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iinn aa hhiillllssiiddee nneeaarr tthhee oorriiggiinnaall ssiittee iinn MMoonnttiiggnnaacc,, iinn tthhee 
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     FFrraanncciiss RRiinnggeennbbaacchh,, tthhee aarrttiissttiicc ddiirreeccttoorr ooff tthhee pprroojjeecctt aanndd 
hhiimmsseellff aa ssccuullppttoorr,, ssaayyss tthhee nneeeedd ttoo bbee aass ffaaiitthhffuull aass ppoossssiibbllee ttoo 
tthhee oorriiggiinnaall sslloowweedd tthhee tteeaamm ddoowwnn.. ""SSoommeettiimmeess oonnee hhaass ttoo 
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aakkiinn ttoo uussiinngg ttrraacciinngg ppaappeerr aass tthheeyy aapppplliieedd llaayyeerr uuppoonn llaayyeerr ooff 
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uunnddeerrssttaanndd wwhhaatt LLaassccaauuxx rreepprreesseennttss ffoorr sscciieennccee,, tthhee hhiissttoorryy ooff 
aarrtt,, pprreehhiissttoorryy..""
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What is Science? A perspective on the revolutions of change 

Vernon M. Neppe MD, PhD, FRSSAf and Edward R. Close PhD abc 

Abstract:
In this 3-part paper, we re-examine the fundamental ideas of scientific change. There might be 
no (totally) satisfactory definition of “science” as it does not always apply “the scientific 
method”. Even the quantitative “hard science” may be applied to an ostensible non-science 
because it is highly quantitative and technical. Additionally, mathematics appears to be a 
metalevel above science because mathematical proof is so definitive: Is it part of science?  

We argue that science necessarily does not require examination of just Karl Popper’s major 
thesis of science involving only potentially falsifiable events. It is more than that and feasibility 
evaluations extend science.  
Modern communication processes could have enhanced change along, but true extensive 
multidisciplinary paradigm shifts remain very slow. 
We necessarily extend Kuhn’s various stages of understandings of Thomas Kuhn’s Scientific 
Revolutions. We propose the “11 Neppe-Close Revolutions model (11NCR)” of change—the 
reshaping of science—by adding several more paths along the way. This results in eleven phases 
of denial and acceptance of Neppe and Close (“the 11NC revolutions” or “11NCR”) highlighted 
by “Not even wrong”. We exemplify this 11NCR model to 14 sequences of discovery, and point 
to the prejudices of the pseudo-skeptics.  
We need to add pieces of the jigsaw puzzle within 3S-1t. This way the open-minded appropriate 
skeptic can examine the data logically. Importantly, some paradigmatic models are incorrect and 
not feasible. If they were falsifiable, they could then be falsified using the correct approaches. 
But , most times, they are not falsifiable. What is new, is not necessarily better.  

a Vernon M. Neppe MD, PhD, Fellow Royal Society (SAf), and Edward R. Close PhD, PE. For perspective, Prof. Neppe is a 
BehavioralNeurologist, Neuropsychiatrist, Neuroscientist, Psychopharmacologist, Forensic specialist, Psychiatrist, Phenomenologist, 
Neuroscientist, Epileptologist, Consciousness Researcher, Philosopher, Philosopher of Science, Creativity expert, and Dimensional 
Biopsychophysicist. His CV includes 10+ books, 2 plays, about 700 publications, 1000+ invited lectures and media interactions 
worldwide (http://www.vernonneppe.org/about.php). Dr. Close is Physicist, Mathematician, Cosmologist, Environmental Engineer and 
Dimensional Biopsychophysicist. Transcendental Physics is one of Dr. Close's 8+ books 1 (www.erclosetphysics.com). 
Both Dr Neppe and Dr Close are affiliated with the Pacific Neuropsychiatric Institute, Seattle; and Exceptional Creative Achievement 
Organization Distinguished (Polymathic Creative) Professor (Dr. Neppe), Creative Distinguished Fellow (Dr. Close). 
b We gratefully acknowledge the Exceptional Creative Achievement Organization (ECAO.us), who hold copyright, for permission to 
publish this article.  
c Thank you to our peer reviewers, particularly Dr Adrian Klein for his detailed peer comments and to Jacqueline Slade for her efficient 
editing.

http://www.erclosetphysics.com/
http://www.vernonneppe.org/about.php


Neppe VM and Close ER. What is Science? A perspective on the revolutions of change 

Neppe VM and Close ER; V3. IQNexus Journal; 8: 1, 7-19, 2016; 160225 8
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Communications, Dimensional Biopsychophysics, Definition, Evolution, Experimental Data, 
Extensions, Falsifiability, Feasibility, Infinite, Life, “Lower-Dimensional Feasibility, Absent 
Falsification”, LFAF, Mathematics, Ordropy, Philosophy Of Science, Popper, Pseudo-
Skeptics, Prejudice, Reality, Science.

Re-examining the fundamental ideas of scientific change: Part 1 

Both Henry Bauer2, and Neppe and Close 3, 4 recognize the limitations of science as we know it 
today 5. Let’s crystallize science, as we know it.  

Bauer 6, 2 indicates that there is no (totally) satisfactory definition of “science”: 
 Does it apply “the scientific method”? 6 Not always.  
 Does science require applying mathematics and is that itself a science? 6

 If science is quantitative like the “hard science” of physics, then economics is also a hard 
science because it, too, is highly quantitative and technical. 6

We (Neppe and Close) 4; 5 found correspondences of many aspects of the difficulties Bauer points 
out: The major area of similarity is the problem with the definition and directions and limits of 
science, yet there are possible philosophical differences. 

For example, we certainly regard math as very useful, but far more than that. Mathematics, to us, 
is a metalevel above science because mathematical proof is so definitive. Moreover, we argue 
that mathematics pervades all disciplines, not only as solutions but also as an integral part of 
reality. Math to us is so fundamental it is part of nature, and not just a series of equations.  
Whether then math is part of science is a question of definition: Can science be expanded to that 
metalevel of mathematics?  

Bauer recognizes the limits of regarding science purely as an “objective, value-free, and 
unbiased” method6? In practice, this cannot be so: The scientist necessarily bases ideas on his—
and often the consensus’s—subjective and historical impressions. But this may be false to begin 
with. To Bauer, “mistaken views about Nature have often enough disproved themselves 
(eventually)”. Science “self-corrects” a great deal, but then, as Bauer points out, it must have 
been untrue before it self-corrected. We regard Bauer’s correction as a great contribution to the 
Philosophy of Science, and we too like to emphasize this mid-course correction concept.  
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Science is now subject to anonymous peer-review, yet this “does not shield people from being 
jealous, opportunistic, self-serving, or harboring idiosyncratic beliefs, nor does it ensure 
competence or ethical behavior.” 6 This, indeed, is a problem for all these reasons: Rejection of 
the new, threats to current thought, even misappropriation of ideas. This certainly does not make 
science a hard science. Bauer’s parallel with economic data also being hard science 6 is 
exemplified here, as we see it: Peer-review is a soft approach, often implying limitations that 
may be tantamount to the data being judged by a jury who are not really peers—in most 
instances, different so-called peers will reach very different conclusions. 

Another major player is Karl Popper. Does science necessarily require examination of Popper’s 
major thesis, that science involves examining only potentially falsifiable events? 7-9 We disagree, 
here, as we regard extending science by feasibility. Falsifiability is certainly often sufficient and 
has brought science to where it is. But we regard it as not necessary; we have introduced a further 
higher level concept: the Neppe-Close concept of Lower Dimensional Feasibility, in the absence 
of falsification by Popperian methods (“LFAF”) 4; 5 extends the domain of science, making proof 
a relative concept, and changing what some call metaphysical thought into real science. 4; 5

Let’s imagine peer-review in previous times. This was different but reflects the same principle: 
Indeed, the history of creative thought can be conceptualized as the overwhelming denial of what 
then might have been unfalsifiable data.  

Certainly, we know historically that science is resistant to new scientific discoveries! 10 Bernard 
Barber cites many, many examples through the ages of discoveries incorrectly criticized and 
dismissed by contemporary peers. 10 These range from Galileo (and the Church) on cosmology, 
to Lister and Semmelweiss on anti-sepsis, to Mendel on heredity. In the specific areas of physics, 
Helmholtz and Faraday were frustrated, Planck’s “quantum leap” on quantum theory was 
ignored, and Einstein was particularly isolated from 1915 to 1919 on relativity. And, in medicine, 
even in modern days, the cause of peptic ulceration being bacterial (Helicobacter pylori) was 
initially ridiculed. This ultimately led in 2005 to Marshall and Warren receiving the Nobel Prize. 
11 If we allowed science to apply feasibility, the creative jigsaw ideas of these great thinkers , 
would have been simply regarded as “science”. These ideas could then have been debated and 
rejected on its merits—another application of “Lower Dimensional Feasibility, Absent 
Falsification” (LFAF).  

Arthur Koester famously pointed out 12: “Innovation is a two-fold threat to academic 
mediocrities: it endangers their oracular authority; and it evokes the deeper fear that their whole 
laboriously constructed intellectual edifice may collapse.” 
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And as E Alan Price, and later Neppe, have amplified this: “Moreover, in terms of the empirical 
‘physicalistic presupposition’ involving the notion that all knowledge has its basis in what is 
physically perceived, and only physically, it is of course deceit and illusion to speak of 
knowledge based on non-physical perception. And therefore, it follows that parapsychology is 
dealing with deceit and illusion.” 13, 14 We are missing out on discovery and have over the years. 
This must stop and that is why LFAF is so critical at this time, particularly as discoveries 
pertaining to multiple dimensions 15-21 can only see some of the jigsaw puzzle from the 
perspective of our worldly experience not the reality that exists. 19; 21

To the pre-eminent Physics Nobelist, Max Planck 22 “science advances one funeral at a time”. 
He recognized that “a new scientific truth does not triumph by convincing its opponents and 
making them see the light, but rather because its opponents eventually die, and a new generation 
grows up that is familiar with it.” This is tragic to modern researchers. Moreover, to Planck: 
“Truth never triumphs — its opponents just die out.” 22

To Neppe and Close, this is particularly frustrating because their hope has been that the modern 
communication processes, embodied in the Internet, would speed change along. It does 
somewhat, but nevertheless, paradigm shifts involving major metaparadigms impact several 
disciplines and such change is painfully slow. Such changes literally threaten our reality base, 
and are resisted possibly correctly, they still embody profound needed accomplishments in a 
proportion of such cases. Nevertheless, sadly, this is needed. Such advances require courage and 
the zeal of the isolated creative pioneer: This can, indeed, be lonely and easily demoralizing. This 
is commonly the experience of great thinkers like Georg Cantor. 23 To not give up under those 
circumstances is remarkable and often reflects genius qualities 24 of creativity, driving zeal in the 
face of opposition, profound logic, physical and mental health, and indeed, the most neglected or 
poorly admitted quality of all, the opening to extended conscious awareness and the sudden 
“aha” moments. 25-30

Certainly, as we envisage it, old ideas must be overridden and buried. This is not new: It was 
already a significant problem as long ago as 1943. This was pointed out by Erwin Schrödinger 31

in a lecture given in Dublin Ireland: “We feel clearly that we are only now beginning to acquire 
reliable material for welding together the sum total of all that is known into a whole. But, on the 
other hand, it has become next to impossible for a single mind fully to command more than a 
small specialized portion of it.”

