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Dedication


To the Humanity; to my children, brothers, parents and grandparents.

Gratefulness

To the ties of the life, that without them never it had forced to me in learning.

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

"[...] The truth is the stranger, and a mind that never looks for the truth will find it. Because the mind is formed of the well-known; it is the result of the past, the time, [... ]."05
The monks postulate the existence of a incorrupty soul and of the freedom but they do not demonstrate it, the scientists fully at least refuse to name this, the philosophers —more dared— study its possibility. For my, immediately, it will be the objective of the present book. I will try to surpass two of the problems of metaphysics: the incorruptibility of the soul, and in addition the one of the possibility of the freedom. I am conscious of the ambition of the present content.

The work is written because, simply, it does not want one to die without leaving to these knowledge and lived experiences in vain. In her the reader will have to know that there is decades of study and work. He hopes himself in her to leave three things:

1º) 
To diminish the anguish by the death.

2º) 
To harmonize to the man with the Nature and its society.

3º) 
Open a new way of investigation.

where this third point implies to fuse the positions of the west with those of east, that is to say, to add to the reasoning internal feeling, giving validity with it to the true thought.

The Transcendental Critical Philosophy is understood here like the faculty of being able scientifically to think and to analyze internal feeling that we have all —will be here internal feeling like that trascendental of Kant. This, given like a post-modern counter-ilustration the millenium that has arrived, we can say that it will show the arrival of that famous superman of Nietzsche like paradigm of the western reason to which it will be added to him this to feel internal of the eastern thing.

On the other hand, one will see that Kant has committed an error. It has omitted the extra-sensitive perception and, therefore, the partial analysis of the sensitive perception not only undertakes a gnoseologic injustice, but that it bottled to us in a serious epistemologic error, since in this paradigm the totality is just as the sum of its parts. To leave of side the extrasensority is a high cost. Therefore, paraphrasing an old philosopher, we will say: «Therefore, we must leave Kant, and return to Schopenhauer».

One will be in the work many ideas new and others, copies; also third that will seem to belong to this last dominion but which, in fact, they are personal fruits and that have agreed with the ideas of many authors of the history of the thought —essence of Husserl, the trascendental thing of Kant, the transfinite of Cantor, etc. This last one always has encouraged to me, not only because I have felt understood, but because I knew that the paradigm that I was processing every time returned more and more solid and sure.

Commercial aims in the publication are not persecuted; in fact, it will be offered to price of cost if it is published in paper and of free access in Internet —and one hopes that although it does not live my person also happens thus. But rather their sights are of love to the fellow. However this does not mean that it will cost to them free, since sacrificed my economic family and goods; one does not think that I am so innocent, but that I want to receive well what I did. The only thing which the expenses to the effect will have, not to have conflict, to be homogenous with the compatible content. This way what I mean it is that this book, as anyone of another one or mine is it a life, does not have material price, although yes trascendental and, for that reason, I demand that it is paid to me.

In effect, it would consider a very serious lack of respect and why not of delinquency, to that person who uses without paying it her due value; that is to say, to refuse to follow the real and true axioms of the rules that christian education left us —I am not speaking of laws, doctrine, and ambiguous, when not wickeds ecclesiastical interpretations of priests, popes, shepherds, etc., given in the councils of history and every sunday in the church or temple of the house return. In sum, not it change by money but by a moral conduct.

If the humanity uses this book, if it studies it and it takes advantage of it, but did not fulfill my exigency..., I will resemble it the vulture: that it robs and it depredates the poor man, taking advantage of his goods because is in the defenseless total. There was one who said that: «Therefore, they can write books, paint pictures, discover physical or historical laws, to save lives, only if anybody with capital them pay"01... but I do not include myself in this!

The work is born from very early of my life, around the three years old, when I became aware from the existence of the death. And, with it, the key question was originated: why has in one unacceptabling of the death?, «from where it comes to the man the thirst of perduración?»03 of an analogous form said another author enigmatically. That is to say, which not only one did not conceive the aim of the things, but that occurred by seated of which this one was a question given outside the cognoscibilidad context. If it is allowed me:

... to my three years old

it did not not only conceive,

but that the question of the beginning

and the end of my life did not fit...

Even in the fantasy it even believed...

