Prompt 6: ‘It is more important to discover new ways of thinking about what is already known than to discover new data or facts’. To what extent would you agree with this claim?
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What we as a collective people already know and what we have yet to discover can often be viewed as two separate options. The reality is that they are both intertwined with one another. To discover new data and new facts is to discover new ways to apply it to what we already know and form a new perspective on it.



First, it is important to establish a definition for certain vocabulary that will be used in this essay. First is ‘Importance’, which is what an individual considers being of more value than another, and should be of higher priority. This is, of course, unique to the individual and what is important and of higher priority to one may be drastically less to another. Then we come across ‘correct’, which is what has been established as valid to a majority of individuals to a particular question which is not absolute, and may not be held as valid by every individual. This word is essential to this essay since it helps establish the new ways of thinking and influences any others that may then be subjected to this ‘correct’ answer. Finally, there is ‘fact’ which is a piece of information that is considered valid by a greater majority. What defines a ‘fact’ is dependent less on its accuracy to an infallible answer and more towards public thinking and acceptance.

Now, as I begin thinking about this claim, I want to tell you about the time I was in my Biology class, during freshman year, examining the intricacies of an ecosystem and the importance of the biodiversity within it. It was here that I gained a new perspective on what I already knew from discovering new data. I had previously thought that species were of course dependent on each other, but only to the extent of immediate relation. For example, I had already known that in an ecosystem a coyote may prey on a deer, which made them essential to each other. Then let us take into account bees as a species. Immediately, without any previous knowledge on workings of the ecosystem, one would not consider coyotes in some way dependent to bees, but they are, even if not immediately. Bees are a great contributor to pollination, and without pollination some vegetation would not be readily available for animals that depend on that vegetation. Deer’s primary source of food is vegetation, and even if they are not strictly eating vegetation that requires bee pollination, competition will arise for other types of vegetation that deer do eat. Then, the deer will either migrate to find food, if no alternative sources are immediately available. Coyotes will be out of luck, as well as other predators that prey on deer, driving the whole ecosystem out of balance, proving that coyotes are in someway dependent on bees, even if it is not immediately apparent. I was able to see that all species are in one way dependent on one another rather than just a select few. My previous misconceptions of having one species gone left only a small change, when in reality, it would send a ripple all throughout the ecosystem. Upon that realization I became aware and enlightened to a new perspective on not only my environment, but thanks to my new found understandings in biology. What I had perceived as absolute truth, was in fact not true as to the extent of the effect.

The classical elemental theory states 'that all substance is made up of four elements: earth, wind, fire, and air.’
 When it comes to the natural sciences, you cannot prove a theory right, but you can however, prove a theory incorrect.
 Through trial and error we can in turn improve our theory and refine it to the point where our results agree with it. However, although it may agree with our refined hypothesis it does not make it infallible, which is why we cannot ‘prove’ but we can ‘disprove.’ Later, the classical elemental theory was disproved by the discovery of subatomic particles and modern elements. With discoveries such as the microscope and later, the electron microscope, it was possible to look deeper into the makeup of substances. There we were able to look at substances from a different perspective and could determine what we today know as the modern table of elements. Reason and logic were used along with the new discoveries in order to help disprove the previous theory. By discovering subatomic particles one can use deductive reasoning
 to disprove the theory by the following:

Sub atomic particles make up all matter.

Natural elements such as earth, wind, fire, and air, is made up of matter.

Therefore sub atomic particles make up the natural elements.

With the use of reason the discovery of subatomic particles, it was possible to say that it is valid that all matter be composed of said particles rather than the classical elements due to the elements themselves being composed by them on the molecular level
. So, without the newly acquired information and facts used in the creation of the microscope, and thereafter the advances in natural sciences, we would not be able to see the elements in a new way.



Another example that illustrates that it is equally important discover new data in order to discover a new way of thinking of what is already known can be seen in art. Let us look at Jan Van Eyck’s ‘The Arnolfini Portrait.’ If we go by what we already know we will see a painting of a man by a window and pregnant woman standing next to a bed with a small dog at the her feet. They are enclosed in a bedroom with a mirror on the wall next to a rosary and brush. These are all immediate observations by our perception of the painting that are definite to our knowledge. Yet, with new discoveries in symbolism by re-evaluating our perception, we may be able to discover a new way to perceive not only with our eyes but in connection to our minds in interpreting each object with their symbolic meaning. The man stands by the window, which is symbolic of his connection to the outside world, while the pregnant woman stands next to the bed which represents her connection to the household.
 The small dog represents the woman’s fidelity, while the shoes next to the man represent the sanctity of marriage.
 The mirror is a symbol of the virgin Mary in its spotlessness(due to her immaculate conception), while the rosary and brush that hang on the wall represent prayer and work.
 By discovering the meaning of each of these symbols we not only see the objects in the painting, but we form a new way of looking at what we already knew before. Within the object lies a part of the story, and upon

application of new knowledge we can then see beyond the object and into its symbolism.

Holding both already known knowledge with the ability to look at it in a new way and discovering new data to be of equal importance, due to their connection with one another, is not a view that speaks for everyone. It can also be argued that they are separate matters and one must be held above the other. In this argument one can say that finding out new perspectives on what is already known is based solely on that collective knowledge and not on any new knowledge gained through new discoveries as said in the prompt statement. To find an example of this counterclaim, let us look in the area of language. For example, take anagrams in word and letter play. Look at the following phrase:

moon starers

Based on the language used in the phrase given, you can take what you already know from the sentence and based on that knowledge alone you can in turn rearrange the letters to form a new phrase or word in relation to the original
, therefore gaining a new perspective on the given phrase or words. So, the previous phrase then can be rearranged into:

astronomers

So, we can say that by focusing on what we already know on the language used by taking ‘moon starers’ we were able to formulate a new perspective on it and come up with ‘astronomers.’ Therefore it is more important to do this than to discover other knowledge such as where the phrase came from, its intentions, the reasoning it came from, etc. and becoming tedious.



So, while we may believe a common held truth, there are possibilities enabled by new discoveries that can in turn aid us to look at those common held truths in a different perspective. So I personally agree and disagree with the statement made in the prompt, because in order to acquire a new perspective on what we already know, we must first become acquainted with a new form of fact or data. When we do come across something new that aids us in our quest for gaining a new perspective, then that is when we start discovering the importance between old and new. It is then that we understand what is truly important.
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