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12M. Reflections on the Viability of a Positive Nihilism?*

Dialectics is like feeling the need to pull the teeth of a snake,

Necessary, but not only impossible… but also dangerous….

In the previous essay, the fourth in this collection of a series of reflections, 12L, in exploring the necessary co-presence of optimism for the successful performance of intentional patterns of enaction, we now move on to an exploration of the necessity for a nihilistic reading of our understanding of this world as experienced through the adoption and adaptation of such pragmatic terms of reference.
 I will argue, given that we can only comprehend this world as lived through considering, e.g., the utilization of simulations, suspensions, and de-suspensions, and so on, that we should then read it accordingly, especially in the positive light of a parallel optimistic reading and/or writing of the same. That the addition of an optimistic overlay produces a positive, pragmatic, and existentially oriented nihilistic philosophy.  In this essay, therefore, let me argue why this ‘positive nihilistic reading of an existential pragmatism’ is the only way a credible philosopher can present a coherent reading of this world as lived and that all other readings, as ideologically misguided, can only deserve to both fail and fall by the wayside! (0)


Hence this ‘major thesis’, namely, ‘that the world is better understood through a complex lens that is pragmatic, existential, and positively nihilistic given the necessary existence of the presence of such existential sentiments like, e.g., optimism, etc., and, that our reading of the world can only be conducted through the auspices of simulations, suspensions, and de-suspensions, and similar’. (1)

To expedite this complex argument let me proceed in the following manner: 
1. That, given we must deal with simulations, suspensions, etc., it follows that we cannot read or write the comprehension of any situation whatsoever without adopting and adapting the necessary economic means to conduct such forms of appropriation which, therefore, through the non-absolutistical relativity of economic corrrelativity, cannot be other than nihilistic in orientation.

2. But, the economic, furthermore, could not be comprehended without also adopting and adapting non-economic means for its relatively radical, re-appreciation given this experiential fact that there must also be the co-existence through meta-economic correlativity of its economic presentation, non-economic re-presentation and contextual representation in the economy of such re(-)presentation.

3. That a non-economic appreciation is also an existential appreciation of that overall economy with the necessary implication of the requisite presence of certain existential sentiments (if not [the possibility of] all existential sentiments as co-expressions of the overall sense and semblance of the uniqueness of the existential objectivity being manifested in and through the ongoing formation of that primary relationship in question).

4. Thence the necessary co-presence of the existential sentiment of optimism must render such nihilism as positive in complexion to that same degree.

5. That it follows, therefore, that the only tenable philosophy that could be tendered cannot be other than the positive nihilism of an existential-pragmatism! (2)


That to fully expedite this complex argument a number of other subsidiary arguments will also need to be supplied in order to complete the entire totality of this general argument that ‘the only credible philosophy could not be other than an existential pragmatism disseminated with a positive nihilistic complexion’. (3)


As this complex argument can be constructed to fall under five headings, as outlined above, then let me work my way through those five sections of this overall argument, and then interlink these same five segments to suitably complete their integrated design. For convenience, as a mnemonic, I will designate those five headings as ‘Economic Nihilism’; ‘Non-Economic Nihilism’; ‘Existential Nihilism’, ‘Positive Nihilism’; and, a Pragmatic Nihilism (that must also be positively-existential in orientation). (4)

1. Economic Nihilism


Thinking is conducted in and through an economy, say, of the trimodal facets of hermeneutical representation, phenomenal-phenomenological presentation, and existential re-presentation. (5)


But for convenience, let us say that we first work with ‘what is to hand’, then ‘subject the same to (transcendental) suspensions’, that then ‘automatically invoke de-suspensions’ that, in turn, then return us to where we began, albeit as modified by such an economic process, hopefully, whose progress is conducted in a suitably critical manner. Of course, I do not expect the application of this formula to be immediately understood and quickly afforded an affirmative approbation as entirely cogent, and so on. So, in detail, let me recast this argument for an ‘economic nihilism’ in a manner that might find your eventual comprehension and, dare I say it, your inevitable assent. (6)


The skillful philosopher, like all good disciplinarians, works with what is to be found to hand, as publicly disseminated in the marketplace, the intersubjective agora of ideas. (7)


Now what is found to hand cannot be other than ‘simulations of this world’ thought to reflect the relational constituents to be found in this world as lived. (8)


