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Foreword


In the writing of Book 9, towards the end of those essays, the theme of ‘conjectures’ came to the fore and although given some space, there, to explore, a continuation of this exploration has spilt over into the formation of these essays.
 (i)


The concept of ‘conjectures’ has appeared as if a versatile piece of one puzzle that is also capable of slotting into a number of other problematic scenarios that, both collectively and progressively, enrich an evolving understanding of this specific topic. E.g., decades ago, in working on my thesis, in both versions, I reworked a bimodal hermeneutic circle into a trimodal economic format (thereafter referred to by myself as ‘the hermeneutic circle of comprehension’). But, with the so-called third moment, as a third economic correlative, I was only able to post it under the open rubric of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ without being able to do much more with that concept (other than equate it with an ‘overall transcendental suspension’ also trimodally constituted). Now, years later, I would treat it as ‘operating under a conjectural light’, as ‘operating through the dynamic form of propositional-statements that, when initiated, through questioning, automatically trace out the thematization of a series of trajectories where definitive decisions are narrowed down to perhaps just the outline of which path would most likely be taken up in the provisional exercise of a definitive-like process of truth determination’. (ii)


That, despite the bad press such a concept has accumulated over time, rather than proffering a generalization of the state of play, instead, a process of specification is entered into that can also open up an existential dimension. Basically, we can perceive conjectures as ‘mediating’ both analytical propositions and synthetical statements through an emergent suspension of the latter without being able to be reduced to the former. That, then, in the ‘suspension’ of all three economic correlativities, namely, of the analytical, the synthetical, and the conjectural, we can then experience an emergent existentialization of the relatively non-existential in and through a pro-relational ‘turning around’ of intentional emphasis from the subjective participants and objective parts in a relationship to the relationship itself per se, or, at least to the extent the relationship emerges above and beyond the former and is relationally ‘intermediated’ by its placement in an overall world of the relational. But, rather than my now commencing a new essay, let the essays in this Book 11 continue this discussion in a more comprehensive process where an exploration of this conjectural dimension can be carefully unfolded and, therein, more deeply explored.... (iii)









Noël Tointon, Penrith, 8.3.24.
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XIA. The Mediation and Intermediation of Conjectures:

An Introduction:

A Demonstration of the Conjectural Contribution 

To Truth Determination*

Philosophy should be a self-correcting enterprise 

Well-exercised through 'reflected upon consensus'...

No discipline functions without conjectures,

No conjectures without questions being asked...

0. Preamble

In this Book 11 the primary topic will be a close exploration and scrutiny of this expression ‘conjectures’ in the belief that no discipline can function without the same and that they have a crucial role to play, along with analytical-like propositions and synthetical-like propositions, in the exercising of judgmental acts of truth determination among a number of other roles. Moreover, I will argue that through a dynamically balanced suspension of the analytical orientation and the synthetical orientation there emerges a conjectural orientations that cannot be reduced to either of the former, or v.v. In treating these three aspects as economically co-associated,
 as cooperating in an economy of truth determination, we can no longer countenance the arrogance that believes we can entertain so-called ‘pure analytical propositions’ as expressing so-called ‘necessary truths’ or entertain ‘pure synthetical propositions’, as so-called ‘sense data’ that miraculously form statements capable of expressing incontrovertible facts, and so on. Where, in the latter instance, it is as if that tedious buzzing of sense data and an inert sensorium could together interpret the world as if through a transparent window permitting us to look out upon a so-called ‘external world’ in all its glorious self-presented detail. ‘External worlds’ and ‘internal world’ are impossible notions, hyperbolical fantasies, whereas such notions in ordinary parlance are more rhetorically abused ‘metaphors’ that should be returned to both the  poets and romantics, but, completely avoided by professional philosophers... or, then again, left with those pseudo-philosophers who might wish to toy with such impossible magical-like pronouncements and in the process ever-relegate themselves to a second bench, or, indeed, even a third downward tier should they wish to interminably iterate such philosophical nonsense... (0) 

In the writing of Book 9 the idea of conjectures came to the surface and then kept reoccurring. E.g., just what status has the ‘economic conjecture’ that notes ‘that all economies are trimodal in constitution. On one hand, it seems to be analytical, i.e., an ‘economy’, by definition, is ‘that field of circulation in e/valuational formation that is trimodal in its constitution’. On the other hand, we can observe this as some sort of conjectural ‘fact’. We look at ‘time’ and ‘the temporal economy’ consists of ‘past, present, and future’. Could we conceive of temporal experience in unimodal or bimodal terms of reference? I suspect if it were to appear that we could then we are merely suppressing one or two of these apparent economic correlativities of the ‘past’ or the ‘present’ or the ‘future’. Correlative moments given that the joint negation of any two moments will define and introduce the remaining correlative. E.g., ‘the past’ is ‘not the present and not the future’, and v.v., etc. Implying, through reiterated extrapolation, in each and every economy, that no economic notion can be introduced and entertained in its own right, in its own isolated terms of reference. Significance is relationally generated - period! Without relations(hips) - no significance! Without the differential entertainment of significance there would be no relations! Without significant relations there would be no significant relationships, there could be no significant relationships! Thankfully, we do live in a world of significance... an economic realm of significance that is generated both non-existentially and existentially (and where the latter will be addressed under the important concept of ‘intermediation’). (1)

