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2O. Deconstruction: Re(-)Thinking the Complexities of this Topic*
0. Pre-Introduction

What is deconstruction? A philosophical topic that remains a work in progress.
 By taking an economic approach, to this and all other topics, I have already signed up to an attitude that will not accept either the over-preferencing or under preferencing of unimodal, bimodal and trimodal formulations. There will be, however, situations when suitable degrees of relative preferencing will be called for and other occasions when such relative de-preferencing might be a better strategy. As the provisional epistemological basis for this topic I will be arguing that as texts represent their authorial intentions behind their dissemination, their attempts to both represent other texts and the world at large that, both consequently and subsequently, between such spacings these three aspects cannot be either over-preferenced or under-preferenced, either individually or collectively; it following that to do otherwise would be at the significant expense of either the reading and/or the writing of such texts. Hence, I proffer this provisional definition: Deconstruction, as an open-ended set of textual techniques, has its practical utility guaranteed by virtue of the fact that all texts are an economic mix of representative presentation of intent, co-associated textual input and extra-textual imputations, and, where relative translational integrity is also guaranteed by virtue of the fact that all textual re(-)iterations cannot have the same valuational ‘value’ (unless those translations are semantically equivalent in their semantic mappings).
 Furthermore, I will approach this topic under the three headings of the natural, critical and radical representing, respectively, logical, critical and dialectical approaches to the exercise of this topic. We should also accept that no textual translation, as an interpretative aspect, can ever exhaust whatever it might be primarily be set up to ‘definitively’ represent, be that intentional, inter-textual (including the intra-textual) or extra-textual; all on a continuum that is between complete destruction and reconstruction)! (0)
1. Introduction

Those key considerations noted above can be given the corresponding titles of Economic, Treatment, Representation, Definition, Fields (of application) and Non-Exhaustion (of significance). Or, rephrased in the form of a summary-explanation:
1. Economically we cannot, under any circumstances, either over-preference or under-preference either unimodal, bimodal and/or trimodal terms of reference.

2. Treatment cannot over-privilege or under-privilege any aspects in any text, but, should nor ignore forms of relative privileging or de-privileging should that be called for.

3. Representation notes that a representative economy must include intent, intra-textual and extra-textual elements without over-privileging or under-privileging the same, etc.
4. Definition notes an open-ended set of textual techniques whose utility is found through re(-)arrangements of representative spacings, etc., within the limitations of treatment.
5. Fields in which deconstruction operates are the ‘natural’ through logical-conformity, the ‘critical’ through conventional rules, and, the ‘radical’ through contextual dialectics.

6. Non-Exhaustion of significance in either textual reading and/or writing given the open-ended nature of all phenomena in phenomenal-phenomenological experience, etc. 
       (1)

Under these six sections, as just noted, this essay will be structured followed by a more integrated Exposition and Provisional Conclusion, etc. (2)
2. The Economic Basis and Limitations in this Context of Deconstruction

The deconstructive strategies undertaken by Jacques Derrida, and others, should apply to the over-preferencing/under-preferencing of unimodal, bimodal and trimodal formulations. The economic nature of all formulations, all discourses, etc., being economic in their epistemological formation means we should not attempt to over-preference/under-preference the same. So, e.g., over-preferencing ‘writing’ is at the expense of an under-preferencing of ‘reading’, or v.v. But, in the genre of writing we find its co-associated with the genre of ‘reading’ implies that the overall meta-textual genre of writing-reading has these binaries, like all binaries, mutually bound and cannot be completely uncoupled. Or, the unimodal can neither be self-presented nor other-presented it implies, likewise, it cannot be over-preferenced or under-preferenced in its context of presentation. Furthermore, because all trimodal economic formulations can be translated into other economic formulations by virtue of the archetypal economy
 and being hierarchically presented at the same time that style of economic presentation likewise, cannot be neither over-preferenced nor under-preferenced. So, e.g., even in the description of a representative economy of phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented presentation (as texts), hermeneutically oriented representation (as meta-texts), and the (non-systematic) existential re-presentation (as simulated non-texts) we see elements of other economies such as the descriptive, intentional, textual, phenomenological, hermeneutical, existential, etc. Moreover, the contextual nature of all presentations means the relative experiential ‘presence’ or ‘the end-products of simulated organizational complexity’ of more organized epistemological terms of reference (given that appreciation necessarily implies such elevated terms of epistemological reference and treatment/retreatment).
 (3)
3. Treatment 