Bauer, again, points out another property of today’s science: It is an “umbrella” concept. And in 
today’s modern science, 6 scientists appear to know more and more about less and less. How do 
they prioritize and see the bigger picture? Even “overwhelming consensus in the scientific 
community” 6 does not imply that something is correct. Michael Crichton summarizes it: 32

“I want to point to what I consider an emerging crisis in the whole enterprise of science, namely 
the increasingly uneasy relationship between hard science and public policy.” 
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Revisiting Thomas Kuhn: An Extended Structure for Scientific 
Revolutions: Part 2 

In legal court interpretations, we apply levels of probability: On a more probable than not basis 
(≥50%); clear and convincing evidence (say ≥80%); and beyond reasonable doubt (say ≥95% 
postulated certainty) 33. Certainly, we would expect “feasible” in science to be at least at that 
≥50%, but we would prefer it to be ≥95% or even ≥99% as we build that jigsaw puzzle.
In the Veteran’s military context, we do not even need ≥50% evidence. The context is simply “as 
likely as not” —a broad 50% measure. Scientists, individually, can, similarly, apply their own 
different levels of assessing findings. 

We need to be very careful in going with the mainstream because creative endeavors and new 
discoveries are seldom driven by consensus. “Essentially, substantive propositions should be 
answered substantively in every particular … The greatest scientists in history are great 
precisely because they broke with the consensus.” 2 6 But here, if we had any kind of jury, every 
new point would be vehemently rejected. The consensus is not always right. This may be the 
limitation of the democratic vote. It is purely the creative genius who makes paths towards 
changing our future. These are the “Kuhnian revolutions of change” 34. But science is not like 
law. Law is directed to an orderly status quo based on existing rules. Science is directed towards 
advances in knowledge and skill. 4

Ironically, as Thomas Kuhn’s points out in his famous The Structure of Scientific Revolutions, 
every contemporary mainstream belief or paradigm opposes significant change, and even more 
vehemently, resists any contradiction of the prevailing view. It can take a very long time before 
valid minority views become incorporated into a new mainstream. And as this is what produces 
change, the stability in our world-views is dichotomous: It’s good because new ideas might be 
wrong; and it’s bad because it prevents legitimate progress. 

Thomas Kuhn's theory of scientific revolution encompasses a repetitive and ongoing cyclical 
transition that involves three stages, 34 namely: 
 normal science;  
 crises when paradigm shifts are contemplated or recognized with new assumptions; and 
 scientific revolutions when the paradigm alters after a qualitative transformation in theory. 

Through our proposed 11 Neppe-Close Revolutions model (11NCR), we have necessarily 
extended Kuhn’s various stages of understandings of the revolutions34 of change—the reshaping 
of science—by adding several more paths along the way. This results in eleven key periods of 
adjustment.  
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In Table 1A, we refer to what we call the “the 11NC revolutions” (or “11NCR”): Of the 11 
legitimate phases, individual scientists might be somewhat arbitrary as to which level of 
classification they would apply. Even attaining a consensus of scientists might not imply they are 
correct. The spectrum ranges from complete individual rejection to scientific acceptance. 

So how, then, can we apply consensus and peer review, and maintain a paradigm or specific 
knowledge as science? Again, we need to apply LFAF, otherwise this might not even be a 
science at all and still simply metaphysical speculation or a philosophical standpoint. We, surely, 
must be careful that when using current consensus ideas, and rejecting feasibility, we regard the 
greatest contributions to science as “metaphysical” —implying they are not scientific, or simply 
philosophical, or sometimes involve creativity. We might then recognize, too, the irony. LFAF 
becomes an impetus for change to redefine experience in the context of identifying different 
levels of acceptance in this new science. This classification ranges from utter rejection to 
complete acceptance (Table 2A) 

Table 2A: The eleven phases of denial and acceptance of Neppe and Close
(“the 11NC revolutions” or “11NCR”)

1. Initially there is “it’s too wrong to be wrong”, often accompanied with a condescending 
smile or chuckle; the alternative phrase is the derisive “it’s too false to be false”;

2. then there is abject rejection, often accompanied by ridicule and name-calling: “the insults 
are deserved. I know, I’m an expert”;

3. then “that’s a good try, but it’s simply not true”; 
4. then the consensus rejects it: “it’s definitely incorrect”; 
5. then it is unlikely, but it may be mentioned as a hypothetical for completeness: “it’s an 

unlikely outlier that we mention just to cover all our bases”;
6. there is the stage of “I’m opting out: This is outside my discipline, so I don’t understand it 

or haven’t studied it. Let me suspend judgment”;
7. then “maybe there is something there, but I need more”; 
8. then “there is some evidence… interesting”; 
9. then “it appears to be proven: the evidence is cogent; but most scientist don’t accept 

that”;
10.then it is hailed as “it’s a new breakthrough” (even though it may have been proven much 

earlier);
11.then “it’s obvious: we all know that”. 

Where do we stand? In our opinion, when so-called scientists write that “it’s too false to be 
false”, they’re saying a great deal. But this is not usually about the science behind the work 
they’re critiquing. Instead, it may reflect themselves, because with the speakers’ ignorance, or 
their unswerving rigidity, flows forth their character.  
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Wolfgang Pauli used different phraseology but with the same implications: 35 “it is not even 
wrong”. “Not even wrong” might conveniently be applied as an insult to areas such as psi, but 
linguistically it’s a contradiction because of the double negation. It may turn out to be correct, 
and might be the ultimate back-handed compliment.  

Kuhn describes the process of recognition, of discovery, of the crises and of the frequent failures, 
of alternative models, of resistance to the anomaly, of the transition to change, and ultimately of 
acceptance of paradigm change, at which stage the cycle repeats itself, but with added 
specialization of components of the paradigm. 34 Effectively, in 11 NCR, the cycles also repeat: 
What may now be level 11 for one finding or group of findings may resort to say, Level 5 for the 
objective, logical scientist or level 1, for the bigot. 

It would be interesting to establish if any of the “too false to be false” scientists, have ever in 
history made any creative contribution to knowledge. We would suggest that such dogmatic 
rigidity of thinking would prevent this happening. 

And, ironically, familiarity might breed contempt: How can you, the reader, who may be close to 
us in view, or know us well, be making a major contribution? Surely, it would be Professors 
Smith and Jones, whom we don’t know, because the grass would be greener on the other side? 
The expert must come from afar.  

Let’s apply the 11NCR classification to the example of the following sequences: 
1. Close and Neppe developed their detailed TDVP d model of the finite and the infinite. 19

2. They then recognized in their TDVP model that there had to be a multidimensional finite 
reality. 20; 36

3. They then postulated in their TDVP model that there had to be specifically a 9- 
dimensional finite reality. 19; 36

4. They then demonstrated theoretically why there should be 9 finite dimensions. 19 37; 38

5. They then mathematically derived the Cabibbo angle which required 9-dimensional spin 
39 40

6. They then replicated this mathematical derivation by a thought experiment. 41

7. They then extended this work to other areas such as angular momentum and electron 
spin,42

8. They then extended several other related phenomena such as the non-spherical electron 
and the electron cloud. 43

9. They then postulated that each higher dimension is an extension of the previous ones: The 
lower dimensions are embedded within the others. 44

10. They then developed a model of the third property, gimmel, which shows that we need a 
9-dimensional reality. 15; 16

d TDVP = The Triadic Dimensional Distinction Vortical Paradigm
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11. They showed correlations of gimmel both subatomically as well as at the cosmological 
level, and that these relate to a particular way of measuring reality. (Triadic rotational 
units of Equivalence —TRUE units). 16; 45

12. They recognized that all these findings are heavily correlated with the commonality being 
a finite 9-dimensional spin model. 46 47

13. They further pointed out that all the 9D spin findings in no way compromised the 
experiential empirical findings that we have in 3S-1t. 17; 18; 48

14. They then moved from the mathematical and empirical scientific model to the creative 
exploratory model for the future. They realized that there are many more ways to solve 
the many conundrums in our current world view by applying this knowledge: 

a. Understanding there needs to be a spinning multidimensional reality (which they 
then also realized would refute 49 the String Theories 50 which involve folding or 
curling, not spinning)  

b.  That certain other dimensional contradictions or conundrums of physics might be 
potentially solved in the future. 15 51 52

c.  That mechanisms for psi phenomena can be solved without contradicting our 
current experiential reality. 53 54

d. That the reality might need to be 9-dimensions or a related exponent: 9 is 3 squared, 
and it could possibly be 9 cubed = 81, 9 quadrupled = 729, or possibly even 3 cubed 
=27. 46

Let’s look at some of these 14 options with the four subdivisions of option #14.
How does the conventional scientist, very used to life being only 3 dimensions of space (length, 
breadth, height) experienced in a moment in time (3S-1t), regard such findings?  
First, he could regard each of the fourteen findings individually— #1 to #14, being perceived 
independently of any others.  
Alternatively, he could build on the 14. Knowing that e.g. #5 likely implies that #1 to #4 is also 
correct.  
Therefore, possibly there should be 3 rankings when we classify these 14 statements in the 
context of the 11 Neppe-Close Revolutions model (11 NCR). The rankings of the statement 
should lead to a particular level ranking which would be different for each scientist. 

