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XIID. (4.) The Deconstruction of a Strong Idealism
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

The argument will be presented that an extreme, ideological version of a strong idealism is untenable, economically impossible, and cannot be contemplated. On the other hand, weak forms of idealism (along with weak forms of both realism and pragmatism) are tenable and can be constructed in conjectural terms in a non-weak/non-strong format in the pursuit of delineating and disseminating a credible philosophy or discipline. (0)


Just as there are a varieties of realisms, e.g., naïve realism, materialism, empiricism, etc., so too we can find various kinds of idealism, e.g., rationalism, transcendental idealism, epistemological idealism, etc., and in various degrees or strengths, e.g., weak, non-weak/non-strong, and the impossibly strong. Here we might like to speculate and conjecture that the preferencing
 of an idealistic orientation is primarily the tendency to preference either an intentional motivation and/or intentional subjectivity with or without the belief in either so-called ‘internal world/s’ and/or so-called ‘external world/s’). (1)


Be that the case or not, another avenue is to outline a logically well-constructed, valid observation, but, to then extrapolate such a well-constructed yet trivial position into an invalid form of conjectural absolutization. Practically, as an analytically oriented proposition, we can structure the following observation that ‘the experience of the world, self, others, etc.’, is ‘always to be had as an epistemological experience’, indeed, ‘that the only experience we can have is experientially ‘experienced’,’ and, therefore, conjectures disseminated by realists, along with the similarly minded, et al, where what is entertained is claimed to be more than experience, or given, or obtained beyond experience itself must be completely discounted as totally inconsistent with the trite, idealistic claim that nothing can be experienced except experience itself! That, as a comparison, that fraudulent claim would be like saying, ‘that in deep sleep the featureless nature of that experience would also be subjectively experienced as a featureless sense of subjectivity to the same degree that a lack of a non-featurelessness was also present’. Or, more to the point, in an absence of experience there would be an equal absence of both a psychological process and its psychological content where nothing could be appreciated and, thereby, rendering such an absent experience as nothing other than as ‘non-experiential’. (2)

But, then, on the other hand, to say that in experience there is nothing other than the experience of experience itself is to make a claim that would render our claim to be able to experience ‘experience’ as null and void as we would not know what would count as non-experience, as non-experiential, other than in those moments experience is not actually being entertained as in deep sleep which correctly would not count in this regard. Obviously, as all experience is constituted in intentional consciousness, etc., then it needs to be constituted in intentional experience, etc.
 (3)


Furthermore, given differences in epistemological functions and content then this blanket term of ‘experience’ is then able to be experienced through the formation and nuances of such differences. That even though “‘our world of experience’ is ‘the experience of our world’,” still, were we to claim some form of a necessary overlap between these two forms of representation, still, we cannot claim their complete coincidence given their differences in intent. What is presented in the form of its intentional objectivity cannot then be represented as its intentional motivation or re-presented as its intentional subjectivity because objectivity is not intentionally experienced as subjectivity, and v.v., etc., even though, again, such correlativity cannot be entertained as economic isolates with the implication that correlatives mutually co-define each other through their joint negations. That granted, then we must realize that a strong, ideological, extremist form of idealism is just as untenable as a strong realism (or a strong pragmatism that merely insists on pragmatic functions without intentional content or intentional motivation, or, quite unwittingly, as also entirely absent of any coincidental sense of intentional subjectivity
)! (4)


Quite simply, the trivial fact ‘that experience is experienced’ does not allow us to say, ‘everything can be ‘reduced’ merely to experience’ since such a claim could be neither confirmed nor disconfirmed as it stands. Moreover, to over-preference a so-called ‘internal world’ is just as fraudulent as to over-preference a so-called ‘external world’, or as in a dualism where there is this over-preference of both a so-called ‘external world’ and a so-called ‘internal world’. Therefore, all strong forms of idealism must be completely discounted given economic isolates are not tenable for a variety of reasons, like, e.g., metaphorical abuse; that either individually, in pairs and/or collectively economic correlativity can be neither excessively extrapolated nor isolated, neither dismissed nor over-privileged, etc!
 (5)


In this essay, through a mix of deconstruction and reconstruction, etc., a strong idealism will be completely discounted whilst not discounting potentially useful forms of a weak idealism able to be integrated within our conformally valid, and able to be validated, conjectures. (6)


By such means outlining a metaphorical ‘roadmap’ as to how to deconstruct a strong idealism whilst preserving the potential relevance of those positions and their arguments that subscribe to positions of a more emergent tenor and complexion. (7)