Forms of completely absolutistical
 over-preference or under-preference, technically, cannot be interacted with given our inability to (phenomenal-phenomenologically) encounter, (hermeneutically) recognize and/or existentially (either non-systematically and/or systematically) engage with the same. (4)

That even partially completed forms of either over-preferencing and/or under-preferencing need to be carefully scrutinized given forms of bias not suitably accounted for (except through the historical presentation of traditional bias, etc.). So, e.g., there is a difference between male versus female but that does not sanction either the differentiation of a dominant patriarchy or a matriarchy, e.g. (5)


But, as a philosophical rule, we also should note ‘that what deserves to be preferenced should be preferenced, and, what does not deserve to be preferenced should not be preferenced’. So, e.g., giving food and lodgings to hungry people fleeing persecution, as refugees, should be preferenced, along with their status as ‘refugees’ (rather than misrepresenting such people as either ‘economic migrants’ or ‘illegal aliens’, etc.). (6)

‘Preference’ can be viewed as a ‘simple or complex mix of either past prioritization, present privilege and/or future promotion (all conducted in an absolutistical orientation) (enacted through either direct positing and/or indirect negation)’. (7)

Moreover, in a critical philosophy, such absolutistical (mis)treatment cannot be countenanced given that such (mis)treatment cannot even be interacted with through encountering, etc. (8)

As noted elsewhere, treatment includes (philosophically oriented) pre-treatment, (meta-philosophically/metaphysically oriented) treatment and post-meta-philosoph-ical/post-metaphysical oriented) retreatment (with economically treated material being a mix of perspectives in either natural, critical and/(or) radical fields). Such a relational economy can also be viewed (more neutrally) through a relational lens as pre-relational, relational and intra-relational. (9)

That all performances of treatment involve the suspension of the treatment and the de-suspension of the retreatment, and, hopefully, where the latter has been allowed to find itself existentially enhanced in an alignment with those relational trajectories under such considerations. (10)
4. Representation 

All texts represent the apparent intent of their authors and co-authors; other texts through an intra-textual recognition of genres and other inter-textual allusions; and, extra-textual imputations. Within and between such economic spacing/s we have more than enough room for deconstructive forms of textual exploration especially in the light of the fact that textual depositions of phenomenal are inexhaustively fruitful given a useful plurality of perspectives, translations, qualifications, emendations, etc. However, not all interpretative translations are equal and, therefore, relevance is crucial in such explorations; and, where ‘relevance’ can be defined as a ‘relatively greater degree of an excess or surplus valuational formation preferably of an existential orientation when suitably discerned and found applicable. Where the economy of ‘valuation formation’ can be defined as the ‘aggregate identity/identification, function/functionality and value formation (as a mix of either aesthetical, deontological and/or pragmatical forms of value).
 (11)

Texts can be more concerned with either intent, inter-textual or extra-textual as represented features commanding prominence, but, no text can do this through some impossible form of economic isolation of these three kinds of consideration (given that textual experience is economically constituted, say, through deposited textual formation, meta-textual determination and non-textual simulation). (12)

5. Definition 
Deconstruction, as an open-ended set of textual techniques, has its practical utility guaranteed by virtue of the fact that all texts are an economic mix of representative presentation of intent, co-associated textual input and extra-textual imputations, and, where relative translational integrity is also guaranteed by virtue of the fact that all textual re(-)iterations cannot have the same valuational ‘value’ (unless those translations are semantically equivalent in their semantic mappings). [0] (13)

Let me explain what is intended by this definition. (14)


Basically, a set of textual techniques economically re(-)iterated by various strategies somewhere between complete destruction and reconstitution which, through ‘spacing’, shifts the interpreted value of that textual situation (as long as those translations are not semantically identical as, e.g., in a mathematical calculation, etc.). (15)

But, all such readings should observe a reasonably productive degree of relevance, i.e., capable of releasing a comparative rich surplus of e/valuation. (16)