They are the only five days crazy that there are to live. Then... why to fight to us?, why as much hatred?, as much madness and disdain? Here I leave something and I hope them know it to take advantage of. He is this «to again begin» paraphrasing old philosophers. If in something it serves to them, they know that I have given all my life to this subject, and only for you. I am not revolutionary politician nor, but that the arms replace by ideas and their ammunition by the words here... and in this yes I participate.

I have studied many disciplines in your place so that you do not need to apply its time in them and use my knowledge in place his. I have prepared myself in the anonymity in the three dominions, that is to say: the one of the body, the one of the intellect and the one of the emotions; that is to say, respectively, in the one of fakir, the one of yogui and the one of the priest. I even looked for an academic endorsement in the these three dominions: of science, of the humanistic and the military man, so that what says it is based by the license that is guaranteed by a Nation. In other words, this that is to say, so that they have you from where to affirm, that is to say: in that it has incursionado and known all worlds. The philosophy allows the analysis, and engineering the resolution of problems, and for that reason, the philosophers and the engineers are incompletes; the fair and appropriate, they are both things. They will refuse it and reject, or they will take it? Of you it is the decision. This is done with the greater one of the loves: «to leave its life by the others», without waiting for nothing. I do not try imitation or flattery either, only the gift.

However I will not say how I reached the results that I expose, know to excuse to me in this. It is that it is something personal and, like all experience, indescribable; and until it would be detrimental. And, although he is mine and only mine, I do not know either if my children could even bear it. If I write my biography will be criticized to me, if I do not write it also, and thus yet. If use bibliographical references, because them use and bad insurance, if no, because no. For that reason I do not explain anything of anything and it moan by many. Less even if I expose my source of inspiration.

I have discovered that there is another dimension, likes or no. And to whoever —if it is arranged to study— I am going away it «to demonstrate». Thus, once read the work (or better studied) it had to be contemplated comprehensively, since what I denominate trascendental is indescribable and is not subject to analysis to be metaphysician, but who is free of explanatory demonstration since it will be an inductive understanding. The indemostrable cannot be demonstrated. Therefore, this study is not in truth a demonstration, although it approaches her much, but only one «taking of conscience».

For that reason the book will not be understood like the the absolute thing total but like a possible attempt of approach to a «criterion of the pseudo-truth». One knows that the same one will have many errors and it is expected for that reason the healthy cogoverning critic and directive of those who study it. I will mention the appreciations of Kant04 here: «Of all test, [... ] first of all, that not us sugestione, but that convinces to us, or, at least, it induces to conviction, that is to say, that the argument or the conclusion is not a mere subjective reason (aesthetic) that it determines the applause (mere appearance), but a reason of objective and logical validity for the knowledge, because otherwise the understanding remained seduced but not convinced [... ] "
This truth of which it is spoken is so simple because it is before our noses, but as well very difficult to understand because the history of the humanity has not gotten it to see. It is necessary for it certain conditions. These —and this I want it to clarify very well— will be understood by any philosopher, neither biologist, nor sociologist, nor engineer, nor physical, nor mathematical, nor historian, nor religious, nor theologian, nor sociologist, nor nobody academic one, but only by that person who to see itself on all these fields of the human knowledge and is not stereotyped. Let us remember that it is tried to show something new, progressive and, like so, the previous thing should be left —as the conservative thing prejudiced. We spoke thus, of three faculties: of the interdisciplinary knowledge (humanistic and scientific), of the elimination of prejudices and the best one of the intentions. If some of these is not given, then now! the book must be closed since it would never be understood.

The present work does not treat on the «sense» of the world, the life and its things, but of «extra-sense» of them. An author correctly expressed this idea when saying: «[...] we can interpret the famous phrase of Heraclitus, according to who the philosophy is "the returned world the other way around"... It is not to be strange then that the philosopher appears like misleading: misled of the ways and real channels by which the daily understanding moves. [It consists of] to ask to extra-ordinary.» 03 In this them advance payment will be the problem of understanding of the work. Here new things will be exposed or, that do not arise from the orthodox philosophical context that is called on to us to live, and however we will leave from this one by necessity. I know that this much people will not share it, or she will not understand it, but does not matter..., "I excuse them ".

