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7Q. Existential Discernment?

Part I: Non-Existentially Oriented Treatment: 

Transformational Retreatment within a Pragmatic Prospect*
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


The emphasis in the previous essay (7P) was in differentiating an existential reading from all other readings that were not directly concerned with delineating an existential orientation. As a consequence, that point of view was conceived of, by default, in relatively static terms of reference. In the next three essays I will be exploring transformational retreatment from, first, a relatively non-existential point of view; second, from a relatively existential point of view; and, third, looking at the radical ramifications that can flow from the expedition of existentially oriented processes of appreciation. It will be argued that an existential difference, as an ‘existential differential’, is to be primarily conceived of in a dynamic perspective, i.e., as a ‘process of existentially oriented transformation through the existentialization of either the relatively existential or the relatively less existential’. Taking an intentional point of view, as directedness towards and intentional objective (albeit as judgmentally appreciated in trans-intentional terms), transformational processes will be viewed under the following three headings, namely, objective contents, objective processes, and their union in an anti-representationally oriented perspective.
 (0)

First, in this essay, let me introduce and explore the nature of transformation within a philosophy of transformational retreatment. (1)

Then, second, I will explore those process of transformation more centered upon the nature of the intentional objective. This will be done under two sets of three headings, namely, phenomenological correlations, hermeneutical accommodations, and non-systematic existential transformations, and, transformational-transitions, contextualization of relational situation/s, and meta-contextualization of relational situatedness. (2)


Third, I will explore transformations from a dynamic perspective under the headings of the archetypally economic and the ordered. (5)

Fourth, I will explore a presentational/representational/anti-representational economy from the economic perspectives of both imputations and suspensions. (4)

Then, tentatively ending with a set of provisional conclusions, observations, and comments. (5)
1. Understanding transformation as a process of retreatment, etc.

A transformation can only be dialectically ‘represented’ as a ‘mix of both change and non-change’. I.e., the presentation of representations in any form, be that philosophically defective or less philosophically defective, presupposes the articulated perseverance of a period of relative isomorphic transformational invariance. Moreover, any act of representation, as well, is going to relatively misrepresent that presented-representation hence our first steps towards a pragmatic anti-representationalism given that representations are not those presentations being represented, and, all representation is misrepresentative, but, that that understood we then can make some progress through this world at large on those same tentative grounds qualified as ‘conveniently provisional’. (6)

Now, proposing any form of self-identity can only be provisionally represented through overlooking both such non-transformational mistreatment and misrepresentation. E.g., in simply walking towards someone we might recognize them, and then smile at them, and, then, in further approaching them, we would get close enough to say ‘hello’… the identity of that imputed person has shifted from ‘someone walking’… to ‘someone walking and recognizing someone they know’… to ‘smiling at this person they have recognized’… to then ‘getting closer enough in order to be able to say “hello”’… So, the historical (self-)identity of this person has progressed accordingly… yet we impute, without a tinge of problematicity, that self-identity is preserved over the course of these minor momentary modifications in the course of ‘their’ personal history (as a continuing part of their imputed existential descriptions as an overall existential descriptor that, say, X is myself A, or that Y is person B, etc.]). Now, all this presents a nest of philosophical problems that, in lived-reality, are non-problematic for the secularist, acting on certain occasions as either a disciplinarian or a non-disciplinarian, on the understood grounds that we impute forms of identificational continuity for certain nominations (as series nd/or set/s of nominative identifications) despite overlooking, at the same time, the transformations of their denominated history. (7)

That, a transcendental-like argument could be constructed that would argue that, without such overlooking of transformational change, we would not be able to either recognize, encounter, and/or engage, and, therein, ‘represent’, any form of imputed nomination in the first place. However, as both potentially critical and radical philosophers, or disciplinarians in the pursuit of some other discipline, we have to appreciate the dialectics of our representative nominations and their evolving denominations along with such imputational mistreatment and misrepresentation, albeit somewhat subject to considerable amelioration given this qualified understanding of our overlooking ‘the necessary overlooking of such mistreatment and misrepresentation’. (8)

Therefore, such dialectical qualifications granted, let me now explore the nature of transformational treatment in a philosophy of transformational retreatment (without dismissing nominations, etc., as a process of mere mistreatment subjected to mere misrepresentation, etc.). (9)

As presented elsewhere, on a number of occasions, a philosophy of transformational retreatment was designed to resolve a number of issues, e.g., how are relations between disparate phenomenal-phenomenological types able to be entertained, either ontologically and/or epistemologically, and, how do we discern differences between interpretations, reinterpretations and re-interpretations, along with other forms of misrepresentation through a lack of critical clarity being arrived at in the hermeneutic processing of concepts, perceptions, and so on (as exercised, e.g., within the auspices of the tripartite economy of the hermeneutic circle of comprehension
), and so on. In effect, all forms of relational interaction needed to be more proficiently supervised lest such overlooked differences contaminate those processes of appreciation, and, where necessary forms of mistreatment and misrepresentation must also be pre-understood, etc., despite needing to be ‘overlooked’ and qualified through such provisional forms of retreatment. (10)

So, e.g., dissolving a spoonful of a solid salt crystals in a glass of water can be understood as a relationship between separate nominations that then find a form of combination through the act of dissolution of those crystals in that process of their dissolving within that body of water (in an effect state of integration or ‘synthesis’
). (11)

From an open-ended survey of processes of treatment, it was observed that there were three basic forms of relational interaction, namely, non-chaotic analysis or reduction (or chaotic bifurcation); (non-chaotic) synthesis or reconstitution (or chaotic emergence); and, nomination (through a process of qualified self-identification taking either a non-chaotic preservation of identity or a chaotically oriented preservation of identity). Acts of denomination could be treated as either predicationally analytical and/or relationally synthetical. (12)