‘Open-ended’ because surplus e/valuation is never exhausted although could be discerned as sufficient for the devised purposes as currently envisaged. (17)


Deconstruction is able to operate through the explication of a form of spacing between facets of a text that might have hitherto been relatively covert or overlooked. The deeper appreciation of textual formation exposes the dialectical nature of intentional constitution, etc., by virtue of its economic simulations, etc. (18)

The distance between such spacings contributing to this distinctive form of difference as also a form of deferral, etc. (19)


E.g., in the recent Olympics in Tokyo we could say ‘a line has been drawn’ in light of this current pandemic; i.e., e.g., being postponed a year, having no non-virtual audiences of any great number, an instance the games will be safe, etc. But what sort of line? A ‘line of demarcation’, ‘underlined’, a ‘line from one point to some other point’, a ‘line ruled through this type of performance in a future pandemic’ (as a mode of erasure), etc? Utilizing the fluidity of language, ambivalences between covert and overt denotations and connotations, an inability to be absolutistically definitive/non-definitive, and so on, and so forth. (20)

6. Three Fields of Application 

For convenience we can delineate three field of deconstructive application, namely, natural, critical(ly philosophical) and the radical, but, these three field are more correctly one field since they ‘temper’ (and continually co-modify) each other. (21)

The natural is logical, dealing with the everyday in a non-formal, logical sense and not in a relatively critical or dialectically radical sense when exercised under normal conditions. Deconstruction in such a field arises through defusing contradictions be they either relatively internal as incoherencies (in predication) and/or relatively external inconsistencies (through relations) and/or in a form comprising mis-nominated logical-subjectivities. (22)

The philosophically critical in theoretical deployment, practical employment and critical re-deployment observes either conventional rules in such matters and/or the delineation of further rulings in a relatively integrated manner. In terms of philosophical/metaphysical styles of treatment we can note pre-philosophical (directed towards emotional-motivation, etc.), trans-philosophical (directed towards trans-intentional judgment, etc.) and post-philosophical (directed, hopefully, towards an existentially oriented consequentialism that is a ‘causally-effective intentional-efficaciousness’). (23)

The radically-dialectical concerns styles that are either non-philosophical/metaphysical, anti-philosophical /metaphysical,
 and/or contra-philosophical/metaphysical. Critical patterns of re(-)iteration can also take on a radical complexion through incrementally arrived at chaotic forms of re-direction, or, through, trying some completely unconnected, poetic-like reading or readings as a way of creatively creating a space that has deconstructive potential for textual enrichment, etc. (24)


Under, say, the trans-philosophical/metaphysical style of approach we can adopt and adapt the three disciplines of the phenomenological, hermeneutical and existential, respectively, by invoking passive deconstruction, active deconstruction and engaged deconstruction. Let explore a number of these forms of deconstructive scrutiny. (25)

At the center of all forms of appreciation,
 including judgment, we have the centrality of a suspension and the automatic delivery of a de-suspension of that suspension (that has been extensively explored elsewhere under the heading of the ‘extensive suspension’).
 That such a feature is integral to the economic functioning of each and every (interpretation of an) economy.  (26)

From a critical perspective we can invoke traditional philosophical rulings; rulings derived from an economic reading of the economy/economies in question; or rulings derived from a philosophical/metaphysical critique of the economic per se (such as the Eighteen Protocols as noted elsewhere
). (27)

So, e.g., contradictions (as in a natural field also) need to be successfully rectified and sufficiently re(-)normalized (by either their non-acceptance and rejection or through dialectical resolution, etc.). Or, e.g., we need to note that correlative co-associations cannot be completely viewed in their own terms of reference when more deeply explored; just as, say, when we push phenomenological descriptions just so far before we realize that we have to also look at the co-associated genres of behaviour that allow us to view such descriptions and/or at the existential-like invocations of simulations that allow us to focus on such predications (and both co-associated relations of those correlative genres along with contextually defined boundaries of logical subjects). Or, e.g., in the seemingly radical retreatment of a concept like ‘freewill’ by arguing that a legal definition of responsibility is all that we need and that all attempts to pursue an absolutistical vision of freedom is just an impossible task that could well be called a ‘fool’s errand’. Hence this integrated vision of logical, critical and radical forms of deconstruction (whilst also accepting that, economically, they must also modify each other in an overall vision of ongoing processes of speculative truth determination to be realized through progressive processes of deconstructive re(-)alignment operating through imputations that have a co-associated intentional, inter-textual and extra-textual status but where that provisional status cannot be absolutistically viewed in either isolated intentional, inter-textual or extra-textual terms of reference given their co-representational interdependence). (28)

