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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


First, I am being ‘ironic’, because in the previous essay I discussed the postponement of doing a categorical metaphysics as a ‘categorical metaphysics’ in order to explore such ideas from the point of view of doing ‘(hypothetical) sciences’. So, second the question becomes, can we ‘do categorical metaphysics’ (conveniently already with an ‘s’ indicating a plural) just within the confines of a categorical metaphysics? Third, the innocuously seeming ‘etc,’ also has a role to play in such proceedings, namely, can each field of metaphysical enquiry be just conducted on its own terms of reference and from the perspective of all the inter-ordered orders? Hence, fourth, how should we approach the topic of this ‘interoperability’ (or ‘inter-orderability’) of inter-ordered orders given that we can migrate from one order to some other through the implicit invocation of rules that already appear to allow us to pursue such forms of migration within an ordered philosophy? Or, in other words, what are some of these transformational rules/rulings (as axiom, etc.) that would allow us to migrate from one inter-ordered order to some other? Last, can we demonstrate such reasonable expectations, i.e., outline ways in which inter-ordered processes of such duplication can occur between these inter-ordered orders? Such as, e.g., doing historical research from a scientific point of view by utilizing scientific dating protocols, etc., such as, e.g., radio-carbon dating, TL testing, etc., etc. Thence the raison d’être of this essay is to better appreciate the potentially productive relationships that could be meaningfully engendered between these inter-ordered orders, and so on? (0)


In structuring this essay I will begin with a re-introduction noting the intended ‘irony’ of the title, and the broad consequences of the co-option of a categorical metaphysics by the scientific world, i.e., outlining an exploration of the apparent inter-operability of one ordered order operating on another ordered order by either reduplication or duplication, etc. Taking up this point I will reintroduce cognitive orders and explicate their migration to trans-cognitive orders through reduplication, and, thence, their inter-ordered inter-orderability
 continuing in the direction that sees the imputed formation as inter-ordered phenomena. Last, to proffer a working, provisional conclusion I will reintroduce this philosophy of transformational retreatment and examine the consequences it has for the metaphysical appreciation of an existential philosophy, and v.v. (1)

1. A Re-Introduction


Obviously, if we can describe the non-confinement of a categorical metaphysics, e.g., as being explored from a scientific-orientation, i.e., in a fifth inter-ordered order, then it follows that this topical aspect of a categorical metaphysics can be explored in terms that are other than primarily in terms that would directly apply to a categorical metaphysics. Then, the question in reverse could be asked, namely, can a categorical metaphysics be explored primarily in terms that belong to a categorical metaphysics per se? I.e., if we can describe features of a categorical metaphysics from a categorical perspective then it follows that this question can also be answered in the affirmative. In the broad discipline of philosophy, we see both traditional and non-traditional metaphysical notions can be explored in metaphysical terms of reference, preferably, of course in pragmatical terms of reference that do not transgress an anti-representational-representationalism, etc. Thence the broader implications of these observations that the first inter-ordered order can be viewed in both first and fifth inter-ordered terms of reference, and, by extension, in all probability, by all other inter-ordered orders, and v.v. I.e., by both implication and imputation, all processes of duplication can be applied to the entire range of inter-ordered phenomena. So, e.g., a categorical-metaphysics of scientifically oriented formulations; a psychology-sociology of our experience apparently co-associated with the formation of a categorical metaphysics; a political appreciation of the consequences of political enaction within the domain of the enacted political-economy from the perspective of a set of both relevant and related inter-ordered phenomena (like, e.g., the functioning of the social organization of a world of business, the world of food industries, the world of medical industries, etc.), a scientific-appreciation of the domain of political enaction (to the extent the scientific domain depends on this political-economic domain to build its more complex experiments, and, where scientific interventions can better facilitate and extend the functions of this domain, etc.), doing histories of the sciences, etc. (2)


Thence, therefore, the assumption of a general, non-restricted inter-operability, through both duplication and reduplication of inter-ordered phenomena, etc. Hence the working-existence of a non-restricted philosophy of inter-orderability in which the transformational rules between inter-ordered orders is generally assumed to exist in theory and in practice can be pointed to through the conventional use of descriptions. Where, an existential and radical sense and semblance of a critique, moreover, is further supplied through a critical appreciation of the same. Preferably in an overall approach that is receptive to the advent of radical forms of innovation when and where they are found to arise and can be recognized as such, etc.
 (3)


Now, let me introduce the cognitive orders, as the content of trans-cognitive judgments, hitherto sidelined in order to avoid further complicating this exposition of the metaphysical as both a meta-philosophical and inter-ordered phenomenon. (4)

2. The Inter-Orderabiity of Cognitive Order


Decades ago, I ended up proposing two overlapping sets of orders that found a perfect form of disentanglement by being relegated to a cognitive sphere (as the cognitivized content of an ordered judgment, and, a trans-cognitive sphere as a trans-intentional domain of judgment acts. (5)


Where these overlapping schemes delineated both intentional and judgmental aspects of linguistic functions dealing with the verb ‘to be’ in so far as a natural language appeared to supply (in the English language) with distinct forms of existence, their accommodations, and transformations, able to be entered into between the same. Where, by such means, certain descriptive rules appeared to accompany such observation and allowed us to entertain such distinctions, accommodations, and transformations. So, e.g., a certain table top could be ‘round’ or ‘square’, but, not both at the same time. Where a ‘salty taste’ is ‘tasted’ and is ‘not visually seen’, etc. Where we can ‘red+tabletops’ and stews that are both ‘sweet+and+sour’ but not ‘red+tabletops that are also green all over at the same time’. Hence the forbidding of -{red+tabletop]+green. (6)


At the center of the cognitive order is the resonance between a third ordered conceptual ideation and fourth ordered perceptual ideation… (7)


Now, extracted from conceptual content are non-integrated, atomic phenomenologically oriented ‘(pre-)essentials’ whose atomistic-like simplicity renders them as ‘pre-essentials’ given their ability to potentially agglutinate with other pre-essentials and form essential combinations both when and where such combinations are transformationally permitted in conventional terms of reference (along with all relevant qualifications given the role played by metaphorical thinking to seeming transgress more literal forms of description. E.g., when we say of a certain person that they are ‘salty’ or ‘sweet’ or ‘sour’, etc.). (8)


Hence the subsistent distinctions between the imputed delineation of ‘relatively non-integrated, atomic, pre-essential thoughts’ as first cognitively ordered orders, and, their contrasting combinations in the form of ‘permitted, relatively integrated, molecular, essential thoughts’ (with both as the contents of third order ideas) as second cognitively ordered orders. (9)


Similarly, extracted from fourth cognitively ordered ‘perceptions’, be they directly derived from a sensory field or either imagined or remembered, etc., we have putative facts that are either contextually non-affirmed as conformal facts in a potential or possible format only as fifth ordered ‘possibles’ or provisionally affirmed as conformal facts and treated as true facts represented in the form of statements rather than speculative propositions and given a cognitive sixth other status and (provisionally) nominated as ‘actuals’. (10)


Hence, in a tabulated linear format:

Cognitive Ideation

Existent Conceptual Ideas  versus  Existent Perceptual Percepts

Subsistent Thoughts




Subsistent Facts

Non-Integrated
Integrated


    Non-Integrated 
Integrated

10

20

30
   v
  40

50

60 (11)


A similar set of ideas applies to judgments. Hence the following tabulation
 of the trans-cognitive orders as judgments:

Trans-Cognitive Judgment

Phenomenological   Aesthetical    Existential    v   Pragmatical    Hermeneutical
Ontical

Semantic


    Deontological

             Possibles     Actual-

          Factuals

11

21

31
   v
  41

51

61 (12)

Now, some comments on these schemes. There is an obvious overlap, in part, between these two schemes on a subsistent level. In trans-cognitive judgments we treat an integration of essential judgments to be an ‘aesthetic’, hence aesthetical judgment. An interest on pre-essentials (as the constituents of an essentially integrated complex) is a form of phenomenological appreciation. Deontological judgments are treated as central to existential judgments but not exclusively, given ‘adjuncts’ in both aesthetical and pragmatical forms of complementation or supplementation. The judgment of possibility is perceived to be hermeneutical in orientation. Ontical judgments are those conformal judgments that have been iteratively either confirmed in real-time and/or verified outside real-time and, despite their ontical status will still be viewed as ‘provisional’, even if their reassignment of their ordered status to a fifth order is considered to be most unlikely. (13)


