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1S. The Working through a Resolution of Four Problems:
Dealing with the Re(-)Purposing of Narrational Critiques, 
Countering Ad Hoc Determinations, 

Disciplinary Integrity, and, Mutual Arbitrational Re(-)Presentation*
0. Pre-Introduction


In a previous essay (in this third volume) four areas of concern were noted in a final section titled: Some Postscripts:
There are also four considerations that I would like to research further, namely, repurposing the critical aspect of a narrative to rectify and re(-)normalize the same; assume and demonstrate that ad hoc texts, like unfounded conspiracies, etc., should be more easy to deconstruct; to refine what is implied in the qualified uniqueness of the philosophical discipline, albeit as one more discipline within the general nature of the disciplinary economy; and, finesse in greater detail the theoretical nature of the subjective-intersubjective arbitrational process.
 [90] (0)


For convenience I have titled these four problems, respectively, under the abbreviated headings as follows, namely, Re(-)Purposing, Counteraction, Integrity, and Arbitration. On the yet to be demonstrated strength of a creative intuition, I am going to propose that all four concerns are a similar type of problem, i.e., dealing with ‘the enacted re(-)discovery of a restoration of an essentially present sense of an integration realized through some form of progressive re-alignment’, namely in a restoration, respectively, of critical purpose, non-ad hoc representationalism, integrity (in a number of disciplinary senses), and, mechanisms for mutually co-mapped forms of arbitration. (1)

It is the purpose of this paper to look more closely at such problems, propose a variety of mechanisms for dealing with their enacted resolution, and, articulate the nature of a more deeply imputed approach to how this type of problematic issue can find a more general degree of resolution; i.e., ‘restoration’ realized through ‘the enacted discovery of a restoration realized through some form of progressive re-alignment’. (2)
1. Introduction


In Part A, these problematic issues are defined. First, I will introduce these problems in the order as noted. Second, I will propose pathways for the resolution of such problems treated as philosophical problems. Third, I will argue that these pathways possess a similar isomorphic symmetry, namely, a restoration of integrity through requisite forms of alignment. In Part B, these problematic issues will be more closely looked at from the perspective of possible pathways for resolution. Ending with a set of provisional conclusions (constructed from a more holistic perspective), etc. (3)
 *
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A: An Initial Approach

2. Re(-)Purposing I (First Approach)

If the narrational economy is a tripartite affair conducted between narrational facts, a set of narratives with certain narrational objectives, etc., and, a critical aspect possessing some form of a critique able to appreciate the resolution of the relationship between narrational facts and narrational objectives through the relatively systematic appreciation/s of the same then we must wonder why the narrational critique, in a certain overall narration, is not operating to the same extent when a narrative has an elevated degree of ad hoc components and a depressed degree of an alignment with those sets of texts that appear to have a relatively higher forms of organizational integrity that possess relatively non ad hoc forms of alignment (with systematized forms of interpretation able to be formed that proffer higher degrees of a comparative, broadly constituted textual integration). (4)

We assume that what is driving a narrative is the desired de-anomalization of anomalies that provoked that narrative to form in the first place (through a response that adopts and adapts narrational genres to hand in order to deal with such perceived anomalization). However, we know, as an observational fact, that some narratives with the advent of a successful process of de-anomalization of perceived anomalies are terminated on the advent of that successful resolution once finalized. But, as an observed fact, many narratives, if not most narratives, have qualified or limited processes of de-anomalization and, consequently and subsequently, are found to continue to persist through forms of textual dissemination within our appreciation of cultural-intercultural processes, etc. So, the question becomes, if narratives possess this critical dimension why is this critical facet not put to use in those narratives that possess high degrees of ad hoc-like forms of textual constitution? (5)
Or, more simply, why does this critical aspect not institute forms of correction in order to rectify and re(-)normalize such narrations? (6)

In this regard, I would argue that resident critiques need to be ‘re(-)purposed’ in order to convert them from a state of covert quiescence to a more overt state of critical rectification. Hypothetically, a number of mechanisms could be proposed for this type of task, e.g., de-obstruction of this critical facet, promotion, re-emphasis, etc. Hence this general concept of ‘re(-)purposing’ (to be looked at more closely later). (7)
3. Counteraction I

In a narrative that possesses an elevated degree of ad hoc components and methods along with weaker degrees of integration in the textually represented world at large that usually possesses a higher degree of integration, with a dissemination assisted with forms of non-deserved promotion through various forms of media then we must ask how we might measure such relative non-alignment and reverse such adverse forms of misconstruction, constitutional dysfunction, misrepresentation, unwarranted over-promotion, etc? (8)

How do we measure and reverse such malfunctioning textual forms of either representative and/or commendational formation, and, re-assess what successfulness might have been arrived at through forms of either non-interventional self-rectification and/or interventional rectification? I.e., just what avenues do we have in our dealings with such textual forms of social distortion, preferably, viewed from an existential perspective? I.e., just how do we interact with texts, like conspiracies, deceptions, dissimulations, etc., and possibly provide or point out forms of rectification? (9)

4. Integrity I

Over the course of writing The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline I have arrived at a point in my reflections upon the phenomenological nature of disciplines to argue that the distinctive disciplinary objectives of the philosophical perspective, e.g., are enough to ensure a relatively distinctive centering of this discipline over the course of its historical instantiations within the much broader domain of the disciplinary economy. Such a position of mine, as being outlined here, recognizes that whilst philosophical instantiations come in many varieties and flavours, along with varying degrees in the radicalness of their innovations, etc., still, the philosophically oriented persuasion ever continues to fall within its allotted region within the disciplinary domain. So, briefly let me argue why I perceive this to be the case. (10)