That in this regard, the archetypal nature of deconstruction can be viewed as a speculative process of reconstructive disassembly foundered on a process that seeks the eventual affirmation of our positing, the affirmation of our negated de-positing, and, an e/valuation of the relevance of such an approach all within the circumscribed limits co-associated with the truth determination of such a speculative process (realized through relevant co-associated processes in an economy of conformational re(-)alignment). (29)

Now, passive suspensions are central to a descriptive phenomenal-phenomenology and operate by a speculative process of engineering an economic alignment between three facets, namely, an affirmational positing; with an affirmation of a contra-negational positing (in a process of a de-positing of predicational determination) along with the contextualization of a positing/contra-non-positing of a balanced suspension of the former denoting an apparent semblance of relevance. Or, more simply, we need an affirmative positing to be aligned with the affirmation of a contra-negation of that same process conducted within the semblance of its positive relevance. Let me demonstrate this speculative searching for a reasonable degree of a positing, contra-de-positing along with its positive expectational semblance of relevance. (30)

E.g., I take a sip of water, either knowing or not knowing that it is seawater. I determine that it is ‘salty’ to my sense of taste and that determination is its positing as expressed by myself. I affirm it is ‘salty’. I quickly run my mind over all the other types of flavours associated with liquids and note that it is not-sweet or not-sour, etc., effectively, casting its contra-negation as not-non-salty. In a balance of its positing and non-de-positing (equivalent to its contra-non-positing) I determine that although I am thirsty, generally, drinking of this seawater is not advisable. On the other hand, given both that this day at the beach is hot and I have been playing beach volley ball for about an hour that a few sips of this water along with a liter of potable water might be a good idea after all. Passive deconstruction is a speculative process of finding an alignment between positing and contra-non-positing in a determination of predication within the context of the expected relevance of such scrutiny. Such a determination of predication being semantically mapped in either an atomic and/or a molecular semantic context. In this example, focusing on the liquid per se gives this phenomenological scrutiny a relatively atomic complexion. However, if I were to concentrate on the ‘glass of liquid’ then those determinations take on a molecular complexion.
 (31)

Or, e.g., the phenomenal-phenomenological appreciation, say, of a small wooden table. I, individually and collectively, affirm it is as a “‘small’, ‘wooden’ and a ‘table’.” I affirm also the contra-de-positing of the same. Then, in the context of needing a surface to write a letter (on my computer) I ‘perceive’ this table as relevant (whereas, e.g., standing at a nearby bench to do this is not so suitable, and, even less relevant would be just sitting on the floor to do that same thing). (32)

The same structural-process applies in active suspensions utilized in seeking the speculative determining of relations shaped though genres of behaviour. ‘Active’ because we are dealing with intentional processes of behaviour as our way of appropriating relations through genres. I.e., determining our relation to the intentional objectives in question; invoking affirmation of a process of positing plus the affirmation of a counter-de-positing plus an affirmation of the relative positive relevance of such scrutiny exercised (involving a balanced suspension of the former through circumscribed opposition). (33)

E.g., I see this ripe-looking apple in the fruit bowl in front of me on the kitchen table in the context of deliberating over ‘whether I will eat it or not eat it?’ Yes, this apple look delicious to eat; yes, it is perceived to be counter-non-delicious to eat, and, the relevance is that I am thinking of eating this same apple. In order to eat this apple, I have to get myself contiguous with it, decide to eat it, reach out, grasp this apple, bring it to my mouth, bite the same, chew and swallow that being chewed as this apple is being eaten. All these sub-genres can be subsumed under the genre of ‘eating an apple’ (itself as a sub-genre in the complex genre of ‘eating a piece of fruit’). (34)

