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

Part II: Re(-)Taking a Practical Perspective*
0. Pre-Introduction

This is a second essay in an envisaged series of three essays dealing with the topic of truth determination (within a series of twelve essays under the rubric of Re-Imagining).
 On this occasion, I will set out from a more practical perspective in order to demonstrate how we might operate within this context of a conformal field approach to truth determination. In this regard, I will closely consider exploratory and deconstructive strategies; evidence and evidential support; consequentialism and interventionalism; the ramifications of relevance and meta-relevance; the effective-causal-intentional-efficacious alignment; and other related topics. (0)
1. Introduction

In the previous essay, as a theoretical take on this topic of truth determination, a conformal field approach was introduced. The expression ‘conformation’ implies that truth determination must be iterable, i.e., must be able, in principle, to be re(-)appreciated in a form that observes either the stability of that prior assessment or its progressive rectificational re(-)normalization through deconstructive process of corrective re(-)alignment. As a provisional introduction to this concept of ‘conformation’ it was first defined as a either a ‘confirmation or verification of a confirmation or a verification’ (where ‘confirmation’ was defined as a ‘process of truth determination conducted in real time’, and, ‘verification’ was a ‘process of truth determination conducted retrospectively’). Upon this basic, a process of deconstruction was further defined as a process of positing and its negated de-positing in the light of its imputed or perceived relevance in the consequential environment of its to-be-envisaged meta-relevance. Where both relevance, and, hopefully, meta-relevance, are suitably configured in our overall motivation in order to observe why that process of deconstruction and not some other, is being explored. ‘Deconstructive strategies’ being creatively observed in an ‘exploratory process of alignment realized in an economical approach to re(-)alignment arrived at through phenomenologically oriented re-de-mis-alignment (as a form of error correction in predicational assessment), hermeneutically oriented realignment (through a mere reconfirmation of genre invocation and its depiction of co-associated relations) and existentially oriented patterns of re-alignment (with the hyphen) (through direct engagement with non-textually simulated nominations of apposite logical subjects in their logical context/s), along with all correlations, accommodation and transformations relevantly proposed therein, etc.’ Against this backdrop we will start with a phenomenologically oriented exploration of both evidence and its co-associated evidential support. (1)
2. Exploratory and Deconstructive Strategies 


Recently, I was able to enjoy a ‘homemade’ soup that was referred to as an ‘onion and sweet potato soup’. In asking of the Chef how this soup was put together I noted the following interaction (as illustrative of this deconstructive approach as being defined by myself). (2)

I said I could taste the onions and the sweet potato. In this regard, making a confirmation of how this soup was descriptively nominated. (3)

I then inquired as to whether salt was added? The Chef informing me that the stock used was sufficiently salty already and that they generally, therefore, did not add additional salt in the preparation of their soups. So, in this regard, I needed to subtract this addition of salt to the menu (despite a distinctive hint of saltiness being present). (4)

Next, I then remarked about the red colour of the soup to be informed that the Chef had also added some tomatoes to the broth. So, in this instance, in an evolving process of error correction I needed to add ‘tomatoes’ to this ‘recipe’ being mentally reconstructed. (5)

Finally, I asked the Chef if they had added thyme to this mix and was told the spicy flavor was in part from the oregano added. In this instance finding a process of substitution assisted me in the forming of an overall picture of what this soup entailed. (8)


The Chef finally remarking that they added various other secret ingredients to this recipe. Indeed, this wonderful soup was practically a work of art, to be experienced almost as if a mysterious je ne sais quoi! (7)
In asking ‘what those ingredients were and how they were put together?’ this Chef quickly informed me ‘that if they told me they would have to kill me… and, so, wisely, left my request, in this final stage of our conversation, as just a ‘request’, something that need not be fulfilled. (8)

In this anecdote, through this conversation with the Chef, I have progressively rectified my understanding of what was entailed in this soup. By addition, subtraction and substitution, etc., I came to acquire a better understanding of that wonderful soup, but, like all phenomenal appreciation of all things phenomenological this process also had its limits, had limitations that I could never fully comprehend. What preparation was done, how long was this soup cooked, in what order were the ingredients added to it, and so on. On the other hand, I was given enough information to re-nominate that soup as an onion, sweet potato and tomato soup (and, in truth, a reasonably sufficient idea as to how it was put so expertly together). (9)

Anyhow, motivated by this memory of this wonderful soup and armed with its ingredients decided to make my own homemade version. Alas, nowhere as nice as the one made by this Chef. Perhaps they were right, they did have a secret recipe and it was this non-imparted knowledge that made a ‘relevant difference’ in this regard. (10)

Now, having looked at passive (suspension and) deconstruction and its ongoing addition, subtraction and/or substitution of predicates in a process of correction through re-de-mis-alignment and its role in phenomenal-phenomenological descriptions let me now turn my attention to active forms of (suspension and) deconstruction through an ongoing process of meta-textual genre recognition and reconfirmation in its role of noting relational prescriptions. (11)


On walking past the kitchen door in the morning I noted the fruit bowl on the far bench filled with apples and the thought arose that one of those apples would be nice to eat at afternoon tea time. Then, when I heard the clock strike three o’clock that afternoon, decided to go downstairs to get one of those nice red apples to eat. I enter the kitchen and, without too much thought, take one of those apples from the bowl. On touching this ‘apple’ I noticed it felt furry and soft to the touch and, a moment later, immediately realized I had picked up a peach thinking it to have been an ‘apple’. By looking more closely, this notion of having picked up an ‘apple’ was subjected to error correction. But this was a happy mistake as I decide to eat the the peach and found it to be very delicious, sweet and juicy. (12)

On one hand, I found I had mistakenly described the intentional object(ive
) of that current quest. On the other hand, this meta-textual genre of behaviour that ‘had me walking to the kitchen to find a piece of fruit, namely, an apple to eat’ is something that could not be treated as completely mistaken. As it turned out I was happy to eat that peach instead of that ‘non-existent apple that I had mistakenly thought was in a bowl of apples’. So, this enacted performance informed by this genre of ‘my walking to the kitchen to find a piece of fruit to eat’ is true regardless of whether there were in that kitchen apples, peaches or no fruit whatsoever. In other words, at some stage in this hierarchy of meta-textual genre-formation we merely find a reconfirmation of the adoption and adaptation of the complex genre being appropriated. Perhaps, misappropriated in part, but, never completely misappropriated in the entirety of its appropriation. (13)
I.e., genres are more reconfirmed in their apparent realignment rather than in their incidental re-de-mis-alignment should some facet of such a prescription for behavioural performance need such a minor correction. Much in the spirit of my twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’. I.e., if we were to think we might have made a mistake in our truth determinations all we have to do is retrace our steps to find a point of greater assurance with the additional assurance that we can now carefully recontinue on our way from the position of greater assurance. Similarly, retracing the appropriateness of our meta-textual approach will quickly reach such a point of assurance that in effect merely reconfirms such realignment. (14)

Moving on to an exploration of an engaged (suspension and) deconstruction dealing with a relatively (existentially) oriented proscription of nominatives we find that when change occurs in our understanding of the textually represented situatedness in question that relatively radical processes of re-direction can occur just as happens, e.g., in meeting points of chaotic bifurcation. Indeed, we could refer to such radical-like shifts in comprehension as either chaotic in their relative epistemological complexion and/or in their relative ontological complexion. As an example of the former we have this sudden realization that I was holding a ‘peach’ and not an ‘apple’. If this notion of ‘holding an apple in my hand’ were true I would have found an apple in my hand. But, instead, I found a peach and not an apple. This revised notion that ‘I am holding a peach’ proved to be true when this peach was looked at more closely and I realized I was holding a peach qua ‘peach’. (15)

As an example of a relatively ontological chaotic bifurcation we might invoke the boiling of water, or, more dramatically, that of boiling milk. How much more careful we have to be in bringing milk to the boil and ensuing that it does not get to boil because our inattention in such matters can leave quite a mess. Or, if crossing that chaotic point of bifurcation is not dramatic enough then imagine boiling oil… or petrol… above an open flame. Something I advise you not to do; and, merely suggest you entertain it as just a thought experiment! (16)

So, hence this comparison of an epistemological bifurcation to the meeting of a chaotically encountered ontological bifurcation, and v.v., and, the assumption that a similar chaotic-like phenomenon is in being directly engaged in either case (be that either epistemologically and/or ontologically, be that either metaphorically and/or literally). Hence, in this regard, the comparison of ‘re-alignment’ to a chaotic perturbation in ‘re-direction’ (with the hyphen), and, that both occur in an economic setting where we find a correlative relationship co-associated through ‘sheer’ re-de-mis-alignment, ‘mere’ realignment and ‘bare’ re-alignment
 in that economy of  re(-)alignment (as paralleling the overall economy of re(-)direction where we would find alterations in the direction of billiard balls on a billiard table as they hit each other and the sides of that table; the inertia of a billiard ball either stationary or in motion without taking resistance into account or its collision with other balls and the sides of that table, and, the chaotic-like interventions of those billiard players themselves vis-à-vis the relatively deterministic behaviour of those billiard balls on that billiard table). (17)

In a trimodal economic logic we note that correlatives are described as that isomorphic transformational invariance that is observed, either speculatively or non-speculatively, in the representative treatment of a textual situation (itself treated as expressing a textual economy, say, of textual, meta-textual and non-textual aspects) where there is neither complete (and absolutistical) determination in any form nor complete (and absolutistical) non-determination in any form, and, that the relative negation of two economic moments implies the non-negation of the third economic moment. By ‘determination’ is meant the ‘clarification of either identificationally described predication, functionally prescribed relations (arrived at through forms of genre representation) and/or proscriptively indicated nominatives and their e/valuations in terms of an ensuing process of value-formation and its associated semblance of truth determination’. That granted, despite an inability to attain and obtain an indubitableness of truth determination and our (non-)ability to (non-)obtain a state of non-indubitableness, as an impossible form of pure ignorance, we should not despair, to any great extent, that truth determination as a process can still be undergone… to the existential betterment of our relationships through the mutual enriched forms of relevance-formation and meta-relevance formation/s, and so on and so forth. (18)

In our economic representation of predicates, relations and nominatives [as paralleling, respectively, the three impossible, exclusive forms of ideal treatment of analysis (or reduction), synthesis (or reconstitution) and nomination (as a form of intentional resolution)] we should note their correlative status in their economy in question. That, without being taken to an extreme, we could say that the relative negation of two economic moments gives us the relatively positive expression of the third economic moment. So, e.g., the relative negation of predicates and relations should give us the relatively positive expression of their co-associated nominatives. Admittedly, once understood this should make sense. If I am attending to the thematized experience of the predicates and relations brought to bear on my experiencing say either an apple or peach then I should find, in due course, my nominative experience of that ‘apple’ or ‘peach’ in question. Or, in effect, moving from a metaphorical ‘this is apple-like’ to a literal ‘this is an apple’, and, ‘this is peach-like’ to ‘this is a peach’, and so on. (19)

Hence in truth determination these three forms of deconstruction and suspension. ‘Suspension’ given acts of judgment necessitate a suspension of conceptual materials in order to entertain trans-conceptual forms of judgment be such determination in either the form of identification, functionality or e/valuation and the truth assessment of the same. Moreover, this can be envisaged in the course of the deconstructive process given the form ‘positing/s plus negated-de-positing/s plus relevance plus meta-relevance’ where the ‘double negation or dropping the negation of the de-positing/s’ would naturally impose a suspension (and where, therein and thereby, the semblance of relevance itself can manifest, etc., given the ensuing suspension realized through the ‘dynamic balance of positing/s versus de-positing/s’). (20)

Other forms of deconstruction can now overlay these three forms just noted, e.g., of a form that is either psychological, sociological and/or political-economic nature. By observing relatively internal and external correlations, accommodations and/or transformations that are comparatively discordant a process of rectification can be initiated with the goal of an eventually effective re(-)normalization of that placed under such considerations. I.e., arriving at a form of research that possesses a greater degree of alignment with the phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical and existential ‘definition’ of that topic of research being thematized. A form of research that motivates and is motivated by the definition of the relevance and meta-relevance unleased, either observed and/or envisaged, by the ongoing thematization of such explorations. (21)

As a general observation we might also note that the comparative degree of integrity that resists deconstruction is usually indicative of the relevant authenticity of those explorations, whereas, supported in a confirmative contrast, motivated by an excess of this emergent contribution of relevance, there is also a reverse counter-deconstructive pressure for the ramifications of a certain form of research to progressively unfold in accordance within its trajectories for either its comprehension and/or definitional-thematization should such comprehended thematizational-definition become progressively re(-)aligned, in and through experience, with the representative nature of that topic. I.e., on one hand, texts put together through a lack of integrated logical, evidential, and intentional directedness, etc., are more prone to deconstruction under deconstructive forms of pressure, whereas, those texts that are put together in good faith are more likely to positively ‘unravel’ in more productive directions, potentially provoking forms of intentional insight, etc. (22)

