well as a sceptic Montaigne would
have been an ideal example for Bunge (2001, Pagm@2456) to use to give the
readers grounding in Relativism before employingttieory in his examples.
Montaigne wrote three essays in the late 1500'shesxdloquent writing led
Friederich Nietzsche (1844-1900) to commerif.hat such a man wrote has truly
augmented the joy of living on earti&lthough Bunge dismisses out of hand
Nietzsche’s Humanist connections Nietzsche obwolild Montaigne’s writings in
very high esteem.

(A statue of Montaigne sits at the Sorbonne inPesmmemorating him as a genial,

learned sceptic and a key Renaissance philosopher).

Returning briefly to the use or overuse of the rinfation highway and specifically
concerning Bunge’s assertion that the Internet doéseach the shantytowns. C.K.
Prahalad disagrees strongly in his book The Forantiee Bottom of the Pyranifd
Taking a leap of some 400 years from Montaigneund®& where a statement to the
effect that Cyberspace is the cultural Relativipsadise may be a bit obscure in
comparison terms but the kernel of the connectamrdcwell lie in the sceptical
viewpoint that was employed by Montaigne and cddcequally employed nowadays
to rein in the massive consumption of the Virtuatisty.

Materialism (Naturalism).

Zeno of Citium (Now Larnaca in Cyprus) (Circa 308)Hirst brought Materialism
into the philosophy of Stoicisth Stoics accept the laws of the Universe and also
accept all occurrences as a result of divine Whkee keywords of Zeno’s creed were
Materialism, Monism and Mutatidh Zeno held that everything in the Universe -
even time, even thought — has some kind of bodibstance (Materialism); that
everything has a unifying principle (Monism); amét everything is continually in a
process of change (Mutation). Stoicism is origipn#tiought to have come from
Middle Eastern philosophy and when it passed intoRoman world it was subjected
to new thinking. This liberated Stoicism of its pas and given new impetus by

YRelativism: The theory that there are no objecsieadards with regard to knowledge, truth and
moral principles, which are influenced by cultusahistorical context. (Stokes 2007)

2 prahalad. C.K. The Fortune At the Bottom of theaRyid, Wharton School Publishing, New Jersey.
2010.

13 Stokes, Philip. Philosophy, The Great Thinkergl&&ditions. England. 2007.

14 Staniforth, Maxwell, Marcus Aurelius, MedititatisnPenguin Classics. England. 1964.

10
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Marcus Aurelius (121-188) and his disciples divided and subdivided the
‘knowledge of things divine and human’ into Logiod Rhetoric Physicsand

Theology Ethicsand Politics

The Materialism that Bunge attempts to explainased way beyond that
originally theorised by Zeno. Since much of Westéiought was altered enormously
by Copernicus (1473-1543) when he turned the geocékarth centred) theory on
it’'s head by developing the heliocentric (Sun-cediftheory Bunge’s Materialism
examples are somewhat limited and perhaps biase¢degurposes of argument.

There is no doubt that Newton (1642-1727) disagweid Aristotle (384-322BC)
(And the Ptolomaic systerf) however a lot of water passed under the briddken
intervening 2000 years between Aristotle and New&wrely Epicurus (341-270BC)
(Bunge Page 49) was heavily influenced by Aristettheory and developed his own
brand of Materialism as he also believed in Atomishs it turned out, Epicurus was
closer to Zeno in his understanding of MaterialesrZzeno included even-time, even-
thought under his umbrella of Materialism. Yes @&ali(1564-1642) moved
Copernicus’s theory on hugely before recantingateesis life in 1633 (due to the
disagreement with the Church’s teachings and beamglemned as a heretic).
Nevertheless it was Galileo’s work that Newton usedreat effect, including the

work on Dynamics.

In fact Newton’s first law of motion is taken ditgcfrom Galileo’s principle of
inertia, namely that a body moves in a straighg imth uniform velocity unless acted
upon. Newton was on much safer theological grotad Galileo and the fact that
Galileo was forced to effectively bury his theor@selse suffer the ultimate
consequences of the Inquisition meant Newton colalidn the ideas almost as his

own.

Be that as it may, Galileo was the first to discave law of falling bodies, or
constant acceleration, which he wrote after hiam&ttion and while he was under

house arrest in 1638. And it was his work in dyreanthat a falling object retains the

15 Marcus Aurelius, Meditations. 1964.
16 Stokes, 2007 Page 59.

11
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rotational velocity of the Earth, thereby rightithge wrong levelled against
Copernicus concerning the falling body versus ttation of the Earth which
unproven led many to dismiss Copernicus as wrood@uhge'’s reference to Kant
(1724-1804) and Voltaire (1694-1778), two giantplifosophy in their own right,
not understanding the mathematics involved andutaistg their ‘repulsive’ and

‘gravitational’ forces respectively, may be sometvdaterialistic irrelevant.

To deny the thesis that matter is inert, as Bunggeasts science has done might also
be a bit sweeping. The arguments go on concerniva 18 matter? Is space matter,?
does space actually exist or has it a functionlofwang the transfer of atoms from
place to place by a vacuum? If something is irserthe ineff gasses in the periodic
table of the elements then is it matter, Matettiatis other? Known also as rare gasses
they include: helium, neon, argon, krypton, xenod eadon. The fact that they exist
and can be readily and uniquely identified by tiadoiity of their electrons must

mean they are material (they also exist in Groopthbe Periodic table of the
Elements)®.

Classical Atomic Theory suggested over 2000 yegostlaat matter is not continuous,
but is composed of very small individual particée®l this has persisted down the
centuries. Democritus (460-370BC — Stokes 2007)fiistsamong the early thinkers
to relate space and matter as being linked intbi®avoid or space must be conceived

as a property of matter.

Newton (1642-1727) upheld this theory of absolyi@ce as a kind of receptacle for
matter. While Leibnitz (1646-1716) and laterally&tein (1879-1955) delved deeper
in explanations of space and matter, the early wbiemocritus and of Newton
formed the basis of Lavoisoir's (1774) Law of Cansgion of Mass (or
Indestructibility of Matter). The law statdglatter can be neither created nor
destroyed by chemical change.

Which, among other laws still forms the basis afralstry.

" Chemistry and Physics. The Readers Digest Greatdipaedic Dictionary, Volume 1. Oxford
University Press, London. 1962
'8 Heys. H.L. Physical Chemistry, The Periodic TafBeorge G.Harrap & Co. Ltd. 1970. London.

12
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The possible dematerialisation of matter by physitathematics, field energy,
mythical ether, spiritualization or events may haeen viewed as attempts, through
discussion or diversification or lack of full und&nding to make matter concrete and
nothing else. However the consistent performetlithes seems to be the inclusion of
both matter and space as material.

Materialism versus Immaterialism will probably dattbe for many years to come.
Philosophers and scientists will use theory witioreal thought and empirical
evidence to state their case whereas the socdiestmay adhere to idealism and
other interpretations to state theirs. Nothing wgranthis as it ensures debate will
continue. But myself, coming from a strong sciebaekground would tend towards
that which can be proved by a mathematics-basethaei So in a way, | am with
Bunge on this in the final analysis but | would &aried to explain it using different
examples to come to basically the same conclusion.

