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Abstract 

Incoherency in communications normally entails abstraction that refers to particulars, entailing 

a self possessed location dependant uniqueness, that fails in description . One might test for 

incoherency with the ability to visualize a corresponding representation of the referred topic. For 

instance the topic of color does not possess this capability where as the color red does. Though 

one also must attach to his representation a physical shape to his representation, if not just a flat 

plane or volume of some kind that is red in color. In this manuscript I wish to present an 

alternative and separate definition for incoherency that entails facets of the world, and the 

individuals place in it, such that seemingly coherent construable valid and logical deduction, 

universal, can emerge as meaningless with respect to life experience and survival. Oddly, the 

example used, Albert Einstein’s query concerning expansion verses contraction of the universe 

itself refers to potentially construable volumes of space although the universe, fitting into the 

category of abstraction, is a visually unconceivable entity. In this example I wish to demonstrate 

that it potentially possible to arrive at fairly certain argument suggesting that the universe must 

be either one or the other, expanding or contracting, but that this fact has no application, 

inclusively, to the endeavors of individuals or mankind, other than it’s emergence into the 

arguments presented here. In order to present my argument, a new perspective of natural 

processes with semi-conceptual roots in ancient and medieval philosophical writings will be 

introduced. 

Discussion 

I) Philosophy and History 

A) George Berkeley, Boethius, abstraction, free will and human behavior (7) 

George Berkeley (1,4) introduced the notion that the existence of matter is dependant 

on the existence of a perceiving witness and introduced from his belief an argument for the 

existence of an ever present all perceiving omnipotent deity. His argument focuses on 

abstraction, the ability to conceive, and language, having a sole utility that is based on 

circumstance, particulars, and associated willed behavior. 
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Centuries earlier than Berkeley, Boethius (11) ,discussing free will in the context of a 

deity assumed to have divine fore knowledge of events, in light of potential falseness in the self 
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assumed right to punish civil offenders, suggested that knowledge was a property of the nature of 

the knower and that the existence of divine fore knowledge had no bearing on the free will of 

human beings. 

In light of Berkeley and Boethius an unresolved paradox remains concerning point of 

reference and knowledge related to existence. Berkeley pointing out the importance of the first 

perspective with regards to abstraction, Boethius pointing out, employing lower animals as an 

example, that even validly construed knowledge was restricted also in a similar manner, to 

particulars/genus’s. 

B) Albert Einstein and the Theory of Relativity 

Albert Einstein (5,6) introduced a mathematical /philosophical concept of frame of 

reference/perspective with respect to the laws of nature with the creation of the special 

and general theory of relativity. His theorizations, incomplete, seeking a unified theory 

resulted in the creation of time-space concepts that distributed properties of the world into a 

general notion that allowed for a logical mathematical reality separate from human 

experience and a reality of human experience that was explainable by a subset of the 

mathematics and philosophy he introduced. Central to division, its’ resulting creation in the 

search for explanation division, is still a paradox he was unable to resolve. One might begin 

his inquiry into the evolution of ideas, with a question as to whether it is the same paradox, 

perplexities, that plague mankind. 

II) The Paradox and Consciousness 

I first want to introduce the notion that the existence of paradox is central to nature if not the 

only ingredient of life with regards to the self possessed awareness, consciousness of humans 

beings that construct notions and concepts; second, in elemental form emanating from a 

process of witness and transmission that entails a choice with respect to path that is common 

to all of nature-i.e. internal physiological/brain function and consciousness as parallel 

processes based on a rudimentary consciousness possessed by all. 

Second, in re-examination of the theory of relativity, that it draws a concept of 

perspective from a sensory objectivity that there is a primary mathematical constant to 

nature that is based on a ratio of geometries rather than a ratio of ratio as a ratio. Meant 

by this, existing at the fringes of reality and question, is a reflection about a standard 

perspective. For example, two men traveling apart from one another at a given velocity, 

with respect to a third stationery party they should have velocities that are vectoraly 

addable if a standard perspective coherently exists. With respect to the philosophy of 

Berkeley, his communications are none other than conceptually oriented in this direction, 

disregard abstraction as incoherent, yet might be taken to be accepting of the notion of 

relative velocity if a conceive and add velocity( for example) identically. However he might 
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had rejected the existence of unwitnessable electrons and photons with mass that traverse 

space, especially if they are conceived to exist universally in the absence of a perceiver. 

Boethius, speaking about its’ possessor , if taken in a strict sense leave no room to discuss 

the particulars of knowledge, but that all human beings possess it. 

Third, I wish to introduce for comparison a separate notion of relativity, arising from the 

notions of Berkeley, Boethius and Einstein , excluding questions about a divinity, but 

considering consciousness , the sense of self, soul as a parallel fact to the existence of the 

brain and not a product of it  alone. Assuming, that Einstein in 

his/mathematical/geometrical considerations are correct only with respect to a description 

of transmission of energy-i.e- E=mc^2 but c, if it is proposed that velocity exists only as 

common knowledge of its existence but has no coherent content in terms of mathematical 

comparisons/ratios exists only and can be held only as existing variable that is exempt 

from ratio-i.e. relates only to the possessor of the knowledge that construes it. Jokingly, 

but conceptually related, to satisfy the logic of both Berkeley and Boethius, if one were to 

maintain his correspondences, to construe a logical path from concepts involving the 

velocity of light, the theory of relativity to the practicalities of conscious experience, 

language usage, he might arrive at a the principle, in combination of these philosophical 

(indivisible) concepts that each individual would require the physical mechanical facilities to 

inspect the evidence from concepts that forecast (invisible) divides as a matter of the 

practicalities of existing: each attributed with his own knowledge depending on his nature. 