In effect, I am arguing that distinctive disciplines have a uniquely distinctive senses of a psychic center within the disciplinary domain despite wandering near or about such an existential sense of a relational center. Moreover, over time, the preservation of such a localized centering with instances of periodic re(-)centering also indicate that this distinctive sense of identification has an existential sense of persistence. Such a claim is not ‘essentially’ countered by philosophical fashion, counter-philosophical positionings, or shifts in how philosophers, either in their times or retrospectively, perceive the nature of their discipline. Neither do forms of radical division also alter this trans-historical sense of positioning although certain degrees of de-centering can be recognized as historically normal. In other words, disciplines with either relatively definitive overt and/or covert sense/s of disciplinary objectives maintain a certain degree of historical and trans-historical ‘integrity’; but, let me explain what is meant here by this appellation of ‘integrity’? (11)

To take a more neutral stance in this exposition, let me consider first applying this scrutiny to my exploration of the apparent stability of the historical discipline (despite a plethora of disciplinary approaches to the execution of this type of topic). (12)

If the disciplinary objective of historically oriented research is to discern the form of past events, their ramifications, and so on, from a variety of apposite textual records then it is obvious these intentional directions taken mark out such an activity from, say, scientific research, musical performance, writing a novel, cooking a meal for one hundred paying guests in your hotel, etc. Now, it is not impossible that you might want to write a first novel about ‘a violin playing scientist wanting to write a novel and who has to work in a hotel kitchen cooking for one hundred guests’. Or, as a philosopher you may want to do your philosophical research on some aspect of the scientific enterprise, or, the musical performance relating to the violin, or, the writing and reception of novels over time, or, even, a philosophy behind hotel catering, etc. So, we must ask is there an objective difference between the historical discipline, and, say, the philosophical discipline, or some other discipline, be that from musical performance to catering on a grand scale? I would answer that in the affirmative. Affirming also a general stability and persistence in disciplinary identity over time given similar consistency in narrational objectives. Let me explain further. (13)

In my exploration of disciplines in general, I have delineated three distinctive features that constitute the disciplinary economy, namely, a ‘disciplinary difference’, a ‘meta-disciplinary difference’ and a ‘non-disciplinary difference’. The running of a discipline comes with a distinctive disciplinary attitude towards the world. The more distinctively thematized that discipline, the more distinctively thematized is that disciplinary difference. This difference can be viewed as making a distinction within the secular world, a hypothetical sense of the world devoid of any disciplines. So, e.g., the historian is committed to a view that the past can be deciphered, recorded, reflected upon through certain forms of historical treatment and argumentation, etc. Their pursuit of this objective is quite different from, say, the philosopher exploring a certain attitude towards truth determination, e.g, but then can also overlap in ‘a philosophical review of the historical discipline’. But, this sense of a disciplinary difference remains as evident ‘when’ we continue to perceive a difference, say, between ‘a philosophy of history (historical research)’ and ‘a history of philosophy (philosophical research)’. (14)

That, with different general objectives we get different disciplines in general terms of reference. So, a historical discipline would not nor should be confused with a philosophical discipline or any other discipline with distinctively different disciplinary objective defining its sense of a ‘topic’. (15)

That, with a distinctive disciplinary sense of an objective, in general terms, we have a general difference between a member of that discipline in how they see the secular world. I.e., taking the secular world as it is currently understood and adding to that general sense of an understood background the difference that their distinctive take on their discipline adds to that common understanding of the world. Hence this distinctive concept of a disciplinary difference. (16)

Then, on this topic of the phenomenon of disciplines in general, I would next ask ‘what difference does such a difference make for members of both this secular world and the members of this discipline in question? Then, asking a third question, ‘how does this disciplinary value relate to the secular world through a sense of a non-disciplinary difference (given that the discipline ultimately must be a presumed to want to add value to our being in the world with(-)others beyond the valuational formation bestowed upon its disciplinary membership)? (17)

As already noted, the general, particular and specific objectives of the philosophical discipline are noted to be this need to form a certain attitude towards truth determination, discerning the phenomenological nature of valuational formation, and, ascertaining the existential specificity of those situations being subjected to existentially oriented forms of such critical scrutiny’. In this regard, I am further arguing that through a general persistence of such objectives the philosophical discipline has maintained a general sense of a distinctive location within the overall disciplinary domain despite separating, e.g., from natural philosophy (say, in the nineteenth century), from psychology (in the late nineteenth century) and cultural studies focused upon through a post-modern lens (in the second half of the twentieth century?)? That despite such divisions and disruptions, de-centering and re-centerings, the philosophical discipline, more or less, continues on a similar pathway in a similar direction (through this continuing stability in the formulation of both its disciplinary objectives and its narrational objectives)? (18)


My appreciation of the philosophical discipline, in general, over the course of writing The Pursuit has evolved. Where once I would have argued that the raison d’être of philosophy resided in its ability to reflect upon the course of our passage through this world and its ability, therein and thereafter, to proffer forms of beneficial ‘rectification and re(-)normalization’, I would now argue that the primary objectives of the philosophical discipline are, on a general level, to formulate a certain theoretical attitude towards truth (and truth determination in all its forms), and, in our recognitions of this province, on a particular level, to formulate a certain practical attitude towards valuational formation in our encountering of such values, etc; and, on a specific level, to formulate a certain critical attitude towards the existential specification of that being engaged on a situational basis. Such a triform approach could be (mis)represented by the formula ‘truth, values and specifics’ (or, ‘the recognition of truth, the encountering of values, and the existential engagement of specific situations!)!
  (19)

