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Five Postscripts*

C: Postscript A: An Explication of the Concept ‘Locations’ and their ‘Linkages’

The basic premise of this working-concept of ‘location/s’ is ‘that through propositional forms of linkage a richly cross-related, conformally valid presentation can take on the formation of apparent ‘representations’ within an anti-representational stance along with both co-associated non-existentially and existentially oriented forms of e/valuational formation.
 In this Postscript A, let me proffer a more detailed exposition on both the intent and ramifications of this ‘pragmatic’ positioning. (1001)


Previously, I noted (in this central text 12X):

I would like to argue that ‘alignments’ are to be entertained between ‘the integration of various propositional strands in relevantly related propositional locations’. That such processes, by their very nature, when correctly located, do not transgress their own conventional (boundaries and functional) limitations, and, at the same time, will also supply both an augmentation and enhancement of non-existential and existential pattens of relational enrichment to be better fostered in our more important relationships. [994]


Indeed, such alignments are crucial in connecting inter-ordered topics with their historical formations as distinctively expressed through systems. Such linkages
 then promote the formation of an ongoing improvement of our expositions along with the dissemination of their discursive discourses and where these alignments between the co-associated hyper-economic, economic, and the non-economic sub-disciplines, etc., will further amplify the cultural-intercultural ramifications of this broadcasting of an overall economy of the economic. [995] (1002)


So, the question to now ask is, “just where are these ‘propositional locations’ that would give us, as a cross-related propositional complex acting as a ‘presentation’ originating in a ‘presentational economy’ (that could equally be called an ‘economy of representation’ or an ‘economy of re-presentation’)’, that in presenting as if like ‘representations’ whilst not undermining the required ‘pragmatic’ stance of an anti-representationalism (given that traditional ‘representational philosophies’ are usually constructed in a form that is either impossible to contemplate and/or in an inconsistent manner that is fatally incoherent”
). (1003)


Without becoming sidetracked in a critique of misguided forms of representationalism let me enumerate some of these propositional locations. (1004)


Various schemes are clearly noted or covertly implied. E.g., where propositional alignments can be entertained within and between the sub-economies of the overall economy of the economic. I.e., within and between either the hermeneutic orientation of the hyper-economic, the phenomenological orientation of the economic, and/or the existential orientation of the non-economic. As the trimodal correlativities that constitute the ‘overall economy of the economic’ we are to assume, first, that all correlatitivies must co-occur, and, second, that relatively isomorphic forms of invariance will be observed in the distinctive variety of transformations able to be performed by that very economy, and, third, that no one economic correlativity, etc., can be isolated and impossibly referred to in discrete terms of reference. Let me attempt to demonstrate this both anecdotally and formally. (1005)


A number of phenomenologically inspired psychologists and psychiatrists have noted that phenomenologically oriented interviews can also be conducted from a hermeneutic sense of perspective, and v.v., and, where their apparent cross-relational intersections can provide a certain degree of mutual confirmation and verification of the narrational content that can be discerned in those narratives elicited under these styles of scrutiny exercised in conducting these types of interviews, say, of a psychological tenor and complexion. In supporting their working hypothesis, in this regard, I have noted how economies can be interpreted through these sub-economies of the phenomenological, hermeneutical, and existential. Indeed, by extension, I have previously argued that we can also run this form of parallelism by also invoking phenomenological-existential parallels and hermeneutical-existential parallels along with a triple set of cross-relations when conducted between all three economies of the phenomenal-phenomenological,
 hermeneutical and existential. In the following more formal explication, I will briefly exemplify how this parallel set of triple correlations (alignments) can be conducted. (1006)


E.g., I could phenomenal-phenomenologically report that ‘I am seeing a fruit bowl filled with apples that I know were bought from the fruit market yesterday’. That ‘these apple-like phenomena, when handled, look like ‘apples’ and smell like ‘apples’, and, indeed, taste like ‘apples’, when I bite into this apple, in line with my current anticipations aligning with my expectations as derived from the recollections of past experiences of having eating apples on numerous occasion’.
 (1007)


E.g., I could hermeneutically report that by invoking the meta-textual genre of ‘seeing’ and the genre of ‘seeing a fruit bowl’, that ‘I am now seeing a fruit bowl filled with apples’ that I also know ‘were bought from the fruit market yesterday’. That in invoking the genre of ‘looking at apples’, ‘handling apples’, and ‘eating apples’, I know, through such alignments, that ‘these apple-like textual reports (of apple phenomena), when handled, look like apples and smell like apples, and, indeed, taste like apples, when I bite into this apple, in line with my current anticipations aligning with my expectations as derived from my recollections of past experiences of having eating apples on numerous occasion’. That my very ability to form such a report is dependent upon the invocation of this coherent set of meta-textual gernes of behaviour in both the (re-)writing and (re-)reading of such overall behaviour. The recognition of these mutual acts of continual ‘re-writing/re-reading’ further reinforcing the integrity of this hermeneutically oriented report(ing). (1008)


E.g., I could existentially report that ‘I am distinctly seeing the specificity of a fruit bowl filled with apples that I also historically know were bought from the fruit market yesterday’. That ‘these apple-like specificities, when handled, distinctly look like apples and specifically smell like apples, and, indeed, very much taste like apples, despite the unique flavours being experienced when I bite into this apple, exactly in line with my current anticipations aligning with my expectations as derived from the range of past experience, as recollections, as incurred through having eaten apples on numerous occasion’. (1009)


Technically, in a phenomenological orientation we are dealing with particularities, whereas, hermeneutically we deal with the generalities of meta-textual genres of behaviour, and, existentially, we deal with the presented immediacy of the concrete, historical specificities of that recorded set of experiences. Hence such alignments between these three levels of propositional generality-particularity-specificity. Then, within such reports we would note the subject matter of our attention, namely, in this instance, being ‘a fruit bowl filled with apples’ (along with our reports on the viewing and handling of the same, etc.). Within these modes of intentional orientation, we note objective and subjective elements in an inter-objective time and space being reviewed subjectively (and quite possibly also being conducted in intersubjective terms of reference at the same time). Moreover, in the hermeneutic orientation we note the parallel alignments that are necessarily being engendered between the necessarily co-associated acts of re-reading and re-writing that cannot meaningfully be divided into the isolation of pure acts of either (re-)writing and/or (re-)reading. That, furthermore, the reiteration of such intentional states (and their trans-intentional appreciation) also gives us further material for conducting these forms of propositional alignment, etc. That, similarly, say, in the existential experiencing of the specificities of that apple we note how each mouthful is experienced as a very subtle set of variations on the overall taste and flavour of that apple being eaten. Where, through iterations, we find the progressive integration and apparent integrity of that overall experience involved in looking at these apples in the fruit-bowl and in the very eating of one of these pieces of fruit’. (1010)