Or, more simply, either analysis, synthesis or nomination.
 (13)

However, on economic grounds, these correlative transformational operations could be seen to be co-present, and, dialectically self-defined through the relative negation of the other two forms of correlativity. So, in this regard, e.g., ‘analysis’ could be operationally defined as ‘the economy in question minus the negated conjunction of both synthesis and nomination’. Moreover, we could also define a process of transformational retreatment as possessing three stages of (relatively pre-critical hermeneutical) pre-treatment, (relatively critical phenomenal-phenomenological) treatment, and (relatively radical) (non-systematic) existential retreatment (and where it can act as posttreatment in its pragmatical re-writing of pre-critical pretreatment). That, in an alignment with this scheme of transformational retreatment we could also treat the (relatively public) realm of hermeneutic pretreatment as synthetic in orientation, i.e., in our relatively preferential treatment of the hermeneutical we would be naturally focusing on acts of relative synthesis (or emergence), etc.  So, in this same regard, linking analysis with the phenomenological, nomination with the existential (and through continuing process of economic complexification,
 as the private sphere, retrospectivity, and so on), etc. (14)
Invoking an allusion to the archetypal economy through the lens of a gestalt field where we have a consonant background, a dissonant foreground, and their relational interaction in the form of a process of resolution (understood as an appreciation of the former from a higher sense of perspective). Obviously, in the process, supplying a harmonic reading of this same progression (modelled on the harmonic progression of preparatory consonance, introduction of dissonance and its evolving process of resolution). (15)

Now, why this appellation of ‘retreatment’? (16)


I have argued that in an act of treatment the ensuing product is raised by one degree in its meta-status given this act of ‘talking about’ or of ‘referring to’ its act of representation. The initial meta-status can be referred to its relative object state, as being given an object meta-status. However, this rule applies to whatever status the initial state possesses. That, in a process of retreatment the status of the ensuing productivity is returned to the meta-level of that initial meta-status. So, e.g., in building a house from a pile of bricks, etc., it is obvious that we do not enter that finished house in its meta-status raised by one degree. Hence this necessity for retreatment. (17) 

The more fundamental raison d’être of such treatment and retreatment outlining the critical (and radical) ramifications of such careful precision in which we should no longer mistake pretreatment, critical pathways of treatment, treated productivity, retreatment pathways, retreated productivity, posttreatment rewriting of the pre-critical pretreatment, etc. (18)

Where such a scheme also invites its ordered commentary where these three states of pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment themselves are interrelated (from an ordered perspective, where, e.g., the relationship between the fifth trans-cognitive order of the hermeneutical pretreatment is seen to qualify the first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenological treatment through the sixth trans-cognitive order of ontical forms of qualification in its supplying an appreciation, hopefully, of appropriate narrational facts, etc.). But, such a commentary will need to outlined later. (19)

Hence this problematic consideration: if all forms of treatment result in a process of productivity that is elevated by one meta-degree in meta-status how is it possible for the process of retreatment to contradict this emphatic ruling? (20)


Moreover, why should retreatment automatically follow upon the heels of treatment? (21)

Such a problem is successfully resolved through understanding that a mix of suspensions oversees treatment, and, a mix of automatically invoked de-suspensions oversees retreatment. This problem is solved! But, let me later argue in detail how we should understand the complexities of such (re)considerations.
 (22)

First, let me outline and diagrammatically represent a basic understanding of transformational retreatment. (23)

‘Retreatment’ is conceived of as an ‘economy of relatively pre-critical pretreatment (in a hermeneutical frame of reference [more concerned with accommodations in the form of meta-textual genres, types of narrational, etc.]); relatively creatively treatment elevated by one degree in meta-status (in a phenomenal-phenomenological frame of reference [more concerned with correlations, the enactment of narratives and their selection of applicable topics, narrational facts, etc.]); and, relatively radical retreatments (in a non-systematic existential frame of reference [more concerned with transformations in the form of non-textual simulations, narrational critiques, etc]., but read either non-existentially and/or existentially). This can be diagrammatically represented (and read in a clockwise manner):
2. Treatment
(meta-status raised by 1 meta-degree)

Treatment Pathway (1-2)


Retreatment Pathway (2-3)
*
1. Pretreatment 




3. Retreatment
(relative object level in meta-status)                       (meta-status decreased by 1 degree)
Posttreatment Pathway of Pretreatment (3-1) (24)

In an economy of interpretation (interpretation/reinterpretation/re-interpretation) we could translate this (diagram) to read as follows: starting with pretreatment, we then proceed to treatment via a certain treatment pathway. Then, through a certain retreatment pathway we proceed to retreatment. From retreatment, via a posttreatment pathway we can then proceed to a radical emendation of the (pre-critical nature) of pretreatment (where the pre-critical nature of pretreatment can also be critically emended by critically constructed reversal of the treatment pathway as will be discussed in an ordered commentary on this economy of transformational retreatment). (25)

The point of this schematic exercise is to either critically and/or radically transform the constitution of the pre-critical nature of pretreatment, etc., along either critical and/or radical lines of treatment, and, therein and thereby, arrive in a form and through such a manner that contributes to our ensuing enrichment of our e/valuational formations pertaining to our researches subjected to the evolution of such transformational retreatment. Accompanying such research, we should also be an awareness of the natural limitations being imposed upon all forms of research. Hence the implicit or explicit application of such qualifications. (26)

In turn, we note that a relative preference for one or more of these various stages and interrelationships denotes the current focus of that form of research. So, e.g., a preoccupation with phenomenal-phenomenological considerations of correlates implies a relative critical preoccupation with the discerned patterns of treatment currently being exercised in that regard. Such considerations will later be used to demonstrate the six-fold constitution of an ordered analysis. (27)
2. Transformation as retreatment of the intentional objective, etc.