Very early on in my formal philosophical education I thought it quite odd to insist on the position that analytical propositions were completely different from synthetical proposition, and v.v. How could you even entertain an analytical proposition without also visualizing tis synthetic-like content. E.g., ‘the cow either gives an adequate quantity of milk or does not give an adequate quantity of milk’ is tautologically true. But, how can we think such a proposition without also entertaining ‘cows’, the concept of ‘adequacy’, and ‘milk’? Or, in contrast, how could we entertain the synthetic statement, declared as ‘true’, ‘that this cow has given an adequate supply of milk for this household’. Don’t we also need to know what these expressions define and are defined by, and, ‘is that not ‘analytical’?’ if not technically, at least in spirit. A philosophical mentor at that time informed me I was not alone but confess my first encounter with Quine’s ‘Two Dogmas of Empiricism’ did not seem to be quite saying what I was thinking at the time given my intuitive but inchoate reasoning was heavily pro-relational and embryonic economic and was taking a more parallel type of tack that barely intersected with Quine’s pronouncements that more argued that a analytical-synthetical distinction, promoted by Kant, cannot be entertained and that a reduction to sense data was just impossible and just as equally ‘pointless’.
 (2) 

In working on my thesis, in both versions, I came across a similar problem to the extent that the hermeneutic circle could not be entertained as some dialectical engagement between a mere whole and sheer parts and at the same time operate on a number of levels simultaneously. So, we see letters in the totality of a spelt word, words in a sentence, sentences in a paragraph, paragraphs in a chapter, chapters in a book, a book perhaps as one volume in a series and certainly informed by a world of books and literature as but one literature in a literary world with many literatures, and so on. Where the language we speak was already spoken by people before you... and where the genres of our thinking fall back upon such a rich domain of culturally-interculturally predetermined e/valuational formation. Although, from time to time we do think novel thoughts, but, then, we merely tweak small increments in change and find a non-reductive, chaotic-like response no longer in proportion to the incremental advancement that initiated a sudden surplus of evaluational formation somewhat greater than the investment input initially incurred. Indeed, somewhat akin to conjectures given their chaotic-like emergence and this argued position that conjectures cannot be merely reduced to their basis in the joint suspension (or negation) of both analytical-like and synthetical-like strands of significance. (3)

In refusing to engage in a bimodal dialectic I simply settled for a third party signified by the hyphenated agglomeration of ‘whole/s-and-parts’. ‘Whole/s’ because in this economic dialectic, equally, we cannot likewise isolate a mere economy and where any shift in contextualization merely gets us to express another epistemological level in our economic thinking... just as ‘we see letters in the totality of a spelt word, words in a sentence, sentences in a paragraph’, and so on and so forth. (4)

Now in hindsight, this so-called ‘third moment’ of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ (through economic complexification) can have any number of characteristics as long as they are aligned with the archetypal moment they appear to represent in that type of an economy under current considerations. Indeed, after decades of such persistent reflections on this type of topic, the careful ascription of such aligned characteristics is a thing made much easier to delineate given we can all now appeal to the pre-construction of a parallel dictionary where a succession of closely aligned epithets can be unleashed on the course of those proceedings, hopefully, in a suitable manner that delivers the requisite degree of information required to continue to advance the relevance of such research. (5)

E.g., in an economy of time, the moment of the ‘present’ aligns with this so-called third moment’, and, in an economy of ‘generalizations, particularities, and specifics’, the third moment is that of ‘specifics’. Now, as this third moment can be equally viewed as ‘conjectural’ we can now conduct the following succession of epithets, namely, that this hermeneutic moment of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ (in my reformulation of ‘the hermeneutic circle of comprehension’), is conjectural by nature, and it will also be enacted in the historical present time with an emphasis on specificities, specification, and so on. And why stop there when we theoretically could characterize either whole/s-and-parts’ or ‘conjectures’ with a raft of aligned meanings whose collective significance, in turn, would also be greater than the mere sum of its parts... (6)

