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An Existential Attitude?*
0. Pre-Introduction

How does deconstruction figure in the transformation of an existential orientation capable of responsibly enriching our relationships within this world at large? In this essay let me look more closely at this role to be played by deconstruction in the transformation of an existential attitude?
 (0)
1. Introduction

In the previous essay
 deconstruction (as viewed by myself) was defined as:

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] (1)

A gloss on this definition in this same essay noted:
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] (2)


Moreover deconstruction is arrived at through a speculative process of progressive re(-)alignment:
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] (3)


Moreover, the dialectical nature of philosophical research, and all other forms of disciplinary endeavor, is a reflection of the economic status of intentional processes and their textual deposition: 

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] (4)


That this process of re(-)alignment is progressive realized through an overall ongoing process positing, de-positing in a context of relevance (where these three aspects constructively reinforce each other in a process of truthful conformation):

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] (5)


Therefore, in the light of these quotations we are to assume, at least provisionally, that deconstruction is speculative, progressive, seeks form of conformation (in truth determination between the confirmation or verification of a prior confirmation or verification
) through suitable modes of re(-)alignment, etc. That such a process is engineered through an affirmation of positing, an affirmation of a non-de-positing set within a relevant context (capable of seeing realized a reasonable and requisite degree in such truthful conformation):
…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] (6)


In this essay, within such terms as laid out, let me argue that the responsible orchestration of an existential re(-)orientation or transformation finds its enhancement engineered in and through a positively realized re(-)alignment of those relational factors that deconstructively remove those relational influences that are relatively adverse and deconstructively supply those relational influences that are relatively non-adverse and beneficial. In line with the observation that a deconstructive dialect follows from an overall process of positing, de-positing and the establishment of a form of relevance, preferentially existential in tenor, let me divide this essay accordingly starting, however, with the conformal affirmation of a non-de-positing, then the conformal affirmation of a positing, followed by the determination of a suitable and requisite degree of relevance, along with how this turn of events, as an existential turn, is to be actually engineered (through their connection to an evolving appreciation of their relationally representative situatedness). (7)
2. The Conformal Affirmation of a Non-De-Positing (And a Deconstructive Polemic)

Like all disciplines, politics, unfortunately, can be rarely avoided. Disparaging pronouncements by key disciplinarians about other disciplinarians, either in the same discipline or in competing disciplinary forms of practice, uttered in the sweep of a single breath spent making broad claims that the behaviour of such members is ‘fraudulent’, more often than not, are usually non-insightfully emitted as well as disseminated in an unprofessional manner! Therefore, for those who critique their own school of disciplinary practice or the practices of other disciplinarians should note that such claims should be suitably demonstrated, both succinctly and discreetly, in order to sufficiently circumvent the invited suspicions that naturally arise in the light of this general observation. Rhetorically poking fun at your opponent in the middle of a debate or in the detailed unfoldment of a serious argument is one thing, but, such blanket derogatory assertions without sufficient argument is self-demeaning. Of course, you might not hold some of your colleagues in high regard, still, at the very least clearly state why you currently hold that diminished opinion and do so in such a manner that does not bring your own disciplinary demeanor into an equal degree of disrepute. (8)


E.g., for an analytic(al) philosopher to claim ‘that all other forms of non-analytic(al) philosophy are fraudulent’ will be correct, but, only to that extent that there have been are, and will be, or could be, some philosophers in each and every philosophical fields that will be fraudulent, somewhat wittingly or unwittingly,
 but, that such a claim ‘that some such philosophers are frauds’ does not imply that ‘all philosophers in that same field are likewise’. Moreover, such an argument must also, potentially, in all probability, be self-applied to their own disciplinary field or fields. (9)


But, then, such a claim, is usually emitted as a political injunction, namely, that disciplinary work of that targeted fraternity of disciplinarians is fraudulently conceived, somewhere on a spectrum between wittingly and/or unwittingly, and, subsequently and consequently, you would be better to dismiss any form of an association with such fraudsters, be they inadvertently or advertently aware that they were practicing such fraudulent behaviour. (10)


Continuing, I would also add that (as is in economic evidence in the [trimodally constituted] hermeneutic circle [of comprehension]
) we cannot observe patterns of overt analysis or reduction without at least a covert form of synthesis or reconstitution co-occurring at the same time, in order to supply relational significance through such contrast, in their deliberative explorations as enacted in that preferentially treated mode of discourse. So, an analytic(al) philosopher, e.g., cannot be a pure analytic(al) philosopher, and, to argue otherwise is to emit an obvious nonsense!
 (11)


Taking this point seriously, the more professional philosopher might want to explore the genesis of such preferentialistic treatment and through deconstructive techniques further explore the pre-conditions and ramifications of such bias.
 (12)


Now, moreover, for such a philosopher to claim that they are also, e.g., a realist, and, just a realist, in a definitive form that they have been arguing for and redefining, is to mock their own mode of philosophical practice.
 Similarly, any other exclusive preference for one or more of these untenable positions would also destroy their being ‘grounded’ in lived-experience! Such over-commitment to any extreme ideological form of adherence besides an exclusive realism such as an exclusive idealism or and exclusive pragmatism, etc., is just another instance of nonsense; disciplinarians making nonsensical reports without realizing how ‘fraudulent’ they were if such fraud were to be perpetrated knowingly! Indeed, it is sad to say, that to politically argue for the subservient acceptance of their extremist brand of disciplinary dissemination is nothing short of ‘philosophical terrorism’! (13)


Any brand of disciplinary activity that over-promotes a metaphorical perspective is to indulge in an abominable form of metaphorical abuse for a start (besides the potential for either a co-associated rhetorical abuse, possibly leading to relativistic skepticism, or, the potential for an apparitional abuse, possibly leading to forms of misplaced absolutism, and so on). (14)


Now, an ideological extremism, like, e.g., an over-committed realism, can be radically deconstructed quite simply by noting that there no priority whatsoever can be given to intentional objectivity at the expense of all other economic facets of the intentional economy, and v.v. Just as no other relational features in an intentional economy, arrived at through extreme forms of privileging or promotion,
 can be excessively divorced from that same economy in which those parties share those same processes of gestation. Hence this same economic argument can be applied to extreme idealists and pragmatists! That, therefore, to stress this important point again, the same type of economic argument must equally apply to all over-committed forms of idealism, to all over-committed forms of pragmatism, indeed, to all other over-committed forms of ideological adherence! Therefore, discounting, e.g., the over-privileging of either intentional or transcendental subjectivity in the mis-presentation of a misguided idealism or the over-promotion of intentional motivation in the mis-presentation of a misguided form of pragmatism, and so forth! On the other hand, viable philosophies can be construct from a reuse of the resident metaphors, etc., exercised behind realistic, idealistic and pragmatic types of positioning, etc., as long as those appropriations do not commit forms of metaphorical abuse, etc. In conjunction with such critical (and radical) forms of appropriation the dangers of returning to an extremist position can be obviated through the skillful incorporation of (extensive) suspensions or at least maintaining a recognition that such a mechanism is operating in all forms of pretreatment, treatment, retreatment; correlation, accommodation, transformations; the dialectical progression of all economies, etc.
 (15)