A. independent of any other statement;  
B. taking all the other previous statements into account yielding a composite; 
C. rank the ranker’s individual attitude for the above, not based on information delivered but 

attitude toward the areas (independent, composite, other). This ranking might say much 
more about the findings or the background (personality, training, ignorance) of the 
scientist involved than the actual findings.  

We briefly go ahead and this may be particularly relevant for C. above. 
Level 1 would refer to the pseudo-skeptic denier of “too false to be false”? 
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The mid-range may involve the considered opinion of Level 5, “unlikely outlier” because we’re 
concerned about all other 3S-1t science, despite knowing that it does not contradict any of 3S-1t, 
just extends it—so that still requires some denial of the data?  
Or is it Level 6, the honest “I don’t understand it: This is outside my discipline”. 
Or is it Level 9 “proven? But most won’t accept it?” 
Or is it Level 10 (“a new breakthrough”)?  
And what would it take to be Level 11? Would it require the Planckian funerals 22 or has 
massive, rapid electronic communications changed that ethos?

Of course, adding “feasibility” to the mix might paradoxically lead to being stuck on Level 1 of 
11NCR for longer. Before it could just be rejected but not as science, so maybe as a Level 3 
(“good try, but this is not science” ) but now, for some, it might be classifiable initially as “not 
even feasible, because of its ostensible Bayesian impossibility” 54 19. That may be why the 
Planckian Funerals 22, arguing against the limitations of advancements to occur, are important. 
Scientists have difficulty with “unthinking”! These 11 stages are not easy to negotiate because 
they are so threatening, and we can see this in areas where, for many, the evidence is cogent, 
such as in psi research, and yet for others the data is completely rejected, often out of ignorance.  

Scientists might not easily admit variants of the following sentences: “I’m too threatened by this. 
I want to stay with what I know. In any event, I must not need to unthink what I’ve learnt. And 
I’m an academic and my job is at stake.” Instead, ironically, often those who shout the most 
about maintaining the status quo, are ignorant of their own ignorance about a proposed new 
paradigm. They’ve not studied the paradigm in detail, and likely might not even have the 
requisite training and experience even to make judgments.  

We have seen this repetitively in the disciplines of Psi and Consciousness Research, for example. 
This is, at times, particularly ironic because, with respect, we suggest a feasible unstudied 
conjecture: This area is so multidisciplinary that few scientists in the area have been able to 
allocate even as much time to study this area as they would to a regular bachelor’s degree in a 
recognized university discipline, such as physics or psychology.  
Parapsychology, therefore, contrasts starkly with other disciplines, perhaps their own, these same 
experts would never dare to comment unless they had, at minimum, a PhD specializing in the 
specific area of the discipline being commented on.  

So in disciplines like parapsychology, this might be one reason why “too wrong to be wrong” 
level 1 statements of the 11NCR are often very inappropriate: The critic should not be 
commenting at all or recognizing level 6 is more logical: This is outside my discipline, so I don’t 
understand it or haven’t studied it. Let me suspend judgment. That individual may be perceived 
as an “open-minded, appropriate skeptic” as opposed to the Level 1 individual who would be the 
“pseudo-skeptic” who will not evaluate for “feasibility”, stopping at the “not falsifiable” level. 
And a question: How would a feasible model explaining all the varied mechanisms of psi 
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multidimensionally (as has recently been done 54 ) produce change in the perception of psi? 
Would it raise the 11NCR classification up a notch or two or five? 

But on the other hand, importantly, some paradigmatic models are incorrect and not feasible. 
And if they were falsifiable, they could be falsified using the correct approaches. Yet, most 
times, they are not falsifiable. Such justified rejection would reflect scientific success in 
maintaining the status quo: What is new, is not necessarily better. But that’s why we need added 
pieces of the jigsaw puzzle within 3S-1t. This way the open-minded appropriate skeptic can 
examine the data logically.
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Re-evaluating our assessments of science: The approach to 
discovery by applying LFAF to the philosophy of science. 

Vernon M. Neppe MD, PhD, FRSSAf and Edward R. Close PhDabc

Abstract: 

In this 3-part paper, we re-evaluatied our assessments of science. We suggest a new approach to 
discovery, applying LFAF to the philosophy of science. In part 1, we describe the important 
Eddingtonian analogy: Obvious experimental data may not locate all of reality. This explains, in 
part, why our approach to what we regard as science is limited. We cannot appreciate all of 
reality when only applying a small component of reality. Our approach to science is clearly 
linked with our perception of reality. We then describe in Part 2, the key concepts to the classical 
scientific approach: Effectively, how can we improve our work. This includes the general 
scientific approach and the role of feasibility and specifically the additions to the classical 
scientific approach. In Part 3, we resolve the scientific approach by amplifying the Philosophy of 
Science. We tabulate key pertinent concepts in the Philosophy of science, specifically describe 
Lower-Dimensional Feasibility, Absent Falsification (LFAF) and we list and explain the 
disciplines and specific areas that demand to be sciences, namely Dimensional 
Biopsychophysics, evolution, life, ordropy, psi, and the infinite. These embody why we need 
LFAF.  

Key-words: 

Classical Scientific Approach, Dimensional Biopsychophysics, Eddington, Evolution, 
Experimental Data, Falsifiability, Feasibility, Infinite, Life, “Lower-Dimensional Feasibility, 

Absent Falsification”, LFAF, Ordropy, Philosophy Of Science, Psi, Reality, Science.
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The important Eddingtonian analogy: Part 1 

‘Let us suppose that an ichthyologist is exploring the life of the ocean. He casts a net into the 
water and brings up a fishy assortment. Surveying his catch, he proceeds in the usual manner of 

a scientist to systematize what it reveals. He arrives at two generalizations: 
(1)No sea-creature is less than two inches long. 

(2)All sea-creatures have gills. 
These are both true of his catch, and he assumes tentatively that they will remain true 
however often he repeats it.’

‘In applying this analogy, the catch stands for the body of knowledge which constitutes 
physical science, and the net for the sensory and intellectual equipment which we use in 

obtaining it. The casting of the net corresponds to observation: for knowledge which has not 
been or could not be obtained by observation is not admitted into physical science. An 

onlooker may object that the first generalization is wrong. "There are plenty of sea-creatures 
under two inches long, only your net is not adapted to catch them." 

 The ichthyologist dismisses this objection contemptuously. “Anything uncatchable by my net 
is ipso facto outside the scope of ichthyological knowledge.” In short, “What my net can't 
catch isn't fish.” Or — to translate the analogy —“If you are not simply guessing, you are 
claiming a knowledge of the physical universe discovered in some other way than by the 

methods of physical science, and admittedly unverifiable by such methods.  
You are a metaphysician. Bah!” ……

“The mathematics is not there till we put it there.”’
Sir Arthur Eddington, 1938 1 d

Sir Arthur Eddington’s remarkable insight that obvious experimental data may not locate all of 
reality reflects an understanding that at times our approach to what we regard as science is 
limited. We cannot appreciate all of reality when only applying a small component of reality. 
And our approach to science is clearly linked with our perception of reality. 

Therefore, we must examine whether2: 
 the Scientific Methodological Approach has some limitations and needs additions; 3

d Sir Arthur Eddington (1882 - 1944), the great British Astrophysicist and Philosopher of Science, quoted from Eddington’s book The 
Philosophy of Physical Science in 1938 1. Eddington became world-famous when his observations on 29 May 1919 of the bending of 
starlight near the eclipsed sun confirmed predictions made by Albert Einstein in his General Theory of Relativity. 
http://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Arthur_Eddington. 

http://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Arthur_Eddington
http://en.wikiquote.org/wiki/Observation
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 the Philosophy of Science Approach must be amplified; 2

 specifically, feasibility would make such Philosophy of Science approaches more versatile; 2

 there is a critical role for mathematics in science 4; 5;  
 the axiomatic basis of mathematical logic must be expanded 4; 
 there need to be amplifications of logical scientific data approaches 4; 6 ; 
 replicability is a key issue in science 2; 
 the fundamental concepts of science should be re-examined 2; 
 lower dimensional feasibility, absent falsification (LFAF) is critical 2; 
 the need for LFAF in the Neppe-Close Triadic Dimensional Distinction Vortical Paradigm 

(TDVP) 7-10; 
 we can analyze the nature of reality 3; 
 we can apply a summation for what science is all about 5.  

In short, the answer to all these items is “indeed, we must expand and amplify these areas”.
A common theme to all twelve of these issues involves considering what is feasible, as well as 
what is falsifiable and what is replicable. This is why in this paper we emphasize our proposed 
new concept of “lower dimensional feasibility, absent falsification”, although not dealing with all 
these issues specifically. 

Key concepts to the classical scientific approach: How can we make our 
work better: Part 2 

We’re dealing with several concepts in the Philosophy of Science. Consequently, we apply some 
key concepts in the sections that follow. 
These are presented over the next few pages because they allow a tabulated prioritization of 
where the concepts of science fit, what constitutes science, and what may need to be expanded to 
encompass what is now known. We clarify these concepts with Tables, marrying them with data 
in the text. 

We always begin with understanding what is known and what is not known. 

 In Table 2A, we tabulate the general scientific approach that is conventionally used, based on 
the consensus approach of what is known. This approach to science may reflect a legitimate 
way to conceptualize science that has been well-tried and tested over centuries. We cannot 
and should not ignore such success. But we can endeavor to make it better. 

 We then test ideas to establish if we can extend what is known, or at least, if we can replicate 
what is known. For example, we frequently apply statistical approaches to ensure that the 
hypotheses are appropriately tested.  
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 At the next level, we ensure that our methodology to test our ideas is appropriate. This 
involves more than careful planning, not only of our sample and sample sizes, but of its 
generalization to the appropriate population. It further requires application of appropriate 
techniques to ensure the research method we’ve applied is legitimate.

 We then analyze our results appropriately, applying the pre-defined techniques we had listed 
in our hypotheses. From there, we’re able to discuss our results, recognize limitations and 
strengths, and arrive at conclusions. In this approach, we emphasize what is falsifiable and 
what is potentially replicable. (Table 2A) 

Table 2A: General scientific approach and the role of feasibility
Literature review 
What is known:
Limitations:

 There are two necessary steps.
 This includes current consensus opinions. 
The limits are, at times, unnamed or not stipulated. Yet, that is 
required. That allows the creative jumps to the next step.