            Definitions and equations can only define the word ‘reality’, and little more! Facts by themselves are inert, and, by themselves, do not ask questions. The extremist and unfriendly, interminable tennis matches between empiricists or realists, on one hand, and, rationalists or idealists, on the other, is just impossible to contemplate in experiential terms. That what passes for the semblance of an earnest debate is nothing more than a sham… their beholding themselves as nothing more than unpaid and unwitting actors on an unseen stage thinking that their ideologically driven performances unfold exactly as they declared them to be had in experience. But, they cannot do what they say they do, and, they do not say what they think can be done since their words and their actions do not and cannot meet and match. A critical appreciation of the (negative constitutional) conjecture that notes an ‘impossible economic correlative isolationalism’ would immediately put an end to such nonsense, such pretense, such non-aligned forms of behaviour. Just as the facts cannot be appreciated without analytical structures and definitional equations, etc., so, too, in reverse, the analytical cannot be fully appreciated without synthetically oriented content. E.g., the tautology ‘it is either raining or not raining at this moment in time at this point on the Earth’s surface’ is a different tautology, to my mind, from saying ‘that on this lawn green unicorns were either dancing or not dancing at midnight last night’. To say the latter is true can only mean one is very short-sighted. (7)

          The point being made here is that this (negative) conjecture of a ‘non-isolationalism’ simple notes that the relational correlativities that constitute an economy are very much like the ‘gluons’ and ‘quarks’ in a nucleus or nucleon which can never be pulled apart and exhibited in their own right. Such correlatives can only be subtly preferenced, but, then, certainly not absolutistically isolated as if sole actors able to stride across the boards and act independently as if free agents in their own right. Therefore, this uncritical talk about analytical statements, necessary truths, raw facts, sense data, and so on, is little more that defective conjectures that are either hyperbolical or untethered in status.’ Hyperbolical’ to the extent that they announce impossible states of affairs, or, ‘untethered’ in the sense that a range of unsupported facts are appealed to in order to weave a web of deception that fools the fool who has constructed such nonsense in the first place. Although admittedly, as an observation, especially in the political sphere, such a phenomenon is more correctly co-authored by people who are either aware of such dissimulation, for whatever reason or reasons, and who have either succumbed to such forms of over-commitment or who feel they have something to gain from such feigned over-commitment be that financial or fame or some other form of recompense. (8)

          Rather than just analyzing or synthesizing the formation of propositional content, an ongoing, dynamically balanced suspension integrates both non-independent styles, or strands, of literary production in such a manner that allows the conjectural to ‘shine forth’, so to speak. Conjectures emerge, and as emergent entities, can be neither reduced to analytical propositions nor synthetical statements purporting to be facts, be the latter correctly or incorrectly ascribed as such. In effect, a conjectural economy is manifested from the interactions within and between such economies (as enveloped in their respective social systems). Almost as ‘forms of life’ inspired by the questions that animate and propel the intentional course of their psychological directedness. Of course, at the same time, conjectures cannot be merely written off as just ‘fantastic conjectures’ since they need to be tethered to lived-reality in order to prosper and do real work, proffer a pragmatic pathway for disciplinarians and secularist alike! (9)

          Look around and we find conjectures everywhere. In the next essay I delineate eight varieties from the constitutional to the defective, from the perceptive to the apperceptive. However, taking a few steps backwards, let me ask myself just how did I come to this realization that conjectural economies better account for how processes of truth determination, etc., are more correctly undertaken rather than the amorphous floating of a series of argued propositions and statements in a linear set of sequences undergoing various forms of transformation despite the epistemological fact that the economic is more correctly dialectical, more non-linear and chaotic, in the unilaterally definitive manner of its engendered productivity… (10)

          Overtime, a number of the pieces of this puzzle have come together. I have already mentioned my very earliest reflections on the nature of the hermeneutic circle and for various (economic) reasons deciding that its dialectical functions could only be basically conceived of as operating through a trimodal lens. However, as noted, I had overlooked the possibility that the imputed third moment of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ could be conjectural, as one aligned possibility among an infinite list of suitable options, indeed, something that specifies the concrete and historical nature of our engaged involvement in this world at large, and so on… (11)

           E.g., from taking a rather passive stance to the entertaining of a more dynamic form of engagement (enlivened, no doubt, from the asking of suitable questions)… (12)

E.g., the shift from seeing conjectures as generalizations to (non-systematic) existentially oriented specifications. As a process of specification in the overall economy of generalizations-particularizations-specifications. Without, at the same time, invoking an impossible absolutistically definitive form of specification. Entertaining the probabilistic and not the ascertainment of so-called ‘indubitable knowledge’ which, we should well note, is neither necessary nor possible… (13)

E.g., treating conjectures as emergent mediations of analytically and synthetically oriented truth-determinations to form vibrant economies. Placing the former in an economy with the conjectural. The suspension of all three correlatives then introducing us to an existential orientation through a process I have termed ‘intermediation’... (14)

