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0. Preamble


The following essay, in the form of a complex commentary on the previous essay, in effect, is a detailed demonstration of the inescapable viability of this contribution of the conjectural to philosophical, metaphysical, and disciplinary pursuits as exercised from the cogency of pragmatically oriented processes of ongoing re(-)positioning as arrived at through the critical and radical exercise of conjectural forms of positioning whose ensuing ramification oversee such re(-)positioning.(0)

1. Introduction

This commentary, first, will be expansive and exploratory; second, focused on or specializing in a clarification of certain points; and, third, will be conjectural and technical with either the current use of conjectures being noted or where certain constitutional conjectures could be supplied in order to better elucidate the exposition of those ideas in question. Commentaries on footnotes, observations, and digressions will also be made. (1)
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Contextual Situating of XIB


XIA was subtitled as An Introduction. XIB was subtitled as An Introductory Exploration. XIC, in contrast, is subtitled An Exploration (as meant conducted in depth, and, in this instance through various forms of commentary). (3)

In my Preamble I noted that “this book deals with a ‘doubly radical’ exposition”. I was at first reluctant to say ‘revolutionary’, but, that is what was intended, indeed, in two senses, namely, content-wise and ramifications. The economic re-purposing of conjectures as a somewhat necessary third party to how we could read analytic propositions, synthetic statements, and even find ourselves being able to entertain an analytic-synthetic distinction, on one hand, and, on the other hand, in terms of the ramifications of this repurposing of conjectures. Now, I have defined ramifications elsewhere as ‘present implications’ and ‘future consequences’. But, recently, have also added a past dimension in the form of the ensuing potentially radically re-interpretation of past interpretations… (4)

The overall concept of the ‘radical’ has also been explored under the headings of the ‘radically-radical’ and the ‘relatively-radical’ on the understanding that the innovations of the radical can only be appropriated, and ‘digested’, in ‘small bite sized chunks’ metaphorically. Where, the radically-radical, unless incrementally appropriated in critical terms of reference in small ‘quanta’ will just not be interacted with. I.e., will neither be hermeneutically recognized, nor phenomenologically encountered, nor (non-systematically) engaged existentially without the economic co-association of these three aspects presented in an incremental form for appropriation on a basis of small, discrete step by step. That, in terms of the radical ramifications of this repurposing I am suggesting that radical forms of accommodation will only be entered into through a process of small sequential steps able to be critically re-appropriated as such. (5)

A metaphorical comparison, I have previously made in this regard, is like the consequences that following on in the wake of the innovation of ‘sliced bread’, e.g. I.e., wrapping, advertising, branding, notification of nutritional contents, the applied presence of other messages, etc. (6)


Hence the potential for the radical-like re-interpretation of past interpretations, the possible radical-like reconfiguration of current implications for philosophical explorations, etc., and, the ensuing consequences stemming from such probable ramifications reflecting such radical-like re-positionings… But, over the course of this commentary, let me demonstrate that the ramifications of the reconfigured contents of this repurposing, indeed, are quite radical. (7)

In bold I quickly note the following:
…Where conjectures mediate both the analytical and synthetical contributions in a process of ‘mediation’, but, through emergence, cannot be reduced to the former, and, furthermore, add on an ongoing process of progressive specification to its semantic deliberations, i.e., in continually thematizing the output of its truth determinations…
 (8)

Alluding to the expression mediation in both the title of this Book 11 as also restated in each of these essays. (9)

Then, making a first allusion to ‘intermediation’ also in the title…along with the key ‘observation’ that neither analytical propositions nor synthetical statements nor any attention to the analytical-synthetical distinction could be entertained without this third element of the conjectural (or its practical equivalent [through economic complexification
]):
Where, furthermore, the dynamically balanced suspension of all three economic correlativities then oversees the emergent ‘intermediation’ of an existentially oriented dimension to lived-experience. Or, put more simply, a conjectural dimension is overlooked in a simplistic analytical-synthetical divide (where these three economic correlativities, equally, cannot be purely isolated apart from this economy of truth determination rendering the imagined isolation
 of so-called necessary truths as necessarily impossible and, therein and thereby, putting a definitive end to many forms of traditional metaphysical speculation).
 [0] (9)


Also stressing that previous interpretations of ‘necessary truths’ along traditional lines are metaphysically fraudulent! On the other hand, not automatically implying the total deconstruction of metaphysics per se given its viable reconstruction and repurposing in Book 9. (10)


What aspirations do I apparently wish to entertain (in writing Book XI)? At various points the reasoning behind a promotion and re-writing of conjectures is expressed by myself. E.g., in the Foreword I note this complex, repurposed concept of ‘conjectures’ is a bit like a piece of a puzzle that could fit in more than one puzzle:
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)…
 (11)

We could imagine we have two jigsaw sets, say, made by the same company, with a piece of blue sky missing in one that could use a piece of the blue sky from another jigsaw puzzle. Or, less ‘puzzling’ we might speculate that the modus operandi of a certain ‘cat burglar’ or ‘cat burglars’ is such that they climb the walls of high apartment buildings with locked doors at nighttime, whose occupants are on their holidays, who enter through open windows and steal money, jewelry, and other small items of value only. That such a supposition, as a conjecture, is proposed to explain that there is a non-coincidental link between a number of recent burglaries that appear to conform to a similar pattern, namely, thefts occurring from high-rise apartment buildings whose occupants are on holiday, which all had locked doors, open windows, and where only small items were stolen. Either there is one skillful cat burglar or more than one, perhaps working together? In other words, this metaphor suggests a missing piece to a puzzle that can explain a number of puzzling phenomena. In the quotation cited, I noted that the concept of conjectures, albeit repurposed, can act as ‘a versatile piece of one puzzle’ that ‘is also capable of slotting into a number of other problematic scenarios…’ (12)

Just what ‘scenarios’ are noted here and elsewhere later in this essay? (13)

Two scenarios are noted in this passage (although the second of ‘the overall transcendental suspension’ is not explored and scrutinized in detail). (14)


In economically translating a bimodal hermeneutic circle into a trimodal ‘hermeneutic circle of comprehension’ the formula is noted “‘whole/s’, ‘parts’, and ‘whole/s-and-parts’”. By ‘whole/s’ I am simply alluding to the fact that a ‘whole’ in one context could be a ‘part’ in some other context just as, e.g., the totality of a propositional sentence is a ‘whole’ in that context and a ‘part’ when we find that sentence in question being embedded within a paragraph, etc. I.e., what defines a ‘whole’ versus a ‘part’ is context dependent. Or, by extrapolation, in an economy of economic correlatives ‘a’ and ‘b’ the third corelative (the so-called ‘third moment’
) can be defined as ‘a + b’ (i.e., in words as ‘a-and-b’). (15)

In passing I note its equation with the trimodal translation of the overall transcendental suspension conceived of as the balance suspension of all three moments simultaneously, and, where the third moment itself is the balanced suspension of the first two moments. In effect, paralleling my recent concepts, respectively, of ‘intermediation’ and ‘mediation’. Where ‘intermediation’ is the ‘trimodal suspension of the economy enacted through a state of dynamic balance’, and, where ‘mediation’ is the ‘balanced suspension of the first two moments (as economic correlatives, polarities, etc.)’. Where, in the exploration of the analytical-synthetical distinction, e.g., we find the conjectural nature of mediation ‘mediates’ both the analytical and the synthetical, but, through emergence cannot be reduced to the former. (16)

That, throughout this essay, this ‘a + b’ motif find various forms of translation. For convenience let me list them in their order of introduction. (17)

E.g., I allude to the interrogative economy, i.e., the asking of a question (as the conjectural force or disciplinary impetus at work in any economy):
In my previous explications of the interrogative economy the apparitional moment or correlativity can now be seen to coincide with the conjectural orientation (through economic complexification given the coincidence of the synthetical with the hermeneutical role of the rhetorical, and, the analytical role of the phenomenological and metaphorical aspects, etc. The implication also follows that the conjectural is at the very least non-systematically existential in orientation). 

    [12] (18)


That by such a comparative manoeuvre (through an invocation of economic complexification) we have also equated ‘conjecture/s’ as coinciding with ‘the non-systematic existential moment (in the philosophical economy)’. (19)

So, many years ago, e.g., when working on my Thesis, I merely had this simple formula in order to note the difference between these economic moments of ‘whole/s’, ‘parts’, and ‘whole/s-and-parts’ (along with these embryonic ideas of the ‘extensive suspension’). But, now, much water has flowed beneath this specific bridge and by invoking a repurposing of ‘conjectures’ a rich, complex set of ideas can now be bound together under this rubric of this so-called ‘third moment (of the ‘conjectural’)’. (20)

Hence:

In a trimodal interpretation of the hermeneutic circle
 as interactions entertained between ‘whole’, and ‘parts’, and ‘whole/s-and-parts’... the latter correlativity of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ can now be read as ‘conjectural’ (through economic complexification where we can pair ‘whole/s’ with the ‘synthetical orientation’, ‘parts’ with the ‘analytical orientation’, etc.). [10] (21)


Then, in repurposing the idea of the conjectural, I noted (in its apposition with the specificational orientation of the non-systematic existential moment) that conjectures are focused primarily upon the relatively specific nature of the apparent economics of what is to be found to hand. Hence”
Elsewhere, I have argued that in an economy of (hermeneutical) generalizations, (phenomenal-phenomenological) particularities, the ‘third-party’ deals with (non-systematic) existential ‘specifications’. Therefore, (through economic complexification), the conjectural dimension must be specifically oriented (but not in any absolutistical sense). Hence one role of conjectures is to emphasize the specificational role of conjectures (contrary to any generalizational bias that might have been previously extended to this type of functioning concept). [13] (22)


Then, the inference is drawn, that in an economy of truth determination that the third moment in this economy must be ‘conjectural’ in addition to ‘synthetical’ and ‘analytical’ aspects of this trimodal economy.
 (23)

Moreover, under the sub-heading of ‘Etc.’, I then explicitly note the easier path of just invoking a parallel dictionary in order to supply relevant characteristics in a complexification of this so-called ‘third moment’ of the ‘conjectural’.
 (24)

I then proffer a working summary of this working concept of the ‘conjectural’:

To sum up (the imputed characteristics of this emergent conjectural dimension in its contributing to overall forms of truth determination) let me briefly note that conjectures are to be recognized as playing a central role in all disciplines; need to have some basis in observations be that either directly and/or indirectly; need to be reiterable, intersubjectively appreciated, need to be well-formed and well-informed; accept that synthetical and analytical contributions can be neither disentangled from each other nor co-associated conjectures; interact through the trimodal constitution of a hermeneutic circle of comprehension; involve either the explicit and/or implicit asking of a suitable question, and all that that entails (in an interrogative economy); effectively institutes processes of an existential-like specification of our interpretations of living-experience (as our lived-experience of  a lived-reality); whose trimodal constitution conjecturally demands three forms of economic correlativity in the pursuit of truth determination (where conjectures can also be characterized as possessing through economic complexity a tranche of recognizable features like a contemporary time orientation (in the living-present), a non-textual orientation, the simulation of an apparitional-like complexion), etc., along with the reiterable, potentially radical pragmatic cogency that enriches our passage through this world at large both individually and collectively. [16]
More succinctly, I will here define ‘conjectures’ as ‘emergent propositional-statements that facilitate the formation and resolution of expositions whose dissemination are expressed as inter-subjective discourses preferably expressed with either a suitably augmented and/or enhanced degree of pragmatic cogency. 
    [17] (24)


I then attempt to demonstrate the trimodal nature of the economic through exploring three examples, namely, the ‘temporal’, ‘spatial’ and ‘translational economies’. However, numerous other examples are also scattered throughout this text, e.g., Boolean Algebra,
 the expansion/contraction of the volume of an object,
 cosmological space,
 etc. The trimodal nature of both languages and argumentation.
 (25)

Besides these manoeuvres just noted, what other methods does this text suggest as a method for articulating the nature of the third economic moment coincident with the conjectural. Such triplicities can be already packaged like ‘past, present, and future’. Or, through the use of rhyme as in my examples of descriptions, prescriptions, and proscriptions’,
 or, ‘presentation, representation, and re-presentation’.
 With the general injunction being implicitly maintained that if an economy is distinctively present(ed) then we should be able to articulate its ‘three primary economic correlatives’ or ‘correlativities’ upon its closer exploration and scrutiny.
 (26)

Thence these historical travels of mine from a simple ‘a-and-b’ to our more simply inspecting a well-constructed parallel dictionary (already delineating such archetypal parallels). (27)


