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0. Pre-Introduction


In a transformational economy invoking retreatment, and utilizing phenomenological ‘correlates’, hermeneutical ‘accommodations’, and existential ‘transformations’, etc., it must be asked just how do we refer to two sets of correlations in two differently accommodated transformational fields? Say, when a parent is instructing a child by pointing to an apple and says “apple”; or, in translating from one language to another; or in paraphrasing a scientific sense in the hope of rendering its significance into plain English or some other natural language; or, the hypothetical situation when extraterrestrials make contact with terrestrial inhabitants (just how is a process of communication to be brought about under those circumstances?)? In these explorations I set out to determine just how such communication might be conceived of as possible between such different forms of accommodation?
 (0)

1. Introduction


First, I basically restate how retreatment is configured. (1)


Second, I outline the rudiments of a transformational economy consisting of correlations, etc. (2)


Next, I explore how forms of identification might be communicated? (3)


Then, I evaluate such a method by examining various situations. (4)


In Provisional Conclusions, etc., a re-assessment is made of this approach. (5)

2. Transformational Retreatment

Recently,
 I argued that a philosophical reading of a text(ual situation) involved an economy of retreatment, namely, pretreatment, treatment via the suspension,
 etc., retreatment via the automatic de-suspension, and, some form of emulative accommodation between that ensuing posttreatment and the substitution of that form of retreatment for the previous form of pretreatment to become the new material for the next process of pretreatment, etc., where the economy is re(-)iterated. Of course, we can also read the economy in reverse and by such means hopefully find a form of sufficient alignment, through re(-)alignment, to develop a sense of a definitive conformal truth determination.
 Amplifying a Tarskian semantic approach to truth determination given the trimodal nature of this economy. Let demonstrate something of what would be necessary here to run this degree of conformation of truth determination (i.e., through a successful process of re(-)iteration that successively affirms mere reiteration, or, the affirms the newly ensuing reiteration of an altered  truth determination arrived at through a re(-)determination of either predicational, relational and/or nominative re-configuration). (6)


In pretreatment (subscript ‘pt’, i.e., ppt) we have p. In the suspension (/S), through treatment (subscript t, i.e., pt) we have p’, i.e., pt’. In the de-suspension (/D-S) the ensuing retreatment (subscript ‘rt’, i.e., prt) is true (T) if p (and this is ‘conformationally true’ (Tt) iff retreatment (ppt) equal to posttreatment (subscript ‘ppt’, i.e. pppt) equals pretreatment (pppt):


I.e., ppt /S then pt’ is T iff /D-S prt ; if prt = ppt = pppt ; iff –Tt, we have to reconfigure prt until Tt.
 (7)


Basically, p is treated as ‘true’, namely if p’ T iff p; and retreatment as posttreatment equals pretreatment. Otherwise, pretreatment needs to be reconfigured w.r.t. either predication and/or relations and/or nominations, and, where such treatment reconfigures a new form of, say:

 1p, then say, 2p, etc;
 and 2p (is perhaps) Tt iff 2prt = 2ppt = 2pppt. (8)


This is not complicated when understood. I.e., from pretreatment we have treatment arrived at through the suspension (and subject to treatment as required). In the de-suspension we arrive at retreatment/posttreatment. Conformation is arrived at if pretreatment equals posttreatment. Otherwise, treatment needs to be changed until an economy of re(-)iteration realizes the necessary degree of conformance (i.e., as a confirmation or verification of a confirmation or verification, or, more simply, let us say, conformation through reconfirmation
). (9)


But, now in the communication of nominations, etc., we need to establish a viable economy of indexation, i.e., creating the requisite indexicals. (10)


Or, more simply, how do we communicate via indexicals given we have to first establish indexation and contextualization, etc. (11)

3. The Transformational Economy


Assume we have an indexical ‘this’ (x) being created and introduced in an economy of indexation by first establishing the format for indexation; i.e., an economy of simple uni-valued pre-indexation). Say, this versus (v) non-this versus not-non-this:


I.e., x v -(x) v -[-(x)]  = Economy of Simple Uni-Valued Pre-Indexation. (12)


But, let us introduce a second ‘this’, namely, a ‘that’ (y) in forming of an economy of simple bi-valued indexation;


I.e., x v y v -(x)/-(y) = Economy of Simple Bi-Valued Pre-Indexation. (13)


However, now let that (y) equal context (C) of presentation, hence:

I.e., x v C v -(x)/-(C) = Economy of Simple Uni-Valued Pre-Contextualization. 

(14)


In other words, x is indexed in C. Changing the configuration of C changes the nature of that context C in which x may or may not be able to be (re)configured within the same. (15)


Now let us assume there is a set of contexts cC’s that are capable of distinctively framing x’s, y’s, etc. Hence the formation of a complex, broad (meta-contextual) economy with a range of contexts capable of framing either x’s and/or y’s. I.e., as a set of economies capable of framing either x’s and/or y’s. (16)

So, e.g., x v C implies -(y), but also implies -[-(y)], -[-(x)]. (17)


I.e., x = -(y), -[-(y)], -[-(x)]. (18)


By such means we are now in a position to confirm x v C is T if x’ iff x; and conformally that x v C (or cC) also entails = {-(y), -[-(y)], -[-(x)]}’ Tt iff {-(y), -[-(y)], -[-(x)]} = x. (19)


I.e., in C (or cC) that x is both confirmed, and subjected to conformation given that x = not y, not-non-y, not-non-x [as long as x is not equal to -(y)]. (20)


Giving us, by such means, the ability of a context to differentiate indexical x from indexical y. (21)

4. Communication of Identity Formation, etc.

Now, in a certain context C, as a person A, we should be able to communicate with another person B as long as they, too, are conversant with that context C and this specific context indexed by x and y. Hence, hypothetically, they should be able to the perform the same delineation of identification and truth determination:


I.e., for persons A, B// (x,y)/ x,y v C is T if (x,y)’ is T iff (x,y). (22)


However, problems arise if persons A and B do not share the same interpretative appreciation of context C. Now, instead of setting up an alignment between indexicals in a context, this time we need to first set up an alignment of contexts in order then to proceed to the seeking of alignments and non-alignments between indexicals, etc. (23)


Taking the format for a simple bi-valued economy of indexation we now need to ‘index’ contexts, say, aC, bC in such a manner that they, more or less, coincide and become, effectively, equivalent contexts (for the required purposes in question):


I.e., x v y v -(x)/-(y) but substitute aC, bC for x v y. (24)

In other words, in effect, these two contexts are or become either directly equivalent or indirectly equivalent through the mediation of a third context cC. (25)

E.g., two people could conclude that the ‘Morning Star’ (seen by party A) is the ‘Evening Star’ (seen by party B) by virtue of both these senses semantically locating their coincidence with the planet ‘Venus’ (once that understanding is semantically understood). What might be entailed in such contextual conformance given aC = bC = cC? (26)


In order to treat the ‘Evening Star’ as equivalent to ‘Venus’ we have to subtract the relation of ‘evening-ness’ from the contextualization of both, or, conditionally qualify it by saying when Venus is seen at nighttime it, ‘Venus’, can also be called the ‘Evening Star’, etc., for the Morning Star. (27)


In determining truth values, for simplicity, we could include:

 
(x v aC = y v bC)’ T iff (x v aC = y v bC) = cC. (28)


I.e., Morning Star in the context of morning, and, Evening Star in context of nighttime are equivalent in pretreatment if their imputed equivalence through their treatment is raised one meta-degree that then gives us as evidence in retreatment that this equivalence is as such; where a process of confirmation T that is conformally affirmed Tt if found equivalent to the planet Venus. Of course, as the planet Venus, we also have to drop the definition of a ‘star’ as meaning ‘a stellar body that is not a planet, etc.’ (29) 