E.g., notions of the dialectical destroy the fixed ideas that there can be both purely synthetic and purely analytic propositions... the later, as purely constructed language games, cannot do the disciplinary work all too often imposed upon the same. In contrast, the synthetic (as direct observations and indirect testimonies and inferences) cannot be reduced to the so-called ‘purely constructed proposition-statements, etc... (15)

E.g., that there is the implying of a set of economies in economically arranged patterns of complexified parallelism able and capable of doing relatively valid pragmatic work, etc. Whereas the mere linear evolution of an argument, in contrast, leaves much to be desired (although it is also true that we cannot escape the sequentially linear nature of languages, still, in moments of insightful-like judgment, as a holistic type of unilateral experience, which, in being ‘spontaneously’ entertained, more moves one to argue that the conjectural has much in parallel with the nature of the relational)... (16)

E.g., in economies of truth-determination, etc., between relevantly aligned economic correlativities, we can appropriate, say, from a parallel dictionary, a rich plethora of expressions with the same semantic mapping co-associating these aspects paralleling this imputation of an archetypal economy, etc.
 In other words, ‘conjectures’ or ‘whole/s-and-parts’, etc., can all have their identities enriched through invoking relevant attributes when equally ascribed to this so-called ‘third-moment’ (in the archetypal economy and in all subsequent economies)... (17)

E.g., in recognizing the mistreatment of the analytical-synthetical distinction through having those distinctions being severed along absolutistical lines. I.e., recognizing a need for analytical-like definitions in the act of a synthetically oriented process of reading, and, conversely, recognizing an equal need for a synthetic appreciation of analytical content. E.g., it is tautologically true to say ‘it is either raining or not raining (without quibbling over the cut off point for rain to be or not to be rain) (which, even as a tautology, is still telling us something about this would, namely, that ‘in this world it can both rain and not rain’. On the other hand, that even if tautologically true, that ‘green unicorns were either dancing on this lawn or were not dancing on this lawn’, from a synthetic perspective this type of proposition can only impute a possible existence (as recognized in the fifth cognitive and trans-cognitive orders under, e.g., mythical or virtual, as a possibility, a probability, and, on rare occasions, as a certain inevitable potency, and so forth.)... (18)

E.g., in just taking an economic approach and searching for these so-called third moments, a task immensely simplified through the use of a well-constructed parallel dictionary... (19)

E.g., in never forgetting to ask questions. Where by articulating a question, either seeking the problematic or problematizing the currently non-problematic, we then ascribe to our tentative understanding of the economy in question the requisite degree and form of questioning thought to be required that will further the seeking of the necessary degree of motivation that might eventually empower us to reach a definitive resolution of that problematicity. Perhaps a state of affairs arrived at through ‘observing the actual coursing of these ‘charged’ conjectures as they metaphorically ‘unwind’, find themselves ‘rewound’,’ and so on. Where, of course, we need to understand that the outline of a few sequential acts could never expertly describe what truly happened within the dialectical world actually entailed in seeking non-economic moments of a relatively radical irruption, resolution, resolve, opening us up to more systematic forms of an existential enrichment of our relationships, and so on... (20)


Now, a moment’s reflection should reveal that in our reading (and writing) of an (inscribed) text, if sufficiently well-understood in the language utilized (and its meta-textual conventions are also well-understood) that, basically, this type of experience is quite passive, inert, merely productive of what is being read (or what is being written). Indeed, what you read (or write) is exactly what you read (or what you find you have written). That this type of experience is not going to do much work for us whether we approach that text as a disciplinarian or as a secularist. However, in questioning that text, discerning what might be problematic or subjecting it to some form of problematization, we then find that text then ‘metaphorically’ comes to life as a series of conjectures. Let me explore this through the following analogies. (21)