1. Developing the Remediation of the Concept of the ‘Ideal’


‘Remediation’, as noted, is ‘the pre-prepared processes (through rectificational mitigation in pretreatment that then allows processes) of correction through treatment in which are co-opted, in parallel, techniques that involve both the deconstruction of the relatively defective and the reconstruction of the relatively effective (in conjunction with the de-suspended force of conformal re-approximations enacted through retreatment).
 Remediation is conducted as a process of either analysis, synthesis, and/or nomination, with an emphasis on deconstructive/reconstructive analysis given that, economically, in depth there can be no isolation of such aspects of treatment, only varying degrees of emphasis or non-emphasis. Furthermore, the ensuing results of such endeavours are the formation of analytical-like propositions that contribute a relative ‘backbone’ to the conjectural economy. That understood, the presentations of such propositional-structures are either relatively tautologous or non-tautologous in orientation, but, again, where such distinctions need to be economically ‘submerged’ through their effective ‘merger’ in order to fully operate as this structural content of the conjectural economy. Just as ‘it either rains or does not rain’, and ‘in the rain we will find rain to be wet given that rain is water in a liquid form’ then this allows us to run a conjectural economy once factual inputs (on the topic of weather) and genres (dealing with how we observe and experience weather) are supplied as the pretreatment of, or preconditions for, an overall process of conjecturally nominated and denominated transformational-transitioning once the propositional material in question is fully appreciated as that ‘logical subjectivity’, through the discernment of ‘relative transformational isomorphic invariance’, where this can be delineated as that subjected to that overall process of transformational retreatment in an alignment with its conjectural representation, and v.v. Just as conjectural considerations about weather must involve the necessary conjunction of statements (and genres), propositions, and conjectural arguments that seek representative alignments and non-alignments in and through the entailed specifications of that conjectural economy in question. That, just as for ‘weather’, so, too, as for all other forms of conjectural retreatment. Moreover, as for non-abstract topics so, too, for abstract topics to the extent the rules for transformational retreatment must also apply. Therefore, all discussions on the viability of an idealistic philosophy either fall or rise on the ability of its conjectures to follow the same rules for reasoning as apply to all forms of conjectural treatment (internal to a conjectural economy) and retreatment (as externally revealed through the apparent productivity of that conjectural economy given our ability to delineate and disseminate a relevant ‘conjectural difference’ through the pursuing of such research). (8)


Now, in exploring the specific remediation of a specific set of conjectures pertaining to the presentation and dissemination of a specific idealist philosophy what can we note as pertinent to an appreciative assessment of its conjectural viability? (9)


For a start, its three components of propositions, etc., must be internally consistent to the degree they can function within the conjectural economy; that the net result of their interaction also needs to both produce and reproduce, i.e., re(-)produce a conformal product capable of re-iterative stability and being informative through supplying additional information as a conjectural difference that makes a relevant difference over the course of the appreciation of that specific conjectural economy (in its appreciation of the representative presentation of that economy in question). But, that granted, how can we evaluate both the internal consistency and overall consistency of a specific philosophy presenting an idealistic complexion and tenor? (10)


By observing the relative presence or absence of both transformational stability and transformational alterations in a conformal form of appreciation (through the auspicious of a well-organized and well-conducted conjectural appreciation established in the valid terms of a transformational process of retreatment). Or, much more simply, the presentation and explication of such an idealistic philosophy needs to work, and work in the manner as outlined, and work well. I.e., be transformationally stable, proffer a non-trivial conjectural difference, and remain conformally valid through reproducible forms of truth assessment. Where, ideally, if I am allowed to use this expression, the breakdown in any one of these three conditions would oversee the deconstruction of that specific philosophy and not necessarily guarantee that what might be left is viable without some form of a successful process of emendation through either posttreatment mitigation and/or posttreatment reconstruction and/or ongoing re(-)normalization, etc. (11)

Or, again, more simply, by pointing out a relevant defect, indeed, any defective aspect, would be enough to demonstrate the non-viability of that philosophy, or discipline, as it currently stands. E.g., to merely demonstrate that such a philosophical economy, or disciplinary economy, could not function in the manner as stated or implied, would be enough to render such an edifice as currently non-viable. Needless to say, many non-viable philosophical positions will fall by that fateful sword. In advertising, e.g., ‘to state you can deliver x’ and the market finds you cannot deliver x is tantamount to uttering or disseminating ‘misleading advertising’ and should be treated accordingly. (12)


However, such critiques need to also be viable. E.g., to criticize a certain idealistic philosophy as arguing ‘against the imputed (and impossible) reality of the external world’ could be likened to the application of a ‘medicine’ that could be more fatal than the assumed fatality of the condition in question which could well be in a position that either needs no recovery or through suitable forms of emendation could be reconstructed in a viable form. Therefore, let us note, first, the existence or absence of impossible economic claims, etc., and operate from this cursory form of inspection and appreciation. (13)


At this point let me introduce an interesting analogy in order to make a certain set of relevant points in the making of such an inspection and appreciative assessment. (14)