If a dimension existed that you can see neither touch, nor nothing, and nor to even speak of her because he is indescribable... and if totally it were convinced of such existence, how would fix them to communicate it? There was one who said: «what it cannot be expressed by proposals, but only shown; I believe that this one is the cardinal problem of phylosophy"06. In other words, as well as to an individual that lives as we in "three" dimensions it would be impossible to him to explain his experiences to which it is in only two, in the same way, we enter we this difficulty. Or, if there are only seven colors in the visible spectrum by all, but you can see one eighth, I ask to him: how he would make to explain it?

On the other hand, I will try to ingeniar them with the vocabulary and already existing terminology not to confuse more than what one has become. I am not hegeliany neither antihegeliany, nor kantiany nor antikantiany, nor platonic, nor rationalist, nor nothing... I am only mine. We will do so with those who follow our own Latin American and argentine, interdisciplinary system to me philosophical ordered and progressive, as the best comtiany spirit, although without political direction of no species except which it persecutes the true christian axioms. For that reason it is written now in first person since I am the only person in charge. Mine it is, then, the serious and epistemologic anarchy of the eclecticism. I will introduce a kuhnian superparadigm, that is to say: to that one paradigm of paradigms.

It is the subject that we set out to develop really inexhaustible and difficult. I mainly do not discard for that reason future possible modifications of content and corrections. I try that it is so as the statue of a perpetual artist: will be polished it (if the occasion determines) until dying. And better even, than she is this one perfected by different hands.

With respect to the philosophy, I am very of the skeptical joust of Schopenhauer. I talk about the thin philosophy of the universities. As «horsemen with cardboard suit» cover the fantasy with the scene. As far as science, I do not believe that nobody doubts that it has evolved itself in history from the myth to the logos, happening through marked states affluent. Scientific, serious people, know themselves in the corridors of the universities. They are not incomunicados to each other, only seems it; among them they know themselves and they speak in low voice after the doors... are scared, fear of which sees the able thing that they are, and therefore, dangerous.

If you are one of them does not have to be hopeless, she will be recognized: it only takes a walk by the corridors. They are the anonymous ones who make the rounds in front of our noses like the ideals of Ingenieros. They are not those that we see in propagandistic means, of broadcasting, presses commercial, etc. For that reason, I hope that those are not these same men of science that fall in the well that they themselves criticized. That those are not they that limit the human knowledge. I ask to them: what is better, a cientificidad of doubtable veracity or a seriousness of unquestionable moral? It did not have, therefore the science man, to say to the point that «no!», but it drank to not even replace this by the complaciente «not still...».

To unite science with philosophy is not easy. History already has had great problems by this. The medieval time with its scholastic is an example. An equivalence between its languages as a intertraslator of paradigms, familiar kinship in the uses of the language must, then, look for, and not reduce to one in the other trying to fuse it and to make disappear it.

Three are the pillars of my philosophy: Salomon, Jesus and Schopenhauer, and many others those that also justify their merit: I talk about at which it arrived to us from Aristotle, anxious Kant, etc. In the scientific scope the bases are by all well-known ones; that is to say, by the authors of head of each discipline at issue.

Next I will enumerate, between many others, a series of results that will be come off the work:

1) 
Overcoming of the incognoscibilidad of the «thing in it self» of Kant.

2) 
The Theory of Systems applied to the marxism.

3) 
New interpretation of the «theory of relativity» of Einstein.

4) 
Critic to the reach problem and gnoseologic autoaplicability.

5) 
Recovery of the molecular biology.

6) 
Contributes to the infinitesimal calculation of Newton-Leibniz.

7) 
Contributes to the neurofisiología.

8) 
Contributes to the psychology and the extra-sensory of the parapsicología.

9) 
Measure of the aesthetic, the ethics, the humor, etc.

10) 
Interpretation of the art work.

11) 
Justification of the innate apriority.

12) 
New interpretation of the christian hermeneutic exegesis.

13) 
Overcoming of the «causal skepticism» of Hume.

14) 
Scientific interpretation of the «first immovable motor» of Aristotle.

15) 
New interpretation of the «transcendental» concept of Kant.

16) 
Extension of the «right of liberal property» of Locke.

17) 
Applied study of the «deductive hypothetical method».

18) 
Return to the concept of «impetus» of Filopon-Buridan.

19) 
Negation of the «principle of not-contradiction» of Aristotle.

