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1T. Summary: 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 the previous essay
 (in this third volume) four areas of concern were addressed after being noted in the final section of another essay 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)
1. Introduction


In this Summary, these four problematic concerns will be briefly re-visited and once more a resolution will be put forward. To conclude, I will note the role played by the application of the concept of alignment (realized through re-alignment, itself a product of either phenomenologically oriented re-de-mis-alignment, hermeneutically oriented realignment and/or existentially oriented re-alignment). Some brief definitions:

Re(-)Purposing: re(-)promoting a critical aspect resident in narratives.

Counteraction: treating ad hoc narratives through re-alignment with lived-experience.

Integrity: arguing that disciplines with stable narrational objectives retain their identity.
Arbitration: the social necessity to negotiate agreements through the use of narratives. (2)

 *
For latest version of this text: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html 
2. Re(-)Purposing III (A third approach in dealing with this concept)

I perceive (the tripartite nature of) the narrational economy to entail narrational facts, a set of narratives, and, a critical aspect that assesses the nature of the relationship between the former. (3)

I argue for the above along the following lines. The driver of a narrative is the discernment of a set of interrelated anomalies. Those anomalies being found either in those fact, between facts, between facts and narratives, between narratives, between narratives and their internal critiques and/or within critiques exercised with a certain narrative or set of co-associated narratives. Our ability to monitor this de-anomalization of the anomalous experiences accounting for the existence of this critical aspect to the narrational economy. However, this resolution is realized on a spectrum with, on one end, definitive resolution terminating that narrative, to qualified forms of relatively ongoing resolution without the termination of that narrative, to processes of inadequate resolution (within the framework of a relatively less integrated narrative). (4)

This conjecture of an equally important critical aspect situated within the overall ambit of a narrative does suggest that narratives should have the ability to both critically monitor and redirect the course of their own narrational formations. (5)


Therefore, it would be natural to then ask how this critical aspect could be promoted in order to render a narrative relatively rectified and re(-)normalized? (6)

Various metaphors could be put forward to explain this relative quiescence that would also suggest a possible strategy for its relative promotion. E.g., obstruction, suppression, distraction, avoidance, non-incentivization, domination by a relatively more power narrative either personally resident or interpersonally shared, etc.
 (7)

Adopting and adapting a strategy for the re-promotion of this critical aspect I have nominated as ‘re-purposing’, i.e., rendering a narrative as ‘more fit for purpose’. (8)

However, in a narrative that is markedly constituted with relatively ad hoc non-factual material and unrealistic narrational objectives, etc., e.g., an unfounded conspiracy, a text essentially characterized by misinformation, disinformation and/or malinformation, etc.,  then this facility may well be ‘switched off’ or ‘neutralized’ or ‘rendered inoperable’ for whatever reason or reasons. (9)

Hence this optimism, albeit qualified, that a narrative has this inherent ability to critically re-direct the course of its own narrational direction. (10)

3. Counteraction III

In either confronting and/or being confronted by a text that is essentially characterized as relatively ad hoc in its constituted construction a course of counteraction might well be deemed to be both possible and necessary. In this regard, we need to appreciate the nature of that textual situation in need of such remediation. (11)

Meta-textual features like our appreciation of con-textual types of textual situations, genres, narratives, personae, narrational objectives and narrational self-assessments are all relatively intersubjective in orientation. On an object-oriented meta-level, we observe that even ‘surfaces’ have constitutional forms of ‘depth’. (12)

On an object level, I perceive, hypothetically, a variety of texts that fall into various varieties, e.g., founding texts that factually link recounted texts to lived-experience, and, where a text can be treated as well-grounded when both founding links and recounted texts are both individually and collectively subjected to the requisite degrees of integration that would then establish that text as a relatively truthful representation of either some other set of texts and/or as a set of texts that are referentially referring to itself or themselves. (13)

Ideally, a textual representation should be aligned with lived-experience as had within the embrace of the life-world (and, where, metaphorically, we find an alignment between their respective hyphens). (14)

Where the meta-textual import of a set of propositions is able to be judged as true by virtue of its alignment with a set of proposition expressed on the object level by reference to the demonstration of an isomorphic correspondence and either the inferred, imputed and/or anticipated reality of that representation can also be either demonstrated directly and/or indirectly.
 By ‘reality’ is meant that ‘that propositional form can be found in representative experience’. (15)

Hopefully, in this process of rectification and re(-)normalization, the hypothetical critical aspect of narratives can be re(-)purposed in order to critically oversee the course of those reflections, etc. (16)
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] (17)

4. Integrity III

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.
 [10] (18)


To make this point is controversial, and not without qualification. However, let me briefly defend this position. (19)


I would argue that every discipline has its own take on the world and this is reflected in its inherent sense of a relatively unique ‘disciplinary difference’. Just as the disciplinary tasks of an historian is quite different from, say, the disciplinary work of either a theologian or shoe-shiner. (20)

We could invoke the hypothetical background of a ‘secular world’ (basically devoid of disciplines) and then note that the sincere disciplinarian then sees their overall vision of the world as this secular background plus their distinctive way of viewing this same world. Subtracting the ‘secular vision of the world’ from ‘their overall vision of the world’ then gives us the respective ‘disciplinary difference’ in question. (21)


