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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


The expression ‘Inter-Ordered’ explicitly refers to the meta-philosophical, metaphysical treatment of a certain (ordered based) topic, and, where, from a meta-philosophical, inter-ordered perspective, it is also conducted within a ‘metaphysical perspective’ as arrived at through the ‘reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics’. In a previous essay
 I foreshadowed six heading under which a defense of this non-traditional metaphysics would have been conducted. Those six headings have now been expanded to twelve, namely, Meta-Philosophical, Inter-Ordered, Existentialism, Pragmatism, Inter-Operability, Inter-Corporability, Disciplinary Distinctiveness, Retreatability, Trans-Disciplinary Non-Distinctiveness, Amelioration, Axiomatization, and Trans-Axiomization. (0)

First, let me define these twelve headings, then, run a series of arguments under these headings that proffer a systematic dense of this topic of the non-traditional constitution of the metaphysical. Concluding this essay, and this series of essays on this topic of the metaphysical, through a series of provisional conclusions, comments and observations, and so on. (1)


As noted, this overall approach to the ‘metaphysical’, avoiding all sense and semblance, of an ideological positioning I have defined the basic parameters of this re-constituted topic as a ‘meta-philosophical appreciation of inter-ordered phenomena as refracted through an existential-pragmatics as a pragmatic-existentialism’. (2)

2. Defining these Twelve Headings as Arguments in this Overall ‘Defense’

This ‘metaphysical topic’ is arrived at through ‘the metaphysical economy as realized through the re(-)constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics’, and, is not without forms of resonance or overlap with a traditional metaphysics, but, seriously parts company with a traditional metaphysics through its non-positioned approaches that include an anti-representational-representationalism, a positive nihilism, an existential-pragmatics/pragmatic-existentialism, etc. Note: the expression ‘re(-)constitution’ is to be read as ‘the ongoing economy of re-constitution’ and implies a perpetual work in progress, as provisional, progressive in the sense of the devolving richness and enrichment of our efforts to find firmer forms of alignment between our interpretations and the ramifications of lived-experience in a secular world with(-)others, before(-)others and in our finding a greater freedom through(-)others (in and through the pursuit of working-processes involved in the positive matching of aspirations and arbitrations). (3)


Defining these twelve headings as follows. (4)

‘Meta-Philosophical’ means exactly that, i.e., our philosophical ‘thinking about’ a certain topic where ‘that topic takes a meta-status elevated by one meta-degree’. However, in this instance, what is being ‘metaphysically thought about’ are ‘the six inter-ordered topics dealing with the reduplication of ordered phenomena (as six distinctive types of trans-cognitive judgment), their individual explications, interactions with each other through inter-orderability and incorporation, and their wider interactions with ordered and extra-ordered phenomena along with the retreatment of such approaches back to the world of lived-experience, hopefully, in and through a positive amelioration of the same’. Thence the viability of this overall topic involved in our ‘doing metaphysics’, albeit as ‘re(-)constituted in a non-traditional manner’. (5)

‘Inter-Ordered’ as ‘six complex forms of inter-ordered judgment that are arrived at through the symmetrical reduplication of ordered phenomena (as six distinctive types of trans-cognitive judgment)’. E.g., collectively, ‘the facts of facts’ becomes ‘histories’. In notation we can write this reduplication as follows: 61.61 = 62. In reduplication the superscripts are added (unlike the asymmetrical duplication where the product of the operation keeps the meta-status of the operator. E.g., the fact of a possibility, as a factual-probability, remains a fact, whereas, the possibility of a certain fact remains a possibility, i.e., probability. In notation X = 61.51 = 61, & Y = 51.61 = 51, implying X is not equal to Y, and both are not inter-ordered given only asymmetrical duplication). (6)

‘Existentialism’, i.e., ‘our ability to existentially intervene on the behalf of our relationships in such manner so as to either create value or preserve and/or conservationally expand upon the same’. (7)

‘Pragmatism’, when suitably explored, can be viewed as ‘an overall approach that that proffers both non-existential richness and existential enrichment of our relationships through processes of re(-)self-organization that are centered in the deontological expression of value formation with adjuncts in both the aesthetical and the pragmatical, invokes an anti-representational approach to a linguistic representationalism, is positively nihilistic, and takes a middle path between absolutistical dogmatism and relativistical skepticism by ideologically shunning all sense and semblance of an impossible philosophical positioning’. (8)

‘Inter-Operability’, is ‘an appreciation that products in one discipline or sub-discipline can operate on another discipline or sub-discipline in accordance with the rules of reduplication and duplication’. Hence and ordered inter-orderability, and an inter-ordered inter-orderability, etc., or a mixture of both, etc. Where the ‘history of science’, through duplication, is a ‘history’, and, the ‘fact of facts’, through reduplication, becomes a ‘history’ (as the inter-ordered topic for the disciplinarian referred to as an historian, situated, in turn, as standing in some respect to the social organization of Academia be that as a professional, para-professional, or amateur
).
 (9)


‘

Inter-Corporability’, is ‘the recognition that in one discipline or sub-discipline it can incorporate the field of another discipline or sub-discipline through incorporation’ and, where the disciplinarian of the original discipline that was incorporated can be re-appropriated back into that discipline or sub-discipline through re-incorporation’. E.g., theoretical physics is more than prone to appropriating concepts that would originally be found in a categorical metaphysics like, say, ‘time’, ‘space’, ‘identity’, ‘transformation’, ‘causation’, etc. But, at the same time, there is no reason preventing a categorical metaphysician from re-appropriating what has been appropriated in the scientific world and re-making its their own once again, etc. Or, e.g., where the social science of psychology, although not a science, should appropriate scientific methods in the presentation and evaluation of so-called ‘therapeutic treatment processes’ in order to put such claims on a solid evidential basis. (10)

‘Disciplinary Distinctiveness’, is ‘the development of an awareness that every discipline has its own distinctive disciplinary set of differences, namely, its disciplinary differential, meta-differential, and its non-differential’. (11)

‘Retreatability’ as a conceptual practice, ‘recognizes the role played in transformational retreatment wherein the metaphysical turn can be automatically reversed as the metaphysical return in its re(-)invagination of lived-experience, hopefully, in a manner that is relevantly insightful through its discernment and differentiation of the relatively non-critical, critical and radical’. (12)

‘Trans-Disciplinary Non-Distinctiveness’, through retreatment, is ‘the recognition that there can be no absolutistical differences between economic correlatives and correlativities (when entertained between economies)’. (13)

(Aspirational) Amelioration, is such that ‘the end-point of our explorations, be they ordered or inter-ordered, etc., is the ensuing amelioration of the human condition through a resolution of the experientially problematic’. Just as, e.g., in ‘doing metaphysics’ it is to be hoped that the existentially oriented enaction of our ensuing metaphysical and non-metaphysical insights can create the pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions for the suitably exercised amelioration of lived-experience’. (14)
Axiomatization is absolutistically impossible but relatively possible when pragmatically and existentially focused. (15)

Trans-Axiomatization is that resignation that needs to be cautiously realized since we can only venture into the unknown one step at a time in our open recognition, encountering and engagement with the relatively-radical. (16)


Where all twelve headings are implicated in this practical approach to ‘doing metaphysics’ and its enlistment of all theoretical, practical, critical and, when apposite, radical readings found applicable in this sub-philosophical discipline of metaphysics as a distinctive discipline in its own right, albeit as here non-traditionally re(-)constituted. (17)


Having defined or introduced these twelve headings, let me now argue my case that this meta-philosophical identification with inter-ordered phenomena does result in the reconstitution of a non-traditional form of metaphysics. Where, through the interrelation of these twelve headings the distinctive nature and functioning of a non-traditional metaphysics can be suitably demonstrated. (18)


