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12V. The Re(-)Purposing of the Concept of the Metaphysical 

Along with the Re(-)Appraisal of Philosophical Ideas

Through an Exploration of Inter-Ordered Phenomena

Within the Instantiations of their Systematic Social Organization*

The semantics of semantics is a non-semantics, or a meta-semantics;

And this possibility proffers a relative narrow definition of the metaphysical…



The philosophical appreciation of the philosophical is metaphysical;


And is not philosophical being both meta-philosophical and non-philosophical... 



The appreciation of the inter-ordered world of disciplines has to be situated



Within the systematic world of organizations within the overall political-economy...

0. Preface


In Book 9, I hope to explore and flesh out a number of themes already sketched out in The Seventh Book..., namely, a mapping of ordered and inter-ordered phenomena, etc., from which a complex vision of the metaphysical will be re(-)constituted and rendered as newly fit for purpose. Along the way I will also be exploring the ramifications of this innovative and relatively systematic mapping of the disciplinary world... (0)


Given the intricacies of this complex topic of inter-ordered phenomena (and its creation of a complex space for a resuscitation of the topic of metaphysics) let me divide this book into, first, A Statement of Aspirations, and, second, into Part I: Negotiating the Difficulties of an Ascent, and, Part II: Navigating the Obstacles of a Descent. The latter forming a short ‘final report’.
 To set the context for these two sections I have also presented the following: 12V. An Introductory Presentation: The Discipline of Metaphysics as Entailed within a Complex Approach to Certain Types of Inter-Ordered Phenomena.
 
      (1)

An Introductory Presentation: The Discipline of Metaphysics 

As Entailed within a Complex Approach to 

Certain Types of Inter-Ordered Phenomenon

Within the Instantiations of their Systematic Social Organization


As noted, inter-ordered phenomena are ‘phenomena’ that can be phenomenal-phenomenologically analyzed, etc. (2)


An ‘order’ is a ‘distinctive mode of intentional behaviour operating within a certain aspect of the psyche’. In each aspect of the psyche, I perceive the existence of six distinctive, but ‘economically’ interrelated, orders. So, e.g., in the Trans-Cognitive Aspect dealing with trans-intentional forms of judgment’ I perceive the existence of six distinctive types of judgment, namely: 

1. 
A first ordered phenomenologically oriented approach to the linguistic mapping of semantic categories (as atomic propositions);

2. 
A second ordered aesthetically oriented integration of atomic propositions (in the form of molecular propositions);

3.
A third ordered existentially and deontologically oriented forms of evaluation (without reference to any impossible invocation of so-called First Principles, etc.);

4.
A fourth ordered pragmatically oriented evaluation (dealing with, e.g., considerations of expediency, effectiveness, efficaciousness, economic parsimony, etc.); 

5.
A fifth ordered hermeneutical considerations of potentiality (e.g., as either possibility, probability, and/or potency, etc.);

6.
A sixth ordered approach to ontical, i.e., factual, considerations (where propositions provisionally become statements of either perceived or interpreted fact). (3)


As a simplified formula these judgmental orders, from the first order, respectively, are phenomenological(ly semantic); aesthetical; (existentially-) deontological; pragmatical; hermeneutical(ly-potential), and ontical(ly-factual). (4)


These orders are ordered because we can propose transformational rules that take us from one order to any another given their underlying basis is economic. E.g., following semantic rules for the molecular integration of atomic propositions we can say that ‘this glass of water is salty’ (regardless of whether this is true or false, because it is stated, in this instance, that that ‘water’ tastes as ‘saline’; that water can be salty in taste; and, water in the form of a ‘liquid’ can be ‘contained within a glass’). On the other hand, ‘table-tops’ can be ‘round’ or ‘square’ in shape, etc., but, cannot be both perfectly ‘round’ and perfectly ‘square’ at the same time. Therefore, there could be no ‘green or red table-tops that are both perfectly round and square at the same’ time because such a molecular proposition cannot be obtained by the simple application of those conventional semantic rules as already understood (as could be evidently demonstrated through invoking both cultural and intercultural levels of explication). (5)

Under the rubric of ‘inter-ordered’ I include orders, both focused and globalized; inter-ordered reduplications that are either symmetrical or asymmetrical in their interactive multiplication; and even more complex forms of interaction falling more specifically under the category of hyper-ordered phenomena. (6)


So, e.g., the localized focus on phenomenologically articulated categories, e.g., saltiness, colour, form, etc., obviously sees us dealing with semantic issues and their cultural and inter-cultural forms of linguistic articulation in and through corresponding cultural and intercultural forms of mapping (as to how these relatively atomic forms of judgment, as propositions, are related to each other. So, e.g., ‘saltiness’ is perceived as a ‘distinctive type of taste (and, therefore, ‘not sweet’)’, and, ‘pink’ is perceived as a ‘certain type of colour with some proximity to the colour red’ (and, therefore, not so closely related to the colour ‘blue’), etc., and, ‘liquids’ can be both ‘salty’ or ‘pink’, etc. (7)


‘Philosophy’, as a special case, is perceived as ‘globalized’ given its definition as ‘one-part phenomenologically oriented, one-part hermeneutically oriented, and, one one-part (non-systematic
) existentially oriented’. In effect, ‘philosophy’ is treated as a ‘philosophy of economic phenomena’ hence its reflections on the trimodal nature of an archetypal economics, etc. Where by ‘etc.’ we can include each order considered in local terms of reference, hence the philosophical sub-disciplines of phenomenology/semantics; aesthetics; a deontologically oriented existentialism (as a central influence in an existential-pragmatism, etc.), pragmatics (in its non-existential sense of functions of expediency, etc.); hermeneutics, and ontics or factology (in proto-historical inventories of facts that can be accessed by historians in the formulation of their historical narratives etc.). (8)


‘Reduplication’ or ‘multiplicative interaction’ takes two forms, either conducted in a symmetrical fashion or conducted in an asymmetrical fashion. E.g., ‘the philosophy of philosophy’ or ‘the semantics of semantics’, etc., versus ‘the history of philosophy’ (as a certain direction taken for historical research) or ‘the philosophy of history’ (as a certain direction taken for philosophical research).
 (9)


As history will be later defined as that which arises through the reduplication of ‘sixth ordered facts of facts’ it can be deemed to be an inter-ordered phenomena in its own right. (10)

But, as philosophy, here, is already being treated as a global phenomenon entering into a multiplicative interaction with history, then that type of ‘inter-ordered phenomenon’ has already taken on a specifically delineated status, through such increased complexity, as an instance of a ‘hyper-ordered phenomenon’. Let me depict this in the form of a representative matrix: I.e. (’philosophy’ as ‘one-part first ordered phenomenology, one-part fifth ordered hermeneutics, and one-part third ordered non-systematic existential’) x (’history’ as ‘the six ordered facts x six ordered facts’). Or, in a simplified notation:


(10 + 50 + 30) x (60 x 60) = (the philosophy of history) (11)


Now, the simple question could be asked, does it make sense to discuss, say, ‘the philosophy of philosophy’, or, ‘the semantics of semantics (as the phenomenology of phenomenology)’, etc? (12)


Why not! If we can point to texts deemed to be on the (inter-ordered) topic of a ‘history of philosophy’ (as an example of historical research) or a ‘philosophy of history (as a distinctive discipline that is philosophically looking at the nature of historical research)’, then we should be able to approach this inter-ordered topic of a ‘philosophical appreciation of its own discipline’, etc. (13) 