Or, we can say these three nominatives of Morning Star, etc., are equivalent and that this equivalence finds conformation if all relevant predications, relations and nominations are in a state of conformity; i.e., a conformal state of affairs that is affirmed by virtue of their co-delineation of a conformal co-identification (given both their nominated equivalence and their conformal truth determination in the form of ‘Venus’). That, in effect, the transformational accommodation of all three contexts has the same conformal truth value. That once we have arrived at an effective degree of conformance between different contexts of transformational accommodation, we are now in a position for these parties to communicate such possibilities, and build upon such possibilities, etc., in a conformal manner. (30)


By ‘transformational accommodation’ is meant the ‘context wherein relevant correlations and accommodations can both be subjected to process of co-associated transformation’. So, e.g., once the Morning Star (x) in context aC is also conformal in both bC and cC it can only mean we are referring to Venus even if we were to use the nomination ‘Morning Star’. (31)


What hypothetical light might this cast on a terrestrial attempting to have a conversation with an extraterrestrial, and v.v? (32)


That indexation will fail if not suitably pre-contextually created and/or pre-understood. But, for any communication to prevail, as a reasonable optimistic objective, then indexation needs to be understood and reinforced through suitable conformal treatment. The dialectical growth of understanding being also predicated on the ability for co-associated genres to be mutually adopted and refined through ongoing adaptation. (33)


In this regard, as already implied, genres are the hermeneutical appreciation of certain meta-textual con-texts wherein certain prescribed meta-textual patterns of expected behaviour (genres of ‘reading/writing’) are either ruled in or ruled out or overlooked if not relevant. That such manipulations are textually represented through such conformal patterns of representation as exercised in and through an economy of such formal/informal re(-)presentation (dealing with confirmational, verificational and conformational forms of truth determination, etc.). (34)
 
Noting accommodations between sets of correlations establishes the transformational space relating to either those correlations or accommodations in terms of their possibilities for transformation. When necessary, overruling apparent contradictions in predications, relations, if required to preserve such transformational isomorphic equivalence when such conformance is established. (35)


I have argued elsewhere
 that there can be no absolutistical indubitability of interpretations as completely true, and, conversely, there can be no absolutistical non-indubitability of interpretations as completely false. In the field of communication, we must assume that this holds for all forms of communication, namely, that communication is ever possible and is a work in progress starting with very basic forms of communicated representation to begin with and working thereafter with what is to hand in that same regard. (36)

5. Conformal Ramifications of this Approach?


Beginning with indexation and contextualization we would hopefully proceed through the conformation afforded through the iterative nature of economies, economic translation, correlativity, complexification; our referential utilization of that evidentially to hand; our ability to encounter, recognize and engage with that accepted as representative of that in question… such steps being definitively interrogated, finding a diminishment in communicated non-clarity; etc; progressively building on such co-perceived conformance. (37)


By similar means we learn, e.g., that ice, water and clouds, e.g., are all the same in terms of predicated material (but subjected to different relational situations), etc. (38)


That although cats and dogs very much can look alike, we quickly learn to differentiate them through noting differences in their behaviour (relational functions) that then can help us to differentiate their (not that vastly different) different appearances (as predicational functions) however subtle and indistinguishable their furry, facial features might seem at first. Moreover, their individual nominations often belong to distinctly different sets of names, say, e.g., ‘felix’ versus ‘fido’, etc.
 (39)


E.g., in translations we find parallel forms of indexation of content and qualification of context in order to better nuance such cultural differences that present between languages. However, the further apart those languages are in time, geography and linguistic structures, rhetoric, metaphors, etc., the greater the psychic distance between such languages with the implication that such translations take more time and effort, etc. (40)


As for extraterrestrial-terrestrial communication it would be hoped that forms of evolving conformity would eventually reinforce such communicational possibilities. Finding, eventually, forms of isomorphic transformational invariance both within and between indexation and contextualization; confirmation and conformation; co-translated narrational facts, narratives and their internal critiques, etc. (41)