So, a duplicitous document or documents should, on balance of probabilities, deconstruct more easily given that the author or authors of that textual situation have to split their psychic energies in keeping separate, and non-conflated, both the overt official version from the covert unofficial version, where the latter is regarded as more truthful, in each and every moment of its construction, dissemination and of its being later recounted. Given this division of psychic labour, one would think a textual situation is more prone to deconstruction when the textual situation manifests in so decidedly a relatively non-integrated manner of construction, etc. On the other hand, a good liar, with a good memory and manner, might well be able to convince a truthful and upstanding person that they are ‘truthful and upstanding too’ whilst seeking to profit from that situation through the truthful person not possessing the necessary degree of discrimination in order to rightfully ascertain the true status of that situation (their real nature of their relation being entertained therein). (23)


Given the existence of such dissimulation, how might we better appreciate and overcome this deficit in truth telling both when and where it should occur? By critically confronting, e.g., the invoked evidential or non-evidential basis for the ascertainment of all forms of reporting be they disseminated from the perspective of relatively authentic motivation or inauthentic motivation. (24)

That such considerations now head us in an evidential direction and the need to ascertain the status of our finding the necessary degree of evidential support should that support be present… (25)
3.    Evidence and its Evidential Support

It is obvious that truth determination could not be meaningfully and significantly engaged through some form of mere analysis. If it were, and we were left to our own devices as far as interpretation were to procced, then such determination could be neither conformal nor enacted as a field. Truth determination, through the prism of lived-experience, needs to be both successfully re(-)iterated and contextually re(-)appreciated. I.e., ‘representatively’ treated as a viable economy within a viable set of economies (as our handle on attempting to understand the import of our perspectives, etc.). (26)

Hence the necessity for both valid evidential claims and evidential support for such evidential claims. Let me explore what this might entail? (27)


As a rule of thumb, we deal with direct and indirect claims that generally fall under sense experience and sense reports; testimonials and reported testimonials, overt inferences and covert inferences, etc. E.g., seeing a bowl of peaches and reporting that that set of perceptions was seen by a specified perceiver/s; being accepted as a trustworthy witness or set of witnesses and the reporting of such testimony; and, straight forward inferences, etc., say, on seeing three peach stones on a plate (implying, most likely, on a balance of probabilities, three peaches were most likely eaten), and, reports re such inferences, etc., that may need other logical methods for the apparent validation of such reporting along with taking a harmonized set of perspectives, etc. Ideally, these three direct accounts and three indirect accounts should be viewed as one economy since they shade off into each other. E.g., no sense perception without a perceiver, no witness without some form of perception and no perception without inference, and so on. (28)


In such an ‘economy of observation’, be that focused upon perceptions, testimony and/or inferences, we should correctly note that these three interrelated sub-economic spheres should be regarded as having a correlative basis upon the overall complexity-simplicity of that economy in question. ‘Complexity’ because we are dealing with miscellaneous actors and acters along with their actions/reactions/inactions as they are reported to occur within the represented event horizon as viewed under an infinitude of potential perspectives, etc. ‘Simplicity’ because what is being related has some degree of overall harmonic resolution that establishes the experiential-facticity of that relationship or relationships or relational situation being explored, and, that such an ensuing relational dimension will be holistically expressed with the same harmonic flavor within the passive ambit, active or dynamic remit, and the engaged composite that essentially encapsulate the overall tenor of that relationship as interacted with through lived-experience. A relational sense of essentiality that is not reduced nor can be reduced to either ontological and/or epistemological spheres of concern. Just as an apple is seen to possess applelikeness that nominates that logical subject to be an apple even though it could be mistaken for the peachlikeness of a peach and its nomination as the logical subject, and v.v. Such appreciation being possible because both ontologically and epistemologically all causal processes of chaotic redirection, from moment to moment, have the ability to stamp a distinctive set of fractal symmetries upon the evolving participants re(-)shaped by such economic forces. Otherwise the world would be without differentiation and would not have either distinctive sets of identities, functions and/or forms of e/valuation. But, look around and we see apples as phenomenologically distinctively different from peaches, oak trees as distinctively different from poplars; and, even allowing us to near-instantaneously differentiate cats from dogs, etc. Furthermore, in our relationships we also find that passive deconstruction is not completely passive, active deconstruction is not completely active, and engaged deconstructions as not entirely self-engaged but also other-engaged, etc.
 (29)

Such a world for(-)us is simulated through non-textually oriented experience in and through the economy of textual experience, etc. Hence its ‘economic representation’ as we economically experience such textual experience, etc. From such economically simulated representationalism and through all other modes of experiential input truth determination not only determines truth conditions, truth determinations, etc., but what is also being apparently determined and in what relevant context/s it is being presented, represented, and re-presented; and as they are being individually and collectively appreciated as such, etc., as well as taking on an intersubjective dimension through the intersubjectivity of genres, the shared nature of evidential support, consensus forming, and so on. (30)

In the provisional nature of such determinations, once located on a middle path through the invocation of ongoing suspensions-de-suspensions, and operating between absolutistical forms of indubitability and relativistical forms of absolutistical non-indubitability,
 all imputations need to be treated as fruitful fictions, as mere imputations, even though as non-disciplinarian secularists we will uncritically accept and are permitted to accept, with certain qualifications, such simulations at face value in the context of the apparent everydayness of lived-experience. But such forms of mistreatment, along with either over-commitment or under-commitment, is never the case for first divisional philosophers, metaphysicians, existentialists, hermeneuticists, phenomenologists, and all manner of critical-radical disciplinarians, etc. (31)

Such ‘qualified economic representationalism’ accepted, field conformance is advanced when evidential claims are both validly formed and reported. (32)


Treading a middle path whilst observing all epistemological processes as being self-constructed but not just constructed by(-)us, indeed, very much quite the opposite.  As noted, we inhabited a world very much made by others and one in which seemingly through small incremental re(-)arrangements we can engineer either insightfulness, etc., or non-insightfulness, etc. As critical-radical philosophers we seek the former option which is available for(-)us to that extent we creatively abide by carefully following a relatively inherent semblance of common sense when and where such scrutiny appears to unleash an existential surplus of valuational formation that has either valid non-existential applications and/or valid existential applications. One facet of such vlauaitonalformation is our ability to formulate relatively valid evidential claims and evidential support for the same. Let me explain. (33)

In my anecdote about the onion, sweet potato and tomato soup it was demonstrated that in a passive form of deconstruction we could either add, subtractor and/or substitute predicates as we progressively come to a better understanding of that intentional constitution under such scrutiny by such means. In this instance, in the form of a recipe (which along such hermeneutical lines, which, in the context of this anecdote, allowed me to replicate that soup, alas, without much distinction I should add). That a somewhat similar approach could be adopted and adapted in regard to a delineation of relations (virtually and non-virtually approached through genres of behaviour) and nominatives, but, with the characteristic differences as also noted (and as found reflected in an ongoing economy of re(-)alignment realized through a mix of forms of re-de-mis-alignment, realignment and re-alignment). That by such economic means both evidential claims and evidential support can be referred to. (33)

Just what is it about an evidential claim that validates it as an apparent evidential report, and, where the critical mass of such reports can instantiate an effective form of evidential support, and v.v? (34)


First, let me look at provisional definitions of ‘evidence’, and, by extension, a definition of ‘evidential support’. Let me do this in seven sections upon which, in the form of a commentary, I will closely look at the significance of these definitions, and, then, in the form of a demonstration, outline how such a definitional framework can be applied:

i.
‘Evidence’ is defined as that ‘validity of method which collectively flows from being ‘logically, dialectically and evidentially valid given the existence of a reasonably integrated assembly of information that either corrects, confirms and/or re-directs our understanding in a relevant fashion based on correctly obtained direct and/or indirect sense perception, testimony and/or inference, etc., as realized through a ‘critical process of judgmental appreciation’.

ii.
‘Valid’ is defined as ‘that which correctly applies a proven set of methods that utilize a Tarskian semantic approach to truth determination incorporated within an economic appreciation of conformal correlativity in accordance with a correctly conducted process of retreatment’. 
iii.
‘Critically enacted judgmental appreciation’ is defined as ‘the critical treatment of either critically and/or radically prepared conceptual materials conducted through those processes as would be entailed in the exercise of retreatment’. 
iv.
‘Retreatment’ is defined as ‘that method that notes textual propositions critically prepared in pre-treatment along hermeneutic lines of reconformation, the suspended elevation in meta-status by one degree through phenomenal-phenomenological treatment and its re-de-mis-conformation, and, the de-suspended de-elevation in one meta-status by one degree through existentially oriented re-conformation in a progressively evolving process of iterated retreatment whose stability of outcome is to be found arrived at through carefully conducted processes of re(-)iteration.’
v. 
‘Relevance’ is defined as ‘that comparative existential excess or surplus of e/valuation that was found, is being currently anticipated, and is to be expected over the course of that critically conducted research; taking either critical and/or radical forms of realization that both mutually frame deconstructive approaches to truth determination but is also the desired product of such research’. 
vi.
‘Evidential support’ is defined as ‘that relatively enacted systematic harmonization of all relevant evidential inputs in a meeting of progressively evolving form/s of consensus able to be sufficiently re(-)tested in a context of field-conformance subject to being relatively scoped within all applicable limitations’. 
vii. 
‘Field-conformance’ is defined as that properly conducted successful re(-)iteration of truth determination enacted within the appropriate contexts of observance as appositely engaged in a suitable process of overall harmonization of intentional aspirations’. 

viii. 
Hence ‘evidentially based field-conformation through a progressive evolution of economic re(-)alignment subject to being relatively scoped within all applicable limitations ’. (35)

To begin with, let me look at this first section (with commented upon text noted in bold). (36)

We are looking at the important phenomenological topic of our ‘experiencing phenomena’ treated as ‘evidential phenomena’ as seen as a ‘phenomenon of evidential experience’. Just how is it that some ‘phenomena’ are experienced as ‘merely phenomenal’ and ‘other phenomena are experienced as ‘evidential in status’? Superficially we might accept such a binary differentiation. However, I would contend that all phenomena also present both their relatively non-evidential status and their evidential status simultaneously. Let me explain. In a dream let me encounter an apple-like presentation. I would argue that if this apparent image of an apple is vividly present then I will also know that it is ‘being constructed by myself’ in ‘the context of this rather vivid dream’. Or, if my gestalt integration is headed towards deeper form of sleep then a progressive loss of gestalt integration would be reflected in all ensuing imagery to that extent its can be mentally constructed. So, taking such observations into consideration implies all intentional experience is also accompanied, directly or indirectly, by an apparent awareness of what is evidentially being presented to me or what I am relatively presenting to myself, and, that with a reasonable degree of gestalt intactness, as would accompany everyday experience, we should be aware what is ‘relatively other-presented’ or what is ‘relatively self-presented’. That, with the former we then need to apply critical methods for its assessment, hopefully, reassessed through a form of communal re(-)assessment given that much of sense-based experience takes on an intersubjective tenor. (37)

Now, by validity of method is meant taking a Tarskian approach, albeit as incorporated in an economic frame of reference, say, in an economy of retreatment along with an ‘economy of observation’ through a ‘meeting of sense experience, testimony and inference, etc’. The economic aspects providing experientially demonstratable ‘grounds’ for forms of either intra-economic and/or extra-economic modes of correlative alignment providing stability for their conformal re(-)iteration. (38)


By collectively flows from being ‘logically, dialectically and evidentially valid is meant a conjunction of relatively non-self-contradicting logical coherence, dialectical focusing on productive forms of approach in regards to both relevance and meta-relevance, and, apparent evidential input that ‘grounds’ lived-experience in that which is re(-)iterable, and when and where appropriate, in intersubjective experience as a progressive basis for ongoing consensus forming. (39)


What we work with is the existence of a reasonably integrated assembly of information that either corrects, confirms and/or re-directs our understanding in a relevant fashion based on correctly obtained direct and/or indirect sense perception, testimony and/or inference, etc. In passive deconstructive ‘analysis’ we note phenomenologically oriented processes dealing with error correction enacted through ongoing forms of re-de-mis-alignment. In active deconstructive ‘investigations’ we note hermeneutically oriented processes dealing with a relative revalidated reconformation of genre invocation. In engaged deconstructive ‘examinations’ we note existentially oriented forms of re-conformation. Collectively, we note the overall impact of such forms of deconstruction as they critically prepare an integrated set of conceptual materials for acts of judgmental assessment to be approached through the economy of pre-treatment-treatment-retreatment (which could be referred to as an economy of ‘re(-)treatment’
). By relevant is meant with an eye on the significance, and potential meta-relevance, that is expected to be generated through such an approach. An observational economy being noted in the form of sense perception, etc. (40)

What examples might illustrate direct and indirect..? I now see five apples in the fruit bowl when I said ‘I saw six in that same bowl yesterday’; I reported I am seeing five apples in the fruit bowl today’ and reported yesterday ‘that I bought six apples’; I see an apple core on the plate and assume an apple was just eaten, and, knowing that I bought three Pink Ladies and three green Granny Smiths and as I observed that only three Granny Smith apples remained in that fruit bowl I reported ‘that Pink Ladies were more popular’. (41)