I would further like to note that an alignment between general, particular and specific levels of focus have also further aligned such a distinctive discipline (through processes of ongoing re(-)alignment that have re-focused on the objective course of such distinctive topic (whose distinctive topicality is defined by such general objectives, etc.). I.e., specific existential responses are observed to operate within the discernment of the applicable forms of e/valuation whose truth determinations have been appropriately discerned… (20)


But, if every disciplinarian is ostensively out to observe either a confirmation and/or verification of truth determinations then what difference is there between the same? If the direct province of the topic is different then those disciplines are distinctively different likewise. So, the historian deals in their research with a record of past phenomena and the philosopher deals with truth determinations ahistorically, and so on and so forth! (21)

5. Arbitration I

In an economy of arbitration, we could start with individual aspirational economies. However, the complexities of such a theory may well be too onerous to formulate let alone utilize. Instead, let us regard this phenomenon as already to hand and start our philosophical research in the overall fact that arbitration has already occurred, is occurring and will occur or re-occur, and, from such recognition/s, start from that point instead. Rather than invoking communicative theories of action, speech acts, democratization of discourses, determining how people communicate and say they arbitrate with each other and themselves let us just observe what is already to hand, i.e., assume and note that processes of arbitration are already in place and can be identified as ‘works in progress’, i.e., processes that have already made some degree of ‘progress’. This does not mean there is no place for such discursive elements like communicative theories, etc., just that we only invoke the same when they make an important difference, change of direction, have altered ramifications, etc., in the course of our research, for those people involved, etc. (22)

Hence this rather limited retrospective and relatively open prospective approach in this form of research. I.e., that arbitrational economics is duly treated as being already observed and that existential intervention should be conducted from the overall point of view of the situation or situations in questions when viewed through a pro-relational lens. Or, we could say that we partially differentiate the phenomenological descriptions to hand and then integrate their trajectories in a direction that appears to be relatively more productive for either all or the majority of those parties concerned? (23)

So, e.g., if we saw a toddler stumbling along by themselves on the bank beside a swift moving river, we first might smile at them, say hello, and then get them to hold our hand as we seek to return them to their parents; who we must assume are somewhere nearby. Or, if we were about to cross a busy road, a long way from the nearest pedestrian crossing, and saw a considerably sight-impaired person doing likewise we might ask them if they would like to join yourself as you set about making your crossing. In this day and age of much quieter electric cars, electric motorbikes and electric bikes, even the non-sight impaired need to exercise more care. Or, e.g., if you see a person who looks like a tourist appear somewhat lost you might ask them if they want some help (just as when I was a tourist, I was often the grateful person on the receiving end of such helpfulness from strangers. In the same regard, we should often defer to local knowledge although it is not be unknown for a strangers to tell you things you didn’t know about your own local environment)… (24)

The point being, that in arbitration we already have genre conventions to hand to define the nature of the arbitration that needs to be in play as well pin-pointing what processes of arbitration are already in play so to speak. That broadly speaking, ‘to tune in’ to such deliberations already in progress we need to do just that, i.e., delineate those apparent conventions already being invoked through forms of adoption and adaptation. Our philosophical work, as a philosophical disciplinarian, etc., being to understand and intervene in a manner that expedites those intentions already in play or we discern as should be in play. I.e., refining what alignment is in progress through existentially engaging processes of re(-)alignment in those forms that better expedite such progress. And, in essence, define its sense of ‘making progress’. (25)
B: An Outline of Possible Pathways for the Resolution of Such Issues

Is there a common pattern to be observed here? Yes! Let me quickly point out the grounds for this conjecture. (26)


In Re-Purposing we seek to have the narrational economy in question to enter into a ‘closer alignment with itself’ in order to advance its inherent aspect of the critical (on the assumption that this aspect is already present, as one of the three factors forming that economy, on the grounds that as our advertent or inadvertent perception of anomalies is the primary driver of narratives and that their overseen de-anomalization is the raison d’être for the existence of those narratives; without regard to the fact that resolutions are delivered in either limited or definitive forms). (27)

In Counteraction, we seek to treat in a non-ad hoc manner those texts that are apparently poorly ‘aligned’ or less connected with lived-experience and its coincidence with the life-world.  I.e., through re(-)alignment we seek to re-integrate a set of texts through forms of textual transformation arrived at through such re(-)alignment. (28)

In Integrity, we observe how disciplines have a historical tendency to enter into processes of alignment with their topic in its distinctive topicality. Hence the relative integrity of a discipline that is relatively distinctive in the manner of its pursuit of its own objectives. (29)

In Arbitration, we observe a general desire of all parties, to varying degrees, to enter into ongoing processes of alignment through more beneficial forms of current re(-)alignment with each other even if not duly observed from a pro-relational, existential perspective. Hence our recognition that this type of complex process is already in play and is better observed from the distinctive unity of expression already being observed in its expedition of both personal and interpersonal aspirational objectives. (30) 


I.e., an observance of processes of alignment being engineered through conventional forms of re(-)alignment being currently focused upon, albeit in their distinctive sub-domains in parallel with their shared topic in question. Where observance can be viewed through passive, active and transformative lenses. (31)