Sometimes, when waiting for a bus, I need to put my glasses on in order to read the number of the oncoming bus in the far-distance. Being short-sighted, I find that when I put my glasses on the world takes on a greater clarity that in this increased degree of specification, I am now able to more quickly determine the number of the route being followed by the distant bus with enough time to hail it if required. It is not as if I am suddenly seeing the world as if new, but, merely with more detail. I am clarifying what has already been seen. I am re-seeing what has already been seen. But, we all know that the past cannot be seen having already been and gone. So, therefore, it must be a ‘representation’ of this world and not the world per se. A construction, still, one that is not just constructed by me, alone, but also by this world itself. The number of that oncoming bus reveals itself to me, and, cannot be something merely constructed by myself. I remember there have been a couple of occasions, at the bottom of Oxford St, where I have misread a last digit ‘3’ as ‘8’ and find my bus swerving unexpectedly to the right at Taylors Square. Fortunately, I can get off there and cross over Oxford St to catch another bus to resume my intended itinerary. In this regard the conjecture that I am on the right bus has to be emended. Yes, I am on a bus, but, now realize I have caught the wrong bus. That in this regard, conjectures are written and read, rewritten and re-read, and so on. Obviously, something more dynamic than merely reviewing propositional-statements as either analytical propositions or synthetical statements. All this also reminds me of going on to Google maps to view a satellite photo of my childhood home. I was surprised to see that an outbuilding, in which I had my laboratory and my first library, was still standing. I would have thought that that wooden building would have a long time ago been demolished and asked myself whether it had been either well-maintained or simply replaced. So, to answer that question I homed in on that property but found the detail was too fuzzy to actually answer that question. That, as an analogy, conjectures played a similar role – that with an adequate degree of specification such questions could be answered. Moreover, it is also obvious that such questioning is conducted from a certain sense of perspective. With an oncoming bus I need to quickly know its number not ask myself, e.g., whether that bus is powered by diesel, gas, or electricity or a hybrid combination of the former, etc. That in this regard, conjectures are situated in a perspective or set of perspectives, that the degree of specificity required is that which normally answers our questions, and that, on further reflection, we can easily imagine an infinity of perspectives could be entered into, but, thankfully, we usually coast along on what we already know, on the basis of what we need to know, more or less. That, if we were to reflect upon the nature of this dynamic conjectural dimension, in our appreciation of lived-experience, we would find that even though these conjectural perspectives are chosen by us, still, in situating ourselves therein they also have the power to re-situate us – just as when the bus approaches it definitively revealed the number of its route to myself and not the other way round! (22)


In what manner are conjectures instrumental in the overall performance of truth determination? (23)


Taking a series of ideas presented in the next essay (written just before this current essay) I argued there that those conjectures that are defective could be described as either hyperbolical (and/or misrepresentative) or untethered (and/or misrepresented). I.e., first, those semblances of a conjecture that are fundamentally impossible to contemplate but in claims that ‘such can be thought’ that what is being thought is obviously not in accord with ‘what could not be thought’. Hence that discrepancy between ‘what they say they are doing’ and ‘what they are actually doing, which, on balance, cannot be other than ‘misrepresentative’ (although by sheer luck they could be in an accord with lived-reality but that the mis-reasoned likelihood is such that in all probability such choices will mis-place them elsewhere. I.e., second, by being relatively untethered they could be lucky in their mis-placed guessing, but, no one is permanently lucky since the generation of that unlikely probability is contrary to the reiteration of probabilistically determined outcomes. Such relative untethering could be relatively neutral in its effective probability or, more likely, less productive if not counter-productive if such misbegotten beliefs were to be acted upon (much like the US rioters and insurrectionists on January 6 in 2020 operating on the basis of the ‘Great Lie’
). I note ‘relative untethering’ since we can be neither completely untethered nor completely tethered in a perfectly consistent manner with living-reality since our relationship with lived-reality is through lived-interpretations which can be neither absolutistically absent nor absolutistically present (and guaranteed). That this degree of ‘tethering’ is an indication of relative self-consistency and coherence with the relevant information supplied, but, primarily, is more a reflection of the integrity and pragmatic effectiveness and efficaciousness of our enacting patterns of behaviour that meet the degree of realization apparently intended. Acting upon our beliefs being either relatively non-productive or unproductive, productive, or counter-productive, whereas, the intentional objectivity entailed is either adequately realized as intended, more or less, or meets with mis-intended ramifications or unintended ramifications or through happenstance encounters not intended ramification (the latter situation being met through the introduction of an entirely not related set of inputs with a different set of ramifications, etc., to those as initially envisaged).
 E.g., in the previous anecdote about catching the bus up Oxford St and inadvertently taking the wrong bus through misreading the actual route it was taking we could note the following as illustrative of the above. Say, I had intended to go shopping at Bondi Junction, but once I realized I had taken the wrong bus I could have said, I will go shopping in Randwick instead. On the other hand, if I were to meet someone at Bondi Junction for a coffee then this wrong bus would definitely be the ‘wrong bus’ and if I were to continue to sit on this bus I would not get to this appointment on time. In the first instance, this wrong conjecture had little consequential impact, whereas, in the second instance, I would not have been able to fulfill the obligations already agreed upon. Let me following this analogy of the series of conjectures involved in the simple catching of a bus a little further... (24)