But, in the adoption and adaptation of an inter-ordered approach, just what might be entailed? (14)


In a philosophy of transformational (re)treatment, ‘appreciation’ is regarded as ‘taking a position of inspection whose meta-status is elevated by one meta-degree’. (15)


Just as, e.g., truth is applied to the sentence that depicts a certain integrated semantic mapping of elements (M), be they either participants or parts, etc. So, a certain semantic mapping (M) of a certain situation is considered to be ‘true’ (T) if(f) that as mapped, m, correctly maps that being mapped:


I.e., M is T iff m. (16)


But, appreciation also brings to our attention the fact that the appreciation of that being appreciated is not that which is being appreciated! Just as ‘the heat of heat’ is ‘neither hot nor cold’ being the conceptual notion of ‘temperature’. (17)


This reduplicated state of affairs, as a symmetrical form of multiplicative interaction, can be expressed by the formula:

The x of x is not-x, and can be treated as either meta-x and/or non-x. (18)


Here, we can introduce the idea of the ‘metaphysical’, in a broad sense, as ‘the philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’, i.e., ‘the philosophy of philosophy as meta-philosophy or non-philosophy’. (19)


I.e., an appreciation of how certain philosophical concerns, as themes, are framed in the context of their philosophical treatment (and subsequent retreatment through process of regularization, depiction of their ramifications, the contrast of what is not considered to be primarily philosophical, etc.). (20)

Or, in a much more narrow sense as a form of categorical metaphysics (dealing with the semantic mapping of phenomena in general terms of reference) by arguing that the semantics of semantics (as phenomenologically exercised) results in an inter-ordered phenomenon, or product, that is not-semantic, being either a meta-semantics and/or a non-semantics, i.e., as a ‘categorical metaphysics’.  (21)

I.e., a categorical metaphysical sub-discipline dealing with the apparent objectivity of (embodied) participants and parts, the interobjectivity of time and space, subjectivity, intersubjectivity, and other notions falling within or between these categories, etc. (22)

Now, I must confess, that these two definitions of the metaphysical, as just noted, hide a ‘scandalous’ background. After years of avoiding this topic of the metaphysical, given eons of well-deserved philosophical criticism of this type of topic, I had recently approached this subject and, separately, ended up as formulating two definitions. But, shock horror, I discovered that these two definitions, ostensively, were quite different. So, how do I harmonize this apparent anomaly? (23)


Looked at closely, we can immediately see that both definitions are forms of symmetrical reduplication. Namely, a ‘phenomenological-semantics of a phenomenological-semantics’ versus a ‘philosophy of philosophy’ (as a ‘philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’). Furthermore, given my global interpretation of the philosophical as one-part phenomenological, etc., then it follows that a ‘phenomenological-semantics of a phenomenological-semantic’ can be non-problematically viewed as an intersection to be explicated within the philosophical field as a subset in which we focus more on a categorical orientation (as to how these semantic categories are linguistically indicated and explicated within the context of how they are being mapped vis-à-vis each other, etc.). (24)


So, in this manner, effectively, this problem is diffused. However, as an observation, ‘when one door closes a number of other doors can open’, or, as a more brutal observation, one solution can soon mutate to become ‘a veritable can of worms’. Let me explain why these observations are being noted... (25)


Why persist with two definitions when proffering a third is now one more definition to have to deal with when, surely, ‘the more the merrier’? In wishing to carve out an ‘existential metaphysics’, the metaphysical landscape upon which we can discern and differentiate the relatively existential from the relatively non-existential, whilst recognizing their interrelationship to the extent that ‘the relatively existential is the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential’, I set about thinking how philosophical appreciation could possibly take on board an ‘existential turn’ metaphysically speaking. But, more about that shortly... (26)


Now, this narrow definition of the metaphysical, as a form of categorically oriented metaphysics, could be treated as somewhat ‘passive’ in outlook, whereas, in contrast, we might like to perceive a process of philosophical appreciation as potentially able to contribute to a more active approach as to how we might deal with philosophical issues, the manner of their resolution, what ramifications such patterns of resolution might proffer a possibly more profitable re-direction in how we might be able to re-direct the course of our lived-experience, as enacted both individually and collectively, etc. Hence, we might like to think of this more broad definition of the metaphysical, realized through carefully performed processes of philosophical appreciation, as a more ‘active’ approach to a resolution of what is found to be philosophically problematic over the course of our philosophical reflections. Now, I am not immediately suggesting such problems are necessarily addressed and fully redressed by such an approach, still, the ability to clearly formulate a problematic issue might at least lead us in the direction to eventually oversee either its effective resolution or our seeing that no effective resolution could ever exist for that type of problem. Being optimist in this regard, I would envisage that forms of resolution could be articulated in either conventional terms of reference; critical philosophical terms of implementation; and/or possibly radical  forms of resolution involving new and novel so-called ‘final vocabularies’, the ironic formation of definitive histories (in which ‘what cannot be historically said’ is duly deconstructed and circumscribed, etc.), the innovative reform of old disciplines and/or the formulation of new disciplines through interdisciplinary hybridization, and so on and so forth. (27)


This distinction of the critical versus the radical, and v.v., will soon be looked at in the non-economic context of a non-philosophy... (28)


Now, I would like to think of an ‘existential metaphysics’ as ‘an existential-appreciation of an existential-appreciation’ as very much an ‘engaged metaphysics’ (rather than as either a passive or active metaphysically oriented form of philosophical practice). I.e., as forming both a critical and radical component in how we engage with this world at large given that the realization of our personal ambitions and social aspirations can only be conducted through ongoing forms of arbitration, hopefully of an existential complexion, in which our enactions (of either actions, non-actions, and/or inactions [with the latter concerning either the temporary postponement of our making decisions or their permanent deferral]) are conducted for the general enrichment of our relationships (be that through either their creation, preservation, and/or conservational expansion of their overall e/valuational formations).  (29)


My use of the expression ‘e/valuational formation’
 technically implies that the value generated in the second order of the aesthetical, the third order of the deontological, and the fourth order of the pragmatical (in terms of functional utility) is not to be confused with the ‘value’ of the other three orders, and, that in trans-intentional evaluation, as a process of judgment, we find the formation and delivery of  intentional forms of valuation (some of which are value oriented, as pertaining to the second, third and fourth trans-cognitive orders, and, where other forms of valuation are not so directly value oriented in terms of such ‘values’). (30)


Now, I also intimated that we might have ‘a veritable can of worms’ on ‘our doorstep’, so to speak. If the reduplication of the first order gives us a categorical metaphysics, then why do we need to stop there?! Surely the reduplication of the second order, e.g., in the form of an aesthetic-like integration of events and facts, etc., as transcribed in molecular propositions already treated as in the public domain would merely compound this seemingly fractious form of a metaphysics where we now have nine styles of metaphysical practice, namely, the six ordered variants, when viewed as relatively passive in tenor, as relatively active, and, as the relatively engaged in orientation (when its promised definition is duly discussed and defined, etc.). (31)


Should this bountiful harvest of meta-physical styles in textual discourse be an embarrassment of riches? No, I do not think that type of thought is applicable. As I have already pointed out, so far, at least, they all fall within an inter-ordered pattern of reduplication centered within the apparent confines of the sole embrace of the philosophical discipline. (32)


