1
13

X12. The Re-Constitution of a Non-Traditional Metaphysics: 
The Radical Re-Envisioning (of a Philosophy) of Science 

Through the Triangulation of Scientific Approaches

BOOK 10

The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline
Volume III

The Prescience of Philosophy as a Discipline:

Beyond Criticism:

How Should Philosophy 

Progressively Perfect an Ongoing Critique of its Discipline,

And,

Through Such Constructive Insight,

Perceptively Appreciate the Nature of the Human Condition??

A Critique of Theory versus A Theory of Critique…

N. K. Tointon

2020 – 2025

X12. The Re-Constitution of a Non-Traditional Metaphysics: 

The Radical Re-Envisioning (of a Philosophy) of Science 

Through the Triangulation of Scientific Approaches
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


The following essay is another ‘skeleton’ presentation where I will try to explore, in outline, the re-envisaging (of a philosophy) of ‘science’. If we were to ask ‘how is science performed?’ then we would be doing a ‘meta-scientific form of appreciation’. Then, in philosophical reflection upon the same that would then take the form of a ‘meta-meta-scientific form of appreciation’, etc. In effect, by either design or by default, soon entering into a ‘metaphysical’ form of research in which we attempt to appreciate the ‘meta-philosophical’, etc. Albeit, reconstituted as a ‘metaphysical approach’ that is ‘transformationally oriented and not invested in either a postionalistic or substantialistic nor negative nihilistic set of presuppositions, and so on. Where the expectation for a consistent conformal process of truth appreciation arises only through an appreciation of textualized forms of alignments, mis-alignments, and non-alignments, etc. Or, in effect, where the metaphysics of this overall sense and semblance of an approach is arrived at through processes of reduplication and duplication as defined previously, where the former takes on an inter-ordered complexion and, an ensuing metaphysical complexion as a consequence. I would like to think of the following presentation along the lines of ‘the baking of a cake’. I can tell you its ingredients by listing its more basic inputs, and why I am baking this cake as an intended form of output. But, as to the emergence of this cake, itself, that would be very much left to the guided imaginations of the reader or audience entertaining and integrating that succession of such ideas. As for these ingredients, I would like to mention the absence of positions and the relative presence of triangulated approaches; these concepts of reduplication and duplication; the important aspect of transformation; conformal considerations along with a deeper awareness of the problematicity of current scientific endeavours, etc., and the ensuing multi-various ramifications flowing on from these reconfigurations in the contours and trajectories of this hybrid
 and duplicated
 topic involved in the critical and radical representation of a viable and tenable
 understanding of ‘science’, more or less, as a ‘philosophy of science’, and as a metaphysical sub-topic within the inter-ordered dimensions of a metaphysical domain .
 (0)

The sections of this essay will reflect these headings and other stated intentions in the order that they will find themselves being presented. Ending with the usual provisional conclusions, and so on. (1)

1. Confronting a Series of Initial ‘Problems’


It is my impression that scientists must have some idea of what they are doing but not necessarily an in-depth appreciation of their overall topic of science given a need to work with sub-topics like physics, chemistry, biology, etc., in conjunction with mathematic, statistics, the design of experiments and their replication of evidence, etc. That it may well be we cannot reduce biology to just chemistry, etc., and, in reverse, compute how higher orders of organization can be predicted, etc. Then, a philosophy of science is also riven with competing schools of thought… and hence this radical response of mine given the perceived need to differentiate the relatively non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical (along with the non-recognition of the radically-radical unless suitably mediated by the relatively-radical). (2)


For a start, let me first quip that in the world of science no one does science. The reasons behind this observation are that scientists operate in their respective fields and less often, between fields in some form of interdisciplinary research, and, very much like historians, also need to conduct sciences of the past, present and future to varying degrees. E.g., to merely contemplate an experiment they must fall back on the pregiven nature of their field as can be found there for them; eventually envisage the adoption and adaptation of their chosen approaches with the expectation, or hope, for an envisaged result, one way or the other, or, sometimes, somewhere in between, and, then contemplate the apparent success or failure of that experiment usually in the context of a wider frame of research given that all ‘approaches’ are ‘triangulated approaches enacted step by step, increment by increment, series by series, set/s by set/s, etc.’ Triangulated because without triangulation in a conformal manner there could be no evaluation of that research in terms of the necessary re(-)iterations of its truth determinations in a coherent manner in the context of a pre-understood pattern of co-alignments, etc. And, moreover re(-)iterated because without the necessary degree of iteration no experiment could be conformally ascertained. Noting, too, that no instance of iteration can ever be precisely coincident with any other similar iteration by virtue of the fact that its coordinates in time and space will be different, different relational inputs will be interacted with despite the presuppositions of an interconnecting phenomenology along with the overall stability of our overall semantic field/s dealing with such similar types of topical situations. Hoping, of course, that similar patterns of resolution will be observed that would then allow us to overlook such inescapable differences in the pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions involved in such reiterated experimentation, etc. That, furthermore, as an observational comparison we might refer to alteration in ‘direction’ as ‘re-direction’,
 and, that as processes of re-direction are chaotically instigated that we might then suppose, on par with working suspensions and their automatic de-suspensions, that the re-self-organized nature of alterations might be better re-understood as not only re-self-organized processes of as re(-)re(-)direction but, more accurately, as de(-)re-redirection (or de(-)re(-)direction on the assumption that the continuing preservation of the re-directed ‘direction’ itself must be economically reiterated otherwise there would be no preservation of such ensuing identities other than in a completely impossible momentary sense
). (3)