Neuron to mind (Brain work).

Bunge draws his arguments towards a direct congrakistween Cognitive Science
and Psychobiology. Having initially illustrated tgep that existed before the mid-
twentieth century he admitted the gap was narrowimg)even crossover exists in
areas studying behaviour. In two examples he reptesCognitive Science and
Psychobiology respectively.

1.Cognitive Science: With ldealism at its centrangesurrounded by cognitive
psychology, artificial intelligence and being suged by linguistics.

2. Psychobiology: With Materialism at its centre;reunded by immunology,
endocrinology, neurology, and psychiatry, beingpsued by neurobiology and
covered by psychology.

He further defines Cognitive Science as - the teasmsynthesis inspired by idealism
and Psychobiology as - the brain centre synthésmilgted by emergentist
materialism.

There are many viewpoints dealt with by Bunge (piein a succinct manner to
understand human behaviour, namely:

-Physical: A basic self-explanatory but impractiapproach that studies somewhat
unconnected block diagram physical components. dpysoach gives little
understanding of the complexities of the nervowssesy, its development and its

capabilities.

13
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-Chemical: With biophysics, biochemistry is justassimportant tool for
understanding the brain.

-Biological: The correct approach but again limitedsed in isolation.
-Psychological: Necessary for the understandingebfvioural, cognitive and
emotional patterns but can be misused by behasisuaind psychoanalysts through
the dogma of psychologism.

-Sociological: Social plasticity is made possibjelain plasticity, which in turn is
honed and adapted by social life and experience.

Any of the above five are legitimate to the stuflynan but must be used together

and interconnected.

Bunge uses certain conceptual models to furtheurderstanding. Four are scientific
and reflect the above in many ways with exceptibpsychological. Two are
religious and engineering. Both described by Buaganscientific. And a systematic
model that brings together the four scientific med® depicting man as a bio-

psycho-social being with physical and chemical congmts.

Within the psychological approach, or model, angplaccount of the mental is
bound to be psychobiological. Psychobiology as a®lincluding several branches of
biology is also based on neurophysiology, endotwgyg immunology and
evolutionary biology. Psychobiology looks into theural mechanisms that mentally
plan (mediate) observable behaviour. In effectiiids together all the studies
relevant to the understanding of behaviour and atemt. It contributes powerfully to
the synthesis as bridge builder between the celv#mle animal, between cellular
and social processes, and between organ and fan@EG: adrenal glands and flight
or fight).

In this case Bunge argues, both for and agairst jritthis synthesis a reduction of
psychology to neuroscience could apply. Earligh@ébook he mentions, concerning
the recovery of unity of human knowledge, (Bung822@age 44) where Ernst Mach
(1838-1916)"° assumed that all things are complexes of sensasiothat ultimately

19 Stokes, Philip. Philosophy, The Great Thinkergl&&ditions. England. 2007. Austrian,
Philosopher of Science, Scientist.

14
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all sciences should be reductable to psychologgreds Otto Neurath (1882-194%)
assumed that all things are physical, so that ateg all sciences should be
reductable to physics. Both philosophers of ‘Thenria Circle’, with similar

backgrounds and influences taking different viewagobn what is reductalife

Colin McGinn (Born 1950, English Philosopher, Unsity of Miami) believes that
humans have a natural method of understanding piema. This he calls ‘CALM
Conjecture’ — standing for ‘Combinatorial AtomisnitkvLaw-like Mappings'.
Although a simpler epithet, according to Nicolagf&, might be ‘reductionism’.
McGinn’s point is that our conscious thoughts aeglexpossible by
electromechanical activity in the neurons of thaiflrFearn adds thathe physical
processes inside one’s skull can be analysed inateg terms, with the cellular
structures and chemical reactions elucidated, neémaulses tracked and an overall

picture of brain activity correlated with speechdaperception.’

Bunge further distinguishes two aspects of redactioe ontological and logical ones.
Ontological reductionism presupposes the so-callentity theory: Every mental
event is a brain event(Bunge page 91). But logically it does not fui up a
deduction of psychology from neuroscience.

He agrees that most of the important discoveriesiiaihe mind recently came from
combinations of psychology, neurobiology, endodogy, immunology, neurology
and psychiatry. Thereby allowing more accuratetifieation of Alzheimer’s

Disease, Depression, Stress, Obsessive Compulseeder, etc. associated with
cognitive neuroscience.

Comparing man to machines occurs frequently andldie is made where computer
programmes act like their human developers. Thegipty do act like this but their
capability is in fact finite, albeit they act extnely quickly. Bunge refers to the
famous chess game in 1998 between Deep Blue, amiBbthine, and the chess
grand master Boris Kasparov (Bunge, 2001, Page BaBige’s facts are incorrect in

20 plato.Stanford.edu/entries/neurath (Austrian,d8ojpher of Science, Sociologist)

2L Stokes. Ref: Rudolph Carnap (1891-1970) and M&talick (1882-1936).

%2 Reduce: Bring to a certain order or arrangemeirtgho a certain form or character. The Readers
Digest Great Encyclopaedic Dictionary, Volume 1f@a University Press, London. 1962

% FEARN, Nicholas. PHILOSOPHY, ‘The latest answerghte oldest questions’. London, England.
Atlantic Books. 2005. Page 161.

15
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this case. In fact the first chess match was ir618%vas Garry Kasparov vs Deep
Blue, an IBM RS/6000 SP, when Kasparov won. Burmders to what was a rematch,
and it was in 1997, not 1998, and Kasparov losh€TSpecialsywww.time.com Feb
15 2011)

The Artificial versus Human Intelligence is likelly continue for the foreseeable
future but there is no denying that computers aaking ground at a fair rate.

The American philosopher Hubert Dreyfus once prenhihat a computer would
never be able to beat him at chess, only to reinat®67 when Maurice Greenblat’s
‘Macchack programme did so. He was proved wrongnaigal998, having said a
computer would never beat a true chess nfdst@arry Kasparov was arguably the
best human to ever play chess but Deep Blue wagsysarvery fast but ultimately a
mindless number crunching machine that operatedimte square board of sixty
four squares with also a pre-programmed colossdlnige number of moves.

The human brain possesses a hundred billion newvbia$ process information at an
estimated rate of up to a hundred billion MIPS ljoris of instructions per second)
with a memory capacity of equivalent to one hundréition gigabytes of
information. By contrast, even the fastest supepgers weigh in at ten million
MIPS and only a fraction of the capacify.

Nevertheless, information technology progress cahaagnored and over the past
fifty years advances in computing power have olegtMoore’s Law’ (Gordon
Moore, 1965, Co-founder of Intel) — according toieththe power of computer chips
doubles every eighteen to twenty four months. $leeifLaw’ holds then computers
will match the human brain in about 2020 (Feard22@Page 42).

Let us wait and see.

