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7G. A Brief Delineation of a Dialectical-Logics/Logical-Dialectics

As Preparation for the Philosophical Explication

Of a Pragmatic (Historical) Prospect

Given the Deconstruction of all Forms of Ideological Extremism

E.g., Realism, Idealism and All Other Impossible Instances of the Same*
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

This essay is written as preparation for my more detailed explication of a pragmatic historical prospect as the ‘template’ for other pragmatic prospects, e.g., an ethical-pragmatics, a pragmatically conducted science, and, indeed, in a pragmatic explication of doing philosophy itself, and so on. Without a deeper understanding of the relationship between both logics and dialectics I will not be able to pragmatically explicate the nature of the relationship between different correlative facets of an economy central to this process of explication, especially with respect to three economies that will be entertained in parallel, namely, that between the private, pubic and arbitrational spheres of influence, that between the historical dimensions of the past future and present, and, that between the intentional-causal mediation of phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented presentations, hermeneutically oriented representations, and existentially oriented anti-representational nature of continually required processes of re-presentation.
 (0)
`
In explicating this relationship between logics and dialectics I will proceed as follows:
1. An imaginative exploration of the logical nature of identity,
2. An elucidation of the intentional nature of the gestalt in processes of identification,
3. An exemplification of the logical economy,

4. An exhibition of the dialectical economy,
5. An exposition of the economy of a logical-dialectics,

6. An entanglement of apparent economic incommensurabilities,
7. An examination of the existential dimension as ‘anti-representational’,
8. An explication of a qualified form of an anti-representational pragmatism,
9.  An establishment of provisional conclusions, etc., re a pragmatic prospect. (1)
1. An imaginative exploration of the logical nature of identity


The ideality of the logical easily lends itself to a short-sighted logical realism. (2)


But, our realistic ability to reflect upon the same then lends itself to propose an equally short-sighted ideality given the intentional constitution of our experience. (3)

That people, by the local or global nature of their temperament, then find themselves either siding with a realistic focalization upon the local in the impossibility of its definitive detailization or an idealized expansionary preoccupation with an apparent totality and its equally impossible definitive systematization. (4)

Of course, in a more reasonable circumscription of experience, we then recognize the economic nature of the relatively local versus the relatively global, detail and differentiation versus the systematic and integration within the context of an economy, etc. (5)


But, there can be no focus without a contextual sense of field, and no appreciation of this relationship without some co-associated sense and semblance of the intentional (and transcendental) subjectivity constituted in partial apposition to this relatively circumscribed ongoing opposition-and-integration between focus-and-field. (6)

Thence the logical economy in experience must consist of focus, field and the frame or framing of that co-associated senses and semblances of subjectivity being defined in and through such localized-and-globalized terms of reference’. (7) 


Hence the logical economy is obsessed with identity, and, thence, a principle of identity that is co-defined in and through the joint negation of a principle of non-contradiction in conjunction with a principle of the excluded middle, and v.v., etc. (8)

So, e.g., a certain knife might be defined with the predicate ‘sharp’, and, the blade of that knife, its cutting edge, could also be defined as l in length. (9)

But, such logical subjectivity (of the knife), its sharpness (as a predicate) and length (treated as a relation) are all highly dependent upon our choice of the primary frame or frames of meta-reference. (10)


Because, e.g., under a powerful microscope the edge of that blade would no longer look clean and sharp, but, rather, pitted and irregular. (11)

Indeed, on such a small scale the length of the blade now takes on a vastly greater distance although, more correctly, measuring its infinite-like extent practically deconstructs that sense and semblance of an act of measurement just like the infinite extent of a coastline when more closely measured in an even smaller periods of time. (12)

Hence our introduction to both the gestalt appreciation of the logical and the dialectical nature of its infinitely possible choices in perspectives for contextualization. (13)

2. An elucidation of the intentional nature of the gestalt in processes of identification


What is focused upon is this sense of intentional objectivity, and that forms the first semblance of the intentional. (14)

Then, effectively, our choice in the sense of the contextual perspective in intentional field chosen is the second semblance of the intentional, i.e., the distinctive nature of its motivational intent. (15)


Entertaining an appreciation of this relationship between these first two senses of the intentional gives us a third sense of the intentional, namely, an intentional semblance of (transcendental/trans-intentional) subjectivity along with this trimodal formation of an intentional economy. (16)


Now, neither a point can be focused upon nor the entirety of the field because relational contrast is called for, and, in turn, subjectively is economically called forth through a continuing meta-contrast for an appreciation of this relationship. (17)


In economic terms we can treat the background field as relatively pre-critical and hermeneutical in orientation; that that intentionally focused upon can be seen as phenomenal-phenomenological in its relatively critical semantic mapping; and, that that semblance of subjectivity can be seen as relatively radical and existential in orientation. (18)