Now, the collective combination of the trans-cognitive judgments of the hermeneutical 51, phenomenological 11, and the existential 31 is viewed as the ‘philosophical economy’ P1. (14)


Speculatively, the collective combination of the aesthetical 21, pragmatical 41, and the ontical orders 61 was tentatively proposed as the ‘secular economy’. (15)


Where the reduplication of P1, as P1.P1 = P2 =M1 (metaphysical economy). (16)


Now, returning to these six cognitive orders, etc., decades ago, in the 1970s, these cognitive and trans-cognitive orders were proposed as a heuristic device to perform some considerable degree of work, namely, account for different aspects involved in the use of the verb ‘to be’, and, demonstrate how through incremental transformations conducted through judgment we can migrate from one order to another if conventional forces would allow such a transition to occur. So, e.g., from the cognitive first order of pre-essentials we can treat the conceptual-thoughts of ‘red’ and ‘table-tops’ in an integrated second ordered format as ‘red+tabletops’, i.e., as ‘tabletops that are thought of as red in colour’. Then that integrated thought can be entertained as an integrated idea 30, and may perhaps be seen in an act of perception or imagination or memory or in a dream, etc., as 40, which, when treated as a possible state of affairs 50 (by virtue of its being seen, imagined, etc.). and, whose factual conformation then renders it with a sixth ordered status 60 whose propositional form would then take the form of a statement. (17)


All quite simple, and relatively intuitive… (18)


This schematization also arose in response to a preoccupation of mine in asking a certain type of questions, namely the x of y, x of y of z, etc. Like, e.g., what is an image of a though, what is a fact of an image of a thought, what is fact of an idea, what is a possible fact of an actual fact or v.v., etc? Just what is meant in asking these seemingly reasonable types of question? Indeed, just which transformational rules are being implicitly invoked e.g., in order to say this imaged apple, in that dream, is only a possible state of affairs, but, those memories of those wonderful Pink Ladies eaten in China were actually real and, for me, would be treated as conformal facts. (19)


Thankfully, at the around the same time, I formulated another approach that considerably simplified the asking of such disparate and complex questions, namely, a philosophy of transformational retreatment.
 Think about something and it immediately becomes elevated in meta-status by one degree (in a process of metafiction
). At the end of this process, subject the net consequences of all involved distinctions, accommodations and transformations to a process that de-elevates that elevated meta-status and let it return you to the meta-status you originally began with (which, in all probability, would usually be the object-level in meta-status) (through this process reversed process of de-metafication). In effect, rather than worry about an explication of all the involved rules for distinctions, accommodations and transformations, etc., merely attend to those rules that seem to be invoked in the linguistic representation of the specificity of that state of affairs being attended to. (20)


However, despite the simplified elegance of the small number of rules pertaining to transformational retreatment these more formal considerations of (symmetrical) reduplication and (asymmetrical) duplication have re-awoken this more general problem, but, now, in a format that could supply a certain precision in processes of treatment able to ask such deeper questions.
 Moreover, to some extent such preoccupations also covertly manifested themselves in the running a 3 x 3 matrix representing the political-economy as explored from time to time in this Volume III of the Pursuit. Where, translated into a bimodal operationalism sees the operator either duplicating a different operand from the operator or reduplicating the same operand as the operator…
 (21)

However, by re-asking such questions I am now in position to see how we can go form cognitive content to trans-cognitive judgments, and v.v., via reduplication as demonstrated in the following table with the elevated content marked in both bold and underlined.
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This tabulation can be viewed as merely summarizing the two basic transformational rules, namely, that in asymmetrical duplication the ensuing product takes on the epistemological characteristics of the operator, and, in the symmetrical reduplication the ensuing product takes on a trans-cognitive correspondent sympathetic to the nature of that operator. So, e.g., imaginatively, we can treat the reduplication of a pre-essential 10 as a phenomenological judgment to the same effect with the semantic expression mapping its characteristic categorical disposition in our hierarchical mappings of this world at large, this overall cultural-intercultural world-as-lived, etc., 11. Where the reduplication and integrated essential combination 20 is appreciated in aesthetic-like terms of reference 21. Where the reduplication of a conceptual idea 30 exposes its either implied and/or supplied deontological imperatives 31. Where the reduplication of a perceptual state or perceptual-like state of affairs 40 is re-viewed through the expediency of a pragmatical function 41. Where the reduplication of a possible state of affairs 50 takes on a hermeneutical appreciation of potentiality (i.e., possibility, probability, potency, etc.) 51. Where the reduplication of a true state of affairs 60 takes on a conformal ontical status 61. (23)


Hence, we could argue that trans-cognitively ordered orders can be arrived at through the reduplication of their cognitive equivalents or associates (and v.v?
). (24)


Now, the same-matrix like structure can be applied to trans-cognitively ordered orders to produce, through reduplication, inter-ordered phenomena:
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Observing that only through reduplication do we arrive at an inter-ordered phenomenon, namely, where the mapping of phenomenologically-semantically treated phenomena becomes translated to a categorical metaphysics (that attempts to articulate such distinctions, etc.) 12, etc. Tabulated we have the following:

Through reduplication of ordered phenomena (as judgments) there is engendered the following:

12
A Categorical Metaphysics,

22
A Psychological-Sociological Spectrum,

32
Political Enaction,

42
Enacted Political Behaviour,

52
Sciences,

62
Histories. (26)


Of course, through duplication and reduplication we could then invoke the previous types of 6 x 6 matrices. E.g., doing histories re sciences [62.52 = 62] would give us an effective history of science. And assuming that all relationships cannot be just enacted in one direction only then we might well also ask ourselves what would be entailed in doing sciences dealing with historical perspectives, or, more simply, ‘what would a science of history entail [52.62 = 52]?’  Much like asking the question, that has been asked by notable philosophers in the affirmative,
 ‘can there be a science of philosophy?’ (27)


Perhaps such a question can be put on a more formal basis by invoking both an ordered and inter-ordered philosophy? By observing both the apparent bimodal operationalism of treatment and its incorporation within a philosophy of transformational treatment such basis might allow such forms of relational interaction? (28)


Earlier, I noted that the philosophical economy (P) is viewed as one-part hermeneutics (World), one-part phenomenology (Object), and one-part existentialism (Ego) by invoking the archetypal economy of World-Object-Ego) and noting that the reduplication of P1 gives us P2 = metaphysical economy M: 

P1.P1 = P2 = M1. (29)


But, we would have a problem in utilizing the basic rules of both reduplication and duplication if we were to note, correctly, that the following needs to be carefully conjugated. E.g., P2.P2 = M2, but, P1.P2 would or should intuitively be P3, i.e., the meta-philosophical appreciation of the meta-philosophical/metaphysical. But let me soon spell out the precise rules for reduplication and duplication (taking into account the general philosophical economy and the general metaphysical economy, and so on.
 (30)


Where in this collection of ordered schemes, we can say that the ‘metaphysical turn’ is the ‘reduplication of the philosophical’, i.e., the ‘meta-philosophical treatment of the philosophical’. And a ‘metaphysical return’ to the philosophical, etc., is ‘organized through transformational retreatment when, through de-metafication, the metaphysical economy is retreated as the philosophical economy, etc., once again (and where both mingle and inter-mingle (through the suspensions of mediation and inter-mediation respectively)’. (31)


Where, as stressed before, the incorporation of a bimodal operationalism of either a specific operation of either reduplication or duplication within the framework of a transformational retreatment give the former its trimodal economic re-contextualization, etc. (32)


Now, with these formalities almost behind us, we can now explore the entire range of possibilities of inter-ordered forms of reduplication and duplication as charted in the 6 x 6 matrix as noted in the tabulation below:
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E.g., the doing histories of sciences 62.52 is still doing histories 62, but, doing histories of doing histories 62.62 is doing the extra-historical (meta-meta-meta-historical) 64, etc. (34)