In the visual field of perception we construct an intentionally formed image, from a series of such constructed images, constructed from the relationships we both find and impute as we scan that complex field... a field whose complexity notes ‘apparent’ linear features, colours, focalize points of comparison, spatial location, movement, along with the presence or absence of forms of facial recognition; simplification through an identification of the essential pragnatz of certain features through to be present, etc., as well as entering into processes of nomination and denomination (through further forms of identification of both imputed predicates and relations involving respectively, their semantic mapping and their parallel mapping in terms of their hierarchical mapping of genres of behaviour
), etc., all tested through processes of confirmation, disconfirmation, and re-confirmation in real time; and verification in retrospectively entertained time, and through parallel forms of conformation, and so on and so forth. For the sake of this argument, let us accept such complexity as an inescapable given. (9)


In summary, if we are neither simple minded naive realists nor too intellectually mesmerized idealists, we would accept the premise that the world is not directly seen per se even if directly engaged through living-experience along with our evolving interpretations of the same... (10)


Therefore, as constructed, such construction must be regarded as ‘simulations’ performed in intentional experience, and, therefore, appreciated, i.e., judged, in trans-intentional terms of experience (given that appreciation of either the perceptual and/or conceptual must be enacted in trans-perceptual and/or trans-conceptual terms of reference. But, upon reflection we should treat the ‘trans-perceptual’ as none other than ‘conceptual’ with the implication, as per this paraphrase of Kant, ‘that judgment is conducted either within and/or between concepts’, i.e., must be enacted in trans-conceptual terms of reference, i.e., trans-intentionally
). (11)


So, what we have to hand can be treated as ‘simulations’, but, where some simulations are more simulated than other simulations in order to phenomenologically account for illusions, delusions, mistaken truth reports, deliberately distorted assessments of experience, and so on.
 (12)


Moreover, such simulations, regardless as to whether they are treated as simulations or mistreated as non-simulations, through the economic nature of their presentation cannot be entertained purely either in themselves and/or of themselves, and so on. That economic correlativity, between the trimodal constitution of that economic field of experience, implies that neither the representation, nor the presentation, and/nor the re-presentation can be entertained in any isolated, purely focused upon form of experience. Therefore, that understood, we cannot but accept that all economic correlatives are forms that cannot be appreciated in such absolutistical terms of reference with the only inference that can be successfully drawn being ‘that they are entertained in a nihilistic fashion, and that they can only be appreciated in a similar nihilistic fashion!’
 (13)


Hence the necessary inference of an economic nihilism! That, because we cannot absolutistically entertain any one economic modality, as an economic correlativity, in itself, purely on its own terms of reference, hence this position that recognizes we can have no truck with any defective philosophy that thinks we can do otherwise. That this rule applies equally to both realistically mistreated proclivities and idealistically mistreated proclivities leaving us with the only reputable philosophy that is possible, namely, the nihilistic treatment of an antirepresentational pragmatism. However, this rule does permit the performance of a ‘qualified re(-)presentational economy’ as long as we understand that hermeneutical representations, phenomenal-phenomenological presentations, and (both non-systematic and systematic) existential re-presentations, as economic correlativities, are basically working with simulations, suspensions and de-suspensions respectively (and have no connections whatsoever with impossible notions of substance, noumena, mental essences, platonic forms, etc., along with all forms of ideological extremism as entailed in either absolutistically or relativistically confected confabulations, etc., given the impossible nature of such unedifying forms of conjured prestidigitation). (14)

2. Non-Economic Nihilism


But, all judgments are realized through harmonic processes of re-directed resolution that must take the form of a uni-lateral directedness given the apparently non-circulated nature of causation and the nature of our interventions conducted in causal terms of reference. Patterns of enaction once performed cannot be undone (hence the pro-relational recognition for a ‘prospective redemption’ or a ‘preemptive sense of redemption’ rather than atone for defective patterns of behaviour through forms of compensation that can never undo the ramifications of their original enaction, be that through either action, non-action, and/or inaction, etc.).
 (15)


Hence the relative radical irruption of the re-directed, uni-laterally directed responses of behaviour entered into by ourselves, as enacted either individually and/or collectively, etc. (16)


Thence the ensuing recognition of the requirement that the radically-radical could not be economically re-comprehended and the non-radically radical would not be registered. Then, the former is better set up in and through critical terms of reference as relatively-radical rather than less non-deceptively through relatively non-critical means. I.e., the relatively radical is better set up through critical means rather than through less critically organized or non-critically organized processes. (17)