But what constitutes a critical process of judgmental appreciation? Informally following rules that seem to follow common sense, and formally, through ensuing all propositional forms of logic are conformed with; that dialectically our aspirational focus is clear on the form of relevance, etc., being sought; and, we pay close attention to the evidential basis and evidential supports that are to hand that allow us to clarify all forms of reporting. In more overt terms that a progressive process of treatment in the economy of re(-)treatment is being implied (taking into account that judgmental treatment is elevated by one meta-degree given its trans-conceptual/trans-intentional/trans-cognitive status, etc.). (42)
‘Valid’ is defined as ‘that which correctly applies a proven set of methods that utilize a Tarskian semantic approach to truth determination… Say, I want to take down some notes in my notebook. I have a pen to hand and duly use that pen. This implement for writing is a ‘pen’ because the name of this item is ‘pen’. This idea of a ‘pen’ is true if and only we have a pen to write with that is here to hand. This we find to be the case, i.e., this truth condition is obeyed. Then, say, the pen stops working. The ink has run out in this disposable pen. It no longer operates as a pen. Then this idea of a ‘non-working pen’ is true and only true if this pen is a ‘pen’ and ‘this pen no longer works’. As we discover this to be true then it is the case that this pen no longer works as if it were a pen. Conformity of truth determination should also be intersubjective. As a joke, I give this non-functional pen as spontaneous gift who soon realizes my gift was more a joke. But, when my friend realizes this aspect I then hand them a functioning pen. (43)

How is this validation to be arrived at? Through this semantic approach being incorporated within an economic appreciation of conformal correlativity in accordance with a correctly conducted process of retreatment. What is meant here? (44)
Why critically and/or radically prepared conceptual materials? Because judgment is between within or through concepts as the only epistemological material that can be judged given the ability of concepts to be both appropriated and not appropriated in meta-conceptual forms of accommodation necessary for both the enactment of the suspension and for judgment to determine to what extent if being appropriated or non-appropriated is more apposite in the course of the judgment. Just as my ‘left shoe’ looks like my ‘right shoe’, but, at the same time is not my ‘right shoe’. Whereas, visual perception can only focus clearly on either my left shoe or my right shoe in alternative forms of focus, but, that conceptually this dialectical form of appreciation is able to be conducted without problems given this conceptual ability to add and subtract conceptual-like vectors at the same time in intentional cognition (as an amalgam of both intentional pre-judgment and trans-intentional judgment are best explicated conceptually-trans-conceptually, and philosophically, etc., through an economy re(-)treatment where the delivery of the judgment can then be translated back into conceptual terms of intentional reference). (45)
Evidential support’ is defined as ‘that relatively enacted systematic harmonization of all relevant evidential inputs given that evidence does not occur in a contextual vacuum. Harmonization is implicated in the very nature of the economic regardless of which economy is being exercised (as a heuristic device). Just as there is the dialectical progression of a background field of consonance, a foreground focus that is relatively dissonant, and the ensuing resolution of the style of framing being utilized, so, too, can we invoke the economy of re(-)treatment and its dialectical moments, respectively of pre-treatment, treatment and retreatment, and, in regard to the observational economy we could form an alignment through complexification, respectively, with inference, sense perception and testimony.
 (46)
The intersubjective nature of a conformal field should also be in evidence as a support for the formulation and dissemination of evidential claims. Being realized through a meeting of progressively evolving form/s of consensus able to be sufficiently re(-)tested in a context of field-conformance. Just as people can differentiate apples form peaches nd dogs form cats and generally be correct in their differentiations. Or, a group of connoisseurs in the field of Chinese ceramics might be able to come to a group consensus as to the identification of a certain vase or bowl without necessarily getting it right but more likely being right on many more occasions than a person with minimal knowledge in that field. (47)
However, all forms of judgment is and should be subjected to the limitations associated with that form of judgment and the limits placed upon judgment itself, etc. Given that all epistemological processes are subject to being relatively scoped within all applicable limitations. As falling well between indubitable truth determination and non-indubitable (non-)truth determination, as not able to be regarded as completely (and absolutistically) defined in terms of identity, functions and values, etc., and, equally, as completely (and absolutistically) non-defined in terms of identity, functions and values, etc. Similarly, avoiding rhetorical, metaphorical and metaphysical forms of abuse as argued elsewhere.
 (48)
As noted field-conformance is defined as that properly conducted successful re(-)iteration of truth determination, and is enacted within the appropriate contexts of observance, and as appositely engaged in a suitable process of overall harmonization of intentional aspirations’. I.e., being re(-)iterable, contextualized in appreciation, and in an alignment with aspirations co-defined through relevance, etc., and v.v., as intersubjectively arbitrated. (49)
Hence in the form of summary it is noted that ‘evidence’, in the form of ‘evidential claims and supports’, is an ‘evidentially based field-conformation through a progressive evolution of economic re(-)alignment, albeit as subject to being relatively scoped within all applicable limitations’ (as would be noted philosophically, etc.). (50)


Given this economic correlativity, how do we utilize this alignment within a Tarskian theory of semantic truth determination? (51)

On way we might observe this approach is to note that for our interpretation of that correlativity (c1, c2, c3) to hold a certain required isomorphic transformational invariance (i) needs to be affirmed (T). I.e: 


[(c1, c2, c3)’ = i’]’ is T iff (if and only if) [(c1, c2, c3) = i]. (52)


The same approach also applies to other forms of correlativity, say, pre-cognitive (emotional motivation), cognitive thematization of relevance, and post-cognitive (concerns re a positive consequentialism); or, say, when a group of people share their sense perceptions or their interpretation of a text, etc. (53)

Translated into a situation where one or more people are interpreting a certain textual context we might do something along the following lines, admittedly simplified. Take the visual sense report ‘the cat is on the mat’ read as a simple text. In a meta-textual reading we would get something along these lines, namely, nominative ‘cat’ is locative ‘on’ the definite article ‘the’ attached to the accusative ‘mat’. Then, in non-textual simulation there is a simulation such that a cat is seen on a mat. So, in our truth determination we might say ‘the cat is on the mat’ if this isomorphic element ‘i’ is preserved in our transformation from our acts of visual perception that become intentionally deposited in the textual report, namely, ‘the cat is on the mat’ and our shifting then to a meta-textual reading {the cat is on the mat}, and, thence to a non-textual simulation of our seeing a simulation of “the cat is on the mat”. So, in this situation (the cat on the mat)’ is T iff the cat is on the mat implies a certain isomorphism ‘i’ if and only if ‘the cat is on the mat’ and {the cat is on the mat} and “the cat is on the mat” are corelative with respect to each other in terms of i, namely, 

[“{‘the cat is on the mat’}”]’ is T iff [“{‘the cat is on the mat’}”], i’ is T iff i. (54)


In economic terms, we have here both a ‘correspondence theory’ and a ‘coherence theory’ in a ‘semantic frame work of truth determination’. But, let us not get too carried away with this comparison. We must also include a number of other important element from, e.g., retreatment, consensus forming, existential ascertainment of the relational representation of the economy in question, etc., all enacted within a suspension-de-suspension which, itself, must be operating within a reasonable space not in conflict with certain critical and radical philosophical requirements concerning, e.g., limitations, etc., along with logical, dialectical and evidential restrictions, etc. (55)

But, such complexities noted, we are fortunate that in the everyday world at large, more often than not, all we need to attend to are the end products of our epistemological processes; needing only a tweak here and a tweak there, and, where by such incremental means we are at time dramatically beholden to more chaotic-like consequences of such minor mental manipulations. (56)
4. Consequentialism and Interventionalism 


Philosophy is riddled with attempts to deal with binaries so, in walking through this graveyard of forgotten dreams, forgive me if I were to add one more… (57)


To my mind, binaries cannot be thought apart from their economic basis. So, that granted, it means we must have to hand, if not overtly at least covertly, trimodal ways of reformulating this type of topic. The quickest way to start this approach is to assume that we have a plus -a plus a background of both of a plus -a plus x, which we might perceive and nominate as the ‘x factor’:


I.e., Apparent Economy of Binaries a/-a = (a) + (-a) + (a + [-a] + x). (58)
In earlier discussions of the topic of deconstruction, you would have seen me already adopt a similar strategy where I introduced the concept of an ‘emergent relevance’ (and its consequential setting in motion the infinite-like possibilities of an ensuing ‘meta-relevance’). (59)

Now, we have a number of micro-strategies in order to deal with this third element (as the so-called third moment in the archetypal economy co-associated with, e.g., the non-textual, harmonic resolution, simulation and the non-systematic sense of the existential, etc.). When dealing with the hermeneutic circle of comprehension (as my way of nominating a trimodally oriented interpretation of the hermeneutic circle and its apparent binaries of ‘whole/s versus parts’
) we could just say this this third element is just the addition of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ without a differentiation into one binary or the other; almost left as a cypher that is some type of vague state that exists before a division into a binary state of dialectical differentiation that which relatively demarcates ‘whole/s’ from ‘parts’. (60)
Or, we could just invoke an x factor (as just noted above) and leave it relatively non-scrutinized as to how we might detail with its more detailed construction (say, in either phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical and/or existential terms of reference, e.g., etc.). (61)
Or, in a deconstructive economy we might characterize it as ‘positing plus negated-de-positing plus relevance r (plus meta-relevance r’)’. We might further scrutinize relevance as a suspension of both positing and the negated-de-positing by either just ‘suspending positing’ as ‘positing plus negated-positing’, or, as ‘positing plus de-positing’, or, ‘positing plus the negation of the negated-de-positing’. (62)
However, the more definitive approach, I believe, is to adopt a balance of the processes envisaged as being entailed in the first two moments of the archetypal economy and then add them together in the formation of the so-called third moment (as a dialectical synthesis). E.g., in the interrogative economy (IE) (involved in the asking of a question) we have three moments of the rhetorical question as expressed through a dis-conjunctive suspension of the ‘either/or’ plus the metaphorical suspension, as a conjunctive suspension, of ‘like’ (which is equivalent to both ‘like and not-like’) plus the addition of the former:

I.e., IE = either/or + like + (either/or + like).
 (63)
Taking a leaf from a provisional exploration of a deconstructive economy (DE) we might add this emergent factor of relevance in the form of x (and its ensuing induction of a meta-relevance as x’):
I.e., DE = positing (p) + negated-de-positing (-[-p]) + {p + (p+[-p] + x (+x’)}.
 (64)

However, the raison d’être of a deconstructive economy is to enter into an economic process of re(-)confirmation of the posit through its negated non-positing. I.e., if the ‘posit’ is a ‘cow’ then that posit is re-confirmed iff it is also possesses a negated-non-cow(ness): 

I.e., A has cow-ness is T iff this is both a cow and has negated-non-cow(ness);

I.e., A is p is T iff A’ is T iff both p and –[-p] (along with x + x’). (65)

But, a full economic reading would reread this along the lines of an interrogative economy as:

I.e., DE = either/or (p+(-[-p]) + like (p+(-[-p]) + {both either/or (p+(-[-p]) + like (p+(-[-p]) + x + x’}. (66)


Of course, this equation could be further refined by spelling out the logical functions of ‘either/or’ and ‘like’. However, things already look complicated enough as they currently stand. Putting the deconstructive economy as rewritten into words we could say that the complex of the posit and the negated-de-posit could be referred to as the posited complex of both p and its negated-de-positing as –[-px] given its intimate connection to the emergent x factor that decides the relevance of the deconstructive project in the first place, and v.v. Therefore:

DE = ‘either/or’ px + ‘like’ px + ‘both (‘either/or’ px + ‘like’ px)’ + x + x’. (67)


And, DE’ is T iff DE. (68)

Or, in other words, if we are going to run an economic reading of binaries then we should note the economic emergence of a third factor as the archetypal addition of the function ‘either/or’ plus the function ‘like’ plus the emergence of relevance x plus meta-relevance x’. Or, for sheer convenience refer to the emergence of the latter two elements as just X and X’ (the so-called X factor and its meta-relevance factor X’). (69)

So, starting again, let me argue that in determining the structure of the so-called archetypal third moment (as a micro-strategy) in an archetypal economy (as its relational resolution) we can treat it as a ‘dynamic balance of the rhetorical moment and the metaphorical moment plus the emergence of an existential excess of apparent relevance in the form of the X factor (and an additional existential overflowing of consequential significance in the form of a meta-X factor of meta-relevance).’ That in a deconstructive economy both the positing and the negated-de-positing are co-associated in a complex posit throughout this equation that parallels the interrogative economy (involved in the asking of a question, and, that this functional-structure is present in all economies whether we are dealing with binaries or other economic phenomena). (70)

Now, why adopt this economic approach to binaries? Because it bypasses the short-sighted discussions that get centered on the mere function of the rhetorical ‘either/or’ or the potentially and equally disruptive nature that can be attached to a sheer metaphorical ‘like’. Where, taken to an extreme, the rhetorical ‘either/or’ can lead to unremitting skepticism and an ensuing relativism, and, in contrast, the extreme metaphorical ‘like’ can lead to both dogmatism and absolutism. Both are abusing the limitations of language (being respectively forms of rhetorical abuse and metaphorical abuse!)! (71)