This economic idea of ‘triangulation’ presupposes that ‘positions’ do not exist as supposedly depicted and, thereafter, as insisted upon, but, that approaches can overlap and present themselves through such coincidences with the appearance of de facto positions… and their non-regulated, unreconstituted language that so happily appears to coincide with the same. However, as philosophers, as critical disciplinarians, we will save ourselves much trouble by completely dispensing with this misleading concept of ‘positions’ altogether and substituting ‘overall effective approaches’ or some other semantic equivalent. Negatively, we avoid such forms of nonsense, and, for that matter, by taking a non-dialectical approach to controversies as to whether an identity i is x, is not x (-x), is both x and -x, and/or is neither x nor -x. So, e.g., we can dismiss the particle-wave controversy, as to whether x is either a particle and/or a wave, by arguing that such information(al identification) can and must be approached from different directions and, therefore, can then be defined/re-defined accordingly. Positively, by recognizing the directionality of our perspectives; and, that no perspective can be exhausted; that there can be no exhaustion in our choice of perspectives; and, that a ‘working pragmatics’ is required in order to conduct an appreciation of our choices in so far as they are seen or not seen to be that ‘which has worked’ and ‘that which has appeared to have worked better for us’ in the context of our present circumstances.
 Just what is entailed, therefore, in a working pragmatics based on approaches (and not the impossibility of unimodal, bimodal, or closed trimodal forms of positionality)? (4)


Although a ‘working pragmatics’ is defined as ‘being centered in the de-ontological (shorn of all nonsense re impossible Principles, etc.)’ it cannot nor should be exercised purely in those restricted terms of reference. I.e., there is a necessity to also invoke both aesthetical and pragmatical forms of adjuncts as supplementary to such considerations. Implying by such means a first definition of ‘supplementary’. However, at long last, after considerable reflection, let me definitively redefine ‘complementary approaches’ and ‘supplementary approaches’ along the following lines: a ‘complimentary set of approaches’ are involved in ‘the initial triangulation of a certain effective sense and semblance of an overall approach, and, where a ‘set of supplementary approaches’ invoke a ‘different set of triangulated approaches’, but, where a ‘hybrid complementary-supplementary approach’ is when ‘the former appear to partially overlap’. Let me demonstrate this more refined vision of these types of approach in the articulation and delineation of a certain topic. (5)


Assuming we need three approaches to overlap an economy of delineation we could consider those three approaches to be complementary with respect to each other. So, e.g., in the economic specification of a certain intentional economy we need to note the intentional objective under consideration, the accompanying intentional motivation distinctively in play, and, the characteristics of the intentional subjectivity that is also accompanying these two correlative functions of objectivity and motivation. I could be thinking about finding something to eat being motivated in this direction because I am feeling hungry. I decide to open a can of tomato soup. My intentional direction is directed towards opening this can of soup and heating it in the microwave oven. However, not thinking soup to be enough to eat, settle on toasting some bread as well. This latter process could be considered to be, say, complementary given it will be eaten with the soup. On the other hand, in contemplating the partaking of a dessert after the soup decide to stew some apples while I am eating this soup and then have the latter, when they have cooled, with a large dollop of some freshly whipped creams prepared earlier. The dessert, somewhat metaphorically, can be seen as supplementary given that is not being eaten at the same time that I am having the soup although still an overall part of my having a meal. However, this analogy is only a first few steps in the overall direction required to fully appreciate a process of triangulation, be it with respect to a science project or program, or, something more secular like the preparing and cooking of a meal. (6)


