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2R. A Critical and Radical Approach to Truth Determination:

Part I: Re(-)Taking a Theoretical Perspective*
0. Pre-Introduction

This is a first essay looking more closely at truth determination in a series of three essays titled: A Critical and Radical Approach to Truth Determination, which, in turn, will form the last three essays incorporated in a series of twelve essays titled: A Critical and Radical Re(-)Imagining of Truth Determination (consisting of a series of six essays under the rubric of Re(-)Imagination, and three essays under the rubric of Deconstruction, and these last three essays under the rubric of Truth Determination). In this ‘tenth’ essay I will be re(-)taking a theoretical perspective on the performance of truth determination in order to explicate how I perceive it to underpin the open-ended practice of deconstruction, and v.v. (0)
1. Introduction

As I have noted elsewhere, the secular world is basically already worked out for us.
 That all we have to do, from time to time, is to make a tweak here and a tweak there, re-tweak the occasional mis-tweak, re-tweak that re-tweak and so on, and so forth… (1)

Some might argue that the philosopher, and all other disciplinarians, live in a similar world; a world that is already made for them. That all they have to do is just conform to current thinking… because it has all been worked out for both them, and us, and merely needs to be just fiddled with around the edges, re-presented in a more skillful and expert fashion, translated to the less understanding in the form of a commentary or an enticing snippet that some people may have already found to be controversial and worth exploring over a causal cup of coffee, or, perhaps, over a more formal pot of tea… (2)


But, alas, the serious disciplinarian, in their endless labours, have their ‘entertainment’ cut out for them. And by ‘entertainment’, in its deconstructed ambivalence, will surely mean ‘no frivolity for them’ and ‘the necessity to find a pleasure, instead, in such unending research’; a quest, hopefully, that will be imparted to others with the same desperate and despairing disposition to continue this both enduring and delightful ‘conversation’ on the nature of lived-experience… (3)

In this essay, I take a theoretical inspection of the fact that we can determine the truth of certain situations to hand and that we do so, in a manner, as explicated by myself, that consists of following a process of alignment through a series of deconstructive strategies, etc., that then allows us to observe apparent forms of re(-)alignment that we find to be more relevant to our living in this world, together, with(-)others… or, hopefully, in a form that would allow me to persist in this aspiration. But, then we must ask what is this alignment, and, between ‘who or what’ with ‘whom or what’, and does it then allow us to return to a world seemingly re(-)made by(-)us, both for(-)ourselves and for(-)others..? (4)
2. ‘Truth Determination’ through ‘Ongoing Re(-)Alignment’?


In the theoretical context of this explorations I am going to propose, first, an economic theory of ‘conformal truth determination’. (5)

Basically, I am arguing that truth determination occurs through the resolution of a process of interrogation; i.e., occurs in the context of some form of questioning and where that resolution is either definitively terminated, and closed, or, non-definitively non-terminated, and left open, but, where such determinations, either way, are decisively limited by the limitations involved in the framing of that context, etc. So, although we may meet or not meet a definitive-like closing of those enquiries, still, philosophically, there can be neither complete (absolutistical) closure nor complete (absolutistical) non-closure. Or, in other words, some form and degree of progress is ever open to us to explore. (6)

What cannot be questioned is not there for us, and, what is not there for-us is not there for(-)us!
 Therefore, there can be no sense whatsoever of an isolated semblance of truth to be found either ‘in, or of or for itself, of themselves, and so on!’ (7)

Elsewhere I have suggested that through either a confirmation or verification of either a confirmation or verification that this gives us a sense of ‘conformity in truth determination’ (and in this respect this gives us four possible ways of running such a process of truth determination). I wish to expand on those terms of reference although we could think of this here as a temporal conformity, a process of conformance that is temporal in orientation. By ‘confirmation’ I simply mean ‘a process of truth determination that is enacted now within the horizon of the event in question’. By ‘verification’ I mean ‘a process of truth determination that deals with an event that has already happened outside its immediate horizon’. E.g., in the distant fruit bowl, I think I see an apple, and, in looking again more closely I see it to be an apple and not a peach (like the rest of the fruit currently in that fruit bowl which are peaches). This instance of a truth determination can be regarded as a ‘confirmation of a confirmation’. But, then, I go further into the kitchen and see on a plate an apple core and so realize that an apple was eaten recently. In that instance, in effect, ‘running a confirmation (in the seeing an apple core) of a verification (that an apple was recently eaten). (8)

Now, this is not meant to be complicated but more as a method for illustrating that truth determination needs to be that which can be (re)iterated and found to maintain a degree of conformance, in that regard, that allows us to find a greater degree of assurance
 that that process of truth determination is or has been or will be suitably enacted within the limitations of those terms of reference. I.e., that the economy of truth determination, in theory at least, should be able to be replicated. (9)

Then, if conformal replication of truth determination is not found to follow this means we must revise such ascertainments in order to arrive at a greater degree of conformity and assurance. Hence the invocation of this concept of conformal alignment. (10)

But, from previous work, I have explored the ‘phenomenon of alignment’ as a ‘process of realignment that occurs in an economy of re(-)alignment, namely, through re-de-mis-alignment (as a process of error correction), realignment (in a conformity of genre expectations) and re-alignment (with the hyphen) when we are drawn to make a relatively radical process of chaotic-like re-direction in our re-assessments’. But alignment, through realignment [in an economy of re(-)alignment] does not occur for us [in our economic interactions of the for(-)us] in any one dialectical moment, but, rather through the overall conformity of this process once we find these three correlative dialectical moments are in an overall pattern of conformal agreement with each other. So, without such overall conformity truth determination cannot be definitively closed in conventional terms (but can never be completely closed nor non-closed in non-conventional, philosophical terms [which I would rather refer to as meta-philosophical and/or metaphysical-like terms of reference exercised in either a critical-radical and/or a radical-critical frame of reference in which the element of the critical re(-)normalizes the relatively radical dimension or the radical rectifies or conforms the contributions of the relatively critical dimension, etc., and where deconstruction has a role in both forms of transformational treatment/retreatment). (11)

This overall pattern of conformal agreement (in this temporal economic context) is very similar, if not essentially identical, to how deconstruction was defined, namely, as ‘an affirmation of conformity, an affirmation of a negated-disconformity (i.e., non-de-conformity) plus this additional element of relevance (as a balanced suspension of the former and its delivery of some form of existential or existential-like excess in valuational formation)’. (12)