Now, let me look more closely at three more interconnected ways of viewing this approach to co-conformal transformational accommodation, namely, economic correlativity of correlations, etc., an ordered commentary on the transformational process of retreatment, and their mutual co-presence in defining transformations, etc? (42)


In any economy properly constituted, through economic correlativity, we can define any one aspect as the conjunct negation of the other two economic moments or polarities. So, e.g., ‘transformations’ could be defined as ‘both not correlations and not accommodations’, etc. By such means indirectly defining the transformational economy (or, by the same approach, e.g., the correlational or accommodational economies). By such means returning to a regularized form of bipolarity. (43)


In an ordered economy we would usually start from the first order. However, under other circumstances we might wish to start from some other order given, dialectically, that all moments are co-present. In an economy of retreatment, when starting from the hermeneutic orientation of pretreatment, in effect, we are starting from the fifth trans-cognitive order, and, then, in a circular format, we go to the first trans-cognitive order of treatment and thence a third order of the existentially oriented. The value of superimposing this ordered analysis upon these three moments of pretreatment, etc., is that we can see what is entailed in making such a progression. E.g., in order to get to from the fifth order to the first order we must pass through the ontical or actual-factual sixth order. In other words, to prepare our passage in order to arrive at our phenomenological/metaphysical stage of treatment we have to make factual assessments that have to find a confirmation or verification, if not conformation, of factual-like experiences. Then subject to their suspension we arrive at a process of phenomenological treatment. Similarly, for us to proceed from treatment to existentially oriented retreatment we have to pass through an (semantically integrated) sense of the aesthetic. Again, to pass from retreatment, as posttreatment, in order to rewrite pretreatment, we have to pass through the fourth order of the pragmatical. Or, in other words, an ordered analysis gives us a more detailed nature of the processes that assist us in our arrival at and in moving between these moments of pretreatment, etc.
 (44)


A third way of addressing this economy of retreatment is as follows. We could treat each economic moment as dependent upon the other two moments. E.g., we could view a ‘process of transformation’ as the ‘variations imposed upon a certain set of correlations within a certain accommodational space’ as the very basis and extent of that apparent transformation, etc. Hence the mutual necessity for the co-presence of all such economic factors given their correlative inter-association even if one of those moments can be redefined in terms of the remaining two moments or polarities. So, e.g., in the example just noted we can rewrite, e.g., ‘transformation’ as the ‘correlational alterations observed within a certain accommodational space, etc.’, assuming a transformational continuity of such alterations (implying a specific individuated process of transformation and no a set of transformational processes that may or may not be correlated with each other. (45)


Such considerations as just noted, also assisting us in more formally delineating such processes between different fields of accommodation (that need to be reviewed in terms of their apparent commensurability or apparent non-incommensurability). (46)

6. Provisional Conclusions, Comments, and Observations


In lived-reality, in the hermeneutic pressure of a certain context not all textual reports have the same degree of conformation; pre-intentional-intentional-trans-intentional ‘pressure’; existential formation of a surplus in excess e/valuational formation; ‘weight’; relevance; harmonic resolution; ramifications, i.e., implications and consequences, etc. Let me demonstrate that this world of lived-experience is not experientially entertained on a flat terrain. (47)


Two people are making a cup of tea using the same brand of teabags. Both parties are jiggling their teabags and one party asks the other party “give me that”. What is being asked for? As a multi-choice set of possible answers, we have very few options and only one viable possibility that seems relevant. I.e., translated to mean (through a defining of the material missed out in the utterance in question
) ‘give me that teabag so I can make my tea a little stronger’ (which could be made more relevant if the requesting party knows the other party prefers to have weak tea). (48)


We go into a library hoping to find book with a certain title. Knowing the genre of that book in question we head to that section of the library. If we find that title on the shelves, we assume it to be the book we are looking for. We open it us and we then find the correct author in question as well. By such confirmation of this confirmation, we assume a valid form of conformal appreciation has been duly arrived at. (49)


