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Some time ago, in a Zoom session, I was horrified to find that we have people clinging to various impossible versions of an ideologically extreme realism who, in addition, claim that this is the position in which the scientific world operates. To my mind, this type of interpretative approach is just simply not tenable! In an intentional economy there can be neither a(n historical nor an ahistorical) priority of the intentional object(ive) over intentional intent or motivation, and v.v., and where, likewise, neither orientation can be divorced from either a subjective orientation or, for that matter, an intersubjective orientation.
 Moreover, in such a phenomenological setting dealing with the intentional, the merest hint of an allegiance to so-called ‘external worlds’ versus ‘internal worlds’ has such so-called ‘philosophers’ pulling more ‘fantastic rabbits out of such equally illusory hats’.
 (i)

That granted, I find I am in an agreement with Richard Rorty
 that there is no need to pursue any form of an anti-realism (since, technically, such a position is equally untenable [just as, I should add, ideologically ridiculous forms of idealism or rationalism, and, for similar reasons, empiricism or materialism; dualism or unilateralism, and so on ad infinitum). (ii)

Moreover, although Rorty has successfully deconstructed much that merely passes for ‘philosophy’ still, that labour is now being taken more for granted, and as the philosophical tides have changed, we stand even more in need of an edificational construction based on a ‘pragmatic’ anti-representationalism within which disciplinarians can productively go about their onerous duties in the midst of a secular sense of a world witnessing a variety of existential crises. More than ever, we need both engaged philosophers and engaged disciplinarians. (iii)


Over the course of a series of recent essays, I have come to the understanding that in my explorations of a pragmatic prospect, as a domain for the operation of a certain discipline or an interdisciplinary set of disciplines, that a viable pragmaticism needs to be also existential in orientation and open, therein, to a sense of the deontological that removes the pragmatic as a purveyor of mere expediency whilst refusing to be beholden to any form of an adherence to so-called ‘ethical principles’, and so on. That such articulated guidelines, all too often, are (mis)taken well beyond their maximum level of competent performance… as their practitioners progress on a deluded frolic chasing such chimeras. Moreover, the ‘pragmatic’ domain also need to take on board a certain number of other features such as, e.g., being positively nihilistic, remaining ever open, never subject to closure, as a realm for disciplinarians to be fruitfully productive in the pursuit of their researches, ever utilizing both suspensions and de-suspensions, being prepared to be radical rather than merely corrective or conventional when the occasion calls for this, and so forth. (iv)

That this essay, again, sets out to address a number of these issues… (v)
7J. A Commentary on the Postscript: 
On the Economic Construction of a Pragmatic ‘Template’

As Preparation for the Philosophical Explication

Of a Pragmatic Scientific Prospect*
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

This ‘essay’ is written as a commentary on the Postscript: On the Economic Construction of a Pragmatic ‘Template’ with the purpose of better explaining the philosophical ideas underpinning the apparent nature of the historical prospect, and, how that explication can act as a ‘template’ for constructing or, rather, re(-)constructing, a general, viable, qualified, anti-representational pragmatic scientific prospect.
 (0)

In effect, clarifying this working concept of a ‘template’. (1)

1. Text: Pursuit, III.7G.111-120
10. Postscript: 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 vis-à-vis 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. (2)
2. Commentary, Meta-Commentary, Comments, etc.


In the Postscript to the essay 7I, as an introduction to the working-concept of the existential exercise of a prospect, I noted this observation (which directly goes to the heart of what is meant by both ‘viable’ and ‘pragmatic’ in the concept of a ‘prospect’):

Or, should that be the case, is it the case that all prospects are actually conducted through such an unwitting lens especially given that that which is demonstrated as impossible could not be conducted in such impossible terms of reference..?!
 [53]
…which can be expanded along the following lines. (3)


That which is theoretically impossible cannot be executed in practice; that prospect that is already operating must be working in an accordance with a working set of guiding principles that are both functionable and functioning; therefore, a working prospect must be working in an accordance, either covertly and/or overtly, with a set of guiding principles that are basically anti-representational in scope given that they are ‘viable’ and ‘qualified in a non-extremist manner’, etc., and all else, as non-economic in construction, must fail. (4)