To finesse this idea of triangulation in a disciplinary context let us conduct an experiment that simply observes the bringing to the boil of a beaker of water. The Bunsen burner is lit and the heating process begins. Now, I assume that proportional to the time spent heating this water with the Bunsen burner that the temperature will rise accordingly (somewhat in a linear fashion until boiling point is reached). I can also ‘measure’ the temperature of this water being heated with a thermometer. I will also assume that by putting the Bunsen burner on high that this process of heating will be made quicker. Then, as well, by comparatively observing the quantity of bubbles seen in the water I will also observe when the water is about to boil and when the water is actually boiling (and when the temperature of that boiling water will no longer increase as long as liquid remains in that beaker). Hence, in the pregiven light of theory already to hand, the effective triangulation of these various notions already possessed re the heating of water. After being heated for a certain period of time, I expect the water to start boiling. After a few minutes, the agitated surface of the boiling water and the thermometer in registering 100 degrees Celsius both allow me to confirm, in real time, that this observation ‘that the water is boiling to be correct’. Of course, we can consider that other forms of triangulation were also being co-opted, say, in noting the preconditions involved in the heating of water in the past, as duly noted, that those same conditions are also being re-instituted, and, in line with future expectations now find the present concurrence of boiling water at 100 degrees is again to hand, etc. To this we can also add., e.g., the use of a set of relevant conjectural economies, etc. E.g., ‘If I were to set out to boil water at sea level then should boil at around 100 degrees Celsius’.
 ‘Now, I am currently in the process of boiling water’.
 ‘I duly expect this water to boil soon given my attention to observing the relevant conditions involved in the successful boiling of water’.
 (7)


Moreover, other forms of economic translation are also possible, be they either overlapping in a complementary or supplementary format, form, and formation; be they primarily arrived at and applied through parallel forms of imputed economic complexification. E.g., if we were to add an existential aspect to our primary economy it could be considered to have been arrived at through complementation. Conjoining a form of historical triangulation through noting histories of the future, past, and present could then be considered to have been arrived at through supplementation (or through economic complexification which also allows us to redefine ‘supplementation’ as a ‘process of economic complexification when enacted in a parallel form of commentarial redescription’. Hence, by default, redefining ‘complementation’ as a ‘partial form of supplementation’ with respect to the understood configuration of the primary economy in question). (8)


Furthermore, in terms of an ‘economic localization’, metaphorically, we will forever have parallel economies ‘in front’ of us, economies ‘below’ us and economies ‘above’ us. Just as in science we have sub-disciplines like physics, chemistry, biology, etc; their treatment through either non-de facto or de facto hermeneutical, phenomenological, and/or existential lenses, along with suitably relevant forms of economic complexification; and, through the necessary imputation of a (positive sense and semblance of
) non-economic irruption indicative or relative super-economic terms of reference. Usually, however disciplinarians work unwittingly within an apparently relevant economic sub-discipline without being cognizant of non-economic forms of resolution and their super-economic appropriations in hyper-economic terms of reference within the imputed sphere of the relatively super-economic. Hence this overall disciplinary ‘blindness’ to the economic, the non-economic and the super-economic. But, such short-sightedness is not being excused since the critical disciplinarian needs to take such economic levels in economic localization into account in order to formulate more accurate forms of suitably located economic representation on a progressive path that should then reveal both critical patterns of reformation and potentially radical forms of re-formation along with their ensuing incremental radical reformation of that economic ‘landscape’ (through an ongoing critical re-appropriation of the chaotic complexion of that evolving ‘landscape’ as appertaining to either that general, particular, and/or specific set/s of economic representations). (9)


As an analogy to this concept of triangulation, and the evolving triangulation of triangulation as a process of ‘re(-)triangulation’, we have the necessity, e.g., of needing to know three types of interlinked coordinates in order specify a certain point or area or volume in a certain designated space. Similarly, in order to designate and treat a certain point in time, say, as an historian dealing with Caesar’s crossing of the Rubicon, we need to ascertain its location in these three histories of the past, present, and future with respect to its then location within the same, along with motivated intentions seemingly reflected in Caesar’s transgressive forms of behaviour, etc. So, e.g., Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon in the year 49 BCE (on January 10) and it would appear his intentions then were to confront the political authorities in Rome (i.e., the event as past, non-present, not-future; with those action enacted not in the past, but in the present, and not in the future; with intentions that were motivated towards the not-past, not-present, but in the future in his envisaging a successful confrontation with Rome… so, by such means, allow the historian to carefully articulate in their historical narration a notation of this event; the nature of its occurrence as a simple or complex genre of behaviour; and the apparent motivation that could be conjecturally and speculatively thematized along statistical lines of reiterative conformance
). Then, to more fully specify place and time, these two just outlined (sub-)economies would need to be conjoined in a complementary fashion, given that an historical specification needs to be economically conjoined and fully overlap (given historical specification needs to be both temporal and spatial in their historical delineations, etc.
). (10)