Or, e.g., in the writing of a letter. If all conditions for doing this are present, i.e., can be posited, and, there is the affirmation of its counter-de-positing, and, the motivation for enacting this genre of behaviour is present/not-non-absent then that process of writing a letter can be enacted. (35)

In an engaged deconstruction we are dealing with the speculative determination of nominatives, i.e., logical subjects, which, if conducted in a pro-relational context, would automatically take on an overt existential complexion. I.e., the affirmation of nominated positing, and, the affirmation of the opposing or negating of the correlative contra-countering (of the passive and active suspensions) of the nominative positing, and, if the motivational relevance of this situation is evident or apparent then we have the enactive potential for the non-virtual intervention in that situation in the manner of either its envisage deployment, employment and/or re-deployment. Or, more simply, if the nominative or nominatives in question are affirmed, the opposition to the negated-positing is affirmed, and, relevance is evident or apparent then that nominative or those nominatives can be engaged in a manner suitably in keeping with their phenomenal-phenomenology, etc. By such a speculative process determining the semantic mapping/s of that considered as the material of our current explorations through this overall process of alignment. (36)

Previously explorations have determined that the ‘economy of alignment’ is realized through an ‘economy of re(-)alignment’, namely, through ‘phenomenal-phenomenological alignment through re-de-mis alignment, hermeneutical realignment, and existential re-alignment (with the hyphen)’. Here alignment is also facilitated through positing, the negation of an oppositional/countering/contra-positing, and, a positive degree of relevance that might motivate some interventional form of enacted enaction (through commission, omission or deferral). (37)


Noted elsewhere, enaction also need an alignment between causal-effectiveness and its envisaged intentional-efficaciousness (through arbitrated aspirations). (38)

Hence critical processes of deconstruction realized through either passive, active and/or engaged forms of intentional-trans-intentional deliberations. (39)


Patterns of radical deconstruction involve a dialectic engineered through either a non-philosophical/metaphysical style in negating presuppositions, an anti-philosophical/metaphysical style in negating suppositions and/or a contra-philosophical/metaphysical style in turning seeming relevant arguments around. We can also be radical by invoking strange juxtapositions that appear to be ‘poetically’ insightful, foresightful and/or oversightful, or, by finding our incremental addition or subtraction of inputs brings us into contact with a chaotic bifurcation, hopefully, with positive consequences if unintentionally crossed or deliberately enacted (i.e, preferably with an existential potential to positively enhance the proceedings of that situatedness in question). (40)

Hence deconstruction considered in natural-logical, critical-conventional and radical-dialectical terms of reference. (41)
But, deconstruction can also occur with texts that are psychological, sociological, and/or political-economical in orientation. E.g., economic issues can deconstruct the political world, and v.v., whilst their rectification and re(-)normalization might probably be better enacted in a suitable organized, constructive re(-)framing conducted in a political-economic context. Or, e.g., in the sociology of a mob, the psychological orientation of an individual can be deconstructed through mob-rule, etc. Or, e.g., in the context of the Freudian world of psycho-analytical therapy, their method for dealing with bed-wetting by children was swiftly deconstructed by a more conditional form of therapy (involving an electrical circuit switching on a loudly ringing a bell as soon as the bed started to become wet in an episode of bed-wetting). Or, post traumatic experiences or phobic state might be deconstructed through the formation of positive patterns of response being vigorously reimagined each time a triggering experience might be spontaneously occasioned or met (be that entertained either virtually and/or non-virtually
), etc. (42)
7 Non-Exhaustion of Potential Significance


It stands to reason that the phenomenal-phenomenological richness of any experiential-situation could never be exhausted given an infinitude of perspectives for exploring that phenomenon or series and/or set/s of phenomena (i.e., in that phenomenal situatedness). Moreover, the same approach can be argued for both hermeneutically and existentially. Just as in the interpretation of any situation we could supply an infinitude of possibly coherent explanations, but, fortunately, only a small set of those interpretations would meet reasonable criteria for relevance, i.e., able to comparatively supply a relatively substantial surplus of either non-existential and/or existential e/valuation. Moreover, the formation of interpretations should also not be coincident with either absoluistically indubitably treated imputations or absolutistically non-indubitably treated imputations (walking also a path, in lived-experience, between non-edifying processes of either complete destruction or entering completely different processes of reconstitution). (43)
8. An Integrated Account of Deconstruction