Now, returning to the title of this essay, we can now reason that the doing of a categorical metaphysics of a categorical metaphysical 12.12 would result in the doing of a meta-categorical metaphysics 14 somewhat unlike the scientific interest in a categorical metaphysics 52.12 = 52 (or, in reverse, or conversely, 12.52 = 12).  Still, can we explore those open-ended constituent themes of a categorical metaphysics by simply listing those semantic categories we might wish to scrutinize more closely, albeit in metaphysical-like terms of reference. In effect, a formal way of understanding that the scientific interest in metaphysical-like notions, like, e.g., identity, space, time, fields, locality, transformations, etc., would remain more a scientific-like pursuit rather than a metaphysically oriented pursuit per se. But, that said, we could easily imagine a ‘semi-permeable-like membrane’ between both disciplines to the extent that research in one field could very easily spill over into the other, and v.v. That given the expectations of an asymmetry between any two disciplines as to the intensity of research done in either field, I would quickly repeat my observation that the degree of metaphysical-like research being conducted in theoretical science, e.g., physics, etc., to well surpass that currently being conducted from a formal metaphysical point of view? On the other hand, this imbalance could be somewhat rectified if philosophers, as metaphysicians, were to take such ‘pure’ scientific research and scrutinize the formulations and ramifications of the same from the perspectives of their own fields. (35)


Now, the trimodal economics of transformational retreatment can also be inserted into a trans-cognitively ordered set of orders as follows per this diagram:
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The above outlines how a process of transformational treatment can be incorporated within the cycle of the trans-cognitive orders as refracted through a well-conducted conjectural economy. (37)

Beginning with the hermeneutical stage of pretreatment, with the relative givenness of information already to-hand, the process is commenced with mitigation where we invoke and refine a well-formed set of relevant genres. (38)

Then, moving through the ontical sixth order we invoke the need for our narratives, discourses, etc., to be well-informed factually. (39)

Moving to the stage of treatment, a process of remediation is invoked that is part deconstruction and part reconstruction. This stage is centered in a phenomenal-phenomenological orientation. (40)


Now moving through an aesthetical phase, we attempt to integrate our overall approach(es). (41)


Then, under the imprimatur of retreatment, we engage the specificity of a process of re(-)self-organizational re-form with the uptake of a potentially radical complexion should that become evident. Exercising what I term to be its re(-)normalization. (42)


From such re-organization, through re(-)self-organization, posttreatment now takes on a reforming of the prior ‘givenness’ of the pretreatment through a process of emendation, etc. Where the cycle now hypothetical recontinues (although, in dialectical terms, this can be as well in the opposite direction as well as simultaneously, etc.). (43)


Now, hypothetically, in this process of dialectical encirclement and the overlapping of perspectival approaches a continual process of ‘updating’ is invoked, which, form time to time, will inevitably take on a more chaotically-oriented sense and semblance of the radical which then needs to be duly re(-)appropriated through a super-economic frame of reference in which such innovations become critically re-appropriated, etc. (44)


Invoking, in terms of this current scheme, as a heuristic device, the defining of a well-conducted conjectural economy (as not just well-formed, and well informed, etc.) as well-formed, well-informed, well-reformed, well-conformed, well-re-formed, and well-reinformed (and ‘updated; accordingly). (45)


The primary argument for the uptake of such an overall and effectively organized approach, from my general perspective, is this – we have here a heuristic device (more correctly as an integrated set of such devices) and should it be found relevant to your research project or program then one is welcome to use it. Such an approach is not to be exercised without suitable forms of criticism, but, if you can supply a better set of heuristic devices then run with them instead. In the meantime, what else have you to utilize in order to clarify the type of arguments being invoked and disseminated. Admittedly, what works should be adopted and adapted, but, pragmatically, what works even better should, of course, be preferentially preferred and taken up. Thence this defensive imperative – do better if you can, when you can! (46)


Now, let me explore what might be entailed in a categorical metaphysics? (47)

3. The Tentative Exploration of a Categorical Metaphysics


To begin, let me spell out the precise rules for reduplication and duplication and, thereby and therein, clearly spell out in a comprehensive fashion these dynamics behind an exploration and scrutinization of an overall inter-operability. (48}


First, orders can be differentially organized through relative preferences (de-suspensions) and relative de-preferences (suspensions) of the archetypal economy of World, Object, and Ego economic correlatives.
 Hence the formation of six cognitive orders and six trans-cognitive orders (operating as six distinctive types of non-complex judgment
). (49)


Second, orders should, more correctly, be referred to as ‘the philosophy of order x’. So, e.g., the second order of the integration of the relatively aesthetic should be referred to as ‘the philosophy of the integrated-aesthetic’ rather than as merely the second trans-cognitive order, etc. On the other hand, should such abreviations be understoood more fully. (50)


Third, in the same vein, the meta-philosophical/metaphysical nature of presentations and operations should be referred to as the meta-philosophy/metaphysics of that inter-ordered order in question. E.g., the relative integration of the sixth order reduplicates a history from the emergence of ‘the facts of the facts’, etc. (51)


Fourth, all elements should be reduced to their true meta-status in its current levels of deployment, employment, and/or re-deployment, i.e., respectively, theoretical, practical, and/or other critical/radical forms of uptake and emergence. In other words, the ‘metaphysical’ needs to be faced as both ‘inter-ordered and meta-philosophical’. (52)


Fifth, with such nomenclature in place, we can now fully specify the involvement of all forms of such inter-operability of functions as either an intra-ordered operability dealing with orders and as an inter-operability dealing with inter-orders operations. (53) 


Sixth, in the symmetrical reduplication of very similar ordered products in meta-status we add the superscripts. So, e.g., the facts of facts becomes the inter-ordered phenomenon of doing histories (in the plural, through the deconstruction of a de-positioning of a re(-)triangulation of approaches, etc.).I.e., in the following notation: 61.61 => 62. Or, more formally, it can be read as ‘a philosophy of facts operating on a philosophy of facts’ we arrive at ‘a meta-philosophy of facts, i.e. Or, yet more formally (via rule 2) P161.P161 = P262, the meta-philosophy/metaphysics of history/histories. (54)


Seventh, in the asymmetrical duplication of dissimilar products we let the meta-status of the operator set the meta-status of the ensuing transformation (regardless of the ordered status of the operand). E.g., in asking for an aesthetical appreciation of the inter-ordered product of a history or set of histories, say, in the forming or recognizing of an ethos or zeitgeist the ensuing product ends in the ordered domain. However, in the philosophical appreciation of (the philosophical appreciation of) the aesthetical the ensuing product become inter-ordered in complexion implying the necessity to recognize a seventh inter-ordered category of the philosophically general that, in term, can find forms of both particularization and, thence, specification. E.g., 21.62 = 21. Whereas, in contrast, P1.P1 of 21 now becomes P2.22 because P2.21 then becomes P2.12. (55)


Eighth, the order of philosophical operations is commutative. So, e.g., P1P2 (P1M1) = P2P1 (M1P1) = P3, as the meta-meta-philosophical, on the grounds we are dealing with the relatively similar (and hence proceed with the addition of the superscripts). (56)


Ninth, M1.M1 = P2.P2 (via Rule 4). I.e., the meta-philosophical treatment of the meta-philosophical results in the form of an ‘extra-philosophical’ treatment, i.e., as meta-meta-meta-philosophical in format, formation and form. (57)


Tenth, a meta-philosophical sense and semblance of difference fosters a distinctive metaphysical discipline within the overall domain of the philosophical given the metafication of a ‘metaphysical turn’ is undone, through de-suspensions, through de-metafiction, in a ‘metaphysical return’ to this world as lived, and so forth. (58)


Eleventh, relatively definitive forms of treatment oversee the to-be-hoped-for positivity of unilateral response of the last moment, etc, and where responsibility is refracted through both a pragmatic lens and a pro-relational/trans-relational lens of the existential orientation, namely, through the instigation of unilateral responses of the first moment. (59)


Twelve, thence the implication of the non-critical and the critical, and where the latter can potentially be radicalized which should be averted and overcome through an appositive utilization of ‘working suspensions’. (60)


Nominating these twelve rules by the following appellations, namely, Preferentialism, Philosophicalization, Metaphysicalization, Expression, Inter-Operability, Reduplication, Duplication, Commutation, Extra-Philosophicalization, Differentiation, Existentialization, and, Re(-)Appropriation.
 (61)