Now, at the current center of this edifice is this concept of an ‘order’. I claim that in trans-cognitive terms of reference, as judgments qua judgment, when duly catalogued, they signal that there are six distinctive types of judgment, namely, the phenomenologically-semantic, aesthetical, etc. How might I account for this state of affairs without resorting to an inventory of judgmental types and demonstrating, phenomenologically, that there are just six types of judgment and six types alone within these ordered terms of reference? I believe that this question can be effectively resolved on economic grounds. Let me explain. (33) 


These so-called ‘orders’ can be generated on economic grounds, and, by such means we arrive at the requisitely ordered six-fold economy in question. So, e.g., in forms of semantic exploration and scrutiny we are more directly focusing on intentional objectivity to the extent we attempt to re(-)experience  certain relatively atomic-like types of experience in order to clearly map the same vis-à-vis their essential-like phenomenal-phenomenological
 presentation and the conventional manner of their semantic conjugation in seemingly viable molecular propositions. So, e.g., table-tops come with both a variety of (non-contradictory) shapes and colours, but, idea cannot be so depicted (except metaphorically or poetically). (34)


In other words, orders presuppose an archetypal economy in which we can envisage processes focusing on either intentional objectivity (in the form of a phenomenal-phenomenological focus on certain phenomenological presentations distinctively presented in and through certain pre-defined types of textually oriented experience as phenomenologically mapped), and/or, a meta-textual shifting of our awareness (to the hermeneutically oriented performance of certain genres of behaviour), and/or, a non-textual, non-systematic existential-like simulation of experiences (dealing with harmonic resolution, etc., as we grapple with the concrete specificity of lived historical experience, etc.). Or, more simply, in the formation of a textual economy (of textual depositions, meta-textual genres, and non-textually oriented simulations) we learn to juggle the intersection of a foreground textual analysis, a background textual synthesis, and the subjectivity of a plethora of intentional-types of subjective experience concerned with nomination, self-nomination, and other-nomination) (all within the economic confines of an overall economically constituted economy
). (35)


Archetypally, an economy is trimodally constituted around these three archetypal moments of Object, Ego, and World (respectively mirroring foreground focus, background field, and their interaction in the form of a co-associated sense of subjectivity in keeping with the nature of that current relationship being focused upon). (36) 


That upon this trimodal basis a six-fold ordered economy can be erected through the imputation of a subtle preferencing/de-preferencing of these economic correlatives as ‘correlativities’. E.g., in subtly preferencing the Object moment we simultaneously de-preference the moments of both Ego and World with a highlighting of an interest on a first ordered articulation of phenomenal-phenomenological forms of semantics expression. Or, to shift to a second ordered concern, we now concentrate on an integrated-aesthetics as we now subtly preference both Object and Ego moments in conjunction with the oppositional de-preferencing of the World moment in this ordered scheme. Similarly, a third order of (the non-systematic existential orientation of) the de-ontological is arrived at by preferencing just the Ego moment in an oppositional de-preferencing of both the World and Object moments.
 That by such a series of preferential/de-preferential manoeuvres we can successfully account for all six orders, as six permutations, as based in this manner on this archetypal sense of the economic. (37)


But, that granted, how should we understand what is involved in these counter-balancing processes of uni-modal and bi-modal forms of preferencing and de-preferencing? (38)


To answer that question, the following solution eventually introduced itself and evolved over time, namely, that forms of a subtle de-preferencing involved forms of suspension whilst subtle forms of preferencing arose through the automatic de-suspension of those subtle forms of suspension. ‘Subtle’ being defined as ‘maintaining an overall suspension, but, by delicately disturbing the balance between these archetypal moments the situation is set up to create, or re(-)create, a distinctive type of experiential behaviour with its correspondingly ordered complexion’. (39)


The invocation of an automatic de-suspension with each and every momentary act of a suspension also solved another problem in the (philosophical) field of transformational retreatment (as my formulation of this approach also evolved over the last forty years). (40)


In transformational treatment (as exercised only under the following three forms of treatment, namely, analysis, synthesis, and nomination
) I proposed the universal rule ‘that all forms of treatment (of the pretreated product) realize a treatment product elevated in meta-status by one degree’. However, such a rule, as it stands, must also imply an ongoing process of hyper-metafication since each new process of treatment would endlessly promote the ensuing product by one more meta-degree in meta-status.
 So, to resolve this anomaly, I simply proposed the following ad hoc rule, namely, that each process of treatment could return to its original meta-level of pre-treatment through its de-elevation in meta-status by one meta-degree. Problem solved, if only on paper. Eventually, however, this ad hoc rule was rendered considerably less ad hoc through the invocation of the force of the de-suspension which automatically accompanies the imputation of each and every act of suspension envisaged over the course of that process of ongoing suspension. Thankfully, through this expression of the de-suspension we cannot be eternally trapped within the confines of the suspension (although in processes of either psychosis, pseudo-psychosis, and a qualified possibility of neurosis there may be problems in regards to these mechanisms as to how we either ‘enter’ and/or ‘escape’ the relativistic world of the suspension
). (41)


Now, having sketched out the economic nature of ordered phenomena (as falling under one distinctive pattern of either intentional or trans-intentional (judgmental) behaviour) let me now explore the disciplinary implications of this scheme before moving on, in turn, to the explication of inter-ordered phenomena and their distinctively co-associated disciplines. (42)


Let me list these six orders in an ascending order and note their co-associated discipline or disciplines:

Order

Trans-Cognitive Order


Co-Associated Discipline/s

60
Ontical 




Factologist

50
Hermeneutical Possibility 


Hermeneuticist/Hermeneut

40
Pragmatical




Pragmaticist

30
Deontological




Deontologist/Existentialist

20
Aesthetical




Aesthetician/Artist 

10
Phenomenological



Phenomenologist/Semanticist 

  (43)


Now, as a ‘philosopher’ is defined as a ‘globalist’, being ‘one-part phenomenologist, etc.’, it follows that ‘the philosophical appreciation of x’, as an inter-ordered phenomenon, could entail either the subtle preferencing of its phenomenal-phenomenological appreciation of x and/or it hermeneutical appreciation of x and/or its non-systematic existential appreciation of x along with any ensuing ordered complexion co-associated with the preferencing/de-preferencing of those three same ‘philosophical orientations’. Thence the philosophical complexities and possible ordered options for philosophical appreciation. Hence, in this regard, we can account for some of the philosophical sub-disciplines within the overall discipline of philosophy such as, e.g., the phenomenologist, hermeneuticist, aesthetician, ethicist, etc., etc. (44)


Moreover, we can also take any specific order and subject it to either symmetrical reduplication or asymmetrical duplication or multiplicative interaction. (45) 


E.g., with the symmetrical reduplication of the phenomenologically-semantic we get a categorical metaphysics as as already noted. (46)


E.g., with a non-symmetrical duplication of the fifth order of hermeneutical possibility with the sixth order of ontically treated factual assessment we can ascertain, at leasst hypothetically, to what extent certain facts are either possibly true or false, or probably true or false, or even potently true or false (in a relatively more apodictic-like sense, such as, e.g., in assessing the foundational fact of the later Roman Empire that Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon, etc.), etc. In non-symmetrical forms of multiplicative interaction we should also note their non-commutative, associative status. Just as a ‘history of philosophy’ as a ‘history’ is ‘not directly an exercise in philosophy’. (47)

With the symmetrical reduplication of the six trans-cognitive (judgmental) orders we can creatively envisage arriving at the following disciplines:

Order

Trans-Cognitive Reduplication

Co-Associated Discipline/s

60
Ontical 




Historian

50
Hermeneutical Possibility 


Scientist

40
Pragmatical




Political-Economist

30
Deontological




Deontological-Existentialist

20
Aesthetical




Psychologist/Sociologist, etc.

