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1U. Defining Competence in the Philosophical Discipline?*
0. Preamble

A philosopher is a participant in a discipline, namely, the broad discipline of philosophy, and, where their ‘participation’ is enacted through a mix of modes that are either passive, active and/or engaged in orientation, and, where they are seen to act either as a professional and/or as an amateur. I would like to argue that without such ‘participation’ there can be no considerations of ‘philosophical competence’ as a form of ‘disciplinarian competence’.
 Moreover, I would also like to argue that competence needs to come with ‘comprehension’ in order to address anomalies that appear to fall outside the sphere of a merely formulated set of responses where such participants can then re(-)explore what is possible, what is impossible and where certain less determinant possibilities must be re-qualified. Furthermore, such ‘comprehension’ must be ‘comprehensive’, i.e., systematically open and not systematically closed; operating in a process that seeks increased degrees of integration through either economic, semantic and/or philosophical forms of complexification, etc. That a balanced approached to these four headings
 of ‘participation, competence, comprehension and comprehensiveness’ is a prerequisite for the philosopher who automatically enters a first division and who aspires to successfully criticize an exponent with second divisional pretensions. (0)

1. Introduction


Let me use this Preamble as a linear template for the structuring of this paper as I address, in the order of their sequence, the contents introduced in that initial paragraph. In the process introducing the following concepts, namely, a working definition of philosophy, disciplines, professionalism and amateurism; participation through passive, active and engaged forms of interaction and argumentation; competence; comprehension; comprehensiveness as not a science but scientific-like, not systematically closed but systematically open; first divisional philosophy versus second divisional philosophy, etc. Ending with a set of provisional conclusions, etc. (1)

2. A Working Definition of ‘Philosophical’ 


I have equated ‘philosophical’ with ‘critical’ and ‘existential’. As a working definition let us say that ‘being philosophical’ is a ‘critical disciplinary approach that is mindful of a pro-relational dimension of the existential, is divided between theoretical, practical  and critical orientations, and concerns a mix of either passive, active and engaged modes of interactive argumentation centered in the suitable exercise of an extensive suspension’. That the distinction between a ‘professional’ and an ‘amateur’ may well be not much more than a sense of institutional recognition or a lack of the same; perhaps as reflected in the degree of institutional access that is afforded that individual participant? (2)


I am arguing here that without a(n extensive) suspension we could neither be critically oriented nor existentially mindful. As this suspension is central to judgment, critical judgment is dependent upon the suitably exercise of this suspension. Thankfully, as noted elsewhere, do one aspect of this suspension correctly and you will economically have induced the full functioning of the entire suspension; be that either wittingly and/or unwittingly exercised. (3)

‘Philosophy’ is seen as an example of a ‘discipline’ whether enacted by a professional and/or as an amateur. In a disciplinary economy we have a disciplinary sense of difference that phenomenologically defines that discipline through that disciplinary differential; a disciplinary sense of valuational formation in the form of a hermeneutically oriented meta-disciplinary differential; and, a nonsystematic existential sense of a non-difference or non-disciplinary differential through its integration with and intervention within the ‘secular world’. The import of the disciplinary economy is such that the disciplinary difference or difference defines how the world is seen differently from the rest of the world relatively defined as the ‘secular world’ in comparison to that disciplinary sense of world. The value of such an attitude being formulated within its sense of a meta-differential. For a first-divisional philosopher, I perceive this philosophical value as both ‘critical’ and ‘existential’. I.e., in an engaged sense the philosopher existentially intervenes in the world to oversee its beneficial enrichment through this existential care and concern for others engineered on the behalf of our relationships ostensively supervised by those relationships themselves to that extent those relationships empower us to act on their behalf. The pro-relational attitude overcomes this difference between the disciplinary world and its co-associated sense of a secular world and hence the ‘presence’ of this sense of a disciplinary non-differential as a re-integrating non-disciplinary difference. (4)