Indeed, in this instance, we witness, either passively and/or actively, a rich nexus of cross-related propositional mini-reports all able to be generalized, more ‘more’ than ‘less’, under the aegis of an overall report. That at no time in this act of collation or synthesis do we need to note the extrapolated, extra-textual, extra-propositional status of those same reports in whatever presented degree of cross-related detail they find themselves being given an exposition (and potentially disseminated either to the reviewer
 and/or by the self-reviewer to themselves, etc.). (1011)


But, in experience, this enrichment of cross-references is open-ended to the extent that there is a plethora of other forms of alignment available for use, be such recognitions entertained either advertently and/or inadvertently. E.g., the relations between topics and disciplines along with their integrated patterns of conventional expression, etc. E.g., the relations between topics and their historically situated envelopment within their co-associated systems, along with their secondary forms of extension conducted within the Political-Economy itself as situated within the embrace of the Political-Economic Environment. E.g., the relations involved in the genesis of the sets of disseminated discourses instigated between the relations between systems, topics, and expositions. E.g., through economic forms of correlative interactions introduced on grounds of relevance, pragmatic utility, as introduced for either reinforcing conformal assurance or overseeing the deconstructing of the same, and so on… (1012)


Now, this explication hypothetically granted, what philosophical ramifications and pragmatic impacts are afforded through this appreciation of the reiterated alignments entailed in this linkage of propositional locations supporting this contention that traditional forms of representation are both economically impossible and economically unnecessary since we already have to hand all that we need to run a valid conformal instantiation of an anti-representational process of re(-)positioning. ‘Re(-)positioning’ in the sense ‘that positioning should always be arrived at through valid forms of ongoing, circumscribed, conformal re(-)iteration’.
 (1013)


On a number of grounds, traditional forms of philosophical repesentationalism just cannot operate, as claimed, basically through economic impossibilities, such as, e.g., the ontological impossibilities involved in either the isolation and/or the extrapolation of economic correlativities; on epistemological grounds that the reception involved in either the isolation and/or extrapolation of economic correlativities are equally impossible; that ideas of absolutistical representation are also impossible to contemplate both within and outside the operating of both ontological and epistemological forms of economic simulation, etc. (1014)


That ‘such misrepresented claims can appear so credible to those who are not non-intelligent’ is itself a philosophical puzzle and problem, but, the resolution of this observation can be given a partial explanation in the form of noting how they abuse, e.g., the interrogative economy involved in the asking and answering of questions, etc., through conflating fallacious forms of rhetorical, metaphorical, and apparitional modes of treatment that should have been conformally observed in the validly performed sequencing of their propositional report(ing)s, etc. Even if mesmerized by their preference for certain metaphors, etc., does not give them a license to promote, say, the literal treatment of such imagery. Just as children in hearing a nursery rhyme referring to the ‘Moon’ as ‘a big blue (or green) cheese’ does not have them believing that for one moment, whereas, in an obvious contrast, we have learned disciplinarians endlessly obsessing over the prioritization of either the apparently ‘realistic’ or ‘idealistic’ and clearly mistaking such simulated notions as if simulating that which cannot be simulated. Why do we need to deal with such misguided folks who so persistently self-relegate themselves off the stage of serious discussion and debate? Because, unfortunately, they have occupied the central courts of Academia… when they should have been politely pensioned off… at the intellectual dawn of time itself… (1015)


The ramifications of this conformal re(-)positioning are many. Putting paid to misguided forms of representationalism! Being able to philosophically move on and deal with problems that are truly pressing and better deserve our attention as we attempt to act for the betterment of others. E.g., by observing how the overlapping of systems can have deleterious consequences in both cultural and intercultural terms of reference, etc. (1016)


But, in economically running economies of ‘presentation, representation and re-presentation’, etc., would we be not be as guilty of the same philosophical sins here ascribed to others. Not necessarily. I am not claiming perfected and perfect forms of argumentation, but, at the same time, I am making a case for the suitable delivery of adequate arguments that at no point need to fall back on these misguided notions of a non-simulated or pre-simulated ‘vision’ of ‘that-being-represented’. Arguments that equally do not need to fall back on misguided notions that ‘all perception’ is ‘just apperception’ and nothing else other than this self-constituted and lonely vision of that which is solely self-apperceived. Or, to continue to indulge in our drowning in regurgitated myths that have us think ‘we live in a world of shadows, and that one day, with perseverance and impossible skill, we will encounter through reason a well-lit world of ‘Reality’ whose ‘Truth’ will make us free…’ when such addiction and enslavement to such bankrupt modes of ideation have had us trapped in unprofitable forms of endless and pointless chatter when our attention would have been better spent being better informed, in truly working with others, in attempting to resolve traditional and contemporary social problems, and so on… (1017)


As for the impact of such a pragmatic approach, what can I say other than ‘it should be allowed to speak for itself’? At least attempt to understand how we need to enter into viable forms of an evolving social consensus in the hope that we can set up both the political and non-political pre-conditions that promote the pursuit of more profitable forms of freedom better expedited through the auspices of others… (1018)


As for the moral of this postscript – an anti-representational philosophy cannot entirely dismiss notions of representation because such a pragmatic positioning would lose all sense. Neither can an absolutistically portrayed representationalism be permitted to talk about things that are patently impossible especially when these representationalists insist that we have to listen to their endless dissemination of such nonsense. That, in taking a middle path, we should also be aware that as we can never exhaust any one perspective nor co-opt the enlistment of all perspectives, be they relevant or otherwise… that, as a consequence, we need to be humble in the face of the fact that we will misrepresent the lived-reality of our passages through this world at large, both individually and collectively, but, that through processes of de-mis-representation, and other forms of error correction, and so on, we can pragmatically arrive at forms of social consensus that better suit the needs of those around us. Indeed, learn to ascertain both the distinctiveness and accommodation that needs to be observed between ‘the relatively non-existential’ and ‘the relatively existential.!!’ (1019)


That, as ever, I do not seek your assent, along with your approval, but, rather your understanding, and, when and where possible, that you share in those forms of criticism that will mutually strengthen our careful, ongoing re(-)consideration of all such matters…. (1020)








        N.T., Wentworth Falls, 12.1.24.