Hence a philosophy of transformational retreatment through the critical, deconstructive suspension of the relatively pre-critical, to be, in turn, reconstructed through the de-suspension of the relatively radical where such retreatment, as posttreatment, can then be equated with the relatively pre-critical in a re(-)continuation of this economy. (19)


Thence meta-textual genres in the writing/reading of behaviour; textual depositions; and, together, their non-textual simulation through re(-)simulation. (20)

Economically mirrored in the interrogative economy in the rhetorical moment of the ‘either/or’, in a first metaphorical reply ‘of like’, followed by the second reply of the relatively literal entertains through the iterative ‘as if’. (21)


That all economies, on the basis of their gestalt construction, can be archetypally aligned dialectically through field (World moment), focus (Object moment); and, frame (Ego moment). (22)


Giving us, at the same time, a harmonic reading of consonant field, dissonant focus, and the ongoing harmonic resolution entailed in a hopeful sense of frame. (23)


Thence a focus on the formation of identity being thematized within this semblance of the economic and where all economies can be aligned with this sense of semblance of this inference of the archetypal economy. (24)
3. An exemplification of the logical economy

On reflection we can say that through hermeneutical fields we have genres of relational behaviour; through phenomenological focus we have the semantics of predicates; and, through frames of existential e/valuational formation we have the articulation of logical subjectivity. (25)

Thence the overall formulation of identification through the overlapping of relations, predicates and co-associated forms of logical subjectivity. (26)


E.g., a specific knife that possesses a certain relational length and defined through predicates such as ‘sharp’, ‘not so sharp’, ‘blunt’, etc. (27)


E.g., a process of transformation when an apple is cut with a sharp knife, such as, in the peeling of an apple; realized through ‘pre-critical’ juxtaposition of having an apple to hand, ‘critical’ peeling of the apple, and the potentially ‘radical’ ramifications that flow from an apple that has been peeled, etc. (28)

All economic moments have their archetypal alignment with a distinctive sense and semblance to be discerned in such economies and where such parallels can act as commentaries through economic complexification. (29)


The pre-critical moment of pretreatment being prospective; the critical moment of treatment being retrospective; and, the radical moment of retreatment anticipating the immediacy of the living-present. (30)


The deconstructive nature of the overall suspension producing the moment of treatment; the de-suspension of the critical moment giving us the relatively radical retreatment which, as posttreatment, then giving us an altered candidate for pretreatment to recommence a re(-)continuation of this economy of transformational retreatment. (31)

In treatment, through the deconstructive nature of the suspension, transformational productivity, through such appreciation, is elevated by one meta-degree which is then automatically subjected to the reconstructive retreatment of the de-suspension and its de-elevation in meta-status by one degree, etc. (32)


With Tarskian-like semantic truth determination built into this economy of transformational retreatment given this presentation is elevated in meta-status by one degree to then be automatically de-elevated by one meta-degree in its re-presentation and posttreatment in the evolving progress of re-writing the pre-critical as representational. (33)

But, in each and every economy, all dialectical moments can be only approached but neither arrived at nor attained thence the anti-representational nature of all economic moments. (34)


Thence the dialectics of economic identification. (35)

4. An exhibition of the dialectical economy

The overall sense and semblance of an economy is dialectically constituted given the non-obtainability of each and every moment; economic correlativity, complexification, induction, resolution, etc. (36)

Economic polarities are trimodal and cannot be obtained. (37)

Economic polarities as moments are correlatively co-constituted. (38)

Therefore, each economic moment can be co-defined as the joint negation of its other two moments. (39)

Economic complexification arises through an economic sense of commentary just as, e.g., the meta-textual moment can be read as ‘prospective’ and ‘hermeneutical’, where the textual moment can be read as ‘retrospective’ and ‘phenomenological’; and, the non-textual moment can be read as ‘present’ in the immediacy of the ‘existential’, etc. (40)

The ‘extensive suspension’ has a creative commentary to perform upon the complex economic nature of the ‘transcendental suspension’ (given the need to entail a causal interconnection with intentional volition, a de-suspension of the suspension, and the dynamic balance of the interrogative economy and other economies, etc.). (41)

But such complexity is obviated through economic induction of a suitable suspension when and where just one economic aspect needs to be thematized since through economic correlativity the thematization of one economic facet ensures the automatic thematization of the entire economy. (42)


An economy oversees the resolution of that which is problematic or problematized, overseeing that which is narratively anomalous and necessitates the arbitration of our aspirations, and so on. (43)


Relationships are fostered through resolution, and, perpetuated through non-absolutistically definitive processes of resolution. (44)