Without disciplinary participation in some form or other there can be no sense of disciplinary competence. As noted, that participation is either passive, active and/or engaged. As implied, engaged participation is that exercised by a first-divisional philosopher acting from a critical, existential perspective. Such an attitude is pro-relational and is centered in an engaged suspension attuned to relational process of re(-)self-organization arrived at pre-conditionally through suitable forms of incremental orchestration. A passive participation is arrived at through non-active and non-engaged forms of participation and is centered in a passive, phenomenologically oriented suspension. E.g., reading philosophy books, observing the world, debating ideas with yourself, philosophically reflecting of the responses of both self and others, etc. In an active form of participation, the philosopher through conversation and activity joins in with other philosophers, other disciplinarians and the secular world albeit from a philosophical perspective that is hermeneutically oriented that is also focused on the practical refinement of genres, narratives, and other meta-textual devices, etc. Such a more practical attitude towards the relatively non-existential dimension is centered in an active suspension without necessarily directly referencing an existential dimension. Which is quite understandable as the existential dimension is more often than not overlooked. However, this does not necessarily imply that in this attitude there is no care and concern for the welfare of both others and one own sense/s of self. Ideally, we should accept that all three attitudes have a positive role to play, but, preferably, one conducted through a suitable balance of all three. Furthermore, we should also recognize that this semblance of a dynamic balance is not arrived at through the equality of all three attitudes just as breadmaking does not depend on equal amounts of yeast, water and flour. (5)
3. Defining ‘Competence’ as a ‘Work in Progress’


In an ad hoc appreciation of what ‘being competent’ might mean we could well start with the notion that there is a need for ‘suitable argumentation’.
 I.e., properly formulated philosophical problems or processes of problematization subjected to appropriate forms of reflection and argumentation whose effective resolution is arrived through apposite forms of either confirmation and/or verification (i.e., conformation), and, the net impact of such reflections is disseminated accordingly through forms of either direct intervention and/or indirect intervention.
 Hence the philosophical need for sound premises, argument and conclusions, and, where those conclusions should preferably operate within the terms and dictates of an existential-consequentialism. As a measure of such competence, we should look for a reasonable number of hallmarks and indicators like, e.g., integrity, veracity, conformation, relevance, richness and enrichment, degrees of resolutional successfulness, as well as existential hallmarks and indicators along the absence of contraindications like a successful first-divisional critique pointing out the presence of various forms of fallacious argumentation, various forms of philosophical abuse, as noted elsewhere through deconstruction, other modes of demonstration, and so on. In essence, our philosophical intuitions should be trained to detect forms of philosophical inauthenticity, and, then, demonstrate retrospectively why such defective disseminations deserve the critical assessments meted out to them along with a pragmatic appreciation of whether such approaches should be either salvaged or jettisoned given the exigencies of current circumstances. On a more positive note, ‘competence’ is a ‘metaphorical or comparative measure of overall philosophical successfulness’ hopefully achieved and demonstrated by first divisional means.  (6)
4. The Comprehensive Work of Competence Depends on Comprehension

The characteristic nature of the world at large is chaotic. Competence demands comprehension in order to deal more flexibly with chaotic phenomena. A system could be described as ‘perfectly competent’ if every response in such a reference frame is already adequately predetermined under such a priori conditions. But, need it be said, the world at large cannot be so described, and, even in such a reference frame if reality should intrude then not all situations could be perfectly envisaged given that chaotic bifurcations will eventually be arrived at through incremental forms of conditional addition or subtraction, etc. Therefore, comprehension is required for the flexible and productive supervision of (disciplinary) competence. (7)

‘Comprehension’ is to be ‘creatively arrived at through an open modeling of phenomena that is comprehensive enough to oversee the satisfactory performance of suitable responses in a majority of situational-occurrences’. In other words, the competent disciplinarian needs to know what is possible, what is impossible and such determinations are difficult to currently ascertain for whatever reason or reasons. (8)
5. A Working Sense of Comprehension Needs to be Suitably Comprehensive

By ‘comprehensive’ is meant ‘being systematically open and not systematically closed’. It also means ‘knowing which transformations are possible, which transformations are impossible, and, which transformations cannot currently be decided as being either possible or impossible, and, where qualifications of all of the above may need to be written or rewritten in order to reconsider such criteria’.
 Hence the constructive economy deals with transformational possibility, impossibility, and, those situations that are currently or permanently uncertain in this former regard. (9)

In accordance with philosophical treatment, as envisaged to date, we come to the prospect of our research projects and programs with our prejudices as prejudgments. I.e., starting with what is both to hand and is relevant. Various transformations are therein envisaged. Then, subjected to a suitable process of suspension this treatment is qualified through retreatment with the ensuing processes of perturbational re(-)direction being iteratively re(-)considered if necessary (as a form of error correction). Intervention being enacted should the de-suspended-suspension of retreatment appear to re(-)direct the responsible enaction of such intervention.
 That intervention being deemed existentially oriented should such intervention enhance the existential status of that affected by such interventions. Let me proffer the following simple exemplification of this process. (10)

