What is scientific endeavour?

A form of social activity. If so, then a sociological science should be applicable to it as well. Giddens in his book on identity n the potmodern era claims that we construct our self through a narrative and applies it both to individuals and to groups. Thus culture is a socially constructed linguistically perpetrated narrative (Fairclough holds a similar view).


We may extend this definition by adding some of the insights of MacLaury’s Vantage Theory, which claims that one of humans categorizing skills is based in a spatial system of static and dynamic coordinates. The ability to operate the system developed as a result of competition between carnivores equipped with claws, teeth and developing speed far more efficient than those of humans scavenging on their prey. To be able to compete humans had to develop strategic thinking which was possible only if they could imagine possible viewpoints of other participants in the competition to predict what may happen and to choose the best way of conduct. These needs led to a development of modality and spatial coordination which seem to be the basis of human imagination.

Contemporary scientists are also humans endowed with the same imaginative capacities (taking viewpoints, using modal structure) and they can create meaning in interaction and present it in the form of a narrative. These three elements: narrative, viewpoints and modality give us the possibility to participate in the creation or assimilation of various narratives, which, although partially contradictory can also at the same time be potentially true, or if not true, truth being an ideologically loaded word in science, than at least potentially possible. Selecting one possibility is the rigour that some scientists and philosophers of science call for or believe in (see Khunian dominant paradigm). However, in a postmodern era, with the Internet as one of the most accessible sources of information, not limited by the number of pages (i.e. space constraints) and capable of catering for niche not only dominant interests (Lewis 2003), we can freely admit a different model of scientific endeavour. One, in which a tendency to take different viewpoints, to create conflicting, albeit internally coherent, narratives is the ultimate aim of scientific endeavour. Where eclectic does not imply suspicious, interdisciplinary – undisciplined. 

If we superimpose the image of homo ludens over that of homo faber and admit that academic effort is not all work, but also fun, we can perhaps allow ourselves a luxury of enjoying ourselves while doing so.

I realize that an armchair linguist depending heavily on introspection my show a higher propensity for unrestricted creation of non-cohesive narratives, which technology oriented linguist will inevitably be forced to groom. Commercial dimension of academic activity will trim the unrestricted activity of meaning construction and perpetration. We must choose what we can afford to implement. But perhaps the time has come to freely admit that there is a wealth of conflicting narratives. Parsimony is not the only way, variation is the other.