Recently, in having a bath, I noticed a stain upon the sides of the bath at the end under the shower. So, in wanting to leave a spotless bath, I tried rubbing it out with a flannel. I tried twice without success. Then, I realized this ‘stain’ was the projection of a grey smudge through the glass wall that kept the water from the shower within the edges of the bath. Assuming the blotch in question was on the bath side of the glass, washed the surface with that flannel and seeing the stain disappear thought my task had successfully been accomplished.
 However, the next time I had a bath that cursed ‘spot’ was once more seen on the end of the bath. Obviously, the smudge on the glass was on the outer side of that glass. With the shadow of my wet fingers progressively edging towards this ‘stain’ I was able to find this smudge with my fingers and duly removed it from the glass. It was an uncanny experience observing the two-dimensional shadow of my finger removing this ‘stain’ when this same stain could not be removed by my three-dimensional fingers using a flannel in the first instance. (15)

Now, admittedly, this analogy could be used for philosophically imagining an idealistic-like scenario, but, let us first attend to its closer inspection in more phenomenal-phenomenological oriented terms of reference in order to obviate any potential misuse of this phenomenon in any form as might be mis-utilized in its philosophical treatment. (16)


For a start, the two-dimensional shadow of my fingers, although it might be seen as relatively ‘virtual’, and as certainly not measuring up to the full complement of phenomenological modalities that would be expected with a non-virtual finger, still, it cannot be treated as anything other than ‘actual’, i.e., non-virtual in its own right. Shadows are just as real as that being shadowed, the viewer of the shadow, the very casting of that shadow, etc. Moreover, in the relationship between the finger, attempting to approximate the location of the smudge on the glass, and their joint shadow on the bottom edge of the bath we could refer to the relative virtuality of the shadows when compared with the relative non-virtuality of the fingers removing the non-virtual smudge on the glass. Furthermore, as analogy we have to be very careful how we actually approach this phenomenological situation since we must be careful as to whether we are indirectly importing either idealistic and/or realistic metaphors, etc. in the first place. If we were to imagine reality as being idealistically constituted and projected as an image on to our experience of a lived reality then we could equally argue, from a realistic perspective, that what is seen could only be seen through the realistic nature of a reality as lived. The idealist would want to focus on the projection of the image, whereas, as if turned around, the realist would want to focus on the three-dimensional fingers removing the actual, non-virtual smudge on the glass and ignore the image cast upon the end of the bath. (17)

That an in depth moral to be taken from how to philosophically interpret this phenomenon as an analogy is that the phenomenon in question is quite rightly agnostic about such interpretive perspectives. Shadows and the things shadowed are both non-virtual in one scheme and can be differentiated in some other perspective. That for metaphors to work they need to be correctly set up… (18) 

But, that an even deeper moral might be that in interpreting lived-reality, a productive assortment of philosophical perspectives might be a more productive option to adopt and adapt as I will argue over the course of these essays. Hence my earlier argument on asking, ‘Where is Father Xmas?’ and suggesting that we need to invoke a working assembly of philosophical positions in order to declare that ‘Father Xmas’ has only a ‘mythological existence’ and that such an answer to this question could not be arrived at if we were to follow either a unimodal perspective or bimodal set of perspectives, and, that only a fully economic approach could do full justice to this conformal ‘observation’ that Father Xmas only has a ‘mythological existence’, etc.
 (19)


Now, if a certain set of metaphors, as analogies, etc., are to be co-opted to support a certain philosophical or disciplinary position then given my having just noted this phenomenological agnosticism we would need to import sufficient means to support such positional contentions. I.e., properly introduce a strengthening of our analytical propositions as the required structures needed for argumentation; produce appropriate hypotheses that reinforce those contentions in evidential terms; supply integrated forms of apposite argumentation; all to be conducted in a well-organized conformal context able to demonstrate requisite degrees of reiteration in truth determination and overall appreciation. That said, let me explore the following analogies and their potential deconstruction. (20)


Imagine a pet shop specializing in the sale of goldfish. On all of its glass shelving we see large, circular bowls each filled with small groups of goldfish. Now, a person antithetical to the idealist’s style of positioning might like to claim that, in general terms, idealists are like those goldfish thinking that all the goldfish seen, both within their bowl and all the other bowls, to be as if swimming in the same bowl. Almost as if the world were one large goldfish bowl. Of course, a customer in that shop knows that not to be true. This defective analogy is being constructed to demonstrate that to think everything is constituted in the world of one goldfish bowl is an illusion. Yes, everything is constituted in intentional terms of reference but that does not mean we can extrapolate beyond our mind’s intentionally constituted purview of its world as if it were a ‘goldfish bowl’ to included ‘all other goldfish bowls’. Because our individual experience is intentionally constituted, still, that does not and cannot be used to argue that all things that could be experienced are and must be experienced only through our own intentional constitution and our own intentional constitution alone. (21)