In the course of writing The Pursuit I have modified my understanding of what is relatively essential or unique to the philosophical discipline, namely, the relative necessity of adopting a general attitude towards truth determination; a particular vision of truth determinations falling under certain distinctive types of valuational formation (i.e., values, etc.
)’ and, a specific reading of a certain situation or type of situation preferably enacted from an existential perspective. (22)

This stability of disciplinary directedness is established through the relative stability of disciplinary objectives (somewhat on par with narrational objectives but established across a certain field or ‘prospect’ rather than a specific narrative per se). I would also argue, in passing, that various aspects hived off from a more traditional vision of the philosophical discipline have actually refined its three main objectives as just noted on general, particular and specific levels of application. So, arguing, e.g., that doing science is not a primary objective of the philosopher although not preventing a philosopher from being interested in a ‘philosophy of science and the natural world’, albeit conducted primarily from a philosophical perspective. Similarly, loosing the field of psychology in the late 19th century has done likewise. (23)

Hence Contemporary Philosophy would seem somewhat akin to the themes that concerned an ancient Greek philosopher just a much as 18th century philosophy is still referred to as ‘philosophy’ despite the disciplinary twists and turns, fads and fashions being dealt with more recent philosophical explorations. (24)


In effect, the philosopher over time relatively oscillates about a disciplinary sense of center given the persistence of certain philosophical objectives that relatively frame the distinctive nature of that discipline. Just as, more or less, the primary objective of a shoe-shiner is ‘to shine shoes’. (25)
5. Arbitration III

The process of ‘arbitration’ notes the complexity involved in personal-interpersonal negotiations. But, forms of agreement have to be entered into given our freedom to be is only guaranteed through others and v.v! (26)


On a very simple level I have explored an aspirational economy (and its necessary non-extremist cooperation between realistically, idealistically and pragmatically oriented contributions). However, in non-virtual terms we cannot immediately instigate the successful expedition of either a short-term project or long-term program and hence this inevitable displacement of our emplacement in the world at large has to be progressively and incrementally de-displaced through forms of re-prioritization between our own personal goals and those set for us by society, etc. (27)

An integrated theoretical approach would or could start with an aspirational economy and then, by various integrated strategies, proceed to a point of complexity suitably able to represent what occurs in daily life (basically on par with a theory of communicative action). Or, and my preferred solution, is to start with an observation of how agreements are arrived at and through various differentiated strategies drill down to those mechanisms that can effectively account for such arbitrated processes of negotiation. The more earnest and optimistic explorer might then wish to continue to drill down even further in the hope of meeting up with the relative simplicity of aspirational economies or their equivalents. Much like two sets of tunnellers meeting halfway. (28)

But just as we are happy to eat sausages cooked for us without necessarily needing to know how sausages are made, I suggest that a relatively superficial appreciation of both meta-textual and object-level approaches could circumvent the intricate complexities that would be most likely involved in communicative theory. (29)

This more limited approach would note that meta-textual considerations can be briefly filed under six heading, namely, con-text(ual type)s (of situations in which) genres (are invoked), narratives, personae, narrational objectives and (narrational forms of) self-assessment. On the non-superficial treatment of object level (in textual representation with a suitable textual economy) I perceive the need to note the following, namely, the recounting of a narrative, the founding or linking of the same to lived-experience, and the integrated treatment both individually and collectively of the same. I.e., in an effort to rectify and re(-)normalize a relatively ad hoc narrative or set of narratives. (30)

That basically, narratives are meant to be engaged intersubjectively! The differential treatment of the same, on a superficial level, should reveal why people have such a relatively profound understanding of complex positions of others and where only small incremental shifts in intentional direction is sometimes all that is needed to engineer a mutually beneficial form of agreement. That, in many ways, the meta-textual templates for such renegotiations are already public knowledge and only await re-adoption and re-adaptation, etc. (31)
10. Provisional Conclusions, etc., Version I

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] (32)

10. Provisional Conclusions, etc., Version II

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 such 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 {deliberate} 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] (33)
          Noël Tointon, Wentworth Fall, 5.2.21.
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� 	Interestingly, this domination by a more powerful discourse has occurred in two very recent political situations, witness, the Australian politician Craig Kelly having to recant his disinformation on vaccination, and, in the US where the controversial congress woman Marjorie Taylor Greene has also had to recant many of her outlandish views, albeit without apologizing.


� 	Indirectly invoking a Tarskian semantic theory of truth. Refer to Series of Reflections on what it Means to be Critical – Part I (Vol III, 1P.29-33).


� 	1S. The Working through a Resolution of Four Problems: paragraph no. 9, (III.1S.9).


� 	Ibid,. 1S.10.


� 	I.e., identity, functionality and values (and divided up, with some overlap, between six distinctly ordered forms of e/valuation, namely, semantic non-integrated pre-essentials, semantically integrated/aesthetic-essentials, deontological, pragmatical, potential/hermeneutical, and ontical (factually confirmed/verified truth determinations).


� 	Ibid. 1S.26-32.
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� 	‘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.
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