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In taking another leaf from François Laurelle, referencing his book Photo-Fiction, a Non-Standard Aesthetics,
 as an even more radical approach, rather than taking ordered interactions as operations let us assume that through joint suspensions we can oversee the distinctive emergence of innovative re-presentations of such emergent hybrids.
 Where hybrid topics enrich related disciplines through the creation and overlapping of such emergent topics. E.g., where an aesthetical+deontology/deontological+aesthetics, could be utilized to enrich the central topic/s of either aesthetics and/or a deontology. etc.
 Or, e g., a scientific+history, etc., and its joint enrichment of both sciences and histories. Where, too, all hybrids (and non-hybrids) can also assume the possibility of an existential overlay along with their inevitable retreatment to a philosophical-disciplinary level of presentation (as the default position for all intentionally formed end-products unless either prevented and/or re-directed). With emergences being entertained between combinations of localized, globalized, and/or focalized configurations. ‘Global’ being either ‘philosophical, metaphysical, or existential-pragmatic in orientation’. ‘Local’ being ‘conducted within or between any set of ordered orders, inter-ordered orders, and extra-ordered orders’. ‘Focal’ being ‘that applied to any functioning genre of behaviour’,
 e.g., the practice of photography, etc.
 The aggregation of comparative overlapping interactions, as emergent adjuncts, giving details, transformational rules, etc., to any overall emergent topic and by such a route to any central topic should those forms of enquiry be entertained. So, e.g., a scientific+history could be enriched through, say, overlapping their central hybrid of concern (in this instance of either sciences or histories) with, say, a categorical+science, or an ontical+history, or a semantic/phenomenological-perception (treating the latter order as cognitive and not trans-cognitive in its epistemological orientation [as a direct route for evidential ascertainment and its ensuing conformal considerations]), etc.
 (786)
Producing a radical re-take on an ordered philosophy, etc., by arguing for the radical emergence of hybrid topics! (787)

Then, these ideas granted, what are some of the many ramifications of this radical manoeuvre? The innovative emergence of novel hybrids creating new topics in their own right. Emergent materials that can be utilized for the radical re-reading of central or more traditional topics. Where, in being formed through joint suspensions of the interrelated parties, processes of de-suspension can potentially set-up the informative re(-)direction of such emergent hybrid formations, and so on... (788)

The non-economic nature of the de-suspension, effectively, framing and supplying a non-standard interpretation, etc. (789)
What else could be said? Just how should these topics, as emergent hybrids, be approached and understood?
 (790)

E.g., as a Contemporary events through a simultaneous suspension of both modernistic and postmodernistic thinking (through a subversion of decisive presuppositions, and ensuing ideologies).
 As ‘lived-experiences’, or ‘events’, as the ‘lived-experience of living-understandings (novel insights, etc.)’. Then, by such an approach we can begin to define the zeitgeist of the ‘Contemporary era’ through this novel introduction of such hybrid topics, etc. (791)

E.g., in and through a quazi-contragrammatical understanding. I.e., say, as hyper-ordered phenomena that exist without a distinctively assigned ordered status, but, which through transformational retreatment, then take on a philosophical-disciplinary status as ‘ordered’ which, more correctly, should be assigned a ‘fourth basket’ (in contrast to those products of either a more ordered, inter-ordered, or extra-ordered origination). A contragram is of the form of an “‘x of y’ versus a ‘y a of x’.”
 Now, if x and y, say, are both ordered products then their respective operations remain as ordered products (by the rule that the operation takes the ordered status of the operator). However, should x and y not belong to the same level of ordered explication then the resulting product of the contragram cannot be precisely defined.
 However, as noted, retreatment will eventually produce the default status of an ordered level of explication, i.e., that which can be read in either critically or non-critically in philosophical and/or disciplinary terms of reference, i.e., in ordered-like terms of reference.
 (792)

Interestingly, this type of approach allows us to work with the hybrid topic, e.g., of a ‘secular+theology/theological+secularism’
 as will be explored in the next book, namely Pursuit III, Book XII, Part V.
 (793)
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� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Pursuit.html"�http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Pursuit.html� 


� 	Photo-Fiction, a Non-Standard Aesthetics; François Laruelle; translated by x Drew S. Burk, Univocal. Published by Minnesota University Press, Univocal Press, 2012.


� 	Invoking the convention of ‘+’ to indicate an emergent hybrid rather than a product merely derived through an ordered invocation or operation. These ideas to be explored in my Radical Theology.


� 	Indirectly arguing that Laurelle’s preoccupations with both photography and a related philosophical-aesthetics of the genre of photography as a hybrid that can be interpreted as taking place between either a globalized discipline through the globalization of the ordered as generally ‘philosophical’ and/or as a localized exercise in the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical) in a suspended relation to the focalized exercise of the genre of the photographic be that exercised in either digital and/or non-digital terms.


� 	Laurelle, e.g., sets out a number of creative approaches as to how we might formulate his topic of photo-fictions very much framed, I should add, in and through an anti-representationalism, etc.


� 	Treating the complex overall global topic of philosophy as just as much a discipline as any other discipline. Where, furthermore, even metaphysically oriented disciplines take on a philosophical status, etc., through an inevitable process of retreatment and can only be critically distinguished by placing them in a ‘second basket’.


� 	Channelling Caputo’s comment, as here paraphrased, that notes that ‘a radical theology is a radical secularism’ (and, where I would add, ‘a radical secularism is a radical theology’).