10
Phenomenological



Categorical Metaphysician
 












(48)


As suggested, we can arrive at these disciplines above through some degree of creative imagination. (49)

E.g., the facts of facts could be read as forming a history (along with its narration where those imputed interrelationships between those facts being used to support or deconstruct various co-associated historical interpretations of those imputed events, the ramification of those events, etc.). (50)


E.g., the possibilities of possibilities could well be used to carve out the overall discipline of science where its various sub-disciplines would reflect which types of possibilities were being referred to in that specific form of research. So, e.g., in regard to chemicals, along with their interactions and reactions, we would have the discipline of chemistry, and so on. (51)


E.g., in a pragmatics of pragmatics we could well envision the formation of a political-economics and allied disciplines occurring with the same, such as, e.g., politicians, civil servants, social critics, accountants, executives (both political and business related), etc. (52)


E.g., in the symmetrical reduplication of an existential-deontology we might well find the engaged space for an existentially oriented interventionalism as would be practised by existential-pragmatists/pragmatic-existentialists, etc. (53)


E.g., in the reduplication of aesthetically-oriented patterns of integration, I would envisage a cultural space for professionals, and amateurs, dealing with the distinctive type of experience that would fall under the headings of a psychology or a variety of psychologies (whose reduplication/s, in turn, could well be perceived as a form of sociology/sociologies), etc.
 (54)


E.g., as already noted, the symmetrical reduplication of the first trans-cognitive order reproducing a categorical metaphysics in which the (transcendental limitations imposed on our understanding of time and space, identity, subjectivity, etc., become explored and descriptively outlined when and where this is possible to explicate. (55)


But, why stop there! With the inter-ordered complexities, say, of either the philosophy of philosophy; or the history of science; or the philosophy of science or the ethical consideration of deontological, pragmatical and aesthetic inputs, we now enter the territory of hyper-ordered phenomena.... along with the possibility discovering their practising professionals and amateurs. (56)


Interestingly, in this overall, complex vision of inter-ordered phenomena, along with their co-associated disciplines, we have, more or less, an integrated way of viewing the world of disciplines along with the manner of their intersections with the secular world. As well, it would appear, that we are also presented, with a complex space for the less controversial resuscitation of the discipline of a positive metaphysics along with its co-associated disciplinarians.
 Indeed, just what ramifications are there for both metaphysical and non-metaphysical disciplines that might be presented to us through this mapping of inter-ordered phenomena? (57)


As already noted in this presentation:

      The x of x is not-x, and can be treated as either meta-x and/or non-x. [18] (58)


By such means we can find an introduction to a non-economic philosophy in which virtual patterns of intentional thematization can be understood to take on a non-virtual complexion with the causal implications attendant upon this transformational-transition (from the virtual, non-systematic existential form of input/output being thematized and its progressive realization as a non-virtual, non-systematic existential form of input/output coincident with the archetypal moment of resolution centered on the Ego polarity). Hence the non-economic ramifications of a non-economic philosophy (and metaphysics given its primary reading as ‘the philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’). (59)


Let me explore the following in order to refine these various parallel forms of understanding, namely, a history of science; a history of history; a philosophy of history; and, a philosophy of philosophy. (60)


Previously, I have argued that we need to invoke this aspect of the non-economic in order to remove ourselves, ever so temporarily or momentarily, from, otherwise, the impossible tyranny of an endless world of mere, inescapable economic circulation. Thence the causal necessity for this role of the non-economic and its formations of unilateral re-directednesses of ensuing moments that would not be there for us if we were to be eternally trapped within the effective suspension of economic circulation! Thankfully, with every suspension we find the automatic invocation of an opposite process of de-suspension to ever rescue us in this same regard. Hence the role of the non-economic is not merely the result of some mere passive form of inter-order appreciation. Of course, the next problem is how to engineer an effective existentialization of this irruption of the non-economic in its first incarnation as the ‘non-virtual, non-systematic existential moment’ as initially expressed non-economically. The resolution of this philosophical problem, I believe, is quite simple - transmute the non-virtual, non-systematic existential moment into a non-virtual, systematic existential moment through arranging an ‘ongoing’ dynamic balance or suspension of the overall economy of the economic, non-economic and the hyper-economic. The additional invocation of the latter sub-economy of the hyper-economic being necessitated in order for the relatively-radical to be successfully accommodated through its imputed, incrementally appropriated, hyper-economic re(-)contextualization. Recognizing that the radically-radical just could not be appropriately re(-)contextualized if such innovative transmutations could not be suitably supervised through their re-contextually and re-self-organized modes of re(-)appropriation. That, in the light of this observation, it stands to reason that either critical and/or radical innovations can only be appreciated increment by increment (and, that in the same fashion, the delivery of innovations, themselves, are interactively recognized, encountered, and engaged along the same lines). Thence the necessity for the overall, working imputation of an overall economy of the economic, the non-economic, and the hyper-economic. (61)


In the history (H) of science (S) we see ‘science’ being treated through an historical lens (i.e., S>H) given that the H of S is presenting a ‘history’ (H) and ‘not a science’ (-S). 


I.e., H/S = H/(S>H) = H/H(-S).
 (62)

Moreover, given ‘the x/x is -x’ it follows that the history of history (H) of scientific history (H (-S) must take the non-economic form of -H.

I.e., H/H(-S) = -H. (63)


Indirectly, we understand the ‘science-history’ involved through appreciating the ramifications of the relevant scientific innovations that took place, etc. Still, all this is re-presented more as a ‘history’ = as an historical narrative (whose motivation, ostensively, is to resolve various overt and/or covert narrational anomalies. But, as ‘we are more in love with our narratives’, rather ‘than overseeing their dissolution through the finality of definitive resolutions’ it follows that their effective resolution is more likely to be ever postponed or permanently deferred). (64)


Therefore, we can argue that in the disciplinary form of research involved, say, in the history of science, we will observe that that topic inevitably takes on the form of a history (and not the mere exposition of a scientific theme or observation, etc.). (65)


Therefore, in ‘a history of history’ we have already recognized its taking on board a non-economic complexion as a meta-history or as a non-economic, non-history:


I.e., the H/H is -H. (66)


Furthermore, we will need to read -H as not just inter-ordered, but, now as hyper-ordered in its overall complexion. 


I.e., (60/60) = H, and, -H is = (60/60)/(60/60)


...and now, obviously, hyper-ordered.
 (67)


Then, in focusing on a philosophy of history we can now note the following:


P/H = P/H>P = -P...