In either our advertent or inadvertent reflections upon the philosophical economy we arrive at the meta-philosophical. This does not automatically confer a metaphysical-like status given the necessary addition of the second half of its definition, namely, as being ‘inter-ordered’ in its constitution and outlook. The ‘philosophical’, moreover, has been redefined through ‘the lens of the philosophical economy’, namely, as ‘one part-hermeneutical, one-part phenomenological, and one-part (non-systematically) existential’. Encompassing the archetypal economy, it automatically is inclusive of an ordered philosophy, i.e., a trans-cognitive appreciation of cognitive orders, i.e., as entailing a phenomenological-semantics, aesthetics, deontology, pragmatical functions, possibilities, and a factology
 (concerning the articulation of conformal or so-called ‘actual facts’ currently considered as provisionally well-established as such). A properly function philosophy, as with a properly functioning discipline, must also concern itself with a conformal appreciation of its topic as a distinctive field of disciplinary enquiry. However, what distinctively demarcates the philosophical discipline from all other bono fide disciplines that are well-organized and well-regulated is a concern for ‘how such conformation is to be successfully arrived at?’ Hence the concerns of a well-expedited philosophy is not only conformal but also meta-conformal (unlike other disciplines unless they, too, take a philosophical or philosophical-like turn in that critical direction of scrutinizing the suitable conditions, etc., for conducting the critical appreciation of its relevantly enacted processes of meta-conformation). (19)


Where the basic definition of the ‘metaphysical-orientation’ is ‘those concerns that are both meta-philosophical and inter-ordered in orientation’. Where the ‘inter-ordered’ is defined as ‘the reduplication of the six distinctive orders considered either individually, in combinations, and/or collectively’. So, ‘the fact of facts’ through reduplication becomes ‘histories’, and ‘a phenomenological-semantics of a phenomenological-semantics’ becomes a ‘categorical metaphysics’, etc. Once a product becomes inter-ordered its asymmetrical operations maintain the same status. So, e.g., a ‘history of science’ through duplication remains a ‘history’. On the other hand, an ‘aesthetics of history, say, with respect to a certain period in time’ becomes an ordered ‘aesthetics’ concerning, say, ‘ethos’ or ‘zeitgeist’ or ‘spirit of the times’, etc.
 But, the reduplication of inter-ordered products takes on an extra-ordered status. So, e.g., the ‘history of history’ becomes an ‘extra-history’
 in comparison to a ‘meta-history’ in the ‘philosophical treatment of the historical topic’.
 (20)


In merely dealing with relational parties and participants we overlook both the pro-relational integrity of the primary relationships in question and to what extent such relational integrity is impressed upon the specificity of the former. Furthermore, such considerations in e/valuational formation are primarily centered in the deontological third trans-cognitive order. With secondary adjuncts in the aesthetical and the pragmatical orders, and tertiary adjuncts in the remaining three orders of the relatively possible, the relatively actual, and the relatively essential (i.e., in the atomicity of the pre-essential). Such characteristics designate the existential (in its non-systematic aspect as the so-called ‘third moment of the philosophical economy’). (21)

Elsewhere, I have argued that the pragmatic is fully coincident with the pragmatically-existential (and not the mere functionality of the ‘pragmatical’ which acts and operates primarily within the contours and trajectories of the fourth trans-cognitive order of expedience, effectiveness, efficaciousness, etc. Thence this equation of the ‘existentially-pragmatic’ with the ‘pragmatically-existential’. (22)


All ordered products have the power to act inter-operably, hence inter-operability, i.e., as operators acting upon an ordered operand in accordance with rules of reduplication (the ensuing product takes the doubling of the ordered status of the operator),
 duplication (the product takes the ordered status of the operator),
 induplication (through global precedence over the local, the order status of the operator is arrived at through the addition of the ordered status of the global parties),
 enduplication (where the final ordered status of the local product is a transference of the status of the global parties).
 That it is a feature of these six metaphysical sub-disciplines that they can operate on each other through processes of inter-ordered inter-orderability. (23)

Moreover, operations can also be extended to ordered and extra-ordered operators. Where the incorporation of such operations is referred to as ‘incorporation’, and, where a field can reclaim the incorporation of another field’s appropriation of its own province through a process referred to as ‘re-incorporation’. Hence the overall concept of ‘inter-corporability’ as a more collective form of inter-operability. (24) 

The concept of a disciplinary distinctiveness recognizes that each and every discipline perceives the world at large differently from both either a more secular point of view and from all other disciplinary points of view. In other words, each disciplinary economy is distinctly constituted and this can be demonstrated through the three economic correlatives of a distinctive disciplinary difference or differential (as to what it wishes to see in the world at large); a disciplinary meta-difference (in which distinctive range of genres of behaviour are exercised within that discipline in order to simulate its distinctive types of experiential simulation); and, a disciplinary non-difference (in which the relational differences between that discipline and the world at large must also be transcended on the important principle ‘that what is not there for us is not there for us and we need not be there for it!’ These three correlatives, respectively, are phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented, hermeneutically oriented, and non-systematic existentially oriented. In regard to the metaphysical sub-discipline within the overall field of the philosophical we note the distinctive contributions of the metaphysical sub-field and the contributions each of its six sub-sub-philosophical (sub-metaphysical) fields can contribute to an overall philosophical discourse (say through operability, inter-corporab ility, the exercise of an inter-ordered perspective, etc.).
 (25)

In the concept of retreatability we note that all transformations are conducted through the auspices of a suspension and are exited through the automatic invocation of a de-suspensions. That this is the conceptual basis for the conceptual-observation of a metaphysical return on the appearance of each and every metaphysical turn towards the meta-philosophically inter-ordered. But, that granted, how are we to regard the apparent persistence of inter-ordered phenomena if for every ‘turn’ there is an immediate ‘return’? Such a problem is rendered relatively less problematically if we are treat the process of representation through the lens of an anti-representational-representationalism, as positively nihilistic, as a phenomenal-phenomenological process, etc., where in we find a relative stability of entracement in those types of experience that are modally rich, meet a relatively full complement of phenomenological expectations, are economically reinforced correlatively (and through parallel correlativities, etc.), etc. Where, at the same time, we can differentiate the relatively non-virtual from the relatively virtual, the relatively persistent form the relatively less persistent, etc., and so on. Indeed, it could be argued, that without such transformational reinforcement no experiences could be experienced in the first place. But, phenomenological experiences are experienced and hence this need to impute their effective ongoing re(-)iteration/s, from time to time, in order to come before intentional consciousness, etc., along with their distinctive semantic mapping, etc. (26)

The conceptual-experience of a trans-disciplinary non-distinctiveness is another way to understand the metaphysical return reproduced through retreatment via the de-suspension of its corresponding transformational process instrumental in the ongoing formational awareness of its meta-philosophical, inter-ordered constitution (as established through a process, say, like re(-)entracement, and so on. (27)

The net consequences of these reiterated patterns of metaphysical turn/return is an experience of forms of economic resolution potentially instrumental in an overall process of situational amelioration (preferably through a suitable existential form of unilateral decisiveness of the first instance). (28)

Axiomatization is one way of attempting to make a collective sense of the metaphysical contributions to the overall philosophical discipline. Axiomatization is put into effect when arrived at through the representation of a set of envisaged connections in accordance with various steps, say, either in a relative hierarchy of triangualted approaches on logical, dialectical, economic, non-economic, super-economic, and/or pragmatically-existential/existentially-pragmatic levels of epistemological organization and explication. (29)

E.g., the number ‘3’ could be logically defined (in an infinite number of ways) as ‘1+1+1’ or ‘2+1’ or ‘1+2’, or ‘300-297’, etc., and, ‘going to the left’ could be defined as ‘not going to the right’, and so on.
 (30)

E.g., ‘going to the left’ could be also re-defined as also ‘going to the right’ if that latter logical subject were subjected first to a rotation of one hundred and eighty degrees and that that ensuing motion were to be then viewed from the reported perspective of the second logical subject. Where the inability to closely and definitively define positions in uni-modal, bi-modal or closed tri-modal terms of reference implies and equal inability to argue for such logical precision except in a priori, analytically pre-constructed terms of reference that overlook such impossible differences, etc.
 (31)

E.g., ‘retreatment’, as an economic correlative, could be defined as ‘both not pretreatment and not treatment’, and, where ‘the joint negation’ can be referred to as a ‘double suspension’ or ‘mediation’ (and where the ‘single suspension of retreatment’, as a ‘process of intra-mediation’, in reverse, realizes ‘the joint expression of pretreatment and treatment’, etc.), etc. (32)

E.g., the non-economic is the non-virtual resolution arising from the joint suspension of all three correlatives as an inter-mediation. (33)