With all people that seriously insist on an adherence to over-committed forms of ideological extremism run the risk that they will usually be observed taking on the countenance of a pseudo-psychotic disposition which further precludes the possible formation of either a past insightfulness, a future foresightfulness and/or a present oversightfulness. In other words, in the selective midst of their ideologically expressed delusions they will be seen to psychotically resist all perceptive processes of discernment with an equal and opposite force in their countering and opposing such demonstrations, regardless of whether the latter are exercised either in good faith or in bad faith. Such resistance along with the inability to at least entertain an opposing point of view is indicative of this all too prevalent condition among both over-committed disciplinarians and secularists alike.
 In these regions of concrete-like intransience, these psychic ‘hot spots’, such afflicted folk are generally incapable of conducting ‘suspensions’ central to the well-functioning (and non-mal-functioning) of critically conducted judgmental appreciation; albeit in reference only to their defensively defended ‘hot-spots’ whereas, in contrast, a more general psychotic state of affairs has a more global range of distortion (although, too, it can manifest around firmly fixed forms of paranoid-based ideation, etc.). (16)


Then, the non-recognition that all significance is generated dialectically, and, that the epistemological limits of all forms of thought need to be duly anticipated, and publicly noted, also demonstrates the bad form of such blinkered disciplinarians… no doubt happy to continue blindly burrowing away into their fields of expertise without realizing that every overly subtle argument or counter-argument can only produce a never-ending world of even more subtly displaced arguments and counter-arguments with less and less utility, along with an extenuation of their experiential-reality, in a world that has such an obvious need for intelligent people to pursue, instead, a more practicable and useful occupation or preoccupation; regardless of whether they be more inclined to operate as theoreticians or practitioners or critics! (17)


Furthermore, in line with this dialectical understanding, the ensuing progressive and provisional nature of all forms of research should be well-understood and accepted rather than disguised through either unintended obscuration or intended obstructionism. Needless to say, this does not mean we should give up, and retire, but, instead, continue to strive forwards even if that means, when necessary, undoing what has proven to have been less successfully misrepresented.
 (18)


So, what hope is there, e.g., in the discipline of philosophy if the purveyors of such philosophical nonsense, albeit disseminated, more often than not, with such a deceptive sensibleness and a superficial display of the rational, are only to be found taking center stage in the political arena of the academies, literary world and media, in all its forms, and, where, alas, non-purveyors of such nonsense, as critics worthy of that name, and acting as proponents of constructive forms of edifying research, so desperately needed in these times of existential crisis, can be neither seen nor heard, and, as well, neither read nor discussed? (19)

In addressing these inequalities of opportunity, along with an absence of the application of such much-needed research and expertise, this essay attempts to highlight such obvious defects, such fraudulent activity, such faulted and flawed behaviours in the hope of clearing a space for the exhibition of more existentially attuned modes of our being immersed in this world at large, together, both for(-)others and before(-)others. (20)


May disciplinarians, therefore, converse with other disciplinarians through suitable modes of disciplinary and inter-disciplinary discourse, through careful commentary and suitable forms of translation, with civility and humility, in an existential manner where they can all attempt not only to work together but be productive of inducing existential forms of surplus that can beneficially overflow not only to each other, but, through cultural and intercultural emanation, to all others… (21)


Therefore, let us point out and avoid the commission of such mistakes as noted above, namely, non-professionalism, exclusive forms of mistreatment, over-commitment, ideological extremism, all forms of philosophical abuse, pseudo-psychotic dispositions, absolutistical modes of argumentation, non-recognition of the dialectical, the non-acceptance of the provisional and limited nature of all research, pointless over-subtlety, non-retirement and defeatism, the non-competitive hegemony of major discourses… along with unproductive forms of an under-commitment with an ensuing non-desire to find responsive forms of responsibility coupled with the suitable application of our skills, both individually and collectively, as we fully confront this world as a world profoundly in need of suitable forms of beneficial re-direction…. (22)

Hence in our deconstructive discernment of what is not needed let us now turn our attention to what might be needed in the affirmation of a provisional process of positing (to find conformal alignment thorough an affirmation [of the double negative] of its negated non-positing as exercised, in part, hopefully, through the effective absence of the defects as cited above along with all others that damage the credibility of the affirmations of both all forms of positings and the counter-balance of their negated-de-positings). (23)

3. The Conformal Affirmation of Positing


In our seeking our open, ongoing, truthful alignment, through re(-)alignment, with our evolving, provisionally accepted, dialectically re(-)constituted representative vision of the world it is to be hoped we can avoid these and other faults as just listed, and, develop those skill that would allow those so inclined to make progress as either critical or radical philosophers, phenomenologists, hermeneuts and hermeneuticists,
 existentialists, metaphysicians, radical theologians, secularists, logicians and dialecticians, and so on. On the other hand, it is to be hoped that we can avail ourselves of the requisite philosophical tools that will assist and expedite our successfulness in our chosen discipline or disciplines, indeed, as well, in both inter-disciplinary and secular pursuits. (24)

In the light of an acceptable non-de-positing (which can be read as an affirmation of the negation of a non-positing) in apposition with a negated contraposition to a provisional form of a conformal affirmation of positing we find both positive formulations and negated formulations ‘working hand in hand’, or, more correctly, through differences, as if ‘in hand in glove’. E.g., is this an apple I see before me in this fruit bowl? If true, as a statement, as a proposition, can also be read through the lens of a double negation. Yes, it is true, I do not see the absence of an apple sitting in the fruit bowl in front on me. Admittedly, this is a strange way of seeing things. However, such a parallelism, and others, allows for a process of alignment to be progressively realized through ongoing processes of re(-)alignment, and, by such means, etc., allow a process of truth determination to take place with built in forms of error-correction, etc., and, by such means, permit forms of both confirmation and verification
 to proceed, and thence, proceed to the realization of an ensuing form of provisional conformation (as a relatively successful confirmation or verification of a prior confirmation of verification). (25)

This parallelism, between the affirmations of positing and negated-de-positing, in some sense is reflected in an arsenal of critical tools where we have both positive and negative means at our disposal for the deconstruction, rectification and re(-)normalization of propositions in the process of being re(-)presented as provisional statements in accordance with the generally accepted conventions of the discipline in question. So, on one hand we have logical rules for positively defusing and resolving incoherencies and inconsistencies, fostering non-fallacious arguments, assigning a factual status to forms of truth determination, and so on, and, on the other hand, we have rules that negatively exclude impossible propositions, reasons for dismissing fallacious arguments, and means fo reconsidering factual status in a turning around and reassigning non-factual state of affairs as not factually accurate accounts, and so on. (26)