Namely, that a philosophy of history has that history now taking on the form of a philosophy, and, where through reduplication that history then takes on the form of non-philosophy (-P). (68)


Then, in the light of previous comments about the nature of transformational treatment taking on an elevation in meta-status by one meta-degree we can also take on board the fact of an automatic process of transformational retreatment, through the automatic invocation of the de-suspension, where the non-philosophical retakes on a philosophical orientation in meta-status (as if on the relative level of the initial object language). (69)


That, as well, a similar phenomenon of transformational retreatment can be applied to truth determinations to the extent that although it is true to perceive the truth of statements as applying to their statements and not the (objectively demonstrated) contents of those statements, still, in common parlance we can now retreat those contents as either true or false in status as long as we observe this relatively non-philosophical approach to declarations of truth determination. However, return to the suspension, etc., and we must re-state that all truth declarations, be they either true or false, or undecided, etc., should be re-applied to their attending statements. (70)


Now, in dealing with the metaphysical ramifications of ‘the philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’ it follows that in a similar fashion we are dealing with a non-economic form of inter-ordered (if not hyper-ordered) productivity, etc. (71)


Just what implications does this portend for this resuscitated discipline of the metaphysical (in our transformational retreatment of the positivity of the metaphysical domain?)? (72)


To complicate this issue I could point out that the process of transformational retreatment observes the progression of the rectification of the hermeneutical processes of pre-treatment; the broad phenomenal-phenomenological deconstruction of the processes of treatment; and, the ensuing ongoing existential re(-)normalization of retreatment (and the posttreatment of initial forms of pretreatment, etc., in the qualified ‘completion’ of this economy of transformational retreatment). (73)


Or, more directly, that in the pursuit of an anti-representational existential-pragmatics we will need to observe the progressive deconstruction of all impossible forms of a negative nihilism (centered on defective ideological mistreatments that are unimodally, bimodally, absolutistically, and/or relativistically mis-formulated), and, the promotion of all residual forms of an obviously working positive nihilism given that this is ‘how things can only be found’ in suitably appreciated forms of lived-experience. (74)


So, in attempting to simplify matters, to that extent this is practically possible, in the light of these observations (from transformational retreatment and the necessity for a positive nihilism in our viable interpretations of lived-experience) what ramifications for the pursuit of a viable metaphysical discipline might we draw, i.e., be allowed to be definitively educed? (75)


That a relatively non-controversial metaphysical approach can be demonstrated as long as we adhere to the correct adoption and adaptation of those philosophical guidelines already established as both viable and productive (as noted above and which can be expressed through the abbreviated dictum of ‘deconstructing the negative and re(-)constructing the positive). (76)


Let me explore these ramifications of a relatively non-controversial metaphysics and propose the necessity for the presentation of some form of metaphysical motivation to be realized through the necessary co-option (of the requisite intensity and expression of the apposite sense and semblance of) an apparent set of existential sentiments capable of expediting this ensuing process of a ‘metaphysically oriented form of focus’. I.e., producing a sense of focus on of what is aptly relevant to the metaphysical appreciation of the relational situatedness in question both in existentially oriented terms of reference and in non-existentially oriented terms of reference. As both these orientations are in a dialectical dance with each other it would be neglectful of ourselves to focus entirely on one aspect at the expense of the other party. (77)


Why do this metaphysical form of focus? Just what motivates this progression from these types of economic; non-philosophically, non-economic; and hyper-economically oriented forms of focus? None other than those forms of motivation that seek to existentially comprehend and intervene in the affairs of this world at large! Let me explore this pro-relational sense of perspective that implicates the necessity for our suitably attuned awareness of an existential orientation... (78)


Am I allowed to equate this ‘philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’ as a ‘metaphysical awareness of our relationships’ and that such an awareness must also take into account ‘the pro-relational nature of the existential’? (79)


As ‘the philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’ implicates a non-economic, non-philosophical approach, along with its implication of our appreciation of a causal dimension underlying our intentional appreciation of the situatedness in question, all that we now need to establish is an existential dimension be co-established with these same forms of appreciation already to hand. Or, given the existence of a relational form of situational appreciation how could an existential dimension not be co-established in such forms of appreciation?! Let me detail and inter-link the individual arguments within this relatively complex argument... (80)


Philosophical appreciation of the philosophical has been deemed to be both meta-philosophical and non-philosophical (in orientation).
 (81)


This form of meta-philosophical and non-philosophical focus has been nominated as one definition of the metaphysical (namely as an active definition, as inclusive of a passive set of definitions concerning the categorical metaphysical through the reduplication of the first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenological-semantic,
 and, by extension, the reduplication of the other orders and their equally implicated presentations, respectively, of the categorical presentation of a psychology/psychologies, etc.; of a categorical presentation of a deontological-existentialism (with aesthetic and pragmatic adjuncts); a categorical presentation of a political-economics; a categorical presentation of the scientific; and, a categorical presentation of the historical. And, also, as awaiting an existentially defined theoretical sense and experiential semblance of an ‘engaged metaphysics’). (82)


That a non-philosophical appreciation implicates a causal dimension through the non-economic moment in the unilateral re-directedness of ensuing moments (both relatively existential and non-existential in tenor).
 (83)


That the appreciation of the non-economic implicates the necessity for the imputation of a hyper-economic dimension (within the orbit of an overall economy of the economic).
 (84)


So, now, the underlying questions to be resolved are, “how does the non-virtual, non-systematic existential input/output of the non-economic take on an additional existential complexion given its relatively non-existential complexion?” and, “why should we believe that a pro-relational attitude covertly reveals and overtly expresses the sense and semblance of a systematic version (or vision) of the existential?” (85)


This second question is resolved once we understand that ‘a relational appreciation of the relational is not-relational per se but existential in tenor (being emergently ‘non-relational’ in complexion and not able to be reduced to the merely relational per se)’! (86)


The first question is resolved should that moment arise when we immediately come to understand that ‘through an existentialization of the relatively non-existential a process of existentialization is automatically set in play (be that left either relatively obstructed or relatively non-obstructed by the party or parties in a position to experience some degree and form of its non-obstruction). (87)


Now given the relational qua relational is not relational per se, being both meta-relational and non-relational, and, being metaphysical (by definition) it would follow that the metaphysical must be accordingly constituted. That, in effect, in an appreciation of the relational this pro-relational stance would and should reveal, admittedly through careful scrutiny, this non-relational, trans-relational complexion of our current situatedness in the context of that relationship. That this non-reducible, emergent aspect is none other than this apparent semblance of the existential in which we become attuned to this existential excess or surplus in e/valuational formation arising in the situational uniqueness of that situation in question. (88)

Moreover, this excess or surplus, I would like to contend, also has the power of initiating and re-directing patterns of enaction that could be considered to be either non-existential in tenor and/or existential in complexion. If this initiation of enactive behaviour (through either the ensuing action, non-action, and/or the inaction of either postponement or deferral) be granted then it follows that at least non-existentially oriented behaviours are being initiated. But, there can be no pure non-existentially oriented behaviours because such orientations are that, namely ‘orientations’, and so it merely behooves us to understand how non-existentially oriented behaviour can be existentialized for us to understand how the relatively non-existential can be transmuted into existentially orientated patterns of behaviour. In this latter regard, I would like to contend that in an ‘ongoing’ dynamic balance of the economic moments in the overall economy of the economic that this process of existentialization would be duly observed (as when duly attested in the expression of patterns of behaviour deemed to be existential in tenor through the confirmed or verified identification of validated existential hallmarks, indicators and predictors, or, in finding an affirmational approbation when generally expressed as the persistence of positive consequences when we find the creation, preservation and/or conservational expansion in the progressive richness and enrichment of relational experience). That this force for the ensuing existentialization of experience can be found through the well-informed and well-exercised (and maintained extensive) suspension along with the unilateral re-directedness of the non-economic as entailed in the imputation of the automatic expression of the de-suspension itself! (89)


How might we succinctly summarize this complex argument (for the existentialization of the relatively non-virtual, non-systematic existential, non-economic moment in the overall economy of the economic as it pertains to its dynamically balanced interrelations of its economic, non-economic, and hyper-economic moments)? (90)