E.g., where the relatively-radical is critically re-appropriated 

hyper-economically increment by increment. (34)

E.g., where the unilateral decision of the last instance proffers a unilateral decision of the next instant to which our consent is then given for its commission or omission through that ensuing unilateral decision of the first instance. (35)

Where, despite the best axiomatization in the world, lived-reality cannot be so uni-modally represented, etc. Hence the trans-axiomatic nature of living-experience, as refracted through its textualization in lived-experience, where facticity, etc., escapes its definitive detailization. Hence our direct experience of this disciplinary non-differential as also refracted through de-suspensions, retreatments, metaphysical turns and their immediate metaphysical returns, where through (an ongoing economy of) re(-)iterated retracements the world of lived-experience is found to be suitably re(-)entraced, albeit within the theoretical confines of an anti-representational-representationalism, positive nihilism, as simulated and expressed through the unravelling of a lived-experience... (36)
That, as my primary defense, I would argue that our ability to weave these twelves facets into a relatively coherent whole, is a testament to the workings of this ‘re-constituted, non-traditional metaphysics’ re-defined as a ‘meta-philosophical, inter-ordered phenomenology’ that finds its ability to contribute to the overall philosophical field through the confluence of both metaphysical turns and their automatically invoked metaphysical returns as orchestrated through de-suspensional-retreatment within the context of a dynamically expressed metaphysical non-difference as realized through the exercise of that philosophical sub-discipline as it is to be experienced, likewise, in and through all disciplines, and through an ensuing confluence of influences that will also return  us to the immediacy of the secular world, hopefully, with a suitable existential complexion demonstrating both a positive, non-existential richness and an existential enrichment in an overall e/valuational formation..!! (37)

Appendix A: Can a Non-Traditional Metaphysics Be Axiomatized?

Acting as a Fifth Digest that Can Also Be Appended to The Seventh Book...
1. The first axiom is that there can be no first axiom and no last axiom… because 

we must defer to what is already to hand, pragmatically, as a work in progress.

2. Answering the question ‘Can a non-traditional metaphysics be axiomatized?’

with a definitive ‘no’ and a provisionally qualified ‘yes’.

3. Because a resounding ‘no’ tells us there can be no non-speculative, possible ‘positions’

whilst through an ongoing triangulation of ‘approaches’ we can make some progress.

4. The notion of the ‘metaphysical’ being based on the ‘transcendental’ unity of judgment 

given the archetypal economy that underlies its sixfold primitive orders, etc.

5. ‘Transcendental’ by virtue of being ‘judgmental’ which is structured

‘trans-conceptually and trans-perceptually’, i.e., as ‘trans-intentional/trans-cognitive’.

6. The epistemological is hierarchically structured 

just as judgment must be trans-conceptual in orientation, etc.

7. Noting the Affective Aspect is first Physiological, and its suspension as Emotional;

then its suspension as the Cognitive Aspect and its suspension as the Trans-Cognitive.

8. Suspensions exist in various varieties and where an emergent productivity

arises through the ‘suspension of the suspension’, i.e., as a ‘de-suspension’.

9. What is not epistemological is ontological, but, because there can be

no definitive isolation thence The-Ontological-Epistemological (TOE).

10. The archetypal economy, gestalt-wise, underlies all economies

harmonically through worlds (W), objects (0), and egos (E), i.e., WOE.

11. Given that ‘fields’, intentional ‘focus’, and ‘frames’ of reference,

parallel the moments of ‘consonance’, ‘dissonance’, and ‘resolution’.

12. Where relational facticity emerges through ongoing resolution,

whilst too much or too little consonance, etc. is metaphorical ‘death’.

13. Where the perfectly resolved relationship ceases to have a relational presence

in this overall world-of-life, this world at large…

14. Where narratives reflect the nature of a relational discourse,

with relational facts and arguments to resolve anomalies through qualification.

15. As the expression of a conjectural economy through balancing facts,

analytical functions, and conjectured patterns of resolution.

16. Applying uni-modal intra-mediations, bi-modal mediations,

and tri-modal inter-mediations in the functioning of an open economy.

17. Whilst completely discounting all extreme and closed forms of positioning 

that attempt to be uni-modal, bi-modal, or trimodal in a closed format, etc.

18. Because even the trimodal constitution of the economic

cannot function non-virtually in a closed formation.

19. Hence the economic, thence the non-economic, and, therefore, 

the super-economic and its re(-)appropriations of the relatively-radical, etc.

20. Whence through the relative preferentialization, etc., of the archetypal 

we have orders, and thence, the metaphysical through their reduplication.

21. Thence the phenomenologically-semantic; aesthetical experience; the deontological, the expediency of the pragmatical, possibilities and actual facts (as ontical statements).

22. Through reduplication we experience the categorical, the psychological-sociological spectrum, the political-and-the-economical, the scientific and the historical. 

23. Through symmetrical reduplication of these ordered-orders 11, 21, 31, 41, 51, 61
we get, respectively, the following inter-ordered-orders, 12, 22, 32, 42, 52, 62.

24. Reduplication occurs when the operator operates on the same operand, and

duplication takes the ordered status of the operator.

25. Operations occur within a trimodal economy, hence operability, such as e.g., ordered-orderability, inter-ordered-orderability, etc., and inter-ordered-ordered orderability, etc.

26. Inter-corporability covers incorporation, where one field appropriates another field, and, through re-incorporation, the original field re-appropriates another’s incorporation. 

27. When, e.g., the scientific field incorporates a categorical metaphysics, and

a categorical metaphysics re-incorporates it scientific incorporation, and so on.

28. The philosophical economy is defined as one-part phenomenological, 

one-part hermeneutical, and on- part (non-systematic) existential.

29. The philosophical treatment of the phenomenological reduplicated 

gives us a metaphysical economy and hence its inter-ordered status.

30. But, is it worth our while to tentatively axiomatize these individual fields

as sub-disciplines within the metaphysical sub-discipline within the philosophical?

31. As a categorical metaphysics, the ten axioms already outlined, first, ‘non-identity’ –

‘that no identity can be either purely self-identical or purely other-identical…’

32. Second, ‘non-absolutistical identification’ – ‘that nothing can be treated as perfectly equal unless either analytically described, prescribed, and/or proscribed as such’.

33. Third categorical axiom of ‘non-economic isolation’, namely, that economic correlatives (or comparable correlativities) cannot be treated as economic isolates…

34. Fourth axiom of ‘non-division;’ namely, the joint non-economic separation of economic identification of both economic processes and content’.
35. Fifth axiom of ‘non-absolutistical identification’ given 

‘non-absolutistical identification through non-forms of economic isolation’.

36. Sixth axiom of ‘non-absolutistical possibility’, given

‘The impossibility of pure possibility, etc.’

37. Seventh axiom of ‘non-absolutistical actuality’, given, 

‘the impossibility of pure actuality, etc.

38. Eighth axiom of ‘ordered non-economic isolation’, given, 

‘no order can be economically isolated’.

39. Ninth axiom of ‘the economic non-isolation of logical correlatives’ - ‘the three rulings of ‘identity (and identification)’, ‘non-contradiction’, and ‘the excluded middle’.

40. Tenth axiom of ‘the dialectical re-constitution of the logical economy, - ‘non-(absolutistical)-identity’, ‘non-non-contradiction’, ‘non-excluded middle’.
 
 
 (90)

41. Choosing, now, ten psychological-sociological axioms beginning with ‘phenomenological integration’ as ‘the reduplication of distinctive types of experience.

42. ‘Linguistic Cooperation’ implies ‘neither a pure private language nor a pure public language, therefore, the relative continuity of a psychological-sociological spectrum’.

43. But, a ‘limited cooperation’ because ‘our thoughts can only be indirectly shared, therefore, a relatively dis-continuous continuity’ must also be in evidence.

44. ‘Linguistic representations’ are ‘only textual alignments between texts, but, not just alignments between texts given indirect objectivity, inter-objectivity inter-subjectivity’.

45. Thence ‘representative variety’ given ‘alignments between texts, meta-texts

simulated non-texts, trans-textual comparisons, etc.’

46. Scoped by an ‘anti-representationalism’ given textual alignments,

and a positive nihilism and where putative contexts only set the stage for alignments, etc.