Looking more deeply at this general ability to construct progressively edited processes of propositional representation(alism), arrived at through either critical and/or radical processes of re(-)alignment, we could that this is achieved through the inter-cooperation of phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented descriptions, hermeneutically oriented prescriptions and existentially oriented proscriptions. Where, effectively, descriptions are mediated between positively oriented modes of prescription and negatively oriented modes of proscription, and where, through correlativity, each party can be rewritten through the lenses of the other two parties. So, e.g., a description could be converted into either a prescription or proscription, and v.v., etc. In this regard, as a demonstration of this deeper level of ‘shape-shifting’ we could say ‘this apple is red and I find it delicious to eat’ could be turned into a prescription by saying, instead, ‘red apples should be delicious to eat], and, as a proscription, ‘non-red apples should not be eaten’ (along with the relevant qualifications that such transformations would also entail such as, e.g., ‘that only apples that ripen with a red complexion’ should here be considered as applicable for these specific transformations in this instance. It should also be noted that these transformations are not to be understood as being able to be conducted on a superficial level of explication where rules like the naturalistic fallacy, e.g., are to be critically observed (until such a time they can suspended in non-superficial understanding of circumstances. So, e.g., ‘hungry people with no bread to eat’ should not be mistreated as ‘such people should have no bread to eat’, but, rather, in an existential mode as, ‘such people should have bread to eat’, etc.). I.e., ‘that these transformational rules can be applied along with all relevant qualifications’, and, ‘with relevant qualifications, such transformational rules can also be changed accordingly’ when suitable circumstances allow such re-directions. (27)
4. Ascertainment of a Suitable and Requisite Degree of Relevance


Now, let us explore this necessary qualification of relevance. (28)

In deconstruction we could say, metaphorically, that we shift the psychic center of in our re(-)interpretation of a set of associated or co-associated texts. That the relevance this shift has is dependent upon the value to be released through such a shift. Moreover, this shift, being dialectically engendered, would be in part or in whole, a response to the perception that such relevance could be found through such observing shift, and v.v. (29)

As noted elsewhere, we could say that the experiential-world is already basically laid out before us and that what is left for us is not much more than to merely to tweak it here and there a little in the hope of engineering a solution to our perceived problems already framed for(-)us, more or less, in that displayed before us. That by such an incremental process, for most of our time, we merely reinforce the interpretative understandings already achieved. However, there will be occasions when an incremental addition or subtraction will produce, and sometimes re(-)produce, a radically different sense of an outcome. Then, on other occasions, we might wish to directly take a more radical sense of a novel perspective by denying certain presupposition (in a non-philosophical/metaphysical style), or deny certain suppositions (in an anti-philosophical/metaphysical style) or just turn things around by invoking a juxtaposition with new material or running a reversal of arguments (in a contra-philosophical/metaphysical style). (30)

It could be argued, that relevance, therefore, is already present in the aspirational nature of those enquiries as already found framed, and, may need little more that closer attention and the ascertainment that that is the trajectory currently in play. Either building on that already understood or making such an ascertainment by noting what is being experienced as problematic and in need of resolution, etc. Or, in accidental association or in relatively non-accidental forms of co-association we might find that an appreciation of the genres observed as present or brought to hand might let us form the future expectation or more immediate anticipation of an augmented form of re(-)e/valuation or, indeed, an enhanced form could be achieved through the utilization of chaotic means would appear to contribute more positive forms of appreciation. Now, it is true that tea could be made by merely steeping tea-leaves in some cold water. However, from experience we know that the formation of this drink is achieved more quickly by boiling that water first. Hence this degree of difference, as a metaphor, between incremental augmentation and non-incrementally organized chaotic enhancement, in our reception of the relevance generated between merely leaving tea leaves in a container containing cold water over a certain period of time versus the much quicker method of boiling of that water first, etc. This contrived example indicating that this determination of relevance could well be thematized through a suspension of the outcome desired and found to be obtained by a range of methods. So, do I want my tea to be created by steeping tea leaves in water, say, overnight or do I want my tea in the next few moments by boiling this water and then steeping them in the same. Of course, in the ensuing de-suspension of that as just suspended my desire to have a cup of tea now would certainly override this suspension (in what might have been the way tea was first approached before tea making took on more efficient forms of production).
 Hence my intuition here that relevance is already present in how an approach is being framed, and, in turn, such a desire for the augmentation or enhancement of that aspiration will allow us to focus on making that perception of relevance take a more prominent place center stage. That a suspension of the situatedness in question may well display more prominently just what is understood as relevant or what should be understood as more relevant upon further reflection.  (31)

Metaphorically, in the context of our philosophical research, we might treat ‘deconstruction’ as ‘the shifting and altering of the psychic center of interpretative gravity being discerned in a set of associated or co-associated texts’. By ‘co-associated’ is merely meant a ‘non-accidently approached, economic reading of the (political-economic) economy as discerned as either already to hand and/or could be brought to hand’. Let me look at a couple of recent political situations that have played out on the American stage in the US taking, first, the engineering of a relatively critical re(-)take, and, in the second, engineering a relatively radical re(-)take.
 (32)

Ex-president Trump has utilized a small number of political themes (and disseminated them as social memes) that he has re(-)iterated with varying degrees of contemporary success (but perhaps collectively doomed to ultimately fail him in further expediting his political ambitions [where perhaps such motivations has been intensified by the imminent possibilities of both legal and financial difficulties?]?). E.g., tagging politicians with epithets that set in political concrete the tone and content of ensuing political discourse inevitably in his favour; promises to ‘build a wall’ (that cannot stop refugees who, technically, can merely apply for asylum at recognized points of entry despite bureaucratic measures institutionally created to delay such determinations); tearing up all manner of international treaties; placing people (with inappropriate profiles and backgrounds) in positions of power (with natural conflicts of interest) where such officials are entirely beholden to him for their continuance in such roles; lowering taxes and removing forms of regulation that would have previously hindered commercial profitability often at the expense of public safety and health, ecological sustainability, etc; a continual persistence in the dissemination of alternative ‘facts’ either originating from himself or conveniently lifted from a cherry-picking of the Internet or Right-wing media; intentionally setting out to dismantle anything inaugurated by president Obama; demonizing all manner of others, especially refugees and economic migrants, but, at the same time, non-demonizing those who do not deserve to have their particular types of causes promoted, such as, e.g., white nationalism; declaring all elections as fraudulent; etc. Of this token list, let me first explore through a deconstructive set of strategies, his claims of election fraud, the so-called big lie, the irresponsible campaign ‘to stop the (so-called) steal’, etc. (33)

