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7F. That a ‘Pragmatic Prospect’ is a ‘Pragmatic Disciplinary Prospect’

E.g., as a ‘Pragmatic Philosophy’ or as a ‘Pragmatic History’, etc…*
0. Introduction

This essay further addressed and resolves a problem noted in the former essay, namely, ‘can the ‘pragmatic prospect’ be treated as a ‘prospect’ in its own right despite this appellation being both ‘de facto and circumscribed?’ In these further explorations I am going to argue that ‘that a ‘pragmatic prospect’ is a ‘pragmatic disciplinary prospect’, e.g., as a ‘pragmatic philosophy’ or ‘pragmatic history’, etc…’
 Hence the point suspensive placed at the end of this title (and the second sentence of this essay). What are the ramifications of this refinement? (O)
1. Exposition: The ‘Pragmatic Prospect’ as a ‘Pragmatic Disciplinary Prospect’?

An ‘anti-representational pragmatism’, in conventional terms, would be referred to as an ‘anti-representationalism’ or as an ‘anti-representational philosophy’ just as the application of such philosophical insights and approaches could be applied, as well, to the re(-)formulation of a ‘pragmatic history’ that conforms to anti-representational dictates and constructs, etc. I.e., e.g., that there can be no imputation of a set of extrapolated truth determinations projected beyond the limited terms of their origination and gestation, and, so the work of an historian must be ‘provisional’, even if such provisionality can be overlooked for practical purposes, say, along lines that are more pragmatically expedient. (1)

Such an approach resolves this issue by noting that the use of such expressions as a ‘critical (or radical) pragmatism’ or an ‘anti-representational pragmatism’ imply the implicit additional appellation of ‘philosophy’, etc. (unless referring to some other discipline, say, history, or ethics, etc.). Therefore, the full, explicated sense of a ‘pragmatic prospect’ should more correctly be read to mean a ‘pragmatic philosophy’ or ‘pragmatic philosophical prospect’, etc., and, where by ‘pragmatic’ is meant ‘anti-representational’ or, better, that which is ‘anti-representationally qualified’ (given my understanding that a pure anti-representationalism just makes no sense when it is impossibly made to stand purely and simply in itself given that we need a qualified concept of ‘representation’ in order to economically contrast its corelative correlate of an anti-representational aspect or facet within an economy of presentation/representation/re-presentation [on par with the economy of re(-)interpretation as explored elsewhere
]). (2)

What are the ramifications of this understanding, namely, that ‘pragmatism’ as a ‘pragmatic prospect’ should be read as a ‘pragmatic philosophy’ or as a ‘pragmatic philosophical prospect’ (unless directly referring to a ‘pragmatic history’ or a ‘pragmatic ethics’, etc.)? (3)

Critical and radical principles of a correctly established pragmatic philosophy can be applied to other prospective forms of disciplinary activity and behaviour. But, the ‘pragmatic’, as a ‘distinctively ordered type of judgment’, is only one type of judgmental approach. More correctly, a prospect should be able to avail itself of the full gamut of ordered discernment, i.e., a phenomenological semantics, aesthetics, deontological-existentialism, pragmatics, hermeneutics and ontics (factually oriented truth determinations based on certain evidential methods and standards as found in a certain type of science, legal practice, daily modes of lived-conventional usage, etc.). (4)

Therefore, in this light, we can have a pragmatic aesthetics but only if it is understood as a ‘pragmatically oriented aesthetic philosophy’ or as a ‘pragmatically oriented exploration of stylistic features conducted along historical lines of research’, etc. (5)

One advantage of this approach is that we can better oversee the exercise of a more balanced sense and semblance of a transcendental suspension (i.e., extensive suspension) given that an ordered philosophy is the subtly distorted suspension/non-suspension of the economic. E.g., in an ordered understanding the ‘pragmatic as the ‘suspensional suppression of the Object moment and the de-suspensional preferencing of the 

Ego and World moments’ implies that this subtle distortion of the ‘transcendental suspension’ must be operating for this ordered take on economic behaviour to be the current focus of that ordered form of assessment. (6)

Therefore, by proposing that a critical and radical pragmatic approach adopted and adapted within the confines of certain disciplinary topic is then able to declare itself as a ‘prospect’ by virtue of its ability to also include other ordered facets within that same disciplinary topic. So, a pragmatic philosophy can also include a phenomenological sub-discipline, a hermeneutical sub-discipline, etc., etc. Therefore a ‘pragmatic prospect’ should be read as a ‘pragmatic philosophy’ or as a ‘pragmatic philosophical prospect’, etc. (unless we are referring, instead, to our working within an historical prospect or a scientific prospect, etc.). (7)

Thence the ‘pragmatic prospect’ more correctly refers to a ‘pragmatic philosophical prospect’ (unless otherwise indicated). (8)
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� 	Hence the two question marks at the end of the title. 


� 	E.g., Pursuit, III.2Y.