Now, under the slow historical Genesis of this imputation of conjectures, as coincident with the third-moment, I articulate how this important third party can no longer be overlooked. First, I note various characteristics of this imputation of conjectures under the headings of Recognition, etc. Then, second, a little later, under an ad hoc set of eight headings,
 I proffer a provisional classification of conjectures under the categories of the Constitutional, etc. Implicitly, and only alluded to in this text, is a more formal inter-ordered approach where the previous classification can be put on a more formal basis.
 However, before we move in that direction of relative formality let me summarize and de-conflict this aspect of mediation that appears to delineate the economic characteristics of this third moment of the conjectural, etc. (28)

On one hand, we can mutually define any ‘one economic correlative’ through ‘the joint negation of the other two moments’. So, in a conjectural economy (of conjectural propositional-statements, analytical propositions, and synthetical statements) ‘conjectures’ can be defined as ‘both not propositions and not statements’ and, thence, as ‘propositional-statements’. But, on the other hand, in proposing the third correlative aspect of the hermeneutic circle of comprehension it was noted as ‘whole/s-and-parts’ which, in terms of its logical form, would appear to contradict this prior definition of a joint negation given its logical status as an apparent joint addition? But, to account for ‘emergent form’ we could suggest a more analogical route on the grounds that an ‘identity’, a ‘negated identity’, and a ‘doubly negated identity’ all still share an isomorphic core relationship to the ‘non-negated states of identity’ as long as we see a non-relative form of identification and accept a provisional approximation of this more central region in such identification. Because emergent identity cannot be reductively treated as completely coincident with its pre-relational constitution, we would need to make distinctions that are more or less relatively superficial to such forms of emergence. So, e.g., in ‘overlooking’ forms of either ‘negation’ and/or ‘joint negation and/or ‘double non-negation and/or ‘joint double negation’, etc., we might respectfully suggest that in less relative terms (but not non-relative terms) that the persisting form is more ‘a+b’ regardless of how we treat this emergent compound and its constituent elements either collectively or individually. In effect, defining mediation as being combined but not able to be reductively treated to the mere sum of its constituent elements. This non-reductive ‘overlooking’ perhaps going some way to perhaps resolve my previous attempts to more fully understanding the third economic moment of the ‘apparitional’ as conjectured to exist in the interrogative economy as somewhat akin to a continual formation along provisional lines of the ‘as-if, as-if, as-if…’, which in subjecting it to the parallel treatment of an economically complexified co-association with Boolean Algebra suggested its alliance with the third operation of ‘negation’ but which I then reinterpreted as a more a process of ‘double negation’. I.e., in further invoking the third correlative aspect of the simulational (aspect of the non-textual economy in the textual economy) we could simulate identity in question as ‘if it were that identity being identified’ through a process of double negation. So, e.g., the proverbial ‘cow’ is ‘not a non-cow’. By such means linking the ‘as-if…’ with (Boolean) ‘negation’ through a ‘double negation’, and so on. Or, where such equivocation appears to be somewhat necessary when we are more directly dealing with non-reductive forms of emergence. That, in effect, such logical approximations more hint at the ramifications of emergence rather than being able to non-transformationally articulate its final productivity merely in terms of its initial pre-treatment product(ity). That, a residue of emergent difference cannot be articulated in such relatively non-commensurate terms and needs to be merely re-identified as such rather than attempt to fruitlessly render, definitively, its relative final states through reductively oriented equations and formulae. A bit like baking a cake. Yes, it is still ‘flour and water, and all the other ingredients’, yet, the ‘experiential ‘cake-ness’ of the cake is the final product and its baked emergence cannot obviously be reduced to its mere constituents as we do not really ‘slice’ a pile of flour and water before its being baked even though our knife can seem to ‘cut’ through the mixture before its being baked. Just such apparent ‘cutting’ misses the point of what it more correctly means to ‘cut a piece of cake’ and render that cake as being ‘cut into two parts’ since in cutting the cake batter or paste it does not remain as separate portions or ‘parts’ unless also pulled apart. That, at the end of the metaphorical ‘day’ we point to the finished product of the cake and call it a ‘cake’ and no longer as a (pre-baked) portion of ‘dough’ or ‘batter’ or ‘paste’, and so on. Suffice to say, in the light of the moral of this comparison that emergent identity is somewhat a dialectical-like mixture of couplings and negations that cannot be pinned down in such analogical terms. Just as the emergent ‘cake’ is both the addition of its constituents along with their negations both individually and collectively (as a mere mixture), etc. Or, as ‘directed indications’ if not, more correctly, as ‘re-directed analogies’ that will need to be ‘re-identified accordingly…’ (29)

Again, the moral of this analogical exploration of emergence is that this type of process cannot and should not be mistreated in a reductive frame of reference unless suitably qualified that our intent is more focused upon its ‘origins’ rather than its ‘ends’. (30)


Hence my cautionary advice in this regard that emergence as topic is better reviewed through the lens of a ‘transformational philosophy of retreatment’ as explored elsewhere.
 (31)


This ‘analogical representation of emergence’ is entailed in the concepts of ‘mediation’ and ‘intermediation’. The mechanism in both instances is ‘seen’ as a ‘dynamically balanced suspension with the parties held in some form of apposition’. But even the order of my introduction of these two concepts is conventional and artificial given the dialectical spontaneity of both co-associated processes. If anything, ‘mediation’ is predicated on ‘intermediation’ and not v.v. But, then, it would be more truthful to say that even intermediation is only possible given the relational reciprocity of its relevant placement within a relational sense of world through an economy of contextualization. I.e., in an economy of re(-)contextualization. Just as our focus on the bimodalism of a process of mediation must find its pre-conditional basis in an economy of intermediation, which, in turn, has the same type of pre-conditional requirement met in the placement of intermediation within an economy of re(-)contextualization. (32)

As a convention, I introduce this overall topic through the mediation, i.e., bimodal suspension of World and Object in the so-called ‘third moment’ of the ‘non-systematic existential’ (Ego). Then, through intermediation, through a dynamic trimodal suspension of World, Object, and Ego we arrive at a relatively more systematic version of the existential through its implicit relational re(-)contextualization, and so on. However, adopting another set of conventions we could equally arrive at two other forms of the so-called ‘third moment’ by choosing a different bimodal set of moments in the first place. Hence the necessity for these dialectical qualifications of our needing to note the actual linear method or methods being chosen. That, at the end of the delineation of the imputed dialectical process actually adopted and adapted we need to be mindful that such linear steps undertaken both represent and misrepresent that same sense and semblance of a dialectical process in question. Hoping, of course, that such limited manoeuvres produce and represent more value than that also lost through its co-associated misrepresentation (recognizing that the recognition of such misrepresentation is an additional step in this same dialectical process of de-mis-representation, etc. Hence the presentation and qualification of these two central concepts of mediation and intermediation that collectively asssist us in our coming to also understand how we move from an inchoate sense of the existential in the relatively non-systematic existential moment of Ego and its dialectical-like clarification through both ‘intermediation’ and ‘relational re(-)contextualization’. (33)

Now, to remedy our oversight over the importance and necessity of the conjectural dimension in any discussion of the analytical-synthetical distinction, etc., in the section titled Genesis I addressed a number of approaches as to how we might rectify this oversight. For a start, it is obvious that we can surmise that all disciplines are replete with conjectures all ostensively out seeking various forms of truth determination be that conjectural, factual, finding forms of e/valuational formation in keeping with the disciplinary tenor of those conjectures, etc. So, e.g., in historically oriented conjectures, the emphasis is on telling a story, in the form of a coherent narrative, that ‘illuminates’ the ‘history’ being recounted, and so on. Hence this experiential concept of ‘recognition’, that conjectural aspect of the conjectural economy (which could equally be seen as an ‘analytical economy’ or a ‘synthetical economy’ depending upon the oriented nature of our qualified processes of preferential treatment) can and should be recognized when this economic aspect is suitably pointed out. So, we would expect, that once this dimension is pointed out as a prominent feature, apparently of each and every discipline, we should at least ask ourselves just what role the propositional-statements of a conjectural dimension might play in all our future proceedings. (34)

Then, under the heading of Observation I noted the role ‘observation’ must either directly and/or indirectly play in this pursuit of such considerations. That even when we discuss a theoretical scientific concept like ‘atoms’, an enormous quantity of observations has led us to this conjected point of view even though atoms per se are not directly seen. This type of consideration is not to be seen as some form of empiricism, realism, or logical positivism, or similar. Rather, it merely notes that a certain ‘type’ and ‘density’ of observations are necessary, in accordance with the ‘existential’ nature of the topic in question, in terms of its distinctive specification, in order to establish the apparent legitimacy of the ensuing truth determinations to be made in that disciplinary field in question. So, e.g., the truth determinations enacted by scientists in a field of science are somewhat different to those demanded by a cohort of historians, and v.v. Similarly, as a test case in this regard, we might enquire just what observations should a theologian articulate in order to establish the ensuing legitimacy of their discipline? That in this regard, there is no difference other than in the type and density of observational reports needed to develop their disciplinary forms of treatment, etc., as subjected to the transformation rules established by that type of disciplinarian. So, the theologian might discuss their concepts of human nature, various problems to be found in their observations regarding such a topic, the various formulation of conjectured remedies in the theological light of their theological formations, etc., etc. Hopefully, being aware of the dictum that ‘what is not there for us cannot not be there for us, and v.v.’, and, if that were to be the case, ‘then we need not be there for it!’ That, therefore, the theologian is bound by a central relationship between the numinous nature of their conjectured theological or theological-like domain and the domain of the secular (as previous discussed under the concept of a non-disciplinary difference or non-disciplinary differential’, etc., as must pertain to all disciplines seeking to be relevant, and find relevance, in the lives of its disciplinarians and their audiences or congregations, etc.). (35)

Hence the importance of this concept of observations (of the world at large, etc.), in order to somewhat ‘reality-base’, in experience, the conjectural dimension of that approach being researched. In other words, conjectures that are merely conjectured in hypothetical terms of reference can only find an apparent relevance in those theoretical terms of reference to the extent that they also impinge on our readings and writings concerning our very being in this world at large, etc. That, in effect, the type and density of observational reports will influence the apparent existential relevance of the scrutiny being apparently exercised within such explorations. Thence this ‘observation’ that the relevance of our conjectures is a measure of the extent they are not merely proposed and treated as mere conjectures (which, to be quite honest, is somewhat antithetical to the nature of the conjectural dimension when we understand its penchant for existential specification of the topic in question… in this imputed psychic movement from generalization to particularity to specification… without implying non-provisional forms of arriving at an impossible indubitability of engineered end-points when specifications that are good enough are more often than not ‘good enough’ to take up and appropriate… in the light of those current tasks to hand, be they either more disciplinary or secular in the nature of their aspirational intent). (36)

The next requirement in our characterization of conjectures was the importance to be placed on their ‘iterability’. A conjecture that could not be reiterated was not and cannot be a conjecture as here understood. In this regard I also noted:

Moreover, conjectures cannot be absent from a ‘respectable’ process of truth determination and, furthermore, should be both well-formed (for re-iteration) and well-informed (given this need for an observable dimension to also be both directly or indirectly present and reality based in lived-experience). [7] (37)


That closely associated with this iterability was the need for a conjectural propositional-statement or a set of such propositional-statements, etc., to be both ‘well-formed’ and ‘well-informed’. The latter aspect referencing this previous requirement for an observational basis in lived-experience. That there should be an ‘insatiable appetite’ for facts rather that factoids, or similar, in order to not render such conjectures as defective conjectures that only appear to proffer positively affirmed forms of truth determination in keeping with the nature of the relevant semantic fields in question. Where possible, at all times, ‘we need to walk on both legs’ and it would be inconceivable to insist that we should ‘break one or both legs’. In other words, as respectable philosophers, as respectable disciplinarians and secularists, we need to insist that our current conjectures be both ‘well-formed’ and ‘well-informed’! (38)