Though this is an exaggerated example with respect to the intended purpose to present a 

philosophical concept other than refute scientific method, one can ask about the meaning 

of scientific concepts, if they have no apparent practical meaning, can they also yield 

tangible coherent facts that ultimately relate to facts about experience, abstraction and 

knowledge instead of the physical world. With regards to philosophical proof, probably 

considered, ultimately more important, of the practical than scientific, it is not impossible to 

conceive of a wish for common, hands on experience to know the world. 

As a distinct notion of relativity one can jump from this argument and hypothesis about 

consciousness to suggest, as the most important, that distance/velocity is 

ubiquitously relative, and that its’ conception, consciousness itself is a synergy of the 

detection of processes external to the self and parallel internal processes related 

connected with sequestering of processes, energies and forces brought about by the 

physiological; variable space, time, force, energy, as an elemental ubiquitous unit, each 

entailing the other/conceptually equal to one another as if the world an inflatable 

surface with a peculiarity that surface, entails force, entails energy, entails a contents of paths 

and courses that are all modulated/definable by the same non mathematical unity. Its’ 

procession, a total and contained by all the paths to present, such that the concept of soul, a 

world of individual uniqueness’s descended from it, is totally contained by it, and is yet is 

indivisible, immune to the genera established by scientific method-one results with the 

world of the nominalist, excluded realists. 

Related to the notion of relative distance, obviously, are the concepts of relative time, 

expansion verses contraction of the universe of the theory of relativity. If distance is 
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relative, space/total volume of the universe can be either increasing or decreasing. The 

energy of light can be applied for the generation of space and mass with a remainder, or it 

can be construed, that light, in the process of transmission consumes space. If one 

considers history, all processes, as an unfolding, it is suggested that at each stage the 

material in the folds in some manner, undergoes a parallel change to changes in 

volume/space with expression, yet at the same time there is obviously new expression, 

addition, yet with a loss of total complexity/space. 

If total energy is decreasing, as common sense might suggest to assume that light loses 

energy to work (either with an increase or decrease in volume) A synergy and a whole new 

emerges at each step from the first person perspective that appears to be both lesser and 

greater than the parts, but is only an intuitively conceived notion of the mechanism of 

cognitive operation-one might compares from the act of perception a net decrease in lengths 

to produce a positive output that details the spaces he perceives, entailing secondarily a 

deception that, itself implies the consummation of resources/energy i.e. a descending that 

is discernable only cognitively verses a positively oriented construction that is innately 

presented-an inverted product of processes that might be conjectured to be ubiquitously 

derived from inversions, that themselves, in opposition to the sensual perceptions of 

existence, have no self known orientation. It may be in this manner that the psychologies, 

physiologies in unison, of living systems, operate to construe and seek space, to 

abstract positive space in conditions of stress, leading to further abstractions that 

become oriented to uncover the deceptions of nature form this aggressive position but absent 

in realization that functioning also is, by means of the same deception that perplexes, also 

leads, via advanced problem solving and application to consume meaninglessly as if 

existing perplexity is threatening to instigate action regardless of its’ source. It may result 

that innate deception is an indicator of the state of living to which a response is elicited, 

when encountered, as if a threat to result in action, internally as a threat to initiate 

perpetuate function. Sensation/perception may result from a synergy of 

spacial/volumetric changes and contrasts derived from input, inverted products, 

internal metabolism involved in perception-net output as a construction from 

differentials derived from processes involving energetic metabolism, associated with 

witness processes and transmission, of volume lengths, and at a higher order 

shapes, to allow a gauging, sensory metering "feeling around" of the world  in 

order to navigate it : a length -time calculator that can invert sign. The distance from 

the head to the foot, for example, a parametric variable in this process, though, more 

aligned/in motion with the internal processor/brain such that itôs integration results in 

minima differentials with regards to non -self objects. In this description the property of 

uniqueness, entity, indivisible as genera, emerges from, is defined by space but 

diverges conceptually from physical notions of relativity, energy, space contraction 

etc. Processes of the world in whole may be the same as these conjectured facts of 

function, consciousness, and space. Recent computer simulations are able to 

construct object representations from shadows and overlays extracted from visual/ 

positional information(2) suggesting that a uniqueness of the object, of the world, is innately 
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possessed as a fact of transmission and recpetion/perception 

It is thus proposed that the question of expansion verses abstraction is incoherent, may 

be undeterminable; one arrives at from a premise that values of velocity/distance are 

relative to those who possess knowledge of it, that new unique things are emerging, new 

complexity/ growth at the same time that he arrives at the principle that the world in the 

same process is decreased, in energy and complexity associated with its structure , is 

descending rather than ascending. It is interesting to note that chromosomes are reported 

recently to contract with the application of a pulling force(8), light can be captured at very 

low temperatures, relocated and identified at the same original light that as captured(10), 

can be trapped and found to rebound, refract and reflect in a closed container(12). The 

particulars of the world behave on there own in a manner that construations of them, parts 

of a world whole are observed as peculiar in nature themselves as is the whole, lending 

one, just from a statistical viewpoint to conjecture the irresolvable paradox as ubiquitous. A 
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resulting futility descends into the realms of everyday life. It is adjunct to this notion that a 

common futility in daily life from public education and mass communications descends on 

the individual ultimately from attempts to construct natural law, order the environment, 

and is logically incoherent. Paramount to this is the coherent fact that the world may be 

logically expanding or contracting, though the question has no coherent meaning to the 

practicalities of life and survival of which there is no existing meaning 

able to exceed it/to evolve further divisions. 
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