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The scope of this balanced, humble, unpretentious book covers twenty questions as a delineation of  scientific 

method through bold conjectures and testing with the technical background of Karl Popper's emphasis on 

falsifiability at the expense of probability; as well as, Gottfried Leibniz's polymathic naturalism. The concise 

purpose of this book is to critically evaluate Tim Crane's perspective that philosophy is a cognitive, rather than 

an aesthetic endeavour - to help us improve our cognitive position and communication awareness.  Doctors 

who have been analysing Simon Blackburn's intellectual work for several years will conclude that it is still as 

good to read then cite, as his published work whilst he was the Editor-in-Chief of the analytic philosophy 

journal Mind. 

   The alphabetization and style of Simon Blackburn's sensible ideas are graspable, as well as, understandable 

by the lay reader, not just by post-graduate philosophers. Saul Kripke's clear, formal semantic analysis of modal 

logic (in 1963) is an omission, however, few neuro-behavioural philosophers are modal realists. Many 

philosophers interrelated attempts to clarify the semantics of modal logic have not been as effective as Saul 

Kripke's style as a non-modal guide to modal logic. The distinction between possible worlds and models in Saul 

Kripke's semantics allows the range of possibility to vary while the normal propositional modal logic remains 

fixed. 'For example, in one model structure W is the set of apples, R is the relation of coming from the same 

tree, and Wo is Newton's inspiratational apple.' (Williamson 2013: 85).  

      This purely mathematical definition of a type of structure may have nothing to do with metaphysical 

modality, Saul Kripke's purely mathematical definition of a model structure can be understood by laymen in 

Simon Blackburn's lucid analysis of Isaac Newton's revelation of order in nature and Albert Einstein's revolution 

in physics about a priori inference.  

      'On this account, the propositions and inferences we call a priori are just the ones we would be most 

reluctant to give up, or the ones it requires scientific genius, reacting to anomalies and stresses in overall 

scientific theory to challenge.' (Blackburn 2012: 57). This contradicts Einstein's reasoning that equations are 

something for eternity, whilst politics are for the present. Political scientists are aware that even though in 

Einstein's formula where E is energy, M is mass and C is the speed of light is still a law we use to analyse the 

assemblage of the hundred billion neurons and trillions of connections in our brain cells: the electrical potential 

which occurs when impulses are propagated by neurons whilst firing are not a priori inferences we can make 

our investigation of human nature in an eternal way despite all the neurophysiology and quantum theory we 

turn to for our clinical reasoning. 

       Thus the postsynaptic neurons that respond to the release of neurotransmitter substances within our 

central-nervous-systems are not the final, positive answer to the epistemology of our human condition.  

  'It was a revolution in physics when Einstein said that you could no longer infer from the fact that A 



truly judges two events to be simultaneous, that if B judges them not to be, he must  be wrong' 

(Blackburn 2012: 56). 

      This is seen in antidromic (neural) conduction, where we can observe neural impulses passing in the reverse 

direction from axon to the dendrites. Two spatially separated axon events can equally be seen happening 

simultaneously, depending on the way that the observers velocity is moving. Despite 'the science - let us say, 

nuclear physics or cosmology or molecular biology - does not give anyone a hotline into whether capital 

punishment should be allowed' (Blackburn 2012: 137).  

   Thus however advanced our bypasses of neurons for their electrical activity becomes to amplify and record 

normal alpha walves in real time, this science goes no further than defining the ratio of the strength of 

electrical forces and waves that holds atoms together without answering the moral questions of philosophy. 

This report / assessment review concludes that Blackburn's progress over the past several years causes a high 

of risk of him regaining his place as academia's finest philosopher of moral theory and the neuro-ethics of 

intermolecular reactions.  
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