Or, imagine the following. We look into mirrors and we passively see the world as if external to our own being. For the sake of this argument imagine we do not recognize our own images as our own reflections. Indeed, people in this very ‘short-sighted’ world, have proven that the image in the mirror cannot be us as it can be shown not to have the same left-right symmetries as possessed by ourselves. That the person seen in the mirror is merely mirroring our actions just as in those old-fashioned variety theaters where people mimed behaviour as if in a mirror. So, we raise our hands and in rotating one of our hands we find that image, say, of our left hand coincides with our non-reflected image of our left hand, but, as that would be the right hand of that image then these two people cannot be the same person, but, two different people. Of course, this argument is entirely spurious, which is the point of both this prior analogy and current anecdote. The world is not external to us and as if seen in a mirror. Then, when we see a written sign reflected in a mirror, it is difficult to read because the written characters now look as if written back-to-front. But, then, we might also ask, ‘why not upside down?’ If our eyes were truly lenses then the image of the world should also look upside down. But, because it is not upside down this must mean, for some hypothetically committed realists, that what is seen is this world itself, as if unmediated, that, indeed, the world is directly observed. Of course, a person antithetical to this vision of the realist, this version of realism, could quite similarly argue that the world is actually seen as ‘if upside down’, but, the mind inverts this inversion in order to see the world as if the right way around… with the implication that a more idealistic style of understanding is more sympathetic in its interpretation of the facts. That, e.g., people have worn inverter-glasses where the perception of the world is actually turned upside down, but, that in time the mind readjusts by, in turn, inverting that inversion. Or, in other words, our perception is not both immediate and unmediated, and, that our perception is not just mediated by ‘our’ mind itself. (22)


Of course, if people were to observe a more sensible, commonsense view of the world then a more rational approach would be to dismiss the apparent nonsense perpetrated by both the strong realist and the strong idealist, or, in a well-modified and well-qualified form and format take on board the perspectives of both the realist and the idealist where such different views can be suitably harmonized. The type of argument I would like to run where weak views, analogically represented and introduced, are sympathetically harmonized in forms that proffer some additions degree of e/valuational formation that cannot be reduced merely to the mere sum of their individual facets. (23)


By noting such tentative reflections, I would now like to segue to the observation that in our attempting to understand ‘the sense and semblance of world-like phenomena’ no amount of reductively oriented treatment can or could account for the experiential impact of such phenomena and that we are more or less forced to adopt and adapt some form of an emergent approach in coming to a better appreciation of the same. Let me demonstrate this point. (24)


I will do this using the same six deconstructive headings as used in my second essay a contra strong realism, namely, We Can Live in One World, The Eyes are Not Just windows, etc. However, first, let me detail, ‘why we must completely discount a strong philosophical position and would be allowed to conformally promote a weak philosophical position to a non-weak/non-weak form of positioning?’ I will do this under the following headings of Six Correctives, namely, Appropriateness, Propriety, Non-Existential Appositeness and Existential Appositeness, Negative Non-Economics, and Positive Non-Economics. (25)


Using the decision tree of a non-economic fork we are duty bound to either deconstruct and/or immediately deny any strong forms of positioning on the grounds that it makes no economic sense and, both consequently and subsequently, cannot be found any economy presentation or semblance in phenomenological terms, etc.
 Then, viewing such negative non-economic impossibilities as non-starters we turn our attention to the viability of a weak form of positioning in the hope that we can conformally upgrade it to a non-weak/non-strong status. As a rule of thumb, we can do this through applying these six correctives. (26)


In the first instance, we can note hermeneutical appropriateness in terms of factual input and the suitability in choice of genres, etc. Basically, stating an outline of your intentions and marshalling in that regard both the perspectival direction to be taken up along with the relevant facts that need to be brought to that form of pretreatment. (27)


When the stage is prepared, we can apply the propriety of phenomenal-phenomenological considerations by deconstructing that which is relatively defective and stands in need of deconstruction and focusing on that which is relatively effective and stands in need of constructive reconstruction (whilst remaining in an alignment with the appropriateness of pretreatment until that point in time we find we need to emend both in the light of retreatment and its posttreatment forms of amelioration). (28)


Moving to the next stage we note two forms of appositeness, namely, non-existential in orientation and existential in orientation. What collectively differentiates both orientations is the collectively conducted amplification of an e/valuational formation enacted in terms of both its non-existential incremental orchestration and existential non-incremental enhancement. It could also be pointed out that it may well be the case that given the existential trajectory of the relationship in question it may well require, on balance, less enactive resources in order to establish a non-virtual form of intervention, and, thereby, basically could well be found to require less effort? (29)