Moreover, in dealing with binary structures, a critical economic reading should assist us in the avoidance of both classical and non-classical pitfalls that surround their mistreatment. With this warning in place, I am now in a position to explore consequentialism without recourse to its implicit binaries (before then exploring, in a similar manner, both interventionalism and the potential ramifications of the imputed causal-intentional interface). (72)

To be legally liable for the consequences of your actions it is implied that your intentional processes of enaction had consequences. I.e., through intentional deliberations, and from enacting either a commissioned set of actions or the omission of a set of actions or our inaction, through either temporary postponement or permanent deferral, the ensuing legal consequences of your overall enactions would be duly applied given that you possessed sufficient freewill to enact those deliberations, either knowing their non-legal and/or their legal consequences, and, in the light of the former knowledge or non-knowledge, then went ahead with such enactions whereupon you then either suffered and/or enjoyed the ensuing relevance for yourself, and others, of such consequences, etc.  Implicit in such a perspective, among a number of implications, is that you could either entertain your deliberations virtually, and, then, enacted them in a non-virtual mode of enactiveness should you wished to have done so. Thus, we have here the binaries of virtual versus non-virtual. How should we review this particular binary in a suitably detailed economic format? (73)

Economically, we need to find a third moment or third dialectical aspect in the virtual economy/non-virtual economy (call it what you will depending on whether your emphasis is either virtual or non-virtual in orientation
). Such a ‘third moment’ could be treated, given the choice available in micro-strategies in this regard, as a dynamic balance of both the virtual and the non-virtual aspects of simulated enactment along with an ensuing form existential relevance that would accrue to such intentional deliberations (and, of course, taking into account, the potential value of whatever meta-relevance might also ensue). Now, treated in this manner, we can see that we no longer have a mere intentional ‘weighting’ imposed upon one party over the other given our needing to contend, instead, with three economic correlative parties. However, if we should wish to apply more weight to one party over the other then all we would need to do, metaphorically, is to link that party chosen to dominate with the implicit weight of that neutral third party. By such simple means, in this instance, giving more weight to either the virtual orientation or the non-virtual orientation. Is such a metaphorical possibility open to exploration? (74)

Suppose if I were to see in front of me a fruit bowl with two very nice-looking apples sitting within its enclosure. I could just stare at those apples for ‘ever and a day’ and they would not move of their own accord. I ask mentally myself ‘would I like to eat one of those apples?’ If the answer were ‘yes’, then the next decision to make would be ‘which apple would I find myself choosing?’ However, I remind myself that, today, I had decided to fast. My motivation was that I should lose some weight by eating a little less. Unfortunately, it is late in the day of my fast and the more I stare at these two delicious looking apples my mouth starts to water almost with an anticipated simulation of the taste of those apples were I to eat one of then right now. But, I arise to occasion and decide I had better distract myself otherwise I would be eating one of those apples before I realized I was in the act of doing so. I watch some television. Notice the plethora of advertisements for junk food. Decide, instead, I might be better off by reading a book. Come midnight, I realize I would not be able to get to sleep from continually thinking about food, especially those two apples in the fruit bowl just waiting for me to choose one of them to eat. So, just before retiring, with this medical reason to hand, I return to the fruit bowl and stare once more at these two apples. This time my resolve is broken by pangs of hunger… and I reach out to choose one those apples to eat… so crunchy, delicious and juicy, so mouthwateringly perfect… (75)


So, merely staring at those two apples did not mean I would actively choose one to eat. Indeed, this pact with myself to go on a first-time diet inhibited me from doing this, at least to begin with. However, hunger got the better of me. I became motivated to eat one of those apples. The moral of this anecdote is that virtual enaction of the actions needed to eat one of those apples was not enough to get me to actually eat one of those apples. I needed to either unblock my motivation not to do so and/or let my motivation, induced by my perceptions of pangs of hunger, to impel me to eat one. (76)

Now, the next day, around afternoon teatime, I longingly looked at the remaining apple remembering how delicious the last apple I eat was. However, on this occasion, I also remember that I had promised I would leave the last apple in that bowl for someone else. Now, honoring this promise, I duly desist from forming a sufficiently motivated intention to eat this last remaining apple. Making the same point, again, that the virtual intention to do non-virtually an act x needs sufficient motivation to either ‘block’ or ‘lock’ its occurrence or to ‘unlock’ and ‘open up’ its occurrence. That motivation cannot be just the virtual enaction of a certain pattern of enaction. Or, in other words, in confronting a certain choice, the enacted relevance of that choice is also one of the decisive factors in such deliberations. Hence some of the reasoning behind this notion that deconstruction, or any other enacted attitude, must also decisively frame that pattern of deliberations, and v.v. Or, again, to intentionally shift from a virtual process of enaction to its non-virtual enactment the motivation either to do and/or not to do that pattern of activity is also crucial in such deliberations. (77) 

Now, to speculatively imagine the consequences of a pattern of enaction that might be expected to unfold we have to extend such explorations beyond the immediate impact of such enacted deliberations. There are intended consequences that may or may not go to plan, and, then, there could also be unintended consequences. Moreover, we might have the intrusion of left-field events altering the impact of such imminent anticipations and less imminent future expectations (and running counter to our reflections upon past recollections of similar events). In the latter we might also include the enactions of others that happen to impinge upon the unfolding of such anticipated and expected trajectories. All in all, the world, thankfully, is not run like a well-ordered train table. But, in accepting that fact, we have to take both the good and the bad that are found to transpire in our witnessing the non-virtual unfolding of our enacted deliberations. (78)

As suggested this aspect of our enquiries could be subsumed under the openness of this X factor. E.g., in the breaking of my fast, on the next day, albeit after midnight, I came to enjoy this apple. This was the relevance I found in my interaction with this apple. It was enjoyed. However, I also claim that in the wake of this reception of relevance there is also a meta-relevance that, more often than not, is just overlooked, especially if we find the re(-)iteration many, many times of the same type of event and where, incrementally, we are brought to points of bifurcation as a consequence. Chaotic consequences that would fall into expected outcomes and those with unexpected outcomes, and, where the consequential valuational formation could be a mix of either positive, negative and/or neutral forms of e/valuation. A popular brand of apple or some other piece of fruit, say, the Imperial brand of mandarins or variants on the Kiwi fruit, and so on, could well earn their farmers a satisfactory income given, all too often, that supermarket competition and other middlepersons could make all others items and produce less than profitable. The point being this, from engagement with the consequences of our enactions it is to be hoped, most of the time, that we will stand to benefit from such behaviours. However, there will be occasions, whether rightly or wrongly, this correlation between the apparent responsibility or lack of responsibility between our ‘supervision’ of our enactions and their expected consequences will not always be so faithfully observed. That, similarly, the overall meta-relevance of our collective enactions can also demonstrate a similar form of disconnect although much that passes for chaotic phenomena has consequences that can be predicted to some extent even if only cast in the form of a probability function rather than a function that operates merely at random. (79)

Now, this philosophical attitude towards the economic appreciation of apparent binaries accepted, how does this assist us in understanding how this relationship between the virtual and the non-virtual might be observed, and, hopefully, observed in a more beneficial light? (80)

For a start we also need to recognize the consequential import of a ‘third force’ in such considerations. Then, we need to understand this economic medium of interaction has both similarities with those binaries, by virtue of being in some form of a suspension of the former, but, also will possess dissimilarities that should be noted in order to better understand the genesis of such relationships be that in this instance from the virtual to the non-virtual in the deliberative enaction of behaviour, and, in reverse, in the way such additional factors can also alter outcomes for either the benefit of that persons or those persons being interacted with, or, more importantly, for the benefit of that primary relationship in question. Indeed, the mere enaction of the virtual intention to do x or not to do x, etc., is not enough to non-virtually perform such patterns of behaviour. Hence the importance of motivation and an understanding of the dialectical balance in place and in play between those forces promoting such behaviours or impeding such behaviours. In the previous anecdote we can see the inhibiting presence of vows and promises, on one hand, and on the other, forms of motivation like pangs of hunger, along with certain desires, etc., mixed in, no doubt, with a dialectically varied array of miscellaneous forces from emotions to moods, from ambitions to aspirations, from contractual arrangements to compactual agreements, etc. That, in effect, this array of overt and covert factors has a certain collective power or sway in tipping this balance either from the virtual to the non-virtual or, in reverse, to have the non-virtual stopped in its tracks and be contemplated more as a possible course of enaction not yet fully deliberated upon. Hence the accumulative impact of this much overlooked third dimension which for convenience can be looked as the X factor and decide the eventual relevance of such deliberations. I.e., where an existential surplus of e/valuation can continually spill over into the course of our lives, and, then, spill over yet again into the form of a meta-relevance (or complex meta-X factor whose impacts can considerably re(-)shape the course of the political-economic sphere). (81)

In the same vein we have another binary to carefully reconsider, namely, those enactions performed by ourselves for the sole benefit of ourselves and those enactions performed by both us and other for the benefit of others and only indirectly for ourselves. Or, seeking to address the potentially problematic nature of whether and how, and when and where, we should either intervene in our relationships or not intervene directly on the behalf of others and only indirectly for the possible benefit or loss to ourselves? Hence the problematic nature of an interventionalism made more complex by also questioning and conducting such considerations through either the lens of a non-existential orientation or through the lens of an existential orientation. (82)

The complexity of such considerations may seem daunting. The, again, as argued on a number of previous occasions, much of the way we are inserted, projected back into  this world (through the re(-)iteration of the automatic de-suspension of the suspension), both passively with(-)others and actively before(-)others, is something, more or less, that is already worked out for us. Indeed, for most people most of the time there is no high anxiety, moral panic, ethical perplexity, and so on. That the fact of our existence before-others, in practice, is not a source of philosophical confusion, for me, is a real philosophical problem, and not so much the other way around, i.e., in the form of how do we make responsible decisions, demonstrate an empathetic ‘concern and care’ for others, etc?! On the other hand, that we can also be so ‘blind’ to the accumulative consequence of our actions, nonactions and inactions, and through our not recognizing the additional consequences of this phenomenon of meta-relevance, e.g., and by not addressing the ensuing adverse aspects of this facet of our existence with(-)others is another philosophical problem that could be profitably addressed? Given, e.g., such political polarization, where people are riled up to take a short-term and selfish approach, say, to such a clear-cut need for the general wearing of masks in a pandemic? Or, for politicians who complain about how governmental spending is to be raised when they have already awarded themselves and their wealthy donors inordinate amounts of tax relief, and, in almost the same breath, then turn around to demand that the working-poor need to pay more for such largesse; and so on and so forth, ad nauseum. (83)

Need there be this binary between us, ourselves as ‘sole actors’, and, others, as ‘communal actors’? Just how should we address this apparent ‘divide’ between subjectivity and intersubjectivity, or, is such an incommensurable gulf more an illusion than a real philosophical problem? Then, how might either this problem and/or an ensuing solution figure in the problematic issues that surround this topic of an interventionalism when people take it upon themselves to act on the behalf of others when our relationships appear to ‘call’ for such forms of intervention… and may well encounter opposition and hostility, even violence and death for such seemingly selfless behaviour? (84)


Unfortunately, we are surrounded by nests of over-invested in binaries that all need to be economically defused. I.e., where we need to recognize that it is in our general interests to have such ingrained habits rendered in a more suitable trimodal form of presentation recognizing that even economic re(-)presentations are themselves also economic re(-)presented. E.g., in a consequentialistic philosophy, beside this seemingly innocuous divide between the relatively virtual and the relatively non-virtual, we have cause versus effect, matter (as material and brain) versus mind, the self versus other, and so on. What, admittedly, is a conventional convenience has become an unnecessary philosophical inconvenience! Besides being a profound meta-philosophical/metaphysical mistake with adverse ramifications that travel well beyond the unruly world of disciplines. Let me explain why this mental habit should be circumscribed and recognized as only a conventional shortcut in our thinking that sidetracks more serious forms of research, more serious forms of social reform, more open approaches that reveal more productive ways of our existentially relating to others, and so forth? (85)

In the interrogative economy, e.g., the rhetorical suspension of the ‘either/or’ can be misread on two different levels. Without decisiveness we end up with an absoutistical form of skepticism that then redirects us towards a fruitless relativism, in some form or other, to some degree or other, (whilst recognizing that no completely paid up relativist could ever consistently live their life in such a manner). On a more decisive level, the partisans of such a divide then insist you either subscribe to our preferentialistic view of the world or you must be a misguided subscriber beholden to the mistaken delusions of that other side. Of course, seemingly reasonable argument could be made by both sides whose apparent existential insightfulness can further entrap such divided adherents. It is not that those argument can possess no represented semblance of reality, given that our take on the world must always be conducted through some form of partial perspective, it is just that in being so exclusive what should be included as a possible series of useful qualifications becomes written off as not able to fit into such narrow terms of reference. Alas, what is then lost is our sense of balance, our ability to be impartial, and, from there, go on to conducting suspensions given that the suspension-de-suspension is at the very center of all judgmental appreciation. Indeed, in enforcing the over-decisive reading of the ‘either/or’ such proponents become dualists; either preferencing the dual per se or preferencing one aspect of that duality. Moreover, given that we cannot think binaries in a vacuum, some more perceptive over-decisive folk even recognize that dualism, for them, is more of an exclusive trimodalism.
 (86)