Arguably, a claim could be made, and has been made, that Trump did not expect to win the 2016 Presidential Election. On the other hand, not wanting to lose, he declared before this election was finalized that if he didn’t win it was because the election would be fraudulently stolen. But, to the surprise of many people, Trump did win that election. Now, we could take at face value that this type of statement made before the election results were settled, namely, ‘that this election was fraudulently conducted’ despite his winning this election through a landslide in the Electoral College despite candidate Clinton getting nearly three million more votes of the ‘popular vote’. Clinton won the popular vote and Trump won the Electoral College. So, some people, primarily Democrats, could well argue that they should have won that election if that election had been decided only on the popular vote. This fact obviously upset trump considerably and he went to great pains discounting it that he even had a commission formed looking for illegal voting, etc. This Presidential Advisory Commission on Electoral Integrity was established by executive order on May 11, 2017, and, in hindsight, could well be read as an indication of trouble to come in the 2020 Presidential Election should he lose. This Commission was dissolved in January 3, 2018. Trump, without access to any creditable evidence, claimed that up to five million votes were illegally cast in the favour of his opponent. Moreover, the Commission designed to review claims of voter fraud, improper registration, and voted suppression was considerably stymied by 44 states that refused to comply with requests for voter information demanded on June 28, 2017 by the vice chair and day-to-day administrator of the Commission, Kris Kobach in conjunction with the Department of Justice. The whole enterprise, in effect, was viewed as an expensive way to massage the wounded ego of this president and, in effect, was viewed by both the pollical classes and public as a sham commission. (34)

Now, we could read these 2016 elections results at face value. By the popular vote Hillary Clinton should have won. But, in accordance with the conventions of the Electoral College she lost, and, accordingly, she graciously conceded. But, as an observation, historians have much research still to do on examining this controversial election. If it were true that this election came down to a few tens of thousands of votes in a small number of marginal states, and, Trump knowingly received help from Russia through their extensive attempts to manipulate social media to pedal both pro-Trump postings and anti-Clinton postings in order to influence especially these marginal swing states, especially using Republican polling date delivered to the Russians via the political operative Paul Manafort, then we might well take Trump at his word, for once, and declare that those elections were indeed fraudulent conducted… (35)

Now, without a doubt this covert template for running the next presidential election, in 2020, was re-used once again, and, we must assume, as a possible imputation established on a balance of probability, yet to be confirmed by historians, etc., ‘that Trump who was aware that he had received such help previously and those Republicans who were also aware that such an overall influence campaign was again being utilized’? Again, on a balance of probability, we might assume ‘that practically every Republican politician knew this or suspected as much’? Indeed, we have one inadvertently recorded event on a cell phone that was uploaded to the Internet to indicate as much?
 So, if such additional suppositions were to be proven true then Trump’s claims for a fraudulently conducted 21016 Presidential Election might well be conserved as have some creditable basis, but in contrary fashion to that as intended by Trump, I suspect, even ‘if fully cognizant of the help he was receiving from the Russians’, e.g? (35)

Now, let us deconstructively look at the 2020 Presidential Elections. Incumbent presidents usually win their second terms. The economy was continuing to recover from the Global Financial Crisis (Recession) of 2008, but, with Trump’s appalling and near-criminal mishandling of the Covid-19 pandemic even he probably knew that there was a very good chance he would lose. A number of indicators suggested a win by Biden, polls, the greater level of Democratic funding, the fact that president Trump’s level of popularity (or rather unpopularity never exceeded 50 percent, etc. On the other hand, Trump did succeed in getting fuor million more votes in 2020 than in 2016, but, Biden scored eleven million votes more than Clinton did in 2016. Furthermore, he managed to win a landslide of votes in the Electoral College in a similar proportion to that won by Trump who had declared his 2016 tally to be a landslide. Again, there was a Russian influence campaign waged through social media tempered somewhat by influence campaigns seemingly run by China and Iran in favour of Biden. Moreover, Trump repeats his modus operandi of insisting on election fraud both before and after the election was decided in favour of Biden. Only recently we are finding out to what extent Trump attempted to pressure officials, e.g., in the Department of Justice to declare the 2020 elections to have been corrupted, etc., and leave it to certain Republican lawmakers who would take it from there. Fortunately, such demands were not met by the DOJ which would then have been used by Trump and his loyal lieutenants to carry out that form of ‘soft coup’ and further pressure states to not certify or de-certify their results, etc.
 It would have given a form of credence to his big lie that he himself could not import. This ‘big lie’, perhaps better badged as ‘Donald Trump’s Biggest Lie’ (that we currently know of) and run that post-electoral campaign ‘Stop the Steal’ even harder. So, which texts on this topic might we deconstruct in order to re(-)read and alter their more superficial center of gravity? Take ‘Stop the Steal’. Who is stealing what from whom? Asked in that fashion, we can see multiple readings. Of course, the intended ‘official’ (Trumpian-Republican) reading is ‘that Trump’s re-election to the white house was ‘stolen’. But, such a proposition could be re-read as a statement that states ‘stop whomsoever is stealing the election from the rightful winner of the 2020 presidential Election, namely, President Biden’. Or, alternatively, put into a financial perspective, with Trump raising over 200 million dollars on the strength of attempting to reverse this election in the courts, and, ostensively, raising money for that type of task, and, not having spent much for that type of mission but using this PAC to pay for his own travel, staff and expenses, etc., we must wonder, through the form of a slightly different question ‘who is stealing what ‘money’ from whom?’
 With each new question, in this form of an interrogative deconstruction, the ensuing representative answers keep shifting despite of the use of a similar use of language, etc. A similar set of strategies can be used to interrogate the text ‘big lie’. The media and political opposition to Trump keep repeating the ‘big Lie’ whenever mentioning Trump’s attempt to de-certify the 2020 Presidential Election. However, in face of this unremitting act of branding, Trump has attempted to rebrand this text as ‘Biden’s Big Lie’. But, it would seem with president Biden in the White House, a now de-platformed Trump is not succeeding in the overall court of public opinion to make that specific form of spin stick. Alas, you would think it must seem patently obvious to the members on this jury of public opinion that when whatever side of politics has to deal with adverse pollical news the political propaganda is somehow always skillfully spun in a more favorable direction as if straight out of George Orwell’s book 1984, as if it were acting as a speech writers manual in that regard. Unfortunately, such spin, it would appear, is happily misappropriated by those who prefer wear the apparel of a convenient truthiness to the hearing, and wearing, of an uncomfortable truth. (36).

