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Scientific Explanation, Space, and Time
The Ontological Status of theoretical entities
	The main topics of the book include an explanation, space and time, analyticity and theoretical entities. With regards to theoretical entities’ ontological status the authors forwarded the book had a thesis that sought to show the instrumentalist view in the field of scientific discovery, observation and theory formation. Additionally, the article aimed at expounding on the dichotomy of theoretical observation.
[bookmark: _gjdgxs]	The first contact with the article elicited a negative reaction as it was written in a complicated format which made it difficult to follow. Additionally, the literature contained a lot of technical jargon which required expert interpretation. However, a majority of the facts presented in the paper were scientifically correct.
	One of the arguments from the main thesis concerned theoretical entities and their nature. This part of the thesis sought to establish if there exists a genuine distinction between observable scientific events and theoretical scientific projections (Feigl & Maxwell, 1962). This part of the thesis when coupled with issues of reductionism, instrumentalism, as well as theoretical entities, formed the basis of the paper.
	The paper contained some aspects of persuasive elements that helped convince the audience about the deductions made by the authors of the paper. However, complicated and long formats reversed the benefits of expository writing.
[bookmark: _GoBack]	The strongest part of the argument is that there exists a genuine separation between the observable scientific events and the theoretical scientific aspect (Feigl & Maxwell, 1962). This statement is strong as it is supported by the fact that as science continues to clearly define what is meant by scientific observation and therefore the issues and problems that don't fall under the scientific definition of observable entities are classified as theoretical aspects. Based on the above facts the authors went ahead to conclude that the introduction of observation-theoretical line at any point of research is erroneous and depends on the instruments at ones disposal, available knowledge and individual physical make-up. 
	The weakest section of the argument that there exists a genuine separation between the observable scientific events and the theoretical scientific aspects is the fact that the proposed observational concept lacks felicitousness since it leads to the excessive conversion of expression which logical empiricist classify as either observational or theoretical.
	The concepts that are explained by the authors in the book are correct. This is because it is true that there exists a difference in scientific determination of whether results are observational or theoretical. This determination depends on influences such as individual make-up and availability of required tools and instruments (pg. 14). Additionally, the two classifications of scientific aspects, observable and theoretical, have been proven to be separated by a diffuse line which hops from one scientific anomaly to another as it continues to tilt towards the side of the theoretical aspects of scientific research. Maxwell's evidence as highlighted in the paper supports this conclusion. 
	Questions arising from the paper regard the interpretation of the concept of geochronometry and its impact on time and space. 
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