20) 
New interpretation and Unificación of «metaphysics».

21) 
Possibilities of the «progress and creativity» in history.

22) 
Theory of Systems applied to the Naturalized epistemology of Quine.

23) 
Possibility of rationalizing the irrational.

24) 
New interpretation of the negentropy biological.

25) 
Hypothesis of the trascendental-informatic-inmanent-trascendent.

26) 
Introduction to the analysis of the psychokinesis.

27) 
Negation of the «Kirlian effect».

28) 
Contributions to the specialization of the cerebral hemispheres.

29) 
The paper of the Order and Information in the physics of the world.

30) 
Measurement and synthesis (manufacture) with the «trascendental index».

31) 
Extra-physical interpretation of the economy.

32) 
New interpretation of the «equation of wave» of Schrödinger.

33) 
New interpretation of the time and the space.

34) 
Finding of the «sense» of the life.

35) 
Eudemonology reality of the human species.

36) 
Ontology of «state».

37) 
New interpretation of the dialectic laws.

38) 
New interpretation of the catholicism, judaism, etc.

39) 
New interpretation of the memory.

40) 
Phenomenology of the hypnosis.

41) 
Phenomenology of psyche.

42) 
Foundation of psychoengineering.

43) 
New proposal of political position.

44) 
Finding of biblical contradictions.

45) 
Interpretation cybernetics of the dialectic one.

Let us suppose gedankenexperiment now (experiment of the thought). Let us imagine a coffee table where we have five "guests": Mr. S, Mr. J, Mr. AS, Mr. IK and the gentleman skeptic-agnostic EA. It begins a dialogue in which beginning with my restlessness on the existence and the impossibility to understand and to accept like real the absolute death, so as interpreted it in my early childhood:

Me
I have reunited them together to try to solve a problem.

From small which I have become aware from, that is to say, of which we called death.

When they explained this to me: that a person went away and did not return more; he was to me frightful, indignante, and not only that, but that could not accept it. It is as if this interpretation of the fact of the death would not have sense. In addition, always it seemed to me to feel that I had always existed, although I not even contemplated the dawns of the antiquity and, still more, in spite of my mature years, I continue observing the same.

I do not know what on the matter crosses the mind of other people, but what yes I can say to them it is that it seemed that they are not conscious of this effect. That is to say, of which we would lose our dear beings unfailingly, to our parents, brothers, grandparents, children, etc. We would even lose also all our eagerness by the spiritual things, as they are it our made studies, our acquired feelings, everything... everything! Also the movable and immovable material things. All this in a world would become lost that we would not arrive to never contemplate nor to vivenciar. Thus sight, simply, is catastrophic, arrogant, a lack of respect to the human being if it is that there is a divinity that coordinates it.

For that reason I have called them; I know that you are sensible, coherent people, and with a knowledge throughout the history that is of worthy admiration. It could more have called to others, but I believe that with you it will be sufficient. In any case we summoned them.

Thus, if it seems to them well I will begin with the key question: it is so the death as I have appeared them?

EA
Unfortunately yes.

Me
Why?

EA
Because the existence of the soul is not demonstrated. That is to say, like the noncorruptible foundation of our individualities.

AS
And what is then what it impels to speak to you of her? From the Greek philosophy and happening through Avicena, it was not made clear that we cannot speak of the nonexistent thing? According to I create, the emptiness of the cardiac cavity of the story of Abentofáil would show the existence of the immaterial thing. I said sure in my work, that we would have to teach to the people who neither are born nor die.

J
You have said it. Only is «to be» [«es»], that is to say, is «himself the being» [«es el ser»], as exactly they observed my old parents.

Me
Well, but, how we can corroborate this hypothesis? Popper has said to us that we must see the possibility of refuting it to be able to make science with her. Then, what seems to them if we tried to do it?

AS
I agree with this aspect. I believe that, although it would be more difficult to make philosophy of the negative that of the affirmative thing, at least for this case, would be worth the trouble well to try it. However this technique —and that is my favorite—, consists of raising the thing like the nonexistence of the material.

EA
It seems to me located. Let us begin. Then question to us what is the material.

IK
Here there is something it can help, and it is that as the time and the space are to priori in the pure reason, the phenomena that we observed being material they are those that can only be to measure.