As guidelines for reviewing such a disciplinary pursuit a pragmatic approach is to be adopted in all senses of that expression as hitherto explored. That a categorical metaphysics primarily falls back on how semantic classifications are effectively utilized in any one natural language as the place to begin. Noting its meta-philosophical meta-status as but one aspect in dealing with a set of inter-ordered phenomena, albeit from the perspective of its sematic mappings of phenomenal-phenomenological experiences as refracted through various disciplines, etc. Where this pragmatic prioritization notes the dispensing of positions and their substitution with the ongoing re(-)triangulation of perspectival approaches; where such procedures note deontological imperatives with the co-uptake of all relevant aesthetical and pragmatical adjuncts; from a perspective that exercises an anti-representational-representationalism; is positively nihilistic; that is non-extremist and non-ideological in its attitudes; that is neutral in both secular and religious terms; takes a middle path between all errant forms of dogmatism and skepticism, etc; operates in the light of best practices concerning the exercising of hermeneutical, phenomenological and  existential forms of practice; adopts and adapts the continual use of suspensions in all relevant forms of intra-mediation, mediation, and inter-mediation… where in the running of this conjectural economy that it be well-formed, i.e., it be exercised as well-formed, well-informed, well-reformed, well-conformed, well-re-formed, and well-re-informed, and so on and so forth! (62)

Where to begin? Let us look at that hoary Cartesian chestnut of whether the world is either literally or only metaphorically a simulation, etc? (63)


A world in some form is already an ‘observable’. Just as a world for the scientist, et al, is already a ‘world for the scientist’, et al. Then, the metaphor of ‘simulation’ cannot be comprehended as a complete or pure simulation once the phenomenal limitations of this image become clearly spelt out. In a dream, the person dreaming is subjected to the lived-reality of that experience. So, e.g., in a frightening nightmare their pulse will rise, or worse. But, in an intensification of experience the overall gestalt intactness of the person is recovered as they wake and become more alert. So much so that in a heightened sense of self-awareness they soon quickly discern that ‘they are dreaming’ and can distance themselves from the nightmare as ‘only a dream’ (when of course it was not just a dream but the lived-reality of a dream). On the other hand, in slipping further into the depths of sleep their overall gestalt integrity is progressively lost and this is reflected in the formation of any dream imagery, i.e., it loses its integrity in the same manner, taking on a surreal, patchwork-like quilt of less convincing images that are less capable of coherently disturbing the sleeper as their dreaming dissolves into the non-image-forming realms of deeper sleep. In other words, as in the use of all metaphors, a selective aspect of their phenomenology is focused upon, but, should the speculative philosopher wish to run with this image of ‘simulation’ they will need to confront the phenomenal fact that such simulated processes, themselves, cannot be dismissed as unreal, only the representative nature of their simulations, in part, can be dismissed as being either ‘simulated’ or ‘mis-simulated’. Furthermore, for such imagery to be recognized it cannot be thoroughly dismissed as completely ‘other-worldly’, in any sense of that expression. Moreover, there are simulations and simulations. Our perception of the world must be experienced as some form of a simulation by virtue of the fact that for a person able to use both eyes they see one world and not two. Imagine being able to look out through two widows in a room clearly at the same time, and where this metaphor taken to its logical conclusion must also invoke an infinite number of people looking through an infinite number of widows given that this metaphor, like all metaphors must ultimately fail when all too closely scrutinized phenomenologically. Best leave such poetic imagery to the poets and not be so easily beguiled by such flimsy rhetorical flourishes. But, let us look even more closely at this concept of ‘simulation’. Even in the very midst of a vivid dream its clarity is more of an illusion. Look more closely within its confines and you will find an inability to find the detail of the detail that one would expect to find in an act of relatively non-simulated perception. Yes, we have to view that being perceived to be a ‘simulation’ but what a simulation. Just look at a wonderful apple ready to be eaten, note how its smells with the distinctive smell of a ripe apple, how it feels, how unique that apple actually is, look more closely and note the small blemished on its skin along with the small gradations in colour that dispel the notion that this apple is just a simple red or a simple green in complexion, and so on. But, if all we have to go on are ‘simulations’ just how is a process of representation put together and conformally appreciated in such a manner that allows us to say, ‘this is a dream’, ‘that is a memory’, ‘this is as it would be imagined’, ‘that is as perceived’, and so o and so forth? (64)


Such statement are ‘reports’ and for such reports (or more formal reportings), as ‘statements’, to be conformally true, then certain preconditions are necessary… as one would expect. Moreover, as statements qua statements already we see implicated the use of textual formations to both formulate and appreciate such formations. So, we are dealing with texts, both written and read, both iteratively rewritten and reread, since, if the purport of a text cannot be reiterated its candidacy for truth determination disappears. Just as fickle imagery cannot be properly pinned down and seriously treated as ‘real’. But, then, in an alignment with expectations, such imagery, such perceptual content, must be in a general conformity with such expectations. We pick up an apple and intently look at it, and, where under such circumstances, we do not expect it to disappear from our grasp in all senses of that expression. Moreover, it should reward our closer attention till such a time, perhaps a few moments later, when we move on to some other topic for our intentionally redirected semblance of attention. Where the received quality and the apparent richness of our focus is recorded as if textually inscribed, where such textual reports (and more formal reportings) are semantically discerned within our cultural-intercultural mappings of this overall world at large, albeit from the range of perspectives we employ for such textually oriented patterns of discernment, where the conformal affirmation of such pattern recognitions are affirmed from our ability to discern alignments, mis-alignments and non-alignments. This is the same apple being seen a few seconds ago since it is the same apple that is still being grasped within my hand, indeed, one of the apples I bought yesterday in the markets. Although the room was almost in darkness before I switched the light on, I avoided picking up an orange from the bowl of fruit because it had a different surface to touch. And no one in their right mind would want to pick up an ornamental wax apple on the tazza in the dining room to eat once they realize such a piece of fruit is only simulating that type of fruit being represented. Where aspects recognized, encountered, and engaged that are in conformity with our phenomenological expectation on reiteration further reinforce such expectations in real time. Thence these ideas on the apparent stability of representation are realized through their reinforcement as entertained through the reperformance of conformal patterns of reiteration, etc., whose alignments allow us to nominate such logical subjects and denominate their imputed predicates and relations whose apparent stability through conformal alignments, etc., reinforce the application of such conformally conjectured economies. But, still, as simulations qua simulations, we can only go so far, maintain a respectful understand that such represented imputations cannot be extrapolated beyond the collective reasonable impact of their theoretical empirical deployment, their practical empirical employment, and their critical (and potentially radical) empirical re-deployment. Or, in other words there are simulations and simulations, and, pragmatically, we should only put our faith in those that demonstrate the requisite degree of conformal stability in an overall alignment with our encountered phenomenal-phenomenological expectations along with our hermeneutical recognitions and the ensuing existential engagements, all within the reasonable range involved in the entertainment of our conformally reiterated expectations. That, in such matters, it is obvious we entertain such inputs and outputs in such a manner that those outputs cannot be merely reduced and simply equated with the advent of those inputs, and where an emergent productivity is realized where we find the investment of our interest is amply rewarded in line with the expectations entrusted to be delivered in an overall alignment from the successful performance of such perspectival approaches. In effect, bypassing the impossible bankruptcy of so-called ‘positions’ for working approaches that in the actuality of lived experience more fully satisfy the expectations of our intentional economies. (65)


Despite the natural limitations imposed upon the performance and appreciation of lived-experience there is the potential for the positive emergence of reiterable e/valuational formations that cannot and should not be merely reduced to the restrictions imposed upon such a process. Fortunately, and fortuitously, we live in a richly rewarded in between world, despite its provisional forms of richness and enrichment,
 with dogmatic failure on one side and the skepticism of a negative nihilism on the other side… as we soon learn to navigate, negotiate and arbitrate, between these two impossible ‘rockbound reefs’ of an absolutistical indubitability and an absoutistical non-dubitability. (66)