But, we should also be aware how titles can misrepresent the contents of the text entailed. Then, again, in understanding how a title has expertly misrepresented a text the ensuing more rightful mis-misrepresentation of the initial misrepresentation can also be instrumental in then rectifying such misrepresentation. (50)


Hopefully, by such processes of alignment through re(-)alignment, etc., we can make such valid conformations whether they be indexed within a certain context or have to be co-indexed in a process of co-associated contextualization. Therein, and thereby, suitably engineering a successful delineation of co-nominated conformal identification between different forms of transformational accommodation. (51)

By such means, outlining what could be a first approach to an eventual resolution of this topic dealing with a co-determining of conformal commensurability. (52)

      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 27.8.21.

7. Postscript A: On the Form of Human-Non-Human Communication?


Now, when humans attempt a process of translation, either diachronically or synchronically, the assumption is that those humans, more or less, have the same psychological apparatus that does, more or less, the same things for all parties. The exception that proves this point is when, say, a non-colour blind person is attempting to communicate with a colour blind person in terms of colours the latter cannot differentiate. Tests for determining the competency of colour differentiation have been formulated and they can indicate when people have the relative absence of such predicational forms of determination. However, when the imputation of this basic observation cannot be assumed to be in place, we would need to make the meta-assumption that some of the modalities could be shared and that some form of transformational rules could be arranged to either illustrate a deficit in a certain set of predicational modalities and/or set up some form of translational equivalent. E.g., when a colour blind person ‘recognizes’ their inability to comparatively make certain differentiation of colour in comparison to those of a non-colour blind person they would probably rationalize their inability as an absence of this form of sensory differentiation just as both non-colour blind and colour blind people might when we learn that insects and birds can see in either the infra-red or ultra-violet ends of the electromagnetic spectrum not directly available to us. So, how does this help us when, say, interacting with an alien civilization either in ‘person’ and via ‘texts’ or merely by means of the latter? (53)


In this regard, I would repeat that communication is not to be reduced to a linear process of encoding, transmission, reception, and de-encoding, but, rather the synchronous degree of alignment that can be arrived at between those communicating parties. Communication only being arrived at in that period of time when this alignment appears to have been mutually established. Such communicational alignment delivers a certain surplus of valuational formation whose formation can be tested for the degree of alignment being realized. A comparison to test the competency of colour differentiation being implied? Suggesting, that at certain stages in a process of attempted communication certain tests could be performed in order to ascertain what commonality might or might not exist, etc.
 (54)


The implication being that communicative alignment will need to be observed and that from this observation a certain assessment of communicative competency could also be assessed. In contrast, we cannot (nor need to) assume the level of the communicative understanding of the parties concerned will ever be equivalent despite the realization of a high degree of mutual competency.
 (55)

8. Postscript B: No Commensurable Systems Only Commensurable Dualities?


Economic correlativities, the Husserlian noetic-noematic correlativity, and dualities like the Malacena Duality, etc., may actually point the way to how the topic of communicative commensurability should be approached? I.e., as systems that cannot be rendered in a fully commensurable sense (even if non-absolutistically engineered?)? (56)


E.g., the classical/relativity - non-classical/quantum divide being a case in point? Let me make some tentative comments in this direction. (57)


Given my philosophical dislike for blatant binaries or supposedly clear-cut dualities and my desire to translate them into more economically oriented terms of reference how might we treat the apparent duality or binary division between the classical realm of relative non-coherence or de-coherence and the non-classical realm where coherence is normally assumed (until classical inputs like observers are inserted, etc?). (58)


Approached from an imputed relational perspective, we find a transition from either realm occurs at the point of bifurcation where the state in question either heads in a new direction and crosses or enters the moment of bifurcation or returns back in the direction from whence it came. E.g., we could imagine a largely spaced Bose-Einstein condensate approaching a point of decoherence and where outlying sections may actually be making that transition, but, then with a decrease in temperature returning to that form of coherence. (59) 