Let me now, in focusing upon the distinctive nature of such re(-)alignment, outline in closer detail the mechanism for such conjectured forms of re(-)alignment. (32)
6. Re(-)Purposing II


Let me recapitulate. This problem about the non-critical nature of certain narratives has two faces. The first face is that if a narrative is highly ad hoc in its construction, either poorly integrated and/or consequentially disruptive or non-productive in its performance then we must ask why is this hypothetically proposed third moment of an internal critique not operating, and, per a second face, if such a conjecture is valid, then how might this aspect of a critique currently in a non-contributory passive mode be either engineered and re-purposed along either a positively active and/or transformative sense of re(-)direction?? (33)

The hypothetical conjecture being confronted here is the imputation that all narratives have a critical third moment that is not necessarily active or transformative in the current economic functioning of that same narrative. (34)


The reasoning for this hypothetical conjecture is as follows. What drives a narrative is the perception of some form of either explicit and/or implicit set of anomalies that are psychically discomforting and deserve or demand to be de-anomalized. To perform such a process would imply an economic aspect of critical supervision that would oversee such de-anomalization in the narrational economy. Hence the tripartite nature of a narrative could be viewed as the representation of the narrative, the presentation of narrational facts that are judged to be relevant to the performance of that narrative, and, this third moment of critical supervision designed to oversee and re(-)present the de-anomalization of that set of anomalies that are apparently driving that narrative in the first place. At the same time we should recognize the following possibilities, namely, definitively successful de-anomalization usually oversees the termination of that narrative, or, the partial ongoing de-anomalization of that narrative that could be either seen as fit for purpose or not fit for purpose, or, that ineffective processes of de-anomalization are present that do not do full justice to the narrational objectives of that narrative unless a narrative is either overtly and/or covertly designed to fail. Another possibility that should be considered is that a certain narrative has been hijacked by some other relatively more powerful narrative whilst either maintaining or not maintaining the ostensive form and narrational objectives of the less powerful narrative? (35)

In effect, in this economic problem, we ask ourselves how this imputed critical aspect of a narrational economy can be positively re(-)purposed and through such self-critiquing render that narrative more ‘fit for purpose’? This process of rectification and re(-)normalization could also involve either the neutralization of extra-narrational influences and/or its incorporation within a more positively oriented narrational milieu. (36)

To this end, we seek a strategic method whose trajectory oversees either the activation and/or transformation of that narrational economy at the hands of this third moment of the critical. (37)

In this regard, a number of metaphors might be suggestive of a method or set or series of methods that could be adopted and adapted, be that on either a formal and/or informal basis. Such metaphorical suggestions to be entertained for such re(-)purposing, explored through the use of either phenomenal-phenomenological analyses, hermeneutic investigations and/or existential forms of examination, could see invoked responsive patterns of de-obstruction; critical promotion; deconstruction; dialectical interrogation; incentivization; positive switching/negative switching off of relevant inputs and outputs; de-emphasizing the narration and narrational facts; re-emphasizing the narration objectives; re-imposing a reconstituted set of narrational objectives; engineering the instantiation of an effective (extensive) suspension, and so on. (38)

In such a re(-)purposing of this critical dimension, imputed as inhabiting the narrational economy, it would also need to be run in conjunction with the next problem, the problem of counteraction. I.e., in a progressive rendering of a narrative in such a manner that it becomes relatively less ad hoc in the nature of its overall construction. (39) 

Calling for a narrative to be better-balanced through the ongoing re-weighting of this critical third moment of the non-systematic existential. In effect, calling for the suitable exercise of a(n extensive) suspension. (40)
7. Counteraction II


In a resolution of this problem we seek to render a certain narrative in a form more fit for purpose. This re(-)construction is called for because we either need to confront such a narrative and/or we are being confronted by that narrative, and, for whatever reasons that narrative is determined as both relatively ‘ad hoc’ in the manner of its overall construction and consequentially detrimental for certain parties privy to the dissemination of that narrative. (41)

The narrational performance of a narrative is primarily meta-textual in orientation and this aspect can be examined under the six headings already noted, namely, con-texts, genres, narrational performances, personae, narrational objectives and (the reinstitution of apposite patterns of critical) self-assessment (arrived at through retreatment, etc.). (42)


However, as the saying ‘goes as above, so below’… (43)


In attempting to better understand the apparent dysfunction of a narrative we will also need to better understand the levels and layers in its objectification (on an object level in meta-status). Let me explain these very novel ideas. (44)

Let us say that the performance of a narrative is primarily directed from a meta-textual perspective through the genres adopted and adopted by the ‘body’ of that narrative in question. However, the ‘body’ of a narrative is also operated upon through interfacing the world of lived-experience. Let me describe the nature of such ‘grounding’ as entailing its narrational recounting, founding and the integration of the former aspects. I.e., in recounting the body of the narrative, the narrative is disseminated through linear processes of exposition. A certain story is told, through recounting a series of events, that may or may not be self-consistent in part or in whole, and, may well deserve to be deemed to be highly ad hoc in nature through a lack of a suitable founding in a socially constructed and shared collection of narrational events that are a mix of both cultural and individual instances of lived-experience. All cultures possess a body of experience deemed to be culturally and individually valid on the whole although as something that cannot be treated as indubitable as a total mass of information. On the other hand, the inference to be drawn by any member of that culture is that such a body of knowledge is relatively indubitable if only in the fact that it finds itself being treated in that format. ‘If witches exist in your culture then “witches exist”’. From a semantic perspective the sentence ‘witches exist’ is true iff witches can be found. However, what counts as evidence for this assertion is or should be supplied through a process of ‘evidential founding’. Unfortunately, for the party concerned, if a certain elderly woman is deemed to be a witch then we are now ostensively presented with evidence, namely, that this witch ‘exists’ and, therefore, ‘witches do actually exist, if only in the form of this specific witch’. Under interrogation (sometimes termed euphemistically as ‘relaxation’) a confession would be deemed as further proof even though delivered under such duress. In the light of such circularities what is founded must be evidentially non-circular and self-evident rather than imposed through circular forms of other-evident means of so-called ascertainment. I.e., reasonable and relatively tested rules of evidence need to be followed… (45)