The next heading of a Non-Isolationalism references the conjecture that no economic correlativity (correlative) can be extracted and isolated from its respective economy. That to do so is defined as both ‘extremist’ and ‘ideologically oriented’. Indeed, as impossible to execute to the extent such isolationalism is being proposed and over-preferentially (mis)treated. Now, this conjecture can be formulated in both positively affirmative and negatively dis-conformative formats. I.e., that there exists no possibility for the ideological isolation of the parties, i.e., both participants and parts, of any economy to be purely isolated and treated in their own right as if for themselves alone, or purely from themselves or to be found purely in and through themselves, and so on. This applies both unimodally and bimodally. So, in the conjectural economy there can be no pure analytical propositions, no pure synthetical statements (rightly or wrongly treated as such) and no pure conjectural propositional-statements. Similarly, the analytical-synthetic distinction ‘itself’ likewise cannot be treated in own right other than in reference to the trimodal constitution of the conjectural economy itself (albeit, at the same time, without the non-relative (absolutistical) de-contextualizing its relational emplacement in this world at large, etc.). So, this conjecture could be either affirmatively written as ‘there exists no forms of economic isolationalism’, or, formed in a dis-conformative sense that ‘there cannot exist forms of economic isolationalism’. On the other hand, given its use of negation we should more correctly treat it as a ‘negative conjecture’ in that same regard (in contrast to the central and crucial ‘positive conjecture’ that states ‘all economies are trimodally constituted’). Where, it should also be added, both types of conjecture can be ‘observed’ as either being apparently ‘present’ or ‘absent’ in our lived-experience and over the course of our ‘lived-interpretations’ of this world at large, etc.
 (39)

Hence my comment:

An appreciation of this subtle, dialectical positioning means that truth determination is the productive result of the economic engagement of all three economic correlativities, namely, the synthetical, the analytical, and the conjectural. That, with the impossible absence of any one of these three parties, either explicitly or implicitly, nothing other than the defective can be comprehended and appreciated as such. [9] (40)
The next heading of The Hermeneutic Circle of Comprehension notes my first unwittingly encounter, as previously related, with the conjectural dimension through my trimodal treatment of the hitherto bimodal treatment of the hermeneutic circle of this imputation of ‘whole/s-and-parts’. In the process noting the following identifications:

…the latter correlativity of ‘whole/s-and-parts’ can now be read as ‘conjectural’ (through economic complexification where we can pair ‘whole/s’ with the ‘synthetical orientation’, ‘parts’ with the ‘analytical orientation’, etc.). [10] (41)


By introducing my explorations of the Interrogative Economy, I wish to make various connections through economic complexification as to how we might further characterize this third economic aspect, i.e., this correlative that archetypally matches the ‘third moment’ of the conjectural.
 Let me explain. (42)


This economic reading assumes the first asking of a question which in suspensional terms of reference is a dis-conjunctive suspension of the ‘either/or’. As a first reply I envisage the supplying of a relevant metaphor. Now, a metaphor is a conjunctive suspension of the ‘both like and not like’. But in the usual asking of a question, we would not be satisfied if we were only supplied with a metaphorical allusion. Even if we were to ask the question ‘does the moon look like a big blue cheese?’ the affirmation is more than just like a big blue cheese being it is like a big blue cheese (which is not just metaphorical given its expression as also an affirmation of this identification). Hence the third moment takes on a literal appearance which I have treated as ‘apparitional’. As if it is the case that … this is as if this is the case that… as if this is the case that… Implying through this recursive reiteration that the ‘final’ truth determination is actually forever ‘provisional’. But with some equivocation on my part since I also borrow from Boolean Algebra the idea that this so-called (and conventional assigned) ‘third moment’ has a negative persona in some form or other, namely, in this instance, as a double negation of the initial identification. I.e., as ‘not not x’ (where x is the metaphorical first reply). So, e.g., does the moon look like a big blue cheese? ‘Yes, it is not not like a metaphorical big blue cheese’, i.e., ‘it, indeed, does look like a big blue cheese’. Hence my reading of the interrogative economy… as following these rhetorical, metaphorical and apparitional moments. (43)

The point of this non-digression (into the reading of an interrogative economy) is to make the comparison of the so-called ‘third moment of the conjectural’ as effectively also paralleling the ‘apparitional moment’ in its apparent but provisional simulation of the expression of the ensuing truth conditional propositional-statement in its manifested semblance. I.e., that the conjectural moment is ‘apparitional’ or ‘simulated’, is a ‘provisional affirmation’ being arrived at through a ‘double negation’ rather than a mere affirmation per se, is something that seems to be ‘demonstrated’ or ‘self-demonstratable’. In finessing this form of economic complexification, a number of other qualifications can also arise (along with all other relevant allusions arising from this creative supplying and applying of any other infinite number of complexified possibilities).  (44)

At this point let me reintroduce my two interrelated concepts of ‘mediation and intermediation’. As the ‘third moment’ the dynamically balanced suspension of the first two moments ‘mediates’ the imputed interactions of the former. So, in a conjectural economy we can say that conjectures mediates both ‘the necessity of analytical propositions’ and ‘the contingency of synthetical propositions’, along with the analytic-synthetic distinction itself between these two former moments through ‘the imputed cogency of conjectural propositional-statements’, and, that through a dynamically balance of all three moments we arrive at the intermediation of this economy where the relatively non-systematic expression of the existential is now expressed along more systematic existential lines of expression. Now, that just as the emergence of the mediation of conjectures cannot be reductive treated on par with either the analytical or the synthetical or their mere combination, so, too, intermediation implies that the ensuing productivity of the overall conjectural economy cannot be reduced to either pre-mediated or the post-mediated. I.e., that the intermediated sense and semblance of an existential complexion can no longer be merely viewed as non-systematically existential but as being able to manifest or simulate a more systematic sense and semblance of existential expressivity. Moreover, by such means the ‘weak’ pragmatic nature of the ‘third’ conjectural moment can now take on a more overt existential expression where the manifested existential in its more systematic sense and semblance becomes equated with its direct paralleling of the pragmatic in its now non-ideologically oriented affirmational sense and semblance of its ensuing expression as both jointly systematically existential and pragmatically affirmative. Hence my reasoning for noting a co-associated pairing of the systematic existential with a non-weak sense and semblance of pragmatic affirmation (whilst being mindful of my distinction between the overall pragmatic in its existential manifestation and the fourth trans-cognitively ordered sense and semblance of a not unrelated appreciation of the pragmatical viewed under a lens that is perceived as merely effective and/or efficient and/or efficacious, and so on. Not that the systematic existential expression of the non-weakly pragmatic is not effective, etc., but, rather is primarily filtered through a third trans-cognitively ordered deontological-existential lens and, then, secondarily, through its adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical [to then be, thirdly, filtered through its tertiary adjuncts of a fifth trans-cognitively order hermeneutic possibility, a sixth trans-cognitively ordered ontical factuality, and a first trans-cognitively phenomenal-phenomenological process of semantic mapping/s]).  (45)

In light of the above we can then make the following distinctions in regard to the instantiation of a pragmatic form of expression (and not so much the pragmatical), namely, an ideologically ‘strong’ pragmatism, that is best avoided as either distorted in its least expression or as totally misconstrued through an over-promoted version which must become practically impossible to either recognize, encounter and/or engage; as a ‘weak’ non-promoted form of pragmatism (in cooperation with weak forms of realism and idealism as would be utilized in an aspirational economy); and, under a relatively systematic existential transformation, as giving rise to a more practical and fruitful form of a ‘non-weak’ pragmatism more in tune, i.e., attuned, with its relational situatedness. Indeed, under the tenor of those circumstances can then be perceived as operating from a now both pro-relational and trans-relational sense and semblance of a living-perspective wherein nothing other than a situated relational ethics is effectively operating in and through the expression of the primary relationship itself, albeit as its perceives its own relational situatedness, which, in turn, is to be found within the dynamics its arising through the ensuing empowerment of the relationship itself as it finds itself both ‘speaking and acting’ within and from this overall world of the relational. Hence these three distinctions of the pragmatic, namely, the (ideologically) ‘strong’, the (mediated) ‘weak’, and the (intermediated) ‘non-weak’. (46)

In a similar manner, we can view the existential status of the apparent expression of a certain primary relationship, namely, as either ideologically ‘strong’ and, therein and thereby, non-existentially oriented; as ‘weak’ and only non-systematically oriented in its potential existential terms of reference; and, as ‘non-weak’ to the extent it is observing an intermediated sense and semblance of a pro-relational and trans-relational identification with its apparent relational situatedness within the world of the relational per se, i.e., from the perspective of the world of the relational itself. Ideally, of course, it would be nice if everyone were to pursue their relationships from a ‘committed’ perspective whilst pursing neither (an absolutistically) over-committed nor (a relativistically) un(der)-committed point of view. In effect, making this important distinction between an ideologically over-committed point of view and a non-ideologically committed existentially oriented point of view whilst, equally, having no truck whatsoever with any form of either an uncommitted perspective or under-committed perspective. (47)

That, in our passages through this world, both individually and collectively, we are being called upon ‘to make a stand’, when and where this is existentially being ‘called for’, but, at the same time to avoid all forms of either over-commitment or under-commitment. Thence this to be preferred preference for the ‘non-weak’ rather than the ideologically ‘strong’ or the simple potentiality of the merely ‘weak’. That, in this regard, it would be natural to ask ‘just how is such a committed position to be arrived at?’ Quite simply ‘through the imposition of transcendental suspensions’, but, such simplicity belies the complexity of what is to be non-intuitively appreciated under such rubric. To this end, the rest of this book will endeavour to detail just how the conjectural economy can be operated in both a pragmatic and existential attitude that is more likely to observe the orchestrated and enhanced enrichment of our relationships (more from a pragmatic perspective and not so much from a mere utilitarian, pragmatical point of view). (48)

That the point of introducing the interrogative economy is to make the connection through economic complexification that the conjectural economy can invoke an allusion between ‘conjectures’ and ‘the non-systematic existential’ with the further implication that a ‘weak pragmatism’ is co-extensive with the ‘existential’ in its systematic sense through intermediation. That, by such means, that the existential transformation of this weak pragmatism can then be viewed as a ‘non-weak pragmatism’ with a concomitant sense of commitment that cannot be dismissed as either over-committed or under-committed or non-committed (with the latter being arrived at through some non-involved form of deferment, etc.). That, ‘the implication also follows that the conjectural is at the very least non-systematically existential in complexion (along with the potential possibility of its existential transformation along more systematic lines via the mechanism of intermediation
). (49)

This aspect of the conjectural, corresponding with the existential, whether expressed from either a non-systematic orientation or to a more explicit systematic orientation, is also coincident with this sub-orientation of ‘specification’ as its location in an economy of dealing with ‘generalization, particularity, and specification of experiential detail’. In other words, contrary to first impressions, conjectures are not generalizations, but, rather, a process of increasing specification. So, e.g., in a perceptual situation, conjectures entered into have this role of honing into an increased appreciation of the perceptual detail being scrutinized from that perceptual sense of interaction. Say, I see a bowl of six apples, which, on closer inspection, I would then be in a better position to choose one of those pieces of fruit as a better example to eat on the basis of my past knowledge derived from previously having eaten apples. Indeed, one of those apples has started to rot a little on one side so my first thoughts are to choose one of those other apples which, I have to confess, all look very edible and delicious. However, I have second thoughts. I take the apple with its blemishes as noted and with a knife cut out the small, defective section of that apple and find my eating of the rest of that apple to have been a good choice. Now, at each stage in this series of conjectures, paralleling the various patterns of my behaviour entered into have, in effect, involved myself in a process of increasing specification. That this is exactly in line with my understanding of existential experience in which the relational situation in question is subjected to an increasing degree of detailed appreciation… until that time we wish to alter our experiential focus be that from our now no longer finding a certain richness of detail and a subsequent loss of interest in that situation to a re-direction of our current intent for whatever reason or reasons. That, effectively, the natural role of conjectural scrutiny is to finesse the interactive detail of that experiential relationship as realized through such forms of appreciation. So, contrary to a misplaced conventional wisdom, that might suggest conjectures are vast processes of generalizations, in lived-reality we find the opposite to be the case, namely, a tendency to fine-tune the forms of appreciation being entered into… along with the forms of truth determination concomitant with this same increasing appreciation of detail. (50)

Of course, it must go without my having once again to note that conjectural economies dealing with propositional-statements (or the same economy focusing, instead, more on analytical propositions or synthetical statements) cannot be other than trimodally constituted as is the conjectured nature of all economies (as typified by the archetypal economy and its gestalt modelling and interpretation).
 That to understand this reading of the economic requires a hypothetical acceptance of this constitutional conjecture, However, on the other hand, such a pre-conditional acceptance does not demand any form of philosophical acceptance in that same regard. Such a positional attitude deserves to be well-thought through first, but, am confident such a shift would be taken up after due diligence has been first performed… (51)

In regard to ‘Etc.’ I am directly referring to the use of a parallel dictionary, compiled through past considerations of economic complexification, or, to the exercising of current processes of economic complexification in order to enrich the significance of a certain economic correlative. In this instance, concentrating our attention on the so-called ‘third moment’ of the ‘conjectural’ (and hence its co-association with the non-systematic existential, present temporal experience, specification, etc.
). (52)