Bunge’s contentions concerning science’s attitodeligion are somewhat sweeping
where he states that ‘science knows the soul datesxist’ and that it also knows that
‘the soul is a human invention’. | could state thiie Deep Blue above, Bunge has

% Fearn, 2005. Page 41.

% O'Neill, John, BSc. Tallaght Institute of Techngio 2011.

% Garry Kasparov also made all his own chess movesers Deep Blue gave instructions to a human
who made the moves for it.
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got his facts wrong, however a lot more philosoghihinking has gone into religion
than computers so I'll need to deal with it sepalygadnd in more detail later.

Social Matters, Social StudiegFacts and Theories).

Bunge argues for systemism in Ontology and Reailisepistemology.

Studying social facts assist in improving the ustirding of the social sciences. For
example, history, anthropology, economics, socipl@gd political science. Studying
social technologies, such as urban planning, lasvraanagement science assists in
tackling social issues like poverty, violence, aver-population.

Should social scientists restrict themselves teml@ag social facts or should they try
to interpret the meaning or purpose of their sulgections?

One popular area of study for sociologists is tidandscape. Landscape, in certain
hostile or remote areas, for example islands orntaons could have remained
virtually unchanged over a thousand years despitgglcontinually populated. Urban
areas, however like towns and cities are uttergnged completely over the same
period.

This is mans effect on his surroundings. Within¢hange periods perhaps jetties
were built on a river or by the sea. This thendragffect because others, who have
not built the jetties, will be in turn influenceg the presence of a jetty and land their
boats. Boats then can bring supplies for use oswmption by humans, which in turn
develops trade and the cycle continues as landddas®s can produce products for a
wider market. Services then spring up to provid®la, and an economy develops.
Population increases and the town or community mp@ossibly leading to
overcrowding. Close proximity living yields to verice and therefore the need for
laws. And the cycle continues. Groups form anddesidevelop and become

powerful. The history of this development is a abprocess.

Bunge recommends several approaches to study $acisi
These he calls trilemmas;

- Individualism-holism-systemism (Ontology)

- Positivism-idealism-realism (Epistemology)
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At this point in the essay, for the benefit of thader, it may be helpful to define once
more what is meant by Ontology and Epistemology:

-Ontology: The branch of philosophy that deals wfité nature of being.
-Epistemology: The branch of philosophy concernét the nature of knowledge

and the limits of human understanding.

Combining both Ontology (being) and Epistemologyaking) we find the core of

the branch of philosophy concerned with first piptes, also known as

Metaphysic§'.

Central to the Metaphysics speculation are alttheitional questions of philosophy,
such as: the origin of life, the nature of mind anhdeality and the meaning of
concepts such as time, space, causation and fleamong others. So Bunge’s two

trilemmas carry a fair bit of philosophical weight.

To ensure no confusion in the readers mind | thiflirther breakdown of the
approaches suggested by Bunge are required thus:

-Individualism: Social theory advocating free andapendent action of individual.
-Holism: Tendency in nature to produce wholes (bsdnd organisms) from ordered
grouping of unit structures.

-Systemism: The composition of a system is theectihn of its parts. Involves the
concepts of composition, environment, structureraeghanism.

-Positivism: The theory that limits knowledge toatlzan be derived from
observation and comprehended within the boundsiehse.

-ldealism: The philosophical view that the empiliwarld does not exist
independently of the human mind and hence canlmknown according to our
conceptions of it (opposite of materialism).

-Realism: Philosophically, the theory that univéssist independently of the human

mind.

Bunge brings together some links in a micro androméashion. Using social systems
and social facts of systems and system componenisés historical examples drawn

from social science literature.

2" Metaphysics: Ontology and Epistemology as wethasultimate nature of what exists. Stokes, 2007.
Glossary.
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One such is well known generally which is the FreRevolution, where Bunge
blames the fall of the French Monarchy on the tesise of Louis XIV to centralise
the aristocracy in Versailles. The lands they owwede left in the hands of stewards
thereby leading to absentee landlor@erftralising the French aristocracy also
increased hugely the expense of maintaining ligtagdards and style in Versailles -
B.Nelson). The tenants revolted due to the landlords’ abséame rent increases -
B.N.) and the ultimate consequence was the French tevolof 1789.

Tocqueville (Bunge 2001, Page 101) tied these facgfsther in a systemist fashion.
He combined sociological, economic, politologiaid historical analysis in France,
leading to the French revolution and compared thé&stypical English aristocrat
who lived much of his time on his estate and sawsopally to it that his land was
well cultivated, his tenants paid their rent puradty, and his neighbours observed
law and custom’(Page 101)

In both reading and writing that piece | am findindifficult to maintain my
equilibrium so | can contest Bunge’s sanitised ioersf what was the actual. In
Ireland for example the term ‘absentee landlor@reto this day, is nothing short of
an abomination that visited starvation, death axtrdction on the Irish people from
the early 1600s. Under the plantafidpolicy of Queen Elizabeth I, Irish people were
evicted from their homes and forced off their labgighe English Crown. The lands
were donated to many English aristocrats who ptegssr Queen.

Like France the lands were left in the hands ofatds but in Ireland they were
protected by the forces of the English Crown. TVieted peasants were forced to
work on their own lands for paltry subsistence. yitvere prohibited by law from
owning land. The teaching of the Irish language Bodchan Catholicism was
outlawed on penalty of death by those who triekietep the flame of Irish culture
burning. Many priests and teachers were put tohd&étose who refused to leave
their homes were burned out. English and Scotesiple were planted onto holdings
that had been confiscated from their rightful Ir@skiners. Yes they paid their rents,

but it was a paltry sum to their ‘absentee landibfadr their obedience. This policy in

% Hayden Mary, & Moonan George: A short historytué trish People, Part 1 (From earliest times to
1603) ‘The Elizabethan Plantations Page 24. The&dthnal Company of Ireland.
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no small way contributed to the many famines ifaind culminating in the great

famine of 1845°, a mere 50 years after the French revolution.

My painting of the consequences of ‘absentee ladd;’ and that of the clinical
version given by Bunge differs wildly but still mée classified as systemist but
encompassing a completely different context with historical analysis. In my
opinion by Bunge giving selective facts from histtw suit his argument he is using a
technique of too much specialisation, for whichseritical of others in his book,

instead of being more generalist in order to gabae broadly scientific view.

‘One does not collect facts unless one suspecysitiay be of interes{Bunge, Page
131, 2001). I would generally agree but many fatisined are not used and also
surely the omission of facts, known or unknowningorrect facts, can distort an

argument to the point that one loses confidenc¢bkdriext as a whole.