However, in the apparent formation and phenomenological nature of conspiracies metaphorical like forms of founding are adopted and adapted in the light of the co-associated modes of recounting that do not do justice to the founding of such ensuing narratives. In other words, such poorly founded narratives can also be treated as poorly grounded. Inadequate grounding is also in evidence when those narratives are constructed in an ad hoc manner and are internally incoherent or self-contradictory, etc. In contrast a ‘fit narrative’ is well-founded, well-recounted and well-grounded in so far as the former elements are well-integrated together. A fit narrative would also need to possess reasonably constituted narrational objectives, i.e., sensible, obtainable and existentially oriented objectives that contribute to the overall e/valuation of that same narrative. (46)

As a rule of thumb, we can say that a fit narrative, through possessing a relatively greater sense of constitutional authenticity, is less susceptible to forms of pressure issuing from critical techniques entailing logical analysis, deconstruction, criticism, dialectical interrogation, etc. (47)

‘As above, so below’, as a motto, recognizes that a narrative also has certain depths, levels and layers on an object level in meta-status as well as a plethora of meta-textual controls, forms of influence, etc. Such parallels sometimes working together and at other times operating at crossed-purposes. That a well-designed and well-functioning narrative needs to be well-grounded through being both well-founded and well-recounted, both individually and collectively, etc. That, ultimately, the test of a narrative is its ability to existentially shape and interpret lived-experience and compare well, if not better, than other comparable narratives. Given that the de-anomalization of the perceived anomalies within a narrative deserve to be successfully dealt with as we make our passages through this world at large, through interactive forms of navigation, negotiation and arbitration, inescapably operating both before(-)others and with(-)others…
 (48)
8. Integrity II


In the problem of Integrity, I argue that a discipline has an objective sense of identity if it also has a definitive sense of a disciplinary objective that has been relatively preserved over the course of its disciplinary history. Let me look at the philosophical discipline and argue that this has occurred despite its separation from natural philosophy (science), psychology, and various changes of fashion from the Pre-Socratic to the Socratic, from Platonism to Middle Platonism to Neoplatonism, from Scholasticism to Modernism, and, then, to the Post-Modern, and, thence, to the envisaged Contemporary era currently before us? That despite such revolutions and ongoing evolutions thence this thesis that ‘the distinctive center of the philosophical discipline has maintained that semblance of an imputed disciplinary integrity!?’ (49)

The holding of this thesis is not without some degree of qualification given such schisms, forms of reinvention, modes of critical restoration, etc. (50)


My argument will more formally follow these four headings, namely, Nominative Integrity (from a historical perspective), Central Concerns (over attitudes towards truth determination), Denomination of Values (through an exploration of co-associated ordered forms of analysis
), and Existential Necessity (for the suitable specification of specific forms of behavioural treatment and re(-)direction arising from the ensuing pro-relational application of a thoroughly critical sense of existential focus). (51)

That the ancient Greeks saw themselves as being ‘philosophical’, and, that we do something very similar today despite the metaphorical water that has historically traveled under the proverbial bridge in the meantime. That this argument only states the possible affirmation of this case, and its inherent meaningfulness, since we would need to argue that similar attitudes and practices of yesteryear still persist with us today. (52)

As argued in the Pursuit, the general pursuit of the philosophical discipline is in taking up a general attitude towards the central issue of truth determination. That entertaining an attitude towards truth determination is central to the instantiation of the philosophical discipline! (53)


In particular terms, I claim that a philosophical enterprise is concerned with various forms of valuational formation, a consideration best delineated through an ordered analysis. I.e., in trans-cognitive terms, e.g., noting a first order interest in semantic units of significance (First Order); observing the semantic integration of the former and its confluence with an aesthetic field of determination (Second Order); noting de-ontological forms of e/valuation (Third Order); calculating pragmatical forms of e/valuation (Fourth Order); determining possibilitiy in a variety of formats and forms and its representation of hermeneutical evaluation (Fifth Order); and, considerations of factual establishment (Sixth Order). (54)

That from these six orders, treated both individually and collectively, the entirety of the overall philosophical field along with its subfields of philosophical research can be either delineated and/or interrelated. (55)