That, by this argument, yet to be definitively established, the claim is made that an anti-representational stance is already in operation and merely needs to be clarified, rendered in a relatively more explicit fashion, and, then, merely rectified, etc., when and where necessary, etc. (5)

By ‘rectification, etc.’ is meant ‘the rectification of the relatively hermeneutical through approbation/disapprobation of meta-textual genre utilization, etc.; deconstructive-suspensions of the phenomenological, etc., and, the re(-)normalization of the relatively existential, etc.’ I.e., those processes that refine forms of transformational alignment and connection in order to demonstrate the necessary degree of invariant transformational isomorphism in the economic constitution of the set/s of relations being subjected to such research as being conducted within the orbit of such relational set/s.
 (6)


Of course, to be fair, we could also say that these ‘guiding principles’ could also be ‘representational’, albeit as ‘qualified’ and ‘viable’. But that is tantamount to saying that they are equally constituted along anti-representational lines as ‘imputations’ that are ‘suspended’ and ‘non-extrapolated into an impossible logical frame of reference (through a misconstruing of the requisite forms of rhetoric, metaphors and direct apparitional comparisons, needed to run the qualified logic in question), etc.’ By ‘guiding principle’ is merely meant a set of axioms, postulates, conjectures, arguments, etc., that are not read in an unqualified logical format (that is not economically treated, etc.). (7)

Therefore, the comment:
Hence, the pragmatically treated prospect, itself, is economically translated. [116] 

 (8)


I.e., our resident logic is economically translated and, therefore, is dialectical by default given that it is scoped (in a manner that is basically ‘anti-representational’ in its constructed orientation). (9)

So, in a functioning historical prospect, the working concept of the ‘past’ is defined correlatively as ‘both not-future and not-present’ and not as some absolutisitical identity that invokes the impossible notion of a ‘pure past’ (given that that cannot be thought and obviously could not be worked with in practice). (10)

Hence the comment:

…is to establish guidelines for the construction of a pragmatic ‘template’ [110] 

  (11)


And hence, ‘guidelines’ and not ‘absolutistical principles’ (that could not be theoretically thematized as such to begin with, etc.). (12)

So, where does this leave us with such ‘relative, incommensurable, economic correlatives’ in an historical prospect constructed from working concepts of ‘past’, ‘present’, and ‘future’? (13)

And, say, in how we might be able to construct, i.e., re(-)construct, a scientific prospect or any other prospect for that matter? (14)


A ‘prospect’ being a ‘disciplinary field of operation in which shorter-term disciplinary projects and longer-term disciplinary programs are duly executed (with some degree of working success)’. (15)

We begin with what is to hand (as noted in [112])… treated in a relatively pre-critical mode of pretreatment (as per a philosophy of transformational retreatment) in a transformational  economy invoking the economic moments of pre-critical hermeneutical pretreatment subjected to a deconstructive-suspension (that moves the narrative to a consideration of its narrational facts to be eliminated when found to be not ontically applicable) that are then analyzed in critical phenomenal-phenomenological ahistorical terms of reference that then are de-suspended in a movement to their critical retreatment along more existential lines that, in turn, can then, posttreatment-wise, ‘pragmatically’ rectify (from a fourth trans-cognitively ordered perspective) that which was initially treated as pre-critically pre-treated). However, the successful functioning of the entire transformational economy, in that working prospect in question, should be viewed as ‘pragmatic’ in an overall sense by virtue of it productively ‘working’ (along qualified anti-representational/transformational lines of operation). (16)

The economic correlativity of a relatively incommensurable economic aspect implies that we need to bring a different set of tools in dealing with that relative incommensurability. The different nature of those sets of tools is spelt out in [119]. I.e., e.g., our historical dealing with the past needs to utilize a more phenomenal-phenomenological form of analysis towards historical ‘texts’ exercised on a particular level of explication (that, therefore, is neither general nor specific in its focus). (17)