On the other hand, in the interrogative economy we find a number of other forms of potential philosophical/metaphysical abuse and subsequent disciplinary self-entrapment. In reading the first reply, enacted in a metaphorical mode, too literally, without suitable rules of transformation, ‘like’ becomes ‘is’ (when it should remain ‘both like and not like’).
 Now, this simple mistake, in being compounded by acts of fiat, forms the dogmatic basis for an incipient absolutism. (87)

In this same economy, mistakenly reading the so-called second reply too literally can lead to a form of simulational or apparitional abuse… in so far as things are taken far too literally, and, therein and thereafter, read far too exclusively through that adopted and adapted aspectival ‘lens’ when perspectives, correctly, should be seen as being ‘chosen’, hopefully, in terms of their recollected, anticipated and expected relevance formation. But, still, for all that, they are usually chosen on pragmatic grounds which cease to maintain their utility for(-)us should we neglect a more dialectically open embracement of this world at large given that no perspective could ever capture even a modest semblance of the reality that could be experienced through inviting an impossible plethora of potential perspectives. (88)

Obviously, truth determination must be severely distorted through the adherence and maintenance of such forms of philosophical/metaphysical abuse. Now, if people were unwisely to insist that because ‘the Moon looks like a huge blue cheese’ that a space program should be instituted to mine this cheese in order to feed people on Earth such proponents, hopefully, would be laughed out of court. But, then, we have so-called philosophers and metaphysicians argue that because ‘there appears to be an external world’ that ‘there is a so-called external world’ It is so sad that such misfits are unable to ‘read’ the fine print on their disciplinary memberships that if closely ‘read’ would have them finding among such conventional rules of membership that they would have been forbidden from undertaking such misbegotten manoeuvres, that such an ill-disciplined style of thinking would have been expressly proscribed. What is impossible to do remains something that cannot be enacted even if claimed as something that were possible! (89)

E.g., ‘the world is perfectly reasonable, dependent upon a concatenation of causes.’
 Except, of course, a so-called ‘first cause’ which, by definition, no longer should be called a ‘cause’ given that this so-called ‘first cause’ is no longer being defined under the rubric of a normal ‘cause’ qua cause, and so on! But, that granted, would it be acceptable to return to the intentional form from which there was generated such abuse and reverse such misbegotten manoeuvres back to their rhetorical, metaphorical and apparitional roots that gave vent to their ensuing mis-directed expression? Well, ‘yes’, but, presently, let us leave that to those disciplinarians better versed in such subtleties. (90)

How do we re-represent such technical binary expressions like cause versus effect, etc., in a more acceptable disciplinary format? (91)

E.g., in an economical translation of the philosophical/metaphysical topic of ‘causation’ I have discussed its translation in and through a ‘conditional perspective’ by noting ‘pre-conditions, conditions and post-conditions’. Moreover, we can seek forms of an intermediary alignment between the causal and the intentional, etc., on the grounds that successful behaviour demands, among many things, ‘an effective causal alignment with an efficacious intentional enactment, etc.’, in an ‘open’ frame of reference that completely dismisses the exclusivity of either realms of the ontological-causal and the epistemological-intentional, etc., in the economic recognition of ‘a trans-ontological-epistemological aspect (TOE)’. (92)

E.g., in an economic translation of the philosophical/metaphysical topic of a discredited mind-brain dualism, et al, I would suggest the translation of such related expressions in and through ‘the perspective of an epistemological hierarchy’ where ‘psychic’ phenomena emerge ‘upon and within’ its metaphorical floors, halls and passageways, and that such distinctive ‘epistemological productivity’ will reflect such levels and modes of ‘epistemological organization’, so on. (93)

As for the seemingly controversial and incommensurable philosophical/metaphysical divide between ‘self and other’ let me translate this groundless problem through a variety of lenses that discredit such an impossible notion (that it should be philosophically problematic given that it should only present as problematic in more practical terms of reference, say, in attempting to differentiate when a person is dissimulating or not dissimulating, were they merely mistakenly in their telling their version of what they believe to be truth, and so on?). Let me outline why this type of philosophical problem is foundered on a misreading that attempts the impossible bifurcation of relative binaries into absolutistical forms of binary opposition). (94)

Now, to attempt a process of appreciation, and its ensuing processes of treatment, our mental faculties need to attend to both the content to be appreciated and the act of appreciation to be intentionally conducted through one or more of those perspectives (for that form of treatment currently being envisaged as being relevant in the equally current formation of our intentional objectives). In effect, our mental resources have to be sufficiently divided between the same. Moreover, given pretreatment, a process of treatment and its ensuing retreatment in terms of the meta-status of its pretreatment, our overall attention has to be sufficiently divided between all of the above. At no stage can we merely focus entirely upon that content as qua just content or upon that appreciation qua just appreciation, etc. Similarly, given that apparent or relative binaries are to be appreciated from either the perspective of one of those binaries or from both of those binaries as an informative contrast (with other binary pairings or a background of meta-binaries), it follows that neither the parties of a binaries nor the binaries themselves per se can be just appreciated in and of themselves because appreciation without content is not appreciation, and, appreciation with content is not just a mere act of appreciation per se.(given that the content of that act of appreciation also has to be entertained as well). Or, more simply, as a field phenomenon, an act of trans-conceptual appreciation of conceptually translated content can be neither just a trans-conceptual act of appreciation nor a conceptual act in the presentation of such content. Therefore, it follows, that no act of appreciation without there also being content for that act of appreciation, and, similarly, there can be no content being appreciated as such without an act of appreciation. That because these two different aspects of this act of appreciation are different, they cannot be one and the same thing other than as a conjoined act of ‘appreciation appreciating that which is being appreciated therein’. Moreover, the same follows in our meta-appreciation of this act of appreciation (made all the more possible through progressive forms of iterative appreciation where the treatment is rendered through retreatment with a similar meta-status to the re/presentation of the original pretreatment). (95)

Gestalt-wise, only through the overall, evolving relationship between gestalt background and gestalt foreground, and a gestalt appreciation of the same (with its co-associated semblance of intentional/transcendental subjectivity), could there be an economic act of perception or any other form of intentional recognition, etc. (96)

Therefore, impossible forms of complete (and absolutistical) isolation of intentional aspects that can only function through their relational interaction just cannot be envisaged as being either encountered, recognized, and/or engaged! (97)


This natural limitation on the epistemological functioning of intentional thinking should be a basic topic for consideration in philosophy 101 (in its critical dealing with pretreatment), in metaphysics 101 (in its critical dealing with treatment), in existentialism 101 (in its critical dealing with retreatment), indeed, in any disciplinary topic 101! (98)

But, putting that dose of disciplinary discipline to the side, whilst also recognizing that there are other important topics that should also be considered in the same light, let me, instead, look at the ramifications of this contrary position that sees no real incommensurable divide between the artificial bifurcation of relative binaries which, in this current exploration, concern subjectivity versus intersubjectivity (and allied topics as already noted). (99)

Meta-textual genres of behaviour that inform the parallel ‘writing/reading’ of textual behaviour. Whether in a classical form of a classical text, say, a letter or novel, and, in a non-classical form, say, footprints on the sand or the eating of an apple, etc., these integrated sequences of meta-textual instructions are much like a menu for a meal or a recipe for the preparation of a meal and, obviously, should not be mistaken for the non-textual ‘simulation’ of the meal as that ‘meal’ is to be experienced in either virtual and/or non-virtual terms of reference. Now, with this understanding of something of what is meant by my use of this term ‘genre’ we should realize that its primary basis is embedded culturally-interculturally in language and the social-personal exhibition of behaviour. That, effectively, we cannot think one thought without reference to an intersubjective genre of behaviour. That, this being the case, it is impossible for subjectivity to even be contemplated in a non-intersubjectively pre-conceived manner given our total dependence upon the adoption and adaptation of such intersubjective genres of behaviour to be exercised in the course of our intentional lives, and, that this fact of our intersubjective-subjective contextualization of our very own modes of reflection is also reflected in the very use of our primary natural language whatever language that might be. Let me explore this common road we all must travel down just to think about our individual sense of place in this world both (passively) with(-)others and (actively) before(-)others. (100)

As already argued, we live in an economic semblance of world, in a circulation of valuational formation that equally re(-)defines and limits all senses of identification, behavioural functionality and value formation… and this economic characteristic is conventionally expressed throughout all functional aspects of a natural language. (101)

E.g., (in English, e.g.) we have three senses of person in verbal constructions, namely, ‘first, second and third persons’ (in ‘singular’ and ‘plural’ forms and in a ‘dual’ when explicated as such unlike, e.g., an explicit dual in Sanskrit). Interpreted through the lens of an archetypal economy consisting of World, Object and Ego moments, and treating the second person as intermediating between the first and third persons, and treating the second person as more coincident with an dual existential/non-existential complexion would allow us to read a more viable and profitable relationship with the following  correlations, namely, ‘World’ with the ‘third person’, ‘Object’ with the ‘first person’, and ‘Ego’ with the ‘second person’ (whilst also recognizing two implicit senses of the second person, namely, a relatively non-existential ‘you’ and a relatively existential ‘thou’). In an economic recognition of tense, we have ‘future’ (‘World’), ‘past’ (‘Object’) and ‘present’ (‘Ego’) along with subtle variation on the same. In terms of voice, we meet with ‘active, passive and middle’ senses of orientation, etc. Then, in terms of geographical position we have ‘here’ (and ‘this’), ‘there’ (and ‘that’), and ‘in between’ (a ‘between’ and a more collective sense of space ‘between these and those’, etc.). (102)

How could we wonder about an incommensurability between, say, a first person orientation and a third person orientation when we already have their intermediation in the form of a second person, etc., and, that this so-called incommensurable divide is already reflected in a language being entertained, here and now, by ourselves, admittedly, both with(-)others and before(-)others, but, as already intermediated by(-)us, etc? (103)

Or, again, how could I know ‘I am in pain’, when in pain, despite the fact that my ‘pains’ are not directly experienced by others, still, the intermediation of a language implies such a divide is not an absolutistical one, cannot be completely formed/informed along incommensurable lines, and so on?! (104)


Rather, such a pseudo-problem should be turned on its head where we ask instead, e.g., how do I know this current truth determination of mine is critically exercised; or, how do I know that a certain person is not lying or is advertently lying, or is inadvertently mistaken, and so on? (105)


By critically exercising a conventional appreciation of those relevant rules for the specific truth determination required as well as being privy to all relevant pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions, etc., albeit as exercised within the natural limitations of such discernments that has to consider, within the finitude of a psychic budget circumscribing human attention, either what is relevant or not so relevant, or, currently, not relevant whatsoever, etc? (106) 

Moreover, such considerations also have to be mindful of the relatively radical either as it is found to present itself or as we adopt such means in order to test the strength of our critical expositions. The perceived and appreciated ‘relevance’ of an approach being determined in the light of ‘its comparatively ability to positively influence outcomes in a manner that was either desired or is found to be more desirable’. (107)
5. The Ramifications of Relevance and Meta-Relevance 


We could say ‘that our entire life is re(-)directed through continual relevance seeking!’ To this we could also add that few of us are very good at attaining and obtaining that positive sense of an ongoing resolution… (108)

Intentional objectivity is engineered to enact the realization of such outcomes. In this frame of reference, relevance is dialectically engendered between the speculatively envisaged realization of the intentional aspirations in question and how such aspirations get themselves re(-)engineered in the light of distractions, past instances of a recollected successfulness, anticipated realizations, longer-term modes of expectation, reiterated determinations to selectively realize certain focused desires, ambitions, social aspiration, etc., as navigated, negotiated and arbitrated either by ourselves and/or by others. (109)

In terms of a ‘relevance seeking’ we can say that ‘success is met when our intentional goals are realized’, and, the ‘emergence of such successfulness, more or less, is either relatively met or not met; either as previously defined, as currently anticipated and/or as to be engaged in a more speculative mode of expectation. (110)

That ‘relevance’ is ‘emergent, is realized in an intentional form in keeping with those co-associated forms of motivation, can be compared to similar states able to be compared in that same or similar fashion, and, can be seen to possess the donation of a certain sense freedom in keeping with the intensity and manner of that motivated realization’. Moreover, from relevance we also find the continual re(-)expression of forms of meta-relevance. Let me explain. (111)

We live in the world at large but that spatio-temporal world is also a dialectical mix of cultures, in a complex cultural-intercultural continuum with relative discontinuities between different cultural loci and their specific languages and assortment of histories, etc. To some extent, metaphorically, we could say a world emerges through the psychic integration of our experiences that in turn can only arise against a psychic background that already possesses a sense of integration, i.e., a sense of world or worldliness. Let me look closely at this aspect of emergence. (112)