From the first order and second order we get a semantic thematization and use of logic. Moreover, from the sixth order, of factual (ontical) determination, we get the resource material for identity formation. From an economic appreciation of logic we could argue that atomic semantic considerations in the first order direct the principle of the excluded middle; that molecular semantic considerations in the second order direct the principle of non-contradiction, and factual material from both fifth and sixth orders, but preferably the latter, direct a principle of identity. Hence such considerations are figured in and configure the logical economy based on the principles of identity, excluded middle and non-contradiction. E.g., consider ‘square-tables’ (that have a second ordered cognitive/trans-cognitive status) and ‘tables misdescribed as both simultaneously round and square’, i.e., ‘square round tables’ (that have no positive second ordered status). The semantic ‘atoms’ of ‘roundness’, ‘squareness’ and ‘tableness’ all demand a form of excluded middle, i.e., such a semantic element or ‘atom’ must be concerned with either x or non-x, and, nothing else in between (other than noting that pure identity is an epistemological fiction, but, that such an illusion is overlooked and dealt with through necessary forms of qualification; such as, e.g., entertaining a limited focusing on one aspect involved in that particular set of correlatives whilst also noting that all correlatives, in turn, are incorporated within a hierarchical mapping of meta-correlatives, etc., etc.). That the semantic molecule of either a ‘round-table’ or a ‘square-table’ has a second order cognitive/trans-cognitive status by virtue of the fact that the general semantic elements of two-dimensional shape can apply to the particular two-dimensional shape of a table top, and its noting its definitive specification should that be detailed, but, that roundness and squareness cannot be applied simultaneously. Hence our need to invoke the logical principle of non-contradiction. Such identities considered in general as shapes, in their particularity of form or their detailed specification can be primarily derived from an inventory of facts treated as factual, preferably in a sixth cognitive/trans-cognitive order. Hence our actual acquaintance with facts concerning ‘tables’, ‘round shapes’ and ‘square shapes’ enlist the principle of identity through the a priori-like treatment of a ‘round shape’ as ‘round’, a ‘square shape’ as ‘square’, a ‘table’ having ‘tableness’, etc. Hence the genesis of logical thematization can be centered in first, second, sixth (and fifth) orders although, once established, applies to all orders. (55)

The second cognitive/trans-cognitive orders being the basis for aesthetic judgments (discerned in the second trans-cognitive order and where its aesthetic judgments see out the delivery of objects or object-states being treated as possessing either an aesthetic and/or non-aesthetic complexion in the second cognitive order and their viable transformations entailed thereafter, from the second order to the sixth order should that be possible to be considered as either realized or not realized
). (57)

Similarly, the third trans-cognitive order is responsible for de-ontological judgments. (58)


That pragmatic e/valuation occurs in the fourth trans-cognitive order. (59)

Hence ethics primarily straddles the third and fourth trans-cognitive orders. (60)


Hermeneutic considerations of possibility, etc., being entertained in the fifth orders.
 (61)

Questions of factual status, scientific quantification and qualified research preferably being entertained in the sixth orders. As judgments in the sixth trans-cognitive order, and, as a delivered fact in the sixth cognitive order. (62)

In the same vein, we have phenomenal-phenomenological considerations centered on the first orders, hermeneutical considerations centered on the fifth orders, and, (non-systematic) existential consideration centered on the third orders (plus the promotion of a systematic sense of the existential being promoted through the enaction of an extensve suspension across all six orders). (63)

Psychological, social, political, economic and political-economic considerations taking a holistic account of both subjective and intersubjective modes of treatment form a collectively ordered perspective (and where the religionist can also locate definitions of the psychic, spiritual, theological orientations, etc.). (64)

That in effect, a general approach to the philosophical discipline is realized through assuming a certain attitude towards truth determination, where an orientation on the particularity of values in patterns of truth determination refine the former, and, where such refinement can spill over into specified forms of research, preferably, to be given a pro-relational, existentially oriented form of appreciation along with its consequent and subsequent positive re-evaluation of the e/valuation to be found as specified in a specification of a relationship, series and/or set/s of relationships in question. (65)

That all theoretical, practical and critical arguments for an existential specification of a relationship further refine and locate the philosophical enterprise in such general, particular and specific terms of reference as noted. An economic alignment between the general, particular and specific (as well as hermeneutical, phenomenological and existential forms of scrutiny) can be seen to achieve the same end, i.e., the re-centering of the philosophical discipline in this specific sense of the philosophical as to be located in the disciplinary economy overall.
 That in such an economy, interdisciplinary and hybrid disciplines can also be located, such as, e.g., rapprochements between say education and philosophy, or, the philosophy of history versus the history of philosophy, or, comparisons, say, between scientific methods and philosophical methods, etc. It could also be argued, that through existential necessity, in an observance of relatively fixed narrational objectives, that disciplines can persist in time, and, that this demonstration of apparent permanence is indicative of certain degree of stability in the re(-)dissemination of narrational objectives.  (66)

Hence the relative stability of distinctive disciplines over time as long as their narrational objectives have a similar stability of expression. (67)


Hence these four arguments titled: Nominative Integrity (from a historical perspective), Central Concerns (over attitudes towards truth determination), Denomination of Values (through an exploration of co-associated ordered forms of analysis), and Existential Necessity (for the suitable specification of specific forms of behavioural treatment and re(-)direction arising from the ensuing pro-relational application of a thoroughly critical sense of existential focus). (68)

9. Arbitration II


Obviously, processes of arbitration can hardly be approached thorough the simple invocation of aspirational economies either individually or collectively. (69)

On the other hand, arbitrational problems are more noticeable from the end-perspective of being presented and seen as problematic. Under such circumstances, normally, we just have to invoke either an adequate genre or series and/or set/s of genres to oversee the expedition of that rectificational process supervising its suitable requisition of a renormalized process of re(-)arbitration. (70) 

Of course, so much for theory. Some situations may be too complex for such an approach of mix, match and fix. That the intervention of a targeted theoretical approach might well be called for. (71)

In this regard, let me introduce the provisional, working concept of ‘hypothetical reconciliation’. (72)