Productive speculation is the life-blood of our intentional lives. Deconstruction is the key to understanding this phenomenon. In the logical deconstruction of the naivety of a natural field; in the critical deconstruction by conventional means but also in utilizing either passive, active and/or engaged processes of deconstruction; and/or the dialectic deconstruction arrived at through relatively radical means, in all situations of deconstruction, that the underlying performance is the same! Namely, an affirmative positing, an affirmation of the negated de-positing, and, in a context of positive relevance finding enactive permission in either a process of commission, omission and/or deferral on a path that avoids either complete destruction or some completely re-engineered form of reconstruction (with no connection to the initial material/s in question). Such a process accepts the impossible non-exhaustion of meaning, but, takes comfort in successfully finding a suitable degree of relevant comprehension to an extent in keeping with the required coupling of motivation and aspiration as suitably navigated, negotiated and arbitrated. (44)
9. Provisional Conclusions, Observations and Comments 


The coursing of our intentional lives cannot avoid the speculative engineering of various forms of intervention, hopefully, in outcomes that are productively and existentially oriented in complexion. (45)

Such coursing occurs in many contexts and fields, as noted, but all forms of productive deconstruction basically possess the same structural-processes, namely, positing, non-de-positing, and relevance-possession (in the interventional context of either commission, omission and /or deferral between the extremes of absolutistical destruction and absolutistical reconstitution), etc. (46)

We should also note that these field of the logical, critical and radical also need to be co-associated in their commentary upon each other (given their necessary economic interconnectedness). A wayward philosopher, thinking themselves to be ‘radical’, might insist that the Moon not only looks ‘like’ a big blue cheese but ‘is’ a big blue cheese and must be a big blue cheese since ‘like’ can be treated as ‘is’ and that as we can draw no definitive line between the same in some sense whatever ‘is like that’ must also be “like that ‘is’.” Not a completely spurious argument if we were to refuse to admit there can be no absolutistical semblance of a difference between the concepts of ‘potentiality’ and ‘actuality’ given that as binaries, in absolutistcal terms of reference, they can neither be completely self-affirmed nor self-non-affirmed nor other-affirmed nor other non-affirmed. But, here we must appeal to the relative relevance of this argument by pointing out that the explanatory ‘baggage’ needed to support this ‘radical’ contention basically rules it out of court (except in mythological or virtual terms of reference since we would need a cosmic-sized cheese factory, etc., and, in natural terms we have no evidence supporting that type of fantastical claim, etc.). (47)

Hence this contention that natural, critical and radical fields all have a co-mutual role to play in the provisional establishment of truth determinations along with the ensuing constructive responsibility in pursing existential forms of interventions in this world both for(-)others and before(-)others… (48)
Hence co-relative considerations of the role to be played by deconstruction in the existential transformation of a beneficially engineered existentially oriented attitude. (49)


Given that all texts have a mix of represented intent, inter-textual and extra-textual aspects plus a non-exhaustive infinitude of approaches we have more than enough ‘spaces’ for either natural, critical and/or radical modes of deconstruction. Thankfully, through relevance, we can find contexts that deserve suitable patterns of intervention, hopefully, with an existential complexion and persuasion in keeping with the fruitful re-direction of those relational trajectories subjected to such interventions..!!
 (50)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 29.7.21.
*	For latest version of this text: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html" �www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html�


� 	This essay is a supplement to the six essays posted under the rubric of Reimagination. In this essay, the first in a series on the topic of deconstruction, I hope to offer a more fully worked out and integrated account of deconstruction as a closely connected set of philosophical techniques centered on the representative spacings involved in textual formation.


� 	So, e.g., ‘2 + 2 + 4’ has the identical semantic value as ‘1 + 1 + 1 + 1 = 4’, etc. Therefore, these texts are identical; even if expressed differently since their translations are semantically equivalent. By ‘value’ here, is meant here ‘the value of a function’, and, not ‘value as discerned in value formation (within valuational formation) as a mix of either aesthetical, deontological and/or pragmatical determinations’. 