But such ‘incommensurabilities’ are only ‘relative’ and not ‘absolutistical’ in their constitution. So, how do we overcome such incommensurabilities between say, ‘past and present’ or ‘past and future’? Quite easily, given that they also form the working materials within a temporal economy that is already being dealt with on a level of explication that vis-à-vis the historical prospect is relatively pre-historical or non-historical or trans-historical or post-historical, etc., etc. Indeed, we need to postulate some more inclusive economy of the temporal that economically contains the subset of the historical. (18)

Let me diagrammatically illustrate this economic entailment:

Historical Past 
/
Historical Present
/
Historical Future

………………………………………………….
Temporal Economy

-------------------------------------------------------------------
Open, Economically Constituted Life-World (19)

In effect, dealing with the co-relativity of sub-economies, economies and super-economies as practically defined by the focus our research. (20)


Interestingly, we could appropriate this construction of a working historical prospect as a ‘template’ for constructing, i.e., re(-)constructing, a working scientific prospect say, first along the lines of a simple physics by invoking a physics dealing with time (before adding aspects that note space, spacetime, energy-matter, fields, dualities, economic forms of translation between fields, etc.). Furthermore, this semblance of an economy or sub-economy of time (within the economy of spacetime, etc.,) can invoke the classical model for scientific research
 of ‘future predictions through utilizing the modelling of past observations along with the observations of current experiments testing, and being used to refine, such predictions, etc., etc.’ (21)

In this regard, we can make the following observation, that the articulation of a working economy implies its entailment in a working meta-economy, albeit even if ‘constituted’ only in covert terms of reference.
 (22)

Of course, given economic correlativity, and ‘economic inclusion’ in the relatively resident economy, transformational rules can always be searched for that allow us to move between relative incommensurabilities of their resident economies, etc. The ‘etc.’ here being the most important consideration because that would then allow us to move to a scientific economy through an inclusion of a temporal economy, etc. (23)

Then, space could be constituted along similar lines, say, with its depiction necessitating three axes of coordinates, or, as the intersection of three lines; and, more ‘deeply’, say, in a format that recognizes the overall spatial (and temporal) economy of the correlative, curved de Siter space/spacetime, hyperbolic anti-de Siter space/spacetime along with the ‘flat’ Minkouski space/spacetime. ‘Correlative’ by virtual of the existence of mathematical transformational rules that could de-hyperbolize say the anti-de Siter spacetime and move it into a Minkouski format or, thence, into a de Siter format, etc. (24)

Although these distinctive visions of spacetime seem antithetical to each other, still, they cannot be thought in any completely self-contained manner of entertainment because any attempt to do so quickly becomes non-economically constituted and impossible through such a lack of theoretical contrast. Furthermore, such mathematics can overlap as with ‘turbulence’ being formulated in an anti-Siter spacetime within a de-Siter spacetime; the fact that a Malacena Duality is constituted between an anti-de Siter spacetime and a ‘relatively’ incommensurable theoretical world of Conformal Field Theory, etc. Such an ‘incommensurability’, as just noted, being ‘relative’ by virtue of the demonstration of this duality and its effective supersession, etc. (25)

But, is it the case that this research inadvertently invokes ‘realities’ (that cannot be engaged, etc.) by sheer default (in our not being able to think otherwise), or, is it the case that such anti-representational attitudes merely invoke our mere, reductive dealings with texts and just texts per se?? No, and, no!! (26)

An in-depth philosophical appreciation of the hypothetical economics of textual experience should be able to guide us in our being able to seek a middle path between the temptations of all forms of philosophical extremism! (27)

This is alluded to in [113]:
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] (28)


Yes, there is the textualization of all experience, but, such experience cannot be reduced merely to texts as texts qua texts. (29)


‘The textualization of living-experience’ as ‘lived-experience’ does not mean such experience can be reduced merely to texts per se. (30)

A brief exploration of the ‘textual economy’, through the economics of the following heuristic device (of the textual economy as about to be outlined), should demonstrate this point. (31)

A text invokes the adoption and adaptation of a specific literary genre or a mix of such genres or a hybridized appropriation of the same. So, a ‘text’, as ‘an inscribed textual deposition of such textual intent’ must be exercised with the requisite necessity of its meta-textual remit, as its instantiated expression of intended uptake of a certain meta-textual genre. Then, through the relational correlativity between text and its meta-text we find the co-relative simulation of that textual intent within the simulation of the relatively non-textual. ‘Non-textual’ to the extent that ‘when absorbed in such a process of textual simulation we forget that we are dealing either with the reading and/or the writing of a text in its textual situatedness’. (32)

