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within the cognitive sphere of influence. Again, goodness, surely, is more than a state, being a dynamic
reaching forwards into a higher state of excellence. –hence placing it at the apex of conation.

What is novel in my approach is to fit modes and categories into a relationship to each other in a
way which makes both the stasis of Being and the Dynamics of Becoming possible

Rather predictably, neither Russell the mathematician nor Russell the philosopher has much use
for them; they simply do not fit within a Bourbakian mindset.

“….What exactly is meant by the word “category,” whether in Aristotle, Kant and Hegel, I
must confess that I have never been able to understand. I do not believe that the term
“category” is in any useful in philosophy, as representing any clear idea”

The point that Russell is missing is that each category enjoys a considerable degree of autonomy
=-as high as monism permits- that sets it apart from the others, needing it to be negotiated with on its own

terms. Russell’s worldview is more circumscribed –though he was never to be strait-jacketed by
positivistic excesses. For example, he confronted and displayed the epistemological fallacy of naïve
realism, frankly conceding its vertiginous implications.

Among the requisite assets of anyone tackling this problem would be a contemplative
temperament, an hypertrophied right cortical hemisphere and a powerful peripheral vision. Figure 2
already given earlier in the document is a graphical rendition of this analogy. The left is appropriate for a
Leibniz, Heissenberg or Russell; the right is that of a Plotinus or Cusanus, and to a degree, of Hegel
himself (it is said that he was delighted to have a student or colleague bring Meister Eckhart to his
attention). The kind of reasoning process seemingly appropriate would what I would call ‘holistic’ rather
than by the more familiar rigorous, meticulous and sharply focussed deductive process that is customarily
pursued. It will inevitably be of Eastern rather than Western in its character
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Anyone entering this field must have the mindset –if not the articulate competence- of a
mathematician. Now, there is nothing new in this. A dominant theme during the great classical age of

philosophical speculation –starting, shall we say, with Descartes- was that many of its principle authors
were also mathematicians. The names of Descartes himself, Blaise Pascal, Leibniz -and more recently,
Russell and Whitehead- come readily to mind. Any philosopher aspiring to bring the needed New
Paradigm into the light of day must bring with him something of the mathematical and formal instincts of a
Bruno or Cusanus; it’s no job for a Leibniz. What the times call for are men who are the very antithesis
of General Bourbaki –see figure 3 It is necessary to break free of the left-lobed bias endemic within
academia that wishes to see everything in terms of particulars –in which there is a place for everything
and everything is in its place; fields and such concepts as action-at-a-distance are abhorred –at times to
the point of anathematisation. It is said that Newton himself shrank from the seeming implication that his
notion of gravity implied a mysterious and unwelcome reaching forwards from one place over a gap to
another, and was prepared to contemplate a space packed solid with minute objects to provide the
necessary bridge to mediate the causal influence from one place to another distanced from it. This
brought him full circle to Leibniz’ whose ‘Monadology’, I believe, contemplated a space packed with point-
like primitive entities. The same sentiments are very much in evidence in both of the fields of physics and
the foundations of mathematics. Quantum physicists take the propagation of forces between separated
locations to be mediated by ‘virtual’ particles –e.g. virtual photons. I’m unclear as to whether the
empirical facts demand this acceptance or whether this was a forcible ouster of an unwelcome ‘field’
interpretation. On clue pointing in this direction is the near universal assumption that the propagation of
gravitational forces will turn out to be mediated by its own virtual particle-the ‘Graviton’. I predict that
every excuse will be made for its continuing non-appearance.

It will also differ in its inclusion of modalities other than those of time space and materiality. How
is this refractory area to be engaged? It is one thing to discuss problems of modes and categories
through the medium of Natural Language –which indeed can be regarded as a ‘soft’ formalism. If
Leibniz’s dream of a Characteristica Universalis were at hand, then its supposedly ‘sound’ foundations –
as some analogue of conventional mathematics- might offer us the needed structuring tools to make
sense of this recalcitrant area. However, except perhaps for some of the more vocal advocates of the
‘Artificial Intelligence’ initiative, little hope is held up for such developments to be forthcoming.

This bleak outlook not withstanding, let’s see what can be said on the subject.

The concept of ‘symmetry breaking’ has been very much in evidence –many centuries before it
was to be taken up by physicists. Many of its transactions are non destructive in the sense that its
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It must not be forgotten that there is a lex moralis every bit as much as a lex naturalis. There are
absolutes within ethics, even though the unfocussed form of any ‘top down’ regimen is not of ‘normative’
constitution, i.e. is something capable of a definitive list of dos and don’ts –however useful some of these
may be as guide lines. I shall have a great deal more to say about this in the concluding sections of this
document.

A final characteristic of metamathematics to be seen in
the left hand image on the figure is its thoroughgoing fractal
nature in which every potential covariant form –emerging from
bifurcations- preserves a local aspect of the whole. The fractals
that we know of in conventional mathematics are but ghostly
doppelgangers in comparison.

Figure 5 complements that previously given for the way
in which it shows how both logics are actually utilized within the
conscious mind. The upper domain preserves the psyche itself
and the holistic aura of meaning within which it is embedded wile
the lower sustains the articulate objectivity of what is being
addressed.

Before leaving this matter, take a final look into the first
image, and savour the way in which one can burrow down within
it into any one of an infinite set of branching tunnels; from where
I stand it is the vertiginous intuitions which this arouses that most
drives home what it is we’re trying to deal with. We shall be
taking a further look at its implications in the section which
follows

A Brief Glance at the Miracle of Language

There is something miraculous about language; without
it we could never have stepped out of the time-locked and
instinct driven animal world, up onto the high ground of explicit
self-consciousness –and the entire array of initiatives that
become possible in consequence. Its conception and execution
is the most remarkable and astonishing germinal
accomplishment. It presupposes a general burgeoning of the
cortex –to bring it, so to speak, to a state of ‘critical mass’.
Extending over periods measured in hundreds of thousands of
years [check this] there were to be the descent of the larynx, the
emancipation of the tongue and differentiations within the
architecture of the cortex –expressly in support of speech. And
this had to be done in a way that preserved a continuing viability
and competence during this phylogenetic odyssey. It is surely

the supreme cortical achievement –no mean accolade given the astonishing ability of germinal mind to fill
almost every nook and cranny of the environment –to which germinal mind is blind. But properly
understood, I believe that it saved the best till last. I take it to be its swan song. In its characteristic
‘analogue’ prosody, it is telling us that from now on out evolution is our job alone. The baton has been
passed to us; germinal mind has become reconciled to the fact that it has engineered its own demise –to
be phased out and transcended during the transition to a post-germinal life.

Historical aside

Plato, and the treatment of Universals by the Schoolmen of the Middle Ages aside, one might say
that linguistics as we now know it started with the ruminations of these two mathematically-minded
philosophers: Leibniz, with his notion of a ‘Characteristica Universalis’, and the Dualism proposed by