In returning to this idea that ‘truth (determination, more or less), is the answer to a question’, let me briefly introduce and explain the nature of an ‘interrogative economy’ (which could equally be referred to as a ‘metaphorical economy’ or ‘simulated economy’ (or ‘apparitional economy’) depending on the nature of our current interest in that regard (given that these three ahistorical dialectical moments should not be (mis)construed in a temporal sense). (13)

But, let us start from the perspective of the asking of a question. Here we invoke a rhetorical suspension of the ‘either/or’ as a dis-conjunctive suspension.
 We also take, in effect, a hermeneutical approach to the extent we are seeking the context (as a meta-textual ‘con-text’) in which to frame the question about this fulcrum of the either/or. In that regard, we are dealing with a general investigation concerned with meta-textual considerations as to a choice of appropriate genres of behaviour (along with the set of relations to be invoked through the use of such genres
). These considerations are pretreatment in orientation. Furthermore, from a deconstructive perspective, we are concerned with ‘active suspensions’ given our focus on genres of behaviour. (14)

In a process of treatment, elevated by one meta-degree in status, we arrive at the metaphorical dimension in which we are dealing through a phenomenological approach to the phenomenal predicates in question (or the relational aspects treated in a similar vein or the nominative considerations treated similarly). The metaphorical is centered in ‘like’ which is ‘both like and not like’ and is centered on a conjunctive suspension. In this orientation our analytical-like analyses are reductive (and retrospective in temporal orientation) and are refined through a process of error correction exercised through a process of ‘passive suspensions’ given our interest on that being observed through such phenomenological reflections. Moreover, treatment is orchestrated through incremental acts of suspension (that are best exercised through a suspension of our commitments). (15)
In a process of retreatment we meet with a de-suspension that immediately returns us to the concrete specificity of the historical, hopefully, in an existential attitude towards the iterated integrity of lived-experience as realized through these acts of pro-relationally re(-)iterated re(-)lived experience. Here we find a de-elevation in meta-status by one degree. In this orientation we confront/are confronted by the simulation of that being intentionally entertained. The nature of the suspension underlying this so-called dialectical moment of non-textual ‘simulation’ is a ‘simulated suspension’ or ‘apparitional suspension’, that, as a dynamic balance of the former, is as a ‘dynamic balance of both a rhetorical suspension and metaphorical suspension’. In examining this aspect, we determine the specificity of this retreatment in either a non-existential and/or existential form depending on whether we seek to determine either the non-existentially oriented relevance of that now to hand and/or the existentially oriented relevance our engagement in that situatedness in question. The nature of suspension being exercised in this dialectical moment has been termed an ‘engaged suspension’ (as a dynamic balance of a rhetorical and metaphorical suspensions). Of course, it is to be hoped that this process is able to deliver a degree of relevance that also includes the reasonable assurance of a definitive truth determination that does not have to be treated as provisional in conventional terms of reference. (16)

We should also note that we get a first reply to a question in the metaphorical mode. E.g., that looks ‘like’ John. Then, we get a second reply in the non-textual, apparitional mode of simulation. Yes, that ‘is’ John (or, no, that ‘is not’ John). (17)


In other words, translated through an economic deconstructive lens we find these rhetorical, metaphorical and simulated dialectical phases as implicated in the economics of truth determination. I.e., the pretreatment of an affirmative positing of its conformity, albeit tentatively proposed in a rhetorical format, is then subjected to deconstructive treatment in the hope of finding an affirmation of its negated dis-conformity, to be finally, in the dialectical third moment (as sequenced in this manner), hopefully, in a relevant form as a definitive resolution of the question in question. Read like this, we can see that these sequences are mirrored in the deconstruction of positing, negated de-positing; in the context of a discovery of an existential-like surplus that manifests as an apparent form of relevance. (18)

So, we can argue for an interrogative matrix of these three elements of the rhetorical, metaphorical and simulated, as approached, respectively through hermeneutical synthesis/reconstitution,
 phenomenal-phenomenological analysis/reduction, and, non-systematic/systematic) existential nomination/relevance formation.
 To visualize the circular nature of the interrogative economy let me depict its three moment as follows: 
2. Phenomenological/Metaphorical
‘like’

1. Hermeneutical/Interrogative


3. Existential/Simulational


               ‘either/or’
                               Balance of both ‘like and ‘either/or’ (19)

But, as I have argued elsewhere, this overall economy can also be read as entailing three sub-economies of the hermeneutical (with active suspensions), phenomenological (with passive suspensions) and the existential (with engaged suspension), and, therefore, this matrix 1 x 3 could also be read as a matrix 3 x 3. Let me call this latter matrix a ‘conformal matrix’ or ‘matrix of conformal truth determination’ since, correlatively, all parties have to be in conformity with each other it would imply that a relatively definitively truth determination would follow when all nine elements of that matrix were in this state of (transformational invariance of a ‘deeper’ isomorphic) conformity. (20)

At his point, I should inform the reader that they might like to head on to paragraph 31 since the next few paragraphs will entail me heading down a few rabbit holes in search of such details that I feel worth outlining, but, will present more as a distraction to those who are more globally oriented in their thinking. However, one of my motives is also to show that although such complex details can be investigated, still, at the end of the day, in the immediacy of the de-suspension we are returned, more often than not, to a world that we are quite familiar with and which may have only been tweaked in a few minor details. On the other hand, from time to time, forms of radical revision could also be issued from such self-organization, through such chaotically re(-)instituted ongoing patterns of re(-)self-organization in a form that could well be less familiar to us. (21)


Or, taking up these considerations in more detail, let us reflect that through economic correlativity and economic complexification that this matrix effectively demonstrates a holistic semblance of conformity when truth determination reaches a satisfactory degree of internal co-mutual determination. I.e., when all nine elements of this expanded interrogative matrix need to be in conformity with that overall form of truth determination being realized through such correlative conformity. (22) 

Based on the archetypal nature of an economy, with its (harmonic) moments of World (consonance), Object (dissonance) and Ego (resolution), we also such dialectical moments co-represented by the phenomenological, hermeneutical and existential subdisciplines where we could form the following (harmonic) matrix of conformal truth determination:
Archetypal Economy