Interpretation and hypothesis

Interpretation and hypothesis in social studieseh@me about by research.
Hypothesis was probably the product of an enquinmigd up to the point of proof or
of a positive interpretation. Early positivistsiin Ptolemy (circa 87 — 150 AD)
theorized to the point of hypothesis and this pseagas taken on by Bacon (1561-
1626) and Mach (1838-1916) with their scientifisearch and data gathering. The
Hermeneutic school (William Dilthy, 1883 and Max li¢e, 1913), proposed
replacing hypothesis and explanation with intergtieh or comprehension. Social
facts predominate over natural facts in this sclodohought. Practical and
constructive ‘meaning’ to actions carry more weitftatn intended desires. Bunge
gives the example of the building of the Egyptigngmids, suggesting that
Hermeneutics would claim that they were built teyant flooding of the river Nile
instead of symbolizing the Pharaoh’s power. An eplanh could use brings us back
to the previously mentioned famine in Ireland o#28Soup kitchens were
established by the English to prevent people dgingtarvation. This gave it

% The population of Ireland fell from 8 million tordillion in the years after 1845 due to a
combination of starvation and emigration. Lackrofastment in the land by absentee landlords lead to
the destruction of crops, mainly the potatoe crityat had been the staple diet of the Irish pedgbe
Annaidh, Seamus. Irish History, The Great Famine Gorta Mor). Page 166. Paragon Books, Bath,
UK. 2005
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meaning. However in many cases people would né¢devithout changing their
religion to Protestantism. Max Weber might havesgee the ‘significance’ of such
actions in that its primary intended goal was tovest people.

Inexact philosophy however will ensure the debaer correct meaning or

interpretation of ‘interpretation’ will go on.

‘Almost everybody is of at least two or three miadsut almost everything of any
real social importance’So quotes Bunge (page 129), according to Bdl®99( 89,)
from whence found a seasoned social psychologist.

This vagueness is rather vague and in the impostaect of individual
inconsistencies there is a certain truth but | fimel source adds to the inconsistency.

Methodological individualism focuses on individualsd their circumstances which
of course gives varying opinions concerning sofeiels. This in effect gives
interpretations of a characteristic hue, one ottWlsuggests that the ontological
assumption that there are no societies only indaigl Be that as it may there is also
a suggestion of a move away from Atomistic indiatism and towards institutional

circumstances.

Using examples of gravity and stellar stars infforeto calculate the motion and
behaviour of two or more moving bodies; Impossdsat may seem another
imponderable would be: what if the force of grawitgs greater at the centre of the
earth than at the surface? Rational choice indBadde Page 134jsic)

Social and natural sciences need different appesaainen being studied. Natural
science tends towards empirical and mathematicalwlhile social science will be
based more on hypothesis and theories. Using edtahice or indeed common-
sense approaches to social facts yields many amgsméconclusions work out as
predicted (or interpreted) then whether the systappsoach by Hermeneutic or
indeed intuitionism is employed then both socigstists and natural scientists will

claim victory.
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If however things do not work out as predicted aystems fail, then common sense
becomes not so common and arguments prevail. Aageght, there is no science
but the general.

For myself | would tend towards the practical butduld not rubbish the academic
because reading and sometimes instinct play impop&ts in understanding. Ad-hoc
guessing has its place among society where alsadiklground supports the system.

Materialists and realists find favour in both sbe@ence and natural science because
both involve scientific studies and can not be died from one another no more than
solid known planets and the space that separates th

Scepticism, dogmatism, plausibility.

‘It still remains a scandal to philosophy and to huan reason in general that the
existence of things outside us ...must be acceptedetgeon faith, and that if

anyone thinks good to doubt their existence, we armable to counter his doubts by
any satisfactory proof® (Immanuel Kant, 178%).

Every reasonable doubt is prompted by some redsarist not questioned for the time
being because it has shown its conceptual or pedetiorth. Bunge (page 148) is
quite right in this statement.

A perfect example is the economic crisis the WesWorld is experiencing. For
many years the expansionist bubble was not questigigorously enough because
the rise in the economic tide was lifting all bo&tke building boom was enabling
construction employment, which in turn kept accants and lawyers busy with
business briefs. Because employment was rising tivas more money in circulation.
Retail and services in many areas were kept buayhiah bolstered employment.

Government revenues increased as a result of seddacome tax, corporation tax,

%0 Fearn, 2005, Page 80. (From Critique of Pure ReRsge 34)
%! Stokes. 2007.
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service taxes and value added taxes. Alarmingly &ve sceptic community
retrenched because most people were happy witsittreion.

The profligate attitude of the second part of 2@66ade led to many ridiculous
‘blind-eye’ back-slapping by the business commesitiOne such episode led to the
former Royal Bank of Scotland (RBS) boss, Fred Gandbeing awarded a
knighthood by the Queen of England. Goodwin brolRBSE from a UK provincial
bank to one of the biggest banks in the World. Tleisichieved by acquisition of
other bank networks worldwide. Unfortunately tharis far outweighed the assets of
those establishments and when the financial butlnist the ‘house-of-cards’
collapsed bringing with it lots of many loyal depazistomers money with it. Despite
his seemingly uncontrolled expansionist policy #melsubsequent massive collapse,
Fred Goodwin insisted and received his contractdleompound Sterling bonus.
Recently the screw turned a full circle and Goodsvitnighthood was
unprecedentally stripped because he brought theutersystem into disrepiteNo
doubt many bankers were handsomely rewarded far‘tdostributions’ to business
during this period. What was sorely missing were&ynaon-compliant sceptics who
would unstintingly question the actions of thekiess egotists of the business
communities. Just when the world needed plentpdical sceptics they were

strangely absent.

Normally there can be different levels of sceptiti$Science and technology can be
moderately sceptical, everything is not doubted\etime always leaving open the
genuine possibility of knowledge. The results oéstific research and findings are
debated and discussed, then published so the eatimeunity can evaluate (so too a

requirement of AlU with this paper, to ensure iishenticity).

Both extremes of scepticism can be unhealthy. @bdeal sceptic blocks new
knowledge and treats everything he does not alrkadw with scepticism. In fact he
is a dogmatist. Whereas the dogmatist holds orhet We regards as infallible
received wisdom. Evidence suggests that radicpitisseare prepared to believe that

even the most trusted scientific laws are vulnerabl

32 Hennessy, Mark. ‘Former RBS chief stripped of kitfigod’. The Irish Times, London Editor.
February 1, 2012.
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Briefly the dogmatist is blind acceptance and/geaton whereas the sceptic is
always checking and cross-checking. Gullibility aledymatism in former times
hinged on lack of research in the development of Kieas and shared beliefs being
guarded staunchly often by ignorance.

In Athens in the 8 century BC in the time of the leader Periclespscasm

developed and flourished through doubt, criticatdssion and the requirement of
proof. Approximately two and a half thousand yesge logic, mathematics, science,
law and political democracy blossomed spawningesgyatic doubting of just about
everything. Scepticism therefore became the pithhretributive justice. Reasonable
doubt would be enough to delay or suspend jussmmetimes indefinitely.
Philosophical scepticism is diverse but sometimestrand agree, for example in the

case of fallibilism, ofto err is human” (Page 141).