That the imputation of an overall dynamic suspension of the economic moments of the economic, non-economic, and hyper-economic should automatically existentialize the relatively non-systematic, non-existential orientation of the initial unilaterally re-directed moment of the non-economic and, therein and thereafter, for a certain period of time, ensure its relatively systematic existential import and subsequent imprint upon those ensuing patterns of behaviour through the imputation of the automatic invocation of a de-suspension initiated within the orbit of that sense and semblance of the overall economy of the economic. Or, in other words, the overall economy of the economic, in the same manner as its economic incorporation, should be able to unleash a de-suspension, on its own terms, at the level of the overall economic able to impart this more systematic sense of the existential. (91)


Now, given this possibility for an all too easy confusion of the ‘merely economic’ with the ‘overall economic’ let me clarify this distinction as one between the ‘sub-economic’ and the ‘overall economic’. Now, admittedly, it would be tempting to merely rename the latter as the ‘hyper-economic’, but, in further research into the economics of the hyper-economic it would be better to disentangle and not conflate these three sub-economics of the economic, the non-economic, and the hyper-economic (even though any one of these three economies could be used, albeit with some degree of care, to rename this ‘overall economy of the economic’). (92)


Given these arguments that have now re-defined, by implication, the ‘metaphysical domain’ as an arena for ‘an existential metaphysics of engagement’ just how should we, therefore, philosophically view the ensuing resuscitation of this discipline? Namely, as a metaphysical realm of endeavour, when suitably exercised, for the expedition of our existential involvement and intervention in this world at large, this overall world-of-life! (93)

That granted, if only hypothetically, let me now explore the ramifications of this re-defined form of identification between the ‘metaphysical’ and the ‘existential’. To do this, I will briefly summarize these ramifications, each as serious points of discussion, under the following five headings: pragmatic re(-)positioning; anti-representationalism; inter-ordered recognition; intuitive appreciation; and, (the development of our) existential motivation. Namely, our need to work only within a truly pragmatic philosophy; through observing an anti-representationalism from promoting a positive nihilism; as exercising a pro-relational, trans-relational openness to the situation to hand centered in an embrace of a deontological non-exclusiveness; in which we need to recognize the inter-ordered complexities of the economic, non-economic, and hyper-economic, etc., intuitively appreciate the unfolding of the richness and enrichment that can be unleashed from processes of apposite existential engagement, all expedited through the co-development of both our existential intuition and motivation. (95)


With my tongue in my cheek, I have declared the resuscitation of this discipline of the metaphysical to be ‘relatively non-controversial’...
 provided we do not stray beyond the suitable observance of a pragmatic philosophy as has been re-defined over the course of the unfolding of my more recent research as entailed within The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline. In brief, doing what is allowed and not doing what is not allowed, be the latter impossible, possible, unproductive, or forbidden. That in this exposition a space has been cleared for the pursuit of the metaphysical as a realm in which the existential sphere of influence is to be both duly recognized and engaged... (96)


Furthermore, how is a pragmatic philosophy to be suitably exercised? Through correctly observing an anti-representationalism. How is this specific frame of mind to be duly performed? Through the utilization of a well-informed and well-exercised performance of extensive suspensions in which we deconstruct all ideologically defective forms of a negative nihilism as expressed through the excessive adherence to impossible forms of extreme unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism and relativism, and, through promoting the residue of all viable forms of a positive nihilism that remain through the continued use of such extensive suspensions... (97)


To assist us in understanding that there is a place for the metaphysical, despite well-deserved forms of historical criticism, we need to entertain an awareness of inter-ordered phenomena (as briefly sketched out in this introductory presentation). Thence this disquisition on ordered phenomena along with inter-ordered and hyper-ordered phenomena. Moreover, in an understanding of the reiterated ‘economics’ of the overall economy of the economic we are presented with a deeper understanding as to how the relatively virtual nature of intentional phenomena can be enacted as relatively non-virtual in orientation, and where the non-systematic existential expressions of the non-economic can be transmuted within the sphere of the hyper-economic through a relatively systematic sense and semblance of the existential obtained through the exercising of an ongoing dynamic suspension of the overall economy of the economic... (98)

That all this depends upon the development of our existential intuition. In a recognition that there is this domain of existential richness and enrichment that can be discerned through a pro-relational, trans-relational appreciation of our relationships as they are found situated in a world of relational experience. Through an observance of existential hallmarks, indicators and predictors... as met in our reflections upon our coursing through this world at large... as we hone our abilities to recognize this much overlooked dimension in our making our passages, both individually and collectively, through this overall world-of-life. All in all, as arrived at in and through our contemplating our passive existence with(-)other, how we actively stand before(-)others, and engage our freedoms-to-be-realized through(-)others as exercised in and through an arbitration of our social aspirations and personal ambitions... all prioritized, over time, through acts of navigation (around others) and negotiation (with others)... (99)


Where the motivation for an existential attitude is fostered through the positive, and harmonic development of our existential sentiments. No intentions can be discharged without the apposite form of motivation. Hence the need for the necessary degree of an alignment between our affective emotions, cognitive directions, and the resolve of our existential sentiments. Where the requisite degree of existential intensity needs to be felt in order to suitably intervene in this world at large on the behalf of our relationships, both individually and collectively. Now, whether existential sentiments are all too numerous to identify
 or are merely mirrored refractions of but one judgmental formation is neither here nor there in this required existential intensification of experience in order to perform what is deontologically expected of us in terms of our primary relationships, albeit as dialectically situated and interpreted in this overall world of the relational. Hopefully, without a doubt, we can now safely find a place for this metaphysical discipline - a considerable mansion in its own right with many rooms, albeit as firmly entailed and enmeshed within the disciplinary community of this philosophical township or city, as a conclave of philosophers, metaphysicians, other disciplinarians, secularist... all, hopefully, working together within the realm of the politically-economic in the universal hope of overseeing a better expedition of our freedom-to-be in this world-of-life, as to-be-realized both individually and collectively... despite all our limitations involved in the very being of our being in this world-of-life, this life-world perhaps best reviewed as a metaphysical sense of place where our emplacement is not much more than ‘a trace traced out upon a trace’... in a realm with neither feet nor footprints... as potentially as joyful as the bursting of bubbles... as we await the existential richness and enrichment of each and every moment despite, and in spite of, the state of our current lot in life..!!
 (100) 



Noël Tointon, Penrith, 2.9.23.

A Simplified Approach to this Topic: An Introductory Presentation…

1. The advertised blurb on Facebook read:

An Introductory Presentation to Book 9.

This essay is titled: 

12V. The Re(-)Purposing of the Concept of the Metaphysical 

Along with the Re(-)Appraisal of Philosophical Ideas

Through an Exploration of Inter-Ordered Phenomena

This Introductory Presentation introduces the idea of inter-ordered phenomena in order to find a complex sense of space for the relatively non-controversial resurrection of the metaphysical discipline. By 'inter-ordered' is simply meant the reduplication of forms of e/valuation to produce different fields of endeavour. E.g., 'the history of science', 'the philosophy of science', ‘the history of history’ - as a certain type of discipline, etc. Tentatively defining ‘metaphysics’ as 'the philosophical appreciation of the sphere of the philosophical discipline' (as a form of either meta-philosophy and/or non-philosophy). In the process exploring both inter-ordered phenomena and how the discipline of metaphysics can be re-purposed in terms of the former.