So, no text would be perceived, i.e., encountered, as an intentional deposition in some form of an inscribed format without this recognition of genre. Moreover, that textual recognition would have little value without our being able to engage the degree of textual simulation needed to fully engage that same textual form (in its apparent situatedness). So, I find a letter, and read the letter as a ‘letter’ and, to that extent I can read (and mentally rewrite such a letter as a ‘letter’), am I then able to re-simulate the apparent intentions registered in that letter. Hence this necessity for the requisite lining up of this ‘encountering, recognition and engagement’ to find a sufficient form of an alignment through the appreciation of an apparent ‘invariant transformational isomorphism’ for me to say that, ‘seemingly, I have been able to read that letter’. (33)

I use the word ‘seemingly’ most advisedly because we can never be absolutistically certain that we have fully read such a text even though it might now seem to be perfectly ‘transparent’ through such a reading that has proven to be so seemingly productive and informative. Because we may not realize that the writer was being ironic or cryptic or radically mistaken in the course of their overall textual argumentation or where some form of code is embedded that, currently, one was not privy to. As in a crossword set up with an embedded acrostic message that was not recognized, or, the presence or absence of certain nominations in a text were being used to signal a certain message to a person fully cognizant with the more complete uptake of that genre being utilized. (34)

However, under normal circumstances, when the appearance of genre-forms is being conventionally invoked in conformity with such understood conventions then such considerations usually need not arise except in a philosophical sense of accepting that we have neither absolutistical access to nor absolutistical need for either indubitable readings nor non-indubitable readings. Since even a ‘text’ that is a currently an ‘undeciphered text’ is still recognized as being a ‘currently undeciphered text’ (and, that, to that degree, a process of comprehension has begun even if truncated at this same point that we were to recognize our effective incomprehensibility given our obviously limited engagement with that same semblance of a text [and the imputations of its conventionally pre-contrived situatedness should that not be able to be effective ascertained]). (35)

So, texts cannot be treated as if perfectly ‘transparent’ nor as completely ‘opaque’, so, we might be tempted to discuss their apparent reception as possessing some degree of ‘translucence’ (metaphorically). (36)

Moreover, in a conventionally understood textual situation and textual situatedness a well-formed text, ostensively, able to be read, is usually treated as being successfully read when the genre expectations appear to have been duly met. I.e., when the expected surpluses in e/valuational formation appear to have been successfully arrived at through that act of reading [more correctly through re(-)reading and re(-)writing].. (37)

The overall implications to be drawn from this understanding of a textual economy are that textual experiences cannot be reduced to the texts per se since they need to be encountered, recognized and engaged in the requisite conventional manner indicated through a recognition of genre, etc., and, where we cannot insist either on perfected forms of interpretation nor a complete absence of an interpretation once a text is duly recognized as ‘textually constituted’, etc. (38)

What are the ramifications of this positioning re a non-reductive attitude?

…it behooves the disciplinarian to non-reductively discern the same (through trial and error). [113] (39)


On one hand we are allowed to say it does reduce to economic behaviour because we are not being overly reductive in stance by saying it is coincident, say, with textual behavour, but, on the other hand we are not entitled to say it reduces just to texts because no text could be read as a ‘mere text per se’ because texts are read (and written) in and through act of reading/(writing) in a textual economy. So, let us be clear as to this distinction of ‘texts’ versus ‘textual economies’ because texts have neither an ‘inside’ nor an ‘outside’ in any sense (just as we must dismiss so-called ‘external worlds’ and ‘internal world’ in any, and all, literal senses). (40)

Therefore, on one hand, we neither reduce living-experience to merely textual experience if all that is meant is texts per se, and, on the other hand, we cannot reduce the (purport of) lived-experience to a mere extrapolation of so-called ‘realities’ that we can have no possible relation to other than through the projection of speculative imputations since such imputations can have no lived-reality, whatsoever, in living-reality for-ourselves! (41)