Postscript B: Conformal Assurance versus Conformal De-Assurance

As a point of departure, the concept of the ‘conformal’ has been initially defined as ‘either the confirmation and/or the verification of either a prior confirmation (in real time) and/or a verification (in non-real time) where the concept of truth determination is evidentially framed in Tarskian terms of reference’. Of course, how ‘evidence’ is to be adjudicated is here not outlined. Basically, it is implicitly viewed as it might be more commonly understood, i.e., as the necessary forms of propositional alignments required in the way of expectations considered relevant all conducted within a suitable framework that is not inconsistently formulated.
 Or, we might wish to frame this exercise in conformalism as the reiteration of a narrative based on the best advancement of the narrational facts in a form that appears to reiterate the truth determinations already arrived at (in the light of the objectives of that narrative in question).,, but also meeting, hopefully, in a timely fashion, the overall qualification of the same through partial forms of conformal de-assurance along with those ensuing responses that suitably ameliorate such anomalies met long the way...
 (1021)
In other words, from a process of reiterative truth determination we move from either confirmation and/or verification to a process treated as ‘conformal’ assuming such assurance has not in the interim been deconstructed through some form of conformal de-assurance. E.g., when we find so-called facts were incorrectly recorded or inappropriately interpreted, etc. Or, we came to the conclusion that our arguments were fallaciously constructed at some point in their sequencing. Or, in pragmatic terms, where the immediate anticipation of our expectations did not occur and, therefore, were not realized in a manner even close to that as predicted, etc. Where a ‘positive process of reiterated conformance’, i.e., positive ‘assurance’ can be seen to occur when ‘that ‘narration is treated as conformally valid’, albeit as ‘qualified in provisional terms of reference’. In contrast, ‘conformal de-assurance’ is ‘when and where a process of reiteration meets a point in time that then disrupts that prior process of assurance’. (1022)
Assurance is also tied to my twin concept of ‘insurance’. I.e., ‘with the discovery of conformal de-assurance, given that we can never be completely wrong, it behooves us to retrace our metaphorical steps in our sequence to meet a point where assurance can once again be taken up, albeit on a provisional basis, at least hypothetically. (1023)

‘Assurance is also used in the sense of an ‘emergent appreciation’... that ‘arising from many micro-instances of conformal reiteration where conformal assurance is non-reductively arrived at that is only disrupted through partial conformal de-assurance, etc.’ Hence a positive conformal process cannot be merely equated with its initial definition (as if merely conducted through reiterative patterns of processes that just involve the checking of truth determinations). (1024)

Furthermore, through philosophical reiteration, as ‘the process of a conformal philosophical appreciation of conformal philosophical appreciation, i.e., ‘conformal metaphysical appreciation’, defined as per this definition just supplied, we also have this overlay of processes of treatment that actively deconstruct the relatively defective and institute the relatively engaged re(-)construction of the relatively non-defective. Where, through the automatic invocation of a process of the de-suspension, we then come to experience the results of such processes of treatment through the transformational retreatment of de-reduplication. Those results being instrumental in either reinforcing this sense and semblance of a conformal re(-)assurance, or, the introduction of a period of conformal de-assurance until suitable forms of assurance more effectively re-establishes the ensuing truth determination in question, i.e., as either re-affirming the previous positive interpretation, or more permanently establishing the negative interpretation, and/or then either de-establishing that negative interpretation or entering the recognition of a more indecisive territory, etc. (1025)


Where, the concepts of both the absolutistically indubitable and the absolutistically nob-indubitable have no place whatsoever in a non-extremist philosophy that accepts processes of relatively qualified conformal appreciation given that we work our way through such deliberations to the extent they seem to mutually support such progress in these processes of truth determination. (1026)


Furthermore, the indubitable could not be understood for without the possibility of de-assurance it would make no sense to be so self-defined (as not needing either conformal assurance and/or conformal de-assurance). Otherwise, it would be like setting an examination where the ‘right’ answers have already been analytically pre-determined, regardless of whether that process be rightly or wrongly pre-determined. (1027)


Moreover, the nature of the non-economic expressions of the causal is such that the world as lived is not relativistically ‘flat’ as envisaged in a mere process of suspension. We know ‘that we can walk across the surface of the land without dangerously levitating’ even though this possibility can be imagined, and, ‘that walking on the surface of the Moon in our birthday suit is impossible’ even if we were able to be transported to the surface of the Moon, despite being able to do so through the virtual nature of our imagination. (1028)


That the radical and critical ‘evidence’ of the non-economic is such that truth determinations do not usually have an equality of possible outcomes. Thence, these biases more easily set the stage for a world of mutually shared determinations furthering the lived basis for the formation of social consensus and ensuing patterns of relatively mutual arbitration, and so on. (1029)


On the other hand, an economy of synthetic truth determinations cannot be constructed without their analytical pre-constructions through definitions, distinctive identities, transformations, accommodations, etc. Therefore, an in-depth conformal appreciation of truth determination cannot escape a suspension of both analytical and synthetical contributions in a process that borders on the virtually synthetic a priori as it is manifested in this phenomenal-phenomenological experience of a qualified assurance as seemingly arrived at through an appreciation of an open conformal process of truth determination.
 But, call it what you may, assurance cannot be equated with the impossibility of the absolutistically indubitable. Where a conformal philosophy is re-vitalized by a conformal metaphysics, as defined, but, equally circumscribed through processes of inter-ordered reduplication, transformational retreatment, and so on. (1030)

To sum up, as a work in progress, a process of conformal re(-)assurance, in either a positive, negative or neutral outcome, is strengthened through re(-)iteration, narrational reinforcement, insurance, emergence, and forms of metaphysical retreatment in which outcomes in conformal truth determination can be rendered relatively resistance to reduction, analysis, counter-evidential demonstration, albeit in provisional terms of reference, until such a point in time is reached when conformal de-assurance both produces and, through forms of reiteration, re(-)produces a different process of assurance through the format, form, and formation
 of the persisting consistency and integrity of those subsequent outcomes (that could also take on, somewhat, the virtual semblance of the synthetic a priori rather than its non-virtual reality?). Where, basically, assurance in truth determination emerges well beyond mere processes of re-iterative checking, or similar, but, furthermore, in a format that has no truck whatsoever with any one misguided instance of a non-anti-representationalism. (1031)








          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 17.1.24.