This demonstration above of a strategy for deconstruction might not seem very illuminating or informative, however, it does indicate and illustrate how if we were to know some of the ‘tricks of the trade’ how the general populace might find a form of inoculation to the taking on board the adverse consequences of these forms of political-speak spun in directions that do not serve the nation at all well, but, all too often, only serve the private interests of certain political elites. (37)

Now, let me look at more radical form of a ‘re-take’. For this I have chosen the problem of American immigration being overstretched by a mix of refugees, economic migrants and illegal migrants. (38)


For a start, we get people, for a variety of reasons, confusing these categories. So, e.g., a politician wanting to capitalize on a fear of migrants rebadging ‘refugees’ as ‘illegal aliens’. Or, for other reasons, wanting to confusing ‘economic migrants’ as ‘illegal aliens’ when these terms are not synonymous but may certainly overlap. Or, take Trump’s big wall
 that only stretches for about 455 miles along the US border with Mexico, and, where we were insistently told by Trump that Mexico would pay for it – a false statement totally unsupported and which, on the face of it, was quite ridiculous, but, ever chanted until it reached its due by date. How could any politician get away with such nonsense except through the fact of the daily recitation of such a mantra and having it then echoed across all forms of media. (39)

However, I would like to propose a radical retake along the following lines: why not give unlimited entry to all people presenting with the necessary documents with a few additional requirements, say, having proof of an address as to they would be staying or the necessary money to stay in the Us for a certain period of time, maybe posting a reasonable bond in that regard. Now, I make this radical proposal, for hypothetical purposes. I doubt such a proposal would be taken up by the politicians or be that all too popular. But, regardless, let me run with it in order to demonstrate that a radical reversal may proffer a timely solution to ‘problems’ that never seem to be satisfactorily resolved if merely recycled in forms that have demonstrated no effective resolution. (40)


First, let me make a series of observations. People do not normally leave their homes to migrate in large numbers unless the situation in their homelands is so grave that they feel they have little choice but to do that. But, even then, most people will be reluctant to leave. So, people that claim they are ‘refugees’ and have such an adverse background need to be treated as such. Then, economic migrants often seek better employment opportunities but desire to eventually return to their homelands on a regular basis and, finally, to stay and rebuild a home in their homeland once they have sufficient funds to do that. Often it is the case that such funds will allow them to have a better standard of living in their homeland rather than staying in the US at the bottom of the socio-economic ladder. Then, there will be many ‘migrants’ in the US who would love to return to their homelands to visit in order to see their relatives but find they cannot leave for fear of not being able to return. America, like most developed countries has a shortage of unskilled labour that the domestic market is just not capable of supplying. Such employers would welcome such a labour force. Moreover, it would be in the interests of the US to be more supportive of countries in Central and South America and assist them in improving their own economies and stabilizing their political instabilities and thereby reducing the need for desperate people to become refugees in the first place. I am surprised that the Americas do not have such a fully integrated trade bloc.
 I would hazard a guess that after a short period of time, with open borders, migration would take on a less disruptive tenor and that a point would be reached when immigrants and emigrants might even arrive at a point of equilibrium, certainly finding a reasonable level far below those had in periods of high levels of migration. It has been noted that there have been years when more people have returned to Mexico than have left that country for the US and that Trump’s expensive white elephant was more disseminated for political purposes given that it was taken up at his political rallies with such vigour. It also offered Trump, ever the populist and authoritarian demagogue, to demonize Mexicans in a manner that should have immediately disqualified his candidacy. But in overlooking just that single fact, and others like it, just what price did the American public ultimately have to pay for such a lack of ethical oversight and political foresight? (41)

Anyhow, regardless of the political and economic feasibility of such a Union of the Americas the philosophical point I am trying to make is that sometimes, but not necessarily on every occasion, the turning around of current wisdom might unleash a more uncommon wisdom that could be instrumental in the realizing of a more effective resolution of the dilemma being reviewed? (42)


Returning to the question of relevance we can see how political spin is a form of deconstruction that in being reversed might actually be of more political assistance to the public at large rather than the political master authorizing such alternative visions of reality. At least, by being rearranged, shifted, disassembled, turned around, actively denied… we might make better sense of the motivation behind the uttering of such otherwise deceptive disseminations. Given that democratic politics in many countries is ever awash with donations, dark money, illegal contributions, and the like, politicians have the wherewithal to bombard public forms of discourse with mantra-like slogans in a wall of propaganda that will increasing elude those elastic limits of what is proper, appropriate and apposite. (43)

The reception of relevance is in the form of the perception of an additional surplus of value; what is perceived to be more relevant producing a greater quantum of value, and v.v. In this regard, my intuition suggests that this process of relevance-e/valuation may well arise from a suspension of the affirmative form of the positing and its counterpart in the affirmative form of the negated-de-positing. Then, from the de-suspension of the same, the ensuing imbalances are read as the where that semblance of value should be further headed and re-directed, albeit in the light of the limitations imposed upon such a re-directed re(-)reading. One would think that people would want to avail themselves of this increased semblance of valuational formation, but, if the truth be told, such an observation is not often borne out given that people are more beholden to a variety of inertial forms that constrain or distract their attention in such matters. Still, as they say, low-hanging fruit might well be an exception in this regard? (44)

Now, the question to ask is ‘how might deconstruction proffer an existential take (as a critical or radical form of re(-)take) on lived-experience (despite such forms of inertia, misinterpretation, distortion, deception, dissimulation, and so on and so forth, acting to the contrary?)? (45)
5. Realization of an Existentially Oriented Relevance as a Form of Responsibility


Both our metaphorical and experiential ‘access’ to a ‘transcendental’ dimension
 of the pro-relational treatment of the existential
 is through the (extensive) ‘suspension’. In this context, we need to understand the overall role play by deconstruction in inducing this suspended orientation, and, the ensuing overall role played by deconstruction in its issuing from the de-suspension in the re(-)living of lived(-)experience through re(-)lived-experience. (46)

That in the re(-)configuration
 of any economy from incremental reconfiguration (without the hyphen) we can chaotically arrive at a relatively more radical form of re-directed re-configuration (with the hyphen). An economy of re(-)configuration is the economic relations engendered (hypothetically) between phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented ‘configuration’, hermeneutically oriented ‘reconfiguration’, (non-systematic) existentially oriented re-configuration. When there is a dynamic balance between all three dialectical moments or polarities, the state of suspension can be seen as being manifested. This is a dynamic way of understanding the suspension in general. Other ways can include bracketing or establishing an epoché, running a balance of either intentional content versus contra-intentional content and/or intentional processes versus counter-intentional processes, etc. Or, we could take a route that seemingly invokes the so-called third moment. Treating the first two moments as textual and meta-textual, and the third moment as the simulation of the non-textual, we note this heuristic method invokes a balanced dynamic between text and meta-text leading to the simulation of the non-textual moment as the so-called ‘third moment’.
 Then, in an ongoing, dynamic balance of these three moment the complexion of this third moment, as the non-systematic existential moment, then blends into a relative systematic existential moment. Just as not all judgment arrives at an existential complexion of the relatively systematic sense of the existential, we must now ask what additional factors are necessary in order to expedite this transformational transition from the relatively non-existential to the relatively existential? Basically, the semblance of the systematic sense of the existential must be educed, or drawn out, or induced, etc., through a relative refinement of the existential orientation already present in relatively non-existentially oriented judgmental experience. This intuitively realized orientation being relatively privileged through the relative privileging of the extensive suspension itself be this inadvertently, in all forms of judgment, and, advertently, when this sense of an ongoing dynamic balance is further induced through the refinement of that experiential sense of an ongoing suspension. Or, the same result can be realized through a resolution of relational difficulties, an intensification of a particular type of judgmental experience such as being absorbed in a wonderful work of art, or, just taking a more detached perspective on the current unfolding of events as they arise (although more correctly what is entailed is a dynamic balanced being entertained between a detached-absorption and an absorbed-detachment, etc.
 Or, again, in having recognized the psychic nature of the relatively systematic existential orientation, such a disposition can then be refined through an experiential intensification of that same experiential sense of the pro-relational nature of the existential  (which may well entail the entertaining of the represented features of that relationship in question in such a manner that no intentionally ‘perceived’ actors and/or acters in that relational representation are neither given more nor given less undue weight in this existentially oriented act of a dynamically balanced process of a simulated representing of such key features found to be essentially relevant in the coursing of that simulated relationship…).  (47)