It would appear that conjectures have trajectories by virtue of their intentional thematization. Moreover, in discharging those trajectories the truth determinations at each juncture would need to be suitably observed. If I wish to catch a bus from point A to point B along bus routes X, Y, and Z then I need to catch a bus at point A that observes routes X or Y or Z that then allows me to get to point B. Moreover, it also follows that in order to get to point B from point A along one of these routes X, etc., it follows that all ‘stops’ or ‘points of passage’ along that specific route will also need to be observed. More generously, we would also need to accept the lived-reality of our situatedness that an entire army of supporting conjectures will also need to be accepted or, at least, not rejected, namely, buses travel along roads, locations are fixed in our representative mapping of the same, that the bus driver is not a maniac and will get us safely to our destination, hoping that traffic congestion will not obstruct our getting to the destination in time, etc. Then, metaphorically, underneath or behind this mass of supporting conjectures we run a huge number of other worldly conjectures that note buses move, can only move in one direction, can only occupy the space of the bus itself and not interpenetrate safely another bus, car, wall or building, etc., etc. That we are embodied and capable of movement of various kinds, think certain thoughts, entertain various aspirations that have to be prioritized in our arbitration of the same with others, and so on. Indeed, so much computation that it is amazing that we can actually get past our own front-doors which should get us to understand that much of what is needed is already pre-negotiated in the form of conventions, and so on, that become habitually recognized and enacted without too much thought since these routines can be enlisted to do much of this subliminal thinking for us through the habitual force of such reiterated behviours. As an analogy much like learning to ride a bike or mastering a new dance routine. Once we have learnt to ride, we then concentrate on more pressing matters like the path we need to take, why we are biking, etc. Or, similarly, if a dance routine is not yet perfected, sometimes, actually more often than not, in trying to think which steps would follow which steps has the ability to undo the integrity of our performance of those sequences… until that time we have properly mastered the routine itself and need no longer have to think about it on a level of its micro-planning and organization, and, instead, can now concentrate on polishing the overall performance instead. Something we might call adding ‘nuance’, ‘demonstrating integrity’ and even ‘expressing authenticity’, or, ‘letting authenticity speak for itself’, and so on and so forth. (25)


In all of this ‘evidence’ must evidently play its role given that the relatively untethered (including the hyperbolical) is not the sort of position that we would want to refer to as ‘pragmatic’ (let along ‘pragmatical’, or, ‘effective’ or ‘efficient’ or efficacious, etc.
). As previously noted, intentionally directed behaviour can also invite both suitable forms of arbitrated realization of our intentional objectives along with their mis-intended delivery, or even the unintended consequences or even permit ramifications that were not envisaged in the first place (although in some situations this not intended dimension, more often than not, should it occur, might well be truly beyond our ability to control the ensuing narratives as when, e.g., the world intervenes in less than advantageous circumstances to be experienced as in earthquakes, shootings, in our becoming sick or incapacitated, or in our having adverse accidents, or just forgetting our having made prior appointments and the obligations entailed in such engagements, etc. (26)


In effect, conjectures must basically reflect the virtual trajectories of our arbitrated-aspirations in a sequential manner in which we hopefully find ourselves successfully encountering the requisitely necessary, i.e., apposite and cogent, non-virtually aligned sequences needed to be enacted in order to fulfill the course of those expressed intentions. Just as in the cited analogy, e.g., in order to get from point A to point B by bus routes X, or Y, or Z, I need to be at point A in order to catch the required bus within the right period of time and all that that entails, etc. No doubt our need to oversee and resolve various competing conjectures along with their selectively merging and melding into those pathways that successfully deliver aspirationally-arbitrated outcomes, more or less, in line with our intentional objectives. Where forms of virtual-intentional conjectures must also merge and meld, find a harmonic resolution and realization with their non-virtual-causal correlates in a manner that oversees the relatively successful discharge of such motivated-aspirations as refracted through those requisite forms of subjective-intersubjective arbitration. Or, put more simply, we do not get there by thought along but by putting such ideation into practice, a process that must entail our being able to enter into definitive decisions of ‘the last instance’, and, perhaps, also of ‘the first instance’ and of ‘the next instance’, etc., i.e., overseeing the requirement of non-existentially oriented patterns of enaction through observing unilateral decisions of the last instance along with the recognition of existentially oriented nuances that ‘first’ present themselves and when we permit ourselves to surrender to their ‘next’ unilateral instantiation on the behalf of those relationships configured in those unilateral decisions of last, first and next instances. The latter being observed when we are both perceptive and apperceptive enough to intuitively recognize these potential, unilateral decisions of the first instance and, therein and thereafter, realize the unilateral decision to follow this up with the ‘next’ unilateral, re-directed implementation of such pro-relational forms of existentially oriented implementation. The type of phenomenon that falls also under my concept of ‘intermediation’ In effect both ‘becoming empowered’ (passively) and (actively) ‘being empowered’ by our relationships by being ‘more directly engaged’ with our ‘representative understanding of that relationship in question from the living-perspective of that relationship itself’. (27)


Obviously, there is a profound need for positive forms of truth determination all the way down and all the way up. Where, in the impossible execution of hyperbolical conjectures, we end up doing something that could not be possibly aligned with the impossible. Where, in between the non-relatively hyperbolical and the relatively fulfilled, we find various degrees of ‘evidential tethering’, hopefully, with enough integrity to oversee the success discharge of the objectives of those same intentions... Thence the importance of truth determination in the overseeing the relatively successful fulfillment of our intentional objectives... (28)


