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A Retrospective Preface to Book X - Part II

The topic of a viable metaphysics was first alluded to in Book 6 and made more explicit in The Seventh Book… In Books 9, 11, and 12 this topic was reintroduced and further explored, but, in Book 10 - Part II it has been finally approached more on its own terms. (i)

In defining the re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics, I claim that such a phenomenon for intellectual exploration to be ‘both meta-philosophical and inter-ordered in complexion… as well as falling within an anti-representational-representationalism, as positively nihilistic, and equally forming both an existential-pragmatism and a pragmatic-existentialism’. (ii)

An inter-ordered contribution is arrived at through the symmetrical reduplication of the six orders of judgment, namely, starting from the assigned first order of the phenomenologically-semantic; aesthetical; existentially-deontological; pragmatical; possibilities, and the provisional ontical treatment of actual facts. Through reduplication of these six orders we arrive at their equivalent inter-ordered form, namely, starting from the first inter-ordered order of a categorical metaphysics; the psychological-sociological spectrum; the political-economy (as the intersection of both political enaction and the economics of that being enacted in this world at large); sciences, and histories (defined in the plural as collection/s of histories of the past, present, and future). (iii)

In these explorations, the following essays concern themselves more with the focusing in on certain aspects of these inter-ordered phenomena as viewed through the relatively-radical reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics. Let me briefly note these more focused considerations:

X11. The radical treatment of history (as a metaphysical topic) to be explored through the triangulation of historical approaches (in an avoidance of a uni-modal positioning).
X12. The radical re-envisioning (of a philosophy) of science through the triangulation of scientific approaches.
X13. The problem/s of metaphysics versus a metaphysics of problems?

X14. Metaphysics revisited? Part I: a critical Introduction to this relatively-radical reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics.
X15. Metaphysics Revisited? Part II: a critical exposition of a radical reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics.
X16. Metaphysics Revisited? Part III: critical ramifications of a radical reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics.
X17. The hypothetical confinement of a categorical metaphysics, etc?
X18. An inter-ordered exploration of the political-economy.
X19. An inter-ordered exploration of the psychological-sociological spectrum.
X20. A defense of a non-traditional, inter-ordered metaphysics (along with exploring the limits of is axiomatization, and potential ramification for the pursuit of a radical theology). (iv)

To be relevant, and potentially insightful, a metaphysics needs to be open and trans-economic in its aspirations, and not confined to either the uni-referential, the bi-referential, and/or any closed form of the tri-referential. But, as a work ever in progress, what has been tentatively noted here cannot nor should not remain the last word on the contours and trajectories of this inter-ordered topic… (v)
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X11. The Re-Constitution of a Non-Traditional Metaphysics: 

A Radical Retreatment of History:

Exploring the Triangulation of Historical Approaches
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


The following essays is another ‘skeleton’ presentation where I will try to explore, primarily in methodological terms, how we might better conduct forms of historical comparison both within and between histories of the past, histories of the present, and histories of the future in the light of a need to recognizes a complex, productive triangulation of relevant approaches and the complete abstention of any reference to the impossible formation of so-called ‘historical positions’.
 ‘Radical’ in the sense ‘that from either minor or major forms of re-triangulation radical ramifications can both non-chaotically and chaotically ensue regardless of the topic in question’.
 ‘Radical’ also in the sense that ‘histories’, as an inter-ordered phenomenon, through the reduplication of the sixth trans-cognitive, order is contributing, in part, to an ongoing re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics... (0)


This exposition will be organized under the following headings, namely, Contra-Positions; Pro-Approaches; The Practice of Triangulation, An Economization of Approaches; Hypothetical Application to Histories of Either Past, Present, and/or Future; Supervising an Overall Approach; Comparative Histories of the Past; Realizing Comparative Histories of the Present and Future; Ramifications; and, Some Provisional Conclusions, etc. (1)

1. Contra-Positions 


One conclusion of Book 12 is ‘that all positions should be dis-affirmed’, i.e., ‘the dis-affirmation of all weak positions, strong positions, and non-weak/non-strong well-fortified positions’, where all of the former are to be reviewed as ‘conjectures’, but, that the only conjectures that should be affirmed are non-weak/non-strong, i.e., well-fortified conjectures. (2)


Why? Because all so-called conjectures are seemingly ‘arrived at’ through triangulation as ‘approaches’, as ‘perspectives that are being approached that cannot be exhausted’ (in those terms of reference) except through an act of fiat, say, through forms of treatment that are either definitionally prescriptive in an a priori form or are ‘elective’ through descriptive forms of factual speculation. To this we could also add misplaced forms of proscriptive treatment when conjectural inferences are fallaciously constructed at some point in their argumentation. (3)