I use the word like ‘representation’, etc., with the following qualifications. Namely, as ‘dialectical participants in a representational economy consisting of presentations, representations and re-presentations’. In that regard, this ‘economy or representation’ is equally an ‘economy of presentation’ and an ‘economy of re-presentation’. Moreover, as an economy, any non-economic imputation is not going to be dealt with, considered, neither preferenced through prioritization, privileging nor promotion. Effectively, we have no truck with the extra-textual imputation other than as being present in economic experience as an ‘extra-textual imputations’ qua ‘imputation’ and not qua ‘the non-imputed status of that imputation, or, likewise, as trans-imputed, or as the extra-imputed or as the pre-imputed or as the post-imputed, etc.’! What is not there for us, is just neither there for us nor for(-)us. On the other hand, what is for(-)us are imputations qua imputations. Then, furthermore, what is ‘being represented’ is a relatively isomorphic transformational isomorphism found through an alignment arrived at through the re(-)simulations of an ongoing process of re(-)alignment between the relevant economic polarities or moments. Moreover, in line with our rules that there can be no absolutistical preferencing of such economic ‘representings’, we likewise can neither prioritize nor privilege nor promote any one or more economic facets except through subtle forms of preferencing in keeping with the (ordered) nature of those current explorations. Given this insistence on such progressively entertained re(-)alignments between these economic factors or moments there is then no need nor is it possible to non-economically entertain any extra-textual imputations as extra-textual non-imputations per se (if we could even imagine such a possibility except in metaphorical terms whose abuse, otherwise, and sadly, has us non-critically or non-radically overlooking the presentation of such nonsense (as nonsense qua nonsense)… and by such defective, and impossible, positioning has us automatically relegated, as a disciplinarian, to a now well-deserved ignominy of a second division!)! (48)

Now, as just previously noted, given that deconstruction has a role in the formation of the suspension, and, the de-suspension has a further role in processes of deconstructive re(-)construction then let me look more closely at this imputed relationship between these two facets of deconstruction. (49)


Rather than treat the suspension versus the de-suspension as binaries we can treat the same as part of a suspensional economy (admittedly on various levels of exposition when I have invoked ideas of an ‘overall transcendental suspension’ matching the dynamic trimodal balance of any economy; that is then further enveloped in a suspended economy of the ‘extended suspension’ in order to account for processes of de-suspension; being further enveloped within an ‘extensive economy of suspension’ in order to account for a casually oriented account, etc. But, putting aside such complications, that do not need to be reviewed here, let me proceed). In other words, let me invoke an economy of treatment-retreatment (that has been explored elsewhere). Basically, our presentation of the pre-treated is treated to a suspension (and our arrival at a metaphysically oriented sphere of discernment) (which is automatically elevated by one degree in meta-status). The suspension is automatically de-suspended (lest we be trapped within the ‘suspension’) (and, as a result, in retreatment we find a de-elevation in meta-status by one degree, returning us, more or less, to the object-like level of our pre-treatment). In this economic setting, we can now scrutinize the relationship deconstruction has to both the suspension and the de-suspension, and, the overall impact the (extensive) ‘suspension’ has in our disciplinary explorations. (50)

In the context of a philosophy of treatment/retreatment we could argue that the pretreatment is critically retranslated into a form that that is both critically translated and in a form ready for the suspension engineered through the adoption and adaptation of what it intuitively takes to run a suspended economy, namely, the observing of an ongoing, dynamically balanced relationship between the key, or essentially relevant, represented actors and acters simulated in this state of pretreatment. Such treatment, in effect, being observed through the centrality of this dynamic balance. A semblance of simulation that also demands a higher psychic degree of gestalt integration in order to arrive at a form of appreciation conducted in these relatively elevated terms of reference. By such means we now find that semblance of a simulation simulating meta-philosophical or metaphysical-like terms of expression, which if sufficiently pro-relational in orientation then takes on an existential tenor. I.e., shifting from a relatively non-relational mode of expression dealing with apparently discrete actors and acters, in their intentional objectivity, etc., to a more relational modality with an experience that is more phenomenologically essential, hermeneutically holistic and existentially reflective of the simulated relationship in question whose semblance, hence, respectively of a ‘passive ambit, dynamic remit and engaged composite’ will also reflect the formation of the transformational status being entered into in the course of being ‘between’ that ‘experience of a simulated relationship in that ‘relationship of simulated experience’, and v.v., etc. (51)

Now, to engineer this ‘suspension’, the representative semblance of the pre-treatment is suitably deconstructed, be that intuitively or critically, non-critically or radically, etc. So, e.g., an intuitive rapport might lead us to move through an inadvertent bracketing of our commitments be they epistemological or ontological in orientation, be they in an overcommitted format or form or in an under-committed format or form, or, preferably already in a format that is both in a non-overcommitted and non-under-committed format and form. In a critical rapport we subtract those aspects that are impossible, incoherent, inconsistent, contradictory, not factually accurate, denotatively or connotatively overcharged with ideological baggage, etc. We add sufficient aspirational motivation, relative degrees of non-incoherence, consistency, non-contradictory, factually accurate, denotatively and connotative suspended whilst maintaining a high degree of aspirational motivation (itself arrived at through a balance of pre-cognitive/pre-intentional factors and the ongoing resolution of dissonant factor more naturally being focused upon in the light of what is being currently perceived as relevant through the simulated lens of that representatively simulated relationship in question). In a radical attitude we do so from either from a non-philosophical style, anti-philosophical style, and/or a contra-philosophical style, and/or, from entertaining strange forms of poetic juxtaposition and seeking modes of resolution through the simulated recreation of such poetic space/s and/or the chaotic consequences of incremental forms of addition or subtraction either in a format whose chaotic ramifications are a known quantity and/or from a format whose chaotic ramifications are an unknown quantity but hopefully, find a positively existential complexion, etc. In a non-critical format, we merely entertain modes of habitual treatment in the non-intuitively guided light of those uncritical and non-radical conventional terms of reference. In practical terms we would expect to find a mix of the former. (52)