It seems probable that aspirational economies would be a good place to start in building an overall theory of arbitration from the metaphorical ground up so to speak. Then, in differentiating examples of arbitrated behaviour, we might be able to discern which genres are being nominated to express such realized arbitration. However, in linking such bottom-up integrations and top-down differentiations we might, in the meantime, propose working models of what we envisage as those epistemological forces that are overseeing such processes of arbitration in between. We have a vast range of tools here to do this type of task from communication theory, theories of communicative-action, speech acts, anti-democratization/democratization  of the arbitrational process, non-theoretical and theoretical precedents, speech acts, modes of calculus, exhibition of incentives and penalties, demonstrations of social approbation and approval, and so on and so forth. In effect, we need to account for modes of prioritization in which we prioritize our own private ambitions, observe how society/societies prioritizes its/their priorities for us, and how we reconcile such disparate objectives both before(-)others and with(-)others… In effect, reconciling such modelling with the reality of the situation in question, preferably, where those considerations are also intuitively observed in an existential light (which provides another whole layer of significance to this overall process of arbitration). (73)

I would also like to suggest, that exercising an informed (extensive) suspension could also better facilitate and expedite suitable forms of positive resolution. That, to some extent, chaotic phenomena are in a better position to spontaneously ‘calculate’ the envisualizaiton of anticipated simulated outcomes, through pro-relational non-calculative, modes of judgmental resolution that, on balance, should prove to be more mutually beneficial, existentially, to both the ensuing persistence of those relationships themselves and those parties entailed therein. Noting, through economic correlativity, that the adequately required thematization of a suspension of any aspect of the economic should induce the suspension of co-associated moments, and, thence, to be extended to the formation of a more comprehensive sense of an extensive suspension. (74)

In the cooking and eating of sausages, it is not necessary to know how they were made. Similarly, in confronting and expediting responsible patterns of arbitrational resolution our intuitions, identification of appropriate genres and their limitations, experience, forms of testimony, precedents, expectations, anticipations, imputations, modes of intervention, convenient forms of calculus, the defining of intentional objectives and consequences, etc., could all contribute to the success of such a complex process of relational alignment through the realization of rectified and re(-)normalized patterns of behaviour expedited through relatively successful processes of arbitration. (75)

That, in essence, arbitration calls for an alignment between personal and interpersonal forms of aspiration that must transcend mere individual and personal aspirational objectives. (76)

10. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

These four philosophical problems all rely on forms of re(-)alignment in order to achieve some degree of resolution. Hence it is apposite to review these same problems together given that they depend for their resolution on a similarity of mechanism, namely, alignment realized through forms of ongoing re-alignment!
 (77)

In the problem of Re-Purposing, we ask of a narrative that its becomes more fully aligned with its own potential and, by such means, convert a relatively passive aspect of the critical into a more active, and perhaps transformative, commentary on the nature of its own constitution, the current manner of its performance, a redefining of its narrational objectives, a re-direction of its consequential trajectories in order to successfully rectify and re(-)normalize the entailed pathway/s enacted through the coursing of that redefined sense of a narrative. (78)

Through from such ongoing processes of re-alignment, through the reactivation of such active and transformative elements, hopefully, in effect, that narrative might be found able to reconstitute itself in a manner that is more ‘fit’ for purpose. That to achieve this ideal, various strategies would need to be successfully expedited. That such precision would need to be situationally inferred and ascertained as successful through its positive, comparative re-e/valuation of that narrational economy. That in re-purposing of a narrative we seek to re-express this critical dimension in this hope that that narrative can reform itself in such a manner so as to expedite a critical reconstitution of its performance in order to improve outcomes of both a relatively non-existential tenor and an existential tenor. Hence the import of this concept of re-purposing. (79)

In Counteraction we set out to describe the relatively ad hoc or non-ad hoc status of a certain narrative, series and/or set/s of narratives, and, in the light of such an ascertainment of that narrative, conducted in terms of either its phenomenal-phenomenological descriptions, hermeneutical prescriptions and/or existential proscriptions, we seek, therein and thereafter, to rectify and renormalize that narrative in such a manner that it becomes more aligned with a redefining of its own narrational objectives, etc. Although, correctly, it is the relationship itself that oversees such existentialization. (80)

On a more object level in meta-status, we seek to better found, recount and ground that overall narrative. Subjecting such narrations to a more coherent, less contradictory state of recounting; establishing sufficient degrees of evidential founding, and, overall, integrating the apparent (irreducible
) objectivity of the narrative with its meta-textual performance of genres, etc., in order to better oversee more productive forms of outcome. Again, hopefully, instantiating an existential transformation in outcomes, etc. In effect, promoting a processes of re(-)alignment that augur well for the application of that specific narrative.  (81)


In a resolution of the problem of Integrity, the claim that distinctive disciplines, e.g., the philosophical discipline, relatively maintain their distinctive disciplinary center of a center I ran four arguments. (82)
First, I argued that there is still an historical alignment between the self-descriptions of that discipline in question over the course of a certain time period. (83)
In a second argument, I noted the preoccupation that philosophy has and should have with question of truth determination (both, individually, in general, particular and on more specific levels of critical re(-)deployment, and, collectively, through noting that three levels themselves should find a certain level of productive alignment). (84)
In a third argument, I noted that values are co-associated with truth determination and that an ordered analysis is one way to skillfully determine the same. (85)
In a fourth argument, I noted a certain existential necessity is ever present that has a good habit of re(-)directing relationships in a positively existential direction and that this is also another reason why such disciplinary integrity was observed being maintained (on the grounds of such demonstrated existential persistence). (86)