Hypotheses and ideas
Statistical and non-
statistical hypotheses

 Stipulated statistical analyses
 Non-statistical “unproven” components amplified 
 Induction techniques

Methodology  Samples and comparisons 
 Key controls
 Evaluation tests applied 
 Data collection
o Statistical analytic techniques
o Non-statistical analysis

 Uncontrolled data and confounding factors
Results  Statistical analyses based on falsifiability 

 Non-statistical pertinence: Sometimes neglected but often 
inductive methods involve observations that are not statistical

Discussion  Strengths
 Weaknesses 

Conclusions  Generalizations from the specific data to the general
 Replications
 Further ideas generated.

The solutions to extending this scientific approach are then added in Table 1B.  
 Before rejecting data as unscientific because it may not be falsifiable, we need to apply 

feasibility as the next stage.  
 Even more so, if something is falsifiable but has not been falsified, feasibility can amplify 

data (as in Medicine). Under those circumstances, feasibility often makes the results more 
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practically useful. 
 The higher the level of scientific proof, the better. We argue that mathematical proof is the 

highest level of scientific proof because it does not rely on frequentist or Bayesian statistical 
arguments. 11 3

 The axiomatic basis of mathematics may have to be clarified and expanded to accommodate 
new empirical knowledge about the nature of reality.  

In Table 2B, the current scientific approach (that is listed in Table 2A) is amplified. The major 
additions pertain to feasibility of the hypotheses and outcome. By adding in extra pieces into the 
“jigsaw puzzle” of what is realizable, this procedure allows for extending our boundaries of 
knowledge, and for creativity and originality. Such a technique is critical, inter alia (we will see), 
when applying multidimensional models.  

This way we do not avoid excluding data that might be incorrectly considered as irrelevant, when 
more appropriately it would be labeled as feasible. The inclusion of feasibility considerations 
allows for what might be critical conceptual jumps to other dimensions, and for expansions of 
scientific theory based on new information. 

Table 2B: Specifically the additions to the classical scientific approach (added to Table 2A)
Hypotheses 
and ideas

 Mathematical proofs and logic. Mathematics and logic are keys to 
further understanding of science. This is, at times, appreciated; but 
sometimes it is not. It is generally assumed by most scientists that 
mathematical logic is complete, as it is currently understood. Gödel’s 
incompleteness theorems prove that this is an error. 12; 13

 What is feasible? Feasibility till now has been neglected, yet, we argue, 
it is a key to the scientific method. Often the not provable becomes 
cogently pertinent science that is not refuted and yet feasible.

Limitations Limits are frequently not stipulated, yet often reflect unrecognized 
components of research, particularly in the extra-dimensional context.

Results  Feasibility based on jigsaw pieces but not falsified:
o Creativity and originality
o Metaphysical jumps to scientific approach
o Exclusion of data

Consensus is sometimes based on outmoded concepts, not on truth. 14 This consensus approach to 
scientific investigation is always based on our limited knowledge of the nature of reality. 15 Many 
new hypotheses, based on a deeper and/or broader understanding of the nature of reality, are 
possible.  
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The literature of what is known is constantly changing as more is learned or applied about the 
true nature of reality. For example, new light was shed on the nature of reality by relativity 16; 17, 
quantum mechanics 18 and Gödel’s incompleteness theorems, 12; 13 yet the scientific approach has 
not been modified to accommodate them. New mathematical techniques, such as the Calculus of 
Distinctions 19; 20, Dimensional Extrapolation 21, and extensions 22 of Fermat’s Last Theorem 23-25, 
and Pythagorean 26 thinking 3, are useful in applying more than our fundamental experiential 
reality, yet, at this point, few use such methods in their scientific approaches. 

Additionally, in both the feasibility and falsifiability approaches, new axiomatic mathematics and 
logic are introduced as critical “players”.

Resolving the scientific approach by amplifying the Philosophy of 
Science: Part 3 

When we combine falsifiability and feasibility, we delineate a new Philosophy of Science 
approach called ‘Lower-Dimensional Feasibility, Absent Falsification’ (LFAF) 2; 27. In Table 3A, 
we describe the key concepts of Feasibility and Falsification. 

Table 3A: Philosophy of science key concepts
Philosophy 
of science 
(PoS):

The branch of philosophy that examines the foundations, methods, and 
implications of science. PoS includes what science is, its pertinence, 
reliability, purpose, ontology, and areas related to science, such as 
metaphysics.

Falsifiability 
(in the 
scientific 
context):

Strength:

Limitations

Karl Popper’s concept: 28 The empirical or mathematical demonstration of 
the falseness of a hypothesis. The level of proof is a negation and 
falsifiability is often, in practice, limited to aspects of our current 
experiential reality of 3 spatial dimensions (length, breadth, height) in a 
moment in time (the present) and therefore called 3S-1t. “Falsifiable” in 
LFAF refers specifically to scientific falsifiability not any other common 
synonymous uses such as “incorrect”, “erroneous”, “mistaken”, “inaccurate”, 
or “imprecise”.
The strength of Falsifiability is that it is a powerful way to negate an 
incorrect hypothesis.
Falsifiability’s limitations: it is insufficient for cosmological concepts like 
evolution, and can frequently not be applied beyond 3S-1t, particularly if 
events or objects are not falsified.
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Table 3A: Philosophy of science key concepts
Feasibility 
(in the 
scientific 
context):

Not CF:

The strength 
of SF:

Limitations of
feasibility 

Vernon Neppe’s concept: The empirical or mathematical demonstration of 
the manifest portion of something that we can experience, perceive, or 
conceive of, that is not falsified. Feasibility, like falsifiability, refers to 
something that is testable and involves demonstrable proof by empiricism, 
deduction or induction: It involves descriptions of attempts at scientific proof 
—“scientific feasibility” (SF). However, there is an alternative non-scientific 
English idiomatic use —“common feasibility” (CF): This common linguistic 
use of feasibility “it is possible (or probable) to do or effect something easily 
or conveniently” is different from SF. “Feasibility” is as SF only in this 
paper as part of LFAF. (SF) Feasibility is more versatile than falsifiability in 
that it can add meaningful reasoning to different scientific contexts such as 
extra dimensions, evolution, cosmology, meaningful medical practice, psi, 
and even extend mathematics and logic. SF manifests like filling in a jigsaw 
puzzle piece into the experiential stage of 3S-1t. But this more multifaceted 
feasibility lacks the power of falsifiability analyses.

But some disciplines must be part of science yet require LFAF to be so. Sometimes, we don’t 
even recognize that what we’re using is LFAF. In Table 3B, we list describe LFAF. 

These disciplines and specific areas need to be respected as sciences. Yet, they often cannot 
apply the scientific method because falsifiability alone is not available or relevant. Applying 
“feasibility” makes them meaningful: Paradoxically, these disciplines are currently regarded as 
sciences, yet it is the scientific feasibility (SF) that’s more pertinent as the LFAF approach makes 
them sciences that can be carefully examined for their data. 

Table 3B: Lower-Dimensional Feasibility, Absent Falsification
“Lower-
Dimensional 
Feasibility, 
Absent 
Falsification” 
(LFAF):

Neppe and Close, in 2012 29, developed this new theoretical Philosophy of 
Science approach to scientific proof. The basis of LFAF includes logically 
feasible concepts in hypotheses that may not be falsified or even falsifiable in 
our experiential reality of our three dimensions of space embedded in the 
present moment in time (3S-1t). LFAF is applicable at all dimensional levels 
and allows a greater versatility of scientific approach without excluding the 
greater power. 3 Applying our dimensional domain of 3S-1t that we 
experience while alive, we could have named this method of analysis “3S-1t 
FAF” (or “3S-1t feasibility, absent falsification”). This would have been 
perfectly logical. But it eliminates the option of other analyses, relative to 
different dimensional frameworks. 30, 31
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But some disciplines must be part of science yet require LFAF to be so. Sometimes, we don’t 
even recognize that what we’re using is LFAF. In Table 3B, we list describe LFAF. 

Concepts like feasibility and falsifiability reflect not only scientific methodological approaches. 
They are actually fundamental to the Philosophy of Science approach to conceptualizing science. 
The concept of LFAF broadens science in the disciplines of evolution, cosmology, dimensional 
biopsychophysics, and particularly in common practice, in medicine. LFAF has applications 
across several different disciplines (Table 3C). 

Table 3C: The disciplines and specific areas that demand to be sciences
 Medicine emphasizes clinical pertinence. Clinical relevance in medicine is more 

important than statistical correlations. The medical approach is often bidirectional with 
correlations in medicine (dual directional “causality” or linkage) 32 33-35

 Evolution reflects the historic past, and feasibility assumptions need to be made about 
this discipline because it is often inherently not falsifiable.

 Cosmology: Cosmological findings often involve applying pieces of the jigsaw puzzle 
and testing for feasibility because the distances and times involved are astronomical.

 Dimensional biopsychophysics (DBP) is a new discipline established by Neppe and 
Close 29 to fill the void of how to describe multidimensional reality in the physics, 
biological, consciousness and psychological sciences. DBP involves studies of 
dimensions. This includes dimensions beyond the usual 3S-1t that we can directly 
experience. We can sometimes only be aware of the extra dimensions through little clues 
manifesting in 3S-1t: We call these jigsaw puzzle pieces. These should be scientifically 
feasible. DBP interfaces and impacts several areas such as biology, physics, and 
consciousness research.

Falsifiability is quite insufficient to deal with all our current sciences. Applying LFAF allows for 
more versatility plus more power to expand hypotheses and results.  

LFAF is particularly pertinent to accentuate disciplines and concepts listed in Table 1E. LFAF 
significantly broadens science, including evolution, cosmology, and multidimensionality and 
making medical interpretations more meaningful and applicable and allowing the introduction of 
new disciplines, such as dimensional biopsychophysics. (Table 3D). 