Such a philosophical approach does not rule out the observation that many accepted or contested ‘positions’, rebadged as ‘conjectures’, will continue to act as if ‘effectively valid’ and can seemingly act as reasonable ground for the definitive formation of suitable patterns of both responsive and responsible behaviour through the invocation of non-economically initiated unilateral responses of the last instant, etc. However, given that triangulation, both theoretically and in practice, as also in processes of their critique, cannot be exhausted, along with the need for the critical use of our language, the former use of so-called ‘positions’ needs to be substituted by either ‘a range of effective approaches’ or the ‘conformal approval being given to the nomination of an effective overall approach that in pragmatic terms is treated as ‘provisional’ despite being conventionally assigned a conformally valid status, albeit in current conventional terms of reference’. That through a critical use of such language we should no longer approach the impossible nature of ‘positions’, as positions qua ‘positions’, but, in as an ‘effective overall approach’ or as a ‘range of possibly effective approaches’ whose refined delineation may or may not be able to definitively redefined’.
 (4)


Hence this shift and substitution from impossible ‘positions’ to the possibility/possibilities of ‘approaches’ as ‘effective approaches’ or ‘overall approaches’, or an ‘overall effective approach’, etc. (5)


Thence the metaphor of the positionalist who cannot enter the fortification of their position(ing) like a ‘monarch stranded outside the walls of their own castle’. (6)


Because in attempting to take a position, in apposition to their counter-position/s, they effectively de-center their own ‘positioning’ whose psychic gravity is somewhere along that process of bipolar opposition, and, where, as well, all bimodal operations must also be economically resituated trimodally, say, e.g., within the economy of transformational retreatment or within some other economic equivalent. (7)


Where a conformally true truth determination finds its validity through a conformal process of alignment in internal economic terms of correlative reference, but, preferably, in a ‘practical pragmatics’, i.e., in ‘an overall, provisional state of conformal economic alignment internally, externally, and inter-internal-externally,’ i.e., respectively, in ‘economic, hyper-economic/super-economic, and non-economic terms of reference’. Where preferably we have the confluence of a wide range of suitably relevant economies in order to reinforce the ensuing, delineated conformal status being provisionally arrived at (which, technically, cannot be fully arrived at and attained, i.e., cannot be fully appropriated). Let me illustrate the ‘pragmatics’ of this ‘philosophical approach’. (8)


A friend of mine in the capital of their nation witnesses the assassination of the president of their country and texts me that they were a witness to this horrible event. On my mobile I read shortly afterwards multiple reports reporting of this horrific event - one import in an obvious history of the present that very quickly remains non-contested. Let me hypothetically dissect this conjecture ‘that President A in Country X has just been assassinated tody’. (9)


In a conjectural economy we have the analytical proposition ‘that a fatal shooting results in the corresponding fatality’, the statement ‘that President A was fatally shot’, and that the conjecture, as a propositional-statement ‘that President A was fatally shot at time t’ is ‘true’. Overlapping this conjectural economy is an evidential economy where through testimonial evidence ‘an assassination was witnessed’, as evidence we have reporting of ‘the dead body of President A’, and the confirmed inference ‘that the transfer of power was conducted shortly after this violent event’ (which would not have occurred if President had not died whilst in office). So, the internal economy of its economic representation finds an irruption into a causal world through an overall, conformal affirmation of the ensuing testimonies, evidences, and inferences pertinent to the representation of this type of situation, etc. (10)


Thence the ‘observation’ that conformal truth determination is triangulated economically and, cannot validly occur in merely conducting a bipolar operation where a definitive truth determination .is merely applied to the textually embedded representational depiction of the situation in question. I.e., a conformal validation can only be arrived at provisionally, through triangulation, economically, and preferably in relevant terms as wide as possible that are able to continually reiterate a re-validation of such determinations. Or, at least, until such a time that ‘official’ determination needs to be seriously re-visited. Just as physics visited the notion of a quantization of physical phenomena and as heliocentric vision of the solar system was successfully replaced a geocentric vision of the cosmos, etc. (11)

2. Pro-Approaches 


Hence this replacement of impossible ‘positions’ by ‘approaches’, either as a ‘range of effective approaches’ or the nomination of an ‘effective overall approach’. (12)


Interestingly, we can make certain conjectural claims, such as, e.g., the observation that it appears that we can translate various transformational positions, in their specific transformational languages, by virtue of the fact that we can conjecture for practical purposes a common stock of knowledge cleaned from lived-experience, intersubjective generation by intersubjective generation as to be found embedded in our languages that, admittedly at a very basic level, allow us to move from one language to another in terms of these basic forms of intersubjectivity, such as, e.g., natural numbers; the accounting for first person, third person, and their mediation through a second person in a reporting of interactions; the delineation of singular, plural, and dual forms of identification; the determination of relative movement and the relatively stationary; indications of tense; the continuities, non-continuities, and discontinuities of change; etc., etc. So, even though the ancients may have treated the ‘Sun and Moon’ as a ‘divine beings’, still, in translation we know when the Sun or Moon is being referred to in, say, a hymn, to these ‘deities’, and so on. Or, what might be meant, more or less in a word translated as ‘King’ or ‘Ruler’, as to when they started their rulership and when and how their rulership might have come to an end when reported, etc. Such basic translations are unproblematic and where qualifications or footnotes, or similar, can further address what might be also meant in addition, say, that such and such a King was also divine, and so on. (13)


In a similar manner, when two or more people share a common language, or a competent translator and interpreter, informal reports and formal reportings can be shared. So, e.g., my friend reported to me, by SMS, the death of their president just after they witnessed them being shot, and, later made a statement to the authorities identifying the assailant in the form of a formal reporting. (14)