Thence this goldilocks region of the critically set up relatively-radical rather than either the radically-radical which could not be comprehended nor the non-radically-radical which would not be registered for comprehension whilst also steering clear of the non-critically-radical as improperly simulated (even if inadvertently it were to be in an accident alignment with a more critically enacted approach). (18)


Where a critically conducted set up usually ensures a more intersubjective approach to the formation of valid truth-reports arrived at through relatively-radical processes of a uni-lateral re-directedness given a somewhat precise sense of re-direction through relatively intersubjective forms of relational resolution more forcefully realized through the harmonic nature of judgmental appreciation. (19)


Or, more simply, by critical means we more successfully arrive at an intersubjectivity of truth assessments. (20)


But, as the relatively-radical can only be comprehended by its successful re-appropriation in and through its suitable economic re(-)contextualization it follows that non-economic considerations, likewise, must be either read and/or written in nihilistically appreciated terms of reference! (21)


Thence, through this trimodal economic correlativity between the economic, the non-economic process of unilaterally re-directed resolution, and its economic re(-)appropriation through its economic re(-)contextualization, it follows that we are also presented with a non-economic nihilism (using exactly the same arguments that initially gave us our philosophical recognition of an economic nihilism
)! (22)

3. Existential Nihilism


The necessary irruption of the non-economic must be reviewed as existential in orientation to some degree or other. But, given that the non-economic is subjected to economic re(-)contextualization, in order to arrive at its economic re(-)appropriation and ensuing economic comprehension, the inference can be successfully drawn that even the existential orientation, present to some extent, given its non-economic resolution, must also be read and written in and through an existential nihilism! (23)


I.e., given the necessary re(-)appropriation of the non-economic through its ensuing economic re(-)contextualization, it follows that even the existential must be both read and written in nihilistic terms of reference, as finding its non-absolutistical significance through it interactive relations within our comprehension of the dynamics of the primary relationship itself (to that extent it finds its relative inter-dependence in the overall world of relationships that constitutes the overall world-of-life). (24)


Or, more simply, from a pro-relational point of view, even if the relatively-radical does turn things seemingly ‘inside out, upside down, and back to front’, still, our non-absolutistical understanding demands a nihilistic comprehension of whatever is either read and/or written in apparently enacted existential terms of reference. (25)


Hence the necessary acceptance that even the relatively-radical nature of existential experience is similarly refracted through a nihilistic lens given that there can be no other form of economic re(-)appropriation! (26)

4. Positive Nihilism

Now, an existential sentiment that has already been argued as necessary in the enaction of intentional behaviour is that of the entertainment of the requisite degree of optimism thought to be application for the performance of the same, be that either in its intentional consideration and/or in its trans-intentional appreciation (be that either in its virtual performance or its extended performance through a causally implicated, non-virtual form of enaction). (27)


Therefore, because the existential dimension is nihilistic in orientation in its reading and writing of its relational situatedness, given its economic re(-)contextualization, and its responsiveness as enacted from its pro-relational sense of perspective, and, optimism is ever present with both non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented patterns of re-directed forms of relationally resolution it must follow that this necessary component of the optimistic, along with the co-presentation of all other positive existential sentiments, be that in part or collectively, implies that an existential nihilism must be positive in complexion and, therefore, cannot be neither present nor presented as some form of a merely negative nihilism. (28)


Let me restate this argument: that because the existential is read through a nihilist lens, given the economic correlativity of its economic re(-)contextualization, and, optimism as an existential sentiment must be co-present, along with all other existential sentiments should they be individually co-present (or, through necessity, as collectively co-present) it follows that the ensuing nihilism must be positive in tenor! (29)


Thence the necessary existence of a positive nihilism and the relative absence of a negative nihilism in our existential appreciation of the world as lived! (30)

5. Pragmatic Nihilism


But, as an existential nihilism is necessarily coupled with the requisite of an optimistic tenor, etc., in order to exercise the possibility of its successful functioning, it follows that a pragmatic existentialism must also be a positive form of nihilism (and never a negative form of nihilism)!! (31)


Hence the following restatement of this argument in more detail: 

1. All economic behaviour can only be appreciated in nihilistic terms of reference given that economic significance can only be rendered interdependently through economic correlativity (and not in any isolated absolutistically independent sense be that either self-isolated or other-isolated).