Practical non-falsifiable science 
There are, therefore, many special circumstances in which the classical approach of Karl Popper 
in the Philosophy of Science 37, that requires only “falsifiability”, do not apply. To make 
scientific sense, we have to understand data as sometimes metaphorically filling in pieces of a 
jigsaw puzzle. We cannot envisage enough to prove a hypothesis, but we can say it fits logic and 
there is no contradiction. This is the value of considering what is feasible. 
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Table 3D: Concepts that demand to be scientifically evaluated
 Life: “Life” is far more than the physical testable RNA and DNA expression. Biology 

involves the feasible as experienced in 3S-1t only, just as physics does, yet the beginning 
of life might not be falsifiable, and, we argue, appears to be far more than just 3S-1t. 3

 Ordropy: “Ordropy” is the Neppe-Close term for multidimensional order. 3 Ordropy is 
more than just a negation of entropy (implying a tendency to disorder). Its presence may 
relate to the ordered biochemistry that we, living beings, experience every moment, and 
the maintained order of our living. But it also has an infinite component, with a hypothesis 
of being the source of all order. Order can be reflected in finite multidimensional order. 
Moreover, we have argued that such “ordropy” might derive from the infinite continuity. 
At that level, it is inherently not falsifiable, but we might experience the feasible jigsaw 
pieces in 3S-1t.

 Infinity: Infinity integrates with the finite and transfinite and, we argue, embeds this 
metafinite. 3 “Metafinite” refers to the composite term for the “discrete finite” (such as the 
9 dimensions), plus the higher transfinite. The continuous infinite is extremely difficult to 
conceptualize and because there are no measures, much of it must be inherently non-
falsifiable. Moreover, the quantized finite extending into the transfinite may be difficult to 
measure, except at times, ordinally. This, again, might lead to data that cannot be 
calculated exactly, and therefore cannot easily be falsified, yet can be feasibly examined.

 Psi : “Psi” is a composite term used for so-called “extrasensory perception” (ESP) and 
“psychokinesis” (PK). To the layperson, it is the generic term for psychic, paranormal, 
anomalous and sixth sense. Psi phenomena constitute part of the scientific discipline 
called “parapsychology”. Psi phenomena cannot be explained other than recognition that 
they appear beyond space or beyond time or require greater consciousness. This means 
that they are “relatively non-local”. 3, 30; 31; 36 We postulate they involve, at times, extra 
dimensions beyond 3S-1t. They therefore fit into the discipline of Dimensional 
Biopsychophysics. 

 Evolution: The present is the final point in the study of evolution. Ancient artifacts may 
be found at the present time. We then extend our hypotheses backwards. Sometimes we 
can prove limited hypotheses, namely that Fossil A with specific characteristics appears to 
now be from Fossil B. There may be millions of years, largely unexplained. We put 
together our various pictures of the jigsaw puzzle and recognize what is being proposed is 
feasible. We also realize that no specific hypothesis in that puzzle is absolutely falsifiable. 
The pieces we’ve found can fit, though we don’t know all. This is a classic illustration of 
how LFAF is applied.
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Therefore, the jigsaw puzzle pieces can be fitted into many different disciplines. Dimensional 
biopsychophysics may appear the most obvious. But all of those areas in Table 1F, would not be 
science without feasibility being invoked.  

 Ordropy, as opposed to entropy, would exist only to philosophers. 
 Much of the real underlying “why” of biology and the fundamental existence of life would 

remain a mystery. 
 Psi phenomena that simply do not generally fit our usual 3S-1t thought paradigms would 

be disregarded as “pseudo-science” that could not be examined. 
 We would only be able to recognize that infinity largely involves speculation because we 

have to translate that infinite continuity through the discrete, pixilated quantize finite, 
stopping at that point regarding the infinite as “unfathomable”. 

 And, finally but critically, because we don’t sometimes realize it, the major gaps about the 
past in evolutionary theory, might constitute only a “theoretical speculation: because we 
can only presuppose the reasons for the gaps in the data in between as they are not 
falsifiable. But given that there are evolutionary aspects that are feasible, LFAF as 
opposed to Popperian Falisifiability, returns it to the position of “scientific evaluation”.

We need to look at the jigsaw puzzle pieces we have and put together what we regard as the 
feasible remaining pieces that have not been falsified. Indeed, these six areas, DBP, evolution, 
life, ordropy, psi, and the infinite, embody why we need “lower dimensional feasibility, absent 
falsification” (LFAF). 
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Thoughts on Language 
Mark van Vuuren 2015 

Language is the armoury of the human mind, and at once contains the trophies of its past and the weapons 
of its future conquests.i

Anywhere on Earth, individuals of any age, sex, economic or political dispensation, in 
any situation, are communicating through language. This strange, patterned 
vocalisation is not universally identical but the capacity to vocalize is. 

When and how did this happen? Chomsky argues that 100 000 years ago a single 
chance mutation occurred which instilled a language faculty.ii This allowed for 
communication and the development of a language structure, e.g. pronunciation 
(phonetics and phonology), grammar, vocabulary, orthography (conventional spelling 
systems) and meaning (i.e. semantics). Chomsky’s argument raises questions: if there 
was a singular chance mutation then one assumes an original language was formed. 
This might imply that as the mutant gene spread then the capacity for language was 
instilled, and this common language became the basis for future languages 
(monogenesis). A counter view is that language developed more or less 
simultaneously in several places (polygenesis), and one might ask why this 
phenomenon did not occur earlier, if at all. 

If there was one or many points of origin, language still needed to develop. How? Otto 
Jesperson (1860-1943) identified 5 theories on the origin of language: 

1. The bow-wow theory, where speech develops through imitating sounds from 
the environment, especially animal calls 

2. The pooh-pooh theory, where speech develops through making instinctive 
sounds, such as pain, anger, sorrow 

3. The ding-dong theory, where the reaction to a stimulus creates a sound, such as 
mama which reflects the lips movement as the mouth approaches the breast 

4. The yo-he-yo theory, where communal labour produces a shared exertion and 
shared vocalisation; this develops into communal, rhythmical grunts, which 
develops into chants and then into a structured language 

5. The la-la theory, where romantic intimacy initiates human language, i.e. sounds 
of offering love, appreciation of love, poetic feeling, even quasi-song 

It’s interesting to note that the first written language was Sumerian or Egyptian (about 
3200 BC), and that the oldest written language still in existence is Chinese or Greek 
(about 1500 BC).iii



Early discourse on language exists in Plato’s Cratylus,iv in which Socrates debates 
with Hermogenes and Cratylus. No firm conclusion is reached, but more importantly, 
the initial question is asked: Is language a system of arbitrary signs, or do words have 
an intrinsic relation to the things they signify?

In terms of words, Greek has 5 million words,v and Latin has 5,3 million.vi English has 
been influenced by both these languages: a 1973 study concluded English has Greek 
influence (5%), Latin influence (28%), French influence (28%), Old & Middle 
English/ Old Norse/ Dutch influence (25%) and other (5%);vii English currently 
comprises 1 025 109 words.viii

Currently, the world’s top 10 languages (of 6500)ix are as follows (assume a 
population of 7 billion)x: 

Language No. speakers (approx.) 
1 Chinese 1,197 billion
2 Spanish 414 million
3 English 335 million
4 Hindi 260 million
5 Arabic 237 million
6 Portuguese 203 million
7 Bengali 193 million
8 Russian 167 million
9 Japanese 122 million
10 Javanese 84,3 million

Top 10 global languages and number of speakers 

This is where things become interesting: 

Were I a native English speaker who was suddenly transformed into a native Greek 
speaker, would my worldview remain the same? A different language is a different 
vision of life.xi This question would be difficult to prove, and one which might lead to 
the conclusion that cultural differences define a worldview, not linguistic differences. 

The Sapir-Whorf hypothesis (1938) combines 2 principles: 
1. Linguistic determinism - language determines the way we think 
2. Linguistic relativity - the distinctions encoded in one language are not found in 

any other language 

The following table shows the language families of the world, by continent. To focus 
on the concept of language determining the way we think (where the emphasis is on 
the type of thinking as well as the complexity thereof), one wonders what it must feel 
like to transform from an English speaker into a speaker of these language families. 



Africa Afro-Asiatic, Indo-European, Khoisan, Niger-Congo, Nilo-
Saharan

Australia &   
surrounds

Australian Aboriginal, Austronesian, Austro-Asiatic, Indo-Pacific

Europe Caucasian, Indo-European, Uralic
Asia Altaic, Dravidian, Japanese, Korean, Palaeosiberian, Sino-

Tibetan, Tai, Uralic
South America Andean Equatorial, Ge-Pano-Carib, Macro-Chibchan, Penutian
North America Algonquian, Aztec-Tanoan, Eskimo-Aleut, Hokan, Macro-Siouan, 

Na-Dené, Penutian
The language families of the world 

If one focuses on the complexity of language, and includes the first principle of the 
Sapir-Whorf hypothesis (namely, that language determines the way we think), the 
assumption is made that complex language promotes mental complexity. Given the 
structure and number of words in Greek, would Plato’s philosophy have existed if 
spoken in, say, Esperanto, which has a mere 900 root words.xii

Esperanto is notable in that it is an artificial language, i.e. a language specifically 
designed to facilitate international correspondence. There are many artificial 
languages, here are 10 from 1880 to 1980: 

Artificial language Date Comment
Volapuk 1880 8 vowels, 20 consonants
Esperanto 1887 5 vowels, 23 consonants
Idiom Neutral 1902
Latino Sine Flexione 1903 Latin without inflections
Ido 1907 Modified Esperanto
Occidental 1922 Largely based on Romance languages
Novial 1928 Ido vocabulary and Occidental grammar
Interglossa 1943
Interlingua 1951 Romance-language grammar
Glosa 1981 Modified Interglossa

Artificial languages for the period 1880 to 1980 

The overriding benefit of an artificial language, the theory goes, is that it prunes what 
is not required, and makes communication more efficient and effective. A second 
assumption is presented: Any reasonable person would prefer more to be said in less 
words. 

What would a modern, artificial and efficient language sound like? My guess is it 
would contain shorter words able to bridge with one another. Zipf (1950) comes to 
mind, who showed that an inverse relationship exists between word length and  



frequency.xiii It is possible that language can both influence human cognitive capacity 
and at the same time be improved by said improved cognitive capacity. How? One 
answer is the Flynn Effect,xiv which holds that environmental complexity results in a 
substantial and sustained increase in IQ scores. The third assumption is presented: As 
mental complexity advances, language becomes more complex. 