An appreciation of intentional objectivity notes the invocation of correlates, accommodations and transformations as the three basic process-mechanisms of re/treatment, being respectively, synthetic, analytic and nominative in orientation which, collectively, can be seen to constitute the ‘transformational contextualization’ of the ‘transformational economy’. The contents of the transformational economy can be seen as the ‘transformational-transitions’ whose trajectories (as a mix of virtual, non-virtual, and, non-causal, causal inputs and outputs, etc.) act as the effective contents of such an economy. Furthermore, as retreatment invokes an elevation in meta-status by one degree, we also see the formation of a meta-contextualization of the transformational economy (which acts as the primary pro-relational basis for a differentiation of existentially oriented patterns of both existential transformation and existential intervention which will be focused upon in the next essay). (28)


The invocation of correlations, etc., was also originally proposed as a way of pragmatically dealing with the open, pragmatic philosophical position of accepting both our using what is to hand and in maintaining the complete avoidance of such philosophical impossibilia like so-called ‘First Principles’ (in a so-called ‘First Philosophy’), so-called Last Principles (as in a philosophy driven by teleological or eschatological arguments and demands), and/or Principles in general when subjected to absolutistical forms of consequential (mis)treatment (such as, e.g., as can occur in the formulation of either ethical principles or the non-pragmatic treatment of principles constructed for either the religious and/or secular life [whereas principles generally constructed in an open, generalized manner and, therein and thereafter, read as qualified by such limitations can be utilized as profitable guidelines rather than as both inescapable and non-negotiable a priori finalities]). (29)

Now, in addition to correlations, etc., I would also like to add the following three classifications (in this scheme for exploring transformations), namely, ‘transitions, contextualizations and meta-contextualizations’. In regard to correlations, etc., we can say the context or field of such is left implicit without being overtly explicated. Moreover, such necessary contextualizations also need to observe, though retreatment, processes of co-associated meta-contextualizations which also act as the basis for linguistic reports, as the semantic basis for truth determinations, the observance of relative transformational objectivities, our ability to nominatively identify relevant forms of identification, and so on. (30)

‘Transitions’ can be divided between ‘partial transitions’ and ‘non-partial transitions’. In the former we are dealing with ‘translations’ which in a format of either space and/or time, or spacetime, and conceived of either virtually and/or non-virtually in orientation, can be perceived as operating in an implicit field where they assume therein the forms of either mere translation or (re)location (l), rotation (r) and/or (mirrored) reflection (m). Now, it follows that if a translation is declared as either having occurred, as occurring and/or is about to occur… that it must be either one or more of these possibilities as here noted, implying the following rule of economic translational correlativity,
 namely, if translation t exists then if not l and not r then m, or, if not-l and not-not-r then both r and m, or, if not-not l, r, m, then l, r and m, etc! (31)

A non-partial transition is deemed to be either a partial transformation or a non-partial transformation. So, e.g., if a transformation T exists then, in a partial transformation, we note that all partial transformations note the presence of either analysis (a), synthesis (s) and/or nominational continuity (n). Hence, we can observe the following rule of economic transitional correlativity (with the same symmetry as entailed with the rule of economic translational correlativity), namely, if translation T exists then if not a and not s then n, or, if not-a and not-not-s then both s and n, or, if not-not a, s, n, then a, s and n, etc! (32)

Now, as predication is directly related to our phenomenal-phenomenological appreciation of predicates, determined through phenomenological reduction, it follows that a correlational transformation involves a transformation in such predication, etc. Hence, a non-partial transformation must involve transformations in predication, relations (as in its relational trajectory), and nominational identification. Still, a reasonable degree of transformational invariance must persist for our being able to declare that a process of transformation is still in existence. So, the implication needs to be made explicit that a non-partial transformation cannot entail a completely non-partial transformational disruption in nominated identificational continuity.  Hence, moreover, in describing the historical limitations of an existential descriptor we must take into account the adequate persistence of its nominated identification within those limits as either determined or probabilistically speculated upon. So, e.g., person A was born in 1900 and died in 1990, and, person B was born in 1950 and has not yet died. The former existential descriptor, A, can now be designated as closed, and, the second existential descriptor, B, as remaining open. Moreover, as already observed, in a history of the present you will find a bifurcation of choices but in a history of the past we have no bifurcated histories (unless we are dealing with quantum superimpositions or entanglements, etc.)! (33)

Therefore, we can note the historical termination of an existential descriptor (as entailing the complete history of a certain nominated logical subject or series and/or set/s of the same) is realized once a non-partial transformation in nomination is noted as fully observed. Which stands to reason, that when circumscribed transformational invariance is no longer being accounted for, we must assume that that identity is no longer present in order to suffer further processes of transformation. E.g., an apple left to rot in the open air reaches a point when the rain will wash its last vestiges from being able to be observed (leaving only vestigial traces at best). Arguing, by default, that a full non-partial transformation is merely a transition in identity or identification (and can be treated as a ‘radical phase change’ rather than as a ‘relative phase transition’). (34)


That, although transformations can be considered as relatively incommensurable in partial terms of reference, more correctly, as economic processes they should be treated as relative systems
 (with qualified transformational rules as operating between the same on the grounds of an economic correlativity, and, that the same claim applies to the contextualization of the relational situation in the meta-contextualization of its relative situatedness (as automatically invoked in all processes of transformational retreatment). Thence the grounds for transformational retreatment (given its elevation in meta-status through suspensions and its reversed de-elevation in meta-status through de-suspensions as will be articulated later). (35)