Postscript C: The Topical Intersection of Disciplines and Systems


As noted, more in passing, the intersection between the topical nature of disciplines and their historical instantiation in social systems is inferred as being present in the operation of the codes imputed for the distinctive functioning of those systems. So, legal codes deal with legal matters and not directly with ethical concerns as pointed out by Luhmann. However, thankfully, today, slavery no longer falls under property law, or similar. For ethical concerns to become embedded in legal codes, legislation in the Overall Political System usually needs to be established through noting alterations in the formation and codification of laws where the conservative worlds of both politics and law eventually catch up with the consolidation of current social thinking in areas that once might have been thought to have been too controversial for less unreasonable opinions to aspire after and perhaps find some form of either an acceptable compromise and/or an unacceptable non-compromise. Those laws are then taken up in the overall Legal World by its varied representatives, e.g., judges, barristers, solicitors, conveyancers, various academics working in this type of field, etc., with the general community eventually finding some form of social awareness of their very existence, i.e., where the general consensus of their views finds an actual codification in law and where this fact of modern life is also, over time, becomes generally recognized...
 (1032)

As a general rule we can suppose that a super-system envelops a relevant system, that in turn, envelops, a sub-system, and, all this finds reflection in the relative dominance of their respective disciplines. So, e.g., if we are to run with the observation that The Legal Fraternity operates primarily as a business then we might surmise that the code/s of The Business World envelop The Legal World which, in turn, envelop various codes pertaining to the formation of sub-disciplinary fields focusing on more specific branches in law, e.g., the formation of statements or depositions, rules of evidence, etc., paralleling various disciplines charged with the performance of such specific tasks. (1033)

Hence this understanding that the ahistorical topicality of disciplines and the historical nature of social systems intersect in this plethora of coded operations that characterize the distinctive nature of such systems along with their entailed disciplines. Therefore, it behooves the disciplinarian in question to discern just how those codes are constituted, and, how their phenomenal-phenomenological descriptions, hermeneutical prescriptions, and existential proscriptions intersect in the expressed form of non-economically oriented patterns of codified behaviour.
 Differentiating codes in the hope of rectifying, deconstructing, and pursuing healthier forms of re(-)normalization in the overall resolution of intra-systematic and inter-systematic anomalies. (1034)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 19.1.24.
Postscript D: Nomenclature: Anti-Representationalism versus Anti-Realism, etc.


I have read that Richard Rorty, himself, has said he prefers the expression ‘anti-representationalism’ rather than use this term ‘anti-realism’ (or, by extension, ‘non-realism’). Here are some reasons why I am in agreement here (without reconsidering his reasons for this preference in terminology). (1035)


I believe that once realism, as a form of ideological extremism, is understood to be both untenable and unnecessary then it would be more productive just not to engage such philosophical nonsense. Indeed, have no truck with any form of realism whatsoever, including so-called empiricists, et al, be it in either disputing ‘impossible realist fantasies’ or by articulating what you have meant by either an ‘anti-realism’ or a ‘non-realism’, etc. I am sure time would be better spent in formulating both the functioning and advantages of your non-extremist re(-)positioning, and, that this work could well be more impressive than just a polemic when the better audience to captivate with your forms of innovative reasoning would be those that have already demonstrated that they have no such forms of over-commitment. Admittedly, others through time have already brilliantly performed this deconstructive labour for us, and it is, for us, to outline how a nihilistic philosophy can be both positive and pragmatic, both a productive pursuit and a profitable way to make our passages through this world at large both individually and collectively. (1036)


In this vein, to this end, I would also like to note, as a tentative observation, an existential approach can also be executed in the dialectical movement of one step only rather than the two steps of deconstruction, first, and then reconstruction, second. I.e., by taking a pro-relational perspective and operating more from the perceived, or rather apperceived, perspective of the primary relationship itself, we allow ourselves to enter into modes of engagement by directly dealing with the specificities of the situation itself. Seeking consensus, working with what is to hand, seeing innovative ways of re-approaching the problematic, seeking for solutions already embedded in our current understanding of just what is anomalous, being open to those measure that seem to promise an enrichment of our relationships, and so on and so forth. (1037)


I also have another reason for not wishing to directly confront realists as I perceive their problematic style of positioning to be very similar to that perpetrated by idealists, and rationalists, et al. Both types of intellectual misfits take seductive metaphors and then allow themselves to be so inadvertently seduced by the same. In this regard, an anti-realism has little or nothing to say to the rampant idealist, and, yet, in confronting either misguided party, a similar set of manoeuvres should be adopted, albeit with a subtle set of differences in strategies and polemical objectives, if the latter need to be observed. Although, again, time is probably better spent dealing with the non-over-committed... and, here, the form and value  of your approach needs to be deftly crafted for an audience that does not prove itself to be deaf to the innovative unfolding of the crafting of your pragmatic approaches as you set out to attempt a series of probable resolutions of real problems, i.e., those with a social dimension and can potentially reduce the suffering in this world and might even add to the pleasures that could also be shared with others... that an anti-representationalist has a broader canvass to work with and a much wider set of objectives that deserve to be accomplished (and non-obstructed by unprofitable forms of either digression or diversion). (1038)


Where the anti-representationalist also needs to work with ideas of ‘representation’ that are not impossibly forged and fabricated by noisy realists, et al, who, forever, will insist upon the literalization of their misshapen analogies and arguments. In working within economically viable readings of an economy of ongoing re(-)presentation (treated as a heuristic device constructed along with its co-associated economic correlatives, say, of ‘representation’, ‘presentation’, and ‘re-presentation’) we have already through this economic translation adopted a nihilistic sense of positioning by virtue of the fact that no economic correlative, or anything else for that matter, is able to be absolutistically extracted from its economic setting and be self-presented in its own right (the infamous conjuring trick, nonsensically chanted, as the so-called ‘in itself’, or ‘of itself’ or ‘through itself’). Just as intentional objectives (in a first economic sense of the intentional) cannot be severed from their intentional motivation (in a second economic sense of the intentional) along with the self-observation of its co-associated sense and semblance of subjective-like experience (as a third economic sense of the intentional). Where pure subjectivity is an impossible state of affairs like ‘the chopping in half of a stick and hoping to get two sticks each possessing only one end’. Or, similarly, attempt to imagine a state of so-called ‘pure subjectivity’ when all subjective experience appears to reflect our current intentional preoccupations (along with their pre-intentional inputs of physiological, motor-sensory, and emotional or affective processes and contents, and, trans-intentional outputs in the form of judgments, patterns of causal intervention, etc.).
 Since our intentional appreciation of our subjectivity is always coloured by such ‘preoccupations’ then how could we talk about ‘pure subjectivity’, or ‘pure anything else’ for that matter, since we cannot experience it in a form that is not economically oriented. Additional reasons, therefore, why we should not go down this type of an impossible rabbit hole and, instead, develop those models of innovative understanding, such heuristic devices, and similar, that rhetorically and metaphorically are suggestive of new ways to proceed rather than tripping over where others have gone so unwisely, be that either foolishly and unproductively, or, with much wisdom but without our merely wishing to echo and just proclaim a long list of their many achievements alone without our creatively focusing on what contributions we could make, regardless of whether they are to be found to pragmatically succeed or fail... (1039)


There are those people who love to listen to music so much that they inevitably set out to perform it as well...
 (1040)


Here, I have outlined an overlapping set of reasons why I believe it is better to positively outline the pragmatic advantages of a non-negative nihilist philosophy that would be better presented and qualified as an ‘anti-representationalism’ rather than termed and defined more narrowly as an ‘anti-realism’ (or ‘non-realism’). (1041)








          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 17.1.24.