On moral grounds, we could argue that what benefits a relationship has a certain internal incentive to be enacted. On the other hand, a relative inauthenticity might appear to be the easier short-term path to take, but, that in the long-term that could well create more problems that the short-term worth of enacting such inauthenticity? I admit this contention to be contentious, but, if we were to take a longer-term perspective then this could well be the case. Furthermore, the accumulative consequences of relatively bad behaviour can only build until such a point that when the metaphorical ‘dam’ broke the ensuing consequences would then oversee a relative restoration of relational viability and integrity (that, most likely, would also involve much stress and distress)?
 (30)


The last two correctives can be filed under my exposition of the ‘non-economic fork’ as introduced and explored in Book 11. Broadly speaking, the expression ‘non-economic’ has two senses, which, when combined in this device of a fork, negatively spell out the impossible versus the positive irruption of decisive forms of resolution along with the need for our attention to completely de-focus on the former and to focus, instead, on the virtues of the latter. (31)


Hence, in reference to this device of the six correctives we attend to the hermeneutically appropriate, the phenomenal-phenomenologically proper, the non-existentially, existentially, and non-economically apposite and viable whilst completely discounting the non-economically impossible regardless of whether that is represented in a format that is defectively misrepresented in a weak form or non-weak/non-strong form or in an already impossible strong form. (32)


The end result of such is that we should be running an anti-representational form of working representativeness that notes that all sentences, in their overall conjectural construction (through either their explicit and/or implicit incorporation of statements, propositions, and conjectures) presents a vision of lived-reality that is statistically reinforced through patterns of alignment, re(-)enacted through re(-)alignment, etc., whilst recognizing that no sentential elements can have, to the same exact degree, a perfectly identical conformal status except either through an arbitrary form of assignment or through some form of provisional ascertainment. That this same principle applies in its contrasting operations to the extent that in answering a question, e.g., the component of the rhetorical either/or likewise cannot be exactly contrary in their opposition unless treated in an arbitrary fashion as such or awarded that provisional status for whatever reason or reasons. E.g., in asking the historical question, ‘did Julius Caesar cross the Rubicon?’ we already know, or should know, that the affirmative has already been considerably affirmed whereas the negative reply will not even be entertained by a reputable historian other than for a few fleeting moments of professional rigour given that the suitable rejection of alternative versions of history is also to be called for in finessing an even greater degree of representative alignment between either relatively formal textual reportings and/or relatively informal textual reports. Of course, there will be numerous occasions when we will have to reverse some aspects of our opinions but that this process is always upon a relative bedrock that only oversees the partial reversals of such research (in whatever field the discipline in question, along with its research, is being more closely scrutinized).
 (33)


That, although critical of strong forms of realism, idealism, and pragmatism, and so on, we do not disregard the utility of such metaphors embedded in such positioning, since, in this regard, we should remain attentive to observing forms, e.g., of an evidential ‘objectivity’, albeit as discerned through reinforced forms of re(-)alignment, whilst also noting the necessity for an experiential role that needs to be performed in the reviewing of the evidential whilst also noting that the effective utility of our research demands pragmatic (and pragmatical) terms of reference in such a manner, e.g., that aligns, say, our aspirations with our arbitrations, and v.v., given, correctly, that all disciplinary activities and performances must have a communally oriented, socially interactive basis… (34)


In the previous essay, I noted the effective non-viability of both pure private languages and pure public languages leaving us to understand that we must, in this regard, walk a middle path between such impossible options. In applying various correctives to the course of our research we hope to progressively refine our appreciation of its apparent conformal status. Regardless of whether we act as philosophers or metaphysicians, as disciplinarians or as secularists, an appreciation of this conformal status is ever a possibility by virtue of the fact that we can only deal with what is to hand, and, that which is to hand, already has its conformal status somewhat appreciated as that, too, must also be already to hand. We could say, in this regard, that in tossing a metaphorical ‘coin’, that ‘coin’ is ever weighted in one direction and not so much in the other direction. Of course, the ‘trick’, so to speak, is in being able to discern which way that ‘coin’ is weighted before its falls and reveals itself to us, although it is also true that, in many situations, we may not currently have that degree of past insight, or future foresight, or currently possess such acumen. Still, this principle must hold, at least hypothetically, that all decision making, in general terms, is never really an impossible differentiation between equals unless assigned as such or awarded that provisional status. Otherwise, how could decisions, as decisive decisions of the last instance, etc., be made, as they are, and be held with a reiterable, conformal status if the decisive resolution of such forms of appreciation could not be conformally reiterated? Therefore, the perfect dismissal of the reiteration of such conformal features is not an option given that the lived-realization of lived-experience can neither ignore evidence, intentional objectivity, functional utility, etc. (35)