J
That is that we will analyze the "Sky" by its terrenales effects? As far as this, I clarify Mr. to him IK who I did not speak saying "for always", but which I only said "eternity".

IK
It seems to me located J that you clarify it since the metaphysician is not cognoscible and therefore indescribable. We only can approach us the concept of the "moments" according to I describe in one of my books, relating it to the ideas of the mathematical convolución of my friend Laplace.

S
Excuse that it interrupts, but I believe that we are complicating the things. One only is to differentiate "science from the wise people" of which "we felt with the heart". Of it one of my favorite proverbs consists.

J
It is certain, so as one has offered exclusive feature the children.

IK
Yes, but it is that we must be exact, necessary.

AS
I am with you IK. Let us continue with the negative philosophy, that is to say, with the effects of nonvisible causes.

Me
In this aspect contemporary science can offer an interesting contribution. It differentiates the matter —given as mass-energy— from the aristotelian form, as far as which first one is distributed in a real time-space, whereas second —and that usually is denominated as information— it does in another virtual one. Both, real and virtual, are only correlated.

IK
How?

Me
I do not know it well; but for example, given a real space-time in an electronic chip, this one can process certain information in a correlated virtual space-time with the availability of real the material characteristics. That is to say, the game will have more speed if it allows the time it of clock and will have greater definition of image by the physical area of memory available.

IK 
You mean that the computer science processes, being specific to the computers, can have some correlation with the granted intellectual processes reason why they call in this century neuronal networks?

Me 
Indeed, also that is come off it.

IK 
Now I see clear. What I have denominated reason, like dice outside the empiricist, receives sense with the virtual plane to which you talk about. But, which I do not see very well, he is that other that I denominate pure reason. You have some idea on the matter?

Me
Yes, and some very satisfactory. In order to arrive at them we go passage by step.

Firstly, you IK do this that the pure reason has a to priori pure characteristic of knowledge; that is to say, that is excenta of all experience; and also that, being trascendental, offers a «knowledge of the conditions of possibility of knowing» the experience and the self-knowledge. Either, as far as first, then, if he is excenta of all experience, he will have to be necessarily something other outside of the time-space, or this one real or virtual one.

AS
It is what I interpreted like the trascendental thing of IK..

Me
Correct AS. However, second, since the possibility is a probability nonweighed; and that all probability, as well, is a information according to the contemporaries Shannon, Abramson, etc., occur that the "predecessor" or to priori fits itself necessarily then like the knowledge that does not think.

S
You talk about to which I said of the knowledge of the dice by the heart?

Me
Sure S, but is necessary to adapt this terminology to the time at which we lived.

EA
This is demonstrated because it releases is the history of the times in which the reason and the faith are disputed to the knowledge between.

Me
Certain, but we do not disperse, I want to finish the idea of what he is this that we are «speaking». I say it in inverted commas because, I do not know if they realized, which if we are wanting to express something that is formed neither in real nor virtual time-space nor, one is therefore, outside of all sensitividad and language, oral or written. It is a difficult company the one that we have seted out.

Therefore, nothing better then than to see it in "action", and for it we take a daily example. It is the example of which I have denominated «the water glass»; that is to say: after making more gymnastics than the customary thing, thirst is had and one is used water in a glass; in this experience, moment at moment we felt a satisfied necessity, and we finalized the same one when we felt that what we have served it is sufficient to calm the thirst. Here the following questions arise: as any physiological transducer is not known that does not determine east control either, and observes that the experience is guided by some previous habit, concludes that the governability exerted on the dominion of our body is transcendental, that is to say, outside all time-space; and that is, as well and most important, what subtly there is unnoticed past: what we felt.
This way, which we felt, it receives character of «entity». He is the «hidden of the to be» [«oculto del ser»], that is to say, it is the hidden appearance that Heidegger and «not-to be» [«no-ser»] of Parménides spoke.

J
It is well that, exactly, also it is to that as soon as I have talked about when saying the «other world».

Me
Then J, how I must relate this to our restlessness? It is that I must accept a transmigration [metempsicosis]?

J
 Not necessarily, but that there are not memory of the happened thing. One will be what one is, and all we will be together what we are: what it was and it will be.
«If you have ears to hear, it hears the knowledge of the negative philosophy...!»
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