Transformational-translations treated as partial transformational transitions can now be referred to as ‘trajectories’ (of those nominated existential descriptors). This gives us a conceptual basis for conducting suitable forms of consequential scrutiny and analysis. ‘Analytical’ in the sense of isolating through exclusion relatively relevant and relatively discreet causal pathways along with their respective evaluational formation that in a process of meta-contextualization should at least demonstrate their comparatively probable merit. Where, hopefully, those pathways that appear to be more profitable would be deliberately chosen to be explicated in non-virtual terms of reference to that extent that such specifications of that range of choices is applicable. (36)

A sufficiently comprehensive process of suspension (in a paralleling of contra-intentional content) should reveal the contours of such possible processes of re-direction in choice in the ensuing shaping of such intentional objectivity. Noting that all shifts are incremental but that some of those shifts have chaotic ramifications that go well beyond the mere value of that the individuation of that additional or subtracted increment itself. Just as successfully switching the electrical lighting on cannot be reduced to the apparent nature of that mere act of turning a switch on from the perspective of that act of using that switch itself. (37)


Similarly, a sufficiently comprehensive process of suspension should reveal the contours of such possible processes of re-direction in choice given that apparent formation and expression of intentional motivation as traced out and subjected to such historical re(-)interpretations (whilst noting that the bifurcations of past histories is not available other than in speculative terms of reference when presented with a number of possible historical re(-)interpretations that cannot currently invite a definite historical resolution and reading of the same). (38)


Now, let us shift our attention from intentional objectivity (discerned through transformational-translations and transformational-transitions) to an exploration of that intentional motivation thought capable of being explicated through the collective exercise of such co-associated intentional processes. (39)

3. Transformation as retreatment of intentional processes, etc.


In moving our attention from the apparent content of intentional objectivity to the apparent form of intentional motivation we are exploring apparent motivation although the constitution and resolutions of such intentional processes but, where any description, etc., can never be given a full existential description, etc. Therefore, our need to note the relatively relevant along with the limitations and ramifications of such discerned deliberative patterns of behaviour, noting this eventual inability to over-describe such intentional behaviours, co-associated histories, existential descriptions, etc.
 (40)

So, e.g., in an economy of interpretation (or reinterpretation/re-interpretation) we can invoke a similar economic rule of economic correlativity, namely, if a certain economy exists, say interpretative in an overall sense, then the positive or negative designation of three parties will establish the fourth party. Or, in the preferentially treated articulated existence of one party we can infer the relative de-preferential treatment of the other two parties. So, e.g., interpretation is neither reinterpretation nor re-interpretation, etc. The prime implication being, that although we can sequentially outline a process of transformational retreatment, more correctly, our noting any one sequence is the result of a relative de-preferentialization of the other two economically correlative parties. Hence, correctly, even though we may ‘start’ with the relatively pre-critical pretreatment an overall, dialectical process of retreatment has also already commenced. (41)

Hence this segue into the observation of an ordered appreciation of transformation will similarly note that a linear progression is already predicated on the pre-existence of a circular, functioning, dialectically constituted ordered economy. (42)

Moreover, we can also argue that in a six-fold ordered perspective that the preferential treatment of any one order is the result of the relative suppression of the other five orders. Or, under more complex considerations that the preferential transition from one order to the next proceeding order or to the former preceding order, or to any other order, is arrived at through a sequential de-preferentiaization of those other orders not be directly implicated in such attentively focused processes. A state of affairs considerably simplified by the fact that we can return to the archetypal economy to designate which moments or poles are being relatively preferentialized through being de-suspended or are being relatively de-preferentialized through being suspended (as will be shortly explicated in detail). (43)

An ordered philosophy notes six types of distinctive, relatively incommensurate forms of judgment, their economic relation to each other, and, their reflection in the use of the verb ‘to be’ as to what type of existence is being indicated (along with the critical implications of such schematization). (44)

The archetypal economy, as a reflection of the gestalt economy is trimodally constituted in relation to three aspects of the intentional economy. Hence the relative appositions between World/background field/intentional motivation
 – Object/foreground focus/intentional objectivity
 – Ego/intersubjectivity/intentional subjectivity.
 (45)

This same sequence can also be read as a harmonic sequence with the so-called third moment of the non-systematic existential also being able to be read as paralleling processes of resolution. Hence harmonization by such means. (46)

In a preferential mono-treatment of the World, Object, ad Ego, we get, respectively, the fifth order, the first order, and the third order. (47)

In the preferential bi-treatment of World-Ego, Ego-Object, and, Object-World we get, respectively, the fourth order, the second order, and the sixth order. (48)

As judgments, we are automatically dealing with the trans-cognitive, and its trans-intentional appreciation of the intentional (as a definition of judgment. So, e.g., a judgment of emotions presupposes their intentional translation in a conceptual format [given that it is only concepts that can be judged in trans-conceptual terms of reference, which through retreatment can be returned to the intentional level of textual explication). (49)

The sequential nature of the orders, both in cognitive and trans-cognitive orientations, when treated in a linear progression, is such that no higher order should be entered without entering a lower order first. This is obvious in their cognitive format and implicit in the trans-cognitive format upon the basis of the former. Hence this correlativity between judgmental evaluation and intentional valuation (with the latter being an evolving re(-)interpretation of the former). Hence, in this regard we could observe the transformational economy as being ordered and appreciated in cognitive terms of reference (as its textualized valuation), and, its trans-cognitive appreciation (in its textualized evaluation) as occurring in its trans-cognitive ordering. (50)
The six trans-cognitive orders versus the six cognitive orders are as follows:





60.Ontical versus Actual Integrated Facts





50.Hermeneutical versus Possible Non-Integrated Facts




40.Pragmatical versus Perceptual Ideation



30.Deontological versus Conceptual Ideation


20.Aesthetical (Essential) versus Integrated Conceptual Thoughts

10.Semantic (Pre-Essential) versus Non-Integrated Conceptual Thoughts (51)

That the structural-functions underlying all ordered formations are diagrammatical depicted as an ideational core (process existents, i.e., 30, 40) and extrapolated imputations (content subsistents) and where the latter are regarded as either relatively non-integrated (i.e., 10, 50) or relatively integrated (i.e., 20, 60) E.g., w,r,t, the cognitive orders we have the following correspondents:
30.Conceptuals….*….40.Perceptuals
20.Integrated (Essentials)


50.Non-Integrated (Possibles)
10. Non-Integrated (Pre-Essentials)



  60. Integrated (Actuals) (52)

To appreciate this ordered scheme, in a linear mode, note how for some epistemological products in certain orders cannot be entered, whereas a factual state of affairs (presented as either a verified and/or confirmed statement with conformal validation) as a statement enters all six orders. E.g., a tabletop that is both square and circular can only possess a first ordered status
 (through the non-integration of its essentials (as three elements, namely, ‘tabletop-ness’, ‘squarenesss’ and ‘roundness’) in this form of order of the pre-essential essent). Whereas the thought of a round table possesses a second order in status. That an integrated second order can always be entertained in conceptual ideation, but, not all forms of third order ideation can become perceptual ideation. E.g., the concept of love per se cannot be imagined (but only exemplified in a perceptual-like space, be that perceived, imagined, remembered or dreams, etc.). Now, e.g., Father Christmas, as imaginary person, can only possess a fifth ordered status even thought as a mythological fact, in certain Western cultures, it can then be afforded a sixth ordered status but, then, only as a mythological fact (as being disseminated as such in a certain set of cultures). (53)

In parallel, a series of judgments can be entertained as following a similar progression. So, e.g., any individuated semantic state can be entertained in a non-integrated state as a pre-essential (or as individual phenomenologically essentials in their own experiential right, hence such predicates like ‘roundness’, ‘squareness’, ‘saltiness’, etc.). Relations, interpreted and understood as activities, in our imaginatively tracing out the same through an invocation of genres, therefore, have their non-integration as possible facts mirrored in genres of behaviour possessing, more or less, a similar or shared cosmic mapping in semantic terms of reference). Those possible facts, once conformally validated, then become sixth ordered positively determined ontical states, i.e., as non-virtual or actual facts (whilst remaining subject to conditions of non-indubitability). That Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon is an actual factual, whereas our imaginatively thinking that he flew to Rome can only remain a barely possible-possible. He could have possessed a magic carpet, but, he certainly could not have flown in a modern plane. Hence discontinuous gradations in possibility from impotency, potential, possibility, higher probability, potency (where the latter virtually guarantees an elevation in ordered status, like lighting a dry match or turning on a power switch [that itself is already turned on in meta-terms of reference, i.e., is plugged into a currently working power supply]) (54)

That in judgmental emergence conceptual ideation takes on a deontological status through an appreciation of the relational in its relational situatedness. Similarly, the perceptual takes on a pragmatic status through imaginatively enacting the same in a realistic sense of lived-experience. So, e.g., ‘I see an apple’ could become further translated in trans-cognitive terms as ‘should I eat that apple’, and, if affirmative, ‘how am I going to eat that apple’, e.g., and so on.
 (55)

This six-fold complexity in the construction of such ordered appreciation is radically simplified once we realize that we can invoke the archetypal economy of World/Object/Ego and through subtle forms of preferential treatment or de-preferential treatment of these three relatively incommensurable, corelative moment this six-fold classification natural devolves from the same. A state of affairs that is further simplified once we realize that subtle preferencing of these moments arises through the impetus of the de-suspension, and, de-preferential treatment is realized through the utilization of a focused suspension. (56)


By ‘preferencing’ we mean ‘some dominant combination of either prospective promotion, retrospective prioritization, and/or current privileging’. The application of subtle preferencing (+)/de-preferencing (-) is as follows and whereby ‘+’ we can also mean the confluence of a de-suspension, and, by ‘-’ we can also mean the imposition of a focused suspension. Noting that such confluence or focus can be on either one or two moments within the trimodal economy.
 The suspension/de-suspension of all three moments being read as a ‘transcendental suspension’ (i.e., which I have referred to elsewhere as an ‘extensive suspension’). Hence this tabulation:
60
=
+O -E +W

=> 
Suspension of E
50
=
-O -E +W

=>
Suspension of O & E
40
=
-O +E +W

=>
Suspension of O
30
=
-O +E -W

=>
Suspension of O & W
20
=
+O +E -W

=>
Suspension of W
I0
= 
+O -E -W

=>
Suspension of E & W
(57)

So, e.g., the first order with its phenomenological treatment of semantic determination is to be arrived at through a subtle preferentialization of the Object moment in the archetypal economy (based on the ideas of a gestalt field and its appreciation in a meta-gestalt field as the explanation of an ever-co-associated sense of intentional subjectivity) implies the de-suspension of that Object moment in order to supply such preferentialization. The implication being that we need to suspend both the Ego moment and the World moment in order to induce that de-suspensional flow that subtly preferences the Object mement. That, therefore, these various subtle acts of suspension induce these various forms of subtle de-suspensional preferentialization and in the process inducing the corresponding sense of an ordered e/valuational formation. (58)
This linear set of orders can also be better visualized in a circular format:

30
Ego

20





40
10





50
Object





World

60 (59)

E.g., preferencing Object moment, as per table in 57, gives us the 10. Which can also be realized through a suspension of both Ego and World with its de-suspensional flows focused on this 10. Or, e.g., 20 as per table in 57, can be arrived at through a suspension of World with a preference on/de-suspension of both Object and Ego which gives us the 20. (60)


Now, the utility of such a scheme is such that when applied to transformational retreatment we can observe just how we go from 50 pre-treatment to 10 treatment to retreatment, namely, respectively, through the 60 and 20, and, where via 40 posttreatment we get to a position where we can radically re-write 50 (which can also be critical rewritten by the 60 by a reversal of this circular dynamic). Diagramamtically:
50 - (60) - 10 - (20) - 30 which can re-write 50 via 40 (61)


I.e., we can give this process of transformational retreatment (in a clockwise direction in the diagram) an ordered commentary to the extent we travel form pretreatment to treatment via the ontical determination of actual facts (as the narrational facts of the narrative in question). Then, we travel from treatment to retreatment via the integration and integrity of the aesthetical second order. Then from retreatment we can radically rewrite the pretreatment via the pragmatical fourth order. In other words, this scheme spells out for us just how a process of transformational retreatment is put into effect (noting that this dialectic can also run in an anti-clockwise direction as well). (62)


Interestingly, it is the pragmatic order that radically re-writes the pre-critical hermeneutically oriented pre-treatment. Whereas it could be argued that the critical first order rewrites the pretreatment in the fifth order. Moreover, we can also observe a pragmatical economy (rather than the philosophical economy) being structured as a progression between ontical facts, aesthetic integrity and pragmatic re-writing (of the hermeneutical). Implying that in a narrative the fifth ordered narration can be seen as being merely rewritten with a supply of ontical facts semantically consolidated in a first order, that the narrational critiques are present in the third order with aesthetically oriented input, deontological processing and pragmatical output that then re-informs the narration through the posttreatment of the fourth order. This can be perceived as a static interpretation of the narrative. However, a dynamic working narrative might be better viewed as coincident with a pragmatical economy. Hence the two following forms of modeling depicts a grammatical form of a narrative form as an ordered perspective, albeit in a static mode and in a dynamic pragmatic mode(?) respectively:

I0.

Consolidated Relevant Narrational Facts

60




20
50.Narrational Narrative



30.Narrational Critique

40
I0.

60Narrational Facts




20Narrational Critique
50.








30.

Working Narrative
40 (63)


To harmonize these two reading of an overall narrational process we might presuppose a dialectical resonance between these two possibilities? Or, if we were to favour the latter pragmatical modelling, there is the implication that the narrational critique is primarily supplied from an aesthetic perspective (seeking the suitable harmonization of such a process?)? (64)
Regardless, in an ordered reading of transformational retreatment we find these three stages as the result of a subtle uni-modal emphasis, whereas our transitioning from one meta-state to the next is supervised through a bi-modal emphasis within the orbit
 of the overall economy in question. (65)

Hence, in the form of an ordered commentary, we can interpret the (classical) progression of the transformational retreatment from 50 – 10 – 30 being intermediated by, respectively, 60 – 20 – 40 (as per paragraph 60). (66)


However, on balance, I would favour the model that sees a narrative as a meta-textual device for marshalling an account to be presented in the form of a narrative that manipulates narrational facts within the context of the resulting text of that narrative.
 Moreover, there is no reason why an ordered enrichment of the ensuing narrative could not be accomplished from that sense of a perspective without having to import a pragmatical economy as the primary basis for the formation of a narration). E.g., we could say that in the narrational manipulation of the text we selectively import the ontical facts or pseudo-ontical facts
 dictated by the aesthetics or ethos of that narrative, be it existentially authentic or non-existentially inauthentic, etc.
 That aesthetic-like considerations of apparent integrity feed into its narrational critique. I note ‘apparent integrity’ because that could be non-existentially formed at the level of its field contextualization or existentially formed when the contextualization is more meta-textually oriented towards an open appreciation of its situatedness (rather than the mere presentation of its apparent relational situation). Then, when a critique is given a suitably proper, appropriate and apposite sense of ‘voice’ the ensuing narration could then be given an existentially oriented sense of supervision (through appropriate rectification, proper deconstruction and an ongoing, apposite process of re(-)normalization
). (67)

Now, on the basis of this economic understanding, let me now explore why all economic processes of thematization, either formal or informal in orientation, are all realized, and should be realized, within the epistemological limitations of a pragmatic anti-representationalism. (68)