In this, we ‘move’ between all extremist attitudes towards ‘mere textual presentations per se’ and ‘representations of extrapolated imputations’ as well as for that matter ‘anti-representational re-presentation being given in some form, or other, with any form of a reality being mistreated as ‘the in and of or for itself’, etc! (42)


Because in any economy, whatsoever, its ‘co-relative aspects’ (and ‘ordered facets’) act as if ‘relatively incommensurable’ with respect to each other and, therefore, that ‘cannot be thought in and of or for themselves in non-economic terms of reference’, and, at the same time, will be found as relatively commensurable within a more encompassing sense of an economy that is epistemologically structured along the same lines (i.e., that in turn, is as ‘relatively incommensurable’ within the commensurability of a more encompassing super-economy should one be needed to be delineated, etc.). (43)

Thus, by such means the basic meta-structure of a template has been articulated as the entailment of relatively incommensurable sub-economies within a relatively commensurable economy that in turn, is relatively incommensurable within the context of a super-economy, etc. (44)


That, it then behooves us to flesh out such a meta-structure in a manner that proves to be more profitable in the light of currently narrated aspirations, etc. (45)


In the context of a re(-)construction of the scientific prospect, that type of task is better left to philosophical-specialists, theoretical-scientists, theoretical-physicists et al, etc. (46)

However, let me first sketch such a tentative, provisional re(-)construction of the historical prospect as a possible place to better understand the temporal economy and its possibly useful incorporation within a scientific prospect as a potential point of commencement? (47)


E.g., agent A or agents A + B, etc., apparently entertained the intention x to do p; now p was historically observed so intentional x is historically imputed. This imputational correlation is reinforced by one or more of those agents, and later commentators, saying, more or less, the same thing, and, where counterfactuals appear to have little traction in terms of their interpretative abilities to either read, reread or/or re-read a certain situation and definitively rewrite such an initial reading which then would have been treated as a possible ‘misreading’. Hence arriving at this degree of a current degree of ‘interpretative stability’ (given little additional e/valuational formation to be observed through such acts of re(-)reading, etc.). (48)

E.g., Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon as a de facto declaration of an act of civil war (with that being his apparent intention). He crossed the Rubicon in order to prosecute this civil war, and, later commentators describe such behaviours as ‘his initiating and winning that civil war’. We may well find that Caesar duly notes his behaviours, more or less, as such, namely, as initiating and winning this civil war. (49)

That any insisted upon counter-factual reading of this set of events will deconstruct this period of history, as it has been received, and severely disrupt all latter readings. Therefore, this orthodox reading is best maintained, therein, reinforced, and that reading alone be merely refined should that be possible (unless, at some future point in time, it can be successfully deconstructed). (50)


As a possible anti-representationalist, what else are we left with? (51)


Neither an impossible reduction merely to an archetypal set of texts (that describe the campaigns of this civil war led by Caesar), nor, some impossible access to historical records where we grossly extrapolate the sense and semblance of an imputation well beyond its natural limits of either its theoretical deployment, practical employment, and/or its critical and radical forms of re-deployment. Happily, as a resident of this world of the non-extremist, seeking harmonious forms of resolution, be that in theory, practice and/or in attitudes of critique. (52)

Translated to a scientific prospect, what might we expect? (53)


A parallel with intentional suppositions tentatively treated as provisional historical imputations progressively reordered, to that extent possible, through the continual reordering of that historical prospect (as worthy, in part, of being cautiously treated as more universally aligned both culturally and interculturally). Hence this implicit detail of ‘trial and error’. (54)

E.g., the historian can proffer the tentative intention/s of Julius Caesar that he deliberately crossed the Rubicon (as his signaling, both to his troops and Rome, that he was about to conduct the military confrontation of an imminent civil, which would be soon entered into as a fact with his later emerging victorious), that this civil war occurred, and that Caesar had successfully waged this war, laying down, by such means, the transition to the establishment of a shift in political organization to that of a sole emperor (which was the role taken up by Augustus). Hence this ‘future’ intention x (to engage Rome in a civil war) in order to enact p (the taking of sole power over the Roman world) which is the settled fact f in the past (that is most unlikely to be undermined through some set of successful counterfactuals we could designate as -f). (55)