In other words, our natural languages are replete with natural phenomena in a world divided up in accordance with such rules for their identification. So, e.g., we have one Sun and one Moon; two Presidents on the same day, namely, the one who was shot and the one who was sworn in after the assassination of the former President; many stars studding the night sky; potable water and non-potable saline water; and so on. (15)


I am trying to be non-controversial here, and, recognize, at the same time, that such translations, more correctly, are never one to one so to speak. The English word ‘Sun’ does not, and cannot fully capture of complete significance of a word referring to the same celestial object in an ancient language given that, for them, the ‘Sun’ was also a ‘divine being’. Still, the metaphorical ‘center’ of such expressions, in this instance, resides wholly within a common phenomenon, namely, our general perception of the Sun qua Sun. (16)


In effect, we can argue for parallel forms of triangulation when we impute a common process of semantic delineation in our seemingly parallel mappings of the world at large as refracted through a commonality of lived-experience. So, e.g., when we look into the sky on a day with blue skies we see ‘one Sun that appears to rise in the morning and set at the end of the day. Whereas, there are times when the Moon is seen mainly during the day or mainly during the night, and, in between such periods, basically, dividing its time between both day and night. Where each type of phenomenon has its relatively distinctive phenomenology. Or, there are times, e.g., when cats and dogs, in the distance, might look like each, except when they either move and/or express themselves in terms of their production of sound. So, even in the near darkness of night we can tell the difference between a cat and a dog... (17)


Such a common ground lays the path for an appreciation of chaotically oriented inputs that decisively shift our defining of such lived-expressions. Thence these conjectures impute a common intersubjective ground underlying cultural-intercultural expressions that have had long temporal roots in lived-reality from the continuation of their intersubjective perspectives and cultural reiterations. Moreover, the accumulation of later incremental inputs can be seen as decisively induced through reiterated act of decision making, and, that, relatively, an apparent state of incommensurability is induced should the decision space, in its decision tree, be two increments apart, and where, currently, the decisions enacted are as yet not comprehended semantically in a pattern of sequential semantic progress. This reflects my interpretation of the imputed observation that the radically-radical, as a series of incremental shifts, cannot be suitably comprehended unless the sequence of inputs is virtually re-enacted successfully. Where such shifts can be either induced critically or non-critically (as if by random, with or without a basis for alignment in that sequence being represented) and as either a relative micro-shift or a relative macro-shift in that specific chain of decision making with or without relatively divergent incremental outputs of either a chaotic and/or non-chaotic complexion. Or in other words, on occasions, small inputs either chaotically induced and/or non-chaotically applied can have relatively radical output with consequences vastly different to the causal nature of those mere inputs per se. So, e.g., I light a match, use it to light a fuse, and very soon the firework soars into the sky to explode in a spectacular manner. That when and where vastly different or vastly divergent consequences ensue we can assume a relatively chaotic transformational-transition has taken place, and, one that is not generally reversible except in hypothetical or theoretical terms of reference. So, I light a match and I can then put the flame out by vigorously flicking it, inducing a counter-chaotic sequence. However, gunpowder once ignited explodes. (18)


Why this concern with such transformational-transitions? Because we can use this scheme of a decision tree to define what is relatively incommensurable and what is not relatively incommensurable on the conjectured assumption that ultimate incommensurability is only apparent and not ultimately instantiated in semantic fact. (19)


Thence the backdrop for the exercise of the twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’ in acts of re-aligned conformal reconsideration of truth determinations. (20).


 But, more basically, so as to understand the ramifications of triangulation and shifts induced through re-triangulation, etc. Or, in effect, the ensuing ‘pragmatics’ involved in both our recognition and utilization of ‘approaches’. Where we can clearly differentiate the relatively non-critical (which can never be completely non-critical and hence its relatively non-critical status), the relative critical and the relatively radical (and its breaking down of the radically-radical should that be able to be commensurably appropriated, etc.), and the relative differences between non-chaotic augmentation and the chaotically induced induction of the relatively positive in enhancement versus the relative neutral or the relatively negative in e/valuational formations, and so on. (21)

3. The Practice of Triangulation


That triangulation is the result of economically oriented acts of decision making in the formation of a decision tree as enacted through non-economically oriented acts of resolution in the formation of unilateral responses of the last moment, etc., where all perspectives are hierarchically formulated and invoked through hermeneutically oriented acts of decision making carried out, more or less, in parallel to the former (and where through mediation an existential set of parallels is also co-produced within the orbit of the overall economy in question). (22)


Perspectives are generated economically and treated as ‘representative’ of the situations in question, but, where pragmatic considerations determine the apparent worth of such determinations. I.e., to what extent such representations seem to be relatively reinforced or relatively de-reinforced through, respectively, alignments or non-alignments. So, e.g., this conjecture that this glass of water is potable is easily confirmed through tasting that ‘water’ and finding it conforms to the phenomenological perception of being potable, and, verified later upon having been drunk without ill-effects. (23)