As a rule of thumb, we could say that, for the critical philosopher, a critically treated pre-exposition, through requisite forms of deconstructive practice, gives us a critically arrived at process of retreatment following the de-suspension, that, in turn, may well be found to deconstruct also what the representative semblance of that relationships, itself, finds as deserving to be also deconstructed. That, by such means we arrive at treated-retreated forms of post-treatment that through such ongoing re(-)iteration must also give such proceeding a provisional tenor. In this regard, we might prefer to see the suspension as relatively more critical in its inspiration, and, that the de-suspension could well be more radical in its overall complexion and tenor given the chaotic potential for incrementally orchestrated processes of redirection to take on a more chaotic sense of ‘re-direction’ (hopefully, with a positive sense of an existentially enhancement in an alignment with the representatively received trajectories of that primary relationship in question). (53)

Unfortunately, the relative precision of technical language here makes what seems simple relatively more complicated when not fully grasped. So, to recapitulate, suspended treatment/de-suspended retreatment of the pre-treatment gives us the provisional productivity of the post-treatment as the post-treated. The lenses for reviewing such productivity here are usually a mix of intuitive, critical, radical and natural approaches. That either critical and/or radical treatment should result in either a critical and/or radical mode of ensuing productivity. That deconstructive techniques as examined here and elsewhere, assist in either the establishment of this critical and/or radical complexion that, hopefully, will be exhibited in our ensuing post-treatment. That post-treatment will also exhibit a surplus or excess of valuational formation, but, not necessarily with a predominantly existential complexion or flavour or tenor (in what some critics might argue is in what seems to be in a healthy shape or conducted in good taste or enacted with beneficial intent, or, more likely, an enriched mix of the former, etc.). (54)

So, the simplicity of such complexity granted, and v.v., how is it possible for these deconstructive techniques to positively contribute to forms of post-treatment that have an overall semblance of either an existential complexion, flavour and/or tenor? (55)

Intuitively, once the ‘transcendental’ nature of the suspension is discerned then we are in a position to incrementally augment and chaotically enhance such ensuing productivity. In a critical treatment of the radical and/or the radical treatment of the critical the ensuing processes of suspension-de-suspension should be capable of enriching those relationships from exercising a pro-relational attitude that has the insight, foresight and oversight to self-engineer such existentially oriented outcomes through such ensuing process of re(-)self-organization (wherein the simulated relationship enacts simulated forms of relational resolution that further enrich the facticity of those relationships for their participating actors immersed in the unique, concrete historicity of their relational situatedness. (56)

So, in the relative preferencing of an ongoing, relational alignment through relational re(-)alignment, assisted through deconstructive attempts to incrementally arrive at the ‘suspension’ and the deconstructive re-construction exercised through the discharge of the ‘de-suspension’, we are now in a position to appreciate the existential value of a deconstructive philosophy as we seek, through deconstructive practice, the ensuing rectification and re(-)normalization of re(-)live-experience. (57)

That, given this hypothetical exposition of our economically treated relational situatedness, we can perceive relevance as but a direct reflection of the existential surplus of e/valuation ensuing from the bracketing of natural experience that must occur in our ongoing conscious appreciation of our intentional lives, moment by moment, but, which through insightfulness, etc., can be enhanced through existential forms of induction when we observe a relative preference for a pro-relational perspective on our relational situatedness by the means of bracketing, suspension, critical and radical forms of treatment-retreatment, our intuitively opening of our ourselves to the open-endedness of our relationships as we stand both before(-)others and for(-)others, etc. (58)

6. Provisional Conclusions, Observations and Comments… 


Let me say, for the convenience of a simple argument, that deconstruction comes in many forms that effectively assist in the shifting of the psychic center of our interpretation/s of our relational situatedness, hopefully, in the production of an existential enrichment in our understanding of that relationship in question. (59)

That, armed with such explicated intuitions, we should find ourselves in a better position to understand how we might better observe all forms of relational intervention, in our acting on the productive behalf of that relationship. (60)

Noting, that all relationships form a relational sense of ‘world’ and that this semblance of world must also be treated in a similarly respectful manner.
 (61)






        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 1.8.21.
*	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 further supplement to the six essays posted under the rubric of Reimagination. In this second essay on the topic of deconstruction I hope to offer a more fully worked out and integrated account of deconstruction in the context of the transformative performance of an existential attitude.


� 	III.2O.


� 	Which is referred to as inter-textual allusions to other texts of a similar or different genre and intra-textual aspects like meta-textual comments, insertions, definitions, titles, outlines, conclusions, etc.


� 	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’. 


� 	Being the definition of ‘conformation’ through the ‘confirmation/verification of a prior process of confirmation/verification’.


� 	Correctly, a fraudulent act needs to be knowingly enacted. However, this type of accusation is generally understood as a claim that the statements emitted by such a person are a mix of false, deceptive, fallaciously argued, illogical propositions, etc., masquerading as ‘statements’. However, as truth determination occupies the middle ground between absolutistical indubitability and absolutistical non-dubitability we should be more cognizant of degrees of truthfulness and not dismiss any set or system of truth claims, method for truth determination, etc., as completely false and uttered in an entirely fraudulent manner.


� 	My reconstitution of the hermeneutic circle as ‘a trimodal economy’ has been nominated as ‘a hermeneutic circle of comprehension’ in order to differentiate it from all other forms of a hermeneutic circle.


�	In effect there is a necessary dialectic between analysis and synthesis, parts and whole, etc. Without one there can be no other, and v.v! Basically, a pure process of analysis is a nonsense, and, therefore, there can be no philosophers whatsoever who are purely analytic in the approach to texts as textual situations, etc. Of course, from a relative perspective of preference we can and do find people expressing a preference for such apparent binary options or trimodal forms of preference when economically viewed.


� 	‘Ramifications’ is code for ‘present implications’ and ‘future consequences’. To this we might also add ‘past predeterminants’ in the form of a summary appreciation of historical context/s that generated the biases of such ensuing prioritizations, etc.’


� 	I would argue that people, generally and naturally, fall within two classes with some exceptions around the edges, namely, ‘localists’ who, on balance, are more concerned with details and are attracted to positions like realism or materialism, and ideas like science, engineering and finance, and, ‘globalists’ who are more interested in systems and are more attracted, on balance, to positions of idealism or rationalism, and have an interest in ideas like art, vocations that involve more personal forms of interaction, and so on? Around the edges we have that smaller subset who are ‘both localists and globalists’ and who have a more pragmatic, interdisciplinary sense of direction, and, perhaps, a smaller subset that are ‘neither localists and globalists’ who are more inclined to adopt a more static sense of perspective and vocation, etc?? This is just an observation (that might be able to be linked with sleep patterns and other circadian rhythms?) and not proposed as a hard and fast rule. In many ways, it is nature to be a relative realist or relative idealist or relative pragmatist, but, not taken to an extreme form of adherence where we have to then point out an impossible sense of positioning complicated with forms of metaphorical abuse, and other philosophical complications, etc. My position here is to accept a certain necessity to invoke relatively subtle forms of such positioning depending on the circumstances in question whilst also accepting we need a more open sense of an overall accommodation between all such forms of relative positioning. In this vein, my proposition of an ordered philosophy is better viewed as of this type of an open accommodation that can be deconstructive assisted by shifting forms of ongoing provisional re(-)construction tempered by forms of rectification and re(-)normalization; and all other forms of qualification that might be needed to better redress such evolving forms of discernment.