Expressed in a harmonic structure (with the sequential moments of W-O-E)
, namely, of ‘the then relative future, past, and present’ that we can clearly ascertain in this historical progression from the imputed intention x to the imputed factual instantiation of f given both the set of actions p, and the absence of the non-counterfactual -(-f). (56)
Expressed as a tentative truth statement, we can note according to a Tarskian theory of semantic truth determination:

[x – f – p – given -(-f)]’ T iff [x – f – p – given -(-f)] (57)
Translated into English we could simply read this to mean that ‘this structure in the meta-language that notes this progression from the imputed set of intentions x to their instantiations f via their historical enactment p, and where no counterfactuals can currently -(-f) be found to deconstruct the same’ is true if and only if we find the same structure, as the isomorphic transformational invariance as not(at)ed, can be accepted to have occurred as re-presented in the object language. Or, more simply x’ successfully T iff x was successful and true; namely f’ T iff f ; namely p’ T iff p; and, namely [-(-f)]’ T iff -(-f), etc.
 (58)

That the establishment of this economy as noted, and notated, implies in a transformational perspective, that a certain isomorphic invariance is preserved.
 (59)

How might we translate this understanding that the preservation of the requisite degree of transformational isomorphic invariance establishes the truth conditions for a similar type of reporting in a scientific prospect, albeit this time as conducted in scientific language? (60)

Starting from the position that science uses models to predict future occurrences that are then confirmed in explorations conducted in terms of a working present just what can be said and what are we allowed to state? (61) 

To some extent moving across without too much difficulty, but, that the difficulties of such re(-)construction, thereafter, can only multiply.(62)


So, basically, we seek a similar preservation of transformational isomorphic invariance. (63) 

Using the harmonic sequence (of future, past and a then present) with the order of predictions, modelled observations, and, established experimental confirmations (either in real-time and/or through verifications in virtual time). (64)


But, this use of the historical is only a possible point of commencement. (65)

Then, taking on board a raft of potential complications from introducing space; spacetime; energy-mass; classical, relativistic, and quantum configurations, etc. (66)


At each stage, recognizing economic correlativity in the form of relative incommensurabilities subsumed in relatively commensurate economies or super-economies, etc. (67)


Insisting, moreover, that each aspect or facet or distinction; that each correlation, accommodation and transformation, etc., is relatively incommensurable in its own right vis-à-vis with that with which it is significantly contrasted with, and registered as such, to that extent such inherent limitations should be recognized and qualified as such. (68)


That all ensuing disciplinary domains should be re(-)constructed as ‘viable, qualified anti-representational pragmatic disciplinary prospects’. (69)

Hence:
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] (70)

However, I am sure, an important objection would be raised, namely, ‘does not this economic positioning in the objective emptiness
 of this no-man’s land mean that you would stand without relation to any sense and semblance of difference, possess no objective appreciation of the real, and have no ability to discern the differential reality between so-called ‘lived-experience’ and ‘living-experience’? Surely, indeed, for you, there could be no difference between the moon and its reflection upon the still surface of a pond, no difference between an apple and the dream of an apple, and no discernable difference between your vivid memory of having eaten an eating an apple and your intense visualization of an imaginary apple being eaten, along with the memories of both occurrences, and so on?’ (71)

But, in reply we should say ‘that all experiences are different, and, that that our reflections upon such differences can be utilized to make such distinctions without recourse to the blatant nonsense of the patently impossible!’ (72)


That, without the economic there could be neither experience nor our reflections upon the same, nor our recounting such apperceived difference to others, and so on. (73)

Under six headings we can differentiate experience without recourse to the so-called ‘Real’, and all others such exhibits in this impossible zoo so beloved by the wayward, the misguided and the perplexed. (74)

Namely, these six headings of modal density, intensity, propensity; and, confirmational inputs through consilience, salience and propinquity (or standing), etc. (75)