47. Thence forms of ‘therapy’ given ‘that some alignments are therapeutic

whilst others are either neutral or non-therapeutic’.

48. Where disciplines should be ‘evidential’, as evidence-based given 

‘that their conformal claims should be issued in such good faith’.

49. Invoking ‘incorporation’ – ‘through historical research in the formation of case studies, etc., and, the use of scientific methods in ascertaining effectiveness and efficacy’.

50. Observing ‘correspondences’ – ‘observing alignments correlatively and inter-economically,
 in transformational treatment, as inter-psychological-sociological, etc.’

51. ‘Political-like ‘enaction’ through the de-suspensions of suspensions, but,

a qualified freedom through-others implies all enaction is basically political’.

52. ‘An ‘aspirational formulation of the problematic, noting ‘where, why, and how’,

but, the same needs to be suitably re-written through an arbitrational economy’.

53. ‘Where enaction also implies that which is both ‘enacted’ and ‘acted upon’, and,

this apparent polarity is expressed through the compactual-contractual interrelationship’.

54. Through an existential perspective the ‘compactual’ is primarily viewed,

whereas, the contractual is relatively non-existential in orientation’.

55. Thence ‘amplification’ in e/valuational formation through enhanced, non-incremental chaotic enrichment, and, positive, incremental richness through augmentation’. 

56. ‘With the aspirationally written problematic rewritten on six different ‘tiers’, namely,

the overt, covert, arbitrational, political, holistic, and existentially-pragmatic levels’.

57. ‘Where the ‘narration’ of social narratives represents problematic anomalies, and,

the refinement of those same narratives can partially present working solutions’.

58. ‘Where the resolution of social problems is advanced through increasing ‘equality’

and undermined through excessive inequality of opportunities, etc.’

59. ‘Through increasing ‘inequality; we meet disenchantment and disgruntlement and

this inevitably leads to political polarization, populism, and democratic deconstruction’.

60. Thence the need for a ‘reversal’ of inequalities lest inequalities reverse such progress, aided through mis-information, dis-information, mal-information, distorted Media’.

61. ‘The reiteration of the possibility of possibilities gives us the inter-ordered field

of scientifically interpreted phenomena when exercising a constructed ‘conformation.’

62. ‘The world at large is discerned through alignments,

but, not just through alignments given their ‘ramifications’.’

63. ‘All fields are economic, and, therefore, can find translations

through parallel correlatives and correlativities, etc.’

64. ‘All phenomena are ‘chaotic’, but

primarily represented non-chaotically’.

65. But the scientific economy cannot be just either chaotic or non-chaotic,

but, with a ‘presentation’ to be represented as both ‘chaotic-and-non-chaotic’.’

66. The overlapping triangulation of perspectives, through complexity, 

forms ‘polyhedrons’, which in turn, may be profitably utilized as an amplihedron (?)

67. Limitations on measurement and conceptual construction, etc.,

forever imply a certain degree of indeterminacy despite the making of successful bets.

68. Limitations on the definition of a perspective

and the non-limitation of the number of possible perspectives.

69. But the pragmatic approach promotes the relatively relevant,

i.e., those perspectives that make an essential-like difference in outcomes, etc.

70.  Taking a suitable middle path between neither over-preferencing 

nor under-preferencing appropriateness, propriety and/or appositeness.
 

71. ‘The reiteration of the fact of facts gives us the inter-ordered field of historically interpreted phenomena in the ‘records’ setting out to possess a conformal construction’.

72. ‘Where histories is in the plural and operates as working ‘amalgamations’

of histories of the past, the present, and the future’.

73.  Where the isolation of the past is a ‘misreading’, cannot be contemplated

given its economic definition is jointly ‘not present and not future’.’

74. ‘The historian in attempting to discern ‘intentions’ cannot avoid entertaining 

such histories in an evolving mix of representations of past, present, and future.

75. Histories in different periods of time can be generally differentiated 

by noting past discontinuities, present non-continuities, and future continuities.

76. Given that all facts cannot be equal in either intent or in weight, as an observation,  

we note that some facts have a supremacy of supposition given their relative primacy.

77. Facts are conformally ascertained in sets; histories are narrated,

where re(-)interpretations attempt to defuse anomalous pre-interpretations.

78. Political power is disseminated through all transmitted parties,

whereas real political power is directed through those who enable that.

79. The twin concepts of insurance and assurance allow us to rectify

the representation of our narratives through conformal retracement.

80. Historical narrations are best enacted pragmatically,

i.e., in pragmatic-existential terms of reference, etc.

81.  Good governance through appropriate transparency and non-transparency, 

the propriety of personal accountability, and engaged public responsibility.

82. The political-economy and its third dimension of the stylistic, as a single matrix,

suggests that diagonal and indirect relationships should be professionally mediated.

83. ‘Through ‘innovation’ via increments whether relatively non-critical, relatively critical, or relatively radical after ‘emendation, conformation, hyper-appropriation’.

84. Dispensing with all principles, the same treated only as guidelines, through 

accommodations, distinctions, transformations; consilience, salience, and propinquity.

85. Defense of a non-traditional metaphysics through arguments concerning the Meta-Philosophical, Inter-Ordered, Existentialism, Pragmatism, Inter-Operability, Inter-Corporability, Disciplinary Distinctiveness, Retreatability, Trans-Disciplinary Non-Distinctiveness, Amelioration, Axiomatization, and Trans-Axiomatization.
86. Pragmatic-existentialism as an existential-pragmatism

by virtue of the fact that interventions should be existential in orientation.

87. Transformational ‘retreatment’ follows pretreatment and treatment,

and precedes posttreatment when viewed in a linear-circularity.

88. Understanding the ‘metaphysical turn’ as ‘inter-ordered’,

and, the ‘metaphysical return’ as its ‘de-suspended retreatment’.

89. Where all disciplinary economies have differences with the secular, meta-differences 

through different genres of behaviour, and non-differences through retreatment.

90. Therefore, it can be said, e.g., of a radical theology that it is a secular theology

by virtue of this return to the world-as-lived through transformational retreatment.

91. Where the existential orientation is the dynamic balance 

of the relational, pro-relational, and the trans-relational.
 

92. Anti-representational-representationalism understands representation 

through textual alignment, etc., but, that such imputations cannot be represented!

93. A positive-nihilism applies through the abrogation of

both the absolutistically dogmatic and relativistically skeptical.

94. A pragmatic-existentialism is an existential-pragmatism, 

centered in the deontological, with aesthetical and pragmatical adjuncts, etc.

95. Relative existentialization occurs through the relative existentialization 

of the relatively non-existential, etc.

96. Non-economic fork as a ‘fork’ differentiates the speculatively-impossible

from that which irrupts, through resolution, as the non-virtual economy.

97. Non-pragmatic-pragmatical fork as a ‘non-fork’ that finds no existential difference

between the pragmatic and the pragmatical from the perspective of the relationship.

98. As conjectured approaches, dismissing the weak or the strong and 

replacing the same with non-weak/non-strong, as if ‘well-fortified’.

99. ‘Dispensing with both dogmatism of the speculatively-impossible and skepticism 

of the fallaciously untenable., and, seeking the ‘dispensation’ of everything else’.

100. Following the ‘middle path’ through shunning ‘The Real’

and avoiding the relatively unreal likewise.
 (38)

Appendix B: Reinterpreting ‘Radical Theology’ as ‘Secular Theology’
87. Transformational ‘retreatment’ follows pretreatment and treatment,

and precedes posttreatment when viewed in a linear-circularity.

88. Understanding the ‘metaphysical turn’ as ‘inter-ordered’,

and, the ‘metaphysical return’ as its ‘de-suspended retreatment’.

89. Where all disciplinary economies have differences with the secular, meta-differences 

through different genres of behaviour, and non-differences through retreatment.