First, in order to introduce an important point of clarification, let me note that I should not have used the word ‘resurrection’ in regard to this topic of metaphysics.  Rather, the word should have been ‘resuscitation’. In dividing the overall field of metaphysics into a ‘negative metaphysics’ and a ‘positive metaphysics’ I wish only to resuscitate the latter. This metaphysics, as a metaphysics of existential experience, is never absent from our experience of the world of the relational even if overlooked, sadly, more often than not. On the other hand, a negative metaphysics, based on a negative nihilism, being impossible, never possessed a metaphorical ‘body’ in the first place. Being only conjured up as a ‘ghost’, as a’ zombie’ or ‘specter’, we could never re-animate that ‘corpse’ because it cannot possess one. In contrast, a positive metaphysics, based on the pragmatics of a positive nihilism is in no need of resurrection. Hence, furthermore, an oblique reference to the abbreviated motto explored in the Book 8: ‘deconstruct the negative and re(-)construct the positive (referring to these two kinds of nihilism.
 (101)

2. By ‘order’ is meant:


One of six distinctive types of e/valuational formation (value) of which three are deemed to be more correctly ‘value/s’ in orientation, namely, second ordered aesthetical value, third ordered deontological value, and fourth ordered pragmatical value. The remaining three orders are first ordered phenomenological or semantical e/valuation; fifth ordered hermeneutical e/valuation of potentiality or possibility, and sixth ordered factual or ontical e/valuational formation.
 Hence these six trans-cognitive types of ordered judgment:

10
Phenomenological (semantical) evaluation

20
Aesthetical evaluation

30
Deontological evaluation

40
Pragmatical evaluation

50
Hermeneutical (potential) evaluation

60
Ontical (factual) evaluation. (102)

3. Now, these orders give us the following disciplines when pursued as a topic of expertise:

1.
Phenomenologist/semanticist

2.
Aesthetician/ artists

3.
Deontologists/pragmatic-existentialists

4
Pragmaticists (and not pragmatists)

5
Hermeneuticists/hermeneuts

6
Factologists (proto-historians) (103)

4. ‘Orders’ as heuristic devices:


As a heuristic device these orders have work to do. E.g., defusing category mistakes, supplying a basis for transformational rules that allow us to go from one order to another, etc. The overall merit of such techniques needs to be critically explored before being dismissed (rather than being merely dismissed through their non-comprehension). One of these additional uses for this device is to supply a theoretical basis for inter-ordered phenomena. (104)

5. Inter-ordered phenomena


By ‘inter-ordered’ is meant ‘the entirety of this ordered approach’ including either their symmetrical reduplication e.g., the facts of facts as forming a (basis for the understanding of) history [60 x 60], 

versus,
asymmetrical duplication e.g., the phenomenological treatment of aesthetical experiences [10 x 20]. (105)


Therefore, in this scheme, history can be viewed as an inter-ordered phenomenon [60 x 60] whereas, more correctly, semantics might be viewed as an ordered phenomenon (but for convenience all such phenomena can be viewed as ‘inter-ordered’ including the hyper-ordered). (106)

Furthermore, philosophy has been defined (by myself) as one-part first ordered phenomenological-semantics, one-part fifth ordered hermeneutics, and, one-part third ordered (non-systematic) existentialism, i.e., [10 + 50 + 30]. (107)

With one definition of a positive metaphysics being ‘the philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’ this, as an ordered matrix, can be represented as: 

[10 + 50 + 30] x [10 + 50 + 30] (108)

Then, with a positive categorical metaphysics being defined as:

[10 x 10] (109)

…we can note its potential intersection of entailment (U), in an ordered matrix representing the positive philosophical appreciation of the philosophical as the metaphysical (represented above):

[10 x 10] U [10 + 50 + 30] x [10 + 50 + 30] (110)

6. The ‘hyper-ordered’ as ‘neither ordered nor strictly inter-ordered in status’


Now as history as a symmetrical product of the sixth order is [60 x 60] and science is [50 x 50] then their (non-commutative) asymmetrical product represented as [60 x 60] x [50 x 50] must be hyper-ordered (by definition). (111)

7. That the disciplinary world can be represented in an ordered format 

Ideally, in forms of a specific ordering (with examples as above) in which the complex topic of a positive metaphysics can be seen to occupy a number of overlapping ordered positions. Furthermore, that disciplines can be creatively represented by an ordered format. Where from simple ideas, through the possibility of reduplication and duplication, an innovative complexity can progressively emerge…. (112)







    Noël Tointon, Penrith, 7.10.23.
Postscript


Immediately between this presentation and the writing of my first conference paper for 2023 I had come to the radical understanding that inter-ordered phenomena cannot be suitably appreciated without being inserted into the conventional recognition of some form of a systematic situatedness that notes both its contextualization and its systematization within what I term to be the ‘openness’ of the Political-Economy. As it stands, this current presentation is a detailed introduction to inter-ordered phenomena. Inter-ordered phenomena form the enduring stability of what I now term to be the ‘topic’, say, history or science, in which the ‘exposition’ takes on a more specific stance as to how that topic is to be textually unraveled, hopefully, in an informed fashion able to achieve the objectives of either that text, or series and/or set/s of texts, i.e., its ‘textual situation’. Inescapable is the fact that all textual production occurs within its co-associated systematic emplacement. So, e.g., the topic of history is written in regard to either the formal de jure situatedness of actually being in academia, or, in a relatively less de facto set of situated influences that are equivalent to the former, say, as a member in various historical societies, a readership for history in non-academic settings, friends with whom one could discuss your research or reflections, etc. Hence these three levels of textual explication, namely, the inter-ordered topic, the transformational evolution of the exposition; and, its systematic contextualization (both in terms of its spatio-temporal and cultural situatedness, and, its systematic cultural emplacement). Now, although this might sound far too complex and impractical to take up in a useful manner the truth of the matter is quite the opposite. Indeed, the stability of the topic immediately puts the pursuit of research on a relatively firm footing (in phenomenological and economic terms of reference). Similarly, the hyper-economic dimension of the systematic is basically an expression of conventional forms of hermeneutic formulations (that set the stage for what is to be considered as problematic and what could count as a resolution of such problematicity). That leaves the course of the exposition as being arrived at through non-economic forms of intervention (that, hopefully, will also take on an existential complexion). Therefore, as a second introduction to this Book 9, given these radical shifts in my thinking, the next essay aims to be more comprehensive by unfolding upon a much wider stage in order to better account for these various aspects of topics, expositions, and their systematic emplacements within the ‘open’ embrace of the Political-Economy… (113)






      N.T., 27.10.23.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html� 


� 	A ‘final report’ being issued in the same vein as the dissemination of a ‘final vocabulary’ as per Richard Rorty, I.e., as ironically meant in the form of ‘a working text being presented in its currently definitive format and form whilst understood as being set in an open pragmatic attitude to the topic in question whilst awaiting further forms of both critical and radical re-contextualization’.


� 	The resuscitation of a positive metaphysics is possible given that has never died and persists through the enduring competence of a positive nihilism, and, therefore, cannot be the resurrection of a ‘negative’ or ‘zombie metaphysics’ that has never lived given the conjured up misrepresented impossibilities of a negative nihilism. In this regard this ‘ghost’ or ‘specter’ cannot be reanimated being forever without a ‘body’. Therefore, in this regard, the resuscitation of a positive metaphysics cannot be the resurrection of this type of endeavour since the emergent ‘spirit’, esprit de corps, of the existential has never left the stage of the communal world of the relational, and, therefore. has not died. Whereas a resurrection of a traditional negative metaphysics is impossible given that the reanimation of its corpse cannot occur since it had no metaphorical ‘body’ to begin with. 