I am eating an apple that tastes very sweet and delicious. However, we should not reduce such an experience either to the embodiment of myself or to the imputed physical being of the apple. Yes, I can entertain in the medium of a dream my eating a deliciously sweet apple without the reference to the imputation of a material apple per se. However, such a mental construction, as a self-constructed phenomenal experience, has its limitations. As a well-integrated phenomenon, I am told to what extent and in what manner this creation is created either by me or by my previous interactions with this world at large. If it is more dream-like and vague in its phenomenological presentation, then I also know, through this lack of a vivid sense of reality, that my experience of reality is also somewhat diminished through this lack of gestalt integrity. This diminishing semblance of a lived-reality completely disappearing in the realm of deep sleep. However, when my phenomenological experience is self-presented with a semblance of the ‘real’ then I also know that I am beholden to a relationship with the world we it is both self-dictated by me, in my seeking what is relevant for me, and, other-dictated, in a finding what relevance it appears to have for me that is not seeming created by my own acts of creative intentional constitution. However, it is more correct to understand that we meet in the middle and in and through such phenomenal-phenomenological encounters (and their passive presentation of predicates), hermeneutical recognition (of behavioural genres and their active representation of relations), and engagements (existentially oriented e/valuation of nominatives and their co-associated valuational formation) we experience this phenomenon to hand along with the emergence of its co-associated relevance. Obviously, the specifically experienced delicious properties of this apples cannot be tasted by me without this interaction with that apple, and, likewise, I cannot effectively muster a convincing experience of that apple from within my imagined repertoire of experiences without me knowing that that imaginative act was being created by me. So, even though I have certain expectations put to the test in an anticipation of what that apple will specifically taste like, only through the confluence of these relations, namely, my tasting this apple, will the full satisfaction of my encounter with this apple find an effective-causal and efficacious-intentional sense of satisfaction. Indeed, a sense of satisfaction that emerges from this encounter that cannot be reduced to the isolated, non-related individual participants in this relationship, namely, ‘myself’ and ‘this apple (being eaten)’. (113)

Put, more simply, the semblance of a distinctive relevance emerges through interaction that cannot be reduced to the non-relational separation or isolation of its participant actors (the imputed subject of myself) and acters (the imputed object being encountered, namely, the eating of an apple). That from this encounter arises these representations of ‘sweetness’ and ‘deliciousness’ a ‘ripe appleness’, etc., albeit in the context of our future expectations finding a concurrence in its present anticipation. An experience also iteratively reinforced through a process of conformation. Of course, in a conventional frame of reference, we then naturally impute that ‘apple’ as a ‘deliciously sweet and ripe apple’ that was ‘most pleasurable to eat’. (114)

Therefore, although relevance is somewhat expected and established through anticipated conformance, its distinctive specificity, as a surplus of e/valuation, cannot be reduced to the mere parties concerned but as the result of the necessary confluence of relations needed to establish this alignment between, e.g., expectations and anticipations (and past recollections); between individual acts of confirmation or verification finding the requisite forms of conformance; between economic factors that establish the phenomenology, hermeneutical interpretation and existential experience as encountered, recognized and engaged in a manner that, respectively, is proper, appropriate and apposite, etc. That, in this overall process of non-disconfirmed conformance we impute a truth value that notes this degree of economic conformity. (115)

Now, it is safe to say that every relational encounter is productive of an existential excess in e/valuation, but, an excess that may or may not be desired, and, to a comparative degree that suggests no two things, no two encounters is the same. Imagine if you were hungry and you were to eat a very delicious apple. Now, imagine if you were told to eat ten such apples in a row. Or, that you had been on a hunger strike for some time and now had to eat those ten apples or face a slow process of torture till you either eat those apples or died whilst being tortured. A set of reflections that dramatically reinforces this point that despite similarities of experience no experiences are ever exactly the same in lived-experience. (116)


This granted, I am now going to argue that because our world possessing a cultural-intercultural complexity ‘relevance’ will also be experienced in such terms, and, in its wake, there will also be this experience of meta-relevance. (117)

On a personal level, our appreciation of relevance will relatively leave our perceptions of the world either unchanged, altered, and/or re(-)created with new forms of behavioural response. On an interpersonal level we would expect to find something similar. On the other hand, through incremental reinforcement or disconfirmation chaotic-like phenomena could be experience when points of bifurcation are reached. So, e.g., when a new form of fruit reaches the market the public might overlook its specific potential in financial terms until its commercial qualities are better recognized. We could say that all markets are naturally distorted because of a lack of immediate information, misunderstanding the competitive or non-competitive advantages or non-advantages of what is found or not found by a buying public, etc. However, once a fashion is established, we see how this phenomenal aspect of meta-relevance can then make for itself a considerable impact on such markets, the nature of lived-experience, and so on. (118)

Both relevance and meta-relevance find a basis in an alignment between the effectively-causal and the intentionally-efficacious. (119)
6. The Effective-Causal-Intentional-Efficacious Alignment 


Now, it I want to eat a non-virtual apple then both actor and acter, in this instance, myself and a ripe apple, need to find a form of immediate geographical contiguity. Or, i.e., the causal and the intentional dimensions need to productively find a form of alignment in which such aspirations can be fully enacted. (120)


Or, through a satisfactory confluence of the pre-conditional and the conditional the post-conditional along with the pre-suppositions, suppositions and post-suppositions of the intentional can intentional aspirations be realized whilst also being mindful of the fact that only through arbitrated forms of behaviour can intentional be more fully instigated through a mix of contractual, compactual, and non-contractual-and-non-compactual forms of behaviour. (121)

Now, let us examine, in the light of this re(-)positioning to date, this idea of evidence more closely. Let us say I can see very clearly that there are two apples in front of me. If I were to say ‘it is true that there are two apples in front of me’ then we should also realize it is true to say that neither this truth nor falsity of my utterance will make the slightest difference to whatever phenomenal reality is in front of me. Recast in a Tarskian mould we find that what truth there is is attached to the relative meta-proposition that correctly describes the object-proposition. That what is true is that the relative meta-statement about the relative object statement correctly depicts that latter statement if the relative object statement has the same isomorphic transformational invariance, i.e. the formal alignment needed for that the relative meta-statement to be true. Let us call this semantic theory of truth determination demonstrates an evidential sense of truth. This sematic approach applies to any meta-level of employment. E.g., let us say in a certain short story I have identified that the main protagonist is a person called ‘John’. The statement that the main protagonist in this short story has the name ‘John’ is true if and only in this short story the main protagonist has the name ‘John’. Let us say this is my deduction, that I have deduced that this is the case. However, let us say that I have a literary critic who thinks that I am wrong in this deduction and wishes to outline their argument as to why I went wrong in making this deduction. For the sake of the argument let us call this short story ‘The Power Behind the Throne’. Ostensively, the person on the throne is John but the person pulling the strings is revealed at the very end of the story to be, say, the most powerful of the Barons, say, Baron James. In light of the title, and that the more powerful person in this story is actually James then it must be ‘James’ who is the main protagonist even though most of the action is written around the personage of this ‘King John’. Especially given the fact that we led to believe that James has manipulated John to act the way he did. Now, to demonstrate this critical truth claim the literary critic has to argue both that they are correct and that I am wrong. Or, i.e., that the met-meta-truth claim that the main protagonist is actually “‘James’” and not “‘John’” is true if and only if it is the case that it is ‘James’ and not ‘John’. Meaning, that if ‘James’ is truly the main protagonist in this short story then the main protagonist is James. (122)

Let us nominate this Tarskian semantic theory of truth determination as ‘evidential’; i.e., P’ is true if there is evidence for this claim, namely p. E.g., if the proposition ‘I can see two apples in front of me’ is true if and only if there are, indeed two apples being seen by me as in front of myself. (123)

However, an economy of truth determination cannot be just unidirectional, in an evidential declaration of truth. Nor can it be bimodal in merely utilizing an object-level and a meta-level in such processes of determinations. To accommodate this economic necessity for a non-unidirectional circulation of valuational e/valuation and a non-bimodally treated set of parties let us look around for what must be there given that it would appear that we are allowed to make this seemingly superficial, non-economic semblance of a determination in the first place. (124)
 
In a resolution of this seemingly problematic ‘non-conundrum’ I would like to propose the following two forms of consideration.
 First, in inserting a process of treatment within the three-stage process of retreatment, namely through pretreatment, treatment and retreatment, we resolve this question of parties. Second, by noting that all phenomenological presentations are present in their context of presentation then this widening of our terms of reference will also give us a trimodal environment, namely, the context of presentation, that being presented through that context, and, the relationship between the same. Moreover, as a third consideration, we might invoke a causal dimension by noting pre-conditions, conditions and post-conditions. That, needless to say, an alignment needs to be found between all three sets of economic variables in order for truth determinations to find a conformal form of alignment within this implicated matrix as just outlined.
 (125)

As a fourth form of consideration let me propose that truth determination, given the trimodal nature of its economically re(-)iterated retreatment, may well be conceived as operating in the opposite direction (to the Tarskian form of a semantic theory where we follow an evidential direction in truth determination). In a contrast, let me propose an appreciative theory of truth determination as an adjunct to the Tarskian approach. Namely, if I am going to appreciate the truth conditions of a certain state of affairs (as propositionally laid out in the object statement) then I must be in a psychic position that allows me to go from the object proposition to its meta-translation. In effect, establishing a suspension that allows me to retranslate the object-proposition into a meta-propositional format. I.e., if P is appreciatively true then P’. Here, I must be in the psychic position of being able to correctly engage the object-proposition in the form of a suspension.
 (126)

However, appreciative truth determination, arrived at through suitably inducing an overall (extensive) suspension, would, through the automatic invocation of the de-suspension, immediately induce a return to this world of lived-experience, and, by such means, deliver a semantic thrust through an evidential form of truth determination isomorphically invariant to an appreciative form of truth determination whose e/valuation is wholly dependent, in the first instance, upon this suspension being correctly induced. By such a direction, on this account so far, we have merely reinforced this unidirectional take on a progressive form of truth determination proceeding from the pretreatment to the treat and thence to the apparent finality of the retreatment. That, alluding to an interrogative economy, merely by questioning the ‘final form’ of the retreatment would automatically have us recommencing this same economy. But, established in this form, there is no reason to suppose that this economy would not be re(-)iterated (say through retention) and that it could not procced in an opposite direction dialectically (by invoking various processes of deconstruction?). Say, in an appreciative determination of the evidential in an appreciative form of contexting, etc. (127)

Now, invoking this ‘matrix’ and economically aligning these three set of factors or elements we get respectively ‘(a causal matrix of conformal truth determination’):
Treatment: 
Pretreatment

Treatment

Retreatment 
Con(-)Text:
The Contexted

Con-Text

Contexted-Con-Text
Causal:

Pre-Conditional
Conditional

Post-Conditional 

  (128)


Now, taking treatment as relatively epistemological in orientation, and, the causal dimension as relatively ontological in orientation, we might surmise that con(-)text,
 as the context of presentation, could be conveniently construed as mediating these two levels in epistemological organization. (129)


In a complex process of truth determination, we seek the isomorphic transformational invariance between context and that being contextually treated therein as well as the truth claims to be made with in that context itself. (130)


This granted, we could invoke a rule, namely, that context and that being contextually treated therein must maintain a conformal form of co-associated relativity. E.g., I dream about eating a very delicious apple. The context of that dream apple is a dream; a dream about ‘a delicious apple being eaten therein’. As more a construction of my own mind (rather than being perceptually dictated by the imputed object, say, a non-virtual apple), I have this contextual appreciation confirmed on waking a few moments form the depths of this enjoyable dream, where my confirmation of a dream apple is verified by the absence of a non-virtual apple being eaten, finding myself horizontal in bed, and, having just awoken. Similarly, I am hungry and eat a non-virtual apple, and find this eating of an apple to be causally effective in the diminishing my pangs of hunger. As the rule implies, context of presentation and that contextually presented therein must be conformally co-associated. I.e., in a state of alignment that must be observed in order for a truth claim to be correctly ascribed to the specificity of that state of affairs in question. (131)
 
Moreover, as the reader might have understood already, this causal matrix of conformal truth determination has an ‘alignment’ that must be observed between all nine elements to the extent each horizontal layer is in a state of conformal isomorphism with the other two horizontal layers. That by such means, we can now state that a conformal declaration of truth determination, correctly, must transpire in such a form that we arrive at an effective-causal form of efficacious-intentional realization of our aspirations whose primary relevance is to be determined through the nature of the ensuing valuational e/valuation in question)! (132)
7. Other Related Topics


On economic grounds alone we do not need to invoke and impute extra-textual forms of representation even though this naturally occurs on a conventional level of discursive behaviour, However, as disciplinarians we are naturally obliged to use a non-disciplinarian language in order to conduct our more disciplined discourses. How is this possible? (133)

Because at the center of all judgmental appreciation is a process of the suspension-de-suspension that, if correctly approached, can allow us to move from a naïve, non-critical attitude to a critical attitude and thence, when timely, to taking on board a more radical approach. Thence, through critical re(-)appropriation, the radical is radically tested in critical terms that then allows us to take a conventional approach once more, albeit, relatively purified in those aspects that would have rendered such a project, program, or overall prospect, as mistaken, defective, damaging, and potentially bankrupt in all sense of that expression. Without reference to a close resemblance to the truthful our projects, programs and prospects would render themselves as endlessly controversial, and either be productively overlooked and/or adhered to in ways that further damaged our passage thorough this world at large. (134)