90. Therefore, it can be said, e.g., of a radical theology that it is a secular theology

by virtue of this return to the world-as-lived through transformational retreatment.
 (39)


An ‘insightful’ declaration made John D. Caputo, paraphrased, is that ‘radical theology’ is ‘secular theology’.
 I regard such an equation as ‘insightful’, but, on the surface others, as either traditional theists or as committed secularist, might regard such a pronouncement as not much more that an ad hoc instance of either an untethered wishfulness or an  a priori-form of thinking where you merely remark that ‘something’ is also ‘actually something else at the same time’. However, I am sure Caputo skilfully argues his case throughout his books that this equation, for very good set of reasons, can be duly held. In the same auriferous vein, it is my belief that this equation can be succinctly demonstrated to follow from a small set of conceptual methods cast in conjunction with each other, namely, those noted in the four ‘axioms’ as cited above. I.e., that by paralleling and linking ‘retreatment’, ‘de-suspensions’, a ‘metaphysical return’, a theological non-difference (as an ultimate theological non-differential between the sacred and the secular, between the numinous and the mundane) we arrive at the same conclusion, at a mutual similarity through this evident degree of an isomorphism. (40)


I have stressed the neutrality of my exposition of a re-constituted, non-traditional metaphysics, but, just as existentialism can be equally claimed by both the religious and the secularist, I would argue that this metaphysical exposition is not something, likewise, that could be entirely possessed by either party. Indeed, methodological concepts like ‘transformational retreatment’ and its linkage with the automatic invocation of the ‘de-suspension with each and every act of suspension’ would clearly demonstrate this precise point. Hence this parallel concept of a ‘metaphysical return’, automatically invoked with each and every ‘metaphysical turn’, should be seen to merely reiterate exactly that same point. Then, expanded and linked up with the concept of an existential orientation, this dynamic perspective on this process of engagement as a continual re(-)e/valuation, again stresses the commonality, or parallelism, between such methodological concepts along with the apparent neutrality of this set of approaches.(41)


That, effectively, this proposition in radical theology, as enunciated by Caputo, i.e., to the effect, ‘that a radical theology is a radical secularism’, could be insightfully approached by noting this parallelization of ‘retreatments’, ‘de-suspensions’, ‘metaphysical turns automatically invoking metaphysical returns’ in the context of a metaphysical discipline ultimately predicated, to that degree possible, in also overseeing this dynamic co-expression of its disciplinary non-difference. Where, at the same time, this very same expression within the metaphysical sub-discipline is immediately repeated and reiterated within the overall philosophical discipline itself... to then find an ultimate-like expression in the immediacy of the secular world itself... in an ongoing re(-)iteration of the secular world that cannot be reductively reduced to either the philosophical discipline and/or the metaphysical sub-discipline... in an expression whose facticity cannot be reduced to either preconditions nor conditions, and whose post-conditionality is very much a je ne sais quoi that defies all forms of explication... leaving a ‘living ‘sense of the secular that cannot be expressed in and through any form of a discipline, neither philosophically nor metaphysically..!! (42)
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Appendix C: The Mechanics and Dynamics of Inter-Ordered Phenomena


As the title suggests, let me now explore the mechanics and dynamics of the inter-ordered nature of a radically re-constituted non-traditional metaphysics, albeit here through the lens of a creative use of notation. But, first, let me revisit the problem of an intentional operationalism in order to further explore a concept of the archetypal economy that is more fit for purpose (in order to better accommodate an intentional operationalism, etc.). (43)


The archetypal economy can be analogically represented as either the implicit ‘circularity of a triangle’ or the ‘intersection of two frames of reference where the first is concerned with the relationship between focus-field relationship between an intentional objective and its background field of motivation, appreciated, in turn, by the intersection of that relationship between the former and a co-associated simulated sense of subjectivity’. Where, in both senses, the economic moments are correlatives which cannot be individually isolated and self-defined, but, where they can mutually co-define each other through their joint negations. (44)


However, such uni-referential economic terms of reference cannot adequately account for our intentional ability to also compare two or more intentional objectives in and through an apparent process of a bimodal operationalism. (45)


However, such problematic considerations can be somewhat obviated when we revisit my heuristic account of how the hexamodal nature of distinctively ordered forms of judgment are arrived at within a trimodally constituted economy. But, first some retrospective reflections when a similar problem was approached over four decades ago. The question that was then posed was ‘how is it possible to compare my left hand with my right hand (or my left foot or left shoe with my right foot or right shoe)? When I am looking closely at my left hand I am not looking closely at my right hand. So, how can I closely compare them? Or, e.g., make the judgment that my left hand, more or less, is a reflection of my right hand, and v.v? I answered that question by noting the subject matter of a judgment had to be conceptual and not directly perceptual per se. That, in effect, I would have no trouble comparing ‘the concept of the left hand’ with ‘the concept of my right hand’, and, therefore, judgment had to be of concepts, as argued by Kant, and not perception)s. I.e., that ‘judgment is conducted between, within, or through concepts, and, therefore, must be trans-conceptual in its epistemological organization’. Problem solved. Perceptions had to be conceptually translated before we could entertain ‘perceptual judgments’ about whether intentional object(ive) x was or was not similar to intentional object(ive)  y (as entertained within a certain sense field). (46)


Similarly, the comparing of x with y has an isomorphic-like resonance with this problem of an apparent bimodally constituted intentional operationalism. I.e, just how do we compare two or more intentional objectives? Obviously, a simple uni-referentially viewed archetypal economy is not equipped to oversee such operations (being designed to only view one intentional objective at a time). On the other hand, borrowing from the heuristic modal on the origination of orders, through a relative preferencing/relative de-preferencing of economic correlatives within the archetypal economy, we could suppose that a similar mechanism could also be in play. I.e., e.g., the relationship between foreground focus and background field could be envisaged as the suspension or suppression of intentional subjectivity. Let me explain. When I look closely at my left hand I am relatively suppression intentional motivation of the field and the co-associated experience of an intentional subjectivity. Indeed, we might note that as soon as I say ‘I am focusing on this intentional objective’ then to that same extent I am not focusing on that specific intentional objective given that I am also attending to this co-associated thought that ‘it is I that is perceiving x’ and not merely that ‘there is a perception of x’. In other words, in this suppression or suspension of the sense and semblance of a self-consciousness in a seeing of x and the suppression or suspension of self in seeing y I can also entertain this comparison between x and y as long as I am enabling a suppression or suspension of self over the course of that same process. Moreover, despite my only being able to closely look at either x or y individually, their conceptualized relationship can be entertained as one intentional product under the focus of such intentional scrutiny. In effect, entertaining an apparent bimodal operationalism to that extent co-associated sense/s of subjectivity are also somewhat suppressed or suspended. Just as when the Ego moment in the imputed origination of an ordered philosophy is suspended implies the de-suspensional focus being placed upon the relationship between the Object and World moments in the accounting for the derivation of the sixth order of the ontical determination of ‘actual facts’.
  (47)


Translated, a bimodal operationalism comes into play when subjectivity is suspended and a conceptual relationship between two or more intentional objectives is to be entertained through some form of relational scrutiny or focus. The implication being, as well, that in order to focus on some form of intentional scrutiny the background field would also need to be subjected to some form a simultaneous suspension likewise. Where, in effect, through the suspension of Ego and World we can scrutinize the formational of relational combinations be that through their mere relativity or through some form of an operationalism be the latter conducted through symmetrical reduplication or asymmetrical duplication, etc. (48)


All things not being equal, we may surmise that our reflections on one or more aspects of a conceptualized relationship would more fall into the latter camp of an implicit operationalism as we asymmetrically view one aspect of a relational coupling and then the other facets of that same relationship, etc., without taking on an inter-ordered complexion if both relational facets were asymmetrically interrelated and were not of an inter-ordered complexion to begin with. (49)


Viewed through the philosophical lens of a transformational retreatment we also see the assignment of an operationalism to the remediational treatment of the phenomenological first order and where its integration of pre-essential elements is then arrived at in it movement from treatment to retreatment (through the integrating ‘molecular-like’ processes of re-conformation in the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical/second cognitive order overseeing the re-essentialization of such relatively ‘atomic’ pre-essential elements in patterns of explication in a general conformity with current linguistic conventions).
 (50)