� 	This Presentation was written to be read at The Continental Philosophy Group, 8 October 2013.


� 	‘Non-systematic is a way of signaling that we are dealing with the so-called third moment of resolution (Ego) and not a more fully developed theoretical sense and experiential semblance of the existential orientation per se.


� 	Note that asymmetrical (re)duplication through multiplicative interaction is also non-commutative. I.e., the ‘history of philosophy’ as ‘history’ is not the same as ‘the philosophy of history’ as ‘philosophy’.


� 	Which can be read (out loud) as either’ evaluational formation’ or ‘evaluational and valuational (in) formation’


� 	The formula ‘phenomenal-phenomenological presentation’ is adopted in order to indicate that the manufacturing of their mapped identity is a two-way process. Just as we might wish to drink our cup of tea, but, being too hot at this moment in time, we are consequently prevented by that tea itself  from doing so (and in the process destroying the over-blown idea of the subjective-idealist that the mind totally constitutes the entirety of experience from its own point of view without reference to an imputed objective reality of objects, object-states, objectives, from their ‘points of view’, etc., given no definitive internal-external distinction/s, and, that there necessarily exists the intersubjectivity arising through forms of communication with others, which could not be otherwise, within both our cultures and between cultures. Honestly, the very idea of a solipsistic philosophy can only be envisaged non-solipsistically, and, thereby, deconstructing the very possibility of any absolutistical form of both such an impossible idea and world. In the same vein, ideologically defective forms of a unimodal, bimodal nature, etc., in not being able to be thought economically can have no existence, neither extra-economically nor intra-economically!).


� 	I.e., that the overall economy of the economic, is constituted economically, non-economically, and hyper-economically. But this level of exposition will be explored very soon and its relevance to formulating and defining of an ‘engaged existential metaphysics’ will be accordingly educed.


� 	For your convenience, the table noted in Part II, in paragraph 22, is reproduced for generating these six distinctive orders. The distinctive pattern of preferencing (+), de-preferencing (-), equaling (=) the specific order in question:





+O/-E/-W	=	10	Semantical/Phenomenological


+O/+E/-W	=	20	Aesthetical


-O/+E/-W	=	30	Deontological


-O/+E/+W	=	40	Pragmatical


-O/-E/+W	=	50	Hermeneutical


+O/-E/+W	=	60	Ontical [22]











� 	As also paralleling, respectively, predications, relations, and nominations.


� 	We don’t normally live entirely within our heads so to speak. I am reminded, here, of my moving into my current residence in Wentworth Falls. Before moving in, I spent a considerable amount of time working out how to organize my furniture, etc. I amazed the furniture movers by fitting a large table in between two bookshelves in a very small room with less than millimeter to spare. To be honest, I was even more amazed because I did not place a complete confidence in my own calculations given this very small margin of error.


� 	With partially incomplete suspensions we get the dogmatic presentation of a pseudo-psychosis. With a non-partially incomplete suspension we get the problematic territory of a psychosis, regardless of whether it is is organic or drug induced, cognitive oriented in schizophrenia, or judgmentally orient in a a sociopathology or a psychopathology, etc. In the imputation of a neurosis I envisage a halving of circadian rhythms, in a being metaphorically ‘locked out’ of a suspension through the prevalence of certain anxieties, disrupted patterns of emotional education, etc? By ‘suspension’ is meant my use of an ‘extensive suspension’ as a more nuanced reading of a ‘transcendental suspension’. Refer to Pursuit, III.12N.


� 	A proto-historian interested in formulating and testing the evidential basis of an inventory of facts.


� 	A ‘hermeneuticist’ is a hermeneut more interested in theoretical-philosophical problems of interpretation, whereas, in contrast, a ‘hermeneut’ is ‘concerned with specific problems in interpretation’. 


� 	In distinction to (my distinction of) an existentially oriented pragmatist. A specialist whose interest is in delineating utilitarian forms of expediency, functioning effectiveness, efficaciousness, etc.


� 	As noted earlier, the reduplication of the first trans-cognitive order gave us a categorical metaphysics, and, that these other symmetrically reduplicated ordered products can also be re-perceived to possess their co-associated sense of metaphysical significance. So, e.g., the metaphysical ramifications of the historical discipline could be extended to imply, say, that the metaphysical nature of enaction, as entailed in an engaged metaphysics, and an active metaphysics, can only do so within the limitations of an historical appreciation of identity, etc. All in all, supplying a potentially immense richness to this resuscitated topic of an overall, positive metaphysics (through this additional sourcing of passive contributions, active and engaged contributions within the overall compass of this specific topic that we can note is situated interdependently within the philosophical discipline given its potential ability to both critically and radically emend philosophical research, and v.v.).


� 	By ‘etc.’ I am implying that this process could continue, say, with the symmetrical reduplication of sociology forming a political space for politicians, etc.


� 	A ‘less controversial resuscitation of the discipline of (a positive) metaphysics’ as long as we follow the abbreviated dictum (establishing an anti-representational existential-pragmatics) ‘deconstruct the negative and re(-)construct the positive’ as outlined in the previous book, Book 8. Indeed, we could argue that the metaphysical discipline, as both a critical and radical appreciation of the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential discernments of value, form, functions, and limitations of the philosophical discipline, has as much legitimacy as any other inter-ordered discipline, say, history or science, etc!


� 	Reading ‘/’ as ‘of’, as in the x/x as the x ‘of’ x, etc.


� 	We could use the following notation to say that (60/60)/(60/60) could be notated as  (60)4, and anything greater than the second power must be hyper-ordered.





� 	As per paragraphs 18, etc.


� 	As per paragraph 46, etc.


� 	As per paragraph 26.


� 	As per paragraph 61


� 	Paragraph 76. Of course, it can be re-rendered controversial by either disputing or misinterpreting these provisional philosophical guidelines as are being developed within this Book 9.


� 	E.g., optimism, honesty, integrity, authenticity, faithfulness, truthfulness, heart-felt affection, etc.


� 	We are all constrained by our emplacement, displacement and de-displacement; by our embodiment, embeddedness, and embankment within this world at large. Unfortunately, some people are more constrained than others, less free, as a reflection of the type of political-economy within which they must endure, suffer, and survive...


� 	Refer to footnote 2. The nomenclature of ‘(-)’ expresses an ongoing trimodal economy which, in this instance is between construction, reconstruction and re-construction.


� 	The expression ‘e/valuational formation’ notes that trans-cognitive, trans-intentional judgmental processes deliver intentional judgments as the cognitive content of those acts. As judgmental acts we are dealing primarily with trans-intentional orders of the phenomenological (semantic), aesthetical, deontological, pragmatical, hermeneutical, and ontical types of ordered e/valuation; where evaluations produce the corresponding cognitive forms of valuation. However, cognitive valuations have a different ordering to trans-cognitive evaluations (and are not dealt with in this essay). 


� 	‘Pragmaticists’ are seen as ‘specialists dealing with expediency, effectiveness, efficaciousness, etc.


� 	‘Hermeneuticists’ as ‘theoretical hermeneuts’, whereas, ‘hermeneutics’ set out to resolve specific problems in interpretation.