Where these decision trees can be reformed through the practice of ‘insurance and assurance’. Reversing immediate decisions and finding grounds for a more assured territory in truth determination, and, that we can then critically re-proceed with a similar degree of assurance. E.g., this glass of water from this pristine coastal creek tastes ‘brackish’ but this glass of water from the public water supply tastes clean and fresh, etc. Hence our navigation around the world, along with negotiation with others and the uptake of arbitrations that further ensure the functioning of our aspirational economies, etc. (24)


So, the comparison of different versions of historical interpretation of seemingly the same events cannot be ultimately incommensurable. Because decision trees can be virtually reversed as we head back to relatively less controversial territory. But where a relative incommensurability can be defined between any two degrees of incremental separation be such forms of separation sequentially enacted in either non-bifurcated or bifurcated term of reference. (25)


So, e.g., ‘sunlight feels hot’ and so we conjecturally assume ‘that the Sun is very, very hot being a great distance away’ in this sequential, non-bifurcated chain of conjectured decisions as just represented. On the other hand, although ‘the Sun seems to rise at dawn’ if we were to decide ‘that the Sun is at the non-apparent center of our celestial world’ then we can assume this appearance of a rising Sun is more an artefact of our conventional perspective on such matter than the revolutionary re-organization of such matters from a heliocentric perspective. Where this simple decision of treating the Sun at the center of our ‘solar’ system obviously has radical consequences as to how we should re-interpret such cultural-intercultural knowledge as conventionally enshrined in our natural languages, etc. So, yes ,the sun seems to rise, but, more correctly, that is only an appearance, say, more of an interpretative illusion as lived, rather, that the scientific reality, in turn, as it, too, is also re-lived. Where apparent contradictions need to be resolved usually, however, through the ensuing prioritization of relatively novel frames of reference that are incrementally inaugurated, etc., and whose pragmatics are further enriched by doing so. Just as the ensuing calculations of planetary retrogressions in a heliocentric system no longer need Ptolemaic epicycles, and so on, and, by such relative parsimony, find a pragmatic reinforcement for this adoption of a heliocentric perspective. But, then, in measurements of the orbit of Mercury, a Newtonian perspective could not explain the observational discrepancies until its supersession by the work Einstein and its pattern of decision making that allowed one to enter into the ensuing parameters of that novel sense and semblance of a world hitherto unthought, not having been able to have been thought through. Just, as in a similar radical vein, the decision to treat the physical world as quantized and not merely as a continuous spectrum without non-discrete forms of apportionment. (26)


However, it is true that we do find an asymmetrical (in)commensurability between, say, the Newtonian perspective and the Einsteinian perspective where the former can be treated as an approximate set within the latter when relative speeds are not approaching the universal speed of light. Still, though the introduction of a small number of incrementally organized conjectural shifts, a radically new way of finding consensus can be obtained (once such a ‘revolution’ is agreed upon). (27)


Arguing, in the historical context, that this same type of a conjectural approach will apply (as in the ‘metaphysical’ re-imagining of all forms of inter-ordered phenomena, etc.). (28)

4. An Economization of Approaches 


Perspectives are economically supplied even if they appear to be self-contained bimodal operations. So, e.g., an economy of descriptions could be supplied through a representative depictions of intentional objectives along with motivation and subjectivity. E.g., I see this house for sale online, where I once lived, but, from the photos see that the polished brown wood work, fifty years later, has now been painted white. My motivation was curiosity, and I here recognize that subjective fact. But, descriptions can also be seen as a sub-economy within a wider economy, say, descriptions-prescriptions-proscriptions. E.g., I see this young, lonely looking person get off the train and from the front they look somewhat like a ‘woman’, but, then from the side, they might just look a little bit more like a slightly over-weight male, but, then, again, does it matter that I must decide one way or the other when this is very much more a question but, I suspect ‘they/them’ might have been preferred. Usually, others prescribe such personal designators and the designated happily finds themselves to be in an alignment with such social ascriptions. On the other hand, in invoking a certain degree of political pluralism, this person, themselves, might have felt it to be an imperative to make such decisions for themselves. That personal necessity granted, who are we to re-impose some other form of re-designated categorization when the ensuing ramifications of that decision making are primarily borne by that person themselves and not ourselves when we then ‘intrude’ on such decision making.
 Therefore, given such long-thought through self-designated re-assignment it would be proscriptively bad manners on our part to insist otherwise especially in the recognition such decision making is primarily suffered by that person themselves. Where the moral of this anecdote primarily is the observation that descriptive decisions made by us can occur both within the sub-economy of the descriptive but also in a wider economy, say, of the descriptive-prescriptive-proscriptive, and, that this hierarchical configuration cuts across all economies. Hence the laying of the groundwork for a super-economy that recognizes the following conjectural imputation of the sub-economies of the economic, the non-economic, and the hyper-economic, and, that at the end of the day, pragmatics should more decide the issue than either a priori oriented definitional proclamations; synthetic, factual-like elections; and/or patently fallacious forms of argumentation, and so on. (29)


What economies might be co-supplied, and, hierarchically integrated when and where necessary? (30)