Where the sense and semblance of the relational is fostered through an ongoing, dynamic balance that ensures neither too much consonance, dissonance and resolution nor too little consonance, dissonance and resolution. (45)

Because all our freedoms are harmonically found and expressed through relationships through(-)others and their perfected resolution will terminate those same relationships. (46)

Relationships being economically realized through hermeneutical recognition, phenomenological encountering and existential engagement through(-)others thence the dialectical nature of relationships given the economic nature of correlativity, etc. (47)

5. An exposition of the economy of a logical-dialectics

The logical economy, as noted, consists of a principle of identity, a principle of non-contradiction, and a principle of the excluded middle.
 (48)

A dialectical economy can be conceived of through the negation of these three principles, namely, relative non-identity, relative contradiction, and relative non-excluded middle. (49)

But, more correctly, both economies are predicated on their co-dependence. (50)

In terms of an economic complexification, we can treat them respectively as (provisionally) coincident with the dialectical moments of Object (identity/non-identity), World (non-contradiction/non-non-contradiction or contradiction), and Ego (non-excluded middle/excluded middle [on the hypothetical grounds that that sense and semblance of Ego is simulated between the ‘cracks’ of Object versus World, albeit in meta-terms of reference first realized as higher by one meta-degree before objectification). (51)

Now, in a six-fold ordered analysis I have argued that through subtle preferencing/de-preferencing of these three economic moments or poles we can account for six relatively basic types of judgment. (52)

So, e.g., the relative preferencing of the Object moment, equivalent to the relative de-preferencing of both the World and Ego moments, accounts for the first order of an essential-like, semantic determination and mapping of predicational materials in a phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented form of judgment. (53)


Similarly, the relative preferencing of both Object and Ego moments gives us access to aesthetic-like judgments in a second order forming the ability for atomic essentials to form coherent molecular essential compounds and on to aesthetic forms of judgment dealing with harmonic integration, integrity, etc. (54)


That the third order arises from the relatively deontological (without direct reference to so-called ‘ethical principles’) and is existentially formed from a subtle preferencing of Ego (within the preferential treatment of a pro-relational sense of positioning given relationally oriented forms of an existential surplus or excess manifesting and being able to be experienced in this type of e/valuational treatment). (5)


That the relatively subtle preferential treatment of the archetypal relationship between Ego and World gives us the pragmatic form of judgment in the fourth order (as a third value along with the aesthetical and the deontological). (56)


That the relative preferencing of the World supplies us with a hermeneutically oriented sense and semblance of judgment along with all senses and semblances of potentiality, possibility, probability, potency, etc. (57)


The sixth order of ontical or factual determination arises through the relative preferential treatment of the archetypal relationship between World and Object and allows us to provisionally form statements from certain types of propositions that are either treated as imputations with spatial-temporal forms of constitution and/or as the experiential occurrences of distinctively noticed intentional states presumed to have occurred either by ourselves and/or others. (58)

But a more subtle way of understanding such archetypal modes of relative preferential/de-preferential treatment can be found in and through a modeling of transformational retreatment.
 (59)

Taking a transformational progression from the fifth order of the hermeneutics of the pre-critical (World) of pretreatment through a ‘deconstructive-suspension’ to the sphere of the phenomenological (Object) in a first order of relatively critical treatment, and, thence, to the third order of the relatively radical retreatment of the third order (Ego) via an automatic ‘de-suspensional re-construction’ that, as a form of ‘post-treatment’ pragmatically re-writes the formerly pre-critical, hopefully, along more critical and radical lines of an ongoing re(-)constitution. (60)

In coming to grips with such complexity, despite the relative simplicity of this underlying mechanism of transformational retreatment, we need to ask just what are a ‘deconstructive-suspension’, a ‘de-suspensional-re-construction’, and a ‘pragmatic form of posttreatment’ (as diagramed for convenience):
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In reading the previous diagram we can see that the connection between pretreatment and treatment, namely, a deconstructive-suspension, is via the sixth order of factual determination (ontical judgment); second, the connection from the relatively critical to the relatively radical is via a de-suspensional-re-construction that is aesthetical in orientation (being of the second order); and, third, from retreatment we can then envisage a pragmatic fourth ordered form of posttreatment rewriting of the formerly pre-critical pretreatment (in its original form of representation). (63)

Now, a more theoretically integrated way of seeing these six orders is to suppose that their subtle preferencing arises through a de-suspensional force set up by the relative de-preferencing of a suitable set of suspensions. (64)

So, e.g., the first order of the phenomenological (Object) is set up by suspending both the third order (Ego) and the fifth order (World), etc. (65)