As I write this sentence, and as you read said same sentence, three elements are 
evident: Our cognitive capacity has increased in the last 100 000 years, as has our 
environmental complexity, and thirdly, language has developed as well. The end of 
human creativity is not in sight, and so one wonders where the peak of human 
cognition lies and the standard of language that will accompany that peak capacity. At 
that point, to sum, we will say what we mean and mean what we say, efficiently. 

It is possible that peak cognition and efficient language will never materialise, and the 
language proficiency we utilise now is as good as it gets. Why? Technology. 

 Currently (2015) the technologyxv exists whereby, using a neuro-headset, one 
can operate an iPhone, move characters in a computer game, operate an 
electrical wheelchair or a remote device like a toy helicopter or a driverless car. 

 Brain-to-brainxvi xvii communication technology; brain-to-brain human 
communication across 5000 miles has been achieved. 

The first limitation to language is our genetic make-up, and this, one assumes, is still 
developing. A second limitation is our environment, and a third is language itself. Is 
1200 words the shortest way to present this essay? Brain-to-brain communication 
sounds promising; technology might signal the end of verbal language, but not of 
communication. 

- end - 

i "Language is the armoury of the human mind, and at once contains the trophies of its past and the weapons of its 
future conquests." Samuel Taylor Coleridge
ii https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Origin_of_language
iii http://www.vistawide.com/languages/language_statistics.htm
iv http://classics.mit.edu/Plato/cratylus.html
v http://eurotalk.com/blog/2013/02/08/so-did-you-know-you-can-speak-greek/
vi http://www.slu.edu/colleges/AS/languages/classical/latin/tchmat/grammar/vocabulary/hif-ed2.html
vii http://www.grammarphobia.com/blog/2010/01/why-is-english-a-germanic-language.html
viii http://www.grammarphobia.com/blog/2010/01/why-is-english-a-germanic-language.html
ix http://www.infoplease.com/askeds/many-spoken-languages.html
x http://www.infoplease.com/ipa/A0775272.html
xi Federico Fellini
xii https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Esperanto_vocabulary
xiii https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Zipf's_law
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xiv https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Flynn_effect
xv http://www.hongkiat.com/blog/brain-controlled-gadgets/
xvi http://www.cnet.com/news/brain-to-brain-verbal-communication-in-humans-achieved-for-the-first-time/
xvii http://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371/journal.pone.0105225
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‘Bunny’ by Samuel Buckett*
Act 1 Scene 1 

A bunny nibbling grass. 

Background: Giant advertising billboard 
Foreground: Cigarette butt 

Enter, stage left, a newspaper. Headline: Quo Vadis? 

The bunny continues nibbling. 

Enter, stage right, a pigeon. 
The pigeon pecks around, then picks up the cigarette butt and carries it offstage. 

- Final Curtain -  

Bunny, a review, by Jean de Jeaneaux** 

The most important development in theatre in the last decade, recognized both on the 
Continent and abroad, has been the discovery of Samuel Buckett’s groundbreaking 
play, Bunny, found underneath a moldy bread crust in Orwell’s old Parisian apartment 
on Rue de Clochard. 

Of all Buckett’s work, this is the most avante-garde, clearly belonging in the très 
avant-garde genre. 

It is a simplistic rendition of a complicated theme, which many capable playwrights 
have understandably avoided. 
The mise en scène appears simple enough, two independent perpendicular forces, 
each a triptych of contrary intents, and at the centre of both is Man. The longitudinal 
pull is external to Man, the lateral dynamic is internal.  

Once this pragmatic map is understood, Buckett’s genius becomes evident. The 
physical interaction of life is not where life occurs; rather, it is in the mind. It is within 
the mind where Man faces the Universal Imperative, that he must account truthfully 
for his decisions. 

In this sophisticated and intelligent rendering by Palais Garnier’s superb directeur 
artistique Jeanette de Jeaneaux, Man is represented as a Bunny, and is at the 
crossroads. 

 In the longitudinal pull he is placed between commercialism and indulgence, 
where commercialism is the provider of said indulgence, and wishes even to 
be the creator of it. The indulgence is further symbolized as death, a claim 
Capitalists maintain in the hope of the employee’s healthy preference to the 
Monolith of Labour. Marxists abhor this viewpoint, believing indulgence is a 



fundamental right; the implication is that anyone believing in freedom is thus a 
Marxist. 

 Juxtaposed to the longitudinal pull, the lateral dynamic shows Bunny divided 
by group interest and individual caprice, and for his own sense of self 
(sentiment d'identité) he has to serve both masters. The newspaper, a metaphor 
for the public voice of group interest, asks Bunny, ‘Where are you going?’
This key question set the tone for 19th century intellectual discourse from 
Goethe to Offenbach. This question does not stand in isolation, nothing stands 
in isolation, which is a typical Buckett theme. This question arises in 
opposition to Renaissance art’s focusing on penance and Original Sin, 
implying a state within Man which is corrupt, of which he has no knowledge 
but for which he must still atone to God. The Age of Enlightenment produced 
many changes, the key one being that Man accounts for his intents and actions 
to … Man.

The Universal Imperative demands these two questions be answered: Where are you 
going? and How do you account?

In the developing tension, which leads to a tremendous concatenation of intent, 
conscience and duty, the audience experiences the tumultuous opposing forces 
swirling furiously in Man’s mind, an eternal imbroglio, attempting to resolve these 
two fundamental questions. 

The moment of crisis passes, indulgence marries with caprice, but the outcome is a 
conundrum; the two questions of the Universal Imperative cannot be answered for 
Man knows truth not. Bunny continues eating, for Bunny realises, as did Pythagoras, 
that Man and Man alone is the measure of all things: He demands the world be 
defined by constructs yet cannot define himself. 

The play is as demanding as it is stimulating, and concludes in the first-person 
celebration of self. 

The music accompanying this remarkable play is Dvorak’s Symphony 9 (largo), and 
it’s the perfect choice. But for the cruel fate of time and place, Dvorak and Buckett 
could have been best of friends; without evidence to the contrary, Buckett is Dvorak’s 
reincarnation. Très avant-garde voire.

Bunny runs until the end of February at Palais Garnier, Paris. 

- Jean de Jeaneaux 

*Play by E. Strauss, 2015© 
**Review by Mark van Vuuren, 2015© 



In 2001 a movie was released that has 
stuck with me still, probably ranking as 
number one in my top five favorite 
movies list. “A Beautiful Mind” which 
features Russell Crowe tells us a 
modified story of John Forbes Nash Jr, a 
brilliant mathematician who struggles 
with his paranoid schizophrenia. There is 
always something vaguely romantic 
about the concept of a mathematical (or 
any other exact science for that matter) 
genius trying to make it through life in a 
satisfactory manner and the cinematic 
rendition of this particular movie 
(although I generally care little for 
Crowe) has always captivated me.
Love in spite of shortcomings is probably 
one of the main themes of the movie and 
the struggle between faithfulness and 
personal wellbeing is captured very well 
by Jennifer Connelly who plays Nash's 
wife Alicia. Although the story is heavily 
romanticized and leaves out several 
schizophrenic and humiliating bouts, 
overall the difficulty of the relationship is 
portrayed quite adequately. But I'm not a 
movie critic and don't want to pretend to 
be one, I just watch a lot of movies (I 
used to more than I do now) and 
understand what I enjoy and what I 
dislike. That's all I need.
So why am I bringing up this movie? It's 

hard to tell. I remember severely liking 
the OST, so I acquired it yesterday and 
have been listening to the orchestral 
music ever since (with a small pause 
during my sleeping hours, naturally). The 
music, with its typical extreme highs and 
lows, is somehow reminiscent of the 
struggle between minds and, I think, 
between the mind and itself to some 
degree because Nash battles mainly 
himself and not his surroundings. In the 
end it is he who decides to consciously 
and rationally give up on the delusions 
that haunt him throughout his adult life. 
He himself links this concept to the 
notion of forbidding oneself to fantasize 
which, although it is a sad state of affairs, 
does not necessarily destroy the creative 
force. As long as the creative force is 
directed at the exact sciences with clear 
cut yes or no answers, true or false, as 
math tends to have, there isn't much of a 
problem.
This little random musing got me 
thinking about the nature of creative 
force in relationship with its actual 
owners, the minds that possess it. It 
occurred to me that creativity is most 
likely seen from outwards and not by 
oneself (if one is lucky enough to possess 
it) and requires comparison between 
individuals. 

CCrreeaattiivvee FFoorrccee??

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



 Of course one can know whether or not 
one is creative if one knows a definition 
of it and measures it through activities 
but the actual thinking that makes up 
creativity is forever installed as a natural 
element within the individual and thus, 
without reference, is not detected as 
something out of the ordinary. This 
makes so called “think creatively 
lessons” a ludicrous business because 
thinking creatively is per definition a 
thought process that should consist out of 
novelty and by simply reproducing rather 
than creating one loses the novelty of it 
all. These courses should instead be 
named “advanced thinking classes” or 
whatever name one wishes to ascribe to 
more adequate thinking, but it is not 
creativity because creativity is never a 
repetition of something outside oneself.
To an extent we all copy behavior and 
thinking processes but to what degree we 
do this, and to what degree we are 
actually capable of thinking for ourselves 
defines the level of creativity present in 
one individual. This does not imply that 
one should seek the absence of other 
thoughts and processes or avoid 
inspiration, it simply means that one must 
be willing to seek a way for oneself, 
rather than necessarily following the 
obvious path. As noted, you will either do 
this or not, depending on what you are as 
an individual and most likely…creativity 

is measured simply through a life lived, 
with actions and decisions taken at every 
turn of the road. If you're creative, it will 
come out all by itself and if you're 
not…well, then you must find your 
merits elsewhere.
The simple phenomenon of hard work is 
something to be proud of all the same. A 
caring heart, an open mind, a trustworthy 
personality, there truly are plenty of 
things to make a person special, to make 
you worthwhile.

CCrreeaattiivvee FFoorrccee??