World


Object


Ego

Hermeneutical 

1


2


3
Phenomenological

4


5


6
Existential


7


8


9 (23)
But how to interpret these separate elements (when previously I have assumed tht this task could be conducted, but, instead, have persisted with an overall economy consisting of the phenomenological, etc., without looking more closely at these sub-economic in their own terms of reference?)? (24)

Of course, such explorations could be deferred on the grounds that these elements in a well-functioning economy would be economically correlatives, and, any one sub-economy should be able to speak for all the others just as the overall would do likewise. But, now the time has come for me to face this implication, namely, the implication of an economy should have its relevant polar-aspects or dialectical moments clearly delineated and demonstrated. So, how might we explicate this demand with respect to the phenomenal-phenomenological economy, the hermeneutical sub-economy and the existential sub-economy? For a start we might suggest that the primary type of intentional object under focus is these textual aspects as is to be found in the overall phenomenon of textual experience, namely, text, meta-text and non-textual facets? So, the primary intentional objective in phenomenological experience, in accordance with this argument, would be ‘textual’  (manifested as the ‘textual situation’); hermeneutically, it would be ‘meta-textual’ (in the form of meta-textual rules for ‘reading’ that text in a reasonable degree of conformity with the ‘writing’ of that textual situation) ; and, existentially, it would be this simulated sense of the ‘non-textual’ (and its simulated or apparitional sense of world being re-presented). With regard to their respective background fields, I would suggest the hierarchically constituted ‘semantic world of mapping/s’; a hierarchical world of ‘behavioural mapping/s (genres)’; and, the ordered world of e/valuation and its ‘mapping/s of valuational formation’ which one must also assume is hierarchically stratified.
 As for the corresponding sense of intentional/transcendental subjectivity we could nominate, respectively, ‘spectator’, ‘participator’, and ‘valuator’.
 (25)

Semantic maps note distinctive phenomenological experiences as hierarchically circumscribed predicates in either atomic and/or molecular form/ats. So, e.g., a range of tastes would delineate simple tastes like ‘salty’ or ‘sweet’, and the more complex or molecular set of tastes, say, as entailed, e.g., in our eating, e.g., an ‘onion-tomato-sweet-potato soup’ compared to a well put together trifle, etc. The molecular aspect also dictating which semantic predicates can go with which semantically treated predicate, relations, and nominatives. Ruling in, e.g., ‘red-table-tops on outdoor tables’, and, ruling out, e.g., the impossibility of having ‘tables with tops that are both square and round at the same time’. (26)

Related through economic correlativity, we also have hierarchical maps of meta-textual genres of behaviour (and its relation to relations understood through the medium of our physical embodiment). These could be seen as activities circumscribed by various conventional notions of a limit. So, e.g., ‘eating an apple’ is within the genre of ‘eating a piece of fruit’, which, in turn, is within the wider genre of ‘eating’. Then in the subgenre of eating a piece of fruit, namely, an apple, we can note that its eating may entail its ‘being bitten into’; or ‘being cut up with a knife’; or ‘cooked with its core taken out, stuffed, and then baked’; or ‘boiled’, etc. That its correlativity with semantic mapping/s is to be understood and reciprocal; e.g., the taste of an apple is realized through exercising the subgenre of eating an apple, and v.v. Or, we are motivated to bite into an apple in order to eat and taste it, etc. (27)

In the existential sub-economy we might infer a hierarchically arranged form of ordered analysis/analyses primarily dealing with the cognitively received second trans-cognitively ordered aesthetical e/valuation, third trans-cognitively ordered deontological e/valuation, and fourth trans-cognitively ordered pragmatical e/valuation whilst not overlooking or neglecting, pre-essential, hermeneutical/potential and ontical (factual) forms of e/valuation.
 By ‘cognitively received’ is meant the ‘trans-cognitive delivery in a conceptualized form of judgments that arose in trans-cognitive terms of reference’. (28)

Rather than run a matrix of 3 x 3 we could just compare these semantic, hermeneutical and ordered forms of mapping/s given the correlative nature imputed as underlying/informing all possible co-arising forms of economic correlation. (29)

With regard to an ordered analysis, we should also note that this claim we can only delineate six types of ordered judgment does not apply to the subject matter or topics of such judgments. E.g., in a delineation of sensory-motor determinants, and affective elements like mood, impressions, along with their cognitive translation into intentionally formed emotions, etc., we can note their cognitive translation through various forms of conceptual transcription (just as pain, e.g., is transcribed in a cognitive form despite being primarily pre-cognitive in its origination). Now with this awareness of the Pre-Cognitive Aspect in mind we could well ask is their a vertical-like correlation between the Per-Cognitive, Cognitive and Trans-Cognitive (and even including, perhaps, a consequential awareness of the Post-Cognitive?) (juxtaposed against the horizontal-like correlations of the semantic mappings of the phenomenal-phenomenological treatment of predicates, etc.). Given the motivational intensification of pre-cognitively based emotions, etc., in our intentional lives it would follow that this consideration should also be taken on board. Indeed, noting three more forms of mapping/s (along with their distinctive deconstructive strategies for overseeing correlative process of re(-)alignment). In this regard, let me propose pre-cognitive subjectivity termed as a ‘reactor’; cognitive subjectivity termed as an ‘actor’ (coinciding with a participator); and, trans-cognitive subjectivity termed as a ‘enactor’. Hence, we could form this 3 x 2 matrix by running spectator, participator and valuator with reactor, actor and enactor…
 (30)

However, such complexities are obviated in life by the fact that from the suspension, via the automatic de-suspension, we are immediately and continually returned to the concrete historicity of our lives as lived upon the stage of this world at large. (31)

That granted, we should also note that if the suspension is suitably managed we should find suitable forms of de-suspended transformation in keeping with the apparent trajectories of our relationships if they were permitted to find their own sense of re-direction through re(-)self-organization, etc. Or, if existentially conducted then we might also be existentially re-directed in direction that benefits all the actors as participators in this overall world-of-life. Thence the world of the critically-radical and the radically-critical (given this understanding that the critical and radical must also work together in order to test or re-make each other respectively). (32)

How might we reformulate a theory of semantic conformity in truth determination? (33)