But, in the context of transformational retreatment we can conceive the precritical-critical progression of treatment as arising through an ontically oriented deconstructive-suspension; the critical-radical progression of retreatment as arising though the aesthetic integrity of a de-suspensional re-construction (which also implies the equal suspension of the precritical); and, the retreatment/posttreatment of the pre-critical can be viewed as a pragmatic manoeuvre. (66)

The implications being, first, that the critical is arrived at through a factual deconstruction of the pre-critical form of pretreatment; retreatment is arrived at through the aesthetic-like integrity of a de-suspensional process of reconstruction (with existential ramifications); and, third, retreatment is able to rewrite the formerly precritical through a pragmatically oriented form of rewriting of the same (in the light of this economy of transformational retreatment). (67)

Hence this dynamic understanding that a de-constructive suspension of the precritical (in conjunction with a balanced suspension of the pragmatic orientation) is capable of inducing a relatively radical sense and semblance of the pro-relational nature of the existential. (68)

That the ensuing automatic de-suspensional re-construction oversees the relatively radical formation of the existential-deontological nature of the moment of retreatment (in conjunction with the simultaneous suspension of the ‘ongoing pragmatic posttreatment re(-)writing of pretreatment) that then spills over on to the ongoing pragmatic posttreatment re(-)writing of the moment of pretreatment. (69)

Hence this facet of retreatment that then takes on a pragmatic re(-)writing of the formerly pre-critical pretreatment and where we can assume, hopefully, that such a transformation both non-existentially and existentially takes on both a pragmatic-practical complexion and a deontological complexion in keeping for the creation, preservation and conservation of the relational enrichment being developed within that relationship in question (as that relationship in turn is embedded in its relational world-point of view albeit as entertained from its own sense/s of perspective). (70)

To make this dialectical progression of transformational retreatment less complicated we can, through economic complexification, run in parallel these separately formulated economies of transformational treatment, philosophical sub-disciplines, treatment modality, representational economy, the primary ordered disposition, (etc.) as follows:

Pre-critical pretreatment…
critical treatment…
radical retreatment…

Hermeneutical…

phenomenological…
existential…

Synthetical…


analytical…

nominative… 
Representation
…

presentational…
re-presentation/anti-rep…

Fifth order…


first order…

third order… (71)
That between these three orders of the fifth, first, and third, we have, respectively, the sixth order
 of ontical determination acting as a deconstructive-suspension in relatively evidential or evidential like-terms of reference (in terms of either confirmation in non-virtual time and/or verification in virtual time); the second order of aesthetic determination acting as either the integration and/or integrity of that ensuing process of reconstruction automatically invoked post the deconstructive-suspension as a de-suspensional-re-constructive process; and, the fourth order of pragmatic re(-)considerations being observed, to some degree, in the ensuing rewriting of the formerly pre-critical representation of pretreatment. (72)
That the recognition of the dialectical nature of such complexity notes that no economic polarity nor order can be purely arrived at given their correlative co-constitution with respect to each other. (73)


That the sense and semblance of critical treatment is arrived at, hopefully, through relevant forms of ontical determination in which evidential-like criteria are determined in the establishment of the critical sense and semblance of phenomenal-phenomenologically, etc., via this use of the deconstructive-suspension. (74)

That the sense and semblance of the working pragmatic is realized through the posttreatmental re(-)writing of the formerly pre-critical pretreatment as that initially found to hand which, hopefully, should pragmatically reflect both the non-existential and existential aspects discerned in the (relatively non-systematic) moment of the existential as discerned in and through its concrete, historical specificity to that extent such processes are sufficiently and suitably suspended through the use of the transcendental suspension (i.e., the extensive suspension). (75)

Hence in such a dialectical-logic we can move from the relatively pre-critical pretreatment of that found to hand – to relatively critically treatment – to relatively radical retreatment, and, thence – back to a transformation of the pretreatment through post-treatmental re(-)writing. (76)
6. An entanglement of apparent economic incommensurabilities


The non-suspended sense and semblance of the world at large is not flat, and, therefore, all surfaces should be treated as economically possessing various forms and degrees of metaphorical ‘depth’. (77)


Thence the supplementation or complementation of the dialectical approach that notes such impossible forms of philosophical attitudes, content and processes. (78)


Moreover, it behooves us to recognize that all economic polarities and all ordered modalities are relatively incommensurable given they can only be approached and neither attained nor obtained. (79)

An important implication to realize, stemming from such economic insights, is that all orientations are relatively incommensurable but not absolutistically incommensurable given their economic interactions within th3 disetinctive sense and semblance of an economy in the first place. (80)


So, with respect to the archetypal moments of World, Object and Ego we have, through economic complexification, relatively incommensurable dimensions, respectively, of both the inter-objective sense and semblance of space and time and the intersubjective sense and semblance of self; the objective sense of space and time; and, the overlapping subjectivity of all senses of self, sense of an ‘other’… along with all senses and semblances of modes-of-life, life-worlds, communities, cultures, the overall political-economy, the international sense and semblance of a world along with pro-relational attitudes able to be exercised therein, etc. (81)