Interestingly, as a conjecture, as both history and science, etc., as inter-ordered phenomena (as arrived at through ordered forms of reduplication) are metaphysically oriented (in its critical/radical reconstitution through an anti-representational-representative lens, etc.) it would appear that what is found to be relatively pertinent to one will also be found to be relatively pertinent to the other. So, e.g., as scientific experiments cannot be conducted without reference to histories of the past, present and future it implies that in this regard both history and science have a symmetrical semblance of a co-presentation of isomorphic-like information with the implication that as no relationships are ever one way (as another conjecture) it follows that historical presentations need to be scientifically co-presented, i.e., in a manner phenomenologically in keeping with scientific-like patterns of textually represented identification, etc. Or, in other words, what works for one must work for the other, to the extent, e.g., that if an historical event were presented in the immediate present, albeit hypothetically and virtually, its scientific evaluation should be the same regardless of its era of presentation (if found to be reasonably accurate and conformal in that regard). I.e., Julius Cesar was a person with all the hallmarks of their mortality in keeping with any person, and all people, if clinically observed in the immediacy of the present. Sadly, this demonstration of his humanity, and mortality, was infamously demonstrated in his assassination in 44 B.C.E. (on March 15). Or, further retranslated, if suitable contemporary forms of scientific evaluations were to have been conducted in 44 B.C.E. they should present with the same results as if they now were to be conducted in the currency of the present, etc.
 In other words, a certain number of implicit principles are operating in both our histories and our sciences, e.g., the supposition that across time under normal or equivalent circumstances similar phenomena should present with a similar phenomenology. (11)


Now, let me shift to a more speculative mode in order to explore how these shifts in translation could and should radically impact this process of ‘doing science’ in whatever sub-economic field that disciplinarian is working within. (12)


Already, an historical co-presentation is at least implied in our dealing with events able to be subjected to scientific-like forms of treatment, etc., through suitably conducted processes of re(-)triangulation involving relational elements of that sub-economic field along with adjuncts like mathematical forms of representation, informal  observational reports and more formal reportings, statistical approaches in analysis, and the array of requisite conjectures in the context of an already preformed body of knowledge appertaining to that economic sub-field, etc. (13)


Concepts like re(-)triangulation can also be applied to so-called ‘dualities’, like, e.g., the Anti-de Sitter/Conformal Field Theory Duality or abbreviated as the AdS/CFT Correspondence… as a conjectured relationship between two seemingly incommensurable sets of theories in physics (and whose surprising interrelationship is imputed on a holographical basis). Now, the apparent binary operationalism being invoked can be re-contextually re-sited in a trimodal economic context of a transformational retreatment with the hypothetical implication that a third set of theoretical constructs should be able to be supplied in some form or other, not necessarily in the same format (given apposite shifts in perspective), with the further implication that this so-called ‘duality’ or ‘correspondence’ could be retranslated along the lines of a trimodal set of economic ‘correlatives’ (of an overlapping complementary orientation, or, as economic ‘correlativities’ when viewed from a more supplementary sense of a parallel form of economic complexification). Now, given such phenomena should also be found presented in a de Sitter universe, in the curvatures of currently observable space, one must suppose that such a series of correlatives should also have a de Sitter translation. I.e., our theoretical ability to fully entertain at least two more ‘correspondences’, say, between an anti-de Sitter world and our de Sitter vision of space-time, and, conformal field theory (theories) and this same sense and semblance of a de Sitter world. In other words, hypothetically, we should be able to articulate a trimodal set of correlative-like correspondences between these three candidates, or the addition of some other open-ended apposite formulation (along more supplementary avenues of approach). However, admittedly, so much for such a theoretical approach since it has been impossible to date to engineer such a possible correspondence between the anti-de Sitter and the de Sitter aspects of this putative equation, or, the de Sitter expressions of our universe and this conformal field (or these conformal field theories given the equally imputed non-absolutistical integration of this same overall frame of reference just as approaches can be made to overlap as an integrated set of approaches in the formation of the semantic mapping of an overall approach, but, again, never their complete coincidence in the non-critical presentation of an impossible ‘position’, etc.). (14)