Otherwise however they disagree on many pointspably enough considering the
diversity of opinions and backgrounds involved. [@iws never allow one school of
thought to sit easy, otherwise they could be aato$deing dogmatists. They would
never tolerate serious science and scientists lmangpared or confused with
amateurs and opportunists, for example astrologsyghoanalysts and alchemists.
Although every day one sees examples of seemifigtyearthers’ being given
airtime and print space on topics like the brealetifhe European Union and the
dissolution of the Euro currency.

There are different degrees of both dogmatism aadtEism. Since we very rarely
possess indubitable evidence for our beliefs wedcbave problems deciding what
exactly constitutes a good enough justificatiokRriow something to be true.
Returning to Kant’s statement on satisfactory pmefcan say that philosophers have
demonstrated that knowledge is at least possitdéo f427-347 BC) set some rules
with his account of knowledge. He demanded:

- First, that the proposition in question be true.

- Second, that one believes it.

- Third, that one can provide a justification forets beliefs.

The last condition helped differentiate betweenwedge and ‘true belief’ that just
happened to be correct. However, according to Ptetieefs held without reason tend
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to behave like statues of Daedalus, which werdelike that they ran away in the
night®>.

Radical sceptics tend to be humble because theyoargure of anything, whereas
moderate sceptics are also modest but are not keumblkhey could benefit from
admitting their own limitations. Though science&ldachnology do not necessarily
suspend judgement concerning miracles and whengageB(2005, Page 147)
mentions paranormal in the same sentence | woeligipto deal with miracles

exclusively within religion and leave paranormatiie extremists.

In rural Ireland pre 1940s a paranormal phenomexated called a ‘Banshee’. This
unseen female shrieked only in the dark of nigllt\aas the harbinger of death in
whatever locality she was allegedly heard. Afteriitral electrification scheme in
Ireland in the 1940s she disappeared without tAAgecan draw our own conclusions
as to where she went but technology, giving usstighting, dispelled the figure and

the extremists imagination.

Miracles on the other hand are more readily aasediwith good and in the New
Testament, miracles always took place in the camtefaith.>* Jesus Christ was
challenged by a leper when he said ‘If you wanytm can cure me® The man was
cured. Whether it was Jesus or the man’s faittredeivant. He was cured of an
incurable (at that time) disease. So it was a ri@rand it was documented. More on

this topic to follow.

Plausibility can be sometimes difficult to gaug@eleding on the hypothesis or datum
or techniques. Linking it to some body of knowledg@ often introduce reasonable
doubt. The hypothesis that organised religion it&ifoeethinking is rather generalist
and the moderate sceptic may in fact accept thdatp8rhaps a more accurate

statement would be that fundamental religion irtkilrieethinking.

¥ Fearn, 2005. Page 81. The political leader Anyiimself a holder of opinions without reason,
because of his prejudice, indicted Plato for caiampof the young and condemned the philosopher to
death. Plato was a student of Socrates.

34 Understanding the Faith, Sixth Sunday of the Y&arFeb 2012. Rollebon Press, Dublin.

% Book of Leviticus, 8 Century, Mark 1:40.
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In the scientific context authentic findings ar@ported by computations, or
empirical data. But then certain empirical dataraoge compelling than others. So
not all scientific findings are equally doubtfubree are more plausible than others.
Karl Popper (1902-1994), a well known sceptic, wicwhve been a negativist in that
his approach would have been that we should nétempt to justify, only fail to
falsify. Whenever possible refrain from existerffiatatements, we never confirm.
(Bunge Page 152). Popper’s philosophy may be dulaggchl negativism and he
made scepticism an art-form as it was accordinglyenmelpful to spot errors than to
search for truth. Negative truths are more pleh&ihd thus cheaper than positives.
The Sceptics paradox: Whoever is radically and isterstly sceptic must end up
being just as gullible as the naive dogmatist beedne cannot master any arguments

against the impossibility of anything.

Frank Muir, the English comedian once describedskifras ‘a lapsed agnostic whose
doubts are beginning to wane.’ In other words kgativism meets positivism only to
become negative again.

The consistent radical sceptic makes excuses tadaing anything important. This
calculated indecisiveness is endemic in the wdrlousiness. There is little or no
planning only stalling for events so there can bbea&tion, usually a short term

solution that lasts only as long as the event amdipts future structure.

The sceptics scale runs from radical to moderaiekily the latter type favours
rational action over blind obedience and will atpeto design plans in the light of the
best available social science and technology.Heravords the moderate sceptic
contributes positively in an open society as afakrealist. He believes that some
things can be changed for the better, but it wbafipen overnight. Planning for
sound business progress is the hallmark of thetiwanise sceptic (Popper, 1962).

Pseudoscience.
Like many systems and procedures the modern tegdeno ‘dumb down’, therefore

making systems and operational tests easier tonperfThe same is true of science,

3 Existentialists argue for human responsibility @rjement in ethical matters, seeing the individua
as the sole judge of his/her own actions, with hufreedom understood precisely as the freedom to
choose. (EG Sarte, Camus) Stokes, Philip, Philogdple Great thinkers. Eagle Editions, London,
England. 2007.

26



www.billnelson.ie
March 2012

the result of dumbing down is pseudoscience. Ihvscmay say that the further
advanced science becomes the greater the chasmsMdeveen the scientists and
the operatives of scientific procedures. Philosopla@d sociologists of science have
a challenge on their hands to stay on the scierttéick and not stray into the modern

culture of pseudoscience.

Fakers of science can do damage to decent ancaldp@xperimentation by making
results populist to catch the popular eye and olytearn false kudos to the
publisher. Newspapers that print populist falselsowdl chase the so-called scientific
disclosure in a vain attempt to enhance their st in an academic field they
know nothing about and only think they understdredoncept simply because the
publication has been dumbed down to achieve popplaeal.

Bunge mentions that pseudoscience and anti-scemecgood test cases for any
philosophy of science. He uses the art historiacriic as an example if he overrates
artistic impostors. | would use as an example tmter this; ‘The Taking of Christ’

by Carravagic” This masterpiece was only discovered some 20 yegrsn Dublin,
Ireland having been painted over and re-discovesttszh the paint cracked on the
over-painting revealing the masterpiece underneath.

How many possible critics viewed that painting withnoticing its true value and
identity. Much has been written and read aboutghisting butA narrative may
present some kind of explanation, but that explanawill not have the character of
historical truth...the way events can be considetgéative, as in public and
historical, comes from the fact that any event ivimg an experience of a work of art
involves an identification of a work of art...| deftha narrative sentence as a
sentence that refers to time separated events asctities the earlier with reference
to the later...The ‘earlier event’ within the congtive interpretation as a narrative
sentence should be defined as a set of approfaats...the pieces of knowledge
which need to be known about something in ordeitforbe interpreted....the ‘later

3" The Taking of Christ, (1602). Michaelangelo Medai Caravaggio. 1571-1601. National Gallery of
Ireland.
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event should be defined as the way in which a apfmatay interpret the material
28

part of the work of ar
So even written and tangible proof can often bamagpreted. | don’t agree that
philosophers have abandoned or deserted or fordhkestientist. That statement is
too sweeping. Bunge’s dislike of psychoanalystvéiets and inspirations shouldn’t
give him carte blanche to draw such conclusions.