Thence this dialectic, too, of how we approach and entertain an overcoming of such relative incommensurabilities as well as overcoming the relative incommensurability of representations, presentations and re-presentations/anti-representations, etc., without proposing that these types of imputation are either completely legitimate and/or illegitimate, etc. (82)


Thence the supposition that such incommensurabilities between economic factors or moments is one that can be both addressed and optimistically re-addressed. (83)

Thence the entanglement of these co-relatively co-associated and extra-co-relatively co-associated elements found through a complexified accounting of all economies conceived of in such overlapping terms of reference along with the requisite transformational means that allow us to pass from one relative incommensurability to another, be that that within the same economy or between economies. (84)


Hence the relative importance of such novel terminology as ‘pretreatment, treatment, retreatment/posttreatment’; the relative integrity of ‘entanglement versus the relative overlooked entanglement of the discipline/s in question, and so on and so forth. (85)
7. An examination of the existential dimension as ‘anti-representational’


The explication, e.g., of the pragmatic philosophical prospect, etc., is considerably incomplete without a delineation of a co-associated sense and semblance of an existential dimension. (86)

It could be said that ‘the so-called third moment of the archetypal economy (Ego) is both our entrance and exit to our psychic passage to and from the existential dimension’. (87)

That, through the ongoing dynamic balance of an extensive suspension we arrive at a balanced sense of economy with the fleshing out of the third moment (of Ego) in a non-systematic sense and semblance of the existential. (88)

Hence my delineation of ‘the non-systematic sense of the existential’ as the fleshing out of this third moment in the archetypal economy. (89)

That, when the psyche is suitably re(-)self-organized through the utilization of the extensive suspension we then take on the complexion of a (more) systematic (sense of) the existential. (90) 

The ‘apperceived sense’ and ‘perceived semblance’ of the existential has three economic forms of expression, namely, the relatively precritical, critical and radical. (91)

I.e., as that found to hand and thought to be resonant with the relative presence or absence of direct existential hallmarks and indirect indicators (indicative of an existential dimension); in terms of the ahistorical delineation of critical analyses; and, in terms of the concrete, historical specificity of living-experience. (92)

The existential dimension being able to be experienced through the refinement of an extensive suspension through the anti-representational nature of such retreatment. (93)

Because in that pro-relational state, in mentally giving our relationships the sense and semblance of a preference over the relatively non-economic, we become more aware of the existential surpluses in such retreated e/valuational formations. (94)

Because, in our pro-relational awareness of the relational economy, we discern, hopefully, in and through a first-hand insightfulness, the ensuing sense and semblance of a surplus of e/valuational formation that are co-associated with our living-experience of those relationships in question as experienced in their current relational settings. (95)


Hence in a close(r) reading of textualized experience we discern, e.g., the relative presence or absence of existential hallmarks and indictors in lived-experience; ahistorical experience that notes the phenomenological characteristics of such lived/living experience; and, the existentially enriched specificity of concrete experience when suitably augmented and enhanced in the spontaneity of its anti-representational retreatment/s. (96)
8. An explication of a qualified form of an anti-representational pragmatism


A prospect is a distinctively delineated social space for the conducting of a distinctive discipline preferably in a productive critical and radical manner when and where suitably relevant. (97)
That such a prospect should be pragmatically constructed, i.e., in such a manner that recognizes both the possibilities and circumscriptions of an economy constructed along pragmatic lines, i.e., from a perspective that acts as a viable, qualified anti-representationalism. (98)

Because all economic aspects (moments) and facets (orders) can only be approached and nether attained nor obtained. (99)

Therefore, in treating a representational economy as the economic interplay between relative phenomenological presentations, relative hermeneutical representations, and relative existential re-presentations we need to recognize, through economic co-relativity, that all three aspects must also be treated as anti-representationally constructed in both their intentional constitution and trans-intentional judgment, etc.
 (100)

Pretreating ‘representations’ as ‘relatively pre-critical hermeneutical constructions’ that are both understood as ‘extrapolated imputations that are non-suspended’; treating ‘presentations’ as ‘relatively critical phenomenal-phenomenological constructions’ as ‘extrapolated imputations that are suspended (through a deconstructive-suspension)’; and, retreating ‘re-presentations’ as ‘relatively radical existential constructions’ as ‘non-extrapolated imputations that are suspended (through a de-suspensional-re-construction of the specificity involved in this existentially enriched aspect of concrete, historical experience that best expresses the import of this anti-representationally oriented insight into the economically constituted nature of experience)’. (101)