In many ways, an idealist is just a realist on the different side of a similar set of conjectural arguments, and, therefore, I would argue that a similar set of deconstructive arguments can also be applied accordingly. (36)

i. We Can Only Live in One World


The very idea of an ‘internal world’ betrays the fact that it is a perspectival division within the openness of the extensiveness of this open-ended world at large even if the latter is regarded as a working conjecture (or as a working hypothesis within a set of a similarly minded conjectures
). As an arbitrary aspect, it divides the world in an accordance with the application of that additional sense and semblance of a division… causing more problems than its worth, as an explanation, etc., if strictly insisted upon given its metaphorical roots to begin with. Then, we could well ask, ‘whose internal world?’ ‘Is it either ‘yours’ and/or ‘mine’, or ‘ours’, and so on? So, why then so many possibilities when the openness of this world as lived as a hypothesis, obviously, is superior in a more non-problematic sense and semblance given the inescapable dependence of the latter conjecture upon this former hypothesis of ‘this world as already lived’. (37)


Moreover, given its roots resides in a fallacious argument that mistakes ‘some’ for ‘all’ why should we continue to countenance such impossible nonsense should it be so strongly insisted upon? (38)


Yes, my experience is constituted in intentionally constituted experience, etc., but, this does not mean that everything must be similarly constituted. E.g., we find fossils of trees and ferns, and other plants associated with coal-bearing strata. To argue that ‘they must have been perceived in order to have existed’ is more than fanciful, indeed, on par with declaring ‘the Moon to be a big blue (or green) cheese’ implying either a gigantic cow or similar, or a multitude of cows to make the milk to have made that ‘cheese’, and so on. Indeed, a rabbit hole of nonsense should we follow through on its implications. On the other hand, if the idealist wishes to go the whole hog, so to speak, and declare all intentional objectivity, either current or fossilized, etc., as constituted, say, by Mind, or similar, on a universal scale, then we deserve to know what motivates such an ideologue given that their reasons for doing so need not be so transparently presented through the more overt dimensions of such a conjecture. Usually, a religious dimension is implied although that need not necessarily be the case. As for evidence, through the co-association of evidential hypotheses, such is such a big ask that from historical instances alone we must intuit the expectation of a grand failure in any attempt to glue together such a universal conjecture. Still, arguing on emergent ground, the fractal nature of space, and its reiterative patterns of scale, etc., we could give such a proponent a starting pass in order for them to establish a beginning with the most probably impossible proviso of producing a consistency of evidence on such an integrated level of conjectural integrity that would then allow them to promote such a thesis. However, until such a time as evidence is sufficiently produced to establish this grand idealistic conjecture of Mind, or similar, let us safely assume that the transcendentally necessary conjecture of this world at large, as found to hand, is more than sufficient for the promotion of any viable, non-extremist form of disciplinary activity that operates within such ample limitations. (39)

ii. The Eyes Are Not Just Windows for an Internal World

Although the eyes might be poetically compared to windows, still, as with all metaphors, certain limits intrude upon insisting on a one-to-one correspondence between the metaphor and that metaphorically being compared. If a perfect one to one correspondence were to be observed then we are not dealing with a metaphor or any other analogical device in that same regard. E.g., windows can be looked out from inside a building, and, looked through into a built space as when, say, one goes window shopping on the High Street. But, eyes do not possess this form of symmetry. Yes, an optometrist, e.g., can look into our eyes, but, this is certainly not meant or implied or needed to be referred to by the pronouncements of an ideological idealist. (40)

Such a comparison is illustrative but not directly declarative. The purpose of such a metaphorical comparison is constructed for other reasons that obviously operate beyond the merely descriptive. (41)

Now, we can argue from intentional objectivity to an extrapolation of objects referred to in time and space if the intentional objective or objectives are of a form that can be so spatially and temporally treated. On the other hand, abstract constructions cannot be projected in such a manner and only exemplified. So. E.g., we might assume that the couple seen courting is romantically entwined given they are seen holding hands and appear to be absorbed in each other’s company. On the other hand, only from an extrapolation of instances of loving affection, in all its recognized forms, can we then entertain a more particular or general notion of love per se. Or, we can argue in reverse from something seen to our perception of what we believe we are seeing (removing ourselves, at the same time, from all mislaid notions of a pure language. If we were asked, ‘what we were thinking?’ we could answer that question with a variety of answers, like, e.g., ‘I am not too sure, or I was thinking about x, or in wishing not to admit that we were actually thinking about x, we could say y… which all portends to the fact that we can speak about what we thinking either honestly or dishonestly… where such intentions are already formed and informed by the intersubjectivity of a public language). (42)