E.g., economies of the evidential, testimonial, and Inferential; descriptive, prescriptive, proscriptive (as just noted); past, present and future (along with relevant histories of the same); the scrutinized delineation of dis-continuities primarily characterizing histories of the past, non-continuities primarily characterizing histories of the present, and, continuities primarily characterizing histories of the future; and, pragmatically, whatever else ‘works’ and proffers comparatively greater degrees of both explanation and appreciation than that merely invested in such projects or programs of transformational pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment, etc. (31)


Where the conformal reinforces the identification of textually inscribed alignments both within and between relatively internal economies and relatively external economies, and v.v. Because, e.g., should Julius Caesar have merely contemplated the enactment of a civil way he would never have crossed the Rubicon with a large army of legionnaires that were both meant to operate only in the territory of Gaul. Thence the non-economic enaction of such intentions, and, our hyper-economic appreciation of the ramification of such audacity in our appreciation of Roman histories of the past. (32)

5. Hypothetical Application to Histories of Either Past, Present, and/or Future 


Triangulation of perspectives, and their potential for re-triangulation, implies the overall topic of history which through such multiple economic concerns forces us to impute histories of the past, the present, and the future. (33)


But, as some short-sighted and narrow-minded people have objected, ‘histories are only of the past’ by definition, no more and no less. Some might even object to the plural of this expression, still, it could be claimed that different people will have different histories to recount, and, thence, this partial admission whilst, perhaps, also clinging to the metaphysical notion that the totality of the historical is ultimately hegemonic or totalized and to be definitively ascertained, and so on. But, let me proffer a short series of arguments in order to conformally establish the apparent ‘pragmatics’ of this perspectival approach... (34)


In the economic consideration of a temporal economy, it is not possible to consider a pure history of the past, or a set of pure histories of the past (or of the present or of the future) because such mutual concepts are correlatively defined vis-a-vis each other. The overt notion of the ‘past’ is covertly framed as ‘both not-present and not future’, and v.v. (35)


Then, any historian worth their ‘salt’ would and must entertain conjectures that cross temporal boundaries be they situated in either past, present and/or future. To re-envisage the apparent intentions of Julius Caesar in crossing the Rubicon we do not need much more than he did so with his legionnaires, that he did not have permission from Rome for doing so, entered into a civil war, and was victorious in such a venture, re-defining the ensuing trajectory of Roman history from a Republic to an Empire, etc. (36)


Or, that the historian, from present time-consciousness attempts, to supply working conjectures linking key historical points already understood through such retrospective simplifications enacted, primarily, in present time consciousness... (37)


Then, for ourselves to contemplate the ramifications of our relatively non-existential and existential patterns of behaviour, then it behooves us to conduct various forms of a quick history of the future in order to evaluated the relative merits or non-merits of such forms of intervention or non-intervention, or, the ensuing consequences of the abstention of such deferred forms of decisive enaction. (38)


Or, from the obvious observation that such histories can be performed. Just as histories of the past are taken for granted. Looking primarily, there, for dis-continuities that seem to characterize the progression of one era and its partial replacement by the next, etc. That in noting the contours and re-configurations of such symptomatic or non-symptomatic aspects of our representations of that historical period in question. (39)

Where I would argue, histories of the present are more relevant when concerned with the observations of non-continuities, and the envisaged ramifications of such global or local phenomena. With the advent of cars, we then had the eventual building of suburbs. And, with smart phones, we found the disruptive advent of a less monopolized taxi service supposedly undercutting the monopolies held by taxis operating before such devices. Or, the advent of home deliveries of food, or, the circumvention of staying in hotels, hostels and motels when people put spare rooms up for short-term rental. (40)


We can also witness the facilitation of histories of the present by the ubiquity of surveillance and the Internet, along with mobiles and YouTube videos, and interacting fraternities of people forming such videoed inventories and their collating by others along with commentaries on the present, practically conducted in real time, i.e., that same day or the next.
 Where the well-deserved reputations of those daily collators and collaborators is seen by authentic historians of the present as a valuable asset in the successful dissemination of their mission to promulgate an as accurate as possible, up to date histories of the present. Witness those regular YouTubers, commentators on other platforms, etc., documenting, day by day, the more distinctive events of the Russo-Ukrainian War courtesy of uploaded videos from surveillance drones, first person drones, from mobiles of soldiers and citizens on both sides of this unnecessary and illegal conflict, etc., further complimented with commentaries by scholars and more traditional historians, etc. Where this war has become the most visually documented conflict in history, and where such innovations are radically changing the nature of contemporary warfare itself. (41)


Where, in histories of the future, we are more concerned with the conjectural assumption of continuities despite the non-continuities being discovered in the present that will and must have ramifications for how we will view that sense and semblance of the future (which should not be dismissed a merely some arcane form of futurology based on the mere expansion of our current desires and aspirations). So, we must assume people will still want to eat, drink and sleep, communicate, hope to find our lives-as-lived have a non-reductive, emergent positivity and authenticity in value, etc. That, given the relative cheapness, e.g., of solar power and wind power, then it is obvious the re-directed money for investment will follow these more cheaper solutions along with the expansion of both their quantity and quality. Where batteries can also more cheaply fill in and supply any immediate needs for dispatchable power (when, it should be noted, that the occasions that would call for such intervention, anywhere and everywhere on this planet Earth, may well be for no more than four to five days in total per year?
). (42)