That, in spite of the limitations imposed upon the human conditions, still, through our collective efforts, we have a well-formed world of progress to show for such efforts, etc. Indeed, if that degree of mutual support were not present, we would all be dead, all quite dead, right now. But, as that fate does not immediately strike us down this knock-down argument must support the non-contentious observation that the collective impact of our conjectural economies must be working, more or less, as intended! (67)


Against such a backdrop, that some controversies are more fabricated than effectively operative, let us move on to explore some of the infinite items that could furnish a categorical metaphysics. (68)


Identity, although seemingly arrived at through a simple act of identification must experientially involve more than that through a triangulation of perspectives and, thence, their re(-)triangulation for purposes of conformation in truth determination given the need for reiteration, on a number of both levels and meta-levels in epistemological organization, etc. Now, no event can have meaningful significance in its mere nomination given the necessity for relevant perspectives, contexts, intentional objectives, etc. Just as the mere utterance of a general predicate or relation, without its perspectives, contents and intentional objectives, etc., can have no specificity beyond the mere sound of either that vocalized utterance and/or its textual inscription also if presented in some visual form and format. A teacher points to a picture of an apple and the pupil calls it an ‘apple’. Because the pupil already knows it is to be seen as ‘an object to be named’. Whereas if the teacher asked what colour is that representation of an apple then the pupil might answer, instead, ‘red’ or ‘green’ or ‘golden-yellow’, etc. Obviously, mere pointing is not enough. Some context must be supplied and where the understood context of that context, in turn, etc., implies an already represented body of cultural-intercultural knowledge already being formed as the pregiven pretreatment of the ensuing acts involved in that transformation(al process of retreatment), and so on. (69)


Where identities are presented through economies, say, of nomination and denomination, and in that manner extracted from the same through the application of another economy such distinctions and meta-distinctions in identification are not confused. In the economy of naming an object represented in a picture even though the pupil calls the picture of an apple an ‘apple’ still they know, at the same time it is not an apple per se, namely, only a representation of the same. Where both a non-virtual apple and its virtual representation as an apple image will both be named as an ‘apple’. Where, we can also suppose, ‘apples’ can also be talked about without necessarily having to form a mental image of an apple because we already understand what this expression ‘apple’ can do and how, as a result, in cultural-intercultural terms, it is semantically mapped accordingly along with its co-associated genres of behaviour in which apples are functionally appreciated, say, through being picked or bought, in being cooked, in being simply eaten, and so on. Which explains how abstract ideas without the advantage of being represented through simple images can also be appreciated in acts of conversation or being read about, and so on. (70)


Thence the representation of identity versus the identity of a set of representations, be that as either images and/or functions, that allow us to appreciate such representations, etc. (71)


So, the simple act of presenting a representation or representing a certain presentation is already a more complex affair than all the words that could be counted in the babbling of endless books… well, maybe, I have exaggerated just a little, because, despite such complexity the bewildering variety of senses and semblances can be summed up in the utterance of a simple name… of course, as long as we understand both the sense of that expression and the implicit context of its semblance, etc. (72)


Just as naming the picture of an apple will not be mistaken for an apple that could be eaten. (73)


But, what persistently allows me to call the continuing image of an apple and the continual presentation of non-virtual apple as an ‘apple’ and as the ‘same apple’? And not a mere series of apple-like presentations? Persisting each time if I were to blink and find myself refocusing on the apparent continuity of the said intentional object(ive)s? A temporal process of discerned forms of alignment. Where it is easier to say that the sense persists assuming the persistence of the semblance of that identity, and v.v. (74)


Where the imputation of identity observes its endurance despite some of its transformations. With the implication that no identity can or could be identical to itself, i.e., self-identical, otherwise it could not change in its transformations, and, similarly, not be changed through the sheer transformation of time, etc. But, likewise, it must also be in a process of change without being other than itself. Neither self-identity nor other-identity, neither possessing nor being given possession of a simple identity other than as representations whose apparent integrity in identity is preserved through the experience of non-alignments, a refinement of its mis-alignments towards either better forms of alignment or non-alignment, and the complete discounting of all non-alignment be that either possible or impossible. So, e.g., this apple appears to persist as an apple qua apple (in line with our full complement of phenomenological expectations); but, I thought it was ripe, whereas, in tasting it, found it to be a bit sour; and, that this apple is definitely not an orange, and neither a pear nor a banana, etc. Being experienced as this ‘sour apple’, I have left it on that plate in the kitchen. I.e., this apple currently remains on this plate in this kitchen, etc. Where, obviously, we must understand the overlapping of perspectives in our dispensing with the unilateral nonsense of so-called ‘positions’. Because even the lax use of ‘positions’ correctly demands this overlapping of perspectives, etc! (75)


So, even something as seemingly simple as ‘identity’ is not to be mistreated through a short-sighted misplaced use of positions, etc. (76)


Hence the qualified ruling as a first axiom of ‘non-identity’ – ‘that no identity can be either purely self-identical or purely other-identical, and can only act as a provisional nominative whose complexity of predications and relations are somewhat to be understood in the same manner despite such limitations needing to be both conventionally accepted and conveniently overlooked (lest such over-attention to the fact that we cannot be completely certain would prevent us, both figuratively and literally, from ‘moving forward’)’.
 Hence the ensuing dialectics of identity and identification given necessary forms of linguistic equivocation, just like, e.g., individual trees seen in a forest and simultaneously seeing that individual forest of trees, etc.
 Along with an overlapping of perspectives and their thematization through noting alignments, refining mis-alignments, and the discarding of non-alignments, etc.
 (77)

Thence a more comprehensive metaphysics of identity and identification, etc. (78)


Along with identity comes transformation, the localization of the non-abstract, etc., etc. Then in the wake of such ideas, we find their refinement and a plethora of scientific approaches, from the theoretical to the evidential, from their mathematical formation, formulation, and formalization, and on to their practical applications, in a world of applied science, so on. (79)


Where, either inadvertently or advertently, economic forms of representation are duly invoked because that is how we think and, through imputation, how the world appears to operate. As so amply demonstrated in the trimodal exemplification of all economies should they be closely appreciated in that same regard. Hence, the discernment of three periods of time; that space is defined through the minimum of three units of information; that motion is either entertained through translation, rotation, and reflection (and, some would argue, through the simultaneous co-occurrence of all three economic facets); where charge is either positive, negative, or neutral; through three forces of nature (if we were to discount gravity as quite different?), where ‘colour charge’ (of either quarks and gluons in the formation of any baryon) is either three-coloured or if bi-modal in the formation of any meson such operability is still trimodally situated,
 etc. Just as in languages we have first person, etc; singles, duals and plurals; an ability to simply discern past, present and future, and various other tenses, or effective tenses, in less-simple combinations of the same, and so on. (80)


Hence this additional second axiom of ‘non-absolutistical identification’, related to the prior first axiom involving a necessary triangulation of approaches, namely, ‘that nothing can be treated as perfectly equal unless either analytically described, prescribed, and/or proscribed as such’. (81)


In the imputed performance of the archetypal economy these moments of World, Object, and Ego are economic correlatives with the implication that, given they mutually con-define each other through their joint negations, it follows that no one correlative (or correlativities when exploring relatively comparable correlatives between economy) can be viewed as economic isolates. Hence this third axiom of ‘non-economic isolation’, namely, that economic correlatives (or comparable correlativities) cannot be treated as economic isolates, as identities in their own right except when nominated in provisional and short-sighted terms of reference’. Hence the follow observations can be made in the light of this gestalt understanding that economies can only function when economically triangulated under these mutual correlative terms of reference. (82)


So, e.g., the imputed moment of ‘intentional objectivity’ in the conjecture of an intentional economy cannot be isolated from whatever else is economically invoked to assist in it mutual thematization, say, ‘intentional motivation (of the intentional field)’ and its co-associated ‘intentional sense and semblance of subjectivity’, or similar should other such relevant correlative invocations assist in the conceived operation of that economy in question. (83)


So, e.g., in the presentation of a visual perception of a certain discerned form of identity it follows that its extraction and extrapolation beyond its field of representation should not be countenanced except carefully qualified terms of reference. So, although I can talk about this specific apple and separate it from a bowl of apples, correctly, in lived-reality, if suitably given the requisite critical training, then the philosopher or metaphysician or any reputable disciplinarian in general would also understand that such an intellectual feat of an imagined isolated economic form of separation is just not possible and, therefore, cannot be conceived. Thence, from this observation follows these four additional axioms. (84)