That, this granted, we can start to understand that the desire to run a strong realism might be to entertain in philosophical-like reflections the over-promotion of this emphasis upon intentional objectivity. So, that accepted, we might wish to understand some form of an idealistic preoccupation as operating in the converse direction to this economic correlative of intentional objectivity. But, here we have a problem. Which of the remaining two economic correlatives should we charge with this preoccupation of the idealist to either promote or over-promote a correlative that is not focused so much on intentional objectivity? My solution to this puzzle is to argue that either correlative or both correlativities could be singled out for such an orientation. Thence my designation of either a ‘subjective idealism’ that ‘concentrates on the economic moment of intentional subjectivity’ or a ‘motivational idealism’ that ‘concentrates instead on the economic moment of intentional motivation’, or, more likely in my opinion, a composite of both orientations where the idealist, themselves, in all probability confuses or conflates quite understandably, both intentional correlatives. I.e., mediating a composite of intentional motivation with intentional subjectivity, a mixing of what might be aspired after and the processes needed to enact the realization of such aspirations. Where, given the submersion of the aspirational economy within the arbitrational economy, we must also entertain that such overall impulses are also intersubjective in composition. As a consequence, we might also feel this necessity to also impute an intersubjective(-subjective) idealism versus an intersubjective motivational idealism, along with the more probable amalgam of both in a composite form of ‘intersubjectively oriented idealism’. (43)

Now, with such complexities understood, and noting the enlarged argument that we can neither deal with a pure private language nor a pure public language what might we assume as sound forms of conjectures in this background to an appreciation of this idealistic impulse? For a start, the Rortean division of this world at large, this world as lived, into both an incommensurable private realm and public realm must be absolutistically untenable, despite its non-absolutistical observation to some extent, and, that we must also recognize a world of arbitration in which we cooperatively enact this intra-mediation, mediation, and intermediation of our intentions (via the overall mechanism of our working suspensions). Let me explore the implications of this apparent necessity for a more complex sense of the rationale for such idealistic tendencies on the part of those who seem to promote or over-promote these various forms of idealistic orientation. (44)


At this point in this discussion let me introduce what I would like to nominate as a working ‘anti-representational-representationalism’. At face value this would seem to be a contradiction, however, a more dialectical stance is being indicated. Namely, a working representationalism is being put forward as a necessary form of textual coding that does set out to represent the world as lived, albeit as interpreted through ongoing economies of re(-)interpretation,
 but, at the same time, does not invoke the ‘negativity of the non-economic’ through either direct and/or indirect allusions to an improper, unreconstituted, traditional style metaphysics. As an analogy, it is on par with the compactual-contractual relationship where neither compacts nor contracts can be suitably understood without understanding this overall economy of the compactual-contractual.
 In other words, textual processes of representation are inescapable but must be conducted in such a manner so as not to contravene the spirit of an anti-representationlism, which, I would add, must also take on a positive form of nihilism along with a pragmatic-existentialism equally at home with an existential-pragmatism. (45)


Now, I believe this dialectical-like stance is possible because if we do away with both so-called ‘internal and external worlds’ then in the ensuing ‘openness’ of this ‘one-world form of metaphysics’ we need to insist that all relationships are engendered ‘directly’. I.e., through intentional objectivity we are directly engaging the intentional object or, rather, ‘intentional objective’, and we do so in a manner dictated by the phenomenological nature of that relationship somewhat per se, etc. So, e.g., in interacting with a non-virtual apple I find, or should find on closer scrutiny, a satisfactory meeting with a relatively full complement of phenomenological modalities that I would normally and naturally expect in a proper encounter with that particular type of phenomenon (on the other understanding, of course, that I am also suitably interacting with the same in an appropriate hermeneutic manner and in an apposite existential form of e/valuation). Similarly, if I were merely entertaining the idea of an apple, then my interaction would only be directly interacted with it in the form of only a semantic interaction. Likewise, therefore, with ‘remembered apples’, ‘dream apples’, ‘seeing images of apples in a photograph or on a computer screen’, etc.
 (46)


Now, I have noted that representation is to be understood as a form of textual coding to be exercised along with other strategies. Let me explain. (47)


