Preface

This work deals with an age-old problem of mankind in a highly modern original way. The geniuses of Aristotle and Mandelbrot are brought together for the first time. Few living scientists are in a position to undertake or venture upon such an attempt.

The work is timeless. Even in a 100 years, it will still be characterised as difficult - despite the fact that it is written in an extraordinarily clear manner. One is reminded of Fichte's "Sonnenklarer Bericht", which is still, even today, characterised as obscure despite its transparency.

The fundamentalidea of the work is a definition of duration which is based on content and may therefore be described objectively, independent of the momentary experience. Mozart's draft of a complete time contour before its first internal or external hearing was a determining motivation. Husserl's and Bieri's ideas and perceptions have been assimilated. If an experience becomes or may become ever richer with every new contemplation of it, this fact reveals something about the structure of time. The duration of tedium and its opposite become, in principle, formally capable of being grasped. Learning is seeing anew, is work on the past.

These are convincing and, within the context of modern theory of the brain, unknown, insights. The may well gain neurobiological relevance.What is most amazing, however, is that Ms Vrobel succeeds in combining her own intuitive approach to the problem of time - an approach which has been shaped by the great history of philosophy - with the wholly new technical concept of self-similarity and self-affinity. Self-similar time series exist, for example, in dendrochronology, but also in music, in each case, across a certain scaling interval. The idea is to, again, turn this fact around, in order to apply it to the structure of the experienced time itself.

This new epoché by Ms Vrobel is non-trivial. It may be used to define a machine which, in a recursive way, generates an ever-richer Now. This "Now" machine would - paradoxically - be independent of any embedding into a certain time interval.

Ms Vrobel introduces here the novel concept of "condensation", which may be the most important technical concept of her work. There even arises - as she shows in the final paragraph of her work - an "ethical" problem. May we, at this stage, continue to think and build such a machine?

It is rare for works of philosophy to be directly convertible into a possibly dangerous technology. The mere possiblity of such a thought says something about the originality of the work in question.

We all know that scientific work is difficult and time-consuming, and that very few of the most original ideas survive. In spite of this, science lives off those few original ideas which emerge from such work. The number of original ideas in this work is far above average. The reader has undeniably the feeling of being witness to the emergence of a novel theoretical structure. One is impressed and mentally stretched by the emerging forming power. One is reminded of the originality of another Husserl disciple, Emmanuel Levinas.

Although I cannot presume to be able to pass categorical judgement on every aspect of this work, I am impressed by the technical mastery it exhibits. The essence of the theory of fractals is transferred, in a technically sound manner, into the sphere of the humanities. This alone is a lasting achievement. The fact that I feel convinced of having a significant work in front of me, is based not least on this technical aspect which is central to the work. The unpretentiousness of the author, who repeatedly stresses that only inital steps have been taken here, rounds off the picture.

I with great pleasure put this work into the hands of the reader.
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