2. That the co-presence of non-economic input, through ongoing relational resolution, implies the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, i.e., the co-presence of an existential contribution, arrived at either overtly and/or covertly in an accordance with the nature of such relational resolution.

3. That the effectiveness of intentional enaction is dependent upon the necessary co-presence of the existential sentiment of optimism rendering either both relatively non-existential and relatively existential patterns of behaviour positive in tenor.

4. Therefore the nihilistic complexion of all forms of intentional and trans-intentional behaviour must be positive in tenor!

5. Thence the positive nihilistic complexion of an existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism!! (32)
6. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

Integrated in this form, that all intentional and trans-intentional behaviour, etc., is nihilistic through the interdependent nature of economic correlativity, and, can only function through an optimist overlay, it follows that given this existential contribution, etc., that the pragmatic effectiveness of all written and read behaviours must devolve from this necessary conjunction of a nihilistic complexion and its optimistic tenor as enacted from a pro-relational existential perspective to some corresponding degree or other in accordance with the extent an ongoing process of existential resolution is simultaneously being entered into. (33)

Now, that granted, it only behooves me to demonstrate that there can be no other reading or writing of behaviour other than through the philosophical lens of this positively nihilistic existential-pragmatism. But, this must follow since all trans-intentional appreciation of the intentional cannot be other than nihilistic through the nature of its economic and non-economic correlativities, and, that a pragmatic effectiveness is rendered )in an alignment with necessary pre-conditions, conditions and post-conditions) through an optimist overlay (along with all other co-presented existential sentiments should they also be co-present). Hence this inevitable and inescapable conclusion that the only tenable philosophical stance is that of a positive, nihilistic existential-pragmatism. Moreover, that such a position or stance must also be relatively non-ideological in tenor for the following reasons, namely, the sole presentation and acceptance of ‘simulations, suspensions, and de-suspensions, etc.’. (34) 


Earlier, in this essay, it was stated that what the disciplinarian had to work with was that ‘which is to hand’ and that could be none other than ‘simulations’ (as duly nominated, and denominated through the use of predicates and relations). Now, in pursuing an economic tack we should also recognize that economies are also predicated on suspensions and the automatic invocation of de-suspensions (preferably of a relatively unobstructed re-presentation, etc.). That, given this necessary role of suspensions, the reputable philosopher, in their recognition of this aspect of the economic constituted through economic correlativity. could never, under any circumstances, promote the acceptance of an ideologically oriented stance as remaining in an ideological attitude (other than as a simulation [which amounts to the same through default
). Let me explicate the nature and ramifications of this understanding through the exploration of the interrogative economy as an economic illustration of this specific point. (35)


The interrogative economy outlines the economics of asking a question, which, centered on the interrogation of an ‘either/or’, i.e., is the answer of the question either a ‘this’ or a ‘that’ and that is tantamount to a dis-conjunctive suspension. Now, I have reasoned that the first reply to a question is a metaphorical ‘like’, namely, a both ‘is’ and an ‘is not’, i.e., a conjunctive suspension. However, in reaching a decision in a more literal vein we enter into what I term to be an ‘apparitional suspension’ as an ‘as-if, as-if, as-if...’ which is ‘a dynamic balance of both a dis-conjunctive suspension and a conjunctive suspension without an identification with the same. In a Boolean logical perspective,
 we can treat the as-if… as a double negation.
 The formation of a dialectic where the as-if melds back into an ‘as-if?’ And so on... (36)


In other words, the dialectics of the economic, as exemplified by this economic reading of the interrogative economy, as exemplifying the dynamics of all economies, is a combination of three interlocked suspensions very much interlinked as if a Borreomean ring, and falling apart the moment anyone of these links is disrupted.
 In other words, economic correlativity is a correlativity where we can also note that any one corelative party can be defined as the negation of the other two parties ruling out any isolated form of a self-referential or an other-referential, stand-alone, completely independent party or parties. (37)


Having the interrogative economy acting as ideal expression of how we might wish to view all economies it follows, this proxy accepted, that what is to hand is simulated, that the simulated is suspended, and with the immediate suspension of the suspension we engage the sense and semblance of a de-suspension… that then may or may not re-configure that original simulation, and so on. Furthermore, significance emerges through this ‘eternal reoccurrence’ expedited through such economic means that cannot be reductively (mis)treated without also destroying that same emergent surplus of e/valuational formation, i.e., as an existential excess in value. (38)