4. Transformations from an anti-representational perspective, etc.


We can nominate the ‘representative economy’ entailing ‘phenomenological presentations, hermeneutical representations, and existential re-presentations’ as either ‘presentational’ or ‘representational’ or ‘re-presentational’. In this there is no difference (other than a possible sense of emphasis on these economic moments). Now, we can also equate the ‘re-presentational moment’ as ‘anti-representationalistic in stance’ with the implication that the evolving re(-)presentational economy, when suitably conducted, i.e., as both critically and radically enacted, as equally ‘anti-representational’ in designation. Now, this equation can be demonstrated by arguing that all economic moments, through the incommensurable and non-indubitable nature of their perspectival experience, can all be treated as ‘anti-representationalistic in stance’. In general terms, we merely need to note the dialectical nature of economic activity as non-absolutistically definitive or as if absolutistically non-definitive. I.e., as having no non-relative semblance in formation. Then, in terms of a particularity, we can also argue that despite the distinctive nature of oriented experience it remains oriented, provisional, tentative, a useful fiction that may well be more useful than any other possible fictions, etc. As well, in terms of specificity, even the ongoing re-interpretation of the concretely historical needs to be treated as provision given the potentially radical nature of all forms of well-conducted research. Moreover, just the sheer fact of the economic constitution of epistemological experience (and all ontological imputations envisaged in and through such psychological forms of envisaged construction) it follows that neither phenomenal-phenomenological presentations nor hermeneutical representations nor non-systematic existential re-presentations can be definitive ascertained other than as provisional, etc. Even if as a non-gambling person, we would happily put our life-savings on the proposition of certain historical points that have already well-deserved their continuing forms of a consensual approval… Still, philosophically we must continue to observe the anti-representationalistic point that objectivity, truth and representative forms and formations are never directly observed as such but imputed, rightly or wrongly, in either pre-critical, critical, or radical modes of ascertainment. Just as recently argued in previous essays where I note that apparent objectivity coincident with the perception or apperception of the apparent preservation of an isomorphic transformational invariance between textual propositions, etc.
 Let me reiterate this important philosophical observation (on par with a Tarskian model for semantic truth determination). (69)

Let me diagrammatically represent this philosophical observation:

Yesterday six apples

Placed in fruit bowl @t1



Six apples in fruit bowl



Seen this morning @t2







Six apples in fruit bowl







Seen at lunchtime @t3
Six apples expected to be seen later at @t4

Noting:
An imaginary time axis: --------------------------------------------------------------------------->



t1


t2


t3


t4


s1


s2


s3


s4

…four statements are made at those four moments in time (that span a general sense of the past, present, and future). The assumption is made that all six apples are the same apples in the same fruit bowl. (70)

Therefore, we have, and expect a certain observational stability that has been maintained and will be maintained between these four statements (assuming no one eats those apples in which case we have merely to subtract the number of missing/eaten apples). I.e., the meta-observation of an invariant transformational isomorphism between the propositional content of these statements allows us to make the reasonable imputation that there are the same six apples in this same fruit bowl… (71)

On reflection, it is obvious that stability of propositional structure, in the same contextual field, is being maintained only through the continuing reoccurrence of ‘those six apples in that same fruit bowl’ as found entailed in those statements. Or, in other words, propositional stability is being ‘observed’ between that series/set of statements s1 to s4, = s1-4 i.e., in meta-terms of reference (S), as presented in the form of a meta-statement to that effect S1-4. Therefore, in accordance with this philosophy of retreatment, we can then retreat S1-4 as s1-4, but, as long as we realize that this transformational objectivity is such that:

 S1-4 t iff s1-4 (as per Tarski). (72)
This evidential take on truth determination is predicated on this meta-observational stability that runs between such statements, from imputation, through s1-4. I.e., between these observational reports expressed in the relative object language, albeit form a meta-perspective raised by one degree in meta-status. Hence, our historical or empirical-like ability to run apparent acts of real-time confirmation and retrospective verification along with their collective, conformal treatment through imputed conformational stability, etc. (73)
To some extent we can have our philosophical cake and eat it. Yes, we can claim a certain form and degree of imputed observational stability, within the circumscription of the relevant context, and, no, we cannot claim to observe such objectivity, or representative objectivity, per se. Such an imputation is an ‘imputation’. However, it is also true to say that without this ability to run such meta-observational imputations the very act of representation, itself, could not be executed whilst also recognizing that such presentation(al material), representation(al constructions) and anti-representation(al attitudes as) economically corelative aspects whilst being relatively incommensurable must also be relatively commensurable once a suitably relevant economic context is already in place. (74)

Hence this anti-representational perspective, given that objective-objectivity cannot be discerned, and only relative-objectivity can be imputed between relevant observational reports when treated as relatively conformal statements. (75)

5. Provisional conclusions, observations, and comments


To date, I have looked at transformations from a perspective that has not discriminated between a relatively non-existential stance and a relatively existential stance. In the next essay, the latter will be looked into more closely (and extended to the exploration of an understanding of the nature of existential intervention). How might we explain this distinction between the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential forms of e/valuational formation given this understanding already to hand? 976)

In my reflections on this differential topic, it would appear that we have to make a distinction between how the extensive suspension (i.e., in my complex reading of the transcendental suspension as implicating an overall transcendental suspension at the center of each and every economy, the role of the de-suspension, and the causal connection realized through the chaotic nature of the extensive suspension overlaying the former) is actually instigated, or, rather, just what is actually being suspended. I.e., just what is being subjected to this suspension in order to re(-)produce the apparent objectivity of an existential attitude whilst, at the same time, not absolutitistically segregating itself from the domain of the relatively non-existential given this existential observation that ‘existentialization is the result of an ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential?’ (77)

In a resolution of this conundrum, i.e., just what is being suspended that would allow us to relate to this existential difference, as a dynamic existential differential, I am proposing that this distinction arises between a ‘transcendental suspension’ of the context of the relational situation versus the ‘transcendental suspension’ of the meta-context of the relational situatedness of the former? The former attitude being relatively ‘relational’ and ‘material’ in orientation versus the ‘pro-relational’ and ‘contra-material’ attitude of the latter. (78)

Given that the subject matter off these suspensions is directly or indirectly related to transformational-transitions implies their (economic correlative) co-association with contextualization and meta-contextualization. (79)

‘Transitions’ being the joint economic product of correlations, accommodations and transformation (re)treated as the partial transformational (re)treatment of transitional-transformations as either relatively virtual and/or non-virtual trajectories with or without direct and/or indirect causal consequences. (80)

Hence the following six classifications: phenomenal-phenomenological correlations, hermeneutical accommodations, non-systematic existential transformations; phenomenological transformational-transitions, hermeneutical contextualizations, and relatively systematic existential meta-contextualizations. (81)









Noël Tointon, Penrith, 4.9.22.