Refining a definition of the conjectural as:
…‘emergent propositional-statements that facilitate the formation and resolution of expositions whose dissemination are expressed as inter-subjective discourses preferably expressed with either a suitably augmented and/or enhanced degree of pragmatic cogency. [17] (53)


Introducing the triple apposition of ‘analytical necessity’, ‘synthetic contingency’, and ‘conjectural cogency’… with the understanding that none of these aspects, either individually or paired, can be economically isolated from the remainder of their respective economy. (54)

Taking on board the idea that conjectures can be ‘observed’, i.e., when both entertained as a possible interpretation and as a conjectured situation that must be able to be interacted with in some form or other then its stands to reason that its ordered status should be discernible to that same extent and that all reports re the same must duly reflect this observable constitution to that extent it can be conjecturally ascertained and correspondingly specified as such. So, if I were to imagine ‘a fruit bowl with six apples’ and if I were to see ‘a similar bowl with six apples’ the differently and distinctively expressed nature of my reports with respect to these two different types of experiences should be reflected accordingly, i.e., as differently and distinctively expressed. ‘Imagining’ is one thing and ‘perceiving’ is a different kind of visualization. Both types of experience can be treated as forms of ‘visualization’ but these two kinds of experience are phenomenologically quite distinctly different (otherwise no distinction could be entertained between ‘imagining’ and ‘perceiving’). Suffice to say that these two different types of experience are always observed differently even if still treated as forms of ‘visualization’. Imaginative images are understood as constructed by our own sense/s of self, whereas, in a stark contrast, perceptual states do seem to be more dictated by what is being seen even if such ‘perceptions’ are also to be observed as being engineered by our own sense/s of self. That, in effect, imaginative imagery has a differently ordered status from perceptually understood forms of imagery (i.e., a fifth cognitively ordered status as distinct from a six cognitively ordered status)… (55)

But the point of this digression on the observation of conjectures, and the observations entailed within conjectures, is to note this relatively inescapable aspect of ‘observation’ in our experience of the apparent cogency of the conjectural dimension. An experience of cogency to the extent that it would seem to be more apposite to go along with the cogent force of the conjectural use of its propositional-statements rather than to nullify and erect an opposite form of thesis. When looking at a bowl of ripe and delicious looking apples it is quite possible for me to say to myself that ‘I am not looking at a bowl of apples’ but the insistent intensity of my affirmation of this counter-observation will no doubt be somewhat weakened should I be hungry and then form the counter-counter-position of wondering what it might be like to eat one of these delicious looking apples. In other words, the world is not ‘flat’ (unlike the imputed terrain of the transcendental suspension) and in a world of observation a definitively formed thesis is not the equal of definitively contrasted counter-thesis, and so on. One or other will find itself taking some form of relative preferential treatment and, in that regard, we should soon discover our conjectures will follow accordingly. I see a bowl of ‘non-virtual apples’ and will act accordingly. Now, if those ‘non-virtual apples’ are ‘wax copies’ then I might merely admire them or ignore them, but, if I were to consider eating one of those non-virtual apples in that fruit bowl for ‘real’ pieces of fruit then my non-virtual process of interaction will be observed quite differently. That with such observations granted, let me now explore how economies take a trimodal format, and, that this trimodal complexion can be inevitably observed as possessing that type of trimodal format in keeping with the professed nature of that economy. I.e., that this economic trimodalism can be duly observed (e.g., under a range of headings as noted, e.g., in paragraph 26). (56)

That to demonstrate this trimodal nature of the economic I introduce, for our further reflections, three economies, namely, the temporal, spatial, and the translational for such considerations. Hence the packaging of ‘past, present, and future’; the need for three units of information to establish a circumscribed point in (non-cosmological) space; and, that in translational motion we only have either a linear progression (that goes only in one direction in each moment of time), rotation, and/or reflection… with no exceptions.
 Each economy expressing three possibilities within its economic terms of reference.  (57)
But, if the truth be known, we have trimodal economies everywhere. That this constitutionally conjectured ‘fact’ is further in evidence throughout this text in the invocation of numerous other examples of the trimodalism of other economies. E.g., where cosmological space is divided up, as per footnote 13, between the curvature of a de-Sitter space, the flatness of a Minkowski universe, and the hyperbolic nature of an anti-de-Sitter space (as implicated in the AdS/CFT duality as pointed out by Juan Malcena). The diligent reviewer of this previous essay would no doubt find I have referenced numerous other examples. (58)
In paragraph 30 we come to a diagram worth its weight in a welter of words. Unfortunately, in deciphering its full intent this diagram can only reduce some of that necessarily ensuing verbiage. (59)
Harking back to my question, ‘Where is Father Xmas (Pere Noël)?’ I am making a case for the necessity of a ‘weak economy’ that recognizes ‘weak idealistic’, ‘weak realistic’, and ‘weak pragmatic’ inputs. So, e.g., non-ideological ideas on the topic of intentional objectivity (Object) to my mind are resonant with a ‘weak realism’, etc. Now, a weak idealism can be seen to coincide with either the consonance of a background field (World) and/or the necessary co-association with intentional subjectivity and for the sake of consistency let me assign the former to a ‘weak idealism’ in order then to assign a ‘weak pragmatism’ with an intentional subjectivity (Ego) that also coincides with a conjectural orientation, a non-systematic existential moment, etc. That, this re-assignment completed implies that my previous interpretation of the aspirational economy (as incorporated and supervised by an overarching arbitrational economy) needs to be suitably amended accordingly. I.e., whereas I assigned an idealistic ‘why’ to the existential moment (of the non-systematic existential) I must now re-assign a pragmatic orientation of ‘how’ to this moment instead. By such means echoing this previous diagram through the following emendations to be noted along the following lines:
Weak Idealism-Hermen. ‘Why’

Weak Realism-Phenom. ‘What/Where’

Intentional Background



      Intentional Foreground

Synthetical Propositions


Analytical Propositions

Conjectural Mediation

Non-Ideological Pragmatism-Existential ‘How’

Conjectural Propositions

(Pragmatic Cogency) [29] (60)


By such means assigning a more forceful sense and semblance to the non-systematic existential moment along with its inevitable non-economic irruption into the hyper-economic wherein the virtually intentional, through instantiated patterns of resolution, then becomes expressed in non-virtual terms of reference. Hence the implied forcefulness of the conjectural aspect imparting a certain definitive or specific ‘cogency’ to such proceedings on par with analytical ‘necessity’ and synthetic ‘contingency’. (61)

Where the personal nature of the aspirational economy (albeit as forever subservient to the intersubjective orientation of the arbitrational economy) is now a dialectical contest between a hermeneutic ‘why’, a phenomenal-phenomenological what (and where it is semantically being mapped in our open atlas of the world) and a weak pragmatic sense of ‘how’ that cannot and should not be reduced to the merely pragmatical (as might be mistakenly arrived at through some misguided form of mere utilitarian calculus, etc.). That, therein and thereby, through some form of apposite existentialization the weakly pragmatic can then inspire the existential to express a non-strong/non-weak form of response that is both responsive, before its participants, and, responsible, before the integrity of the relational situation itself, as it finds itself in its co-associated relational setting. That one role of conjectures is to representatively mirror the important, i.e., relevant, aspects of a relationship as it is to be found in its respective relational setting with a view to expressing all forms of existential intervention correspondingly called for by the apparent expressivity of that relationship itself as it finds itself within its more relevant senses of its being situated in this overall world-of-life, this life-world to be found in this world at large. (62)

This idea of the ‘weak’ is borrowed from John D. Caputo in his re-envisioning of a ‘radical’ theology… where weak is not a sign of true weakness but a profound sign of strength arrived, say, at through reiteration, collective enactment, cooperation with others in a world of arbitration, that positive and definitive sense, e.g., of a history, that arises through an endless conversation that embraces diversity, the natural inequality to be found between all forms of contributing, and so on, and so forth. Just as it is the weakness of water that sculpts the final semblance of the landscape and neither earthquakes nor volcanoes, neither winds nor sunlight, neither the drifting of continental plates nor the arrival of devasting asteroids and comets, etc. That this vision of the ‘radical’ is then extended to my ideas on the dual need for a critical ‘redirection’ of the philosophical discipline and its timely need, from time to time, for its radical ‘re-direction’ when called upon to appositely innovate, to head off in new directions that, hitherto, had not even been able to have been thought of and thought through… where ‘critical redirection’ is a pre-conditional prerequisite for the emergent advent of the radical event to express itself with a  metaphorical ‘voice’ not hitherto heard. That without the critical clarification of our thinking we would not arrive at a position of then recognizing how we must non-economically break free from previous patterns of response, responsiveness, and responsibility in order to take the sense and semblance of re-direction being called for in ensuing patterns of an existential interventionalism. Where the definitive nature of the ‘last moment’ becomes the call of the ‘next moment’ that, through our enacted permission, then becomes the definitive ‘first moment’ of an existentially oriented response, responsiveness, and responsibility. Where, through the apposite running of relevant conjectures, events are construed along more systematic existential lines, i.e., in an alignment with the more integrated trajectories of our relationships, in their relational expression, through which we then find the overall, progressive enrichment of our relationships. These ideas on the ‘radical’, in turn, setting up a revision of the idea of what might be better meant in pursuing a philosophical performance that is both critical and radical over the course of disciplinary enaction. At this point let me note this commentarial ‘digression’ that more correctly is at the very ‘center’ of the philosophical enterprise. (63)

As all disciplines need to invoke ‘successful forms of truth determination’ it is obvious that this distinctive aspect cannot serve as a differentiation of the philosophical discipline from all other worthwhile disciplines. However, let me provide this tentative working definition that attempts to work towards this end, namely, that ‘the philosophical discipline’, can be provisionally defined as ‘that disciplinary approach that embraces a wide variety of sub-philosophical disciplines, is enacted through the critical operation of conjectures, both constitutional and non-constitutional in orientation, in order to supervise an existential interventionalism that oversees the apposite, relevant, enrichment of our relationships through their instantiation, through their truth determination, and through a meta-philosophical appreciation (in a re-purposed metaphysics) of such determinations in order to better supervise this process of instigation that is then to be enacted along such critical and radical lines of emergent uptake’. (64)

More simply, such a definition has the following four moving parts, namely, ‘the critical operation of representative conjectures (representative of the relational situatedness in question)’, both their ‘truth determination’ and ‘meta-truth appreciation’, and their ensuing ‘relevant enactment of such pragmatically and existentially oriented overall relational enrichment’. Or, more succinctly, ‘conjectures’, ‘truth determination’, ‘meta-appreciation’, and ‘(an existentially-pragmatic process of) enactment (along with our needing to be effectively cognizant of its most probable ramifications)’. However, let me look further into this defining of possible philosophical progress in both pragmatic and existential terms of reference later in this book focusing on the economic import of the conjectural dimension. (65)

In effect, the diagram just noted (in paragraph 29) implies, or attempts to depict, the economic position that states that the emergent nature of conjectures basically mediates both analytical and synthetical inputs. Indeed, contributes the third moment to the overall economy of the conjectural (and equally the analytical and the synthetical) as long as we do not economically isolate such correlatives from their interactions with each other within the overall economy of correlation (or analytical focusing or synthetical backgrounding of contextual field, etc.), etc. hence the following comment:
Of course, should we even attempt to disconnect and isolate these economic correlativities then we move into the increasing nonsense of an ideological world mistreating the economics of these relationships instrumental in the formation, formulation, and circulation of viable forms of e/valuational formation including the delivery of overall processes of truth-determination. [30] (66)