� 	As well through economic correlativity, economic complexification, phenomenal-phenomeno-logical translation/s, etc.


� 	E.g., as ‘judgment’ is the ‘trans-conceptual appreciation of concepts’ it implies that epistemological (and psychological) organization must be involved in both the presentation of that conceptual material and the judgment of such material, therefore, it must be more organized to deal with such additional functions (beyond just conceptual treatment, and. that as some of those functions have a meta-status implies that it must also be more structurally organized to do as such as described). Therefore, this general epistemological rule as noted (and its particular application to judgmental acts).


� 	I prefer to use the word ‘absolutistical’ rather than ‘absolutely’ to describe the (impossibly) compete attainment and obtainment of that in question since I perceive an absolute philosophy as operating with the suspension in distinction to an absolutistic philosophy that has no account or place for the same. Given such ideological extremism of the latter is dealing with an absolutistic account hence this expression ‘absolutistical’.


� 	Being better observed through the prospect of an ordered economy.


� 	Anti-philosophy would entail opposition to all ideologically extreme forms of philosophy/metaphysics including anti-realism, anti-idealism and anti-pragmaticism, etc., but, being able to creatively incorporate, non-abusively, in non-extremist manner, any metaphors, rhetoric, etc., associated with the former.


� 	E.g., in the conceptual appreciation/translation of the perceptual (via judgmental appreciation?); in the cognitive appreciation of pre-cognitive emotions, through impressions and moods; in an appreciation of possible consequences, etc. 


� 	More correctly, the de-suspension is of the ‘overall transcendental suspension’ treated as the ‘suspended economy’, and, the de-suspension of the same is treated as the ‘de-suspended economy’ referred to as the ‘extended suspension’, which, in turn is give a causal-consequential complexion in the ‘extensive economy’. Refer to Volume II. For the sake of simplicity ‘suspension’ refers to this extensive suspension unless the context is referring other than to this more complex vision of that integral aspect of economic functioning. Husserl, to my mind, for a long period of time conflated suspension and reduction whilst overlooking a need for a third moment of the reconstitution. Moreover, it has been my intuition that the suspension has a much wider role to play than that as exercised in a descriptive phenomenology being also central to co-associated, correlative hermeneutical and existential modes of scrutiny.


� 	Refer to III.1A.1117. See III.2M. (Appendix) A.


� 	Atomic semantic determinations take place in a trans-cognitive first order as a judgment, and as a cognitive first order in the form of a judgment that has been delivered. In comparison, successfully integrated molecular semantic determinations take place in trans-cognitive second order as a judgment, and as a cognitive second order in the form of a judgment that has been delivered. Say, yes, this is salty, and, so this is salty versus this glass contains a salty liquid, and, so this is a glass with salty liquid. In effect, relevance is realized through a suspension of both positing and the contra-de-positing in the context of why those determinations were being speculatively determined. In this context, I am thirsty but also in need of some salt replacement. Now, what could complicate these dialectical-like proceedings? If some sugar were to be added to that seawater then we would have to include this sweet taste in our speculative deliberations as well, etc. Note, I use ‘contra’ in dialectically dealing with the identity/identification of intentional content whereas, in contrast, I use ‘counter’ when dealing with the function/functionality of intentional processes (such as the termination of genres of behaviour in the coursing of an active suspension). The prefix of ‘de’ in ‘de-positing’ can stand in for both contra intentional content and counter intentional processes. The balanced rejection (or circumscribed opposition) of both gives us the existential semblance of ‘engagement’ hence an engaged suspension.


� 	If someone were assaulted on the street and was having a strong post-traumatic stress reaction to their reimagination of that event then they might imagine savagely attacking that person who attacked them, say, with a convenient pen or umbrella every time that event is occasioned either deliberately (non-virtually induced) or spontaneously (when virtually being relived without the deliberation of deciding to re-enact that self-inserting event).


� 	The next essay will deal with this question: ‘how is a pro-relational, existentially oriented trajectory re-directed? –  What Role does Deconstruction Have in the Transformation of an Existential Attitude?