For a start, we could invoke a Tarskian approach to sematic theory of truth determination but by inserting it into this economic process of pre-treatment (PT) to treatment (T) to retreatment (R). Namely, taking pre-treatment then subjecting it to a process of treatment plus suspension (+S) with its elevation by one degree in meta-status and its automatic de-suspension (-S) to a state of retreatment (R) with its de-elevation by one degree in meta-status in a positive state of truth determination (T) assuming an invariant transformational isomorphism (i) is preserved throughout all three economic states. I.e., as diagrammatically presented here: 

T
+S




-S

PR








R (34)

Now, in a deconstructive take, we can define pretreatment in a hermeneutical-rhetorical mode as a questioning of the assumed pre-conditional material (m) plus factor (i) to be the case, i.e., for i’ to be T if and only if i!  I.e., that a conformal truth determination is true (T) as a questioning of (m )+ i? where this isomorphic factor i is preserved under that transformation from PR-T-R! I.e., when a transformational isomorphic set of features (i) is found to be invariant in the economic progress from retreatment to treatment to retreatment. Namely, i! (35)

But, a deconstructive ‘take’ notes that we need to have ‘a positing and its negated de-positing plus this factor r0 (degree of relevance)’. So, if the rhetorical mode is a pretreatment plus a questioning of a certain factor i (along with a non-questioning of its material basic of its pretreatment) then it follows that factor i’ is true iff i! Moreover, if we were to cancel both positing with its negated-de-positing then the factor that would be left would be its semblance of (this comparative degree of relevance, namely, r0. Or, i.e: 
r0’ iff r0!
 (36)

Put simply, that this factor of relevance r0 is the conformal truth determination i! That such conformance follows if this isomorphic aspect of relevance is preserved if its isomorphism is found to be preserved across the breadth of the interrogative economy in question. I.e., our semantic mapping of treatment, altogether, is correlatively matched both by its hermeneutic mapping in the pretreatment and in its ordered mapping in the retreatment.
 (37)

Then, that the latter could be reviewed as existential in tenor if and only if that process reveals it has been suitably suspended (S). I.e., that S is fully satisfied, i.e., dynamically balanced, which in this instance is a balance between pretreatment, treatment and retreatment. But, as ‘(overt) existentialization’ is defined as a ‘transformational process that requires the suitably adequate transformation of the relatively non-existential’ it would follow that r0 has an overt existential complexion if and only if this process of transformation is suitably adequate or effectively satisfied. Or, we might interpret this to mean no more than both the suspension is suitably enacted and this covert factor of relevance takes on an overt expression as existentially oriented in status. (38)

Now, let me put this into the form of an illustrative demonstration to highlight these features of conformal truth determination (that through ‘reiterated stability of truth determination’ allows us to interpret it as ‘conformal’). (39)

This bright pink apple that I am holding is a ‘pink lady’. I assume from its rosy color that it is delicious and sweet to eat. I am not questioning whether it is an apple (and that it is a variety of ‘pink lady’). What I am questioning is whether it is delicious and sweet to eat (assuming that its rosy colour indirectly indicates this combined predicate ‘delicious and sweet’). Hence the rhetorical nature of the pretreatment. In its hermeneutical significance we have this genre of ‘biting an apple to order to determine its taste’, in order to determine whether it is delicious to eat, etc? (40)

So, I bite into this apple and from this process of treatment, in a state of suspension, metaphorically find the ensuing taste to be ‘sweet and delicious-like’. (41)

The de-suspension automatically follows and I find the immediate answer to my original question – “yes, it is both ‘delicious and sweet’!” (42)

That, in effect, we have an affirmation of this questioned relevance, namely, that this apple, indeed, is both delicious and sweet. That this means we have in this economic process and invariant transformationally isomorphic feature, namely, that this apple is ‘delicious and sweet’. I taste the apple in a second bite and find that this feature is conformally invariant as well (given my ‘confirmation of this confirmation’ that this apple is both delicious and sweet). (43)

However, after eating my way around this apple (core) I bite into a mouldy section of this apple and so now must revise my opinion of this apple. Parts of its are delicious and sweet but another section of it is ‘mouldy’. This realization deconstructs my interpreted experience of this apple as just ‘delicious and sweet’ for I must add to these predicates that a part of it is also ‘mouldy’ in taste. This apparent contradiction being defused by noting that only a small part of this apple is mouldy. (44)

In an extension of this Tarskian approach, by incorporating it with(in) a model of pretreatment-treatment-retreatment, we note this necessary alignment between semantic-hermeneutic-ordered forms of mapping/s. Moreover, from a deconstructive take, we note that the truth value in question is basically a matter of that which possess a certain degree of relevance. In this instance that this apple is very delicious and sweet except that very small section that was mouldy. That through iterative success, in a relatively stable form of truth determination, we can extend to it a conformal status given such a relative or overall preservation of isomorphic invariance. (45)

Now, this speculative observation or interpretation of relevance is crucial to a wider understanding and philosophical appreciation of conformal truth determination. Let me explain. (46)


It is this determination of relevance that sets the contextual stage for all patterns of truth determination. For a start, in experience, we assume the pre-conditional material of the pretreatment to be true. That the nature of our enquiry is set by seeking to ascertain whether the relevance we either seek and/or find is or becomes the primary feature that relatively circumscribes the parameters of that enquiry (as that type of enquiry qua enquiry). Couched in a rhetorical-hermeneutical mode, the process of questioning invokes an interrogative economy that invites the invocation of the requisite genre or genres in question. Moreover, through the ensuing treatment we expect to find some form of semantic alignment that is then demonstrated in the de-suspended verdict of the ordered/existential form of retreatment that is to be found as delivered. A delivery that appears to be spontaneously experienced both as ahistorically invariant and as historically concrete in the delivered degree of precision, to be experienced within the apparent degree of the ensuing relevance realized, be that either confirmed or disconfirmed, and, such is conformally validated through suitable forms of reiteration should that relevance be reinforced conformally. That, in effect, through this interrogative economy we have gone from the ‘generality’ of the pretreatment to the ‘particularity’ (in ascertainment of phenomenological type) in the suspension of the treatment to the existential ‘specificity’ being realized in the de-suspension of the retreatment. These speculative observations or interpretations granted, let me now turn to an exploration of this feature of ‘conformal truth determination’ received in this recognizable form as ‘relevance’. (47)