Postscript E: Summary of Book 9 Conducted in a Reversed Order to its Exposition

In introducing the trajectory of this Book 9, a summary of its ideas conducted in the reversed order of its exposition would proffer a more approachable method for its comprehension (given the relative topical complexity of inter-ordered phenomena vis-à-vis our daily observations and interactions with the visible functioning of the social organization of systems like e.g., The World of Business, Academia, The Political Establishment, The Legal Fraternity, etc.).
 (1042)


The motivation behind this book was formed under four distinctive headings, but, more importantly, how these themes are to be inter-linked is a more basic motivation for their formulation. These four headings were:

1. Inter-Ordered Phenomena (expressed as the Topic),
2. The Repurposing of Metaphysics as an Example of the Former,
3. The Political-Economic Embedding of Disciplines within Semi-Autonomous Systems,
4. The Non-Superficial Resolution of Traditional and Non-Traditional Social Issues.











      (1043)


In a distillation of this primary motivation, I noted:


Economy of ‘the Topic (of the Discipline) + Systems + Expositions = Discourses’


...translated, this formulation notes that all disciplines have an inter-ordered topicality plus their embedding in a world of systems whose interactions give us the expression of expositions, which, as textual depositions, then find forms of dissemination with the implication of a co-associated causal dimension.
 (1044)


E.g., I could write and send a business email to Business A requesting they send Product X, which, when having paid for the cost of Product X and the costs of shipping, should the latter be incurred, hopefully, they will do so as contracted. Basically, this communication is a’ letter’, but, not just the mere writing and receiving of a letter, in the ‘passive’ form of an email, given its causal implications as noted. (1045)


But, rather than immediately cashing out a long list of complicated concepts like ‘orders’, ‘reduplication’, ‘duplication’, ‘transformational retreatment’, ‘inter-ordered phenomena’, the ‘topical basis of disciplines’, let me start, in reverse, with a discussion on the nature of discourses and systems. (1046)


A ‘discourse’, as intimated, is ‘the finalization of an exposition
 given the textually deposited nature of its emission and dissemination as a discursive communication with the potential for co-associated causal ramifications, i.e., present implications and future consequences. Yes, e.g., we could just passively read a letter and, at the same time, ignore all its injunctions, but, then, we do so, actively, through choosing not to act upon those same injunctions. (1047)


Abbreviated, we could say ‘discourses’ are ‘disseminated communications that might have consequential ramifications that could also elicit further responses, etc., and so on’. (1048)


Now, the secular world could be envisaged as an arena where people experience the inputs from a plethora of disciplines, as discursively engendered by their disciplinarians. Moreover, I would like to argue two conjectures, namely, first, ‘that all disciplines must have a topical basic in inter-ordered phenomena’ (which will be shortly explored), and, second, ‘that all disciplines must be historically resident in a primary system, either in a de jure role or in a de facto role’.
 E.g., the topic of history is primarily situated in the system of Academia, but, most scholars either in Academia or outside Academia, usually operate with a view to the norms disseminated by Academia, e.g., as expressed through the establishment of universities, being exposed to  a university education, reading books explaining how ‘orthodox’ historical research should be conducted and presented, etc. I.e., where ‘scholars’, as ‘historians’, acting either as professionals or amateurs, either dependent upon a university or acting as independent scholars, contribute to the ongoing, overall world of conversations surrounding this disciplinary topic of the ‘historical’ broad enough to also subsume, to varying degrees, heretical ideas of what might also be thought to be entailed in notions of the ‘historical’ (that I believe, and have argued, should also note delineations and interactions between a pluralized vision of histories of the past, present, and future). (1049).


My interest in Systems is to understand the historicity of disciplines (as necessarily embedded within systems) and to better understand how many traditional and contemporary social problems could be approached and progressively de-problematized through a better understanding of their interactions, be those interactions either relatively disruptive and/or relatively constructive in orientation. (1050)


The key example of this operating at cross purposes to the detriment of the wellbeing of society in general, explored in this Book 9, is the so-called Obesity Epidemic’ arising from the demonstrated tendency for The Food Industry, operating with The World of Business, as an imperative, to maximize profits, unfortunately, also at the expense of the health of its customers. In other words, we find a clash between objectives expressed by professionals in The Health World (and Industry) and The World of Business in which the excessive attention to the maximization of profits has led to a non-negligible decrease in the percentage of protein in our basic food intake. As a result, our bodily protein sensors ‘tell’ us to eat more with the consequence that to get an adequate level of protein we end up ingesting more calories than are actually required. Consequently, these elevated levels of caloric intake get deposited as body fat and, where, on an incremental basis, the population, as a trend, continues to increase in the size of its average body mass. That to address this phenomenon of an overweight population it is obvious that counting calories, special diets, increased exercise regimes, etc., have not proven to be successful (as this crisis still continues to unfold) That, only in a deeper exploration, in this instance, on a systematic basis, can we explain what we really need to do to more effectively address and efficaciously redress such issues, and, as well, understand why past remedies have proven to be so totally ineffective. That, in this type of example, only in an understanding of the clash of objectives between these competing and intersecting systems can we turn potentially effective, but often failing, measures dealing more with symptoms into more efficacious forms of treatment by more directly dealing with the root causes of such hitherto misdirected patterns of either inadvertent and/or advertent social behaviour. (1051) 


Hence this additional conjecture, ‘that given the impending disruption of our social world in the near future, from the confluence of technologies along with innovative non-continuities in cultural practice, we will also need to develop contemporary solutions for contemporary problems centered in a resolution of either intra-systematic and/or inter-systematic forms of anomalization arising from a discordance between the ideality of social objectives and their observed reality where competing projects and programs either re-direct, distort and/or disrupt such forms of requisite resolution required to resolve such problematic issues’. (1052)