Now, we have this interesting dialectical tension between accepting this economic conjecture that each and every economy is trimodally constituted, and, at the same time, that we cannot absolutistically isolate any one correlativity (from its continuing gestation within that overall economy in question). That we can relatively focus our attention on an economic correlative, yes, but, completely and non-relatively focus our entire attention, no! That to the extent we attempt such an impossible feat is to that same extent we must fail and end up only contemplating the inevitable deconstruction of such a defective conjecture. However, our observation of such defective behaviour does not note any ostensive or stated experience of this expected process of deconstruction, but, instead, the seemingly opposite with rigid forms of over-commitment to such positioning along with the pseudo-psychotic localization expressed through an over-affirmation of such co-associated beliefs, etc. Indeed, this opposite is to be found, namely, an intense counter-reaffirmation of such positioning indicative of this psychotic type of psychological complexion. Rather than falling apart we get this metaphorical ‘digging in’ that can take on quite vigorously asserted expressions of belief if not aggressive or potentially violent forms of expression. So, how might we better explain this observation of an intense reaction to what could otherwise have been experienced as a possible self-deconstruction in personal beliefs and the ensuing collapse of such co-associated forms of over-commitment concomitant with such central positioning? For a start, we might note a pervasive reluctance to perform any form of a suspension. The simple asking of a question pertaining to such central beliefs immediately seems to trigger an equally strong counter-reaction. Whereas, to merely invite the person to consider a range of other possibilities would seem to endlessly solicit a set of reiterated denials, as opportunities to reassert their core beliefs on such matters. So, e.g., from the fact ‘that vaccines can have unintended side effects’ to the position ‘that all vaccines are dangerous’, and, that to assert vaccines mandates, regardless of our beliefs about vaccines, is to then abrogate personal freedom even if such mandates are actually predicated on the basis of the individual giving up some degree of their personal freedom for the overall good of society wherein more people, especially the more vulnerable, can enjoy the freedom to live without the greater likelihood of their become ill and more probable death in that period of an epidemic. Of course, all associated issues here are problematic but can only be compounded through demonstrated forms of misinformation, disinformation, and mal-information. Hence the following motto that in a conjectural sphere we need conjectured arguments that are ‘well-informed, well-formed, and well-expressed’. That if our representative conjectures simulating a certain specified form of situatedness were suitably marshalled then we might well be in a better position to oversee their relatively well-expressed expression through the ensuing formation of apposite personal and social forms of responsibility along with their requisite expression in a manner in conformity with such an existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism. What implicit lessons might we draw from a position of a better-informed, less heated sense of hindsight? Perhaps in a dangerous epidemic where the disease vector is not (yet) too infectious a period of isolation of a nominated population and quarantine of infected individuals (and families) might be deemed pragmatically preferable. On the other hand, when and where the disease vector is highly infectious, such patterns of behaviour, namely, isolation and quarantine, would and should prove to be relatively pointless and either no longer insisted upon or not insisted upon in the first place. That, in the latter instance, the self-isolation of the more vulnerable might be a better strategy and where their ensuing care would be appropriately overseen. Then, in regard to mandates, other strategies for the apparent advancement of the so-called ‘social good’ might more wisely be instituted (and not need to be undone by the legal system at a later date or, therein and thereby, at some future date). Perhaps the promotion of a sense of social responsibility might be better instituted and instead of negative costs in non-compliance proffer positive rewards for those that are seen to visibly comply, say, by moving them up one degree on the salary scale, or similar? Now, I am not suggesting that these suggestions should be taken up or dismissed, but, rather, if our conjectures in the first place were to be well-formed, etc., we should then, hopefully, find ourselves in a better position to somewhat ‘square what might seem to be a circular position’. That should our conjectured arguments be well-informed and well-formed then we might well find our ensuing judgments to be well-expressed, and v.v. Hence the point of this digression that to the best of our abilities our conjectures, collectively, need to be well-informed, well-formed, and well-expressed… (67)

That part of this becoming well-informed, etc., is to reconstitute our conjectured arguments in an economic format suitably representative of the situatedness in question in order for us to more productively explore the apparent ramifications of the specificity of that relational situation within the context of its relational situatedness. To this end, I note how these economic correlatives cohere in their respective economies and by what strategies we can discern such correlativities. Obviously, by naming the economy in question we have already made start by noting one of the main correlativities in that economy. So, in the conjectural economy, conjectures would be one of our three required correlatives. As I have argued that conjectural propositional-statements mediate both analytical propositions and synthetic statements then the other two economic correlatives have already been identified, namely, the ‘analytical’ and the ‘synthetical’. Other strategies noted are taking the pre-packaged at face value. E.g., the conventional temporal combination of ‘past present, and future’. Or, the English language has a habit of using rhyme to the extent a verbal root is being used with different prefixes. Hence my invitation to find a further rhyme accompanying the phenomenologically descriptive and the hermeneutically prescriptive. Where I proposed the existentially ‘proscriptive’ and where others (also) suggested ‘conscriptive’ or ‘subscriptive’ in the sense ‘that a relationship conscripts us to oversee the enrichment of that relationship’, or, similarly, where ‘we subscribe to a relationship in order to share in its forms of relational richness and possible enrichment (through ongoing re(-)enrichment, etc.)’. Or, in a similar vein, we can invoke the model centered on the nomenclature of ‘(-)’ as in an economy that relatively focuses, say, presentation, representation or (a more chaotically oriented and potentially radical) ‘re-presentation’.
 (68)

That, on a constitutional level the argument is proposed that given the trimodal constitution of each and every economy we should be able to articulate three relevant correlatives clearly able to pertain to that same economy being explored as well as illuminate the type of e/valuational formation that would arise through the interactions of such circumstances. Moreover, in the light of this positive constitutional ‘economic conjecture’ we can also run the relatively negative conjecture of a ‘non-isolationalism’ of economic correlativities wherein defective forms of ideological preference and over-commitment appear to firmly cement the advent of the non-collapse of psychological forms of belief that, otherwise, would naturally and inevitably lead to a deconstruction of such unwisely held, over-affirmationally attested forms of positioning. That given such literal ‘over-affirmationally attested forms of positioning’ we might hazard the guess that an inherent fear in a losing that potentially could be lost sense of personal identity might explain both the apparent persistence and resistance, and the observable stability, to be found in such misplaced beliefs that otherwise would appear to be constituted in such a manner that through lived-contradictions, we could be easily led to believe, would naturally deconstruct. But, all that granted, we will now consider the relative non-status of defective conjectures along with an ad hoc list of other possible types of conjecture, that for convenience, all seem to fall under the headings of either the relatively constitutional or the relatively non-constitutional in status, and, as such, being expressed in either relatively positive and/or negative formats. So, e.g., the ‘economic conjecture’ states ‘that all economies are trimodally constituted (in line with the archetypal economy and its gestalt explication)’ can be either affirmed or doubly negated. Just as the equally constitutional conjecture of ‘non-isolationalism’ that ‘it is not possible to non-relatively articulate economic correlatities’ can just as equally be rendered in a more positive format, namely, ‘it is the case that the non-relative focus on economic correlatives is not possible’, or, ‘that is only possible to focus relatively on economic correlativities be that either individually, comparatively or collectively’. As an example of a non-constitutional conjecture, we can note perceptive conjectures that are not operating in an ideologically oriented format. As well noting that a direct or indirect observational component must also be present in some form or other. So, with this introduction to a certain ‘range of conjectures’ let me explore this ad hoc list of types of conjecture that are either relatively viable or defective (and then, by taking note of the promise in footnote 21, more formally translate the same within an inter-ordered scheme as explored in Book 9). (69)

The seven relatively viable conjecture types noted, as headings, are 1. Constitutional, 2. Perceptive, 3. Apperceptive, 4. Theoretical, 5. Inferential, 6. Speculative, 7. Mythical, and, 8. Defective. (70)

To exemplify the above, we could tender the following. The economic conjecture (along with the conjecture of non-isolationalism); seeing a bowl of apples; recognizing the absence of a certain number of apples in that previous bowl, etc; say, the underpinning of the Standard Model in particle physics; say, running inferences on the strength of previous observations, etc; speculating, say, about a certain stock market; noting how Father Xmas is ‘observed’ in certain Western cultures; and, running the argument that defective conjectures are either ideologically self-deconstructing or poorly argued, etc. That with respect to defective arguments, that either appear and/or are presented as ‘reasonable arguments to entertain’ I noted the following sub-headings:
The defective can be treated to further fall under the non-well-formed hyperbolical or misrepresentative, and, the not well-informed misrepresented and the untethered (to relatively valid premises, arguments, conclusions; and as not suitably connected with valid facts, viable narratives, radical critiques, etc.). Respectively, a unimodal or bimodal propositional construct that is ideologically mistreated (through a mistreatment of its resident metaphors and/or rhetoric), etc., a discourse that in its dissemination is distorted or obstructed, etc., a discourse that is poorly based on a factual basis, etc., and deliberate processes of misinformation, disinformation, mal-information, along with all other forms of dissimulation and deception, etc. [42] (71)


By implication, or inference, the argument is qualified that defective arguments can only be relatively entertained and not non-relatively in their strict, ideological sense given the impossibility of running and representing such operations in that absolutistical mode. In other words, defective arguments are doubly defective in the sense that, strictly, they cannot be operated, but, in being relatively operated they could well appear to make sense, etc., despite their proclivity to an inevitable process of self-deconstruction if successfully leaned upon to the correct degree and in the correct manner. I.e., impressed upon to operate as overtly signalled, but, where they cannot perform in that expected manner when more closely scrutinized. A bit like saying we can imagine a massive object travelling at the speed of light, but, where in physical reality, the utilization of the energy budget of the entire cosmos could not quite accelerate that same massive object to the exact speed of light as an object with mass (whereas, in contrast, light, as a wave, can effortlessly perform this exact speed, albeit as directly determined by the propagational medium of its current translation… (72)

Then, this essay cryptically notes a need for the further exploration of conjectural conjectures (etc.) and in the co-associated footnote the absence of an inter-ordered approach as explored in Book 9.
 The apparent truncation of such further research being enacted in order to avoid the presentation of further complications in what is already a complex and dense text (and hence the necessity for some form of a commentary on this topic given its relatively terse introduction in these first two essays) and to commence an ending to this same essay… in the form of a set of both the provisional conclusions adopted and the summary of major points supplied in order to set up a more broad spectrum discussion of this topic of conjectures. Therefore, at this point let me now rectify these omissions by exploring conjectures in the light of an inter-ordered scheme in order to ascertain how we could understand the constitutional nature of those conjectures that could be deemed to be constitutional in and through the light of this previously developed inter-ordered schematism, etc. (73)

In this inter-ordered scheme ‘philosophy’ was given a ‘non-local, global sense of positioning’, i.e., as ‘encompassing the full sway of the judgmental types of discernment exercised by the trans-cognitive orders (over the cognitively ordered field of intentional dispositions)’ (being pre-defined as ‘one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenological, and on-part non-systematically existential’). Thence this philosophical argument that what pertains to the philosophical must pertain to the economic(s of ordered phenomena), and v.v. (74)

But, that granted, how do we translate the other provisional categories through an ordered lens, or, in reverse (translate all inter-ordered possibilities through this ad hoc scheme)? By running the following forms of translation in these two directions… (75)


Where by ‘constitutional’ we read both ‘global’ along with the full implications of the economic construction of all inter-ordered phenomena (including both the trans-cognitively and cognitively ordered, etc., the inter-ordered, hyper-ordered, etc., along with co-associated mechanisms of transformational retreatment; duplication, re-duplication, de-duplication, and de-reduplication; etc.
). (76)

Where the ‘constitutional’ is the recognition of nothing other than ‘the parallel philosophical treatment of the economic (as well the implication of the non-economic and hyper-economic)’. (77)

Where the Perceptive has a primary focus in the fourth cognitive order of the Perceptual with its related intentional content referenced through the other five cognitive orders as expressed through their corresponding trans-cognitive forms of judgment. Just as tables with square-circular tops cannot be entertained but where table tops with a discernible sense of colour can be articulated through the forms of propositions, etc. (78)


Where the Apperceptive references directly the logic of identification, etc., and, indirectly, nominated forms of identity that have some connection to lived reality. E.g., I now see only five apples in this fruit bowl and assume one of them must have been taken and, in all probability, has already been eaten, etc. (79)

In a Theoretical mode we assume the presentation of a more or less settled set of theoretical inferences, deductions, inductions, provisional principles, guiding axioms, etc., etc. Where such systematized semantic mapping is more or less contained in an atlas of models that can never be completely systematized given the inability to exhaust any one perspective and that there are infinite number of potential perspectives to contend with in the first place (and where, on the whole, a certain percentage of those perspectives have some degree of a pragmatic framing embedded in their very formatting). (80)

In an inferential conjecture the emphasis is on the logic of the propositional demonstration, articulating pre-conditional premises, conditional arguments, and post-conditional conclusions, etc., and, where it is presented through some form of either a covert or overt narrative based on the selection of so-called narrational facts, narrational modes, and critical narrational objectives (that either deserve to be fully realized at some point in time or to be continually engaged without any form of a fully resolved process of resolution). The example tendered was the observation of a falling ocean wave in the surf and that the next wave, too, will break upon the edge of the beach… (81)

Under the Speculative heading we run certain sets of conjectures along possible lines of functioning that are then probabilistically re-assessed in terms of their viability, profitability, fruitfulness in terms of their potential for inducing novel processes of innovative re-direction, etc. The example given was that of stock market speculations. (82)