By an ‘extrapolated imputation’ is meant a ‘set of imputational inferences projected beyond the economic limits of experience itself’. (102)


By a state of ‘suspension’ is meant the dynamically balanced reading and writing of the economic aspects and facets brought to bear on our writing and reading of that same relationally approached sense and semblance of our ensconced-situatedness in question.
 (103)

So, an anti-representational philosophy is here both established economically and qualified economically through this heuristic device that combines a trimodal mix of both imputational and suspensional status in the re(-)construction of a certain prospect. (104)
9.  An establishment of provisional conclusions, etc., re a pragmatic prospect

Therefore, a pragmatic sense and semblance of a ‘prospect’ is arrived at through ‘an anti-representational stance economically delineated through the joint intersection of both a relatively positive or negative imputational status and a suspensional status. (105)


So, by such means, etc., a viable sense and semblance of a prospect is established that existentially observes the requisite response, responsiveness and responsibility required in a pro-relational appreciation of our relationships for the ensuing creation, preservation and conservation of an existentially oriented process of relational enrichment, preferably with a pro-relational, pro-existential complexion. (106)

Therefore, e.g., in the establishment of a pragmatic historical prospect we need to note the relative incommensurabilities of the past, future and present, etc., and, their being overcome through encountering, recognizing and engaging with such historical economics.
 (107)

Hence the eternally ongoing, provisional nature of such research although tempered by the fact that all interactive and innovative forms of alignment and connection, entertained through both re(-)alignment and re(-)connection, will be productively recognized, encountered, and engaged in ever-increasing patterns of productive realization as we find our final vocabularies more ably enriching our mutual freedom/s to be found through(-)others. (108)

Therefore, in the context of a process of transformational retreatment we both can and should treat representations, etc., as economic ‘transforms’ that oscillate between relatively incommensurable states where each apparent transform can be approached but neither attained nor obtained (through ensuing forms of hermeneutically oriented appropriation, etc.). 109)

So, an extreme anti-representationalism is avoided whilst, at the same time, resuscitating traditional concepts of representationalism, etc., albeit as economically scoped and re(-)qualified, etc., and, as no longer signifying impossible acts of disciplinary practice..!! (110)






        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 2.7.22.

10. Postscript A: On the Economic Construction of a Pragmatic ‘Template’


The raison d’être behind the thematization and articulation of this logical-dialectics is to establish guidelines for the construction of a pragmatic ‘template’.
 (111)

An historian, e.g., confronts certain historical concepts and practices already to hand and, as a potential pragmatist, then retrofits the same through a viable ‘template’ in order to reshape the functional exercise of that now reordered prospect. (112)

All concepts and functions have an economic basis in lived-experience as the textualization of an evolving appreciation of living-experience and, therefore, it behooves the disciplinarian to non-reductively discern the same (through trial and error). (113)

So, the historian, e.g., deals with an appreciation of the past, etc., from the point of view of some overt or covert sense of perspective and notes that the primary economy that they must deal with is this historical concern over the past, etc. (114)


Now, a dialectic ensures between the relative incommensurability of economic aspects like, e.g., the past vis-à-vis the present and the future, and the fact that underlying these relative incommensurabilities is a deeper sense of an economic non-incommensurability in how we deal, in this instance, with an overall semblance of ‘historical’ tine, recognizing that all aspects must be anti-representationally constituted. (115)

Hence, the pragmatically treated prospect, itself, is economically translated. (116)


E.g., by the pre-critical use of historical imputations treated as imputations qua imputations, that in turn, are both treated as either extrapolated or non-extrapolated and as both suspended and non-suspended (giving three levels of treatment, etc.). (117)

In such a framework, they then observe provisional correlations, accommodations and transformations which, respectively are the primary concerns of the phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical, and existential spheres of influence. (118)
All such research being further enriched through invoking those informative patterns of economic complexification that enhance such processes of appreciation. [119]

Where, e.g., the historian notes that the past is more phenomenologically oriented, that the future is more hermeneutically oriented, and that the present is more existentially oriented with our attention focused on those patterns of transformation that only occur in some historical period of the ‘then present’… and, that each working pragmatist travels along a similar route; be that disciplinarian as someone who works as a philosopher, historian, ethicist, or delineates the pragmatic reshaping of the scientific prospect, etc. (120)








  N.T., Penrith, 6.7.22.