In regard to the problem of Arbitration, I noted that aspirational economies would be a good place to commence, and, that we should note that the genres being utilized in finalized processes of arbitration would be the obvious place where we would end, but, that all else in between would need forms of hypothetical reconciliation as we attempt to link the former to the latter, and so on. By such means accepting that such theoretical complexity, for the moment, has not bridged this gap between the relative simplicity of aspirational negotiations and the end result of a relatively successful process of arbitration. That, in a certain existential sense, arbitration is often successfully managed in and through the well-managed relationship… (87)


That, effectively, the process of arbitration is realized through modes of increasing re(-)alignment that might well be arrived at through the chaotic mechanisms of the suspension given that arbitration is nothing other than a complex process of judgmental appreciation, and, that judgment itself, is centered in the process of a(n extensive) suspension (and preferably enacted by the relationship itself). (88)


Looking into the complex nature of arbitration, that mode of being before others in which we prioritize our own hierarchy of aspirations in the light of those presented by others, and v.v., it was deemed necessary that a process of alignment between personal and subjective hierarchies in aspirational prioritization and interpersonal and intersubjective hierarchies in social expressions of aspirational prioritization are thankfully observed, to some degree or other, more often than not… (89)

That in essence, in the sketched out resolution of these four philosophical problems, patterns of alignment, realized through ongoing processes of re(-)alignment, were a central feature. Hence the relatively successful resolution of these four philosophical problems, entertained in parallel, essentially devolved about this particular concept of ‘alignment’. (90)
          Noël Tointon, Wentworth Fall, 2.2.21.

Postscript in the Form of a Foreword:

In the exposition of this essay, a certain number of concepts would need to be given a preparatory exposition, namely the tripartite nature of economies; the imputed nature of a narrational economy, the concept of alignment; the complex nature of the extensive suspension; the introduction of an ordered philosophy (although it might more profitably be circumvented or its purport merely indicated in passing), etc. (94) N.T.
� 	1Q. Series of Reflections on What it Means to Be ‘Critical’? Part III – Specific Examinations.





� 	Implying the cooperation of hermeneutical, phenomenological, and existential subdisciplines respectively.


� 	This convention of mine ‘(-)’ indicating either both relatively non-existential ‘x y’ and relatively existential ‘x-y’, or, when contextually appropriate, as a process of rectification through re-alignment that involves a mix of re-de-mis-alignment, conformal realignment (usually at the level of genres, narratives) and/or re-alignment in a relatively chaotic sense of re-direction.


� 	An ordered analysis is a philosophical tool that notes that there we can only delineate six types of value individually although they can be combined together to form hybrid forms of collective e/valuation. Those six types of value, starting from the first order, are pre-essential atomic essentiality, molecular essentiality/aestheticality, deontological, pragmatical, hermeneutical and factual forms of e/valuation. Elsewhere I have argued that we can arrive at these six forms of e/valuation through a subtle preferencing/de-preferencing of the moments of the archetypal economy, namely, Object, Ego and World. E.g., individually preferencing these three moments gives us first ordered, third ordered and fifth ordered forms of e/valuation (that are also, primarily, phenomenal-phenomenological, non-systematic existential, and hermeneutical respectively). On the other hand, de-preferencing the Object moment relatively privileges both the Ego and World moments which gives us access to the fifth order of hermeneutical/potential forms of e/valuation. However, on a deeper epistemological level of organization, these relatively distinctive forms of evaluation can be overridden with more complex forms of accommodation. E.g., in my much repeated example of an architect commissioned to design a bridge they must appeal to positive forms of both deontological third trans-cognitively ordered e/valuation and pragmatical fourth trans-cognitively ordered e/valuation since this bridge must be constructed in such a manner that it does not injure people nor fall down, and, efficiently stay within a reasonable budget, use materials that can be easily acquired. I would also argue that an implicit third trans-cognitively ordered form of aesthetical e/valuation should also be invoked since the form of the bridge, hopefully, should also make a positive, aesthetic statement upon the landscape. Orders are imputed on pre-cognitive, cognitive and trans-cognitive levels of epistemological organization. Post-cognitive considerations would note the nature of the e/valuation that was delivered and how it was received as such.


� 	E.g., an abstract noun can be integrated in the second order, thought of and about in a third order, but, is not directly capable of being perceived in a concrete perceptual form.


� 	By ‘possible’ is meant either potential, possible, highly probable, and/or non-virtually/virtually potent, etc. Noting that neither absolutistical possibility or impossibility is to be correctly countenanced. That possibility-actuality is registered on a discontinuity of a spectrum whose extreme polarities cannot be definitively obtained; i.e., neither encountered, recognized and/nor engaged.


� 	Moreover, extremist/non-extremist treatments along the realistic lines of the phenomenological can also be utilized to create extremist/non-extremist forms of realism; the idealistic treatment of the existential being utilized to created extremist/non-extremist forms of idealism, and, similarly, where the hermeneutical orientation can oversee forms of extremist/non-extremist theory of a semantic persuasion.


� 	Refer to the essay in Volume III titled: 1P. Series of Reflections on What it Means to Be ‘Critical’? Part I – General Investigations.


 


� 	‘Irreducible’ by virtue of the fact that all co-associated states of correlativity are never absolutistically identical with one another. Hence the irreducibility of the intentional object(ive) along with the co-associated irreducibility of the subject or subjects involved in at relationship in question. Such irreducibility also be extended to the inter-objective and inter-subjective aspects of a relationship.