Now, let me ask the question ‘what relevance has this comparative factor of relevance?’ Previously, I have answered a question of this form by answering in the form of ‘meta-relevance, no relevance, not relevant, does not possess relevance’, etc. If we just assume, quite rightly, that ‘meta-relevance’ is ‘not relevance per se’ we should be on the right track in this regard. Then, by seeking to determine the reality of this aspect we should be led to make some interesting observations on the basis of this conformal theory of truth determination (conformal truth determination). (48)

Returning to apples, once again, if those ‘pink ladies’ were found to be delicious and sweet by the market then people would continue to buy them. Imagine then how relevant just this aspect of meta-relevance is or could be? Albeit, not as relevance per se, i.e., e.g., the ‘sweetly delicious flavor of that type of apple’, but, as ‘meta-relevance’, i.e., the economic impact of a popular selling apple might have in the wider context of the market within the embrace of the overall political-economy? In such more expansive terms of reference we find the farmer, hopefully, getting a good price for their popular brand of apple; that they can then pay the wages of their non-seasonal and seasonal farmer workers; with the banks finding mortgages getting paid; nearby townships prospering, and so on; as these positive economic forms of positive meta-e/valuation ripple out into the economy at large, in this world at large. (49)

But, why draw attention to such an existential observation of excess value generation whilst also admitting that this facet to be also more likely to be overlooked? Because we can now see, and model, the consequences of relevance, as a surplus of e/valuation, and its meta-relevant impacts, as a generation of meta-surplus/es of e/valuation, in the light of conformal truth determination versus the adverse impacts that would be experienced, instead, from distorted visions of a non-conformal ‘truthiness’ unleashed within the limited confined of the political-economy! Let me unpack this comparative proposition. (50)

It would appear that the nature of this meta-relevance, unlike relevance itself per se, is that it is relatively (more) self-replicating, albeit with a degree of decay over time. Much like the dropping of a stone into a pond. We might find some pleasure in the dropping of the stone into that pond (relevance) but, once it has been dropped, the ripples in that pond (meta-relevance), theoretically, could circulated till the end of time although for practical puposes the ripples decay as they spread out and bounce off the confining bank situated around that pond. Therefore, we might draw the conclusion that in the world of the everyday meta-relevance could make a considerable impact on whether our experience of the world will be a profitable one or a one with less profit, or, indeed a world where the possibility of profit is smothered in a tidal wave of negativity (rather than in an environment that supports and promotes this emergence of a semblance of self-replicating positivity of e/valuation?)? This understanding granted then the ramifications of truthfulness versus truthiness are considerable and quite different in tenor. (51)

The maxims ‘you shall know them by their fruit’, or, ‘you shall reap what you sow’ have much relevance here (but do presuppose a deterministic, non-chaotic world where there is a direct correlation with pre-conditions, conditions and post-conditions). However, the apparent (meta-)relevance they have to relevance itself must be devolved through a world of the other, a world that is there to be experienced as that held in common by others. The implication being that a viable ‘conformal theory of truth determination’ needs to be recast as a ‘conformal field theory of truth determination’. Let me explain. (52)

It is tempting, if only for the reason of seeking simplicity, to cast a deconstructive approach to seeking an interpretative re(-)alignment with the situation to hand to conceive of it as merely subjective and propositonal. In lived-reality, our world is laid out for us as vista of pre-arbitrated conformance. Our very ability to choose is a framed by what choices that can be chosen and very rarely do people stray from such conformance even if the are seen to rebel within such a frame of reference about the choices that are either suggested for them, requested of them or may very well be demanded to be performed by them. So, e.g., the propositional situation ‘I wonder if I should eat this apple, now, after lunch or would I enjoy it more if I eat it at afternoon tea time?’ is treated as a subjective affair in which to organize a set of deconstructive strategies. Perhaps I didn’t eat much for lunch and am still quite hungry. Of, maybe I have had sufficient for lunch and postponing that decision to eat that remaining apple in the fruit bowl would be the better course of action or, rather, inaction. But, what if I promised to a certain person that I would leave the last apple in the fruit bowl for them. My deconstructive set of strategies must now take on an intersubjective re-contextualization… which we all know, or should know, is the more usual state of play in this regard. Indeed, in this field of conformance, we negotiate with others within the guidelines already more or less laid down for(-)us through such processes of pre-arbitration (along with the possibilities for future forms of re(-)arbitration).
 (53)

In reflecting on the experiential nature of relevance we should also recognize that the most of the choices we appear to make are within the parameters of this conformance before(-)others. Although we can think about meta-relevance as if self-replicating because the immediacy of relevance is within an arbitrated field of conformance we would also need to note that they can entail post-immediate obligations and consequnces tied more specifically to such enactions (be they either activated, non-activated or postponed or more completely deferred). (54)

In this regard, besides noting ‘suggestions, requests and demands’, it might also pay us to note a need to responsibly ‘follow the monies, the debts and obligations’ entailed in such ‘choices’ as enacted within the confines of the political-economy in question.
 (55)

An obvious link between relatively subjective frames of references in decision making and relatively intersubjective frames of reference in decision making is the necessary ingredient of a narration field. To a great extent it could be argued that as the circumscribed parameters of all our choices being laid out before(-)us are preset by others that our decisions really are the decisions of more than just ourselves, and in that regard, could be considered to be basically ‘co-authored’. Or, that the narrator in ‘our’ is never just our own sense of self. However, thankfully, a legal understanding of responsibility would not allow us to just take just this understanding of conformance as the sole bedrock for such responsive interactions with others. That, we must also accept a certain degree of narrational competition in this regard and a sense of resolution, again, has its parameters of circumscription also conformally laid out for us through expectations, normative forms of behaviour, customs and their legal enshrinement in laws, bodies of lore, etc. Indeed, as already embedded in our received genres of behaviour, and so on. That, in essence, a co-authored backdrop embedded in the observance of genres of behaviours does not excuse us from the actual choices made by-us/by(-)us within the confines of whatever narrational paradigm is being invoked, etc. So, the fact that people lie, that all people have lied at some stage or other, does not mean we have to as well (unless we believe that we have good reasons for behaving like others in this regard under specific circumstances in a form that generally benefit the coursing of those relationships wherein we have felt this need to dissimulate in such a fashion). (56)