11. Postscript B: Quarks & Gluons: As an Analogy of Economic Correlativity, etc.

In this postscript I would like to invoke from the disciplinary world of physics concepts relating to both quarks and gluons (as utilized by theoretical physicists in their structuralization of baryons such as, e.g., the proton or neutron) as an analogical model for the better appreciation of both economic correlativity and ordered correlativity.
 (121)

The raison d’être of this essay is to explain that we cannot operate with a simple logic when on the very margins of philosophical concepts and practices, and so on. My concept of economic correlativity is a central instance of the acceptance of this limitation. If we were to take any example of an adequately constituted representation of an economy then we must realize that any one of those trimodal factors in its constitution cannot be exhibited purely on its own terms of reference. So, e.g., in the philosophical economy, constructed as entailing three sub-economies, namely, one-part phenomenological in orientation, one-part hermeneutical in orientation, and one-part (non-systematic) existential in orientation, then anyone of those economies cannot be examined and looked at as a completely independent domain except provisionally, and, then, as subject to considerable qualifications. In other words, the overt or covert understanding of the overall economy itself is necessary in order to understand through contrast, etc., the constitutional contributions being made by any one relatively incommensurable sub-economy (or super-economy or any other economy
). Indeed, this is one reason why these sub-economies, along with all economies and super-economies, are incommensurable in the first place. Incommensurability being read as relative-incommensurability which also means, through the economy they are correlatively situated in that they must also be relatively non-incommensurable, i.e., neither non-relatively incommensurable nor absolutistically incommensurable. (122)

As case in point: the representational economy (which equally could be called a presentational economy or an ‘anti-representational economy’ in the form it has been provisionally constructed by myself) being constituted from one correlative and dialectical part that is representational, one correlative and dialectical part that is presentational, and one correlative and dialectical part that is anti-representational implies even the representational aspect cannot be exhibited purely in own terms of reference… the immediate implication being that there can be no pure economic process of representation, and, that any claim that this can be accomplished is just impossible and, therefore, sheer nonsense. Of course, the same must also apply to both the presentational aspect or moment and the anti-representational aspect or moment. So, e.g., the moment of anti-representation, moreover, would lose all significance if it cannot find some form of either overt and/or covert contrast with these other two moments, etc. That, by extension, the same dialectical argument applies to the economic situatedness of that relational economy in question. (123)

As an analogy, we could say that the three quarks that assist in the constitution of the proton cannot be separated from this nuclear assemblage. Indeed, if complete separation were able to be realized then it would involve the use of an infinite amount of energy in order to supervise and create that separation, but, as the utilization of an infinite quantity energy is impossible, being more than that which exists in the finite semblance of this entire universe then it follows that separation cannot be achieved in that format of enacting a process of separation. Hence the basis of the strong force within the proton (and, by extension, between nucleonic assemblages within certain limits of size). (124)

In a similar fashion, we can imagine the correlative aspects of an economy (and economies themselves in their economic situatedness) exhibiting a similar impossibility of separation from their resident economy. (125)

Interestingly, we can also run an analogy between gluons and quarks and the six-fold nature of an ordered economy. We could envisage quarks as being intermediated by gluons. In the following diagram let me nominate (in bold) the three ‘quarks’ in an economy as W (world, O (object) and E (Ego), respectively representing the three orders of the 5th, 1st, and 3rd. Now, intermediating these economic aspects, we can propose three ‘gluons’, namely, between W-O we can find a 6th ordered ontical field (W.O), between O-E we can find a 2nd ordered aesthetical field (O.E), and between E-W we can find a 4th ordered pragmatical field (E.W). Let me diagrammatical represent this overall ordered field and its six correlatively ordered correlates (treating all six orders as economically correlative):

O/1

W.O/6




O.W/2

W/5


E./3
E.W/4 (126)

That, now, all we need to note is how both suspensions and their automatically invoked de-suspensions dynamically organize this overall economy; how this same economy also represents all other economies, be that from the harmonic to that of transformational retreatment; albeit with the following exception, namely, that the economy that collectively represents the ‘gluons’ has been described elsewhere as ‘pragmatic’ in orientation (and not to be mistaken for the fourth ordered pragmatical economy which is a participating aspect in this distinctive pragmatic economy where the latter is more epistemological organized given its incorporation of the pragmatical fourth order, etc.). (127)


So, in terms of suspensions and de-suspensions, we can note that the following orders are constituted through a subtle de-/preference or subtle preference matching, respectively, the suspension (+) and de-suspension (-) of those economic correlates:
1. +W -O +E

Semantic/Pre-Essential (Phenomenological)

2. +W -O -E

Aesthetical 

3. +W +O -E 

Deontological/(Non-Systematic Existential) 

4. -W +O  -E

Pragmatical

5. -W +O +E

Hermeneutical (Hermeneutical)

6. -W -O +E 

Ontical/Factual (128)

We can argue that the harmonic economy is given a linear representation as the progression from W – O – E, i.e., as W (as a relatively consonant gestalt background) – Object (as a relatively dissonant gestalt foreground) – E (moment of resolution in the gestalt economy). (129)