To the casual observer, we see a wide variety of social systems such as The Business World, The Health World, The Political Establishment, The legal Fraternity, Academia, and so on. Also discussed in this Book 9 is how these systems find a primary sense of place in a segmented dissection of the Political-Economy as situated in the open context of the Political-Economic Environment along with the outline of how these different sectors of society should either directly or indirectly communicate with each other in a professionally understood manner. Just as, e.g., it would be improper for a politician to interact directly, and in a potentially non-transparent manner, with The World of Business (in order to avoid either the perception or the reality of bribes and other forms of corrupt behaviour) and that this one of the important reasons we have a Civil Service, or hire Consultants, that are charged to supervise such intermediated interactions. (1053)


Equally important, is my disquisition on inter-ordered phenomena as the topical basis of disciplines, and, how their disciplinary codes are co-opted by systems in the historical performance of their resident disciplines. I am arguing here that in an in-depth understanding of how disciplines function, admittedly through the pragmatic use of a range of heuristic devices, we should find ourselves in a better position to understand just how these systems, etc., operate in the formation of their expositions that are then textually deposited as the corresponding disseminations of their distinctive discourses with causal ramifications. Let me clarify the import of this broad statement of my objectives in interconnecting inter-ordered phenomena with disciplines as both embraced and enveloped by systems in order to proffer patterns of performance, that hopefully, are existentially oriented from a pro-relational perspective that oversees the progressive existential enrichment of our relationships as we make our passages through this world at large both individually and collectively since the very fabric of our freedom is ultimately guaranteed only through our arbitrated cooperation with others (contrary to Neoliberal fantasies about the false independence of so called competitive agents who can only operate parasitically upon and through the social structures already put in place through cooperative patterns of social arbitration). (1054)


So, what are inter-ordered phenomena? On a trans-cognitive level in epistemological organization, i.e., on a trans-intentional level of judgment of our intentional objectives I see the formation of six distinctive types of e/valuational formation of which three varieties can be deemed to be ‘value’ per se in a more socially understood use of that type of term, namely, the second order of the aesthetic, the third order of the relatively deontological and existential,
 and a fourth order of the relative expediency of the pragmatical (but a term not to be confused with the concept of the ‘pragmatic’ as in the promoting the stance of a ‘pragmatic philosophy, etc.’). Listing these six trans-cognitive orders in the order of their conventional numbering (and ignoring here their cognitive counterparts) we have...

  Order
Trans-Cognitive Order


Cognitive Order

60
Ontical 




Ontical

50
Hermeneutical Possibility 


Possible Facts

40
Pragmatical




Perceptions

30
Deontological




Conceptions

20
Aesthetical




Essentials 

10
Phenomenological



Pre-Essentials [17] (1055)


But, rather than just a linear depiction, a circular depiction can also be represented. We can do this by invoking an archetypal economy consisting of moments of a background sense of World, a foreground focus on the intentional Object(ive), and a co-associated sense of intentional subjectivity designated by Ego... and linking, respectively, these moments or polarities or economic correlatives with the fifth order, the first order and the third order:

Ego/30
*

Object/10




World/50 (1056)

Then, filling in the orders in between we get: 
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50
Ontical

60  (1057)

In effect, we move from a trimodal economy (of the archetypal economy) to a hexamodal economy (of an ordered economy). So, the obvious question to ask would be, ‘how can this transmutation be realized?’ This will be shortly explored. (1058)      

Now, it should be stressed that we are dealing with the transmutation of a series of heuristic devices that, as heuristic devices, should be judged on the positive advantages they bring as pragmatic forms of modeling whose functions, hopefully, will rhetorically and metaphorically
 ‘illuminate’ both the course and comprehension of these proceedings. Of course, in the meantime you will have to accept my word that they have a fruitful use (in our eventually coming to understand how the codes at the center of systems can functionally operate in the evolution of an exposition, which through textual deposition, then becomes the dissemination of a text or set of texts with causal ramifications, i.e., with present implications and future consequences, etc.
 (1059)   

Importantly, to the course of these proceedings, I also define a ‘philosophical economy’ as ‘one-part hermeneutical (fifth order), one-part phenomenological (first order), and one-part existential (third order)’, and, of course, by implication taking on board the three other orders as well. Hence the concern of ‘philosophy’ with these ordered considerations of ‘semantics, aesthetics, existentially oriented ethical considerations of the deontological and the pragmatical, along with hermeneutical considerations of possibility and ontical considerations concerning evidential criteria for the formulation of facts, valid conformal narratives as presenting facts rather than factoids, etc.’
 (1060)


Moreover, as central to such considerations is the self-defining philosophical emphasis on a conformally determined patterns of truth determination which will also be shortly explored. (1061)


So, how is this transmutation of our interest able to migrate from the imputed trimodal nature of the economic to the structural-functions of the hexamodally constituted orders? By virtue of a subtle preferencing/de-preferencing of these economic correlatives designated (for convenience) as World, Object, and Ego (that could just as well be denoted as ‘world, object, and ego’). Now, a moment or pole that is preferenced implies the automatic de-preferencing of the other two poles, and v.v. Similarly, the preferencing of two poles simultaneously leads to the automatic de-preferencing of the remaining moment or pole. This type of process, described as the subtle preferencing or de-preferencing of one or two such poles, gives us six permutations corresponding to these six trans-cognitive orders as noted. (1062)


Hence the following patterns of preference (+) and de-preference (-) gives us the respective orders:

+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] (1063)

Furthermore, we can also view this process of a preferencing of one or two poles as an expression of the de-suspension wherein the suspension automatically de-suspends itself. An aspect of the process of the suspension, as a pre-condition for a process of judgment, that is historically overlooked by both traditional philosophers and phenomenologists. (1064)

Now, I would like to look at what I call the process of ‘reduplication’. E.g., when we consider something like ‘the fifth ordered possibilities of fifth ordered possibilities’, or, ‘the sixth ordered actual facts of sixth ordered actual facts’ where we get respectively, the disciplines of ‘science’ and ‘history’.  Expressed in notation (translating x0 as x1, and reduplication as x2):

51.51 = 52 (science), and, 61.61 = 62 (history) (1065)
This same approach on a more global, less localized basis, also means that the disciplinary topic of philosophy as P (previously defined as one-part phenomenology 10 or 11, plus 50, plus 30) by reduplication becomes P2 which I have called ‘Metaphysics’ (M) in its repurposed sense, as redefined over the course of this Book 9). I designate this reduplicated philosophical appreciation (of philosophical appreciation) as ‘metaphysical’ in both its overall tenor and complexion for a variety of reasons, but, basically, I have such an expression to hand that does similar philosophical work, albeit as subjected to the extensive philosophical reforms instituted in this extended-essay, and other essays. Hence:

P1.P1 = P2 = M1 (1066)