I know ‘red apples usually mean that they are ripe’, but, ‘that not all apples ripen with a red complexion nor do all apples with a red complexion mean that they are as yet ripe’. From the fruit bowl I take one red apple and my sense of smell tells me that it is probably ripe or ripe enough for me to both eat and enjoy the eating of this apple. With my knife I cut a small sample of this apple, and then eat that same sample. I chew this small portion of apple and duly find that I am correct, this apple indeed, is quite edible and very enjoyable to eat. It is my confirmation of this supposition, directly through tasting, that this red apple is delicious to eat. But this current ‘confirmation’ is also a ‘verification of prior knowledge held’, namely, that red apples, that smell nicely, are probably edible and, most likely, are quite delicious to eat. In this instance, my prejudices, as prejudgments, have been confirmed verifying past knowledge. In this process of conformation my world as currently understood, in general, has been preserved. Through the suspension, in this instance, this conformation has been allowed to stand. Hence the value of my twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’. I.e., our working knowledge has a preconditional basis of a relatively integrated hierarchy of truth claims that if I should make a claim that is either falsely constructed or is found to be false imputed then I always have the ability to tentatively reverse such a claim and recover the metaphorical ‘ground’ beneath such a claim to find, once again, a footing that appears to assure me that I have successfully restarted this process of truth re(-)assessment once more. Hence these twin concepts of insurance and assurance insure that wrongly made claims can be rectified by returning to ‘grounds’ that are more assured and re(-)doing such assessments therein and thereafter, hopefully, strengthening my truth claims to be made through such deliberative rectification and re(-)normalization knowing that I can never be indubitably assured, but, at the same time, never indubitably non-assured. Just as no person could ever tell a complete lie since we must more tell the truth in order to dissimulate some small detail or details of the same in the commission of that lie (and similarly through an act of deception dependent upon a small set of omissions). As a consequence, in the process either re(-)navigating, re(-)negotiating and/or re(-)arbitrating such grounds for consensus, etc., through reiterated processes of confirmation, verification, conformation, consensus, and so on. (11)

Having such a ‘working body of knowledge’ means we are already modelling ‘this world through such knowledge’. Against the general stability of this edifice we entertain either past imputations, future expectations and/or current anticipations although more usually it is a mix of such temporal attitudes. Here ‘edification’ should be viewed as ‘relatively radical ways of re-seeing what is still relatively superficial in this scheme of things’.
 But, that, despite such relative superficiality, small incremental shifts in vision can chaotically induce quite considerable degrees of revision just as a small quantity of yeast creates quite different types of bread from its unleavened counterparts! (12)

Just as the tools we use in the world, directly and indirectly, model that same sense of world. E.g., a spade is used to dig a garden or field and through its use gives us a sense of world that is ‘spadable’. Interestingly, where the world is not spadable also tells us even more about this world at large. I.e., that some parts of the world are spadable and other parts are less spadable and for some parts of this world a spade has no use whatsoever. In a similar sense, our linguistic tools will also mirror the world to some extent although more informative are the conditions for when either transformations are allowed or when those transformations are not allowed and those conditions where qualified forms of transformations cannot be determined as either being allowed or not allowed... (13)

Through conformation we find we have some sense of ‘feeling at home in this world at large’, because, if we do not feel currently at home in this world the recognition of such an anomaly already presupposes our imagining what it might be like to feel more at home in this same sense of a world. A world of qualified freedom that is to be lived both through(-)others and with(-)others, a world where our freedom is arrived at through others just as others must forever find their freedom through us… (14)

‘Comprehensive’ in the sense of being ‘open to chaotic phenomena’, etc. ‘Being systematic’ without ‘having a system’. Being ‘scientific’ without insisting philosophy is an indubitable ‘science’ (because even the discipline of science, and its various sciences, cannot maintain a vision of the indubitable, and so on). Being ‘scientific’ to the extent that ‘truth claims need to be tested’ but not subjecting such a pursuit to the impossible task of an absolutistical vision of truth determination/s, or non-truth determination/s! (15)

‘Comprehensive’ also in the sense of being ‘expansive’ and ‘not subject to impossible or unnecessary forms of closure’! An expansive approach enriched, e.g., through forms of economic, semantic and philosophical complexification… forming parallels and connections, entertaining predictions and discerning whether such qualified forms of speculation have truth determinations that can be made and iteratively re(-)demonstrated, etc. Enriching our economic forms of understanding through parallels arranged on archetypal forms of alignment that demonstrate their relevant enrichment by such means. Just, as e.g., reduction or analysis has a temporal orientation that faces the past, and, in contrast, synthesis or reconstitution has a future oriented leaning. That a resolution of such a past-future contrast produces a sense of the present, etc; be that found in either a non-existential and historical orientation and/or in an existential and ahistorical orientation sometimes referred to as the ‘eternal moment’ or the ‘living or ongoing present’, etc. Similarly, in semantic complexification we find forms of semantic integration either within a semantic map and/or between semantic maps (but never in the formation of a so-called perfected form of integration in a definite, definitive integration of all manner of semantic map-making). Philosophically, complexification can also be used as a tool to emergently enrich the connections that create, preserve and conserve forms of valuational formation that assist us in our passages through this overall world-of-life…
  (16)
6. Working towards an Open Conclusion 