Values and Morals.

Deontologism versus Utilitarianism, duty versushtjgbligation versus pleasure.
Navigating in society can be difficult using anytbé above, according to Bunge.
Instead he proposes ‘Agathonism’: the strivingtfe@ good of self and others. (Bunge
Page 203. ) That may not be quite as original aggBumakes it sound. ‘Jean-Jacques
Rousseau, by observing the hunt, was an earlyremglvie critic of the idea that self-
interested behaviour would necessarily work toltieefit of all'*® Basically he
says...Catch a Deer; share it. Catch a Hare; éab it is really a matter of scale as to
whether the benefit is for all or not.

Survival rates are very high even in a social cante times of plenty it is easy to be
generous. In times of scarcity values change agarddess of social norms or
principles the likelihood is that altruism will Iset aside. People become necessarily
selfish for the good of themselves or their famiitys not necessarily a descent into
carelessness for others, it is more of a sharpeisfon values dictated by

circumstances.

Animals exhibit these tendencies at all times. Timay work together in the wild to
hunt for the common good. Once the prey is sechogekver a hierarchy is
immediately imposed whereby the dominant male fats then the females and
finally the rest. The logic being the leaders neekleep their strength up in order to
protect the others. Humans apply a different attiiereby the adults sacrifice their
own needs for those less able.

38 Cadwell. Stephen J. What is the Matter with Mod&rt? Thesis for Doctor of Philosophy. Aug
2011. University College Dublin
%9 Kay. John. ‘Why the rioters should be reading Reasi.’ Financial Times. Wed August 17, 2011.
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Humans apply a similar logic in times of disastenere they will go to great lengths
to rescue others. That is assuming the disastar isolated event, earth quake, fire,
flooding etc where resources can be sourced froomaffected area. In war however,
where help is not readily available then valuesl tenchange to individual survival.

In short people tend to act based on the factsegspgerceive them, even though those
facts may be false. The actions however are taksadon the perception and the
thought processes that occur before action, amayt even put right and duty ahead

of law and rule.

Regardless of societal rules humans often stripydtwarequired processes of law
and act based on ethics and morals, sometimesait gersonal risks. The efforts and
actions of 160 surviving French citizens in savdegvs during WW2 were
acknowledged when they were presented with thedrediHonour in 2007 by
Jacques Chirac, France’s President.

At enormous risk to themselves during WW?2 they preéged the Nazis in occupied
France from capturing and deporting Jews to théhdeamps. In all 2, 275 French
citizens were found to have helped the Jews duitigll *°. Many of course have
died since but 160 were honoured at the Elyseec@ataParis. The moral courage
demonstrated by these people far outweighed adrahnsiderations because
discovery by the Nazis would have meant certaitidea

Bunge uses the French Revolution as examples eraanstances not least in
defining Liberty in the context dthe freedom of what one wishes to bgRPage 201)
However, it is worth noting the ‘Liberté’ of thedfich Revolution pertains in that
context to'the protection of the collective from individuabrarchical powe,#! and
not individual liberty, as Bunge (Page 201) suggest

Bunge paraphrases the ‘drop in the ocean’ expnessibis summation of values and
morals ‘Our axiology The study of value, or goodness, in it's widestsgeand
ethics must be realist, cognitivist, and ratio-engust...It should be geared to

“0 European Jewish Congress. Wednesday, April 117.208w.eurojewcong.org

“1 Gillespie. Bob, Machiavelli and the Mayflower. Z0(Page 94) La Rémige, Paris France.
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individual well-being in a systemist fashion...beeaasmans are cognisant and
active components of social systems rather than.desmmipt drops in an
uncontrollable ocean(Page 205). Ultimately, | contend, to achieve aintain
liberty or freedom. | use the same expressionyr@p‘'th the ocean’, in a similar
unfolding of freedom as follows:

Liberation*? (Wisdom Stories for Turbulent Times — Franci®ddinjarekara)

‘One who is aware is always a dew drop in the ocea

Bunge’s conclusion.

Bunge alludes to Crisis and Reconstruction? | ihelthe question mark to illustrate
my own uncertainty that Bunge has succeeded in seeatching the surface where
reconstructing philosophy is concerned. No doutatughout the book he has given
his reasons why reconstruction is needed, but ikexre argument that reconstruction
is always on-going as long as philosophy is pradtiand that this is the very basis of
all philosophical discussion.

Bunge obviously is not a great fan of Nietzsch®\itgenstein and Heidegger for
that matter.

Let us take Freidrich Nietzsche as one exampl@& iefl@rt to reconstruct his
philosophy. Bunge describes him as a notorious gredrmhilosophy. Born in 1844
into a German and staunchly Protestant family. 2d@lte had two options. The first
to accept the mantle imposed by his pastor fathdreosecond, to rail against it. He
seems to have taken the latter. Endowned withtaiient that gained him a
professorship in Basel at the age of 24 y8drs was seemingly ahead of anyone of
his generation. This would have engendered hudeugpaamong his peers, so he was
likely to get a bad press. His creation of the Winemsch (Superman in ‘Thus Spake
Zarathustra’, 1885) was blamed as an inspirationhi® Nazi's to adopt the glorified
Aryan hero. However this was possibly more to dihwis sister Elizabeth, a
notorious anti-semite, with whom Freiderich wasrgually forced to live due to his
failing health. Elizabeth, also called Lama wasnmedrto a maniacal anti-semite
called Bernhard Forster.

“2 padinjarekara. Francis J. A Dewdrop in the Oceéisdom Stories for Turbulent Times. Awareness
Arc. 2009. Mumbai, India.
“3 Stokes, Philip. Philosophy, The Great Thinkerag@190). Eagle Editions. England. 2007.
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Much of the damage to Neitzsche was done afteddash as it was only then his
sister edited his writings and published them & ‘Will to Power’ . Reassessment of
Nietzsche’s philosophy has in fact put his ‘Superhcdoser to Aristotle’s man of
virtue and he held that the strong had a duty tdsvdre less fortunate. In his book
‘The Birth of Tragedy’' (1872) he tries to show annection between Greek tragedy
and Wagner’s operas by contrasting Apollonian amh{zsian arts (music, tragedy,
sculpture, painting and epic poetry). Dionysiosdme a central figure in the thinking
of Nietzsche. It suited Hitler’s vision to adoptdamisinterpret his thoughts for his

own purposes.

Although Nietzsche was anti-Christianity he was ao@anti-Christ. He maintained
that Jesus was betrayed by the Evangelists andavthiat alive he taught man how to
live on Earth but not to be the future saviour.ddatended the only true Christian
was crucified on the cross. At 38 years of agedficdh met the only true love of his
life. She was Lou Andreas-Salomé a 21 year old iRnskle considered her an
intellectual equal. She would not agree to marregd she proposed a platonic
ménage a trois, with Paul Rée as the other liygamner. Friedrich accepted the
arrangement but the subsequent quarrels, accusatmehdeceptions broke his heart

and they separated.

