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On the Discipline of Disciplines: Private Ambitions versus Public Aspirations

First Synopsis: Will be looking at the structure of aspiration/ambition in the context of disciplines, then taking a dynamic approach to this topic, and, in the process, noting how there is a tension between wanting 'to be a professional' and 'wanting/not wanting to do what that discipline has signed you up to to do' (in the light that such definitions are continually re-defined over time and will be fought over by so-called 'conservatives' and 'progressives', etc.).

Second Synopsis (in detail): Will first look at the discipline of theology in the light of my recently completed Theological Investigations, Volume II. My approach there was ‘meta-theological’ in order to try to understand in what manner the concept of the theological, in particular types of exposition, as an intentional objective, was either rendered meaningful or meaningless by that same type of discourse? But the associated exigencies of this approach forced me to take a disciplined perspective to this topic. I.e., reading theology as a ‘discipline’, like all other disciplines, complete with its sets of professionals along with their range of discourses and audiences, and, in that context, examining, the discursive significance generated in their associated life-world. Using theology as a prototype I noted that a discipline sees a difference in the way the world is constructed for them in comparison to the way they see the same world as seen by others; be they professionals in the same or some other discipline or non-professionals. E.g., between theists and secularists the former see the ‘World’ as ‘Divine plus world’ whereas for the latter sees the ‘World’ as ‘just the world’. So, from the perspective of the theist we have a ‘theological difference’. I.e., ‘theists’ World’ minus ‘secularists’ World’ equals a theological difference (namely the imputed theological objective of the Divine in the manner it finds itself being further defined by professional theologians, non-professional congregations, etc.). For a person of a theological persuasion this is their realistic sense of reality; the way they think the world is. But, meta-philosophically we now ask the question What difference does this difference make (in the life of the person lived in this world as lived with-others?)? Is there this meta-difference? The theist must argue that the ‘Divine’ must make a difference in our life otherwise there would be no point in being a theist. In needing to substantiate their claim that this theological difference does make a difference they must argue that we can enter into some form of a (phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented) relationship with the Divine and v.v. (given that all relationships are and must be two-way to be deemed ‘relational’). Somehow the theist must claim some form of a relationship with this theological objective otherwise “what does not exist for us might as well not exist for us!” Thence the relative ideality of this objective, namely, the idealized expression of this need to relate to the Divine and v.v. So, the third leg of this aspirational economy now pragmatically becomes “how might the theist engage the Divine, and v?” I observe the condition that we can only relate to something other by virtue of something that is phenomenal-phenomenologically similar, i.e., by invoking a non-divine difference! E.g., we can sit on a chair because the chair and our bodies are physically embodied. Even though the overall phenomenal-phenomenological nature of the person is quite different from that relative lack of epistemological organization entailed in a chair, still, both can relate because of their physical contiguity and contact. Now, perceiving our meta-theological examination as a prototypical way of viewing disciplines in general we can now propose a parallel with other disciplines by noting that we can meta-philosophically read them, too, as being based upon and presenting similar types of claims in their professional argument for their semblance of a disciplinary difference, a meta-disciplinary difference and a non-disciplinary difference. E.g., we could define a ‘philosophical difference’ as ‘imputing some form of a search for truth in some form or other’. Or, a ‘political difference’ as ‘social improvement and the promoting of opportunities for personal betterment’. Or, ‘economic difference’ as ‘business survival, making a profit and the future ability to enhance that profitability’. This ‘realistic’ treatment of a disciplinary difference, the ‘idealistic’ treatment of a meta-disciplinary difference, and, the ‘pragmatic’ treatment of a non-disciplinary difference has also been described by myself as also constituting an aspirational economy (where by ‘economy’ is meant an ‘intentional economy’ along with its valuational formation and transformation of identity, value and functionality). Now, aspirations or ambitions, need to closely follow this economy of the aspiration with its emphasis and balance on realism, idealism and pragmatism in their senses as noted in order to success in those personal aspirations or public ambitions. That given intentional objectives are normally thematized with the hope of their realization and given realization is a process we can now attempt to take a more dynamic approach to such differences, and, instead, treat them as dynamic differentials. E.g., an intending student might decide to go to a university in order to complete a certain course of instruction. On their acceptance there we can see this course of instruction as the difference that needs to be traversed. But, once engaged in this course of instruction they are now on the way to eventually completing their studies. Such objectives in their engagement need to be appreciated in a more dynamic orientation thence their retreatment as differentials. The eventual resolution of such differentials seeing the realization of those intentional objectives be they treated as personal aspirations or public ambitions. But there is always a tension, to some degree in some form, between personal or private persona and the more public or social persona of an individual. E.g, a person might want to be a professional in a certain discipline and do what is needed to be recognized as such. However in the course of realizing this ambition and/or in the exercising of this discipline they might also find a form of persona-inter-personal disciplinary difference between a conservative take on the nature of their disciplinary difference, as central condition of their discipline, and how a professional, any professional, within that discipline (be they as a professional, as a semi-professional or amateur, or as a audience) might wish to re-define the central condition/s of that same discipline (rather than merely adhere to the reiteration of a mere redefinition of the same). How might this tension be resolved? We can see a number of strategies being exercised on a spectrum of possibilities. E.g., personal silence; a small number of people being in like-minded social silence; tentative voicing of concerns to more public displays of concern, with institutional denial, obstruction, misrepresentation, engagement, forms of re-considerations, etc; to adoption and adaptation of the difference of a new position; etc. In the process overseeing a re-definition of disciplinary differentials (i.e., transformative re-definition of the core disciplinary difference, meta-disciplinary difference and non-disciplinary difference)… giving us a more dynamic way of viewing institutional change, change of disciplines, the changing roles of professionals and their audiences, etc. Then, given the central role of policies in the political-economy we would find that engaging such different differentials must imply a revision of policies. I.e., in policy formation we would find a re-vision/revision of their ‘political’ thematization, ‘economic’ implementation, and ‘stylistic’ supervision (by critics and managers). The purpose of this presentation to introduce a frame of reference for examining such transitions and transformations in disciplinary formation as discursively reflected in the production of associated texts, etc. Mechanisms for resolution being better facilitated in and through the critically supervized auspices of stylistic analysis conducted by critics and managers.
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