Such bi-modal operationalism understood, through an ability to entertain a relational economy along with the ability to suspend the Ego moment implies that such apparent bi-modalism is only superficially approached as such and, in depth, must remain trimodal in its constitution. That a more in depth approach would see us needing to integrate different forms of suspension as fall under the headings of ‘intra-mediation’ (in the focusing on one moment through the suspended suppression of the other two economic moments along with the ensuing de-suspended preferencing of that moment under such review), ‘mediation’ (through the suspended suppression of one moment and the issuing of a focus on the relationship between the other two economic moments), and, ‘intermediation’ (in the suspension of all three economic moments and in the issuing of a non-economic form of non-virtual resolution). In the dialectics of such suspensions and de-suspensions is formed a much richer 3-D, or 4-D, modelling of archetypal behaviours. Thence this ability to entertain the appearance of a bi-modal operationalism within the complexities of an archetypal economy along with various matrix-like forms of an operationalism whether its representations be (3 x 1) (as an archetypal economy), or (3 x 2) (as orders), or (3 x 2).(3 x 2) (as inter-ordered orders), or (3 x 3) (as a political economy), as (6 x 6) (in charting all possible forms of reduplication and duplication), etc.
 (51)

Once these complexities are appreciated it means we can now proceed on that basis and, so, assign notational forms representing such putative types of operation. (52)

Such notation noting a number of rules (as fall under the heading of an inter-operationalism (where we note ordered-orderability, inter-ordered orderabilty, and extra-ordered orderability along with permutations of the same). (53)


Giving preference to the global over the local. So, e.g., the philosophical treatment of an order gives it the non-preservation of its preformed ordered status. E.g., p1.21 = both p1 and 21. Whereas (p1.22) is equivalent (via induplication) to p3.22 = 23 (via enduplication). Because 22 = (p1.21).(p1.21) and hence p122 = p1. (p1.21).(p1.21) = p3.22 (induplication) = 23 (enduplicaton). (54)

In symmetrical transformations the ordered status is added, i.e., doubled. (55)


In asymmetrical duplication the ordered status issues from the operator. (56)

But, all ordered products can also be viewed as the philosophy of orderx . Hence, by enduplication the ensuing product takes on the ensuing philosophical status. By such rules discerning the difference between, say, the philosophical status of an ordered product; the philosophical treatment of an ordered product; the philosophical status of an inter-ordered product; the philosophical treatment of an inter-ordered product, the philosophical status of an extra-ordered product; and, the philosophical treatment of an extra-ordered product, as, respectively, p1, p1, p2, p3, p4, and p5. By such careful tracking we can understand the differences between the philosophical status of an inter-ordered product (as p1.p1) = p2, i.e., as meta-philosophical; the philosophical treatment of an inter-ordered product as p3, i.e., as meta-meta-philosophical; and where the philosophical status of an extra-ordered product must be p4, i.e., meta-meta-meta-philosophical in status, etc. (57)

Thence the argument that inter-ordered phenomena are meta-philosophical in orientation and that this reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics must be both meta-philosophical and inter-ordered. (58)

To conclude, we should also note that a non-systematic existential orientation takes on a relatively systematic-existential orientation when the relational, pro-relational, and the trans-relational (aspects of the overall existential economy) are viewed through a process of inter-mediation (whereas, as a distinction, the non-systematic sense and semblance of the existential is arrived at through the mediational suspension of the relational and the putatively implicated trans-relational in the formation of the treatment of the pro-relational, and, where through inter-mediation the evolving sense and semblance of the systematic existential, therein and thereafter, is progressively thematized [in and through the unilateral decisiveness of the first moment]). Or, in other words, the non-systematic existential, as the so-called ‘third moment’ of the overall existential economy, is pro-relational in orientation, whereas, the movement towards a relatively systematic existential orientation involves the thematization and suspension of the overall existential economy (through the dynamic suspension, i.e., inter-mediation of the relational, pro-relational and the trans-relational correlatives). Where, in effect, the manifestation of the existential, as a third moment in the archetypal economy, can then take on a much broader manifestation (through the non-economic, etc.) through this inter-mediation of the overall economy of the existential. But, given this dialectical relationship between the thematization of the non-systematic existential and the systematic existential it follows that there can be no ultimate sense and semblance of the systematic existential, etc. (59)

Hence the dialectical appreciation of the existential as the relatively existential as arising through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential… along with the full blossoming of the systematic existential from the non-systematic existential within the matrix of the overall existential economy itself as an expression of the economy of the super-economic…. (60)
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Some continuing after thoughts…
If we were to ask the question, ‘what role, if any, does this reconstituted metaphysics play in a conformal determination of truth values?’ how might we answer? (61)
We do not directly see a theory of truth determination in the six metaphysical-sub-fields, or in disciplines per se, but, in a Tarskian approach, the truth, e.g., of an ordered product is determined as (ordered product x) subjected to symmetrical reduplication is T iff (ordered product x) is to be evidently adjudicated. Therefore, a metaphysical implication does indirectly exist in regard to the considerations of a conformation of ordered productivity. I.e:

(ordered product x)1 = T iff (ordered product x) (62)
But, what rules would apply to the conformation of an inter-ordered form of productivity y? Would it involve metafication in an elevation of status by one meta degree or is it again by reduplication of the inter-ordered status resulting in what might be termed ‘extrafication’? If the latter sense is implicated then it would mean rewriting the Tarskian rule for conformal treatment in terms of a symmetrical reduplication and not a mere elevation in meta-status by one meta-degree? I.e:

(ordered product y2)1 = T iff (ordered product y2), and where…

(ordered product y2 )1 = (ordered product y2).(ordered product y2) = y4 (63)

Or, in other words, the conformal treatment of inter-ordered products would result in the extrafication of y2 and not its metafiction, i.e., as y4. I.e:


y2,y2 = y4 = T iff y2 (should y be inter-ordered, i..e., y2) (64)

So, the Tarskian rule then becomes ‘a reduplication is true if and only if the product (subjected to reduplication) is evident (be it in either ordered, inter-ordered, or extra-ordered terms of reference)’. (65)
Then, in asking another question, ‘in terms of a shared topicality would it not be possible to axiomatize those 12 defenses of this radical re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics?’ given the fact of their shared inhabitation of this topic of the inter-ordered. (66) 
Then, given such qualified axiomatization, what ramifications does this have for a conformalization of truth determination, in general, in terms of its qualified axiomatization?
 (67)
Is it possible to offer a relative proof of either the axiomatic links and/or the ordered content exhibited within such links or between such links? So, 2 + 2 = 4 is analytically defined and its content need not be specified (unless already specified). (68)
Or, given a certain richness of connections and inter-connections, is there some way we can comparatively assess either the strength or integrity of such linkage? (69)
Then, given the metaphysical turn and it automatic metaphysical return how do we account for identificational persistence of content and their apparent conformation? Is there a connection, therefore, between, say, the intentional depositions of textual entracements and, say, a (transcendental) phenomenological understanding of essence (without the invocation of a traditional metaphysical stance whatsoever!)? (70)

Let me take up and explore these issues, and others, in Book 10 - Part III. (71)
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Appendix D: A Rapid Recapitulation of Key Concepts, etc.

In an initial confrontation with the complexities of these essays on this overall topic of the re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics let me note some key points that might make for a faster comprehension of these discussions as conducted within these essays. (72)

1. That this topic of the re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics is such that it cannot be philosophically avoided, as will be demonstrated in the last entry. (73)

2. This notion of the metaphysical takes on the critique of a pragmatist like Richard Rorty, etc., by insisting on its characterization as anti-representationally-representative; as positively-nihilistic, etc. Furthermore, I would argue, that this topic is also existentially-pragmatic and pragmatically-existential; as centered in the third trans-cognitive order of deontological judgment, albeit with adjuncts in the second trans-cognitive order of aesthetical judgment and the fourth trans-cognitive order of pragmatical judgment (as might fall under the rubric of the effective, the efficacious, the efficient, etc.). (74)
3. That the metaphysical, as a sub-discipline within the philosophical discipline, is defined as ‘both meta-philosophical and inter-ordered’ in its characterization. By ‘inter-ordered’ is meant ‘the symmetrical reduplication of one of the six trans-cognitive orders, namely, of phenomenological-semantic judgment; aesthetical judgment, existential-deontological judgment, pragmatical judgment, hermeneutical-potential judgment, and ontical or factual judgment. By ‘reduplication’, in this instance, is meant, ‘an order operates on itself to produce and inter-ordered form of productivity’. So, e.g., the fifth trans-cognitive order of possibility, through the possibility of possibility, finds itself formulating a science as the possibility of possibility (or the potentiality of potentiality). In a similar manner, the inter-ordered topic of history is formed through the reduplication of the sixth trans-cognitive order of facts. Where ‘the facts of a facts’, as ‘the appreciation of the ontical dimension, produces the inter-ordered product of history. (75)
4. Thence the following through reduplication:

Phenomenological-semantic judgment (11) replicates as a categorical metaphysics (12); Aesthetical judgment (21) replicates as a psychological-sociological spectrum (22);
Existential-deontological judgment (31) reduplicates as political power; (32);

Pragmatical judgment (41) reduplicates as the enacted economy (42),

Hermeneutical-potential judgment (51) reduplicates as the world of sciences (52);

Ontical or factual judgment (61) reduplicates as histories (62). (76)
5. Hence these six metaphysical sub-disciplines, namely, a categorical metaphysics (12), a psychological-sociological spectrum (22); the political-and-the-economical (32-42), sciences (52), and the histories (62) (note the use of a plural).  
(77)

6. In operations within or between these ordered, and inter-ordered forms, in symmetrical reduplication we find the adding of the ordered indices. However, in the asymmetrical duplication the final product takes on the status of the operator and not the operand. So, e.g., the facts of facts becomes historical, i.e., histories, whereas, the history of science remains a history and not a science, etc. (78)
7. These metaphysical sub-disciplines can also appropriate material from each other through ‘incorporation’ and the corresponding sub-discipline sees its return through ‘re-incorporation’. (79)

8. In the general Tarskian formulation of truth determination, namely:


P’ is T iff p (or in its propositional format: P’’ is T iff p’). (81)

But rewritten in ordered/inter-ordered notation we get:


P1.P1 as P2 is T iff P1

…with the obvious implication of an inter-ordered metaphysical implication!
 (82)


That, quite simply, the conformal truth appreciation of ordered products automatically implicates a metaphysical dimension as defined, namely as both meta-philosophical and inter-ordered in complexion!! (83)
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Appendix E: An Open Philosophical Letter

Hi _______

It was nice to see you yesterday. Hope you are not too horrified by my version of the metaphysical? As I include histories and sciences within the same, so, in that regard, even Rorty might not express too much concern? I also walk a middle path between languages representing something (correlations between aspects of textual experience) and the necessary constraints of an anti-representationalism. (84)
I also have a 'knock-down' argument for the -metaphysical' as both 'meta-philosophical and inter-ordered' by reinterpreting Tarski. If the meta-state is arrived at through self-reduplication then the determination of the truth conditions demands reduplication which none other than the metaphysical by definition (admittedly, on the basis of this ad hoc rule of reduplication). (85)

As for the meta-philosophical contribution of this definition, we can argue along similar lines as follows... (86)

So, e.g., a philosophy of facts as a philosophical appreciation of facts, through that process of reduplication, is a meta-philosophical appreciation of what is now a history. But, then, the truth or competence of an historical interpretation would necessitate extra-historical terms... another issue. As, e.g., the historical e/valuation arises through emergence of a history, therefore, cannot be completely reduced to just a collection of facts, and, where in a similar manner the competence of an historical interpretation equally demands higher terms of reference, i.e., in this instance as extra-ordered. (87)

I argue that such involved suspensions create a ‘metaphysical turn’, but, the automatic de-suspension, as a suspension of the suspension, then gives us a ‘metaphysical return’ to the world of lived-experience... where, e.g., only the shadow of the historical (metaphysical) is cast... given that inter-ordered phenomena cannot be completely reduced to ordered phenomena... (88)

All a work in progress. E.g., how do I argue for reduplication of similar products (and duplication of different types of products) along less ad hoc lines of argumentation... after many baths I feel I have cracked that but needs to be written up... and hopefully find it works. (89)

How I waste my time, lol. Have a great week, Noël. (90)

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


� 	Pursuit, III.X17.115.


� 	E.g., respectively, say, as an academic related to a certain university or set of universities; as a journalist who writes a respectable history in reasonable conformity with academic standards, and an amateur acting as a local historian. At the same time, we must also consider those historians acting as either historians primarily of the past, the present, and/or the future (and where it could be said that the latter two incarnations may well have to constitute the rules as they proceed).


� 	I.e., where through duplication 61.51 = 61, and, where through reduplication 61.61 = 62..


� 	My designation for the discipline of a person who collects and collates facts, and then determines their ontical fitness as viable candidates for a sixth trans-cognitive (and an ensuing cognitive order) in status.


� 	In notation that becomes 11.62 = 11.


� 	In notation 62.62 = 64. I.e., extra-historical.


� 	In notation (where ‘p’ = ‘philosophy of’) p1(p1.62) = p2.62 = p1.63 = 63. I.e., meta-historical. Where the rule of ‘induplication’ becomes the rule of ‘treatment’ in which ‘the meta-status is elevated by one degree’ (and reduced by one degree in an automatic process of de-suspension when viewed from the perspective of the relative object-level in meta-status). Finally, supplying the additional rule of ‘enduplication’ when ‘the meta-status is directly applied to the ensuing ordered product’. So, e.g., the meta-philosophical treatment of the scientific topic p2.52 becomes ‘the philosophical appreciation of the meta-scientific p1.53, i.e., the ‘meta-scientific’ 53. Noting, in these instances, etc., that the local operator rules over the local operand; that the global operator takes a precedence over a local operand; in global operators and global operands we add the degrees of meta-status, and, in when a local operator is acting on a global operand precedence is returned to the local operator.


� 	So, e.g., 61.61 = 62 = the historical/as histories. E.g., 62.62 = 64 = extra-historical (I.e., the meta-meta-historical, where the historical is the meta-philosophical through reduplication).


� 	So, e.g., 62.52 = 62 =histories of science = histories.


� 	E.g., 62 = (p1.61).(p1.61) = the philosophical treatment of the ontical operating on the same = meta-philosophical treatment of histories = p2.62 (by enduplication is) = 62.


� 	E.g., the philosophical treatment of the historical is the meta-historical (meta-histories). I.e., p1.p2.62 (given 62 = p2.62 and that = p3.62 by enduplication = 63 (as the meta-historical, not to be confused with the extra-historical 64).


� 	These ideas on the distinctive nature of the disciplinary economy, be that in either general, particular, and/or in specific terms of reference, were developed in my Theological Investigations, Volume II. There I applied it to both the theological discipline and the philosophical discipline. E.g., a theist does not see the world at large as just a secular sphere of interest. The difference is their vision of the numinous as being in existence in addition to just the secular. Then, under the heading of the disciplinary meta-difference or meta-differential they note the range of genres they invoke in order to possible experience and simulate that difference,or, at the very least allow them to impute such a difference in the first place. A religiously practising theist might note genres, e.g., like prayer, meditation, reading holy scriptures, etc. As for a disciplinary non-difference, I originally perceived that as an ultimate non-division between the numinous and the secular. More recently, would view that through a more dynamic lens, as paralleling the metaphysical return, retreatment, de-suspensions, etc. Refer to Appendix B. As for the distinctive nature of the philosophical discipline, an earlier version that centered solely on conformal truth determination would be at a loss in any attempt to differentiating any specific discipline if all disciplines envisaged the use of this same differential? To this core differential we could add how truth determination might be conformally orchestrated, say, in an anti-representational-representationalism, etc., along with the wide range of different sub-philosophical disciplines that could contribute to an overall sense and semblance of an enriched vision of the overall philosophical.discipline.


� 	As an example of logically oriented axioms I would consider Appendix A, 31-40 to fall within that category.


� 	Where all axioms dealing with economic correlatives and inter-economic correlativities as being basically dialectical in orientation. Note, Appendix A, 38-41, etc. 


� 	The prototypical argument here is ‘that judgment must be trans-conceptual, being ‘within, between, or through the conceptual’, implying that judgment must be more organized, hierarchically, than conceptual experiences etc.


� 	Joke 1.


� 	Joke 2.


� 	Observing the assumption that the emergent relationship is greater than the mere sum of its parts (and participants) and its mere totality, and, therefore cannot be merely reduced to the same. By ‘etc.’ is meant ‘too much or too little consonance, dissonance, or resolution’.