� 	I.e., present privileging of intentional/transcendental forms of subjectivity, and, future privileging of intentional motivation in the meta-textual selection of genres of behaviour, etc., perceived by me as corresponding with idealism and pragmatism respectively.


� 	E.g., to ask a question invokes a (rhetorical) dis-conjunctive suspension within what I have nominated as the ‘interrogative economy’, etc. In a first reply, I argue we have a metaphorical reply which is a conjunctive suspension, and so on. A second reply results in a literal or apparitional reply (which if re-questions continues this economy on its deconstructive course, hopefully, finding both a resolution and an existentially oriented response that is responsible.


� 	I suspect Freud is once again wrong if he believed resistance was a characteristic aspect of neurosis. In my experience as a psychiatric nurse, resistance is definitely a psychotic phenomenon which should also include pseudo-psychotic phenomena.


� 	Sometimes it is quicker to go in the opposite direction or in a less direct direction to get to where we wish to arrive. My dual concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’ make a similar claim – that we can retrace our steps and return to more firm ground and then be assured we can continue on our way once again.


� 	Defining ‘hermeneuts’ as ‘those disciplinarians practicing appropriate forms of interpretation’, and, ‘hermeneuticists’ as ‘those disciplinarians concerned more with a theoretical appreciation of the discipline of hermeneutics’.


� 	‘Confirmation’ being defined as ‘a process of current truth determination’, and, ‘verification’ being defined as process of truth determination conducted after the event in question has occurred’. E.g., I saw, in the distance, someone walking along the beach now through this process of perceptual confirmation, and, later, have found a verification of this fact by finding their footprints on the sand just before the tide washed them away.


� 	Just as the suspension do ‘I want a cup of tea now or later’ might be overruled by either ‘my desire to have a cup of tea now’ or ‘my desire to delay the making of that cup of tea given, say, more pressing things to do in the meantime’.


�	I extend my apologies, along with the following reservations, to my American friends. I have no desire to criticize American politics, as I am not here to say what should have been done or what should not have been done, but, to note that as such events are so well-documented in the Media, and in a series of books on the these topics, that we have more than enough material for these hypothetical studies in deconstruction. Again, let me stress I do not wish to offend anyone in this regard. My commentary on such issues should also be regarded as provisional and as something better left to professional historians who, obviously, would be better placed to do such a deconstructive style of research if they were to find that a more productive way to do their historical research (which, I suspect, should be the case).


� 	Link to a private conversation, and joke, between Mitch O’Connell, Paul Ryan and a small circle of other Republican politicians that indicated Russian assistance was an open joke but one that should not be disseminated (but which did get disseminated via this YouTube video): Watch :The 2016 conversation Paul Ryan wanted to keep private” on YouTube: � HYPERLINK "https://youtu.be/eFAugsKExNI" �https://youtu.be/eFAugsKExNI� Link to political commentary on this audio from MSNBC: � HYPERLINK "https://youtu.be/azLu98RtnGw" �https://youtu.be/azLu98RtnGw� Story published by Washington Post on 17 May 2017.


� 	As per the story about the secret leak of DOJ notes to telephone conversations conducted by president Trump published by The Washington Post, 30 July, 2021. These notes can be read courtesy of NPR: Link: DOJ Donoghue Notes: � HYPERLINK "https://apps.npr.org/documents/document.html?id=21030471-doj-donoghue-" �https://apps.npr.org/documents/document.html?id=21030471-doj-donoghue-� 


� 	E.g., Trump PAC Spends 20% Of Its Operating Expenses At Trump’s Businesses: Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.forbes.com/sites/zacheverson/2021/07/28/trump-pac-spends-20-of-its-operating-expenses-at-trumps-business/" �https://www.forbes.com/sites/zacheverson/2021/07/28/trump-pac-spends-20-of-its-operating-expenses-at-trumps-business/� 


� 	According to Wikipedia ‘The U.S. built new barriers along 455 miles, 49 miles of which previously had no barrier.


� 	There is NAFTA but travel is still considerably restricted between the US and Mexico. Perhaps this type of a proposal, on par, say, with European Union, should have been instigated years ago, but, could be incrementally implemented today with enough political good will? With certain countries currently occupied with wayward political systems being given incentives to come into the fold when they sufficiently re-democratize their governments?  Say, in the form of a Pan American free-market that could be known as the Southern, Central and Northern Development of the Americas League?


� 	As noted on numerous occasions, unless informed otherwise, I translate this technical expression ‘transcendental’ as ‘trans-cognitive’, ‘trans-intentional’, ‘judgmental appreciation’, etc.


� 	The expression ‘existential’ has two senses, although the first blends into the second, namely, as the so-called ‘third dialectical moment in an archetypal or existential economy’ as it defines the ‘non-systematic existential orientation’, and, as the ‘pro-relational flavour of any economy when dynamically balanced’ in what could be termed an ongoing, overall ‘systematic existential orientation’.


� 	The nomenclature ‘(-)’ indicating a trimodal economic reading is being intended.


� 	So, this so-called third moment of the relatively non-existential is denominated as such through this mode of convention introduction. I.e., starting with a free-flowing of an encountered text and recognized meta-text we find the engaged induction of the simulated nature of the non-textual, and, then, from an ongoing dynamic balance of all three economic moments we arrive at an overall transcendental suspension (that has been nominated as not-textual), in turn de-suspended, and, then further treated from a causal perspective. However, there is no reason why the third moment could be the result of the textual in a free-flowing with the non-textual and the induction of a hermeneutical moment of the meta-textual (in its relational consideration of genres of behaviour). Or, in a free-flowing of meta-text and the non-textual with the induction of the textual. So, the nomination of the so-called third moment of the non-systematic existential is as per this convention to begin (as I historically undertook in those explorations) with a starting with text and meta-text.


� 	In an allusion to the Kantian treatment of aesthetical experience, etc. or, we might like to read it as a dynamic balance between a relatively transcendent-like perspective and an equal relatively immanent take on the same transcendental/trans-intentional flows of judgmental experience suitably suspended from all forms of over-commitment and under-commitment (where the motivation for the latter is arrived at through an intensification of feelings, impressions, moods, affect, and emotions, etc., all suitably suspended through forms of dynamically induced balance, or, rather, ‘balancing’).


� 	‘World’, in effect, as ‘the relationship of (all possible) relationships’ (be that scrutinized in a disciplinary mode or in a secular mode).