In a reflection upon such matter, how might we deal with wishful forms of truthiness, conspiratorial fantasies, alternative histories and narratives, and so forth?
 (135)

We could insist on a need for evidence and some form/s of epistemic responsibility?
 Or, we might take a consequentialist approach and insist that the purveyor of such unfounded claims take responsibility for the consequences of their pronouncement. In a spirt of openness, ask them to expound the possible consequences of their claims. Rather than denying such fabrications and provoking a pseudo-psychotic form of resistance instead give your opponent the opportunity to expound their ideas; perhaps, with the odd strategic probing that then lets them unravel at their own speed and in a form of their own making. So, e.g., in the context, say, of relatively extreme vaccine hesitancy (or as a global warming denialist, etc.), you could ask your de facto ‘opponent’, but more to be understood as a ‘conversational partner’, that, being in this midst of this virulent pandemic, do they support, say, the use of either masks, getting vaccinated, getting tested, and isolating or quarantining if necessary, etc? They might evince a happiness in a short-term gain of refusing to do any of the former as directed, but, could they contemplate the spectrum of possibilities both positive and adverse? Do they think, on balance, that their reasoning is a good bet to take? Ask them if they are really prepared to make such a gamble, maybe with their own lives, maybe with the lives of others? Maybe loved ones? Is your opponent able to weigh the pro’s and con’s of their decisions? Are they able to entertaining the right sense of proportion in such matters? Is the freedom arrived at through the not wearing of a mask equal, say, to their getting sick? Yes, we can agree, and forms of agreement must be present in such a dialogue, that there are side effects from everything but can they compute the odds, say, of getting serious side effects from having the vaccination versus those arising from a highly contagious strain of Covid-19? Ask them what is motivating them? I am sure both parties will find a lot in common in that regard. Then ask them if the measures and ideas they are subscribing to directly address such anxieties. Help to settle such anxieties or merely provoke their continuation or deferral or denial? Recount various anecdotes about people with similar views who, say, decided to also get vaccinated but did so in secret because they were worried that others would know about their doubts. Having doubts is more reasonable than being too dogmatic? Would they agree with such a claim? So, what doubts do they have? Do such doubts compare with what we already know about this pandemic or, perhaps, refuse to admit? Then, ask them if they sympathize with such folk who had such doubts but secretly decided to hedge their bets? Could they contemplate doing something similar? Could they contemplate if they were wrong and caught this virus what their experience of this illness might be like for them. Could they describe what it is like to slowly drown in a hospital bed, or, maybe, suddenly find themselves at home not able to get enough oxygen because their lungs are now ceasing to work, being filled with fluid… would they be prepared to die at home and not seek medical intervention given their commitments to their belief that this illness is a ‘hoax’ or that it is not much more than a ‘dose of the flu’? Giving other people access to such medical treatment through a sacrifice by themselves even though wondering f they would live and recover, or, fatally relapse and die? At least being unwaveringly faithful to their commitments? Ok, that form of a consequential analysis could be quite cruel… but, not as much suffering as lying helpless on a bed and suffocating for a few days or weeks with lungs filled with fluid and refusing to work on each desperate breath… let alone the continual suffering that some people will experience in forms of so-called ‘long covid’. But, if they should resist conducting such a process of contemplation, ask them what is motivating them to deny such a possibility? No doubt, both parties could once again find a common ground in such anxieties, be they faced or not faced, be they deferred or denied… where even a conscious denial must be the denial of what is being consciously denied. Again, find some common ground. We are all human and we can all experience the same anxieties to be experienced in our ‘being all too human’. As an optimist, I am sure a skillfully constructed dialogue invoking dialectical processes of consequential thinking might lead to either an advertent or inadvertent unravelling. With inathentically manufactured reports, the duplicitous nature of their construction implies greater opportunities for deconstruction… by cleaving open the fractures and ensuing cracks… although such insight formation is better conducted and enacted in an environment that is totally supportive and non-antagonistic (whilst internally recognizing an urge to dismiss such folk as idiots… a response, perhaps, that might be better tempered by the recognition that we all have our blind-spots, strange ideas, and so on)….
 (136)
8. Provisional Conclusions, Observations and Comments… 

Now, rather than summarizing the assortment of seemingly miscellaneous ideas being explored in this essay so far, let me, instead, continue to persevere with this causal matrix of conformal truth determination. (127)

A relatively unexplored motto in this essay has been the following formula:

     That the ongoing process of either critical and/or radical truth determination is centered economically in deconstructive-destabilization, provisional-rectification, and ongoing-re(-)normalization of the economy in question…
 [99] (138)

‘Re(-)normalization was defined as:
‘A transformational process of ongoing re(-)alignment with whatever can be realigned and where such realignment [in an economy of re(-)alignment] can be had in (both accessible and assessible) experience’. [106] (139)


As for deconstruction, in exploring passive, active and engaged forms of deconstruction, it was noted that no economic from of deconstruction could operate purely on its own terms.
 That, economically, all three varieties, were economic correlatives. However, in ‘subtle’ forms of preferencing, a certain sub-disciplinary approach could be relatively invoked. E.g., invoking a passive suspension would induce, by this reasoning, a phenomenal-phenomenological perspective, etc. (140)
By ‘non-subtle’ is meant ‘impossible forms of preferencing along with the incurring of other philosophical mistakes with their ensuing forms of abuse, confusions and, not otherwise, endless and intractable controversies, etc., that can only demonstrate the obvious second divisional status of such philosophers, disciplinarians, etc., who unknowingly insist on wallowing in such leftover debris and detritus… that, more correctly, deserves only to be discarded. (141)

Similarly, in this causal matrix, preferences can be entertained, e.g., for either the epistemological workings of intentionally operated forms of retreatment or ontologically oriented assembling of relevant forms of conditional treatment or the relation between the former that can be had by exploring processes of re(-)contextualization in a trans-ontological-epistemological perspective. However, at the end of the metaphorical day, the necessary requirement for an ongoing (extensive) suspension would suggest that such preferences also need to be re-balanced. But, that, through the ensuing retreatment of an automatic de-suspension, the non-flatness of the world found in lived-experience, again, would immediately be re-observed! (142)

That a similar position is to be taken with all other forms of deconstruction; be they psychological, social and/or political-economic in complexion. I.e., that they also be treated as correlatives along with the economic ramification to be discerned in such an equation. (143)


That, in essence, deconstruction is to operate across this matrix with ensuing patterns of provisional rectification following on in the wake of such destabalizing approaches. Adding this qualification, that a balance needs to be observed in order to instantiate the suspension-de-suspension that would oversee such processes conducting an ensuing ‘provisional rectification and ongoing re(-)normalization’. (144)

Let me look more closely at what this might entail? (145)


Ideally we wish to set up forms of alignment or forms of alignment that will induce further forms of alignment… and, thereby, be instrumental in enacting forms of conformal truth determination arising through such processes of re(-)alignment. (146)


In an overall process of retreatment, we note pretreatment, the mode of treatment being envisaged, and, the ensuing patterns of relevant retreatment, therein and thereafter, to be arrived at. (147)


But, given such complexities, is there a shortcut, here and elsewhere, given the previous claim that our understanding of the world merely needs to be re-tweaked here and there?
 Yes, by invoking a process of reverse engineering (e.g., through utilizing the twin concepts of insurance and assurance, etc.). (148)

A progressive, albeit provisional, determination of truth is to be found through the de-suspended moment of retreatment. Attend to the presuppostions, suppositions, and, the pre-conditions, etc., contextualization, etc., that supported such contentions and we have a more simple form of access to such considerations. Indeed, we have only to ask ourselves how did we just arrived at such a determination, either rightly or wrongly, when it would most likely be the case through that simple act of interrogation, we would find immediately for ourselves some of the reasoning behind its contemporaneous determination. Or, through a reversal of the apparent relevance of our explorations currently found to hand we can ask ourselves what the import of our intentions, in all probability, was. Indeed, we have a range of techniques to re(-)experience the import and impact of our most recent reasonings. (149)

Similarly, we could ascertain what pre-conditions, etc., must be in place in order to execute a seemingly appropriate genre of behaviour that is still informing that current form of continuing understanding, intentional motivation, thematization of co-associated aspirations (in a context of social arbitration, etc.), etc. (150)

Or, through an ongoing process of re(-)contextualization, we might wish to reinvoke instead the context of presentation and that being presented through that contextual background in order to ascertain the existential specificity of such ensuing non-textual processes of simulation, etc. In this instance matching the phenomenological context of presentation with the hermeneutical representation of con-text and its co-associated invocation of genres of behavior judged as appropriate within that hermeneutical con-text in question. Together, simulated in a form of an interacting relationship, we may well discern an relatively existential dimension arising from this evolving, informative confluence of re(-)contextualization/s. A certain degree of existential oversight-fulness being guaranteed if the requisite requirements are met, e.g., being well-pre-informed, being critical, being responsible, being open to our being responsible on the behalf of our relationships, being concerned to operate a sufficient sense of a suspension in order to defuse ontological and epistemological commitments that might otherwise distort such forms of ensuing insight, foresight and oversight, etc. (151)

In a process of re(-)contextualization we scrutinize to what extent context and that being contexted are in a co-associated form of alignment. In a dream, e.g., we experience the contents of that dream. In a perceptual state, e.g., we should be in a position to experience the relevant hallmarks of what should be present in such a state. Or, e.g., within the confines of a certain narrative, e.g., we should be able to experience the narrational contours of that narrative, e.g., enumerate to its relevant narrational facts, outline its resident anomalizes being subjected to some potential form of de-anomalization, discern what critiques are being invoked, articulate what are the apparent consequences of such a discourse from a consequentialist perspective, etc? Or, more directly, scrutinize context and what is being subject to that same apparent context in order to ascertain whether there is a co-associated alignment in phenomenological modalities in terms of their ‘density’ (on a spectrum of modalities evidently being presented), the relative ‘intensity’ of those modes being presented, their propensity, etc., to thematically iterated certain rhetorical tropes, memes, themes, and so in. (152)

To what extent should we be beholden to such apparent, ensuing forms of insight, etc., regardless of whether they are centered in retreatment, conditionality and/or in processes of re(-)contextualization, or, in overall processes that take on a more integrated complexion, etc? Then, how do we account for such an imputed process of insightfulness, etc? (153)

By suitably addressing the suspension, and its ensuing de-suspension, we put ourselves in a position that is less distorted through either over-commitment or under-commitment. Moreover, through a harmonically orchestrated process of emergence, in and through the openness of the ensuing suspension, we put ourselves in a position to more directly encounter, recognize and engage with the more enhanced, representative presentation of that being more definitively re-presented through such ongoing processes of resolution, i.e., re(-)normalization. Through suitably pre-informed, concerned and careful economic processes of re(-)iteration a definitive form of an economic surplus is allowed to be thematized that is directly encountered phenomenologically, recognized hermeneutically and engaged existentially. Through such alignments we find the correlativity of predicates, relations and nominations to be more precisely observed without straying into misguided notions of absolutistical indubitability or our even feeling the need for such an impossible degree of assurance. Optimistically, we might say that errors, suitably approached, will eventually correct themselves. Hence this idea of ‘provisional rectification’ when, after error correction, the mere reiteration and apparent stability of that representation being both presented and re-presented, maintains a certain degree of either confirmation and/or verification, i.e., conformation. (154)

Ideally, in a (harmonic or causal) matrix of conformal truth determination any straight line between any two or more elements should find a re-expression of such holistic conformity in truth determination. Any two elements contributing a certain degree of apparent alignment. Any three elements should be seen to contribute a dynamic sense of a harmonic process of resolution in keeping with the holistic nature of that economy in question. Let me represent this matrix in the simplicity of the following format; noting that the first row, from the top. concerns transformational processes of re(-)treatment, the second row concerns re(-)contextualization, and the third row represents forms of conditional re(-)appreciation. Moreover, we should understand that between the first column and the second column, from the left, we have the suspension, and, between the second column and the third column from the left we have the de-suspension, Before and after being treated as pre-suspension/post-suspension:


!.................Suspension………….De-Suspension……………....!