� 


	‘Qualifications’ alerts us to the fact that most of our narratives are only partially resolved given our attachments to the same, and, where the full, completed process of resolution would ‘kill’ that narrative.


� 	Applying a temporal perspective on ‘preferentialization’ gives us past prioritizations, present privileging, and future promotions.


� 	So, e.g., 61.61 = 62 (histories), and, e.g., 61.51 = 61 (the fact of a possibility in such a percentage or similar). Similarly, e.g., 62.52 = 62 (the history of science as a history), and, 21.62 = 21 (the aesthetics of history is its ‘ethos’ or ‘gestalt’ or ‘zeitgeist’, e.g., the ‘art nouveau’ or the ‘art deco’, etc.).


� 	I.e., 11, 31, and 51. In contrast, a secular economy can be represented by 21, 41, and 61.


� 	First categorical axiom ‘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’)’. Pursuit, III.X17.77.


� 	Second categorical axiom of ‘non-absolutistical identification’, related to the prior first axiom involving a necessary triangulation of approaches, namely, ‘that noting can be treated as perfectly equal unless either analytically described, prescribed, and/or proscribed as such’. Ibid., 81.


� 	‘Third categorical 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’. Ibid., 32.


� 	Fifth axiom of ‘non-absolutistical identification’ given ‘non-absolutistical identification through non-forms of economic isolation’. Ibid., 86.


� 	Ibid., 87.


� 	Ibid., 87.


� 	Ibid., 99.


� 	Ibid., 89.


� 	Ibid., 90.


� 	Abbreviated: Non-Equality, Non-Identification, Non-Isolation, Non-Separation, Non-Absolutistical Isolation, Non-Absolutistical Possibility, Non-Absolutistical Actuality, Non-Ordered Isolation, Logical Economics, Dialectical Economics.


� 	Where this list of ten categorical axioms is only a beginning…in the formation of a ‘working axiomatic economy’ and whose pronouncement are more heading or headlines, and points of either summary and/or commencement, as a basis for pragmatic and existential treatment when applied to specific situations.


� 	I.e., through economic induction and through economic complexification.


� 	Abbreviated: Integration, Cooperation, Limitation, Alignments, Variety, Therapy, Evidential, Incorporation, and Correspondences.


� 	Ten axioms of political-economics.


� 	Because perfected processes of resolution immediately ends those same represented relationships, which is also antithetical to our remaining in the world with(-)others, etc.


� 	Abbreviated: Enaction, Aspirational, The Enacted, Compactual, Amplification, Tiers, Narrations, Equality, Inequality, and Reversal.


� 	Ten axioms of scientific explication.


� 	E.g., the Malacena Duality or Correlativity. Where these translations need not be restricted to just bimodal forms of correspondence.


� 	Thence the quantum-classical distinction.


� 	Abbreviated: Conformation, Records, Presentation,


� 	Appropriateness, etc., being code for the hermeneutical, etc. Where, by implication the philosophical economy cannot be exercised when one of these modalities is either over-preferenced or under-preference, which in temporal terms, respectively, implies neither over-focusing nor under-focusing on future promotion, past prioritization and present privileging.


� 	Ten axioms of historical research.


� 	Distinctive disruption in histories of the past, like e.g., stemming from decisive battles, certain political decisions, etc. Non-continuities through noting the advent of innovations not hitherto experienced historically. E.g., smart phones, etc. Accepting the non-speculative supposition that certain aspects of the future will remain the same, i.e., that people will need to eat and drink, sleep, need accommodation, etc.


� 	Abbreviated: Records, Amalgamations, Misreading, Intentions,


� 	The suggestions here are that transparency needs to used properly, i.e., e.g., where lobbying is transparently entered into through submissions, etc., and, where the work of the cabinet, and similar, is not transparent. Where policy formation, e.g., should be signed off by those accountable for the same, and, where responsibility is corporately entered into by a government or company (and by such a process avoid or minimize scapegoating, etc.). Where, in the latter, everyone relevant to those proceedings signs off as collectively responsible for that government, political party, corporation, etc. 


� 	E.g., that both the political legislature and the political executive in their dealings with the world of business should be professionally mediated by either a civil service and/or consultants.


� 	I.e., we can dispense with principles by restricting ourselves to accommodations, etc. Collectively treated as guidelines only. 


� 	As noted, e.g., and reiterated, by John D. Caputo. As a suggestion, we can note a traditional theology versus a radical theology; where a ‘traditional theology’ is either ‘apopha(n)tic (negative) or cataphatic (positive)’, and, in between the same, we could interpose an ‘interrogative theology’ based on the interrogative economy (involved in the asking of a question), in the form of a ‘rhetorical theology’, ‘metaphorical (analogical) theology’, and an ‘apparitional theology’ (and with the latter as an interpreted literalization of ‘divine experience/experience of the divine’ through a specification of religious experience to that extent this can be attempted to described, etc., either directly and/or /indirectly described). A ‘radical theology’ could also be viewed as a ‘creative-deconstruction of both secular and religious experience’. Last, the introduction of the concept of the ‘spiritual’ could be given either religious, secular, and/or existentialistic/agnostic interpretations, etc. That disciplinary non-differences/non-differentials can then be equated with transformational retreatment, a metaphysical like return to the secular world, as a manifestation of the determining force of working suspensions, indeed, that which allows them and ourselves to work in this world at large


� 	I.e., the relational world of participant and parts in objective, inter-objective, subjective, and inter-subjective terms of reference (where a religious person might also include a religious dimension); where the emergent unity of the relationship is pro-relational, and the relationship in its situated context is trans-relationally experienced through a de-suspended specificity of engagement (interventions, etc.).


� The last twenty axioms being abbreviated observations, insights, methodological tools, etc.


� 	Appendix A.87-90. Condensing these four ‘axioms’ into one we could construe the following:


‘Where the metaphysical turn becomes, as if a theological non-difference, a metaphysical return.


to the world for both the religious and the secularist alike through its de-suspended retreatment’.


� 	Citation: This reduction does not result in an irreligious secularism but in a deeper religion of the event, a religion with or without religion, a “religionless” religion… This reduction does not recognize the distinction between the religious and the secular; it weakens both the transcendental claims of secular reason and the supernatural claims of a confessional religion in favor of a sphere or order or element that eludes them both. John D. Caputo; In Search of Radical Theology: Expositions, Explorations, Exhortations; Fordham University Press, 2020,p. 18. Caputo also aligns more with Hegel rather than Kant in a preferencing of ‘the event’ as ‘the concrete and the historical’. Refer to my essay titled: 2N. Imagining the Possible versus Reimagining the Impossible: A Series of Essays Inviting a Radical Re(-)Thinking of the Political-Economy, etc: Part VI: Radically Re(-)Thinking Theology, 12, 32.





� 	Where in a similar fashion, suspension of the World moment realizes the relationship between Object and Ego (in the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical), and, suspension of the Object moment realizes the Ego and World (in the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical).


� 	Hence the second ordered possibility of ‘red-coloured round or square tabletops’, but, not ‘red and simultaneous square-and-circular tabletops’ given that the latter cannot possess either a second ordered trans-cognitive status and/or a second ordered cognitive status.


� 	The ‘etc.’ hinting at a possibly conjectured extension into the realm of the super-economic iterations through extra-ordered forms of interaction? But this only remains speculative at this stage of my reflections on these types of considerations? 


� 	‘Qualified’ by virtue of ‘its provisional status is such to that extent such effective, overall, and/or engaged approaches can be delineated’. Treating an economy of perspectives as entailing a hermeneutically oriented effective approach, a phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented overall approach, and a non-systematic, existentially oriented engaged approach (where these types of approach mutually co-define each other through their joint negations).


� 	In essay X11, I explore the historical; in X12, I explore the scientific world; in X17, I explore the world of a categorical metaphysics; in X18, I explore the Political Lifeworld along with political enaction and its economic ramifications; in X19 the re-emphasis on the psychological-sociological spectrum is approached, whilst in X20 a defense of this triangulation of approaches is taken up,


� 	Given that p2 is both ‘meta-philosophical and inter-ordered’ in status, i.e., it must take on the status of a non-traditionally constituted metaphysics’ as defined.