Although, such an already articulated correspondence can currently have nothing to do with the realities of lived-experience in a de Sitter space we must eventually suppose, in a hopeful spirt of scientific optimism, that such imputed correspondences will eventually have correspondences with either direct and/or indirect forms of phenomenal-phenomenological patterns of observable reality, and so on. (15)


I would argue that in science, as in all other disciplines, given a non-exhaustion in suitably applicable perspectives that can be chosen for the conduct of our doing research, that all other forms of scientific expression will also be found to have correspondences between different expressive formats. That, at the end of the day, on pragmatic grounds, those formats that better facilitate our representations, observations and calculations, etc., will usually be adopted and adapted rather than more cumbersome forms of representations. Somewhat similarly, just as the complications of Ptolemaic astronomy were traded in for the simplifications of a Copernican system, then refined by Newtonian, and, later, by Einstein, and, a no doubt, a veritable cast of conflicting characters, opinions, theoretical cul de sacs etc, that would complicate the narration of histories in between… Even the Roman Catholic Church got itself involved since it is not obvious, e.g., that Copernicus was correct, or, rather more correct, pragmatically speaking, than Ptolemaic. That, through historical extrapolation and philosophical theory (of the triangulation of approaches, etc.), we might well assume that we can never be absolutistically correct, say, only less incorrect, and, that it is to be expected that all theories are duly nested in more organized forms of theoretical accommodation that relatively and pragmatically proffer better and less anomalous forms of explanation. Just as, e.g., in economic localization, we need to recognize the relatively economic, the relatively non-economic, and the relatively super-economic, and so on. (16)


Based on my explorations of the archetypal economy through a gestalt lens (and its tripartite divisions of ‘background, foreground, and a simulated subjectivity appertaining to the relationship being entertained between the former’, and so on) I have since argued that all economies, in both their institution and location, share a common relative transformational isomorphic invariance that allows us to demonstrate in our various styles of methodological treatment that such patterns in methodological approach, themselves, can be viewed as overlapping either through forms of overlapping complementation and/or parallel forms of supplementation.(as through the utilization of suitable and relevant forms of economic complexification). Let me demonstrate that our economic tools are already witness to this imputed preservation of a comparative relative transformational isomorphic invariance. E.g., in the definition of the ‘philosophical economy’ as ‘one-part hermeneutics, one-part phenomenology, and one-part existential specification’ we can overlap the same on an economy of transformational retreatment in terms of the ‘hermeneutic’ as ‘pretreatment, the ‘phenomenological’ as ‘treatment’, and the ‘(non-systematic) existential’ as ‘retreatment’ with the obvious implication that in our ability to travel from pretreatment to treatment to retreatment that we should, at the same time, also be able to psychically move from the hermeneutic sub-economy to the phenomenal-phenomenological sub-economy, and thence to the (non-systematic) existential sub-economy, etc. Of course, metaphorically, such ‘transitions’ or ‘transformations in orientation’ are also dialectically simultaneous, or can be operated in reverse (in an anticlockwise direction), or in a partially linear exposition, incrementally inform our behaviour in such a manner that inevitable moments of chaotic re-direction would also occur and perhaps re(-)occur (through either emergence, bifurcation, and/or phase changes). Arguing also for the same within both ordered terms of reference and inter-ordered terms of reference. E.g., as noted in passing, that common appeals that will also need to be made in regard to histories of the past, present, and future since neither the historian nor the scientist can dispense with such notions whether this fact be recognized or not.
 (17)


Besides this implicit ruling that a phenomenal-phenomenological equivalence must be invoked between similar relational situations and their relevant distinctions, accommodations, and transformational patterns of resolution, and so on, what other conjectured ruling might profitably be added to this potentially controversial list?
 (18)


In the meantime, let me note the following three additional rulings, namely, ‘nothing is not nothing’; ‘something is not something’, and, ‘there can be no forms of pure equality (where, with respect to the latter ruling, we duly note that ‘no different approaches, either individually or collectively, can be rendered absolutistically equivalent’ except when framed as such in either a priori terms of reference or in provisional, pragmatically useful terms of reference). (19)


Discarding a negative nihilism and promoting a positive nihilism on the productive grounds of either an acceptance of an anti-representational-representationalism and/or an anti-positionalism. Because, positions are impossible to either recognize, encounter, and/or engage, and, a substantial positionalism is just as impossible to entertain as any other misguided form of positionalism. That, even in the annihilation of a particle and its anti-particle never oversees a mere reduction to just pure energy since that energy is transported by other particles, even if calculations find it useful to utilize such a fruitful fiction as calculations conducted on the basis, say, of a preservation of energy, etc. (20)