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



You may recall several entries dealing with my quest of finding a suitable diagnosis 
pertaining to my own suspicions of having Autism. This was actually accomplished 
quite a few weeks ago but I never found the time and motivation to write about it until 
now. This procrastination has had, to the best of my knowledge, nothing to do with 
insecurities or shame but was not mentioned mainly because I had other things to 
concern myself with and inspiration that moved into different directions when actually 
posting something on this website.
Asperger’s Syndrome is a pervasive developmental disorder belonging to the autistic 
spectrum. It is characterized by the autistic mindset (rigid behavioral patterns, poor 
social skills and being overstimulated easily) but misses some of the typical autistic 
developmental hallmarks such as a delay in the development of language and overall 
cognitive ability. In effect, Asperger’s Syndrome is a name given only to individuals 
with an IQ of 70 or higher. Typical for males (specifically not females) with Asperger’s 
Syndrome is a relatively well developed verbal skillset and a relatively low capacity for 
spatial reasoning. Most importantly though, the Asperger’s tends to obsess over one or 
several topics that fascinate him endlessly, along with rigid thinking patterns having to 
do with various small things. I, for example, have the tendency to rotate objects inside of 
my head, trying to imagine what they would look like in a reflection and so on. There 
are also physical obsessions or “tics” of which I also have a few: touching the area right 
under my nose with my upper lip and a few invisible and more humiliating ones. If they 
were important I'd discuss them but they're not, so I'll save myself the embarrassment.
What struck me during all of this, the actual time of diagnosis, was that apparently not 
wanting to talk about something is perceived as something negative. This is fathomable, 
insulting and indecent all at the same time, given how the request for skipping a topic 
can be dealt with and was dealt with by the psychologist (female and probably in her 
middle to late twenties) examining me on more than one occasion. During the actual 
examination when we were talking about obsessive patterns the physical attributes were 
mentioned and, similar to this post, I expressed explicitly that I did not wish to discuss 
one particular tic. The first question asked, which is just an insult to my intellect, is 
“Why don't you want to talk about it?” That question is specifically geared towards 
receiving more information (and an opening for further conversation) pertaining to 
something I noted I did not wish to discuss. I could however still understand this 
question and the need to pursue it, as they were in the process of acquiring all essential 
information. None the less I held my ground, as it is quite uncommon for me to shift a 
position once I have taken it, being fairly sure of myself and understanding that it is the 
right one. There was nothing particular they could have gotten out of me telling them 
about it, and telling them about it would probably have been painful…so there was no 
incentive at all for me to talk about it.

AAssppeerrggeerr’’ss SSyynnddrroommee

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



The second time occurred after the gathering of information, during the actual talk in 
which I received the diagnosis. This time the psychologist thought it necessary to 
examine with me my relationship with my stepmother in which I had and have no 
interest whatsoever. Part of my resentment during the conversation stemmed from the 
fact that the starting point of the topic was based on a false interpretation of information 
(stupidity in people troubles me, stupidity in people that want something from me 
annoys me). I again, less politely than the first time, signaled that I had no interest in the 
conversation and again, this wish was blatantly ignored and I was forced to just keep 
silent, in order to get my message across that “really, we're not going to talk about this.”
This all isn't so problematic in my case, because I'm strong and stubborn enough to hold 
my ground and protect my boundaries. For people with less confidence in themselves 
these experiences can be negative and unpleasant, which makes the actions of this 
particular psychologist highly indecent and perhaps even damaging for the relationship 
between the patient and the psychologist, a relationship that should be based on trust.
At the end I thanked her for the diagnosis and work she had done, requested that a copy 
of the report be mailed to me and went on my merry little way. The truth is that the 
diagnosis did not surprise me and was in fact something I already expected to occur. 
Whereas most people need significant time to adjust to a diagnosis all the hard work I 
had already done getting to know and accepting myself paid off significantly. The idea 
now is to go for a “Wajong” which is basically a form of social security for people 
getting disabled before their 17th year in this life and since one is born with autism, my 
case applies. When getting this Wajong doors open that can assist greatly in finding 
suitable work and even schooling, while always being financially secure. Given the 
experience of my father in his job, it's a fairly safe bet that I do in fact qualify for it.
And that's it, really.

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



The first person to ever link the game 
of chess to actual life for me was my 
father, he did so in an aim to 
demonstrate how a particularly 
manipulative male in the life of my 
stepmother (her ex-husband) was 
actually performing. It was an 
interesting lesson and one that has 
always resided in the back of my head, 
although it only reached consciousness 
a couple of minutes ago.
The male, who is also the father of my 
little stepbrother had contacted my 
stepmother to give her the telephone 
number of his parents with the pretense 
that a boy should know his 
grandparents. Although this is 
undeniably true in most cases, this was 
likely to only be a false reason to 
actually provide the phone number. In 
fact, the action is a classic example of a 
chess move called “The poisoned 
pawn” which tries to lure the opponent 
into taking a pawn (seemingly a clearly 
positive action for the opponent) but by 
taking the pawn the opponent actually 
opens him/herself up for an all-out 
attack. This was what would have 
happened, had my stepmother used the 
phone number because by staying with 
contact with the grandparents, the 
manipulative ex-husband would 
forever have an open link directly to 
both his son (for whom he is nothing 
but destructive) and his ex-wife (who 
he can likely manipulate some more 

and to whom he can cause further 
emotional harm). I have often 
wondered about the nature of 
manipulation and the notion that all 
that I know about the ex-husband 
comes directly from my stepmother 
and that, quite possibly, false 
information is part of my “knowledge 
base”. I am completely aware of the 
fact that I don't know anything about 
the actual circumstances but this 
particular knowledge (or lack thereof) 
itself is hardly the point of this writing.
What fascinated me though at the time 
was not so much the action of the ex-
husband, it was the insight of my 
father. For some reason he made the 
fairly novel connection between the 
game of chess (and a relatively little 
known move therein) and a real life 
event. This would have been less 
amazing had my father been some kind 
of chess genius because he then would 
have knowledge of a significant 
amount of patterns and could possibly 
apply this knowledge to new situations. 
But no, what my father did was see 
right through the false pretenses and 
analyzed in a crystal clear manner what 
the outcome would be of various 
situations triggered by the action. He 
then made a novel association by 
explaining his strategic insight (not 
based on knowledge) to me by using 
the marvelous game of chess. 

IInnhheerriittaannccee

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



This process, utterly creative in nature, 
was something I did not fathom at the 
time…but I do see its relevance 
now…a good 4 years later. Which is a 
good year after learning the actual 
strategy behind the poisoned pawn.
What happened then, is something that 
I have seen happening various times in 
my own life since (and possibly before 
that time too, although I don't 
remember). Most noteworthy is the 
time that I linked my understanding of 
consciousness and unconsciousness to 
a series of streetlights I just happened 
to pass. This leads us to various 
explanations pertaining to the very 
origin of thought and we cannot yet 
fully analyze the truth of the matter 
because single events can just as easily 
be ascribed to something like “luck” or 
unusual circumstances. Trying to 
pinpoint how exactly our psyche works 
in terms of generating ideas is 
something that I have been concerning 
myself with for several years now and I 
must admit that the end of 2008 is 
probably the beginning of an era where 
conclusions and worthwhile ideas have 
finally been adding up to a working 
model and apparently valid theory. 
Whether or not this is a result of 
cutting alcohol out of my life 
completely or is independent thereof is 
impossible to say, but the truth is that 
ever since that ending period my mind 

has been performing more clearly and 
has been more productive in its 
entirety.
At any rate, I will just continue on my 
merry little way, trying to figure things 
out in a hardly traditional fashion. With 
such a father as my own, it's hardly a 
surprise that I am the way I am, 
thinking the way I do. So be it, I sure 
don't mind.

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



Failure is the hardest part of living life, in my opinion. I'm actually an expert in that 
particular field of human existence too, so I know what I'm talking about. My entire life, 
when looking at it with an honest and open mind, exists mainly out of things I wanted 
but never finished. The main theme of my life appears to be one of ineptitude in 
situations that require social fluency and unstructured undertaking of activities. Aside 
from that another major point of difficulty has to do with getting overstimulated quite 
easily. In fact, the whispering in a classroom used to be enough to keep me from 
focusing and still I sometimes have to close my window in order to block out the traffic 
noises when I want to work.
The exact nature of each failure in my life is irrelevant to this writing and as a 
consequence I will not address all of them, not even most of them. The main point of my 
worries is that I'm 21 years old, have a mind that can succeed at basically every non-
exact science education (and with effort, probably some exact science educational 
programs as well) but that I am currently unemployed, have failed at every attempt to 
break that cycle and can't follow a decent education because that education is non-Kai in 
nature. In effect, educations consist exactly out of the factors I can't adequately deal 
with. This troubles me sometimes and for the longest time I figured denial was the better 
option in all of it. As long as I believed that nothing was a big deal and that I could, 
whenever I wanted to, continue on any given path there was no problem. But the facts of 
the matter sketch a different picture, one in which it's obvious that most future plans I 
have or have had or may someday have are unlikely to succeed in their entirety. This 
insight into my life is a relatively new one and may change in due time, after significant 
reflection has been performed. But I don't expect it to.
What annoys me the most about my entire situation at the moment is that I'm still trying 
to justify my own shortcomings in the sense that I always feel the need to prove that 
something is difficult for me. Why I do this, or have the feeling that I should do it, is 
unknown to me but most likely has to do with the idea that because my shortcomings 
aren't always obvious to people it may come across as if I am overdoing my difficulties 
when addressing them. The mere fact that I care what others think is probably the most 
painful point of awareness in this entire predicament and not one I have any kind of 
peace with. As far as outsider recognition is concerned it is obvious that what could 
easily be called my greatest gift is also the biggest curse. Because I have the capacity to 
mask and cover most weaknesses with rationality and intelligence, it is difficult for 
others to understand that very basic tasks require a very high amount of effort on my 
part. This is not just a fault of the observer, rather it is the consequence of a necessity 
(namely that I can get through the day) and blame shouldn't really be placed anywhere. 
All parties involved carry a piece of the cause of this misinterpretation inside of them.

FFaaiilluurree

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



You can probably imagine that this entire business makes my future look a tad grim, 
when witnessed from my own perspective at any rate. I wish I could end this writing on 
a hopeful and slightly positive note but I can't find the thoughts, feelings or words to 
back that wish up so I will have to leave it at this. Perhaps though, with enough 
exploration and hard work, things won't be so bad. Heh! Even more work and 
exploration. Thank god that's what I enjoy anyway.