Now, as every ordered order and inter-ordered product, etc., is to be viewed as distinctive examples of inter-order ordered phenomena, and, as such, is to be viewed as the topical basis for a discipline, and, as every discipline operates with a distinctive code (or set of codes) and therefore possesses a distinctive sense of difference (or differential) then it behooves us, as philosophers exploring inter-ordered phenomena, to attempt to understand how these disciplinary differences (or differentials) are expressed in the historical contexts of their systematic envelopment and embracements, or developments (given that the ‘psychic center’ of all disciplines can migrate over time, be subjected to chaotic processes of emergence, bifurcation, and/or phase change, etc.
). (1067)    

What, then, distinctively defines ‘philosophy’ from some other ‘distinctive discipline’? On much reflection, I believe this is or should be an earnest focus on truth determination (on a basis that is pre-conditionally, conditionally, and post-conditionally approached
), and, determination in a form that is evidentially re-iterable, i.e., ‘conformal’. That in defining ‘philosophy’ as ‘the (valid) conformal appreciation of truth determination/s’ must also define my repurposed sense of the ‘metaphysical’, as a conformal metaphysics’ as ‘the (valid) conformal philosophical appreciation of (relevant) truth determination/s as a (valid) conformal philosophical appreciation of truth determination/s’. Although, correctly, ‘valid’ and ‘conformal’ have the same reference or meaning. (1068)  

Now, taking a leaf from my philosophy of transformational-retreatment, ‘every process of treatment will invoke the counter process of retreatment’ which can also be viewed as a process of de-reduplication. Implying that metaphysical explorations will automatically be retreated within the embrace of its resident philosophical explorations, hopefully, as an innovative process of philosophical re-vitalization (which, as you must surmise, gives this metaphysical dimension an important role to play in the pursuit of our philosophical explorations). (1069)

Last, on this topic of inter-ordered conjugation is the equally significant concept of ‘duplication’ when one inter-ordered type of product is conjugated with another inter-ordered type of product. E.g., as in the further explorations of a certain discipline where, say, a certain disciplinarian (e.g., an historian or philosopher) wishes to explore either the history of philosophy as an historian, or, the philosophy of (doing) history (in the pursuit of historical research) as a philosopher. In this process we should note that this function, duplication, is not commutative. I.e:

62.P1 (as doing history) is not equal to P1.62 (as doing philosophy) (1070)



Where an inter-ordered economy, among other things, can be defined as the application of the (symmetrical) operations of reduplication and de-duplication, and the (asymmetrical) operations of duplication. (1071)


Where these operations can be seen as the ‘codes’ that distinctively organize the historical processes of functioning systems. (1072)


Hence, e.g., the distinctive operations of The Legal Fraternity and its concerns solely, either directly and/or indirectly, with legal matters. Or, the concerns of The Business World and its understandable preoccupations with either the creation, preservation, and/or the conservational expansion of fourth ordered pragmatical concerns with profitability, etc. Now, I mention these two examples here in order to pose a philosophical problem and quickly resolve the same (in terms of its inter-ordered topicality). (1073)


In this Book 9, for various reasons, I declare The Legal Fraternity to be a business centered primarily in The Business World. So, if that were to be the case, then how would we differentiate businesses that are not directly concerned with legal considerations from The legal Fraternity primarily acting as a business? (1074)


To begin, we can see a business as being basically fourth ordered pragmatically oriented processes concerned with considerations of expediency, in this instance with the creation, preservation, and conservational expansion of an ensuing profitability (in order for that business, as a business, to survive) (B). Then, we can consider the legal codes, i.e., ‘laws, etc.’ (L), as utilized by The Legal Fraternity, to have been first created within the system of The Political Legislature as enacted within the Overall Political Sphere. Then, for the relevant legal codes to be utilized they need to be applied to an overall set of texts that legally represent the legal situation or situations in question that necessitated a possible course of legal intervention (I). These last considerations being treated as a legal transcription of the legal anomaly or anomalies about to be discerned and resolved through an application of such rules of transcription, etc. (T). We could depict these codes and rules as follows:


B > L > T => I [> J > I’] (1075)


If such considerations needed to go to trial, in some form or other, then the executive-like codes of judgment, exercised by either judges and/or juries, would then need to be both invoked and applied (J) in order, hopefully, to obtain a definitive judgment (I’), etc. (1076)

That, in invoking forms of legal appeal, ideally, there would be an attempt to determine if it could be shown that there was the defective invocation of these codes, rules, etc., and if that had a relevant bearing on the form of the judgment originally delivered I’ (I’’). (1077)

I have chosen this example to illustrate how the potentially problematic can be addressed intra-systematically. That, by inference, the observation can then be drawn (as a conjecture), that problematic social issues should be effectively addressed, and, hopefully, redressed in efficacious terms of reference, by exploring either the intra-systematic and/or extra-systematic locations of such points of possible anomalization, and, therein and thereafter, suitably deal with the same accordingly. (1078)

That, it is my aspiration, that the complexities and complications of this discourse on inter-ordered phenomena, as the topical basis of disciplines, as the coded operations central to the functioning of social systems, might be forgiven since it is my hope that such scrutiny could be of assistance in this detection and resolution of either intra-systematic and/or inter-systematic forms of anomalization forming the root causes of both traditional and contemporary social problems, be such problematic issues presented in either a relatively intractable form(at) of in a form(at) that could be successfully addressed should the apposite political will be suitably expressed to resolve such matters (but, where, unfortunately, most political processes are reactive in orientation rather than proactive in the manner more usually required). (1079)







          
          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 18.1.24.
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� 	With this expression “apparent ‘representations’” we should also be able to answer, if asked, just what are these apparent ‘representations’ apparent representations of what?’ As propositions they present what is basically non-propositional in orientation, but, as, found within the relevant economic setting/s in question, e.g., in a ‘textual economy’ as viewed through the lens of its constructed constitution as construed, say, through an economic circulation envisaged as enacted between ‘textual presentations representing objectively oriented textual intentions, meta-textual genres of behaviour, and the simulations of the textual economy with a relatively non-textual import’ all arrived at through processes of economic resolution viewed from a relatively non-economic point of view, etc., as re(-)appropriated through the machinations of the hyper-economic, etc.’ Objective’ in a ‘first sense of the intentional’ as ‘an intending towards the focus on an intentional objective’ (that cannot be isolated from its textual origination). The other two intentional senses being ‘motivational’ (as expressed through meta-textual genres of behaviour) and ‘subjective’ in the sense of matching its intentional objectivity (so, e.g., the intentional act of being a visual perceiver is immediately co-associated with its corresponding intentional subjectivity of a visual perceiver without isolating such subjectivity in and through the impossibility of terms of reference that not ‘economic’). However, a more convenient and less technical reply, in answering this type of question, might be to merely state, intentionally, that we are focusing on types of intentional experience, genres of behaviour, and the simulations engendered by the textual depositions of that economy, and, in being read, engender the re-simulation of similar patterns of intent, and v.v., and, with absolutely no reference to traditional candidates treated as extra-representationally situated, etc.