In the light of this trimodal division between the classical, non-classical, and a third state in the interim between either of the former states we might surmise that this third state may or may not have an observable dimension should it fall entirely within a Planck moment. Under those latter circumstances, where this interim is served out entirely within the bifurcation, it would follow that we could not construct a third world physics given such chaotic indeterminacy? What we would be left is a form of ‘incommensurable relationship’ which, if correctly titled as such, seems almost to be a paradox or contradiction. Indeed, the only way the relationship could be expressed might only be through some form of correlativity much in the manner of the Malacena Duality? The two or more sides of the duality or correlativity acting as commentary but never as a direct translation? On the other hand, perhaps from a more integrated point of view, metaphorically, such alignments could be construed in a more positive light, albeit limited by the limitations of that system, i.e, natural indeterminacy, economic correlativity, etc? (60)


Similarly, how might we deal with the apparent binaries of ‘time and space’? Would we need to invoke, ‘space, time and space-time/time-space’?  In this situation, would the latter category cause us to dispense with the former categories, but, then, how would we deal with the imputed uni-vocality of space-time which, philosophically, appears to be counter-intuitive ‘philosophically’? Removing a binary to produce a univocal state of affairs seems to have us going in the wrong direction? (61)


Or, should we see ‘time’ as the ‘inverse of space’, and, v.v., as if the orientations of injection and projection could be cancelled out on either a macrocosmic and/or microcosmic scale? Or, should we ‘see’ some form of accommodation being worked out along natural lines? (62)


That, in essence, we are left with a variety of possible solutions none of which may be able to present themselves exclusively, and, where the most viable forms of simulation could be erected along the lines of the type of conjecture entailed, e.g., in the Malacena Duality, etc? (63)


Each interpretation taking its apparent value from the seeming successfulness of its calculations, etc? Whereas, from a more integrated perspective, forms of dialectical-like synthesis should be able to find at least forms of dual-commensurability able to account for a range of successful interpretations despite their inability to be completely incorporated in some form of complete synthesis. This type of position, obviously, presents a blow to so-call theories of everything (TOE) whilst not ruling out the possibility of increasing degrees of synthesis within or between more circumscribed horizons of interaction? (64)


What grounds do we have for the construction of a conjecture that is economically correlative, etc? (65)


A first guideline would be to argue for a qualified form of simplicity, namely, a simplicity that is never univocal or bimodal. Hence the need for suitable forms of economic translation where the correlative parties can be shown to have an economic stake in the overall conjecture. (66)

In this regard, we could envisage this interim territory between the relatively classical and non-classical as being coincident with the notion of an ‘observer’ who is both observing and participating (as well as co-observing and co-participating as a relatively integrated phenomenon). Here we have already grounds for running a correlative process of co-reporting, i.e., from the perspective of the observer and participator, etc.
 So, e.g., we could run a Copenhagen like interpretation against, say, a relational quantum mechanical interpretation?
 (67)

Some of the reasoning behind this is that both classical and non-classical are superimposed upon each other in all three states. Treating the system in question as in two states even if one of those states is currently predominant. Similarly, the observer/participant is equally in both states at the same time. We could surmise that consciousness is entering and leaving a bifurcation in each and every moment of consciousness, where, on some occasions, the chaotic consequences are more dramatic than on other occasions; when, e.g., a person decides either to walk or stop walking, or entertain a new stream of thinking, or decides to make a decision with ethical and social ramification, or is suddenly presented with a seemingly insightful thought, etc. (68)

How might such a conjecture be constructed in a theoretical sense (hopefully, with practical implications?)? By mathematically constructing both sides of this duality (between observer and participant) and running both sets of equations in apposition. If the math is a relatively correct representation, then the apposition should run?? (69)