Namely, a fourth axiom of ‘non-division’, where, the joint non-economic separation of economic identification of both economic processes and content’. (85)


Namely, a fifth axiom of ‘non-absolutistical identification’ given ‘non-absolutistical identification through non-forms of economic isolation’. (86)


Namely, a sixth axiom of ‘non-absolutistical possibility’, given, ‘no pure possibility, etc.’, and a seventh axiom of ‘non-absolutistical actuality’ given, ‘no pure actuality, etc.’
 (87)


The same axiomatic rulings as applied to the previous two axioms can also be applied to all orders, cognitive, trans-cognitive and inter-ordered, etc. Hence the eighth axiom of ‘ordered non-economic isolation’, given, ‘no order can be economically isolated’. So, e.g., the third trans-cognitively ordered order of the deontological can never be purely deontological just as the pragmatical has been shown to also possess its own implicit deontological imperatives, etc. Just as one must wonder why we should be economical or parsimonious, or, why be effective, or why efficacious is usually better that being merely symptomatically effective, etc. (88)

Such ideas must also be applied to the formation of any economy, e.g., the logical economy. Hence the ninth axiom of the economic non-isolation of logical correlatives’, namely, as exercised through ‘the three rulings of ‘identity (and identification)’, ‘non-contradiction’, and ‘the excluded middle’. (89)

But, in turn, given that such logical correlatives cannot be economically isolated (from the fifth axiom, etc.) it follows that the logical economy is more basically a dialectical economy given the dialectical nature and commensurate treatment of all forms of economic correlativity. Thence the ensuing implication of the tenth axiom of ‘the dialectical re-constitution of the logical economy’, along with its three co-related rulings of ‘non-absolutistical identity (and identification)’, ‘non-absolutistical-non-contradiction’, and the ‘non-absolutistical excluded middle’. (90)


Where these ten axioms can be listed under the following epithets, namely, Non-Equality, Non-Identification, Non-Isolation, Non-Separation, Non-Absolutistical Isolation, Non-Absolutistical Possibility, Non-Absolutistical Actuality, Non-Ordered Isolation, Logical Economics, and Dialectical Economics. (91)


Where these ten axioms supply a good place to start in the working formation of a categorical metaphysics from the perspective of a categorical metaphysics that becomes ever-mindful of such natural restrictions all too often overlooked by a misspoken non-critical use of language. (92)


Where arguably, from the scientific appropriation of a categorical metaphysics quantum considerations has radically forced the dialectical re-consideration of more traditional classical approaches. (93)


Where, in a similar manner, a traditional metaphysics also needs to be considerably re-thought by invoking these radical forms of a dialectical-like revisionism. Re-defining a ‘viable metaphysics’ as ‘meta-philosophical, as inter-ordered, as needing to be dialectically approached and comprehensively reviewed through a pragmatic lens that accepts an anti-representational-representationalism, etc., along with the lived-necessity of the relational promotion of an existential complexion, etc.’ (94)


Moreover, such a radical revisionism also entails the serious re-consideration that topics like a categorical semantics; psychology-sociology; political enaction and its enacted sphere of disciplinary pursuits; sciences; and histories are all primarily metaphysical topics when re-considered as inter-ordered phenomena. However, through transformational retreatment all inter-ordered phenomena will also take on both a philosophical tenor and a secular mundanity that should be neither overlooked nor overly focused upon through the impossible positioning stemming from some form of a misguided ideological extremism. (95)


To ensure an effectively exercised and supervised series of both critical and radical approaches how might such an overall pursuit be better organized? Let me explore how this disciplinary imperative might be put into practice? (96)


As a place to begin we need to recognize that through the application of these axioms that a conjectural economy, to be exercised in the pursuit of our distinctive, particular style of disciplinary research and practice, we need to understand the tripartite configuration of that same economy and that this is  better expedited through viewing this economy as one-part synthetical statements, one-part analytical propositions, and one-part conjectural propositional-states (in exercising the argumentation of the effective trajectory of our overall set of approaches).
 By such a strategy we critically retranslate the non-critical pre-givenness of our research along with the problematic nature of our enquiry or enquiries. Then, through the application of the critical it is inevitable, eventually, that the advent of chaotic processes of re-direction will radically intervene in the midst of our overall interventions, hopefully, respectful as to how an existential reading or set of readings can be better promoted in which unilateral responses of the last moment become aware of the possibility of unilateral responses of the next moment in which we then permit the enaction of unilateral responses of the first moment better able to supply the degree of non-existential richness and existential enrichment on both a pro-relationally oriented and trans-relationally oriented level of relational experience. (97)


With such prospects in mind how is a viable metaphysics to be expedited? (98)

4. How is a Viable Metaphysics to Be Both Enabled and Enacted? 

Certain questions at this juncture can be asked in order to assist us in thematizing this type of concern, namely, is metaphysics a sub-discipline within the discipline of philosophy or is more a master in its own house, and, in either case, as either a discipline and/or a sub-discipline, what disciplinary differences differentiate it from either other disciplines or sub-disciplines? Then, in resolving such concerns, how does that understanding assist us in coming to evaluate the value to be obtained, if any, from pursuing such a non-traditional path? Or more to the point, why do metaphysics at all? (99)


I have argued elsewhere that each and every discipline is constructed in such a manner that it takes a unique perspective upon the world at large in the operation of its distinctive form of practice. Therefore, it behooves the philosopher to clearly articulate just what that overall disciplinary approach might be in order to better understand what could be motivating that disciplinarian operating through the lens or lenses of that discipline or sub-discipline. Moreover, this disciplinary form of a ‘disciplinary differential’ or ‘disciplinary difference’, in the context of its imputed disciplinary economy, would also take three economically correlative forms, namely, as a differential, meta-differential, and a non-differential. Let me explain. (100)


As a differential we note the difference the disciplinarian is proposing, either explicitly and/or implicitly that marks out their discipline as phenomenologically different from both a hypothetical secularist’s general understanding of the world at large and from the distinctive perspectives of all other disciplines. Then, form a hermeneutical point of view, we ask just what value has this sense and semblance of a distinctive perspective possess in terms of the genres of behaviour that would relatively fall uniquely within its orbit. Last, in an attempt to bridge the world of that discipline and the world of the secularist we will also need to find some form of an existential bridge that links the same, namely in the form of a relative non-difference between those two spheres since if the domain of the discipline has no connection with and relevance for the world of the secularist then what does not exist for both the individual person and all communities of people within this secular sphere of this overall world-of-life has no connection with and no relevance for such subjects in this world at large. Working on the relational principle ‘that what does not exist for us is not there for us, and, that we need not be there for it’, and so on. (101)


Such ideas were first developed in regard to an exploration of the distinctive nature of a theological discipline.
 I argued that a theologian saw the world as both a secular world and as possessing a theological difference (from the general perspective of the hypothetical understanding of the secularist). Then, that difference granted hypothetically, it would be natural to ask ‘just what value does this distinction have or imply?’ Where this question is to be seen operating in and through a hermeneutical orientation that is simply asking ‘how is value to be experienced through the distinctive formation of those genres of behaviour that fall within the orbit of that discipline’. Value here is not to be directly viewed through an existential lens per se. In this regard we could see the theologian listing various forms of religiously oriented behaviour that they see as theologically significant, like, e.g., prayer, reading scriptures, modelling one’s life on the example of a person who exemplifies an acceptable way to be religious, etc., etc. On the other hand, in asking ‘how’ these two realms of the phenomenological and the hermeneutical are to be experienced in and through the specificity of existential terms of reference we are effectively now asking ‘just how is this common denominator to be experienced given that without some form of relational connection then these two realms would be isolated from one another. Such isolation would be the death of the theological discipline on the relational principle ‘that what does not exist for us is not there for us, and, that we need not be there for it’, and so on. Where, for obvious reasons, that last phrase would practically render the work of the theologian, and their theist congregations, as effectively deconstructed and entirely without merit in any practical sense. Understandably, that cannot be the intent of the theologian, etc., and so this disciplinary relationship must be written in a form that is to be treated as ‘open, viable, and as something to be found as ‘valuable’, as something that is to be valued, in some meaningful form or other]. Of course, some other disciplinarian or secularist could dispute the significance of a certain discipline, say, a theological discipline, but that is another issue entirely and would need to be critiqued on an inter-disciplinary basis. (102)