How does this recognition of a narrational field contribute to a conformal field theory of truth determination? (57)


Previously, I have argued that the narrational economy can be divided up between narrational facts (as the narratively manipulated content of the narrative/s in question
); the narrative as recounted by an apparent narrator (or set of narrators); and, the presence of a narrational critique, ostensively, sets out to deconstruct, rectify and re(-)normalize the narrative in question through a process of ongoing de-anomalization of the narrational drivers and a re(-)alignment within this overall vision of the life-world as experientially-lived both with(-)others and before(-)others (and basically expressed in an overall, cultural-interculturally arrived at consensus forming a general sense of a secular vision of the world at large).
 (58)

Such a narrational landscape accepted, how does this narrational economy fit within the economy of a conformal field theory of truth determination, and v.v? (59)

Formally, through economic forms of translation, correlativity, complexification, etc. Informally, through intuitive expression, appealing to previous precedents, pragmatic processes that appear to define and enlarge our perceptions of an ensuing relevance, meta-relevance, and so on. Or, more basically, or generally, pursuing those pragmatic strategies that appear to augment and enhance that received perception of relevance, etc. (60)

Furthermore, we should note that the intersubjective nature of genres has this economic aspect already in a public sphere of comprehension. (61)

Moreover, that a variety of methods would be found as to how this conformal field could be incorporated in our reading/s of a certain situation (to be read as its ‘situatedness’) within the apparent horizon of a specified instance of situatedness (and correspondingly expressed through our contextual understanding of the indexicals noted in those reports). (62)

As a way of noting this conformal field theory of truth determination we might accept a pre-arbitrated contextual appreciation of the positing/s (p) plus the negated de-positing/s [-(-p)] plus relevance (r0) plus its estimated meta-relevance (ro’) having a certain e/valuation X? I.e:


X = {p +[-(-p)] + (r0) + (ro’)} (63)


Where X, itself, can be subjected, when and where found to be relevant, to a process of contextual deconstruction, etc, (and where ‘x/p.’ merely means the ensuing relevance/meta-relevance that arises from either the deconstructive treatment of the situational content (p) within its event horizon and/or the contextual event horizon itself (X’)):

X’ = {x +[-(-x)] + (x/p.r0) + (x/p.ro’)} (64)


Or, in other words, we can either explore and e/valuate the situation within its event horizon and/or explore the re(-)contextualization of that event horizon and what impact that has on the ensuing relevance and/or meta-relevance. More correctly, a change in the frame of reference adopted and adapted in our approach to the contextualization of the situatedness in question is going to change how ensuing patterns of relevance and meta-relevance will be viewed. E.g., would you be happy if I gave you a small gift of $1,000. Or, would you be happier if I were to give to you $100,000. Would it matter to you, however, if I were to confess that this money was stollen and ‘given’ to me by the murderer who stole that money from the pensioner who had saved that amount over the course of their hard-working life as a poorly paid farm laborer and that this money was given in secret to me before that murderer was caught by the Police and who is now languishing in jail, but, on a much lesser charge of enacting a previous robbery with violence? Actually, would you like all this money that I found, it wasn’t actually given, and have it placed in your safe-keeping… as I would rather not have anything to do with it to be completely honest? And please do not tell anyone how you came by these funds… and please do not mention my name... (65)

The point of this anecdote being that what may seem to have an intrinsic sense of worth may well be found to having a shifting sense of value when re-contextualized. That in any approach to a conformal theory of truth determination this ability to both internally and externally deconstruct and/or self-deconstruct the situatedness in question would need to be taken into any formal or informal account of these wider terms of reference in truth determination. (66)


How does this reframe our philosophical explorations of ‘truth’ versus ‘truthiness’, and, how should we now review the representative nature of such an economy. i.e., how might we better understand this economy portrayed through shifting a ‘conformal theory of truth determination’ towards a ‘conformal field theory of truth determination’? (67)

From the perspective of another narrative it would appear that the proffering of a set of facts presented in a different narrative that those narrational facts could be viewed under a number of options, namely, as finding either a complete or partial accommodation, as finding no form of a current commensurable accommodation, and every degree of accommodation between these possibilities, and, as well, being either similarly interpreted or totally mis-interpreted in terms of their superficial significance and every degree between these possible degrees of interpretation/misinterpretation. In other words, sets of facts are possibly interchangeable between similar narratives, but, become increasingly non-transposable when the narrational ‘distance’, between those narratives, is too divergent. Hence an explanation, in part, why fact-checking a narrational account rarely seems to make any difference to the disseminated course of that impervious narrative regarded as wayward, rightly or wrongly, by some other narrative in which its narrational facts are considered as possessing a required degree of factual accuracy to count as ‘narrational facts’. However, we could also say that the narrational content of certain types of narrative do not need to depend on factual accuracy when the more important goal of a narrative is to be both comprehensible in a certain natural language and to appear to both its narrator/s and their audience/s that some degree of de-anomalization of its resident set of anomalies has been undertaken and seemingly resolved through the narrational strategies adopted and adapted by that narrative. The simulated experience of such forms of resolution, in part or in whole, reinforcing the apparent narrational strength of that narrative (as a specific story set up to be told through the stylistic resolution organized within that narrative). A process of suspension most likely also being partially postponed to some considerable extent given that the persistence of that narrative has done so through disregarding suitable forms of evidence. Or, that we are witnessing more a ‘suspension of disbelief’ rather than a ‘suspension of belief’, etc. Such partial processes of resolution also rendering that narration impervious to the incorporation of ‘certified’ narrational facts not sympathetic to the tenor of that narrative. So, in this light, putting both facts and evidence to the side,
 what other methods might we find to hand that could address and rectify deceptive narratives that are both popular and appealing but with a diminished and tenuous basis in lived-reality? (68)

In this regard, I would like to propose a series of tentative possibilities. For a start, we need to recognize that all narrations, as narratives, are hierarchically embraced in a set of narrational genres. E.g., if a narrative is in the form of an interview, we could ask what sort of interview is being disseminated. Is it humorous or serious, formal or informal, and so on? Then, we could ask if the narrational context stands in a relatively harmonic interaction, realized through ongoing resolution, either in regard to the embracing narrational genre (meta-narrative) or the embraced narrational genre (narrative) in the interactions of and between these two aspects that note the necessary contextualization of the embraced narration (by being embraced by the meta-narrative). Moreover, further asking to what extent an overall process of deconstruction or self-deconstruction could be profitably initiated in this ‘space’ between this active embracing and being passively embraced? (69)

