
Sc ient i f i c  inqu i ry  i s  profound ly  concerned wi th  t ime .  I t  a ims  at  f igur ing  out  what  happened,  and  one
of  i t s  key  ob ject ives  i s  to  use  th i s  knowledge to  pred ic t  what  i s  go ing  to  happen  in  the  fu ture .  These
pred ic t ions  re ly  upon  a  regu lated  sys tem of  in terpretat ions .

Psycho log ica l  exper iments  a im  to  unders tand how human behav iour  works ;  phys ic i s t s  t ry  to  measure
the  qua l i t i es  of  the i r  sub ject  mat ter ;  po l i t i ca l  sc ient i s t s  t ry  to  make  sense  of  soc ie ta l  changes ;  and
h is tor ians  obsess  over  how th ings  actua l ly  were .  Whatever  i t  i s  we  do,  we are  a l l  bound by  a  d iverse
set  of  ru les  of  in terpretat ion .  The  process  of  such  in terpretat ion ,  the  sc ient i f i c  reconst ruct ion  of
what  we exper ience,  i s  the  theme of  the  2023  i s sue  of  Jakobs le i ter .
 Reconst ruct ion  i s  a  term imbued wi th  a  var ie ty  of  mean ings .  I t  i s  o f ten  used  in  the  sense  of
res torat ion ,  a l lud ing  to  a  des i re  to  re turn  to  a  prev ious  s tate  of  h igher  deve lopment .  In  the  case  of
the  Roman Emp i re ,  a t tempts  a t  i t s  reconst ruct ion  ranged f rom Just in ian  to  Char lemagne,  f rom Dante
to  Mazz in i ,  and  even  the  European  Un ion  can  be  v iewed as  an  at tempt  a t  recreat ing  i t .  Some of  these
po l i t i ca l  pro jects  of  reconst ruct ion  can  be  seen  as  ben ign ,  and  some more  s in i s ter ,  e .g .  when  t ry ing  to
br ing  back  an  over turned or  outdated  soc ia l  o rder .  Th i s  reminds  us  that  reconst ruct ion  i s  not
necessar i ly  a  un i form ly  pos i t ive  th ing,  nor  i s  i t  mere ly  a  pure  express ion  of  in te l lec tua l  cur ios i ty .
There  are  s im i la r  tendenc ies  in  scho larsh ip :  a  commun i ty  of  mathemat ic ians  i s  t ry ing  to  reconst ruct
Hi lber t ’ s  program  o f  ground ing  a l l  mathemat ica l  theor ies  in  a  set  of  ax ioms  af ter  Göde l ’ s
incompleteness  theor ies ,  wh i le  natura l  sc ient i s t s  repeated ly  t ry  formu lat ing  the i r  unders tand ings  in  a
systems  b io log ica l  perspect ive  ins tead of  reduct ion i s t  th ink ing .

Reconst ruct ion  can  a l so  mean the  repa i r ing  and improvement  of  broken  th ings .  In  the  Japanese  ar t  of
k in tsug i ,  broken  pot tery  i s  reconst ructed  through the  add i t ion  of  new,  in terwoven layers  of  a  m ix ture
of  lacquer  and  go ld .  The  end  resu l t  supersedes  the  or ig ina l  by  the  presence  of  new e lements  and  the
inc lus ion  and express ion  of  the  or ig ina l  ob ject ’ s  h i s tory .  One  f inds  many examples  of  such  work  in
f ie lds  concerned wi th  cu l tura l  her i tage:  in  the  pract ice  of  conservat ion  spec ia l i s t s ,  arch i tects ,  and  a l l
k inds  of  pract i t i oners  who work  w i th  mater ia l  ob jects  f rom the  past ,  be  they  c lay  pots  or  rema ins  of
l iv ing  be ings .  The  h i s tory  of  sc ient i f i c  inqu i ry  in  o ther  d i sc ip l ines  i s  a l so  fu l l  o f  ana logous  cases :  such
i s  the  cont inuous  push  for  a  grand un i f ied  theory  in  phys ics  that  wou ld  successfu l ly  combine  genera l
re la t iv i ty  and  quantum mechan ics .  And such  i s  the  recent  t rend  in  cogn i t ive  sc ience  of  ana lys ing
dec i s ion-mak ing  processes  in  l ight  of  bas ic  pat terns  of  human th ink ing,  thus  enab l ing  the  advanced
and combined unders tand ing  of  psycho logy,  economics ,  and  even  law.

There  i s  yet  another ,  th i rd  mean ing  of  reconst ruct ion ,  wh ich  a ims  at  ne i ther  res torat ion  nor
improvement :  the  humble  and  humbl ing  act  of  in terpretat ion ,  one  of  the  key  tasks  of  a l l  sc ient i f i c
inqu i ry .  The  cha l lenge  of  f ind ing  the  r ight  in terpretat ive  f ramework  to  reconst ruct  what  exact ly
happened i s  more  than  the  h i s tor ian ’ s  d i lemma.  The  same quest ion  i s  posed  to  phys ic i s t s  l ook ing  at  a
mov ing  e lect ron  that  i s  behav ing  in  cur ious  ways ;  to  as t rophys ic i s t s  t ry ing  to  exp la in  what  ho lds  our
ga laxy  together ;  to  psycho log i s ts  baff led  by  how todd lers  acqu i re  language in  very  d iverse  ways ,
wh i le  l i ngu i s t s  are  s im i la r ly  baff led  by  the  fact  that  even  adu l t s  can  learn  new languages .  I t  i s  i n
much  the  same way that  anthropo log i s ts  s tudy  sacr i f i ces ,  c r im ino log i s t s  s tudy  murderers ,  soc ia l
sc ient i s t s  and  economis ts  look  at  i r ra t iona l  dec i s ion-mak ing  processes ,  and  so  many more—al l  o f  them
are  confronted  w i th  the  task  of  in terpret ing  and exp la in ing  the  var ied  and unru ly  rea l i ty  that  we
inhab i t .

We are  ded icat ing  the  second i s sue  of  Jakobs le i ter  to  the  r ich  theme of  reconst ruct ions .  And we,  the
Ed i tor ia l  Board,  are  eager ly  awa i t ing  submiss ions  address ing  th i s  theme f rom any  perspect ive ,  in  any
sc ient i f i c  d i sc ip l ine .
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