Then, as approaches are not misguided forms of substantialistic positioning it follows that all forms of identified identification should not be mis-formulated through the erroneous lens of an errant substantial positionalism. So, something is not some ‘thing’ unless we admit such identification is errant, and a product of either an a priori definition and/or the ensuing provisional treatment of the relational situation in question, along with its relational elements, as articulated on pragmatic-linguistic grounds of convenience only and badged accordingly. Just as exemplified in the Buddhist parable of the disassembled chariot. A chariot has no soul or substance denominating ‘chariot’ be it either assembled or disassembled. Just as today, no autonomous automobile would be considered to possess either a soul or some form of eternally unchanging substance since the manufacture of this kind of vehicle needs no reference to such misguided notions or the apparent convenience of such linguistic habits (since if such a vehicle were to be involved in an accident it would still be necessary to identify this vehicle as the one involved in that accident, etc., but, even here, no soul or substance has been pre-formed in order to supply such a referential nomination since such speculative additions add nothing to such proceedings). Indexicals are expressions of our semantic maps and need no such additions whatsoever! (21)


As argued on a number of occasions elsewhere, there can be no true equality, only the simulated form of an effectively coinciding form of an alignment through refined forms of re(-)triangulation of approaches. However, on the pragmatic ground of linguistic convenience such forms of equality are provisionally noted as possessing only a de facto status in that specified regard. But, then, given the counter-objection of ‘self-identity’, as something that we need to refer to, we must insist that even here that such identities pertaining to the same existential descriptors have such a provisional identity only through forms of imputed continuity where processes of transformation must be invoked in order to account for the apparent preservation of such continuities (and where self-identity can only be formulated on the a priori grounds of stating that X at time t1 remains X at t2 through the insisted upon continuity linking t1 and t2, etc., even though X at t1 is different at t2 (without of course, at the same time, insisting upon the opposite absurdity of an absolutistical form of a completely non-continuous sense and semblance of difference). (22)


Hoping, by such a critical use of language, to be able to suitably differentiate and accommodate, etc., the relatively non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical in the more successful expedition of our disciplinary endeavours. (23)


I noted an appreciation of science as meta-scientific, the philosophical appreciation of science, through duplication, as a ‘philosophy of science’, and a ‘philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’ as ‘meta-philosophical, i.e., ‘metaphysical’ in a non-traditional sense, i.e., as ‘inter-ordered’, and so on.
 But, more correctly ‘sciences’, as with ‘histories’, they are already primarily ‘metaphysical’ in tenor through ‘forms of ordered reduplication’. Let me explain... (24)

2. The Necessity for Engineering a Non-Traditional ‘Metaphysical Turn’


At this point in this exposition, I must stress that ‘doing sciences’, as with the ‘doing of histories’, we are primarily dealing with a metaphysical endeavour, albeit as reconstituted in and through an overall non-traditional approach as attested elsewhere. As argued in The Seventh Book.... and thereafter, science is an inter-ordered phenomenon arising through the symmetrical reduplication of the fifth trans-cognitive order of hermeneutic potentiality, possibility, probability, potency, etc. Where through such reduplication we arrive at an inter-ordered phenomenon. On the other hand, in a contrast, the asymmetrical duplication of the ‘philosophy of science’, as a ‘philosophy’ and ‘not as a science’, in effect, must be the ‘philosophical appreciation of the metaphysical’, where, at the same time, the metaphysical has also been defined as ‘meta-philosophical’ in orientation, and v.v., and, where, therefore, the philosophical appreciation of the meta-philosophical must be meta-meta-philosophical/meta-metaphysical in its primary orientation. ‘Primary orientation’ because through automatic processes of retreatment (and its de-suspended de-metafication) an intermingling of these various meta-levels oversees the overall intermediation of the same (through a working suspension and its de-suspension), where, in effect, the specificity of the (non-systematic) existential moment is a witness to such lived-experience arising from the emergence of such aesthetical integration, deontological expressions of such resolution, and their potential optimization in pragmatical terms of reference. But, there is much detail here to comprehend so let me break it down into small bite size pieces of information that might better contribute to their metaphorical ‘digestion’. (25)

There are postulated to be six distinctive orders of trans-cognitive judgment and numbered from the ‘first’ we have phenomenological-semantic classifications (in an atomic form/at); integrated aesthetical judgment; deontological imperatives (without reference to impossible so-called ‘Principles’); pragmatic facilitation; hermeneutic potentiality; and, ontical determinations with a provisional factual status. (26)