With this disciplinary frame in mind, we can now ask the double question ‘is there a philosophical difference, etc?’ and ‘is there a metaphysical difference, etc.?’ and ‘in what we might they be seen to be interrelated (should this contention be conformally established that metaphysics, indeed, functions as a sub-discipline within this discipline of philosophy overall?)?’ (103)


To begin to answer such questions we could first take a cursory form of scrutiny by more simply asking what might philosophy do and what might this re-constituted metaphysics do, and, how they might relate to one another given the metaphysical return postulated on the basis of transformational retreatment expedited through the critical and potentially radical force of our de-suspensions?’ (104)


Previously I had answered the first part of this complex question by somewhat controversially stating that it was my belief ‘that philosophy is concerned with truth determinations, as with all disciplines, but. as a concern that is also operated in a more philosophical sense of attempting to understand the relevant pre-conditions, conditions, and post-condition that inform and enact the conformal delivered of such ensuing truth determinations. The implied model here is that supplied by Alfred Tarski, namely, a meta-statement (S’) is true (T) if and only if (iff) the (contents of the) statement (s) is suitably evident. 

I.e., S’ is T iff s. (105)


In a contrast to this ‘philosophical approach’ to the ‘transformational characteristics of conformal truth determination’ we might argue that ‘metaphysics’ is more concerned with ‘the resolution of problematic issues that are beyond the simple purview of a more basic vision of the philosophical’. Behind this differential approach is the problematic aspect of the Tarskian formula in so far as we need to ask, among other issues, ‘how do we formulate a proposition that allows it to become a statement, and, how do we ascertain what is evidential and what is not evidential in such matters, etc?’ Given my prior working definition of ‘philosophy’ as ‘one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenal-phenomenological,
 and, one-part existential (in its non-systematic sense as the so-called ‘third moment of the philosophical economy’)’ an obvious question would be to ask ‘how could this approach to the philosophical actually be able to appreciate inter-ordered phenomena, like e.g., historical topics, scientific topics, political-and-economical topics, psychological-sociological topics, and topics pertaining to a categorical metaphysics in such seemingly simple philosophical terms of reference (which in a reversed ordered approach would merely pertain to facts, possibilities, pragmatical calculations, deontological ascertainments, aesthetical concerns, and semantic classifications, and so on?)?’ Therefore, on a first inspection, given those terms of reference, we should be quickly drawn to ask ‘just how could philosophy be relevant, say, in historical terms of reference, etc., if it were only to be construed through the tripartite lenses of the hermeneutical, phenomenological and the existential, or, through the ordered lenses, say, of the non-interpreted ramifications of just a set of facts, etc?’ An obvious answer here would be to say ‘that the metaphysical extends the relevance of the overall philosophical perspective’, and, ‘where processes of transformational retreatment, through the ongoing, overall force of the de-suspension, returns the metaphysical point of view to the philosophical discipline in an ongoing enrichment of its topicality since without inter-ordered phenomena we might well ask if philosophy has any further sense and semblance of purpose above and beyond the merely conformal and the appreciation of its successful establishment?’ All that granted, then we may well proceed with this distinction between this discipline and its sub-discipline and where the primary role of the ‘metaphysical’ is ‘to establish the means for the envisaged resolution of problematic issues experienced within the confines of the political-economy, etc.’ Let me explore the ramifications of these distinctions and their accommodation within this overall discipline of the philosophical. Obviously enriching philosophical practice through this conjunction of the discipline of the philosophical and its sub-discipline of the metaphysical. (106)


So, in answering the question, “just what is done when we ‘do metaphysics’,” can now be tentatively resolved by answering that the problematic is also viewed through an the adding of a relevantly appreciated inter-ordered sense and semblance of perspective in the hope of finding a resolution in exactly those terms of reference, etc, albeit as re-constituted through suitable forms of philosophical re-expression. Not that the metaphysical can be purely constituted on its own terms of reference given its basis both begins and ends in our philosophical experience of ordered phenomena, etc. Conversely, we could also reply that the philosophical cannot purely function in its own right likewise given a richness of discourse that could not be arrived at and taken up on philosophical grounds alone. Such mutual appropriations, metaphorically, being able to put flesh on the mere bones of our philosophical argumentation. (107)


In broad terms, the envisaged ‘purpose of the metaphysical distinction’ as a ‘metaphysical difference’ is ‘to differentially outline the trajectory and contours of a certain problematic issue that is felt to deserve the critical, and potentially radical, attention that might devolve from our pursuing its closer scrutiny, not only in ordered terms of reference but also in inter-ordered forms of reference that will inevitably further entail the deeper appreciation of a wider sense and semblance of its lived-perspective’. (108)


Rhetorically, e.g., we can ask ‘why do history?’ if it were not for the observable fact that historians
 seemingly appear to have one eye also on the present and another eye on some simplified vision of a future that is more amenable to our living together in a mutually beneficial manner that positively contributes both non-existentially and existentially to the overall enrichment of our passage/s through this world at large, as viewed both individually and collectively, etc.?
 (109)


Hence, here, I would like to conclude that the metaphysical resolution of problems begins philosophically and ends philosophically, but, cannot be reduced to and merely rendered to remain within the sole domain of the philosophical per se (just as other philosophical sub-disciplines could also be called upon to ‘progressively’ enrich all relevant expressions of this philosophical impetus to arrive at an enriched and conformally established process of truth determination, and so on). (110)

5. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Thence the relevance of this metaphysical sub-discipline especially when it is able to resolve, or at least successfully set out to resolve, the problematic issues that either distort and/or obstruct our passages through this world at large, both individually and collectively. (111)


Moreover, we can also see how such a variety of ordered productivity with differences in meta-levels can also operate one upon one another (refer to the Appendix A for examples). (112)


Furthermore, given this ability for a certain ordered product to operate upon the same or some other ordered product allows us to glance at how a scientific field or any other ordered sub-discipline or sub-sub-discipline could re-appropriate the ordered territory of some other order form of productivity and make its own, Of course, such research could also be translocated, repatriated back to its original field of ordered discernment. I daresay, in this regard, the theoretical work of physicists, et al, could be (re)treated in a similar fashion. E.g., categorically re(-)investing in ideas of identity, causation, transformation, etc., as well being re-framed axiomatically in a manner that re(-)invests in a strengthening of both connections within a discipline and its social organization and inter-connections between disciplines and their social organizations as viewed, primarily, through a pragmatically open sense of a situatedness
 entailing various overlapping, overall perspectives, etc. (113) 


Last, let me note that a similar approach could be applied to the third and fourth inter-ordered orders of ‘the political-and-the-economical’ as it applies to a critical, and potentially radical, inter-ordered exploration of the political-economy… in this pursuit of the progressive de-anomalization of our problematic narratives as they seriously impact our relating to others in this overall world-of-life. (114) 

In the next essay, let me take up this challenge of a metaphysically oriented resolution of a range of problematic issues in the political-economy, and, in the essay after that let me proffer an inter-ordered exploration of the psychological-sociological spectrum… to be then following by comprehensive defence of this philosophical sub-discipline invoking the re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics (which I will hope to do under the six headings of the Meta-Philosophical, Inter-Ordered Treatment, Pragmatic Approaches, Existential Interventions, Inter-Operability, and its Distinctive Sub-Disciplinary Differential/s). (115)

      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 15.1.25.