That given this dynamic nature of conjectures we can now come to understand their import in delivering the relatively successful fulfillment of their collective intent once such aspirations are suitably prioritized and effectively arbitrated in this world with others, preferably, being conducted in an existential manner for the direct benefit of those relationships themselves, and, thence, indirectly, for the overall benefit of the subjective participants and objective part(ie)s to be found within those primary relationships.
 (29)


What else should we need to note? That no economy is just economic; that no truth determinations are ever conducted on their own; and, that ‘adequate’ is more often than not quite ‘sufficient’ to oversee and fulfill the successful discharge of such arbitrated-intent. Let me clarify these three further observations before bringing this basic introduction to conjectures to a close. (30)


If economies were ‘endless circulations of e/valuational formation’ they would not be able to deliver such e/valuational formation as thematized through processes of harmonic resolution, etc. Hence my allusion to the French ‘non-philosopher’, or, who is now more self-referred to as a ‘non-standard philosopher’, namely, François Laruelle along with his concept/s of the decisive nature of the unilateral decision of the last instance, etc. Hence my need to articulate an overall economy of the economic predicated on the economic, along with the irruption from the same in the form of the relatively non-economic, and ‘then’ its re-appropriation within the now hyper-economic articulation of this overall economy. Admittedly breaking free from the economic through the non-economic, but, at the same time, re-entering into continual process of ongoing economic-like re(-)appropriation on a more broad level of the hyper-economic as understood through this evolving appreciation of the economy of ‘the overall economy of the economic’. In other words, we metaphorically ‘break free’ from just a virtual sphere of engagement to enter the causally implicated dimension of the relatively non-virtual... (31)


An act of truth determination is not an isolated event since the overall relative truthfulness of what we are already working with needs to be ascertained prior to the appreciation of an evolving specificity to be realized in the pronouncement of all future judgments. No point saying it is a true statement that ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon’, in defiance of his orders to stay in Gaul, etc., if there were no river called the ‘Rubicon’, or, if the very person ‘Caesar’ were only an historical myth and not an historical personage. In this regard, we have the requisite frame of reference to re-introduce my twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’ to be ever found in all processes of positive truth determination. Let me explain. By ‘insurance’ we note that in our sequential discernment of truth values we can always return, either hypothetically or theoretically, to an earlier point in this process of truth determination with a greater semblance of truthfulness, and, thence, through finding such ‘assurance’, restart our passage thorough this world at large, hopefully, now operating in a more profitable direction truth-wise. (32)


In my anecdote about seeing my childhood home and wondering about whether the outbuilding imprecisely observed in a Google satellite photo was the same building I was able to definitively decide this issue, on another occasion, by noting in photos attached to an Internet real estate site that it was a radical renovation of this former building, preserving the same large window but also extended and obviously fitted out with a stove given a chimney rising above the roof of this makeover suggesting a granny flat, or similar. The point of this anecdote noting that although I was not able to use the fuzzy information from the satellite photo, later photos with a greater degree of informational specificity, did allow me to make this determination, namely, that a renovation had occurred. Of course, I could still be wrong. However, the same point  still holds, because in order to disprove that last determination I would need to be privy to an even greater specificity of information with a degree of specificity that would allow me to revise this ‘reading’ that a ‘quite a radical renovation had occurred’. That truth determinations are not isolated from each other and that processes of revision are always possible, at least theoretically, if not practically. (33)

1. A Provisional Conclusion to this Introductory Explorations of Conjectures


By default, I have actually argued that it is impossible to make truth determinations of either isolated analytical propositions or isolated synthetical statements apart from an economy of truth determination entailing an economy of both the former along with the re-purposing of dynamic conjectures. Only in and through the economics of such trimodal considerations, as outlined, can such determinations be made. From the perspective of an economy of truth determination can a provisionally articulated proposition be treated as either analytically ‘true’ or ‘false’ or can a provisionally articulated statement be treated as either synthetically ‘true’ or ‘false’... and whether the relevant conjectures are either ‘pragmatically useful’ or ‘not pragmatically useful’, etc... all being conducted without the need to impossibly invoke any form of an extremist ideological nonsense as entailed under the rubric of a non-weak form of realism or empiricism or a non-weak form of idealism or rationalism, etc.
 Then, in the same trimodal frame of reference, we can articulate the relevant conjectures entering into a certain situated argument, be they exercised and entertained in a disciplinary world or in a secular world. Where the determination of their conjectural ‘sufficiency of a positive truth determination’ or ‘their sufficiency of negative determination of a non-truth’ is not and can never be articulated in a so-called ‘accord’ between the isolated ideation of a so-called ‘internal world’ with a so-called ‘objective reality’ of a so-called ‘external world’.” Indeed, our representational alignments are entertained in various economic aspects of experience of ‘lived-reality’ in ‘the midst of a living-reality’, and, not in that which cannot be experienced whatsoever, i.e., in some form of unlived-reality’! (34)