I.e., just as the modal spectrum of a non-virtual apple phenomenon has a greater density of modal inputs in living-experience (compared to any other form of a relation to an apple-like phenomenon), the comparative intensity of those inputs looked at individually, and, the iterative manner certain eidetic materials, tropes, themes and memes thematically reinforce the stability of their own presentations, etc. (76)


I.e., finding and refining forms of either collective confirmation and/or verification arising from instances of intermediation through, e.g., economic complexification, etc., or finding comparative forms of enriched enhancement, and, observing a psychic proximity to that in question; and where such positive contributions collectively reinforce these processes of ongoing truth determination. (77)

That, overall, by such means, we have no need for recourse to so-called ‘forms of objective reality’ (other than the imputation of relative-objectivities) when such forms could be neither ‘objective’ nor ‘real’, even on the grounds of their own impossible presentations. (78)


Being incoherent, contradictory, without correspondence, impossible to either arrive at, attain, or obtain, and so on… (79)

Therefore, it stands to reason, that we dispense with both the impossible and the unnecessary, and, instead, work with what is to hand, incrementally re(-)constructing what positively reinforces this engaged semblance of its own ‘living-reality’. (80)

So, in regard to the visual phenomenon of the moon being seen and reflected in a pond we note the latter has less standing (propinquity) given a breeze disrupts the image of the latter, whereas a passing cloud effects both, and, the former persists when I move away from that pond. (81)

Then, however wonderful the taste of an apple had in a dream; it has no lasting standing with respect to those insistent pangs of physiological hunger. (82) 


Moreover, our standing in a dream is a reflection of our gestalt integration given that in a more integrated state we know that ‘we are dreaming’ and in a state of diminished integrity all experiences are cast in the same dissipating, surreal semblance of a breaking or broken mould that has told us that ‘this world is not real’ (because it does not feel real). (83)

That memories are never intense unless traumatically being revisited, and, so, the distinctively differentiated nature of those experiences needs no explanation. (84)

That our standing in all forms of imaginative visualization distinctively invokes the phenomenological gamut of experiences as just recounted. (85)

Regardless of whether such imagination is merely conjectured, learnt, remembered, fantastized, creative, dreamt, drug induced, post-traumatic, hypnogogic or hynopompic, etc. (86)


So, again, what need have for the either the impossible or the unnecessary?! (87)

In dream, a real apple is not required. (88)

In my non-virtual experience of an apple, my standing is sufficient. (89)


Given the persistence, insistence, and consistence of phenomenologically distinctive states of experience that can be distinctively differentiated without access to either the impossible or the unnecessary. (90)


Hence the default position for epistemological functioning is qualified as ‘representational’ on ‘the level of imputations’ and ‘anti-representational’ when ‘suspended in acts of judgmental appreciation’. (91)

‘Qualified’ by virtue of the fact that they have no standing otherwise! (92)

‘Suspended’ by virtue of the experiential fact that the nature of judgment is economically arrived at through interrogation, etc. (93)


Hence in the delineation of a disciplinary prospect we need to note that it could not function without a suitable basis in a relational economy. (94)

That all economies are subsumed, relatively incommensurable and, therefore, also relatively non-incommensurable. (95)

Economically implying a correlatively ordered functioning of the hermeneutical (the fifth trans-cognitive order), the phenomenal-phenomenological (first trans-cognitive order), and the existential (third trans-cognitive order) as sub-economies.
 (97)


Moreover, through the de-suspended preferencing/suspended de-preferencing of pairs of the former we also arrive at the fully ordered set of the aesthetical (second trans-cognitive order), pragmatical (fourth trans-cognitive order),
 and ontical (sixth trans-cognitive order) as sub-economies. (98)

Thence through this template of economic imputations and suspensions we arrive at a viable, qualified anti-representational pragmatic disciplinary prospect. (99)


Hence the full functioning of our sense and semblance of our world along with its potential plethora of freedoms to be found only through(-)others:
…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] (100)              
   N.T; Penrith, 9.7.22.
� 	Given the trimodal co-occurrence in the intentional economy of the intentional objective, intentional intent, and intentional subjectivity (along with its co-associated intersubjectivity). That intentional thought is expressed through a non-private language is also a testament to the intersubjectivity of our being in the world together and though whom we find both our relative freedom and autonomy. Moreover, the intentional itself, in order to be appreciated as such, needs forms of contrast such as the pre-intentional nature of emotions and moods, the trans-intentional nature of judgment, the post-intentional world of consequences, etc. Where by ‘etc.’ we could include the meta-textual and the non-textual nature of textual experience articulated through intentional depositions.