The seventh, and penultimate category was that of the Mythical. E.g., Where is Father Xmas? ‘A mythical person imagined as existing in a certain cultural world that is ‘talked about’ or mentioned around the time of Xmas, and so on’. (83)

Under the heading of the Defective we contend with the dialectical fact that defective conjectures are conjectures that are failing for whatever reason or reasons. That a completely defective conjecture is a contradiction in terms to the extent it cannot function as a conjecture. Similarly, a purely affirmed or disconfirmed form of ideological speculation is a contradiction in terms for similar reasons. The impossible cannot be thought. A pure form of ideological speculation just cannot be entertained. On the other hand, to that same extent we are being ideologically over-committed then to that same extent we are failing to suitably think properly (phenomenologically), appropriately (hermeneutically), and appositely (existentially). Thence the necessity of invoking set/s of suspensions in some form or other in order to realize that a viable, profitable and fruitfully pragmatically and existentially oriented openness is central to our individually and collectively approached, ongoing dialectical processes embedded in our evolving re(-)interpretations of lived-experience. Otherwise, we sabotage the richness and potential enrichment of our being in the world both individually and collectively. Under this heading four varieties were provisionally suggested, namely, non-well-formed hyperbolical or the non-well-informed misrepresentative, and, the poorly informed misrepresented and the ‘totally’ untethered to ‘relatively valid premises, arguments, conclusions; and as not suitably connected with valid facts, viable narratives, radical critiques, etc.’
 (in an obvious reference to how conspiracies are seemingly tethered to prominently mistreated ‘factoids’ rather than culturally accepted ‘facts’). (84)

At this point the text notes the footnote that alludes to inter-ordered phenomena as explored, e.g., in Book 9. As well a need to further explore constitutional conjectures, etc. Rather than complicate the previous text, already quite complex, I now need to introduce a more rich, more formal approach as to how we can go about reviewing conjectures as viewed through the conjectural economy. (85)

Now, we can re-think of these previous ad hoc categories as being somewhat rather superficial. I.e., e.g., this conjecture makes an economic point and appears to be primarily Constitutional in orientation, whereas, this other conjecture appears to make a series of perceptual points and would seem to primarily fall under the Perceptive heading. But, would it not be the case that these two headings, in our ongoing re(-)interpretation of lived-experience could not be separated. Without this economic basis there could be no perceptual interpretations of perceptual experience (and v.v.). That metaphorically taken vertically, rather than horizontally or superficially, we could surmise that all the first seven ad hoc headings could well be co-associated and co-extensive with each other and that forms of disciplinary progress, say, philosophical progress, may well reside in an ongoing clarification and rectification of all relatively defective conjectures across the board of these first seven headings. By such means, looking far more positively upon this eighth category of defective conjectures in a dialectical recognition of the fact that we can neither absolutistically do indubitable truth nor equally absolutistically do non-indubitable truth and that, in living-reality experienced as lived-reality, we have to ever wander the extensive no-man’s-land (no-person’s-land) in between these two impossible to experience extreme regions of lived-experience (between the over-affirmative and over-committed ‘yea’ or ‘nay’ [and where the latter can be (mis)treated the non-affirmed and under-committed region of a full relativistic non-committal to any interpretations of lived-experience despite the impossibility of enacting such an equally impossible attitude and program). But in arguing for the co-extensive occurrence of all levels of conjectural possibility co-occurring at the same time, and as relatively foundered on the constitutional, etc., should we delete the Mythical category as not applicable to this form of conjectural revisionism? No, as I am quite happy to expect a certain level of the mythological is already pre-ingrained in our cultural ways of seeing and doing things without necessarily viewing it as ideological on pragmatic grounds. E.g., when reviewing the course of Australian history, we will find, on numerous occasions, that a certain reluctance if not overt resistance to how other historians might wish to re-do things differently. Say, the reluctance of conservative historians to also include Indigenous song-lines and stories even when such narratives have found archaeological evidence to support certain elements of such ‘oral histories’. Or, we could imagine, e.g., after the collapse of human civilization as we currently know it, where, in some future point of time, the persistence of a certain narrative that recounts ‘people once walked on the surface of the Moon’ and where this narrative might be thought of and dismissed as merely ‘mythological’. That, sadly, we do not have to envisage the collapse of civilization to find people who already conspiratorally (mis)treat such events as ‘mythological’ as ‘merely simulated in some studio in Hollywood or elsewhere, etc.’ That the fully professional philosopher, or disciplinarian, never absolutistically dismisses nor affirms any thesis whatsoever and will engage its apparent merit or lack of merit through the auspices of a suspension, etc. And, whereby ‘etc.’, is also meant, by myself, the automatic invocation of ‘the de-suspension of the suspension, etc.’ in which we must also pragmatically and existentially engage a world that is not ‘flat’ and equally divided up between equal sets of possibilities and counter-possibilities. That the lived-world equally resists such senseless ‘equality’ and must be cognizant of the lived-fact of experience that not all narratives have an equal value, and that the world, although constructed through our re(-)interpretations of lived experience, is also dictated to by this same sense and semblance of a living-world! Indeed, drink a very hot cup of coffee… and find that this fact of our cooperation with the world and the world of others must also be attested to as a necessary given in our lived sense and semblance of world that is not merely dreamed up in some private, solipsistic realm of a Cartesian-like impossibility! Therefore, on these grounds I am of the view that the mythical dimension in conjectural categorization might still have a role to play in our ‘vertical’ appreciation of the conjectural dimension in a conjectural economy. (86)

Just what is meant by ‘vertical’? That our relatively viable conjectures, etc, are primarily founded on a working economic basis, and, thence, their forming a relative constitutional basis for the articulation of those conjectures in their relative non-constitutional identities as would then be brought forward for discussion, emendation, etc., upon this necessary basis for further interaction, dialogue, emendation, dissemination, etc. Recognizing ‘then’ the cooperation between the Perceptive and Apperceptive along with the reconfiguration of details arrived at through Theoretical, Inferential, Speculative, and an overlooked dimension of the Mythical (through its cultural constitution of lived-experience as inadvertently conforming to certain cultural themes, memes, tropes, etc., that may well not be as factually based as we are led to believe, but, where a dialectical sense of a counter-cultural reality must also be lived with to some extent or other regardless of whether this is done either advertently and/or inadvertently). (87)

But, given this revision of lived-reality as announced, in what way would inter-ordered phenomena also enter into its further reconfiguration? (88)

As inter-ordered phenomena are economically based then we could surmise, first, the relativity of an economic basis upon which, second, we have inter-ordered phenomena, starting with orders, both cognitive and trans-cognitive in orientation (along with the possible delineation of affective orders, etc.), and, third, given that all disciplines are embedded in a variety of social systems it follows that various genres of behaviour will impose certain restrictions on how disciplinary codes will be both proposed and expressed, both promoted and de-moted, and how they will define (and re(-)define) how various forms of dissemination will be culturally-interculturally appreciated, etc. (89)

What are the ramifications of this pragmatically circumscribed formalism? That, to a greater extent, a qualified formalism can extend from the archetypally economic to delineating the distinctive nature of all inter-ordered phenomena as to how they have been and are culturally-interculturally expressed in coded historical terms of reference. How, e.g., from the fact that the caning of pupils in a school was acceptable in my day and now is not, to how slavery was once a simple division in property law and is now justifiably deontologically unacceptable period! That, from a systems perspective, historical research is disseminated from either a relatively orthodox sense of a systematized location in the work of both professionals (and professionally observant amateurs), both as either scholars attached to an educational institution and those professional scholars that regard themselves as currently independent from any such institution, to those relatively less orthodox researchers who may well include histories of either the past, the present, and/or the future (as discussed in previous essays), to those unorthodox ‘historians’ that are relatively far less observant of the conventional rules of academia relating to the dissemination of historical forms of research, etc. Not that any one individual is merely slotted into one of these relative divisions and one of these divisions alone. E.g., in this regard we could imagine an historian with a considerable reputation as a formidable scholar also holding, say, the unorthodox belief that a person adept in psychometry could also do historical research by merely touching an object and, therein and thereby, find themselves able to recall the history of that object as ‘impressed’ upon that object over the ‘life’ of that object. We could imagine what harm would be done to this scholar’s reputation if their research also included this avenue of research. But, more correctly, the professional disciplinarian, say, the philosopher, should be agnostic on such matters. Subject everything to a suitable suspension. Evaluate what evidence, if any, attaches to such methods regardless of whether they be relatively orthodox, less orthodox, or unorthodox, whether be they non-critical, critical or radical in their disseminated forms of expression. Indeed, should some proponent or exponent of psychometry insist upon such ‘methods’ then subject such a methodology to empirically oriented tests to determine, one way or the other, if such a method has any useful form of value to add to this practice of historical research. In this regard, we could imagine, in their respective plastic specimen bags, a scarf belonging to a person murdered with that scarf; the scarf of a person who was successfully charged with having committed an act of murder; the scarf of a woman who knitted such an item to raise funds for their local charities; and, a scarf never touched by human hands and which was never ever worn whatsoever. Then, blindfolded, let the exponent of such a method deliver their ‘findings’ and be judged accordingly. That this contrived anecdote also has another moral to contemplate, namely, in the advent of a negative empirical finding such a finding does not mean that this seemingly coherent possibility has been totally disproven through the negative findings of one or more such experiments (along with, I should add, the successful reiteration of that type of an experiment). Even an interminable series of such experiments with negative findings cannot indubitably rule out such a possibility, but, however, where all forms of positive findings should be utilized along pragmatic lines by arguing that such ‘evidence’ either reinforces or de-reinforces current attitudes as to what is relatively orthodox, less orthodox and not orthodox. Whereas any thesis that is severely compromised with incoherent contradictions, etc., needs to retendered in workable format, on the other hand, those positions that are coherent, and are either non-self-contradictory and/or not-other-contradictory, do need to be approach differently, preferably in and through both a relatively pragmatic and existential attitude given that possibility is not a guarantee of the non-virtual (actuality), and, where the absence of evidence is not necessarily a guarantee or guarantor that a certain method is necessarily bankrupt, fraudulent, fantastical, misguided, etc. It is the case, quite often, that something that can be first judged as possible can be then found to possess a non-virtual state of factual instantiation. On the other hand, the mere fact of our apparently being able to imagine a certain scenario is enough for us to then envisage the actualized reality of such imaginings. The two following cases should illustrate this point. We could imagine, e.g., some object going faster than the speed of light, perhaps even at the square of the speed of light. Unfortunately, science would argue that a massive object could not even reach the full speed of light even if we were to enlist the entire energy budget of the cosmos itself in a vain attempt to do so. In a second case, we could imagine, e.g., an aspiration to walk on the surface of the Moon in just our birthday suit. Unfortunately, science again tells us that for a number of fatal reasons this type of event could never be observed in those limited terms of reference. An astronaut in the requisite confines of their working space suit could perform this type of feat, as they have doen in the past, but certainly not in just their birthday suit. In both cases we can imagine what we think is possible, but, as a matter of fact cannot be performed as initially stated. Indeed, what is needed is a set of conjectures that will allow us to then make this transformational-transition from the relatively virtual to the relatively non-virtual. I.e., in ordered terminology, allow us to make that transition from the fifth cognitive or trans-cognitive order to the ontical or factual domain of the sixth cognitive or trans-cognitive order. A set of conjectures that inevitably needs to be grounded in the successful reiteration of the observation of positively confirmable and/or verifiable evidence whose conformable truth status then permits us to make just such an ordered transformational-transition. (90)

On this prerequisite of the relativity of this economic basis ordered phenomena would include the semantic in its first ordered atomistic phenomenological identification (denoted as either 10 or11); the aesthetical integration of such semantic information (20);  the cognitive realm of intentional ideation and the parallel trans-cognitively, deontologically constituted pragmatically and existentially oriented forms of judgmental experience (30); the perceptual domain of experience in parallel with the sphere of the pragmatical (as further defined under the headings of the Effective, Expeditious, Efficient, etc.) (40); the realm of the potential under the headings of the Possible, Probable, and the Potent) (50); and, the ontical realm of ‘actual’ (non-indubitable) facts supported through a reasonable degree of evidence (60). Thence, accordingly, the distinctive assignment of the following types of judgments (and co-associated disciplines), namely, phenomenological/semantic; semantically integrated/aesthetics; deontological/existential/pragmatical/ non-utilitarian ethics; pragmatical/utilitarian ethics; hermeneutics/virtual/potentiality; and, non-virtual/qualified actuality. Hence a range of disciplinarians from phenomenologists to factologists.
 (91)