Or, again, from the innovative non-continuity of autonomous driving we could ask ourselves how that might impact the design of such vehicles in an incrementally re-organized re-design of the same? If human agency is no longer directly involved would we need steering wheels, e.g., and would not that absent feature then lower the cost of manufacture and hence further potentiating the putative fact that this aspect of traditional driving would in all probability be eventually dispensed with (as, I might knowingly add, is already the fact in the operation of some current designs as witnessed by myself in reports on the development of such vehicles). The point of this observation is to note that innovation can both add novel features and subtract traditional features from the ensuing re-direction of such designs. (43)


But, in the formulation of an integrated approach to a certain historical topic how might this be better organized (through pursuing an ongoing process of re(-)self-organization?)? (44)

6. Supervising an Overall Approach


Surprisingly, it could be argued that the historical topic left to its own devices should be able to supervise such critical and radical re(-)(self-)organization!? Let me explain. (45)


Representations are simulated through textualized points of conformally viewed alignments and refined through the relegation of those points of relative conformal non-alignment. Into this midst of this lived-representationalism between relatively consonant background fields and the juxtaposition of relatively dissonant foregrounded materials processes of resolution are invoked and provoked whose apparent solutions, hopefully, pragmatically parallel our current appreciations of those ostensivley more richly entertained conformal parallels being non-economically reinforced over time in our entertainment of those overall approaches being focused upon in question and subject to such conjectural forms of clarification enacted through such reiterated patterns of overall conformal alignment. Where arguably, modest forms of re-triangulation should not be found to disrupt and deconstruct what has already been arrived at by such selectively forms of discrimination. In an ongoing interrogation of the represented situation to hand ensuing patterns of resolution either reinforce that current conformal status or refine the same (but will never completely deconstruct such conjectural constructions given necessarily interconnected forms of cultural-intercultural knowledge about this world as lived, upon which the dual concepts of insurance and assurance can effectively re-direct our representative trajectories in question should we need to avail ourselves of their further assistance in order to re-define our place in this same world at large). (46)


But, that granted, if only hypothetically or theoretically, how is it possible to conducted a comparative histories of the past? (47)

7. Comparative Histories of the Past 


A relatively conformal set of histories of the past are those that collectively and individually find the requisite degrees of mutual harmonization.as demonstrated through forms of non-economic simulation that are indicative of such closer forms of triangulation and re(-)triangulation. (48) 

That, given such triangulation, it follows that comparative perspectives are already embedded in an overall effective approach to that certain historical topic already in progress as being explored as that work in progress. (49)


So, e.g., in our comparative research, the path is already open to delineating those perspectives that, effectively, are internal economic correlatives or, through economic complexification, external economic correlativities along with the correlations between the former. E.g., someone who is fatally shot dies; my friend witnessed that President A of country X was fatally shot; therefore, A is no longer president of country X. Or, in more external terms of reference, on the television news, it is reported that President A of country X was fatally shot, etc. So, continuing, President A was shot yesterday; their body lies in state today; and, the funeral is tomorrow... connecting a thread of expectations co-associated with the death of this former head of state. Of course, in attempting to discern the probable consequences of this death is quite another matter given especially that the aspirational statements of politicians almost inevitably do not and cannot coincide with their future enactions more often than not. On the other hand, probabilities could be assembled through a statistical-like analysis of such declarative statements given that reiterated declarations are more probably entertained in intentionally objective terms of reference. So, a certain President-Elect is more probably going to deport a few undocumented individuals and their families unlucky enough to be noticed rather than the lowering of grocery prices as already admitted to by this elected candidate... but time will tell... (50)


Then, the virtual enactment of small range of decisions in re-triangulation can indicate to what extent small shifts have the chaotic potential of radically altering the ensuing landscape... since, when small incremental changes are potentially indicative of much larger comparative outputs, be that through either bifurcation, emergent unification and/or a phase change in state, although, more correctly, such correlative aspects cannot be completely and absolutistically separated as such. So, e.g., the feeding of a very hungry person oversees their survival, and, in contrast, the non-feeding of a very hungry person will inevitably ensure their imminent death. (51)


That the same follows when applied to a comparative appreciation of histories of the present or histories of the future. (52)

8. Realizing Comparative Histories of the Present and Future


In my recent reading, I was surprised to discover the following series of comments:

Interestingly, Kuhn and Foucault agreed that it was impossible to write a history of the recent past. Yet, Foucault had no problem using his pre-20th-century ‘histories of the present’ as a basis for contemporary critical intervention. This was because Kuhn and Foucault had rather different grounds for believing in the impossibility of contemporary history. While Kuhn believed that archival material relating to the recent history of science could be organised - indeed, he led such an activity for the American Physical Society in the 1960s. - he did not believe that a proper history could be written as long as the major intellectual issues were still unresolved. In line with the incommensurability thesis, Kuhn believed that history requires that the past be treated as a foreign land, separated in time as if by space. In contrast, Foucault’s doubts about the writing of recent history were based on the historian’s lack of authority in speaking for evidence that is still being used to legitimate contemporary regimes. Instead, Foucault believed that his counter-hegemonic’ strategy of marrying the ‘specialised erudition’ of the library and archives with the ‘subjugated knowledge’ of the dispossessed resembled the sort of power that marginalised aristocrats could exercise on the behalf of the poor in bourgeois societies.