Noting, furthermore, that the sense of the expression ‘simulation’ is not to be misconstrued as the ‘simulation of that not being simulated or as that which it is a simulation of’, but, merely as a ‘simulation of a simulation’ as captured in the Husserlian expression of ‘retention’ (which, in turn, can be treated as an economy of future oriented ‘protention’, past oriented ‘retention’, and a present oriented ‘apprehension’). That, through such careful definitions we arrive at a position or stance that cannot be based on impossible notions like, e.g., Aristotelian essences; Platonic forms; impossible forms of representationalism; unimodal constructs; bimodal forms involved in the modeling of causation; eternally unchanging substances; the misguided attempt to truncate the intentional economy into either objective realities (realism), and/or objective idealities (idealism), and/or reified forms of subjectivity (soul, self, spirit, person, and so on), At the same time ruling out all forms of ideological extremism including all unfounded forms of absolutism and relativism, etc… (39)


Given that it is as if we are forever constituted through an ‘eternal dialectic’ that is both economic and non-economic in orientations, and the latter is existential in orientation, and, where the existential must positively inform all forms of productive behaviour it follows, therefore, that the only reputable philosophy that could be adopted and adapted by a reputable philosopher is and must be a positive, nihilistic, pragmatic-existentialism that avoids all forms of ideological extremism given the necessity for the recognition and acceptance of the ongoing re(-)occurrence of simulations, suspensions, de-suspensions, and all things similar, etc. That by such viable means, we can set out to successfully make sense of our place in this life-world, this world-of-life, this realm of the relational in which we find our existential freedom through the relational arbitrations of both ourselves and others… in the emergence of a sense of world that cannot be reduced to any one form of economic correlativity..! (40)


Thence the reputable philosopher can be none other than a positive, nihilistic pragmatic-existentialist.!! (41)


That, given the important role of (transcendental) suspensions, in the next essay, 12N, let me explore the complexities of this topic since the very nature of reflection is enacted through the auspices of what I will refer to as an ‘extensive suspension’…. (42)







        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 1.7.23.

Advertising for the Fourth and Fifth Essays On Reflection…

9 July: Topic: That a Reputable Philosophy Can Only Be a Positive Nihilistic Existential-Pragmatism?

In a series On Reflection... I will be looking at the Fourth Essay (12L) and the Fifth Essay (12M):

From a prescient comment made in the last session, I have taken up the suggestion that the existential emotion of 'optimism' is necessary for the successful exercise of our enacted intentions. This will be explored in the Fourth Essay. 

In the Fifth Essay I will argue that as we only deal with 'simulations, suspensions, and de-suspensions, and similar', it follows that all discourses must be nihilistic in complexion given that the formation of all forms of writing and reading must follow a similar course. Then, in conjunction with the previous essay, this implies that all discourses must be positively nihilistic and not negatively nihilistic in orientation. Where through apposite suspensions, a pro-relational, non-reductive, emergent existentialism can also re-evaluate and re-enrich our relationships...

Thereby illustrating how a reputable philosophy can only be a positive, nihilistic, antirepresentational existential-pragmatism! 
Moreover, such a position cannot be ideologically characterized as 'extremist' given the utilization of continual suspensions, etc. However, despite the seemingly incontrovertible-like nature of this argument, assent is not being sought only understanding in the hope that it can be duly tested... hence this philosophical challenge that I hope you will take up, namely, is the only viable and reputable philosophy those examples that well-exemplify an existential-pragmatism?(43)
A Diagrammatical Representation of Economic Correlativity


Perhaps one image (or diagram) is worth a hundred words..? (44)
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Note: Economic correlativity implies ‘towards’ but also ‘our never getting there’! E.g., synthesis, etc., but our never being able to definitively get there… since, e.g., synthesis must be a synthesis of something other than that synthesis itself, therefore, a pure synthesis is an impossibility that can be neither recognized, nor encountered, nor engaged, etc…. (45)