Now, all that granted, we can delineate the nature of conjectures under numerous headings, indeed, given their archetypal alignment with the so-called third moment of ‘intentional subjectivity’ in the archetypal economy (Ego) we can quite easily invoke, from a pre-delineated parallel dictionary, a plethora of terms that also characterize and enrich our overall appreciation of the conceptual significance behind the necessary cogency of a conjectural dimension. To this end, to conclude, let me merely list some of those features already introduced over the course of this current essay. That conjectures are dynamic; specifying (rather than generalizing or particularizing); established on an intuitively subjective appreciation of forms of alignments being entertained between the relatively virtual nature of intentions, etc., and the causally oriented nature of the relatively non-virtual, etc; forms of non-existential and existential engagement being entailed through the harmonic interactions being entertained between apparent propositions, statements and propositional-statements, etc; as initiated through questions that either question the problematic or problematized the hitherto non-problematic; as ever-present in both disciplinary worlds and the world of the secular; must appeal to an observable dimension in some form or other given their economic appropriation of bone fide synthetic statements (that can never be entirely untethered and totally untrue); as well as being primarily centered on the present moment of the temporal economy; have an intimate and central role to play in the hermeneutic circle of comprehension (by characterizing ‘whole/s-and-parts’), where through conjectural processes of economic resolution non-economic forms of resolution momentarily irrupt within the overall economy of the economic, implicating the existential potential of the present moment, and so on and so forth..!! (35)

Pragmatically, all philosophy should be a self-correcting enterprise, but, one well-foundered on 'reflected upon consensus'. A ‘consensus’ born in and through ‘an economy of well-formed and well-informed conjectures’. An inescapable fact of our philosophical existences, given that without the asking of suitable questions there could be no philosophical practice or, indeed, no practice of any kind. A fact that is all too often overlooked by those disciplinarians that should know better, but, who might well be forgiven since all too often we do not see what is actually ‘blocking the view’ and will wander about trying to see around such unrecognized corners, and where, I, myself, like everyone else, can be just as guilty in this same respect..!!
 (36)









Noël Tointon, Penrith, 8.3.24.

� 	To reference definitions, refer to A Third Digest, Section 1 (XIR.1).


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


� 	My use of the expression ‘economic’ is in the philosophical sense of a ‘distinctive circulation of value (e/valuational formation)’. On a number of grounds, I argue that it is trimodally constituted. You could also argue, if needed, that a financial sense of economics narrowly co-opts the same definition but in regard to a financial field of some kind or other.


� 	More literally, a reduction to a mere point can have no significance generation whatsoever. Indeed, such a reduction would be the very death of that relationship, the death of such judgment... what predicates, what relations could a point possess as a mere point qua point? Would you even bother to name such a non-entity, such a non-apparent entity?


� 	A parallel dictionary can be found in Appendix A in the second essay in this series. I.e., Pursuit, III.XIB.A.


� 	I.e., that the elections were ‘stolen’ when the actually ‘stealing’ was being covertly enacted on the behalf of Trump at the apparent instigation of Trump himself. That if this were to be the case then undoubtedly his various indictments in this regard when explicated in a proper court of law would be problematic for Trump himself over the course of having to defend himself from such related criminal charges. I am sure that if this were to actually get to trial, either way, it would make for some of the most riveting television for quite some years. One of the points I am making here is that relatively untethered beliefs when acted upon could well be counter-productive when the very raison d’être of conjectures is to oversee productive outcomes. Noting, of course, that such ‘tethering’ is neither completely absent nor completely guaranteed.


� 	Refer to my essay: Our Simple Actions in a Complex World Are Undermined through Unintended Consequences! (26.1.09).


� 	Implying the absence of even positive fourth trans-cognitively ordered pragmatical e/valuational formation.


� 	Alluding to things like, e.g., communal advancement, ecological value, etc.


� 	I.e., discounting all extremely over-promoted forms of unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism and relativis,.and whatever else can be completely deconstructed epistemologically or ontologically, either logically or dialectically, etc.


� 	E.g., in taking forty years or so to understand that the so-called third moment of the hermeneutic circle of comprehension, namely, ‘whole/s-and-parts’, was’ conjectural’ by nature, etc. ‘So-called’ by virtue of the fact any one of the three economic moments or correlativies could be a ‘third-moment’ according to which moments we conventionally assign as ‘first’, ‘second’, etc. The usual progression taken is nominated as ‘harmonic’ given it follows the harmonic ordering of ‘World (consonance)-Object (dissonance)-Ego (resolution)’ (mirroring the musical formula of ‘preparation, dissonance, and resolution).