On reflection, I would also like to contend that a balanced approached to these four headings of participation, competence, comprehension and comprehensiveness would and should serve the philosopher well. Along this path, just travelled, what else might we say? (17)

As first-divisional philosophers we need to participate through a mix of passive, active and engaged modes of philosophical interaction. (18)

To be competent as philosophers we need to observe those conditions that promote competence and remove those conditions that impede or obstruct in-depth forms that demote competence and promote incompetence. (19)

In order to deal with the chaotic nature of lived-experience we necessarily need to acquire the relevant degree of comprehension through a modelling of our world that is also proper, appropriate and apposite, i.e., suitable, and relevant to the nature of our research. (20)

Moreover, we need to develop a comprehensive spirit that is open, centered in a balance of treatment and retreatment; where through the de-suspended-suspension of the latter we recognize the obvious need for the exercise of the extensive suspension, and, therein and thereafter, our productive and insightfully re(-)directed re(-)alignment with this world as lived, this overall world-of-life. Thankfully, a task made easier through economic induction wherein, through enacting well one aspect of the extensive suspension a full suspension will automatically follow accordingly (through economic correlativity that notes the suspension entertains and is entertained in a sense of ‘entangled holism’ that is creatively aligned with lived-experience as refracted through the existential nature of a pro-relational attitude). Treating philosophy as a critically enacted discipline that demands to be suitably conducted through an existential-interventionalism. Censuring closure, promoting viable and relevant forms of complexification that contribute to a philosophical enrichment of our lives as lived before(-)others, for(-)others, and for(-)our own sense/s of self, and, therein and thereafter, will help us to find an enhanced sense of existential freedom, both individually and collectively, through this demonstration of such disciplinary competence…. (21)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 10.5.21.
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� 	In the next essay I will be addressing ‘disciplinarian competence’ in the light of this paper.


� 	From an alliterative point of view ‘the four p’s’.


� 	The reader might recognize that ‘suitable’ is code for ‘phenomenologically proper, hermeneutic appropriateness and (non-systematic and systematic) existential appositeness’. By ‘non-systematic existential’ is economically meant ‘the so-called third dialectical moment’. Whereas, in inducing an existential orientation that non-systematic form takes on a more overt, systematic economic form of expression (arrived at through the ongoing existential resolution of the relatively non existential).


� 	E.g., through giving advice or publishing a philosophical book of paper.


�	With more than a ‘nod’ to constructor theory. Giving the bimodal expression of possible versus impossible a trimodal reinterpretation through the addition of relatively uncertainty or that which need to be re(-)qualified, etc.


� 	For a more recent revisiting of this philosophical tool of retreatment refer to the essay III.1O. 


� 	Interpreting ‘edification’ as explored by Richard Rorty in his sense of being ‘relatively radical, unsettling, setting a new consensus, etc.’, rather than merely confirming past forms of conformation per se. In this sense we can treat ‘edification’ as being ‘productively insightful’.


� 	Note, that I use the expression ‘valuational formation’ to indicate the e/valuation of identity/identification, function/functionality, and, matters of value more directly pertaining to either aesthetical value (in a second trans-cognitive ordering), deontological value (in a third trans-cognitive ordering), and pragmatical value (in a fourth trans-cognitive ordering). The other three forms of ordered e/valuation being pre-essential essential e/valuation (in a first trans-cognitive ordering), hermeneutical e/valuation (in a fifth trans-cognitive ordering) and ontical or factual e/valuation (in a sixth trans-cognitive ordering). Economically, all six form of subtle preferentially organized treatment co-occur but find an expressed form through forms of subtle preferential/de-preferential treatments of the archetypal moments (of Object, Ego and World) in the archetypal economy as discussed elsewhere. E/valuation can also be seen to occur in and on other levels of epistemological organization such as the (Pre-Pre-Intentional), Pre-Intentional, Intentional and the Post-Intention or Consequential Realm of Lived-Experience) as well as in judgmental terms of reference as to be found appreciated in a Trans-Intentional Aspect [along with its trans-cognitive orderings]).