That a pragmatic economy (as distinct from a pragmatically ordered sub-economy) can be understood as the progressions entailed in relations between the 2nd, 4th, and 6th economies (as represented primarily by ‘gluons’ although no ordered economy can be separated from the overall (ordered) economy just as economic correlativities cannot be separated (except in qualified, provisional terms of reference). (130)

Moreover, the economic movement from W to O to E mirrors the outlines of a transformational economy of retreatment. I.e., the hermeneutically pre-critical pretreatment, the phenomenal-phenomenologically critical treatment, and the existentially radical retreatment. That, then, by posttreatment we can get the pragmatic/al re(-)writing of the pre-critical. But, as well, in reverse, we can also ‘travel’ to the pre-critical via the critical nature of treatment. (131)


Thus, refracted through such modelling, we should start to see why we need a dialectical-logics/logical-dialectics given that through both the imputed existence of economic correlativities and ordered correlativities there can be no absolutistically definitive thematization of identity with the important implication that the philosophical treatment of all logical form should be duly re(-)qualified within a suitably constituted dialectical-logic. (132)
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� 	The final subtitle has a sting in its tail (and ‘tale’) since (in this philosophical narrative) I am implying that even a pragmatic philosophy cannot adopt some form of an impossible extremism (that could be presented, e.g., through some form of an extreme anti-representationalism). Hence this insistence on a dialectical relationship between representations (of a hermeneutical orientation), presentations (of a phenomenological orientation) and anti-representational re-presentations that cannot be purely ‘anti-representational’ given the implied economic correlativity of this facet of the presentational/representational/re-presentational and anti-representational economy. That, in effect, I am going to argue that the ‘re(-)presentational economy’ is also an ‘anti-representational economy’ (but not an impossibly pure economy of just anti-representationalism. That one of my arguments for this identificational equivalence is to note, e.g., Rorty’s insistence on the re-description of a ‘final’ vocabulary is to be arrived at through an ongoing process of re-re-description, etc. 


� 	As per paragraph/proposition 8.


� 	As noted in paragraphs/propositions 19, 30-32, etc.


� 	Given that we ‘travel’ through the sixth order to get from the fifth order to the first order.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is also meant their pre-intentional constitution (as a process of simulated-simulation through retention, etc.) but not their impossible ‘pre-simulated simulation’.


� 	By ‘ensconced’ is meant ‘embedded’ but the latter expression is reserved for a trimodal appreciation of our situational ‘emplacement/embracement’ under the epithets of ‘our physical embodiment, our embeddedness with others, and embanked in an environmental sense of world’.


� 	I.e., understanding that the incommensurabilities within either a certain economy or between a set of economies need to be approached with a different set of disciplinary tools whilst also observing the experiential fact that that sense and semblance of the economic qua economic must also be entertained as able to be explored within that economic sense and semblance of a suitably relevant prospect. So, e.g., in conducting a history of the past, a different set of tools will be needed from our doing either a history of the present or a history of the future, but, understanding, at the same time, that the historical prospect necessitates the positively productive interaction of all three sets of disciplinary tools given that no history of the past, e.g., can be conducted without either some direct and/or indirect invocation of the both the present and the future, etc. Note that the economy of an apperceptive ‘sense’ and perceptive ‘semblance’ must also invoke some third experiential approach to their joint negation which could be expressed, e.g., through the following formula where ‘sense-and-semblance’ is also equivalent to ‘not the combination of both sense and semblance’).


� 	This ‘essay’ is not an easy one to quickly digest. Hence this Postscript is added in order to make a summary of it more important points (with a focus on the construction of a pragmatic ‘template’).


� 	I.e., that all economies are trimodally represented (analogically) and where each dialectical moment in that designated economy is unable to be independently reviewed in isolation, and, where each of these three relatively incommensurable moments is correlatively co-associated despite such relative-incommensurability given their economic incorporation (on the grounds that relative incommensurability also implies relative commensurability) (and where absolute commensurability is impossible to either recognize, encounter or engage). In the overall six-fold ordered economy we find a similar set of dialectical-economical restraints and constraints. That even though we might provisionally look into a specific order, still, all six orders have a certain correlativity between these six orders (regardless of whether we can enter those orders in their specified fullness since through transformational invariance a certain degree of co-relativity will persist between these six orders in terms of what is relatively found to be and remain transformationally invariant). These forms of correlativity are modelled on the concept of a Husserlian noetic-noematic correlativity


� 	Hoping by now that the reader realizes my concept of an ‘economy’ is a ‘dynamic structure of thought trimodally constituted to illuminate a certain set of philosophical purposes or other forms of disciplinary utilization’ and does not represent any financial sense of a business economy (unless it were to be described and nominated as such).