When comparing the responses of Kuhn and Foucault, it is worth noting that by the time they had to account for the consequences of their ideas, both held prestigious and secure academic posts. Neither had to worry about the impact of their responses on their livelihood. In that respect, both were burdened with significant negative responsibilities, but only Foucault rose to the challenge. (53)


In light of this short segment of text, it would seem pertinent to point out that to be fully responsible for our enactions,
 at any time, albeit forever in the immediacy of the present, we need to conduct a ‘consequential analysis’ which can be none other than a ‘history of the recent past’, indeed, so recent that it must also be a ‘history of the present’, and, at the same time we also need to be sufficiently mindful of an existentially oriented  proscriptive dimension, etc., regardless of whether we are observers or participants in the histories under review. However, this does not mean we should inject our own value-judgment, but, rather, let the ‘readings’ of these situations, more or less, write themselves or re-write/re-(up)right themselves through the auspices of working suspensions, etc. That the upshot of such reflections implies that histories of both the recent past and a contemporaneous sense of the present need to be suitably contemplated despite such reluctance to do so or the prejudice that such efforts are either not worth the effort or are impossible to effectively accomplish (and that a similar negative stance in regard to histories of the future should also be seriously discounted for similar reasons
)… (54)  

9. Ramifications 


What, then, are the ramifications of this critical and radical outline of historical appreciation? (55)


That historical ‘positions’, on account of both their impossible constitution in intentional consciousness and their trans-intentional appreciation through judgment, are to be duly dispensed with, and, where these misbegotten philosophical tendencies are substituted with the triangulation, and their ongoing re(-)triangulation, of relevant approaches as constructed through a seemingly relevant set of economic approaches capable of enriching our current conformal appreciation of the historical ‘representations’ as currently in play and under interrogative questioning.  Such forms of appreciation being realized through critical forms of historical treatment that seek and note all relevant forms of iterative alignment that further reinforce either that conformal form of appreciation or oversee the apposite modification of the same, etc. That such is performed in order to restore that relatively internal intentional density, intensity and thematic propensity of alignments, along with their relatively external intentional consilience, salience, and propinquity, or, i.e., their contextual standing, as currently being found discerned in our conformal representations of the situations being placed under such review. Briefly, what is entailed in this specifically sketched form of an overview? (56)


In an intentional appreciation of the richness and enrichment of our lived-experiences, should those intentional expectations match, more or less, the hermeneutical characteristics as expected to be experienced then we are appropriately permitted to ascertain that the relevant richness of intentional modalities is duly present. Then, similarly, should the intentional intensity of those intentional modalities be phenomenal-phenomenologically realized in a matching of the recollection of our past experiences then we may properly ascertain such correlational alignments are being duly observed. Furthermore, if requisite anticipations are being appositely ascertained then we may surmise that those anticipations are being duly observed in that existential form as experienced. (57)

Again, from a relatively external point of view, say, through the relative imputation of the super-economic, we similarly need to recognize that the accommodative consilience being entered into between various appropriate forms of economic alignment (through, say, economic complexification), etc., is critically representative of its hyper-accommodation in conventional-like terms of reference, and, where, by such mean, such novelties, innovations, final languages, definitive histories and their insights, etc., are to be duly recognized and appreciated. Then, economically, we appreciate the salience of our explorations through the economic forms of resolution presented, albeit in a virtual form until non-economically transformed in non-virtual, causally oriented terms of reference representative of ‘our now being there’ so to speak. That, with the requisite degree of standing, this element of propinquity that permits us to intervene, therein, preferably with an existential complexion given our direct standing in such matters. Such standing giving us permission for us to permit a conversion of the virtually oriented unilateral responses of the next moment into existentially oriented, non-virtual, unilateral responses of the first moment... (58)


That as a result, no disciplinarian can truly stand back in a detached manner from the simulated representations of their disciplinary work and have no proscriptive inclinations whatsoever even if, for the current moment, they might have to be provisionally dissimulated... (59)

10. Some Provisional Conclusions, etc.


That, although we might focus on histories of the past, or present, or future, more correctly, we need to understand that we do all three at the same time through a mix of overt and covert forms of focus. Just as an historian, in the placing of themselves in the minds of their protagonists and those historically around those protagonists, whilst also mindful of their intended audiences, as contemporary historians, in this Contemporary era too, must also entertain conjectures jointly across those three times zones, as well as from each of those points of temporal review (just as natural languages, each in their own way, have developed ways of doing this complex work of hybrid tenses beyond the apparent simplicity of a mere sense and semblance of a past, present, and future
). (60)


I also feel it incumbent upon the critical disciplinarian to fully observe, in all senses, an existentially oriented proscriptive dimension, albeit one that is allowed to find its own voice in forms of intervention that transformationally re(-)write unilateral responses of the last moment into unilateral responses of the first instance through a suitable existentialization of unilateral responses of the next moment. (61)