Or, we could do a consequential analysis and either coopt the inherent critique of that narrative to expose a disconformity between its apparent intentional dispositions (for a progressive approach to the imputed de-anomalization of its central resident anomalies) or just unpack the apparent trajectories being represented in that narration to demonstrate a potentially fatal discontinuity between the imputed goals of that narrative and its seemingly otherwise destined objectives (that could well be arrived at if this narration were to persist?). Just as scientists tell philosophers, e.g., what they think they are doing and what those critical/radical philosophers think they might actually be doing? (70)


Or, alternatively, seek to determine the objectives that narrational audience would like to see realized and then demonstrate how that defective narrative would not be able to delivered on such ambitions. (71)


However, there is one caveat to such (tenuous) optimism. In a pseudo-psychosis, as in a non-pseudo-psychosis, the replacement of delusional constructions demonstrated as defective can be either easily substituted with others that can equally be demonstrated as defective or the impact of your deconstructive strategies will be just simply denied as ‘not tenable’ (even if factually based, perfectly logical arguments are utilized by(-)us, and the conclusions are correctly demonstrated by(-)us). Therefore, in the light of this ‘resistance’ it is probably better to skirt such ‘hot-spots’ if possible and deconstruct less central features of that defective discourse in the hope of eventually undermining it? Moreover, such tactics are probably better aimed at ‘disciples’ in the audience rather that masters of that type of defective discourse and who demonstrate an unhealthy over-commitment in reiterating its defective form of recounting. (72)

For those who are neither under-committed nor unreasonably over committed, the utilization of critical and radical forms of critique suitably exercised is probably sufficient especially if undertaken in an open form of a respectful dialogue and where both parties are willing to learn from the other (regardless of whether they hold high or low opinions of each other). (73)

In a consequentialistic vein, these concepts of relevance and meta-relevance once understood, must also have a role to play in the deconstructive re(-)alignment of such misrepresented ‘representative’ discourses. But, given that all discourses are representative, each in their own way, we must ask representative of what? Is this recognition of a ‘representationalism’ a discredited form of a covert correspondence theory seemingly at work here, or something worse? (74)


No! The economics of a text are such that alignment is between those economic features themselves as well as within and between the economics of its contextualization, dissemination and reception… and whatever else might be economically relevant. (75)

Elsewhere, I have observed that texts are deposited in an textual economy that can also be read as either an economy of (phenomenal-phenomenological) presentation, or (hermeneutical) representation and/or (existential) re(-)presentation. Hence, by such means expressing:
…that all texts are an economic mix of representative presentation of intent, co-associated textual input
 and extra-textual imputations…
 [1] (76)

That by deconstructive strategies, e.g., we seek to realize an ongoing, progressive form of alignment between such elements. That the correlativity of such dialectical features is reinforced when their underlying invariant transformational isomorphism is either constructed and/or explicated, either suitably re(-)translated and/or re(-)interpreted in a satisfactory fashion, etc. As explored elsewhere, alignment through re(-)alignment involves respectively, presentational re(-)de-mis-alignment, representational realignment and re-presentational re-alignment. Alignments can also be viewed in a narrational context or in a context of reception (when mutual understanding is only arrived at in that series of moments when the active act of communication is effectively co-aligned with the passive act of communication, and v.v.). At no stage are we to understand that such alignments are to be regarded as alignments between the imputation of objects in the so-called external world and the imputation of (intentional) objects in a so-called internal world. As philosophers, we have no need to trade in such nonsense! What is not there for us, may as well not be there for us! On the other hand, as secularists, we may fall back on such deceptive metaphorical notions given that natural languages are predicated on the essential-like treatment of ‘extra-textual materials’ through the over-extended mistreatment of such a non-simulated mode of extrapolated constructiveness. For either the truly critical and/or radical philosopher, metaphysician, existentialist, etc., the progressive realization of economic forms of alignment is all that is necessary for each disciplinarian to do their type of disciplinary work (in accordance with the way they differentiate themselves from a general, secularist vison of the world).
 
 (77)
3. Provisional Conclusions…


Hence, as here argued, in a conformal field theory of truth determination, through deconstructive strategies, etc., we seek only progressive forms of economic alignment demonstrated through re(-)alignment in which invariant patterns of transformational isomorphism can also be duly noted. That deconstructive strategies, etc., seek to rectify such misunderstood patterns of alignment in order to re(-)normalize such ensuing past insights, future foresights and present oversights. (78)


That we have a range of economic tools, etc., to better understand how a narrational approach to truth determination is one way to approach a conformal field theory of truth determination (given the processes of re(-)contextualization involved in the appreciation of narratives, etc., as a way to understand in contextual shifts of field as to how ensuing truth determinations are to be altered through such transformations, etc.). (79)

That deconstruction is entered into through a dialectical process of relevance seeking wherein the contents of the narrative in question can be approached in the context of that type of relevance determination (as to what is to be deemed relevant through such narration, and v.v.). In the process seeking to either incrementally augment and/or non-incrementally and chaotically enhance such deconstructive ambitions in order to rectify and re(-)normalize the processes of e/valuation in question; albeit as a process that forever remains a work in progress. (80)

In the creation of relational relevance, a process of self-replicating meta-relevance is also set in motion. In an existential orientation that process, effectively, enriches the mutually beneficial surpluses in valuational formation to be experienced by the participants present in the represented relationship in question positively influenced by these existentially oriented patterns of such pro-relational intervention. (81)

Hence this theoretical take on the topic of truth determination as viewed from the critical-radical perspective of a conformal field theory that seeks to observe representative forms of alignment through progressive strategies of re(-)alignment. (82)

That despite a complexity of factors that deserve our philosophical recognition, encountering and engagement, still, through processes of ongoing harmonic resolution we are presented with an apparent simplicity that can either beguile the secularist or bewitch the disciplinarian. Hopefully, we can re(-)trace a middle path through and across this landscape of near-endless scandal to arrive at an understanding that all semblance of progress is made step by step, tweak by tweak, within the reasonable bounds of common sense
 as long as we remain dialectically open to the evidential relevance of our passage between both the nonsensical and impossible realms of the absolutistical and the relativistic. (83)
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� 	This nomenclature ‘(-)’ indicating a trimodal economic reading; as might be presented, represented and re-presented (in a presentation/representation/re-presentational reading/s), e.g., etc.re-assessment 


� 	An allusion to my dual concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’. I.e., that we can backtrack to a point of greater conformance in truth determination and then start again from that point using critical methods for the making of an advance that appears to possess a greater degree of conformity with lived-experience.