� 	In simplistically paraphrasing, Laurelle, I would argue, effectively, has set up an economy between, on one hand, photography, and, on the other, a philosophical aesthetics (of the art of photography) whilst at the same time, together, presented in a state of juxtaposition as an emergent hybrid where a new and novel topic was explicated that was neither beholden to either the genre of photography per se or a philosophical aesthetics per se. By invoking an emergent hybrid, the traditional power differentials between those topics, say, a relative privileging of a philosophical aesthetics over the practice of photography were minimized, or equalized, basically, suspended. Rather than operating along globalized, localized, or focalized lines of operation the emergent hybrid no longer took the ordered status of the relative operator. Instead, a new topic emerged that could not be reduced to either the ordered status of the parties concerned. In effect, a new topic was being proposed, and in Laurelle’s exposition, what he termed ‘photo-fiction’, a novel topic conceived of in an anti-representational environment and what could be earmarked as contemporary, as possibly informing the thematized advent of a Contemporary era. I would also like to add that a broad-spectrum recognition of such hybrid topics could collectively and accumulatively characterized the thematization of this evolving zeitgeist of the Contemporary era… 


� 	Including genres of behaviour in this ordered scheme under this heading of the ‘focalized’. Laurelle explores the genre of photography. In the same manner other genres could be explored under similar circumstances.


� 	Hence the potential plethora of hybrid topics whose overlapping topicality produced a plurality of representations of that type of discipline. Thence the appellation in the plural of histories, sciences, aesthetics, politics, etc.


� 	Laurelle’s comments here have encouraged me to propose, indeed, the courage to propose that the Contemporary era can be thought through an economic heuristic in which an understanding of the ‘modern era’ and the ‘postmodern era’ could be jointly suspended in the emergent formation of this imputation of a ‘contemporary era’. Now, in the confines of this form of economic treatment certain understandings have to be exercised. E.g., that the definitive definitions of these economic correlatives can neither be formed in isolation nor as historically confined in time but as states of mind co-existing in the confines of this economy. Recognizing that modernistic attitudes could never be completely eclipsed by the advent of postmodernistic attitudes, nor, for that matter, by contemporaneous attitudes. Where these attitudes co-defined each other through their mutual negations, as suspensions. That, understood in this manner, we can also surmise that such recognitions need not be nor could be just purely passive in orientation. I.e., that these suspensions would also actively inform the evolving matrix of an overall understandings, as being both individually and collectively formed. Moreover, an existential dimension being engaged when also being duly invested in when such an economic aspect is neither distorted nor obstructed, when duly promoted as such, and so on.


� 	To a certain extent the phenomenological reality of the hybrid topic could be perceived as metaphorically residing in between the two parties of the contragram, through a non-preferencing of those two parties.


� 	Hence by assigning them a hyper-ordered status that through retreatment then assumes an ordered-like level of re-assessment. Thence my needing to invoke a fourth basket when the products of retreatment can be critically segregated on the grounds of their imputed manner of apparent origination, i.e., as either ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, or, as hyper-ordered. Intuitively, but also speculatively, I would like to think that this fourth basket actually coincides with the secular world for reasons that later, hopefully, will be properly marshalled. Although all disciplines operate on the secular world only hyper-ordered products divorce themselves from the power differentials between disciplines operating upon their operand materials, and, in so doing, in doing so, could claim a more direct secular status?


� 	In effect, proposing a secular-theology/theological-secularism, as a form of radical theology, as an emergent hybrid topic whose formation is in keeping with the advent of this Contemporary era. In order to purse such a claim, I would like to contend that an appreciation of the ‘existential dimension’, e.g., in lived-experience should proffer a considerable middle ground for the formation of this hybrid topic, etc. That this same type of treatment can also be applied to all hybrid topics, e.g., the medical industry (as an amalgam of the medical and business worlds); the business of politics (when and where companies through excessive donations over-influence political decision making, etc.); a scientific-metaphysics (when metaphysical-semantic categories are explored from a scientific perspective, etc.), etc.























A First Postscript: Some Questions and Provisional Answers





1.	What distinguishes Contemporary hybrids (doublets) from non-Contemporary? Suitable suspension of the parties!


2.	If doublets, could triplets form, etc? Why not!


3.	Then, non-Contemporary doublets, etc., could be rendered Contemporary through suitable forms of suspension? Yes, reinforcing this characteristic aspect of the Contemporary era!? Indeed, a world of doublets, etc., within a world of doublets, etc., being rendered Contemporary in orientation through the application of suitable suspensions be they informally or formally applied.  (794)





A Second Postscript





1.	In workshopping this Section N and searching for additional examples of these emergent hybrids (doublets) I fell upon the contestment previously explored elsewhere between the medical world and food industries (in relation to a partial explanation of the obesity crisis, the rise in metabolic disorders, etc.). I used the distinction of the existence of a de facto ‘informal’ hybridization to the extent food industries have taken on board the protein enrichment of certain breads, by various stratagems, and have profited by such a manoeuvre. That by taking on medical advice to this effect both worlds have mutually ‘profited’ so to speak. The same type of genre being in play, in Australia, with the adding of vitamin C to fruit juices, or, the adding of iodine to table salt, etc.


2.	I also noted that the medical industry, around the world, itself, was almost always a hybridization between government assistance, on one hand, and, and finance obtained through various forms of medical insurance. That, looked at in this manner, we could surmise a world of hybrids nesting on a world of hybrids, etc, etc. The only difference between a non-Contemporary attitude and a Contemporary attitude residing perhaps only in the degree of effective suspensions being applied over the arbitrated course of their power dynamics. I.e., moving more from ordered operations to ordered couplings..? (795)
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