Now the symmetrical reduplication of the same gives us an inter-ordered phenomena, namely, starting with the first type of inter-ordered phenomenon of a categorical metaphysics, i.e., as the first order of the first order producing the first inter-ordered order.
 In the second inter-ordered order we have a psychological-sociological spectrum; then, the political-like expression of intentional power, hopefully, with an existential complexion; functional considerations (dealing with fiscal concerns, practical economics, etc.); the topics of sciences; and the topic of histories. (27)


As noted, all inter-ordered phenomena are treated primarily as ‘metaphysical in orientation’. Hence the non-traditional tenor of this overall topic although the metaphysical categories, as extrapolated from our semantic mappings, do have some indirect resemblance to a more classical metaphysics and its preoccupations with certain abstract themes like, e.g., time, space, identity, change, causation, etc., etc. (28)


In this regard, we can oversee the resuscitation of a more traditionally oriented style of metaphysics, albeit as now revisited through the lenses of a complex pragmatics, a positive nihilism, recognition of the positive relationship to be engendered between both existential and non-existential aspects of lived-experience, the recognition of an anti-representational-representationalism, etc., and the limitations imposed by both such former constraints and their potential freedoms, etc. I.e., ‘to do histories’, e.g., allows us to better appreciate the current trajectories of our contemporary semblance of the present, and so on. Or, ‘to do sciences’ allows us to extend our interactions with this world at large in such a manner so as to better support our living in this world together for without this current establishment of such a pre-existing richness of interactions the world would lose its means of support... and the rest can be left to your imagination...   (29)


All in all, this endless variety of metaphysical appreciation further enriches the evolution of our appreciation of lived-experience. Then, without the advent of the relatively-radical, without our being able to recognize, encounter, and engage such a dimension both thinking and language themselves would never have evolved... (30)

What else might we take away from this metaphysical uptake of perspective and our dispensing with positions in so far as might wish to view both the doing of sciences and the doing of a philosophy of science, etc? (31)

On a more practical and technical level, economic correlatives within an economy, and economic correlativities when viewed between economies, implies that there will exist various isomorphically invariant forms of e/valuational formation that should permit various forms of transformational-transitioning to take place between such perspectives whose complexification could well both simplify and enrich the objectives of that research being entered into. An obvious example would be the much cited AdS/CFT Duality or Correspondence previously alluded to. Then, as if beckoning to us like the ever-sighing calls of sirens we have the potential to both find and extend such correlativities, say, between the microcosm of the quantum world and the macroscopic world of relativity; or, finding the means to cosmologically relate the so-called Big Bang and blackholes along with the expansion and expansive finality of the universe itself; or, relate matter with so-called ‘dark matter’ and ‘dark energy’, and so on. (32)

What else might we conclude? (33)

3. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

 Perhaps simple solutions and approaches like, e.g., incommensurable paradigms, principles of falsification, the very notion of positioning and positions, indeed, the very fabric of identity in all its forms are all things that need to be re-invested in and retranslated through both a critical and a radical metaphysical lens that does away with both the unnecessarily speculative and the obscuration of fallacious argument once appropriately recognized as such, etc. (34)


That, furthermore, at the end of the metaphorical ‘day’, this invocation of a metaphorical turn, that allows us to appreciate both the meta-philosophical and the inter-ordered nature of metaphysically oriented experience, through transformational retreatment, also ‘returns’ us to the everdayness of lived-experience. Albeit as now refreshed and revitalized in and through our contact with this metaphysical dimension. and its potential re-enrichment stemming from its having contributed both critical and potentially radical insights as if in order to continually ‘leaven’ the very lived-reality of such lived-experience. As if through processes of re-iteration we meet, from time to time, with that which, hitherto, had not already been iterated... (35)


Of course, we need to be somewhat humble and open in the face of this promise of a life re(-)enriched through these dimensions of the economic, etc., along with the ordered and the inter-ordered... Recognizing, furthermore, that all life is conducted through the auspicious of social systems along with their authoritative institution of characteristic restraints and freedoms imposed, both individually and collectively, and, where the problematic nature of our interactions can often be found in non-resolved modes of engagement to be found both within and between such forms of social organization. But, that is a subject matter that goes well beyond the scope of this short essay dealing with the metaphysical topic of ‘doing sciences’ and ‘our philosophical appreciation of our being able to do sciences’ from a metaphysically oriented set/s of appositely re(-)triangulated series of economic perspectives, etc..!! (36)

        Noël Tointon, Penrith, 29.12.24.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html�


� 	‘Hybrid’ being a ‘philosophy’ of ‘science’.


� 	‘Duplicated’ as the ‘x of y’.