A. Appendix A: Exemplification of the Practice of Inter-Operability
Notation

i. Note x1 = an ordered product 1-6; y1 = an ordered product 1-6 other than in the order x.

ii. P1 = philosophical economy, P2, the symmetrical product of P1.P1, = metaphysical economy M1.

iii. Symmetrical ‘reduplication’ implies the adding of the same superscripts possessed by both the operator and the operand, whereas, asymmetrical ‘duplication’ implies the ensuing product of that operation has the meta-status of the operator (and not that of the operand).

iv. An order product can be translated as ‘possessing a philosophical approach to that order product in question’, i.e., x1 = P1.x1. Similarly, an inter-ordered product can be translated as ‘possessing a meta-philosophical approach to that inter-ordered product in question’, i.e., x2 = P2.x2. As exemplified below the (P1.x1). (P1.x1) = P2.x2 by reduplication 9and whee M1.M1 = M2 (meta-metaphysical or extra-metaphysical) = P4 (i.e., the meta-meta-meta-philosophical). So, e.g., if the operator is x1 then the duplicated operational product is x1, etc. So, e.g., if the operator is x1 then the reduplicated operational product is x2, etc.

v. The order of operation is within the brackets first, with relative operator acting on the operand from left to right.

vi. ‘=’ is the notation for the operational product (albeit, as it stands, without being suitably subjected to transformational retreatment, etc.). (116)

Ordered Key:

Cognitive Orders
Trans-Cognitive Orders
          Inter-Ordered Orders
10 Pre-Essentials
11 Phenomenological-Semantic 
12 Categorical Metap.

20 Essentials

21 Aesthetical



22 Psycho-Socio. Spec.

30 Conception

31 Existential-Deontological   
32 Political-Enaction

40 Perception

41 Pragmatical

          

42 Enacted-Economics

50 Possibles

51 Hermeneutical-Possibility
      
52 Sciences

60 Actuals

51 Ontical (Factual)

 
62 Histories (117)

1. Ordered Inter-Orderability

x1.x1 = x2. E.g., facts of facts as an (inter-ordered) operation gives us through reduplication a history (in an historical situatedness
) [61.61 = 62]. (118)

x1.y1 = x1. E.g., the fact of a possibility remains a fact [61.51 = 61], but, the possibility of a fact remains a possibility (and not a fact) [51.61 = 51]. (119)

x1 =P1.x = P1.x1. Where we can translate a certain order as the philosophy of that type of order, or something to that same effect. (120)
(P1.x1).( P1.y1) = P1.x1 (via duplication). (121)

(P1.x1).(P1.x1) = P2.x2, (i.e., an ordered advancement to an inter-ordered status via reduplication). (122)

Similar advancement if, e.g., P2.( P1.x1) = P2.x1 in effect becomes P2.x2 = x2. (123)

2. Inter-Ordered Inter-Orderability

x2.y2 = x2. E.g., the history/histories of sciences [62.52]. (124)

x2.x2 = x4. E.g., the histories of histories gives us the extra-historical [62.62]. (125)

P1.(P2x2) = P3x3 = x3. E.g., the philosophy of the inter-ordered philosophy of, say, sciences, would give us the meta-meta-philosophical appreciation/treatment of the inter-ordered topic of sciences [P3.52  i.e., in effect P3.53  i.e., equivalent to 53] (126)

3. Mixed Ordered-Inter-Ordered-Extra-Ordered Inter-Operability

P1 of Pn or xn = P1 where n is other than status 1[e.g., the philosophy (P1) of metaphysics (M1 = P2) is P1; the philosophy (P1) of history (62), is the philosophy (P1) of history (62), where both examples remain as an ordered phenomena despite have been formerly more advanced in status]. (127)

x1 of Pn or xn = x1 where n is other than status 1[e.g., an ordered philosophy of Pn or an ordered product with an order status other than 1 remains. So, the possibility of the conformal reality, say, of a certain psychological attitude (22) remains just that, i.e., as a perceived possibility the existence of that attitude only as things currently stand].  (128)

But, Pn or xn of Pn or xn implies the formation of an extra-ordered inter-ordered status when n = 2 or is > 2 [E.g., M2.M2 = M4 = P8]. [ the history of history is extra-historical given 62.62 = 64. (129)

To be also noted, that through the transformational retreatment of the ‘metaphysical return’ a suitable return to the requisitely ordered status should be overseen in a manner that is appropriately, properly, and appositely engendered.
 So, e.g., aesthetical concerns would ‘return’ to an ordered status, but, historical concerns would ‘return’ to an inter-ordered status, etc. (130)











 N.T., 16.1.25.

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


I believe it is necessary to post a health warning in regard to this essay for reasons that will be apparent.


� 	Under the concept of operability, i.e., the operation of one type of ordered product (operator) upon another type of ordered product (operand) we have ordered intra-orderability, inter-ordered inter-orderability, and a mix of the former.


� 	I.e., hermeneutically recognized, phenomenologically encountered, and engaged existentially.


� 	Invoking the nomenclature of a superscript 0 for cognitive orders, a superscript 1 for trans-cognitive orders and, generally, a superscript 2 for inter-ordered phenomena (with the exception of M1 for a metaphysical economy given its reduplication of a P1, as P2, as a meta-philosophical economy).


� 	Explored in the first essay in Book 12 where I criticised the relatively ad hoc nature of de-metafication (which has since be parallels as a form of de-suspension that automatically accompanies each and every suspension (be they intra-mediated, mediated, and/or inter-mediated).


� 	More formally recognized in some languages. E.g., in English, in thinking about the colour ‘red’ we talk about it as either ‘red’ or ‘redness’ or as possessing a red-likeness (and where the latter expressions more formally recognizes this implicated shift in meta-status).


� 	The sort of questions and observations that would need to be made in processing a large language model in order to learn such rules for the successful functioning of an AI program or application (app).


� 	E.g., theoretical/political (operator) x practical/business world (operand) versus the theoretical/political (operator) x theoretical/political (operand). However, at those times this scheme was being explored this future distinction between ‘duplication’ and ‘reduplication’ had not sufficiently been thematized.


� 	On the theoretical grounds ‘that all relationships are reversible’, operate in both directions, even if only hypothetically. E.g., scrambled eggs could theoretically be unscrambled.


� 	E.g., Edmund Husserl, François Laurelle, et al.


� 	Paragraph xx.


� 	As noted, e.g., in Pursuit, III.X14,18.


� 	Starting with first order centered on intentional objectivity (Object) of the phenomenologically-semantic; aesthetical; existentially-deontological; pragmatical; hermeneutical possibility; and, the ontical (as the affirmation of factual truth determinations).	


� 	Refer to Appendix A for a broad demonstration of these axioms or rulings.


� 	I.e., positive non-existential richness and the natural positivity of existential enrichment.


� 	This first axiom can also be referred through ‘the necessary involvement of a triangulation of approaches where a process of ‘refined definition’ is advanced through an ‘economy of re(-)triangulation’.


� 	E.g., those occasions when we need ‘to hold a contradiction’ by declining to definitively answer a question and, therein and thereby, either defuse or resolve its ‘either/or’.


� 	A metaphor I have used here is that we live in or on a non-man’s land (a non-persons’s land) between both the absolutistically dubitable and the absolutistically indubitable (as a philosophical joke because, rightly, we could live nowhere else!).


� 	I.e., as either opposite colours or the absence of the same in processes of annihilation, etc.


� 	I.e., there can be no pure possibility, and, no pure actuality. That such ideas, as uni-referentially precise positions just cannot be epistemologically engendered through an impossible demand for economic isolation.


� 	As explored in detail in Book 11.


� 	Theological Investigations, Volume II. Or, in hindsight, this should be titled more correctly ‘Explorations’ given that I now use that expression in a contrast with general ‘hermeneutical investigations’ versus particular ‘phenomenological analyses’ versus the specificity of ‘existential examinations, and, where ‘explorations’ is to be seen as a ‘broader expression whose ‘scrutiny’ crosses more widely over these former fields of ‘research’, etc.’


� 	On the understanding that we alone do not constitute phenomenal experience given the part to be played by subjective, inter-subjective, objective, and inter-objective inputs and outputs, etc.


� 	Where historians must perform as historians ‘doing histories of the past, present, and future’; never with an equality of outlook, towards such facets of historical experience, but one, at the same time, that does not overlook this temporal economy of the historical process. As already noted, e.g., Pursuit, III.X16.82.


� 	Rhetorically, the same question can be profitably asked of all other inter-ordered orientations. E.g., why do sciences, why do psychologies and sociologies, etc?


� 	‘Situatedness’ is technical code for ‘a situation entailing one or more series and/or set/s of circumstances, etc.’


� 	Refer to the previous footnote.


� 	I.e., respectively, as hermeneutically, phenomenal-phenomenologically, and existentially re-engendered.