Moreover, that we should recognize that there can be no ultimate incommensurability although it only takes two degrees of incremental separation to encounter the apparently incommensurable nature of the radically-radical, whereas, through insurance and assurance, etc., the radically-radical can be rendered relatively commensurable and relatively-radical one increment at a time be that either forward or backwards from a point of a pre-established, relative conformal assurance. (62)


That a relatively conformal, provisionally treated appreciation of the historical can be explored through the critical application of approaches pre-invested in such intentional objectives. That, on occasions, radical forms of interpretation will arise non-economically that, in turn, deserve to be suitably re(-)appropriated conventionally in hyper-economic terms of reference, etc. Where, much of this work of resolution and critical re(-)appropriation is done through processes of non-economic resolution itself. Well, at least from a theoretical point of view since there will be occasions when we just do not recognize what is currently to hand in that regard. But, still, following a harmonic trajectory of apparent resolution is a good place to start even if it should prove to be a relative dead end. On the other hand, harmonically approaching our processes of re(-)triangulation, small increment by small increment, may well, eventually, illuminate those current innovations to hand that were formerly overlooked  in what then becomes the radical reconstruction of those overlapping histories in question. (63)


Where, observing the relevant, is found to make a difference, one way or the other, in the conformally reiterated and scrutinized explorations of our current disciplinary undertakings... where the non-critical is rendered critically re(-)written, and, where the critical addition or subtraction of increments is found to innovatively open us up to the potentially insightful realm of the relatively-radical, that, in turn, is then hyper-economically re(-)appropriated though the wider terms of the relatively super-economic, and so on.
 (64)








        Noël Tointon, Penrith, 13.12.24.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html�


� 	A ‘skeleton’ presentation in the sense of only outline a set of methodological approaches and not directly applying such approaches to the specificity of an exact historical recounting of putatively interconnected sets and series of events. In a similar manner to the previous essay where a series of connected ideas are posed without their specific application to the recounting of a certain ‘putatively connected sets and series of events’. This abstention from the impossibility of ‘positions’ and their replacement through a ‘complex, productive triangulation of approaches’ reflects the latest development of my ideas as developed in Book XII, especially in the twelfth essay.


� 	Be that topic metaphysically inter-ordered or non-metaphysically inter-ordered, etc.


� 	E.g., from a quantum perspective we find a range of possibilities (in a range that could be argued as not being absolutistically identical given that the collapse of the so-called ‘wave function’ over an infinite number of possibilities never absolutely equals, say, a ratio of 50:50 even if the trend is apparently 50:50 and can be treated as such retrospectively).


� 	I.e., the default mode for society is an expected intrusion in his regard, so, in circumstances that fall beyond our usual purview it would seem more appropriate to then resist the making of such binary judgments especially when we lack an adequate understanding of the circumstances of that specific person.


� 	Refer, e.g., to my recent essay: X7. The Changing Face of Contemporary Warfare...


� 	As argued, e.g., by Tony Seba. Refer to my essay in Book 6 titled: 7X. The Great Transformation aka The Great Disruption: Running Histories of the Past, Present and Future in Order to Discern Probable Continuities, Dis-Continuities and Non-Continuities? (12.1.23).


� 	Steve Fuller; Kuhn vs. Popper: The Struggle for the Soul of Science; Icon Books, UK, 2003, p. 200-201. I have cited a lengthy section to also introduce the idea of historical responsibility as noted at the end of this quotation (which would be reviewed, in accordance with my approach to such matters, under the economic lens of ‘proscription’ as a sub-economy in its own right and within the overall descriptive-prescriptive-proscriptive economy as well). 


� 	Where ‘enactions’ covers ‘actions, non-actions, and the deferral of inactions, be the latter either postponed or effectively cancelled’.


� 	To some extent discerning a necessity to do such forms of historical research coupled with the demonstrated pragmatics that such tasks can be suitably accomplished and that that should put paid to such forms of resistance. Although I also recognize a certain degree of optimism in this regard on my part given the stubborn inertia of our mental sets and their unrecognized asymmetrical predilection to be maintained in a rigid manner in keeping with our ideological thinking and which can only be knowingly confronted through the utilization of suitable suspensions, etc., along with an awareness of such biases appertaining to our major discourses as we attempt to reframe our questions outside and beyond their hegemonic influences.


� 	E.g., Sanskrit has an over-developed sense of the past with a wonderful variety of options in this regard. Whereas, English has a seemingly diminished sense and semblance of the future whilst also having an interesting set of strategies for dealing with the present (in what I perceive as the development of an ongoing ahistorical present through the use of present participle standing alone without an obligatory finite verb just as Sanskrit also appears to want to merely implicate a finite verb without explicitly stating the same. But, that is my opinion, and, I am sure some might think that to be just a case of perpetuating bad grammar that someday may well become an orthodox option in the distant future should such trends continue and reinforce that type of a trend? In effect, presenting a fait accompli)?


� 	Under ‘and so on’ we can note the contribution that ‘histories’ can bring to the re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphyicss (which will be taken up in the rest of this Book X, Part II).