We might also surmise too that the scandal of so many interpretations of quantum mechanics, despite the utility of such formulae, tells us something else, namely, that such a field needs to be both economically represented and treated along the lines of a conjecture where no one interpretation can reign supreme (short of being short-sighted in the interpretation of their use of this set/s of formulae)! (70)

Hence this interesting idea of running a co-conformal delineation of transformational rules between correlative positions centered on their competing, and harmonized, interpretations of the same set of phenomena in question and not only in dealing with interpretative situations between communicative acts involving two sets of communicators, etc. (71)











 N.T., 31.8.21.
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� 	Basically, these explorations follow on from the Postscript A attached to the Essay III.2L.


� 	Refer to III.2L-2T. 


� 	The process of treatment, via the suspension, raises the meta-status of the treatment by one meta-degree. The de-suspension reverses this process by lowering by one meta-degree.


� 	In a more dialectically oriented reading the construction of a relatively non-dialectical heuristic reading will need to be reconstituted. E.g., refer to III.2TA.


� 	I apologize for the idiosyncratic notation. I am merely trying to say more succinctly what is being expressed propositionally. The reader is welcome to overlook the notation.


� 	I.e., 1p through reconfiguration becomes 2p, then 3p, etc., until with Xp we observe this invariant transformational isomorphism (i) between pretreatment, treatment, retreatment as posttreatment. I.e. xp is conformally true given i’ T iff i.


� 	Or, again, conformation is arrived at when p in pretreatment, treatment, retreatment/posttreatment is conformally invariant in terms of i (invariant transformational isomorphism with respect to feature i). A similar idea is expressed in proposing a conformal matrix where elements are co-aligned in terms of i, etc.


� 	As first two headings in my Eighteen Protocols, e.g. Refer to III.2M.59.


� 	Unless, of course, the owner of a pet dog or cat does not adhere to such conventions, e.g., by calling their cat, say ‘fido’.


� 	However, as indicated in footnote 4, a dialectically oriented re(-)reading can quite radically rewrite the constitution of our heuristical devices (although, again, transformational rules can be proposed for an inter-dialectical-non-dialectical process of conformational translation and treatment, etc.).


� 	In Sanskrit, when dealing with the unpacking of a compound, the necessary insertion of the material not directly cited is called a sesa).


� 	E.g., refer to: On the Possibility or Impossibility of Divine Communication, 2008.


� 	Just as power relations can never be completely equivalent even if treated in that manner by the parties concerned. The establishment of mutual competencies must work both ways. We might arrange a series of green apples and insert a red one in that line up. Then, by pointing to that red one say ‘red apple’ whilst saying ‘green apple’ to all the other green apples. Then, testing this form of competency by rearranging those apples and asking for a description in the form as originally supplied. If a red apple cannot be differentiated from a green apple then we must assume they cannot differentiate those forms of colour although we have already assumed that they can differentiate apples in a visual field. Then, one must assume that the extraterrestrial party might wish to conduct similar texts in order to extend this overall shared appreciation of mutual competencies, etc.


� 	Or, we might wish to erect an observational economy first by invoking, say, a passive sense, an active sense and an engaged sense to the overall process of observation (along the lines of my treatment of deconstruction, e.g.).


� 	In effect, running an observer/participator vis-à-vis a system where the latter is also being reported in both classical and non-classical frames of references. Noting that both classical and non-classical supposition applies to all parties, and, by such means arriving at a correlative, economic set of parallel readings in a situation that could be read as a mere duality between classical versus nonclassical, or observer versus participator, and, the observer-participator versus the system in question. Moreover, finding a convenience as to which economic trimodal variation is to be preferred or co-preferred, etc. I.e., observer versus participator versus system (in either classical and/or non-classical mode), or observer versus system in classical mode versus system in non-classical mode, or participator versus system in classical mode versus system in non-classical mode, etc. As an economy we could rewrite this observer/participator coupling as an active observer/passive participant/engaged participator (as per III.10A).