From 1889 Friedrich’s mental health began to detaté. He was no longer able to
travel to his favourite place of rest, Nice in gwaith of France, and his book ‘The
Genealogy of Morals’ (1887) was to be his last wpublished during his lifetim&'

So born into religious oppression, gifted intelleadty but not understood, unrequited
love, and finally the ignominy of a failing mindeldium and eventual insanity, he
died aged 56 in 1900.

Not unlike his contemporary Oscar Wilde, (1854 8@9rish poet, playwright and
novelistf* Friedrich was gifted with a dizzying intellect, iwh probably worked
against him while he was alive. There were very &ther academics in their fields at
their level to share their understanding. Both bhee#ortured souls. This obviously

4 Onfrey. Michel. ‘Soyez vaches’ (Be damned) Niehesaine vie philosophique. Le Point. 28 juillet,
2011, nr 2028. Paris, France.

5 Wilde. Oscar. ‘The Picture of Dorian Gray’ 189&nguin Classics. 2006. Introduction by Robert
Mighall, University of Oxford. London, England.
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led to frustration and probably contributed to thysical and mental demise at a
relatively young age.

Taking Nietzsche’s difficult circumstances into smeration and his previously
mentioned respect for Montaigne (Page 11) I'm preghdo give the guy a break. |
won’t damn him for the influences that others heakeen from his philosophical
writings. After all he’s not here to defend himsatid no doubt if he were he would
have kept his detractors at bay with his incisirguanents.

If we assume that Nietzsche was not the devil hepeatrayed by those who came
after him, and were probably less gifted than hiran we could possibly deduce that
a major contributor to philosophy was not quiteotonous enemy and ergo did not
plunge it into crisis. So perhaps not so much néede reconstructed but rather to be
re-examined.

If I were to delve into the lives of WittgensteindaHeidegger and had the time to do
so | could probably give reasonable argumentaoim why they are also not so
notorious enemies of philosophy.

In the last 18 pages of Bunge’s book he lays obeé Trisis’, ‘Causes of the Crisis’,
‘Options and Desiderata for Reconstruction’ andri€lasion’. | think | have dealt
sufficiently with the contents of the book as a \ehwithout feeling the need to pick
points from such a short contribution to his sdezhteconstruction. He does not
agree that philosophy is dead but says it is staghkiwever in his conclusion he
says many schools of philosophy, starting with #tislianism are in ruins. | don'’t
think so. However | have to bow to his superior\kiealge but with few exceptions
he has not convinced me of his hypotheses by then@nts presented in this book.

Nelson’s Conclusion.

Throughout this paper | have purposely avoidedinigavith religion. Bunge refers to
religion often but apart from his admiration of thesuit philosopher Ignacio
Ellacuria, he has no time for it. For my part | \eboot be so dismissive of the role
religions have played in the development of phifdsosince ancient times.

Bunge places a lot of store in empirical evidenemdp definitive in relation to
believing. Without doubt science has disproved nagths and put an end to much

philosophical discussion (QED. Quod Erat DemonstnamMathematical proof).

Nevertheless imponderables will always exist antlhei discussed and argued.
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Albert Einstein (1879-1955) himself when ask8t, do you believe in the existence
of God’, he replied | define first that you know God and | say to y&s | believe he
is there'#®

Many other renowned philosophers throughout the &gél an opinion concerning
God and religion without dismissing either out ahd.

René Descartes (1596-1650), Benedict de Spind32¢1677), and Gottfried
Wilhelm von Leibniz (1646-1716) all proved the égisce of God. Descartes wrote
his thoughts irlLes Méditations Métaphysiqueahd‘Le Discourse de la Méthodg’
Spinozain L'Ethique and Leibniz inOpuscules et Fragments Inédite’.

Richard Fearn writesThose who come to philosophy via disillusionmeitt w
religion are liable to find themselves even mosagpointed’(Philosophy, 2005).
Saint Thomas Aquinus (1225-1274) saif God, we can not know him by what he

is, but by what he is notDhilly, 2010)

In the Dostoyefski playThe Brothers Karamazouvan says'If God does not exist
then everything is permittedCommenting on this Sarte saidthis is the start of
existentialism. In fact everything is allowed ifd=adoes not exis(Dhilly 2010)
Spinoza maintained thaBbd is an infinite substanceDhilly 2010)

And ‘The heart that feels God, this is faitis’Pascal’s contribution.

Nicolas Malebranche (1638-1715): French philosogpimelr theologian in his ‘Search
after Truth’ (1674) developed the doctrineoctasionalism- the view that God is the
true cause of all events. He also defended thee€lart (Descartes) ideas, notably the
distinction between body and soul.

In a more modern context, André Compte-Sponvilbetemporary French
philosopher in his work ‘L’esprit de I'athéisme’gals with spiritualism without God,
or without the dogma of religiot.

Von Leibnitz (1646-1716) in his work ‘The Theodidit710) he defends God'’s
goodness and justice in the face of evil that usmitbin the world....and this is best of
all possible worlds. In “The Monadology’ Leibnitestribes an infinite number of
substances called ‘monads’, soul-like objectswwdaf which are exactly alike. (He

“ Dhilly. Olivier. Philosophie. Testez-vous. Le PoiNr 2. Juiillet- Septembre 2010. Paris. France.
" Dostoyefski, Spinoza, Von Leibnitz, Pascal, athabfrom; Dhilly. Olivier. Philosophie. Testez-
vous. Le Point. Nr 2. Juiillet- Septembre 2010iRd&rance
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was also a practical mathematician who inventeal@utating machine for
multiplication)*®

There are also arguments against the insistenerisience of God. For instance
Voltaire, (1694-1778) ridiculed Von Leibnitz in higork ‘Candide’ (1759). He
championed reason over superstition and did mug@opwolarise and investigate the
‘age of reason’. (Dhilly 2010)

To be true much of the debate on the existenceodf&@ntres around the universe.
Jean d’Ormesson, Académie Francais, deals withaRdrAgainst’: The big bang
theory created space and time, the idea of trardeece, tradition, an intimate
conviction, the precision observed in the univetise fact of only one universe,
human intellect only capable of trying to comprehéme universe, and the
acceptance of the mystery, all support the existefcod as creatorThose tenets
opposing are'The big bang happened in time, the progress @&, evolution and
transformation, reason, the regression for thenité demand of the notion of God,
co-incidence, the possibility of multiple univerdbg possible existence of greater
intelligence capable of greater understanding, #melacceptance of the mystery is
absurd.’

Yves Coppens, palaeontologist professor at ColllsgErance, while studying the
frescos in the grotto of Lescaux, Montignac, Fraseelared thathey are like
paintings in a church’From his discoveries and studies of sites datagk 100,000
BC he maintainsThat man is born religious’

Trinh Xuan Thuaf?, (Born 1948). This Buddhist astrophysicist, spksiiag in
extragalactic astronomy says the study of sciendeGod is for him intimately
linked. He believes in the God of Spinoza and ofEgin. While he maintains that

96% of the universe remains unknown, the big laegry must involve Gotf.