� 	Furthermore, we should have no truck with so-called first principles, etc., and, instead, focus on what is to hand, namely, correlations, accommodations, transformations, etc. (as noted in this essay).


� 	Refer to Richard Rorty; Objectivity, relativism, and truth: Philosophical papers, Volume I; Cambridge University Press, 1991; Introduction, p. 3.


*    	For latest version of this paper: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html" �www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html�


� 	This ‘Postscript’ is appended to an essay that is dealing with the delineation of a dialectical-logics/logical-dialectics being utilized in the construction/re(-)construction of a prospect along economic lines, etc. The essay in question is Pursuit, III.7G. Note: the nomenclature of ‘(-)’ indicates a trimodal economy. I.e., in this instance an ongoing mix of construction, reconstruction and re-construction.


� 	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., a first level of non-extrapolated/suspended; extrapolated/suspended; and, extrapolated/non-suspended.


� 	Pursuit, III.7I.Postscript. Referring, of course, to all ideological forms of conduct that are both extremist and have demonstrable ‘prospects’ that cannot be anything else other than non-viable should we be foolish enough to attempt to take them up as a working prospect, etc. That such defective prospects should only be left as ‘footnotes’ and as ‘wreckage’ cast aside over the long course of a history of philosophy that should pay more attention to those ideas and innovations that can truly demonstrate their philosophical integrity and existential worth!


� 	Defining a ‘relational orbit’ as ‘the passive relational ambit, active relation remit, and, the engaged relational composite of the set/s of relationships under review as situated in their relevant relational situatedness (vis-à-vis its relational environment or ‘world’ [as situated within the open, overall sense and semblance of the life-world at large]).’


� 	This order of future (synthesis, World), past (analysis, Object), and then present (nomination, Ego) proffers a harmonic model of resolution through mirroring this linear order of World moment, Object  and Ego moments. The profitability of a prospect being dependent upon this progressive resolution of narrational anomalies, currently non-obtained aspirational objectives, arbitrational modes (seeking economic forms of political-economic intermediation through engineered forms of ‘mutual relational experience’)…


� 	As per [115].


� 	‘Harmonic’ by virtue of ‘the consonance of the background field, introduction of relative dissonance within the former, and the resolution of their relationship as the harmonic expression (and factual instantiation) of this relationship in question’.


� 	In effect, cashing out the seemingly innocuous expression ‘treated’ as taking place in a process of transformational retreatment’ in [116 & 117].


� 	As conducted, e.g., through a perspective of transformational retreatment.


� 	Making an oblique reference to the Buddhist concept of emptiness (sunyata). That the ‘relational existence of the relatively actualized’ is the ‘relative actualization of the relational’ since without this equivalence between the ‘relational’ and the ‘economic’ there could be no potentialized-actuality/actualize-potentiality, etc. Hence, the impossibility of the non-economic along with a recognition that we have no need for the unnecessary (regardless of whether that were either possible or impossible. Just as in a dream of an apple we need no direct reference to an ‘apple’, and, likewise in our experience of a non-virtual apple since the impossible reality of a so-called ‘real apple’ that cannot be there for-us need not be present, can have no relevant bearing on our experience of that apple-like presentation period! That it is only in a comparative appreciation of its modal disposition that we can make comparative assessments as to what type of apple-like presentations we are experiencing. Thence, there is no need for impossible theories of correspondence, etc!).  


� 	Respectively through a subtle preferencing of the archetypal moments of World, Object, and Ego (along with its harmonic reading of the overall relationship in question).


� 	Having made a distinction between the fourth order of the pragmatical (as reflected in an appreciation of the effective, economical, efficacious, expedient, etc.) versus and an overall sense of the pragmatic as in a viable, qualified, anti-representational pragmatism as explicated in this essay-commentary.