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


� 	This essay could be seen either as the tenth essay in a series on the general construction of a pragmatic historical prospect (i.e., essays 7D, 7E, 7F, 7G, 7H, 7I, 7N, 7O,7P, and this essay 7Q) or as the fifth essay in a series on the same topic but under the rubric of the observance of an existential perspective (i.e., essays 7I, 7N, 7O, 7P, and this essay 7Q).


� 	A trimodal reconstitution of the hermeneutic circle of ‘parts’ and ‘wholes’ to also include our treatment of ‘wholes-and-parts’. Hence the designation of this approach as a ‘hermeneutic circle of comprehension’.


� 	I.e., a small spoonful of salt crystals placed in a glass of water (and stirred) becomes just a glass of salty water. Ignoring the role of the glass container, we have a representative act of integration (synthesis) in which we now perceive those salt crystals as having merged within that solution through having dissolved. That understood, how do we relate, in this instance, a solid and a liquid entering into a transformation where the state of solidity is lost through that act of the salt dissolving? My ‘solution’ is to invoke a certain type of pathway of retreatment to representatively account for that type of transformation (in this instance as a generic act of synthesis). Illustrating the first philosophical problems listed in paragraph 10, namely, interactions between different phenomenal-phenomenological types of relational entities. 


�	Similarly, somewhat as an analogy, in thinking about transitions in 3D-space we have only either a transitional progression (on a trajectory), reflection and/or rotation. Accordingly, only simple transitions or complex mix of transitions (but only within these three distinctive forms of freedom). Within those terms of reference, I challenge the reader to imagine something other than analysis, etc., or progressions through 3D-space, etc.


� 	The economic concept that notes relevant economically correlative parallels between different, suitably constructed economies through acts of alignment with the archetypal economy. Hence the example given of the archetypal focus on a gestalt foreground gives us a resonant parallel between ‘analysis’, ‘retrospectivity’, ‘private sphere’, ‘phenomenological’, etc. 


� 	‘Reconsiderations’ by virtue of the fact that we are translating a model based upon relative preferential treatments to one of relative preferential de-suspensions. 


� 	A very simple idea is being formulated here. If translation t is declared as existing, then it must consist of a mix of either relocation l, rotation r, and/or reflection m. That, as mutual conditionals, in the positive or negative designation of the three parties and the fourth party can be inferred. The same idea is applied to the economic rule of transitional correlativity.


� 	Where the analytical nature of phenomenological correlations can also be treated as uni-polar-like emission; where the synthetical nature of hermeneutical accommodations can be pretreated as bipolar-like currents; and, the non-systematic existential nature of nominations can be retreated as tripolar-like ‘systems’… and where the entirety of economic retreatment presupposes the collective interactions of the above.


� 	That, effectively, the full explication of an existential description would involve an infinite degree of informational articulation and discernment which is impossible for a variety of obvious reasons. For a start, information must observe limits on informational density of a system defined in physics as the maximum possible density of information that could be recorded on the surface of the event horizon of that system. But, well before even reaching this technical limit we have to observer the fact that intentional appreciation is completely limited by the fact that ‘we can never totally know our own minds’ given that a thorough resolution of a relationship or relational process of understanding is also the metaphorical ‘death’ of that same relationship in question. So, given the persistence of that relationship its definitive discernment is not possible (which further reinforces the limited economic relativity entailed in an anti-representational perspective, etc.).


� 	The intentional economy in its second sense of the noetic.


� 	The intentional economy in its first sense of the noematic (intentional objectivity).


� 	The intentional economy in its third sense of co-associated intentional subjectivity. So in visual perception we have a visual perceiver, etc.


� 	Hence my first ordered notation of ‘a tabletop that is both square and round’ as a ‘square round tabletop’ versus the second ordered hyphenated notation of ‘a square-tabletop’ or ‘a round-tabletop’.


� 	Or we could envision the experiential sense and semblance of the aesthetical arising from a cognitively order integration of essential elements (that otherwise would remain in the pre-essential-essential nature of the first order), etc. In a similar vein, apperceiving the pragmatical form through perceiving functions dynamically observed in a perceptual domain (which, then, also fees into the hermeneutical determination of possibility), etc.


� 	A suitably exercised extensive suspension (or ‘transcendental suspension’) is predicated on the dynamic balance of all three moments.


� 	However, I have my reservations here and would rather resolve such equivocation as outlined in my provisional resolution as entailed in paragraph 67.


� 	I have defined an ‘orbit of an economy’ as ‘one part ambit, one part remit, and one part composite’.


� 	In sleeping on this conundrum, I proffer the following resolution as thematized to date. Namely, the narrative as a meta-textual device supported by ordered contributions.


� 	Indirectly alluding to my observations of a pseudo-psychosis as resulting from (a relatively non-suspended) ideological over-commitment (viewed in either epistemological or ontological terms of reference)


� 	This would account for the fact that narratives, rightly or wrongly, selectively import their narrational facts from this ordered perspective of the trans-cognitive sixth order in its encompassment of ontical, ontically oriented, or ontical-like factual statement (if the ostensive imperative of the narrative demands the same with out the sufficient imposition of a compensatory suspension).  


� 	As explored elsewhere. Paralleling rectification (of meta-textual genre uptake), critical deconstruction (of textual formation) and radical re(-)normalization (of non-textual simulations) along existential lines (both non-systematic and systematic, but, preferentially the latter).


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.7N.59-66; 7O.91-94, etc.