*	A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html� 


� 	Pursuit, III.12I.0,6. Noting, respectively, the use of the two expressions, namely, a ‘Contemporary world’ and a ‘Contemporary philosopher’. The reader must understand that although we might be able to equate ‘pessimism’ with a ‘negative nihilism’ we most certainly ‘cannot equate it with a positive nihilism’. Furthermore, much in the manner of the Buddhist philosopher Nagarjuna, it is only because there is a (positive) nihilism that the world can be seen to work (and be ‘pragmatic’ over the course of our lives). ‘Simulations’ misread as ‘not simulation;’ as so-called ‘realities’, as ideologically mistreated imputations, means doing impossible things where if they can be successful to some degree then they are definitely not doing what they say they are doing! Furthermore, this positive, nihilistically treated sense of the world at large is also a plenitude of hopefulness, and so on. Where by ‘optimism’ as noted in the previous essay, we mean a qualified optimism, and, where ‘optimism’ is a ‘proxy for some, if not all, existential sentiments’.


� 	Note ‘(-)’ is my nomenclature for an economy (in this case between hermeneutically oriented representation, phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented presentation, and non-systematic existentially re-presentation (with the hyphen indicating chaotically oriented re-direction). The economy indicated in this footnote is also my recipe for the ‘philosophical economy’. Furthermore, because philosophical enquiry necessitates asking questions hence the implication of the interrogative economy about to be introduced (which is isomorphic with all other economies) and where the entry into the economic process, like all forms of entry, implicates the exercise of a certain suspension, in this instance of the dis-conjunctive suspension as one moment in the overall transcendental suspension that will be explored in the next essay). In other words, philosophical behaviour cannot escape the use of suspensions, be they either wittingly and/or unwittingly invoked.


� 	I.e., as sub-genres within genres, and genres within super-genres, etc. E.g., eating an apple with a fruit knife, as a sub-genre in the genre of eating an apple, in turn, as the eating of an apple within the super-genre of eating a piece of fruit (within the hyper-genre of eating, in turn, within the more general genre of ingestion). Arguing also that there is a parallel semantic hierarchy based in the conventional treatment of phenomenal-phenomenological experience.


� 	That trans-intentional judgment(al appreciation) occurs in the Trans-Cognitive Aspect in the hierarchical schematization of consciousness (which we could also treat as the ‘psyche’). Furthermore, we can also treat this trans-intentional orientation as ‘transcendental’, as well as ‘pro-relational’, ‘existential’, etc. However, in using this expression ‘transcendental’, as transcending the intentional, we must be careful not to treat it as ‘transcendent’ or confuse it with a ‘negative sense of the transcendental’ as the range of possibilities, etc., a certain form of ideational configuration could take and could not take, etc. On the other hand, we can view a transcendental suspension as preparation for a judgment, however, a philosophy of the suspension has a lot more work to do and the next essay will attempt to broach that topic. 


� 	E.g., as dealt with in the essay on authenticity, 12J.


� 	I.e., such intentions are perceived in nihilistic terms as simulations, and, that their judgmental appreciation in trans-intentional terms of reference must equally be in nihilistic terms as ‘simulations’, or ‘trans-simulations’, etc.


� 	Where ‘enaction’ is being defined here as ‘either action, non-action, and/or inaction’; be that in passive, active, and/or in engaged patterns terms of relational interaction, etc.


� 	As presented in paragraphs 13-14. Restated, this argument runs as follows: all economic correlatives, being correlatives dependent upon each other, in order to define themselves through the joint negation of the other two economic moments, implies that no economic moment can be absolutistically entertained purely in and of itself, and, that even such an absolutistical thought cannot be entertained (other than as a null set, a set with no referable content). Therefore, no economic correlativity should be mistreated as something that could intentionally arise in and through any isolated form of comprehension, etc.


� 	That the simulation qua simulation must be suspended and non-ideological through the suspension of that simulation including any and all ideological underpinnings. 


� 	Where all logical procedures can be written as simple or complex configurations of the logical operators ‘or’, ‘and’, and ‘not’.


� 	E.g., ‘is that John over there?’ Meaning is that either John or not John. ‘Yes, it is like John’. Meaning ‘that this person is both like and not like John’. But a positive second reply takes a literal form, namely ‘that is John’. Meaning ‘it is as-if, as-if, as-if… that person is (provisionally accepted to be) John’ or ‘that person is not not John’, i.e., ‘is John’.


� 	Refer to the first essay in this series On Reflection... Pursuit, III,12I.6-8, etc.