� 	A question could be proposed as an either/or/or, etc. Should I eat, e.g., this apple or this peach or this nectarine? 


� 	E.g., a liquid is contained ‘in’ an appropriate container. A liquid can be poured ‘out’ of a container ‘into’ another container, etc. Hence the close connection between meta-textual hermeneutical genres (in their dual writing/reading of behaviour) and the invocation of the requisite relations exercised through those general patterns of behaviour.


� 	The consonant nature of a field is arrived at through an experiential commonality of it mere reiteration and so can be reviewed as reconstituted in the form of that background field of synthesis.


� 	The first reply to a question is a metaphorical response. The second reply is a more literal response, either in the affirmative or negative; or, if deferred, potentially continuing this process of the interrogation if the form of the second reply is itself continued in the form of an ongoing question/questioning.


� 	An ordered hierarchical stratification being one way to deal with the non-equal interactions between the various categories in ordered forms of analysis. So, e.g., in this regard trans-cognitive judgments could be transposed to a cognitive setting as happens in experience (where the trans-cognitive judgmental act delivers a cognitive form as material equivalent to the judgment? Or, e.g., in an ethical situation we might wish to observe, in a specific instance, whether the pragmatic might take a precedence over the deontological, and v.v., etc.


� 	Hence the nine elements of this matrix are 1. Textual, 2. Semantic Mapping/s, 3. Spectator, 4. Meta-Textual, 5. Behavioural Mappings/s, 6. Participator, 7. Non-Textual, 8. Ordered Mapping/s, 9. Valuator.


� 	Here we might surmise that semantic mapping/s would focus primarily on the trans-cognitive orders of the first, second and sixth categories, and, hermeneutical mapping/s would concentrate on the trans-cognitive orders of the fourth, fifth and sixth categories. One would also need to surmise that no mapping would be completely integrated and would be a work in progress as various mappings might find progressive forms of integration, but, never that ultimate form of a totally systematic incorporation. Hence ‘mappings' rather than a single form of ‘mapping’.


� 	An additional complication to consider but one that can always be simplified by either focusing on what is more relevant and able to be ‘relevance producing’ and/or just focusing on the most relevant form of correlativity under question. 


� 	PR as [(i) –(-i) + r0] = r0 =  !i! where PR (m+i?) – T (m+i)’ - R (m+i) = T = i, namely, i’ is T iff i (assuming m is T, i.e., m’ is T iff m). Where ‘!i!’ means ‘the relevance r0 of the act of deconstruction relating to i’.


� 	To understand how our semantic mapping of predicates, hermeneutical mapping of genres and their relation to relations, and, our ordered mapping of nominatives; with or without an existential appreciation of the former, can be arrived at we might like to note the following. ‘Predicates’ have a relational derivation through genres of behaviour that expose us to their delineation through more phenomenologically oriented analyses. In reverse, we could say ‘relations’ can be treated as de facto predicates by being circumscribed and entailed within the particularity of certain types of genres. Then, nominatives can be educed or imputed from a running together of both predicates and relations (along with their intermediation as relational-predicates and predicated-relations and their joint interactions as precipitating the emergence of ‘nominatives’ that can also be treated as predicationally and relationally focused upon logical subjects, etc. So, e.g., in the genre of tea making we have the particularity of a ‘combination of tea and hot water within a suitable container’ as the complex-predicate of a ‘cup or mug of tea’ which, as a generality, is ‘relationally presented to a guest’ and our perception of this specific nominative, namely, ‘this cup or mug of tea’. In other words, as an economy, predicates, relations and nominatives are already co-associated non-problematically (in non-philosophical terms of reference).


� 	Given the horizon for our exercise of choices is socially pre-prescribed we could say that we enact such choices ‘with(-)others’ in a ‘more covertly subjective sense’ and ‘before(-)others’ in a ‘more overtly intersubjective sense’.


� 	Such a dictum meant, first, in a metaphorical sense, and, second, in a political-economic sense.


� 	‘Narratives’ in the plural if we are conducting two or more narratives at the same time (say, in a translation or comparing one narrative with another), and, by virtue of the fact that all narrative are also embrace in a hierarchy of meta-narratives (which allows us to operate the object-narrative..


� 	I.e., arrived at in part through a consensus as to the nature of lived-experience (realized through re(-)lived experience entertained covertly with(-)others and more overtly before(-)others?


� 	Given, from experience, that this phenomenon of fact-checking appears to work only for ‘the already converted’ and rarely sways those who uphold relatively unorthodox narratives.


� 	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.


� 	III.2O.1. ‘Extra-textual’, e.g., the world as simulated in a novel treated as if without a realistically representative correlate or basis; but still, nevertheless, as a ‘world’ simulated ‘non-textually’ as ‘outside’ and ‘emerging beyond’ its corresponding textual situatedness (as a form of economic representationalism?).


� 	In the last essay in this series, dealing with a critical take on truth determination, I will be arguing why a critical philosopher may need to invoke a radical re-take from time to time, and, why a radical philosopher needs to integrate their radical presentation of ideas within a suitably critical frame of reference in order to formally integrate and validate their insights, make such insights, etc., available  for dissemination, etc.


� 	I hesitate to call this ‘representative’ approach, as it has been depicted so far, as just a theoretical form of  (economic) ‘coherentism’ given that a number of other theoretical approaches are also involved, e.g., from co-opting a Tarskian-like semantic theory, pragmatic features, phenomenological descriptions, hermeneutical performances, existential e/valuation, evolving modes of consensus, evidential demands, deconstructive approaches, treatment-retreatment through the suspension-de-suspension, and so on.


� 	A meta-philosophy of ‘common sense’ in so far as we carefully need to either critically and/or radically re(-)interpret the way things seem to be despite, in part, their construction by(-)us.