Then, through symmetrical forms of reduplication we find an extended sphere of inter-ordered phenomena, namely, descriptive metaphysical appreciation; psychology/sociology/political science; (constitutional) metaphysics/political-economy; pragmaticism (with pragmaticists as defined by the 42 nature of this reduplicated category); scientists; and, historians.
 (92)

That, from a political-economic perspective, we can then define the systematic divisions of the overall life-world according to its 3 x 3 divisions and co-associated disciplinarians and specialists, etc. Starting with legislative politicians and ending with the political executive (or front bench in a more parliamentary system) and their associated ministries or departments, etc. (92)


That, in these three levels of constitutional organization the observant person would note symmetries based respectively on the trimodal, hexamodal, and the nonamodal configurations of the World, Object and Ego moments as pertain to the archetypal economy. I. e., respectively, symmetries based on 3 x 1, 3 x 2, and 3 x 3. However, given this form of configuration, despite transformational rules that allow us to move from one constitutional level to another, still, more useful and pragmatic transformation rules will need to be more closely observed within these respective levels of constitutional construction. So, e.g., in the matters of legal code we note the now important central role played by political legislatures in the writing of such codes even though the intended use of such codes is meant to be exercised by the legal profession alone. (93)

That, in the light of such systematic organization of the political-economy, it has been previously noted that problematic social issues are best located either within and/or between these systematic spheres or sectors of influence as historically delegated within the representative articulation of this broad concept of the political-economy as differentially registered in different countries, etc. Hence my explorations in Book 9 of the classical examples of what might be fuelling the so-called ‘obesity epidemic’, and, how a degradation of Traditional Social-Media and the continuing emergence of Social-Media is implicated in reorganizing the current political landscape, etc. (94)

Let me translate these constitutional ideas along more specific lines of enquiry. Say, with respect to the disciplines of history and science within the Academic Social System, and, with respect to the pursuit of business ventures and critical-radical forms of cultural commentary exercised within respectively the Business Social System and the Overall Media Social System.
 (95)


As an academic discipline, as an inter-ordered phenomenon (or set of closely related phenomena) ‘history’ is viewed as ‘the reduplication of the sixth trans-cognitive order (concerned with the truth determination of possible facts and their ensuing transformational treatment as conformal facts in either a positive or negative format, albeit as reduplicated
). On the other hand, in conducting, say, a history of science we find the duplication of the latter by the former since the domination of history here is productive still of a history (and not some form of science). Then as a social system, Academia is seen as occupying the First Sector of the Political-Economy (on the envisaged grounds of its theoretical approach to theoretical issue
). With these distinctions now understood, how do procced on constitutional grounds? (96)

First, all economic considerations need to be regularized along economic lines, namely, through an overt articulation of the economic correlatives to be invoked in that form of research (through instantiating the economic conjecture). Then, all forms of economic isolationalism need to be noted and supressed (through invoking the conjecture of a non-economic isolationalism). (97)

Second, on an inter-ordered basis we note that the discipline of history arises (theoretically or hypothetically) through the symmetrical reduplication of the sixth trans-cognitive (and cognitive) order(s), i.e., notated as ‘62’.
 That this establishes the basic code of historical propositions. Whereas, in contrast, the applied code is supplied on the level of its Social System, i.e., from an Academic perspective. (98)

Third, in articulating the applied code (in reference to the academic treatment of historically oriented propositions and statements) we appeal to current best practices in that same regard as inductively instituted by the world of Academia and as taken up by its orthodox exponents, etc. ‘Inductively’ in the sense that this Social System in question has the power to implement its rules for realizing its objectives and where disciplinarians who seek to be judged by its institutional standards would be more inclined to comply accordingly to that same degree. (99)


That, in order to realize either a non-existential and/or existential specification of our topic we need to note in what manner logical subjects, etc., are invoked within its conjectured structures through the supplying of non-constitutional conjectures. (100)

By relatively ‘non-existential’ is the expression of those forms of e/valuational formation that arise primarily through mediation, and, by relatively ‘existential’ is meant those forms of e/valuational formation that arise primarily through intermediation. Please note ‘non-existential’ does not mean ‘not existential’ in a pejorative sense, but, rather, those forms of value that neither directly impact nor non-impact upon existentially oriented forms of e/valuation. E.g., through the course of their work a person might earn a wage. That form of e/valuation formation can be seen agnostically, as neither positively existential nor negatively non-existential in orientation. On the other hand, a donation of money by that same person, say, to a food bank, could be construed as an existentially oriented act (given its potential to enrich the qualitative enhancement of our relationships with others. Conversely, the non-donation, say, to a very hungry friend very much in need of such assistance would be viewed, both pro-relationally and trans-relationally, as ‘negatively non-existential’ in its more pejorative sense). (101)

Then, in the addition of non-constitutional conjectures it is hoped that a process of productive resolution would be arrived at that contributes to both a positive, incremental, non-chaotic augmentation and a positive, non-incremental, chaotic enhancement of the relational richness of the primary relationship in question. It is with a view to realizing such positive outcomes that under the heading of ‘B. Economic Applications’, and its subheading of ‘1. Economic Phenomena’ that we note the import of the overall economy of the economic and its three moments of the hyper-economic, economic and the non-economic… in order to more fully understand that economic conjectures cannot be successfully comprehended, nor applied, without reference to the ‘non-economic’, etc. Hence it is noted:
In a broad review of economic phenomena, i.e., various delineated aspects associated with economic considerations, such as, e.g., the harmonic nature of circulation resulting in forms of resolution, the expression of such resolution in definitive non-economic terms of reference along with hyper-economic appropriation plus considerations of the relatively non-critical, the relatively critical, and the relatively radical. The contestment between the relatively non-innovative and the innovative, etc. [44] (102)


Then, under the subheading of ‘2. Ramifications’ the probable results of such an approach can then be entertained in order to maximize the present pragmatic implications and future pragmatic consequences (but not necessarily the pragmatical ramifications given this aspiration for an existential complexion to augment and enhance our primary relationships, etc.). Hence the following instructions are voiced echoing an important point expressed in The Seventh Book…, namely, the role of the philosopher, et al, is ‘to deconstruct the defective and reconstruct the effective, etc!’
 Hence:

Ramifications can be viewed both negatively and positively. Negatively, we would oversee the massive deconstruction of economically mistreated forms of positioning in all disciplines, and, positively, reap the pragmatic rewards in this advent of a wide range of disciplinary clarifications, etc. [45] (103)


With respect to the world of the scientist, we note their inter-ordered constitution through the symmetrical reduplication of the fifth trans-cognitive order, with its notation as ‘52’. This determines the basic code for the circumscription of scientific propositions, statements, and conjectures. Then, from the realm of Academia, orthodox forms of professionalism then determine the format, form, and formation of scientific texts and their academic modes of dissemination, etc. By ‘etc.’ we can also include business partnerships, the awarding of research grants, the eventual legal ramifications of novel forms of research, legislative changes that either circumscribe and/or promote scientific research, etc., etc. Given that ‘no discipline is an island unto itself’ (especially given the fact that academic disciplines already fall within the Social System of Academia, etc.). (104)


As for the Business World, it would appear to be constituted as an inter-ordered phenomenon within the fourth order of the sphere of the pragmatical along with its diverse drivers (as pragmatical imperatives) such as, e.g., the effective, efficient, efficacious, etc. Moreover, given its primary objective of survival through the making of a profit or through the not making of a loss, or, finding permanent financial support through government or some other institution or organization, we may surmise that the World of Business is in the business of potentially creating an economic surplus in some form or other, to some degree or other. Given its relatively non-existential, pragmatical orientation and its relatively non-pragmatic orientation along existential lines we might also surmise that business professionals, from time to time, may well overlook such considerations as the existentially oriented value of such aspects like, e.g., goodwill, reputational advantage and reputational harm, doing the right thing, having a social conscience, suitably paying their taxes, looking after the welfare of their workers, supporting local communities (even if located nationally or transnationally), and so on. (105)

As for the World of Media, entailing both Traditional-Media and a relatively non-traditional Social-Media, I envisage its location in the Political-Economy in Sector 3, at the intersection of the Hyper-Economic and the Non-Economic (and where this also corresponds with the Theoretical-Critical/Radical intersection, the Hermeneutical-Existential intersection, etc.
). Hence its basic code is supplied through its inter-ordered status, and, its social codes are supplied through the regulations that apply relatively unequally to Traditional-Media and Social-Media (although it should also be noted, e.g., that in the formation of histories of either the past, present, and/or the future, the adherence to a certain professionalism is one positive avenue for the existentially oriented advancement of a reputation along with its translation into the building of viewership that could also have considerable commercial ramifications). However, despite these differential inequalities between Traditional-Media and Social-Media, along with an ongoing loss of power, prestige and finances associated with the former, and not necessarily applying to the latter, we must also note the rampant non-professionalism that is present in both camps. Where, unfortunately, e.g., many exponents of Traditional-Media never had, or already have lost, or perhaps will never have, a firm grip on a maintenance of professional expectations in this field of dissemination. E.g., the employing of anchors that demonstrate no commitment whatsoever to norms in truth-telling, etc. Or, e.g., the mere echoing of what other news outlets deem to be newsworthy regardless of whether such reporting is actually worthwhile, is actually accurate or inaccurate, without consideration for the social and political impacts of making of those types of decisions, etc. Or, e.g., in the misleadingly imperative that seeks a so-called ‘balanced presentation of opinions’ when, existentially, balance is just not called for, is inappropriate, especially when forms of consensus are already being well-established (not that an adherence to the party-line should also be blindly promulgated, etc.), or, when balance is just not appropriate, say, giving both rape victims and unapologetic rapists equal time to discuss their ‘situatedness’ in such events). Then, the relative wild west of Social-Media also needs to be duly observed, given, e.g., the advent of diverse, adverse phenomena like so-called ‘trolls’ and ‘bots’, cyber-bullying, the phenomena of disseminational silos, dark webs, the promotion of despicable communities with an airing of their anti-social voices all too often attempting to silence the voices of those minorities once traditionally silenced by conservative social voices from traditional positions of established political power, and so on. Hopefully, right-minded individuals and organizations will pressure both forms of media to institute the requisite reforms required in order to rectify and regularize these influential aspects of Contemporary society in the advent of this Contemporary era. (106)

But, as already implied, we cannot ‘theoretically live by economic bread alone’ given a need to also recognize ‘the non-economic and hyper-economic spheres of enaction’... (107)

As a provisional conclusion I noted the argument that the Kantian distinctions of the ‘analytical’ and the ‘synthetical’ can be neither entertained in their isolation nor as the mere presentation of such a bimodal distinction if (carelessly) isolated from its economic context of a conjectural economy (or, for that matter, any other economy that would suitably distinguish, accommodate, and transform such distinctions in a productively informative manner, etc.). To this similar end, it was a\noted that we also needed to note the roles played by both inter-ordered phenomena and the envelopment of all disciplines within their historically assigned Social Systems. To this end a number of radical proposals were put forward. In no particular order these six ‘radical proposals’ will now be discussed in accordance with their order of reintroduction. (108)

That, given this conjectural economy, despite our ability to seemingly manipulate individual analytical propositions and synthetical statements (along with conjectural propositional-statements) we would be quite wrong to assume that this actually is what exactly happens in lived-experience. That such apparent manipulations can only occur given the pre-existence of a conjectural economy. An economy, in accordance with the preferential treatment of its resident parties, could also be nominated as an analytical economy or as a synthetic economy (as along as we recognize the necessary coming together, in the economy in question, of all relevant economic parties as ‘economic correlatives’).
 (109)

The following model is proposed for ‘explaining’ how conjectures emerge in the conjectural economy, namely, through a balanced suspension of the other two correlatives in a process I have nominated as ‘mediation’. By ‘balanced’ is meant ‘being given an equal weight in intentional consciousness’ and by such means setting up a suspension in this sense. In invoking the interrogative economy, the hermeneutically oriented moment of World is already a dis-conjunctive suspension, and, the phenomenologically oriented moment of Object is is already a conjunctive suspension of the metaphorical ‘like’. Therefore, the Ego moment of the conjectural economy is a dynamic balance of these two types of suspension just noted. The concept of ‘mediation’ being invoked where, e.g., ‘conjectural propositional-statements mediate both synthetical statements and analytical propositions. Through emergence, it follows that conjectures cannot be reduced to either analytical propositions or synthetical statements. (110)


