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7E. The Possibilities of a Pragmatic History within a Pragmatic Prospect??*
0. Introduction

This essay addressed and resolves two problems of my own making, namely, can we construct a ‘pragmatic history’ (on par, say, with a ‘pragmatic ethics’ and ‘pragmatic view of science’, e.g., and, can the ‘pragmatic prospect’ be on par with the ‘philosophical prospect’??
 Hence the two question marks after both the title and this first sentence. Hence the double problematic of this paper (as an artefact of my own ordered schematization, etc.). (O)
1. First Exposition: The Pragmatic Prospect as a de facto Prospect?

I have defined, more or less elsewhere, that the ‘philosophical prospect’ as ‘that life-world in which philosophical discourse is preeminent’. I have also defined philosophical discourse, more or less elsewhere, ‘as one part hermeneutical, as one part phenomenological, and as one part existential’. So, therefore, where can we envisage a pragmatics in such a scheme? (1)

Each of one of those three sub-disciplines of the hermeneutical, etc., is the mono-polar preferential treatment, respectively, of World, Object and Ego moments in the explication of the archetypal economy. As noted elsewhere, the sense and semblance of the pragmatic occurs in a fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatic based upon the bi-polar preferential treatment of both World and Ego moments. I.e., the sense and semblance of the pragmatic can be arrived at through the preferential treatment of the World pole or moment and the Ego pole or moment at the expense of the de-preferential treatment of the Object moment or pole (and where such subtle privileging is arrived at through the suspension of the Object moment or pole, and the simultaneous automatic privileging of the World and Ego moments through the de-suspension). This (subtle privileging of the bipolar constituents of the archetypal economy) gives us the sense and semblance of the pragmatic economy in an ‘external’ conjunction with the aesthetic and ontical polarities/economies. Problem solved. The implication being that a philosophical prospect could also be equally defined as one part pragmatic, as one part aesthetical, and as one part ontical (in a determination with actual facts arrived at through evidential forms of truth judgment, etc.). I.e., that these six ordered economies, and their six philosophical sub-disciplines could each form a circumscribed prospect in their own right on part with current treatment of the pragmatic prospect. However, such semantic/essential, aesthetical, deontological/existential, pragmatical, hermeneutical and ontical trajectories could each be given their own sense and semblance of a prospect despite the uncomfortable truth that no ordered prospect has the wider sweep of the philosophical prospect that can easily include the same along with a host of other additional philosophical sub-disciplines like logic, dialectics, philosophical appreciation of history, law, science, literature, and so on. In this regard we could refer to an ‘historical prospect’ as a ‘de facto prospect’ or a ‘relatively circumscribed prospect’, or just note that such a prospect could not eclipse the functionings of the ‘philosophical prospect’, or, say, the scientific prospect, etc. (2)

Hence this consideration of the possibility of a ‘pragmatic prospect’, albeit limited vis-à-vis the ‘philosophical prospect’, e.g. Thence, within its confines, we could find a well-worked out exposition of the historical (on various levels of theoretical deployment). Hence the apparent viability, say, of a ‘pragmatic ethics’ as a 'pragmatic existentialism’, a ‘pragmatically oriented environmental awareness with respect to an accelerating global warming’, a ‘pragmatic view of hermeneutics’, and, a ‘pragmatic history’, and so on. (3)

Thence the possibilities for delineating a circumscribed pragmatic prospect in which certain sub-disciplines, such as history, e.g., can take on a pragmatic complexion, the ramifications that follow in the wake of such disciplines, sub-disciplines, sub-sub-disciplines, etc., etc. (4)
2. Second Exposition: The Successful Construction of a Pragmatic History/Histories

Given this circumscribed (openness of a) de facto pragmatic prospect, we can note, as a provisional template, the headings referred to in a recent essay that articulated the key features it noted as being possessed by a pragmatic philosophy.
 In the order of their introduction let me, therefore, merely record their invocation as found in the order of their being mentioned. (5) 
1. ‘New vocabularies’ as per Richard Rorty.
2. ‘Literary criticism’ as per Richard Rorty.
3. ‘Relatively critical ahistorical treatment’ & ‘relatively radical historical retreatment’.
4. Doing a concrete form of history through progressive specification.
5. Historical ‘simulation’ (through the simulation of simulation).
6. History exercised between the indubitable and non-indubitable and not equivalent to.
7. Arrived at through endless re(-)iteration.
8. Provisional status.
9. The relatively incommensurate histories of the past, present, and future.
10. Multiple histories rather than a definitive history but transformationally interrelatable.
11. A history of the past through textual comparisons, testing of hypotheses, etc.
12. A history of the present through statistical scrutiny of memes and themes in media
13. A history of the future through extrapolation of trends, etc.
14. Seeking historical surpluses beyond forms of literary criticism.
15. Explicating the relatively ahistorical.  

16. Running historical re(-)simulations.

17. Finding and narrating ‘significant’ historical alignments and connections.
18. A product of re(-)interpretation). (6)

In the light of the provisional headings noted above, what would be the ramifications for the construction of a pragmatic history/histories? That we should recognize that as the intentional is perspectival and no one perspective can be internally exhausted, and, no set of perspectives can externally exhaust the construction of a ‘history’ that the formation of a history should accept the potentially valid formulation of other histories at the same time. Among such a surplus of riches, however, we can note, thankfully, the comparative fact that as no history can be equal in the value of its historical e/valuational formations that some histories will be more valuable or less valuable, whilst, noting the transcendental unity of the overall life-world dictates that all forms of value can be intermediated to some extent and, that, therefore, transformation rules should be able to be constructed that allow us to move from one historical perspective to some other although the relative merit of such intermediation remains to be assessed in the context of its explicated re(-)situatedness. (7)

Noting, that no history or process of historical intermediation should be treated as definitive even though, for practical and pragmatic purposes, such assumptions will be exercised if evidential support is effectively found and disconfirmational non-support is relatively absent in current terms of reference. Moreover, this idea of potential intermediation also supports the contention that evidential alignments and connections will be found to eventually prove or disprove such simulated forms of historical narration. (8)

Thence, in the light of such pragmatic features, a pragmatic history should be able to be formulated as long as we also recognize the potential for other historical formulations to overlap with such primary narrations, etc. (9)

Thence, in part, the depiction of how a pragmatic history could be correctly formulated as long as we note the absence of both the absoutistically indubitable and the non-indubitable, that our operations must exist within the economics of re(-)interpretation (with the further implication that we operate within a philosophical space carved out between the relatively representative and the relatively anti-representative that coincides with neither polarity, etc.). (10)

Thence this brief disquisition on the legitimate parameters that could be exercised in the formulation of a viable pragmatic history exercised within the circumscribed limits of a coherently constructed pragmatic prospect.
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� 	Hence the two question marks at the end of the title. 


� 	Doing History, Doing History, Doing History..? Pursuit, III.7D.


� 	That such de facto ‘prospectivity’ can be given to each of the six trans-cognitive (judgmental) orders. I.e., phenomenological/semantic, aesthetical, deontological/existential, pragmatic, hermeneutic and ontical.