Pretreatment

Treatment

Retreatment 


The Contexted

Con-Text

Contexted-Con-Text

Pre-Conditional
Conditional

Post-Conditional 



!......................Pre-Suspension//Post-Suspension……………....! (155)

That this ensuing dialectic between the pre-suspended and post-suspended de-suspension (i.e., the hypothetical space between retreatment and pretreatment, when considered in a non-linear, circular economic format) should alert us to the existential fact that this matrix is also a dynamic one. That collectively viewed in a holistic perspective we find that this informative matrix is an economic re(-)presentation of the primary relationship; i.e., that which is being directly engaged albeit in its relational context vis-à-vis the existence of all other relationships that could be reasonably delineated, albeit in comparative terms of their apparent relevance, meta-relevance, etc., to that primary relationship. The informative ‘presence’ of that primary relationship being discerned through the comparative extent the co-associated semblance of an existential excess in valuational e/valuation has non-reductively presented itself in and through the sphere of influence presented by that primary relationship. In this regard, the essential nature of a relationship is distinctively and informatively re(-)expressed, through harmonic resolution, throughout the viable extent of the passive ambit, active remit and engaged composite of that relationship in its hypothetical relational interactions with the net summation of all other relationships that could be possibly delineated. But again, such a differential set of calculations is not so much needed as meeting, instead, an intuitively integrated appreciation of the evolving trajectory of that overall relationship in question as it is being simulated in lived-experience as experienced in real-time. A bit like differentiating whether a train coming into the station is one that is either about to stop or as one that will continue past without stopping? A short sampling of that trajectory, across a few short moments, should quickly decide for us if that train were about to stop or continue on its way. On the topic of alignment, we might also have made this assessment by looking at the panels on the station informing us as to whether the train is going to stop etc., and, again, in line with possible announcements heard to that same effect. Moreover, treating the train as the entirety of the primary relationship in question, we only need to visually sample small sections of that train to realize that it is a train and whether the totality of that same train is either going to stop or continue on its way. But, let us not take this metaphor, or any other metaphor, too far… (156)

Ideally, the harmonic understanding that would arise between these intuitive points of alignment should collectively reinforce a dynamic that empowers the person making such a rightful interpretation, that, on balance, should have us leaning in the right direction, invite us to follow upon its course, if not impel us to do as such… almost as if the pre-conditions and conditions for the shooting of an arrow are arrived at through exercising the necessary sequences that need to be observed, but, where the relational situation in question then fires the arrow itself… but, again, do not over-read this or any other metaphor. (157)

In this regard, in the light of these metaphors, this dynamic understanding of an existential surplus in valuational formation, experienced as its apparent relevance, we can reconceive as the retrospective recollection of ‘insight’, the prospective thematization and expectations of ‘foresight’, and the anticipated immediacy of that about to be anticipated as a form of ‘oversight’… in such manner that we are, more or less, driven in such a manner so as to provisionally accept, almost at face value, the ensuing valuation that is being re(-)stamped on such forms of relational awareness. However, we might reconsider it to be more correct to review this ‘compulsion to be re-directed in a certain direction’ as indicative of the truth determination to be discerned in our relational appreciation of that situation to hand. (158)
That the more we are relationally in tune with such relational trajectories the more existentially we are aware of our continually evolving place in this world at large both with(-)others and before(-)others. (159)
How should we view this apparent semblance of a form of compulsion that vividly marks out what appears to both ‘relevant’ and ‘truthful’? Then, and most importantly, how are we to differentiate those distinctive forms of compulsion from those forms of compulsion that are not constituted in a spirit of truthful discernment, indeed, could be constructed through duplicity and dissimulation? Just as a wonderful novel can compel us to simulate joys and sadnesses, experience acts of honesty along with dastard deeds that shake our very being whilst remaining one continually fabricated confection with little or no basis in an evidential sense of the empirical whatsoever! Might it be that those that possess a keener sense of the imagination could be more prone to accepting, unwisely, the presented reality of such baseless propaganda? (160)

As a philosopher or metaphysician or existentialist, or, some other form of disciplinarian, we need to take on board how a critical attitude can help us to navigate, negotiate and arbitrate such deceptive, and sometime dangerous, waters as we make our intersecting pro-relational courses across this world at large. Let me explain. (161)

It could be said ‘that context is everything!’ When we are reading a novel, we are reading a novel; even if we are set up to non-textually simulate the represented reality being presented therein. Artfully, our imaginations are set up to also experience what is being re-presented through the skillfully re-directed collision of characters, the resolution of conflicts, the birth and dissolution of relationships, and so on. So, for our understanding to be on track we need to be in a form of concordance with our contexts of presentation. Through the continual invocation of a suspension, central to all acts of appreciation, we are lent a sense of transcendental distance or subjective transcendence. Then, in the automatic discharge of the de-suspension we are once more thrust back upon the stage of this world this time with a sense of the subjective immanence of ourselves ‘in’ this world-as-lived, but, reflecting, to some extent, the trans-historical and trans-geographical, the trans-temporal and trans-spatial nature of our existential experiences born in the midst of that suspension itself despite the equal historical concreteness to be experienced through our embodied existence as we pass before(-)others immersed in this overall world of lived-experience… (162)

Here, we can also experience a certain ‘salvation’ in the knowledge of the fact that lived-experience is realized through re(-)lived-experience.
 Through such repetition of a ‘life well-retained’ processes of alignment are continually fostered and clarified in this economy of continual re(-)iteration. The truthfulness of our valid truth determinations can be ever re(-)iterated and re(-)inforced through the existential surpluses of e/valuation cultivated therein. Indeed, finding in the here and now, the ‘reality of lived-experience’ through the ‘re(-)lived-experience of reality’… through the lived-reality of this experience being re(-)lived… (163)

That we have this capability for such truthful discernment… even if it takes time to arrive at such eventual insightfulness, and so forth. Step by step, we find either the critical reinforcement of what we have to hand, or, the radical re-direction needed to reimagine what previously might not have been so possible to have been envisaged. By such means determining and separating the cobbling together of self-glued forms of truthiness from the relatively non-self-glued forms of viable and valid, re-confirmable instances of conformal truth determination. (164)


That, in this regard, we might understand the ‘critical orientation’ as finding a conveniently unified format and form through progressively seeking a conformity to critical rules of theoretical deployment, practical employment and critical re-deployment. On the other hand, the radical orientation appears to head us in a multitude of directions given the open-endedness of lived-reality… to the extent no representation can ever fully, or even partially, represent reality as impossibly that which is to be treated as ‘in and of itself’ given our dependence upon perspectives, rhetoric, metaphors, a simulated vision of the world and its predicated identities, relational functions and nominated repositories of imputed value, and so on. But, then, despite such an injunction, through an iterable excess conformally aligned truth determinations, what little we appear to access can have degrees of stability that defy mere variability, change, fabrication, speculation, over-committed desires to see reality instantiated the way we mere mortals might wish to see it laid out before us, and so forth. (164)

In the next essay let me explore this contrast between the apparent uni-directionality of the critical and the multi-directionality of relatively radical whilst also observing their critical-radical and radical-critical forms of re(-)appropriation.
 (166)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 18.8.21.
*	For latest version of this text: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html" �www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noels homepage5.html�


� 	These twelve essays go under the collective title: On a Critical-Radical Re(-)Imagining of Truth Determination (and it consists of six essays under Reimagination, three under Deconstruction and three under Determination).


� 	Not all ‘intentional objects’ are intentions intending towards ‘objects’ so I use the expression ‘intentional objective’ to account for intentional objects, object-states (say, an orchestra playing in a concert hall), and objectives (as certain concepts that cannot be given a spatio-temporal form associated with an object but can still be focused upon intentionally, etc.).


� 	The rhyme ‘bare’ referring to processes of resolution that express the same ‘point’ or rhetorical trope of resolution through reiteration. 


� 	Refer to III.2L.xx.


� 	In this regard, we could say that absolutist philosophers just do not utilize suspensions or are trapped in the de-suspensional pronouncement of judgments (but not absolute philosophers who I perceive as utilizing both suspensions and de-suspensions), and, relativist philosophers act as if trapped in the suspension (without the de-suspension) on a landscape where everything is treated as if ‘equal’ in its commitments or lack of commitments and themselves being neither for nor against such differentiated forms of positioning, etc. Elsewhere, I perceive those that are restlessly trapped outside the suspension-de-suspension as neurotically inclined, whereas, being trapped in either the suspension and/or de-suspension is expressed through some ensuing form of psychosis. These ‘observations’ are meant in a metaphorical mode and not in any reductive sense where the mis-relation to the (extensive) suspension (and its de-suspension) causes the ensuing psychological state (but more meant as a way of understanding how such different psychological states modify causal-intentionally directed behaviour).


� 	As indicated through the nomenclature of ‘(-)’.


� 	‘Economic complexification’ when ‘two or more economies are aligned in terms of the archetypal economy (with its harmonic moments read as World, Object and Ego). In this instance we could argue that ‘inference (and the implicit world of logic)’ takes the consonant ‘World moment’, ‘sense perception’ takes the ‘Object moment’ associated with the relative dissonance of focalization, and ‘testimony’ would naturally align with the ‘Ego moment’ co-associated with harmonic resolution. 


� 	As noted under the headings of The Eighteen Protocols. Refer to III.2M.A.


� 	The reader might find themselves less ‘tortured’ if they were instead to go forward to paragraph 69. This ‘x factor’ is an allusion to the invocation of (an existential-like excess or surplus of valuational formation in the facet of our finding a) ‘relevance’ in our deconstructive strategies in so far as both deciding (the dialectical-like interaction between) what is ‘to be deconstructively approached’ and ‘the valuational formation arising from such an approach’.


� 	First broached in the writing of my PhD Thesis, Versions I & II.


� 	The third factor, in brackets, being read as a dynamic balance of those two previous functions of the ‘either/or’ and ‘like’.


� 	Or, we might wish to call it the simulated economy that is inclusive of both virtual and non-virtual modalities. In effect, linking it with the non-textual aspect of the textual economy.	


� 	E.g., René Descartes and his overall proposition that his world was some near inscrutable combination or composite of Divine, mental and material realms of existence.


� 	In a so-called second reply we need to have evidence, etc., that would allow us to accept a more literal simulation of the productivity formed within the interrogative economy. E.g., is that John over there? Yes, looks like John. And, yes, it is John!


� 	Effectively, combining a number of ideas that make a misrepresented allusion to Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz. E.g., this world is the best of all possible worlds; (nihil est sine ratione) there is nothing without reason, etc.


� 	Basically, not a ‘conundrum’ because this vision of economic necessity demands trimodal forms of economic constitution. On the other hand, it remains ‘problematic’ until we effective decide which trimodal elements of choice are found to pragmatically work in the relevant context of our intentional aspirations being entertained in that regard.


� 	This ‘implicated matrix’ is a revisiting of the ‘harmonic matrix of conformal truth determination’ given an exposition in the previous essay. This time, however, I am going to give it a causally oriented reading by sandwiching the relatively experientially-lived existential aspect between a ‘higher’ epistemological level of retreatment and a ‘lower’ level of ontological representation of salient conditional aspects. The middle section being experienced as a potential existential recontextualization of the relationship between phenomenological presentation of context and a hermeneutical representation of con-text in an existential harmonization of their contextual-con-textual interrelationship. Hence this version of this matrix is nominated as a causal matrix of conformal truth determination. All six potential conformal matrices being harmonized by transformational rules that merely switch rows of matrix elements in their ensuing matrix of choice.


� 	In effect, arguing that the complexities of the suspension can be induced through simulating one economic aspect of that suspension and finding, through economic correlativity, that the holistic nature of the ensuing relational experience being entertained as both capable and able of inducing that suspension.


� 	‘Con-text’ has been previously referred to as the hermeneutical context, i.e., con-text, where in genres of behaviour are found to be invoked. E.g., if I am hungry and look at an apple then this con-text of ‘hunger’ will probably impel me to see the apple as ‘something to eat’ along with the invocation of ‘eating a apple’. Here I am arguing that context appears phenomenologically in the pre-conditional/pretreatment; con-text coincides with the hermeneutical dimension of treatment; and, the relationship between context and con-text gives rise to a suspension that induces an existential de-suspension (and our automatic return to the context [in which that being presented is seen as being presented in that original modal format]).


� 	The following in only a non-systematic sketch and I am sure there are people better equipped to formulate a more systematic approach to this very vexing type of topic.


� 	I.e., that we should accept a full responsibility for our beliefs and disbeliefs by either suspending commitments to attitudes that are not sufficiently based in evidential terms of reference and/or fully accepting the personal and interpersonal consequences of such attitudes when and where possible. In the latter, disclaimers should be expressed if evidential support is not sufficiently realized and that there exists the need for a potential minimization of harm that could follow from the dissemination of such claims. Hence the moral imperative that such problematic aspects of their dissemination should be both recognized and expressed.


� 	As if dealing with a ‘bad trip’ that could be had by participants in a psychedelic drug experiment. I am sure, from my reading, that mystery cults in ancient Greece recognized the same need for a supportive environment when people are undergoing rather chaotic-like consequences of a process of transformation occurring in some form or other whether it be religiously induced and/or induced through the ingestion of psychoactive ingredients, or is taking place through experiencing radical changes in life-direction, etc? 


� 	III.2L.99.


� 	Ibid., 66.


� 	III.2L.0; III.2S.56; III.2R.83.


� 	Existentially oriented ‘salvation’ in the form of insight, foresight and oversight capable of either creating, preserving and/or conserving existentially oriented patterns of re(-)e/valuation that enrich the course of our relationships.


� 	Looking at the radical orientation under the six headings of a non-philosophy/metaphysics; anti-philosophy/metaphysics, a contra-philosophy/metaphysics; and, as well, noting the utilization of poetic-juxtapositions; chaotic-bifurcations and existential-identifications wherein we find our relationships simulating unexpected forms of intervention beyond more conventional forms of a passive response, an active responsiveness and an engaged responsibility.