We should also note that this emergence of the so-called ‘third moment’ is dialectical and is already a ‘given’ to the extent that all three economic parties are already correlatives that cannot be economically isolated in and through or for themselves, etc. That as correlatives they mutually define each other though their joint negations. The implication following that the so-called third moment could be any moment depending on which of these three correlativities, first, is chosen as a first party, and, second, is chosen as a second party. (111)

As a third point, in this provisional set of conclusions, is next noted that conjectures coincide with the ‘third moment’ and that through economic complexification, say, as exercised through the use of a parallel dictionary as supplied
 we can infer that conjectures parallel the specification of existential preoccupations and preferences, intentional subjectivity, where a more systematic sense of the existential can be induced through a process of intermediation, i.e., a dynamically balanced suspension of all three moment of the conjectural economy, or whatever other economy or set of economies is being aspirationally focused upon (and subjected to the further intermediation of arbitration in order to relationally prioritize the obtainment of certain ‘mutual’ objectives. ‘Mutual’ to some extent despite the ever-present fact of eternally shifting imbalances in power relations between all parties). (112)

The next point that is being made is being made as an complex observation in the double sense that all observations, either directly or indirectly, must be observed in the performance of all conjectures, and, that we need to actively observe this same conjecture since conjectures that appear to mirror the overall life-world are more likely to find a validly conformable truth determination that is either pragmatically-existential or existentially-pragmatic (although little distance separates these two appellations and that from a pro-relational, trans-relational perspective there is no difference other than a matter of emphasis on an intentional level of cognitive appreciation. Hence it follows that the process of conformation is advanced if the conjectures in question are coherent, non-contradictory, etc, and, therefore, be well-formed. Moreover, from the perspective observation/s (be that either passive, active, and/or engaged) our conjectures also need to be well-informed (in order to deconstruct these conjectures that area conspiratorial, fraudulent, deceptive, defective, nonsensical, etc. To this list we can also add the well-expressed to the extent the pragmatically-existential/existential-pragmatism is neither distorted nor obstructed. (113)

Thence the evolution of this formula: ‘that conjectures should be well-formed, well-informed, and able to well-expressed’. (114)

Conjectures, as situated in a conjectural economy, are participants in a process of truth determination. I note that conjectures exercised in an economy that is well-formed, well-informed, and well-expressed are more amenable to such processes of truth appreciation. Hence my concept of conjectural ‘cogency’. However, a pure form of cogency cannot be obtained (through economic isolation) just as pure analytical necessity and pure synthetical contingency are also equally impossible to obtain. Therefore, we can dismiss all claims of indubitable knowledge and all equally fraudulent notions of analytical necessity that might be misused, say, in some defective form of metaphysical argumentation. (115)

The last of these six points notes a series of considerations that are vital for the well-expressed performance of philosophical and meta-philosophical forms of truth determination and truth appreciation, namely, the broader invocation of the non-economic, etc; transformational retreatment; representative alignment through processes of ongoing re(-)alignment; the utilization of a Tarskian frame of reference… where cogent truth determinations will apply to propositions, statements and/or propositional-statements but not directly to the parties represented in and through such linguistic representations, i.e., as either subjective participants and/or objective parts.
 (116)

Conjectures ‘have had a poor press’, but, without conjectures, the world would not run. Without questioning, requestioning, etc., we could hardly make a claim to be ‘sentient beings’ and would merely remain as ‘featherless bipeds’. Thence the need to rehabilitate such a notion (in the same manner that the overlooked dimension of the ‘economical is misunderstood’, and where traditional concepts of ‘representations’, ‘metaphysics’, and other ideas can be both critically and radically resuscitated, hopefully, without resorting, once again, to mistaken traditional forms of (mis)treatment). (117)


To stress the philosophical context being proposed by these essays I note my position as one that supports ‘an anti-representational, positively nihilistic, existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism’. Although some of these aspects are not discussed in this specific series of essays, they are implied (and are most certainly argued for elsewhere). (118)


I also note the need to further explore the meta-philosophical or metaphysical ramifications of constitutional conjectures and to some extent in this essay that process has been commenced. Indeed, an approach to this topic saw me distinguishing the constitution of disciplinary behaviours under the headings of the economic, inter-ordered phenomena, and their historical envelopment in a distinctively assigned social system. (119)

To the formula that conjectural-economics needs to be both ‘well-formed’ and ‘well-informed’ we can add a third leg to this topic stool of it also needing to be ‘well-expressed’!
 (120)

Concluding with the overarching idea of this (series of) essay(s) that…

…what has been but merely commenced, on reflection, is the ‘apperceptive observation’ that conjectures ‘mediate’ both analytical and synthetical propositional-statements,
 and, that the balanced suspension of all economic correlatives ‘intermediates’ an existential dimension coincident with the representation of our relationships... in a discourse barely begun..!! [56] (121)
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� 	Pursuit, III.XIB.0.


� 	A working concept that argues that through the archetypal nature of the economic the three senses of the intentional, e.g., are mirrored in all similar economic moments coinciding archetypally. Those three senses being intentional objectivity (where the archetypal moment is nominated as ‘Object’) (and as paralleling the Husserlian expression ‘noematic’); intentional motivation (as paralleling the Husserlian expression ‘noetic’) (‘World’); and, intentional subjectivity (paralleling, more or less, the Husserlian expression ‘transcendental subjectivity’) (‘Ego’). On this basis a parallel dictionary can be formulated to assist in this process of providing a more complex reading of a certain economic moment or correlative. The idea of ‘correlatives’ being derived from Husserl’s concept of ‘noetic-noematic correlativity’, but, in my appropriation of this concept between all three economic correlatives we find three parallel forms of correlativity, namely, Object-Ego, Ego-World, and World-Object. Moreover, the World-Object-Ego reading of this complex process of correlation can also be read as operating along ‘harmonic’ lines (of economic resolution, albeit in a manner that will be seen as being expressed ‘non-economically’ channelling Laruelle).


� 	In a conceptual and constitutional conjecture that insists on our not being able to pursue an impossible economic correlative isolationalism. Where, e.g., the purely analytical cannot be isolated from both the synthetical and the conjectural except in a contrived and artificial manner in which a propositional-statement is declared to be either analytical or otherwise. So, e.g., ‘a bachelor is an unmarried man’ is treated as analytical as a choice since it could also be read as a synthetical observation, or, even as a conjecture when posed as a clarification of semantic meaning, i.e., it is seemingly true, linguistically, that this person is spoken of as a ‘bachelor’ given that they are ‘unmarried’, and v.v.


� 	Ibid., 0.


� 	Pursuit, III.XIA.(Foreword).ii.


� 	The ‘third moment’ being defined by a conventional sense of order, but, where we can start with any of the three economic correlatives to then define the second moment and, thence, by default, our automatic defining of the so-called ‘third moment’. I.e., in an economy with x and y correlatives we can define the third as ‘x + y’. of course, how we define ‘+’ is another matter (since we have a number of ways of doing so through the application of the concept, e.g., of ‘economic complexification’).


� 	E.g., as initially explored in both versions of my Thesis.


� 	Pursuit, III.XI, XIB.14.


� 	Ibid., 15.


� 	Ibid., 23.


� 	Ibid., footnote 14.


� 	Ibid., footnote 13.


� 	Ibid., 23.


� 	Ibid., 31.


� 	Ibid., 32.


� 	Note I am using technical language here. Broadly, ‘research’ is ‘exploratory’ and obtained through ‘scrutiny’. Whereas ‘hermeneutic generalities’ are ‘investigated’ (counter-reductively); ‘phenomenological particularities’ are ‘analysed’ (reductively); and, both ‘non-systematic and systematic existential ‘specificities’ are (emergently) ‘examined’.


� 	Note the eighth category of Defective Conjectures is a non-category by noting that even defective conjectures will appear to ‘operate’ in the disciplinary field in question.


� 	Ibid., 4, 46, footnote 21.


� 	E.g., in The Seventh Book… under the relevant modules dealing with this complex topic.


� 	My technical use of ‘apparently’ indicating the implication of a ‘phenomenal-phenomenological orientation’.


� 	Which will be the ‘third moment’ if we take a conventional, linear, harmonic ordering of ‘World-Object-Ego’.


� 	Pursuit, III.XIB.23.


� 	Commenting on paragraph 14. Ibid., 14.


� 	As re-noted in paragraph 16.


� 	Assuming the translated item maintains its shape and volume. But, even if the translated party could change its volume without changing its shape that form of an economy still has only three possibilities, namely, expansion, contraction, and neither expansion nor contraction, the latter through a maintenance of its shape and volume. Interestingly, whilst a translated party could be translated in a certain direction, rotate at the same time and do so in a reflected form, in non-invariant volume and invariant shape economy expansion cannot occur at the same time as a contraction (just as ‘direction’ is also unimodal in its expression)


� 	As noted in ibid., 32, etc.


� 	Ibid., 43.


� 	Economically treating both de-duplication and de-reduplication as the same type of negational/suspensional mechanism (with the effective preferencing, i.e., subtle privileging, etc., of all remaining parties)


� 	Ibid., 42.


� 	Refer to, e.g., Pursuit, III.IX.V.43.


� 	Refer to, e.g., ibid., 48.


� 	Academia (Social System, capitalized as ‘Academia’) is seen as occupying the First Sector of the Overall Political-Economic World/Social System, i.e., Political-Economy where the two sides of the 3 x 3 matrix results from the reduplication (and duplication) respectively of Theoretical/Hermeneutic/Hyper-Economic versus Practical/Phenomenological/Economic versus Critical-Radical/Existential/Non-Economic orientations (reflecting an economic complexificational paralleling of the archetypal economy of World, Object and Ego respectively). For diagrammatical mappings of the Political-Economy refer to (Book 9) Pursuit, III.IX.V.17-24. As an inter-ordered phenomenon, the professional nature of the business world falls under the fourth trans-cognitive pragmatical category (arising from the de-suspended preferencing of the moments of Ego and World along with the suspended moment of Object, whereas, as a Social System, Business falls under the intersection of the Economic/Economic within the 3 x 3 matrix of the Political-Economy). That we can contemplate the fact that there is a certain incommensurability between these levels in constitutional organization although not in any absolutistical sense (given that Business is the reduplication of the Object moment, whereas, the obvious pragmatical nature of that profession is the symmetrical duplication/de-suspensional preferentialization of the moments of Ego and World albeit on an ordered level of explication). Note that Academia falls within the First Sector of the Political-Economy (along with the Political Legislature); Business falls within the Fifth Sector (along with Legal Fraternity [but not judges], and the business of Political Parties [in raising funds, etc.]). I perceive Media as falling within the Third Sector (on the basis of its dissemination of non-critical, critical, and radical commentaries on society from a relatively theoretical perspective). 


� 	E.g., it is true ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon’ but, it is not true, on the best evidence, that ‘he sailed down the coast in order to engage Rome in battle in that civil war instigated by himself’. 


� 	Where the Theoretical/Hermeneutical/Hyper-Economic is basically (self-)reduplicated in (inter-ordered terms of reference).


� 	Treating the cognitive orders as either the content and/or content-processes of trans-cognitive judgments. Where processes of reduplication, duplication, etc, are entertained primarily in trans-cognitive terms of reference.


� 	Pursuit, III.VII.11, etc.


� 	As could be supplied through economic complexification (in which we can more easily refer to through the use of a parallel dictionary as was supplied in paragraph 69).


� 	Pursuit, III.IX.IXC.48.


� 	Appendix A. Paragraph 69.


� 	Note a party in a proposition, etc., can be both a subjective participant and an objective part just as, e.g., when a certain person is being referred to as either a(n embodied) person and/or a physical body (or corpse).


� 	I.e., well expressed in a disciplinary sense, be that philosophically or meta-philosophically (in a re-purposed metaphysics), and, well-expressed both pragmatically and existentially, without being reduced to the merely pragmatical or the merely deontological, etc. (whilst also recognizing that the ‘relatively’ existential, as an existential ‘orientation’, is arrived at through the ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential and not at the expense of the relatively non-existential since to do so would be to deconstruct both orientations).


� 	That synthetic propositions become ‘statements’ when either confirmed or verified. That analytical proposition, even if true, tautologically or otherwise, cannot become statements. Just as it might be tautologically true ‘that either green unicorns are dancing at the bottom of my garden or are not dancing at the bottom of my garden could not be synthetically true, as things stand, in this world (but could be conceived of as true in a possible world where ‘green unicorns can be seen to dance’. That such a complex molecular image cannot be ruled out on the grounds of being ‘incoherent’ or ‘self-contradictory’, etc.).