� 	These relevantly productive ‘linkages’, or ‘putative forms of alignment’, can be creatively found within and between many different types of locations and deserve to be assessed in pragmatic terms, etc. E.g., as can be deployed in interviews where there is an exploring of apparent isomorphic invariances or ‘resonances’ between phenomenal-phenomenological styles of an interview and hermeneutical styles of interview, and which can be extended to also include a paralleling of an existential appreciation of specifics, values in e/valuational formation, the apparent (co-)presence of existential sentiments, etc.


� 	More basically, I am arguing that, superficially, these traditional representational arguments do appear as if they could be reasonably entertained, but, which, on closer attention, would first appear as if they were somewhat inconsistent and, then, perhaps fatally incoherent, but, then, through further non-superficial inspection, in an overall form of such manifested self-contradictions that they just could not be entertained, economically, through the very impossibility of their being able to be actually contemplated. That the root of such ideological ‘sleights of hand’ resides in making covert rhetorical and metaphorical shifts that are both totally illegal and not able to be economically contemplated. E.g., the nonsensical positioning of the ‘realist’ or ‘empiricist’ who ideologically preferences the interpretation of sense experiences through their impossible temporal prioritization, conducted completely at the expense of the necessary co-associated associations of both intentional motivation and intentional subjectivity. The analogy I like to draw here is the comparison to ‘the chopping of a stick in half in the seeking of the impossible hope of arriving at a smaller stick with only one end’. It should also be pointed out that an ‘idealist’ or ‘rationalist’ is attempting to do a similar impossible thing, albeit in reverse, by prioritizing ideational experience over perceptual experience. In technical language I define ‘preferential positioning’ as ‘the relatively or non-relatively focusing an emphasis upon either past prioritizations, current forms of privileging, and/or future promotions’. The sense implicated in this critique is not on some form of a ‘relative privileging’ that could be entertained, but, on an ‘’absolutistical, non-relative sense and semblance of prioritization, etc.’


� 	‘Phenomenal-phenomenological’ as a technical expression, explicitly notes both an implicit suspension and de-suspension of ‘ what psychic direction is the constitution of the phenomenological experience being more constructed within, namely, through the impact of the presenting phenomenon ‘itself’ (or phenomena ‘themselves’) or more thorough the exertions of our own sense/s of agency (as in comparison with an apparent act of sense involvement, etc., versus an act, say, of memory or the (re)viewing of an apparent dream sequence, etc.).


� 	That these propositional reports noting alignments in both our expectations and the immediacy of our anticipation between, the ‘looks’, ‘smells’; and ‘tastes’, specifically associated with these ‘apples’ will also further this process of making an informed, representative integration of that propositional report, etc.


� 	I.e., if there were a person or persons conducting the interview.


� 	‘Circumscribed’ in a number of senses, e.g., circumscribed by time; circumscribed by the observation that these ongoing processes of cross-referencing of correlated locations do not usually need to be excessively reiterated; circumscribed by the limited but adequate nature of intentional processes themselves, etc.


� 	Where the expression ‘suitable’ is used by myself in a technical sense, namely, ‘the phenomenologically proper, hermeneutically appropriate, and existentially apposite use of information to hand, etc.’


� 	E.g., through processes of hermeneutical rectification of pretreatment, phenomenal-phenomenological deconstruction of treatment, and non-systematic and systematic existential patterns of retreatment through ongoing re(-)normalization, etc.


� 	A similar state of affairs arises in fact-value distinctions, the naturalistic fallacy, etc. Where given an economy of ‘the descriptive, the prescriptive and the proscriptive’ a process of an in-depth exploration should reveal the qualified collapse of such distinctions if permitted to remain in just superficial terms of reference.


� 	I.e., in an economy of assurance (hermeneutically oriented, hyper-economic format; phenomenological economic form, and existential formation).


� 	The inference to be drawn is that the Legal Fraternity seems to have a number of prominent locations in the Political-Economy, namely, judges as executives; political legislators creating and amplifying a body of law, and solicitors, etc., operating in the midst of The Business World (and that the latter forms, in my opinion, the primary location for this discipline). Of course, the argument, ‘ignorance of the law is not a defence’ is also a nonsense given the inevitable conflict within a non-fully coherent body of law.


� 	Where the use of current forms of AI might be able to better delineate these operations and how they might more productively intersect, resolve systemic forms of anomalization, find innovations, etc. 


� 	Implying both an overall sense of self and an infinitude of various co-associated senses of self.


� 	E.g., a form of motivation that also inspires sportspersons, etc.


� 	Note that historically specific ‘Systems’ are capitalized. Their specificity being expressed by which types of texts their distinctive codes will operate upon. So, e.g., The Legal Fraternity deals with legal texts along with those texts that have some form of demonstrable legal relevance, like, e.g., statements, depositions, documents of ownership, the citing of legal precedents, the delivery of judgments, etc.


� 	Pursuit, III.12W.33.


� 	I.e., ‘Expositions’ are ‘virtual in orientation’, and, ‘Discourses’ are ‘non-virtual in orientation’. ‘Orientation’ in the sense we cannot make an absolutistical distinction between the same.


� 	Through economic resolution expressed ‘non-economically’.


� 	I am influenced here by the work of Niklas Luhmann (1927-1998), the German sociologist and philosopher.


� 	Where this non-systematic existential orientation (of the so-called third moment of Ego) is relatively deontological but cannot be reduced purely to the deontological alone (because existential imperatives will also include pragmatical and aesthetical components, or aspects ,as well).


� 	Pursuit, III.12X.33.


� 	As per the interrogative economy (in the asking of a question) we can also add ‘apparitional’ (or the literal ‘as if, as if’ or the Boolean ‘not not-this’) to this list of the moments of the rhetorical and metaphorical (analogical).


� 	The ‘etc.’ can also implicate a past dimension (in terms, e.g., of its processes of re(-)interpretation and the current force such interpretations may or may not have on the present, etc.).


� 	‘Factoids’ presented with the appearance of ‘facts’ but lacking an adequate evidential basis.


� 	Ibid., 22.


� 	Where, more correctly, all three aspects are part of ‘the economy of chaotic transformations’.


� 	In order to further differentiate it from all other discipline that, quite rightly, should also, ostensively, be concerned with the correctly observed disciplinary formation of valid truth determinations.