In line with Yves Coppens discoveries comes cowsitras built some 4000 years ago
in Ireland. Newgrange (County Meath, Ireland) beimg most famous of 3 passage
tombs. 200,000 tons of stones, quartz from Wickl(@, miles south), granite from
County Down (100 miles north) brought together badt with such precision that

“8 Malebranche’s occasionalism and Von Leibnitz’s adsfrom: Stokes, Philip. Philosophy, The
Great Thinkers. (Page 190). Eagle Editions. Englan@?

“9 Discoverer of the youngest known galaxy, 1 Zwit8yin 2004.

* Golliau Catherine, and Recasens Olivia: Questméponses sur I'existence de Dieu. Le Point.
Dec 2011. Paris, France. (Also references Jeamwgson, Yves Coppens, and Trinh Xuan Thuan)
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centimetres of error would not allow the winterssigle sunshine to enter the passage
at the precise time. While the Celtic race lookethe earth for their Gods, so those
preceding them, the great stone builders lookeHeawsky for theirs. Newgrange is

their legacy of worship.

We must not however confuse non-belief with scégtic For example: Saint
Columbanus (Irish 543-615) Abbot of Luxeuil and Babwas a dissenter when
necessary, confronted the Pope on the exact d&asbtér and criticised Rome as
being only for the elité?

Throughout Bunge’s book many mentions are madeeromy science and both its
complimentary and disillusionary effect on philob@al thought.

Scientific advances now allow for example an un@eding of how the bumble bee
can fly. The wings are attached to the thorax. flemcontractions of muscles in the
thorax changes its shape causing the attached warigsat rapidly (up to 240 beats
per second). Creationists can now no longer neédlscientist with the taunt that
some things in nature are mysteries beyond sdestiplanation and explicable only
by invoking divine intervention. It would be delisly odd if God had decided to
reveal himself through the flight of the bumble Bée

Science and philosophy are inextricably linked. rieas science becomes more
advanced there are always new frontiers of philb®ab discovery. As long as the
human mind seeks to solve problems we will alwaggeltthinkers creating
hypotheses of inquisitiveness in order to estalaitdunching platform for ideas.
André Comte-Sponville (Born 1952 Paris) s&B&ilosophy gives him a taste for
life’>*

And so it will always be. Despite the discoveryirrention of artificial intelligence .
(John McCarthy 1927-2011, also invented LISP, i$tepfocessing language)

human intelligence will still determine the unknoemd strive to know it.

*1 The Irish Times, Geardid Phelan, An Irishman’sr2i20 Dec. 2012.

*2 TG4, Irish Language TV channel documentary Jafh220

>3 The Irish Times, Science Today, Flight of the Blertiee generating a lot of buzz. William Reville.
1% Dec 2011.

** psychologies. Nr 298. juillet-aout 2010. Parisiesa

%5 Irish Times, Obituaries, Leading Academic who editthe term “artificial intelligence’. 72Nov
2011.

35



www.billnelson.ie
March 2012

In France the first Baccalauréat examination ofggeason is Philosophy. Much
emphasis is placed on this as a bedrock of acadesmication. Philosophy in France
is part of mainstream culture. ‘Cafés philos’ gertate throughout Paris, where
Sunday mornings are set aside for academic dismsssn current topics. | have seen
events that cause public disquiet being dealt witimational news programmes with
an invited philosopher being asked to rationalisedvent.

In my opinion the French are seeking somethingutpinocontinuous questioning that
can never be retrieved: A Monarchy.

During the French revolution, despite its grandipsaciples of Liberté, Fraternité,
Equalité, it allowed anarchy to prevail. It spawmeplsychopath lawyer Maximilien
Marie Isidore de Robespierre. As a young advoeatyér) in 1789 he defended the
abolition of the death penalty. Four years latemt@duced ‘La Terreur’ and helped
give the guillotine its despicable place in Frehddtory. He orchestrated the biggest
massacre of the revolution, 170,000 people butchierthe Vendee region as
‘counter revolutionaries’. He rose to the top ad Hdministrative government and
ordered the execution of the king in 1793 . Altholkghg Louis XVI was a reformist,
political self interest and blood letting had takemr. However Robespierfenimself
was guillotined in 1794 by the mob who couldn’tgstalling until the chief butcher
himself was be-headed.

The French consider France the most sophisticateédiailised country on earth. But
their despicable acts during the revolution carende obliterated. In fact they
behaved worse than the Russians who murdered greNislas Il and the entire
Romanov family in 1918. The French would considentselves socially much
above the Russians in every way, but underneatheaheer lurks a dark history. Their
eclectic philosophical ways act like a veil thahat completely transparent.

This does not attempt to negate the fact that lerlas produced its fair share of
home grown philosophers. Post WW1 Paris became hodean-Paul Sartre (1905-
1980), principle spokesman for the Existentialisivement’. Other contemporaries
in Paris included Albert Camus (1913-1960), Simded3eauvior (1908-1986) and
Maurice Merleau-Ponty (1908-1961). Without doulaythvould have been huge

*% Historia, Robespierre, Le psychopathe IégalisteoB, Pierre, Editor. Nr 777. sept. 2011. Paris
France.
>" Stokes. Philip. Philosophy. The Great Thinkersadan, England. 2007.
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influences and given continued impetus to a cultdigghilosophy in France which
exists to this day and is part of popular culture.

In order to do justice to this essay | read margkismn philosophy. Not all are
referenced here but | needed to read them in dodget a better idea of philosophy.
One such book is Zen and the Art of Motorcycle Niamance by Robert M. Pirsig
(1974. Bodley Head. London). | found the story exmaigy and could relate to it in a
practical way. | ride and maintain old motorcyategself. | get pleasure from
ensuring the mechanics are in good order, althoheghvork is tedious. But if the bike
is right, then I'm right and it allows me think other things in the comfort of
knowing that my bike is reliable for the trip inrith Pirsig does not pretend the book
is definitive on either orthodox Zen Buddhism ortoreycles and while | like this
attitude, perhaps it contributed to his book begjgcted by over 100 publishers.

On the road trip with his son, the rider discugsesorcycle maintenance itself, and
philosophical examination on how best to recorsdience, religion and humanism.
Bunge’s book deals with these topics also, alorth wiany others and | trust my
understanding was enhanced by the extra mateuidiest.

To finish | return to the expressiomandescript drops in an uncontrollable ocean’
(Page 205)

Ocean®® (From The Ocean in the Dewdrop by Francis J. Padikara)

Some of the sage’s friends noticed that over tiensgidom used the metaphor of the
dewdrop in the ocean. When they questioned himtabeueason for the change, he
stated that he did see spiritual transformatioriedéntly now.

“How do you see it now?”

“The ocean is in the dewdrop!” the sage said.

Asked to elaborate, he said, “You are Consciousrtésdimitless being. That which
you seek is what you already are”

And the room was filled with silence

END

*8 padinjarekara. Francis J. The Ocean in the DewdbeMello Publications. Mumbai, Dublin 2010.
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