� 	I.e., respectively ‘workable’ and ‘credible’. In effect, implying a pragmatic approach (and not a mere pragmatical approach).


� 	‘Reduplicated’, e.g., as the ‘x of x’; as both a ‘meta-science’ or ‘meta-meta-science’, and, the philosophical appreciation of the philosophical appreciation… and hence ‘inter-ordered’ and ‘metaphysical’ in its reconstituted sense (as ‘meta-philosophical’, etc.). These concepts of reduplication, etc., are explore in Book 9, etc. Effectively, using material from the previous essay and seeking to proffer a template for a ‘critical metaphysics’ (as a topic to be taken up in X13).


� 	Rather than with ‘redirection’ where there is ‘little change in its production/reproduction other than through incremental orchestration’. Like, e.g., the bringing of water to the boil rather than the phase change when water starts to boil, etc. I.e., doing things more or less the same with ensuing ramifications being subsumed within the same category of expectation. So, in the light of the previous example, bringing water to the boil is categorically the same phenomenologically until it actually starts to boil, etc.


� 	However, even in particle physics the apparent continuity of a process of re-direction is never absolutistically instantaneous in its creation-and-destruction with some degree of continuity in its preservation of identity? Otherwise, e.g., the mechanism of an explosion could not act as the basis for an explosive device, etc. Or, put another way, the cancellation of a physical system is never conducted in the terms of a transformation of mere energy or pure energy, that even energy needs something to transfer the directionality of that energy of transformation. Where even in the annihilation of matter and anti-matter new correlated forms of matter and anti-matter will be created.


� 	Where a ‘working pragmatics’ is neither ‘merely pragmatical’ as located in the fourth trans-cognitive order nor a ‘mere pragmatics’ located purely in a third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, but, open to those types of complementary and supplementary inputs that constitute a better range of working choices to be had in our appreciation and supervision of a certain topical situation.


� 	As an analytical contribution in the form of an analytical proposition (or tautology where it is either the case or not the case that this water is boiling at 100 degrees Celsius or is not boiling because it is not at 100 degrees Celsius).


� 	Adding a synthetic contribution in the form of a statement regarded as factually true.


� 	Completing this conjectural economy with this propositional-statement. Hence, here, the explicit triangulation of the conjectural economy between analytical propositions, statements, and the use of conjectural propositional-statements. To this we can also add an historical triangulation in a conjunction of appropriate histories of the future (as general hermeneutically oriented, pretreated expectations, genres, facts, etc.), as proper histories of the past (as particularized phenomenal-phenomenologically mapped semantic classifications, observations, treatments/operations, etc.), and apposite histories of the present (as specifically specified existentially oriented patterns of retreatment, etc., capable of re-writing both pretreatment and treatment, etc.). Note that differentially instigated patterns of retreatment effectively form chaotically oriented patterns of re-treatment where the ongoing economy of such transformation can be designated by the understood nomenclature of  ‘re(-)treatment’.


� 	Where a negative sense and semblance implies an impossible economic disposition as differentiated in the ‘fork’ of the non-economic fork. I.e., e.g., in negative terms we have the presentation of an impossible economic ‘position’ versus the possible possibility of a certain economic ‘approach’ (as, say, effectively triangulated in the form of an ‘overall approach’). I.e., e.g., in positive terms we have the causal production/reproduction of boiling water through the suitable preconditions that allow us to arrive at boiling water be that through either using a Bunsen burner, a microwave, or some other form of heating.


� 	E.g., if Julius Caesar was merely going for a ‘social visit’ to meet the authorities in Rome why travel with his legionnaires? The latter seemingly reinforcing this conjecture that his ‘intentions’ were ‘martial’ and not ‘civil’.


� 	Here a third element can be added of historical identities (and their supplementation with motives, adequacy/inadequacy of raw materials, winning/losing of battles, financial considerations, etc., etc.).


� 	Of course, such a conjecture cannot be actually proven, at least universally, however, its presuppositional basis must be at least implicitly present should we wish to discuss past events in contemporary-like terms of reference, and v.v.


� 	Paragraphs 3, 10. E.g., scientific experiments are envisaged on the back of previous experimentation, and, where formulating a list of facts is neither ‘doing science’ nor ‘doing history’, etc. That without invoking histories of the past, etc., no disciplinary narrations could be formulated in any discipline (other than, perhaps, the factualist who still must explain the rationale that motivates their distinctive types of listing.


� 	As noted in paragraph 11.


� 	Here proffering a necessary clarification of comments made in paragraph 0.


� 	In notation we could express this as 11.11 = 12.