FFaaiilluurree

KKaaii VVeerrhheeiijjeenn



NNuuttrriittiioonnaall hheellpp ttoo eeaassee AAnnxxiieettyy && DDeepprreessssiioonn..
Edited from Fraser Health Authority publication (“Nutritional Protection Against Anxiety & Depression” by Lilija Valis, M.S.W)

The information in this publication is general information only and is not intended to replace individualized medical advice. 
The author of this booklet is not a physician. Any concerns you may have regarding your health should be presented to a trained medical 
professional for diagnosis and treatment.

Consult your physician before utilizing the information in this booklet. The author and publisher disclaim any liability arising directly or 
indirectly from the use of this publication.

PPaarrtt IIII

FFOOOODDSS WWIITTHH CCAALLMMIINNGG PPRROOPPEERRTTIIEESS
((AAccccoorrddiinngg ttoo tthhee llaatteesstt rreesseeaarrcchh))

Almonds…………………. Good source of B Vitamins, Vitamin E, Calcium and Magnesium with their      
                                               sedating properties and salicylic acid (a natural aspirin).

Filberts
Brazil nuts……………….. Rich in selenium, which has mood improving, antidepressant qualities, according                                          
                                             to a University College in Swansea, Wales, study.

Garlic…………………….Research indicates it lifts mood, has mild calming effects and boosts the immune 
                                            system.

Onion……………… …....Used by ancient Egyptians to induce relaxation and sleep.
                                            Yellow and red onions are rich in quercetin, an antioxidant with
                                            mild sedative qualities, according to French studies. 

Oats…………………….. Help support nerves under stress. Kendra Whittaker, founder of
                                           Spirit Mountain Botanicals in Hayfield, Colorado, used oat
                                           tincture, 10 to 20 drops, to calm her during panic attacks. 



Celery seed
Anise
Cumin……………………...Reputed to strengthen adrenals. To handle stress, adrenal glands must function    
                                               properly. 

Fennel………………….…. Strengthens the adrenal glands, which are involved in regulating production of          
                                              stress hormones. (Cass Ingram. D.O. "Supermarket Remedies",     
                                              Knowledge House. Illinois, 1998. )

Chamomile tea……………A classic calmative, used for thousands of years. According to Dr. Linda White,    
                                              chamomile calms nerves and is safe for people of all ages. A 1994 study reported by            
                                              Dr. Bloomfield showed that apigenin, an active substance in chamomile, had 
                                              significant antianxiety activity. Apigenin was found to cause sedation by acting 
                                              upon benzodiazepine receptors in the brain

Honey
Milk
Yogurt
Lime or orange peel
Sage
Spearmint
Leafy green vegetables

Water  .....................Has cooling effect, dilutes anxiety. 

According to Massachusetts Institute of Technology research, 
a carbohydrate meal with no protein, e.g. 
rice or pasta with vegetables, will produce calming effect.
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Vagabondages 

Here is the seventh piano piece from Vagabondages.

Saint-Michel-sur-Orge - Promenade sur l'Orge is a romantic piece 

inspired by strolls in the beautiful parc along the river Orge.

It is technically more demanding than the previous pieces of the set, and is 

available for listening at 

https://soundcloud.com/lsauter/promenade-sur-lorge

T he score of an arrangement for guitar is also provided.

T he next issue of IQ Nexus Journal will take us to Longjumeau in France 
with a piece name “L'or du Rouillon”.

bbyy   LLoouuiiss SSaauutteerr

PPaarrcc ddee LLaarrmmooii

https://soundcloud.com/lsauter/promenade-sur-lorge
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jÏÏ. ä

jÏÏ. ä
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ä JÏ. ä J

Ï.
ä ÏÏ# ÏÏ#

Ï# . Ï# . Ï# Ïn Ïn

ä JÏ. ä J
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ä ÏÏ# ÏÏ#

Ï# . Ï# . Ï# Ïn Ïn ?

&
?

28 ä JÏ# . ä JÏ# . ä ÏÏ ÏÏ

ÏÏ.
ÏÏ. ÏÏ# ÏÏ## ÏÏnn
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.
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.
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.
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&

&

101 Ï Ï Ï Ï Ï# Ï# Ï# Ï# Ï Ï Ï Ï
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Allegro  {q = 100} 

F
126 Î . Ï# « Ï# « Ï« Ïn «

Ï#
*
Ø Ï# Ø ÏØ Ïn Ø ÏØ Ïn Ø JÏb> Ï Ïb «

Ï« Ï« JÏb> Ï Ïb «
JÏ> Ï Ïb «

jÏ> Ï Ïb
Ø

jÏ> Ï Ïb Ø Ï« Ïn «

&

&
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Ï« Ï# « Ï« Ïn « Ï« Ï# « Ï« Ï# « J

Ï>

JÏb> Ï Ïb « JÏn> Ï Ïn « Ï> Ï#

Ï Ïb «
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Video and Musical Composition by
                   Jason Munn

hhttttppss::////vviimmeeoo..ccoomm//115533008811004477

Watch and listen at:

EEnnnnuuii ttoo WWeellttsscchhmmeerrzz

https://www.youtube.com/channel/UCNcP7mjkG1iPTKU_TyGJbQA


bbyy
LLaattee TT.. GG.. TT““ oorrgg”” HHaaddlleeyy



nnoo.. 2211

The Master keeps her mind
always at one with the Tao;

that is what gives her her radiance.

The Tao is ungraspable.
How can her mind be at one with it?

Because she doesn't cling to ideas.

The Tao is dark and unfathomable.
How can it make her radiant?

Because she lets it.

Since before time and space were,
the Tao is.

It is beyond is and is not.
How do I know this is true?
I look inside myself and see.

WWiissddoomm ooff aanncciieenntt MMaasstteerr



T. G. T“ org” Hadley  M.S. Ed. (Sec.)

A Political Animal's Sonnet

A pig's a pig, dressed in tutu or suit;
Too, Mule 'n' Elephant their fashions change.
If critics may agree or not is moot;
Some shout “Right on!”, others may cry “Deranged!”

Political parades may change in style,
The sidewalk crowds may chant a name or boo,
But smoke-filled back-room deals are made meanwhile;
Such compromise becomes our Law: (so true).

Some onlookers remain behind and rant,
Long after the parade is done, to gloat
Or gnash their teeth, to wail and weep; they can't
Believe they've lost, (or won), their voices sound

In chorused woeful dirge or joyful song.
We choose our sides, and then just sing along.
-------------------------------------------------
©T.G. Hadley 2009
All Rights Reserved



Stonewall Gallery of Art
Stonewall Gallery of Art



Photography by 
              Mark van Vuuren
Tarlton 2014



Photography by 
              Mark van Vuuren

Jhb Gas Works



Photography by
                Alena Plistilova

ITALY



Photography by
                Alena Plistilova

ITALIAN ALPS



Art from the past

Akseli Gallen-Kallela, The Forging of the Sampo, 1893. 
An artist from Finland deriving inspiration from 

the Finnish "national epic", the Kalevala



Photographs by
                    Marilyn Grimble



Watercolor by Marilyn Grimble



Digital art by Jase Munn
Big Drive Way



Digital Photography
                            by Jase Munn

Post Work Dream



Photography by Stan Riha

stage



Digital paint
                     by Stan Riha

               letter
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LLaatteerraall tthhiinnkkiinngg ppuuzzzzllee ffrroomm iissssuuee VVooll 77 nnoo.. 44::

AA rrooppee bbrreeaakkss.. AA bbeellll rriinnggss.. AA mmaann ddiieess..

AAlltteerrnnaattee SSoolluuttiioonn ##11

AA bblliinndd mmaann eennjjooyyss wwaallkkiinngg nneeaarr aa cclliiffff aanndd uusseess tthhee ssoouunndd ooff aa
bbuuooyy ttoo ggaauuggee hhiiss ddiissttaannccee ffrroomm tthhee eeddggee.. OOnnee ddaayy tthhee bbuuooyy''ss
aanncchhoorr rrooppee bbrreeaakkss,, aalllloowwiinngg tthhee bbuuooyy ttoo ddrriifftt aawwaayy ffrroomm tthhee

sshhoorree.. WWhheenn iitt rriinnggss,, tthhee mmaann tthhiinnkkss hhee''ss ffuurrtthheerr aawwaayy ffrroomm tthhee
eeddggee tthhaann hhee iiss,, wwaallkkss oovveerr iitt,, aanndd ffaallllss ttoo hhiiss ddeeaatthh..

AAlltteerrnnaattee SSoolluuttiioonn ##22

TThhee mmaann iiss aa bbeellll rriinnggeerr.. OOnnee ddaayy tthhee rrooppee bbrreeaakkss,, aanndd hhee ffaallllss
ddoowwnn tthhee sshhaafftt aanndd ddiieess..



SSoolluuttiioonn ooff kkiilllleerrssuuddookkuu ffrroomm IIQQNN JJoouurrnnaall IIssssuuee VVooll 77 
nnoo 44



RRuulleess
AAss iinn rreegguullaarr ssuuddookkuu,, eevveerryy cceellll iinn eeaacchh 
rrooww,, ccoolluummnn,, aanndd nnoonneett mmuusstt ccoonnttaaiinn aa 
uunniiqquuee ddiiggiitt.. IInn ootthheerr wwoorrddss,, eeaacchh rrooww,, 
ccoolluummnn,, aanndd nnoonneett mmuusstt ccoonnttaaiinn aallll tthhee 

ddiiggiittss ffrroomm oonnee ttoo nniinnee..
TThhee vvaalluueess ooff tthhee cceellllss aa ccaaggee mmuusstt ssuumm 
uupp ttoo tthhee ttoottaall ffoorr tthhaatt ccaaggee..
TThhee vvaalluueess ooff tthhee cceellllss iinn aa ccaaggee mmuusstt bbee 
uunniiqquuee..

PPuubblliisshheedd bbyy ppeerrmmiissssiioonn ooff kkiilllleerrssuuddookkuuoonnlliinnee..ccoomm  ((cc)) 2200xxxx

SSoolluuttiioonn ttoo tthhiiss ppuuzzzzllee wwiillll bbee ppuubblliisshheedd iinn tthhee nneexxtt iissssuuee ooff tthhee IIQQ NNeexxuuss JJoouurrnnaall
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Miami International Airport, Metrorail and Tri-rail Station. 
Photography by Stanislav Riha
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