To date I have argued, more or less, that both representational understanding and conformal assessment is enabled through the discernment of textualized forms of alignment realized through re(-)alignment.
  But, to more fully understand what is in play we need to appreciate that we never deal with atomic-like sentences by themselves. That this same ‘observation’ also applies to our apparent isolation of individual economies. So, e.g., we could be focusing on a perceptual economy, but, in doing so find ourselves overlooking a need to also run economies of a semantic nature, historical orientation, conjectural forms of speculation, and so on, because without the latter there would be no perceptual economy in the first place!
 Hence the importation of a need to safeguard not only against those obvious sins of a unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism, relativism, and so on, but, also against, say, a unimodal economics as a unimodal trimodalism, a bimodal economics as a bimodal trimodalism. Furthermore, we should also recognize, e.g., that even though in the use of deep AI learning models that there are claims that we are rapidly approaching the metaphorical ‘wall’ of human-generated data-sets, and, that the emphasis will need to switch to ‘synthetic data’ (generated through AI as it approaches the goal of AGI,
 if that goal is not already exceeded in practical terms of reference
) that as all information (in a data-set) is approached through the specificity, etc., of a certain aspect or perspective then as noted in the previous book, Book 11, we need to be mindful of two important observations, namely, ‘that no perspective can be absolutely exhausted’ and ‘that there can be no exhaustion of choices in perspective’ even though, in practical terms, we can add two more observational conjectures, namely, ‘that with diminishing returns we will naturally seek some other intentional direction to continue to operate within’, and, ‘that relevance is highly dependent upon finding a ‘return on the intentional investment on our interest’ (which we might quip is also the ‘interest of our investment’ or ‘the interest to be returned on our investment’). Furthermore, this understanding that the apparent atomicity of sentences in a natural language, or in any other type of language, is an illusion needs to be suitably comprehended given that there must already exist a body of knowledge that allows those individual sentences to be effectively understood in the first place. Or, in gestalt terms, without the requisite background there would be no foreground to focus upon thence this requirement that there can be no economic isolates in any shape or form, be they correlatives within an economy, correlativities as contemplated in processes of economic complexification, individual economies, epistemological content and processes, up to the over-individuation of aspects of the super-economic and onward to the over-articulation of social systems within sectors of The Political-Economy, and all else entailed within the extent of these imputed continuities and discontinuities that constitute the conjectured articulation of the impossible entirety of The-(Trans-)Ontological-Epistemological spectrum (TOE
). However, that upon such a stage, against such a backdrop, we need to appreciate just how a qualified working representationalism functions without falling back on to the old habits of am impossible metaphysicalism. As just intimated, the to be demonstrated rectitude of our methodology will also devolve around coding, that textual alignment is to be realized through ongoing re(-)alignment along with the role to be played by the suitable adoption and adaptation of relevant perspectives, etc. To exemplify these conjectural observations let me work my way through a short series of anecdotes and analogies. (48)


A friend of mine remarked that in the writing of the will of a mutual friend, who had asked them to be their executor, he came to learn that our mutual friend was giving his brother, on a yearly basis, the sum of $3,000. My friend thought that this was being very generous. However, he subsequently learned that in the sale of a property owned by both our friend and his brother, many decades earlier, that some fraction of his brother’s share was reinvested in the expensive inner-city property lived in by our mutual friend. Moreover, that in the writing of this will and making no mention of his brother’s claim over the property and, later discovering that the brother was contesting the sole ownership of this inner-city property, such apparent generosity of our mutual friend now no longer looked so generous. Indeed, given that this sum of $3,000 would not even cover a month’s rent on such a place, given how the market would value such a rent, it looked as if the brother of our mutual friend was being generous and not the other way around. Hence, in one perspective we see what seems to be a generous disposition on the part of one sibling to give another sibling a certain sum of money, whilst, in a more realigned revision of the situatedness of this context, we might well form the opposite opinion. In this data-set of ‘one brother giving another brother $3,000 a year’ this same fact took on a quite different complexion when we realized that a certain contractual-like obligation pre-existed the reiteration of this financial transfer that it could not be cast as merely a form of compactual-like demonstration of brotherly affection. However, the reality of this simplified account has taken numerous twists and turns worthy of a Dickensian novel and my friends is pleased to note that he is of the belief that a new will has been written and that his services as an executor have not been requested much to the considerable relief of my friend (who, if called upon to act in that role, would now decline to take up such a responsibility). (49)


The moral of this anecdote is that changes in perspective upon the facts of a certain situation could, in all probability, elicit quite radically different interpretations. (50)


Now, I would also like to note that ‘coding’ plays a central role in how we interpret the representation of a certain situation, but, that this epistemological fact is all too often overlooked. In this regard, how should we read the following hypothetical email from a ‘grandmother’ to her ‘granddaughter’ where the ‘grandmother’ now lives in a part of the Ukraine recently captured by Russia and the ‘granddaughter’ lives in Kiev, the capital of Ukraine? (51) 


The text of this email reads:

Dearest Granddaughter, hoping you are well? 

Just a short reply. We are managing here. On August 20 we still have 2 roosters, 10 hens, and have collected 30 eggs. Our neighbours have acquired 2 cows. We have 1 sack of flour, 1 sack of oats, but now down to our last jar of pickles. So, we are managing and although you mentioned you would like to send some parcels of food, which would be nice, I doubt they would get through. So, thanks for the offer. Best of health, your loving Grandmother, xxx… (52)


Superficially, this email seems innocuous. It makes sense in a natural language and does not seem to be anything out of the ordinary. (53)


However, the person addressed is not named, and neither does the grandmother reveal her name. Furthermore, the email is sent encrypted via a VPN. Then it was sent by a friend of the grandmother in question and it was sent on to a friend in Kiev who then relayed it to the granddaughter in question. And we would be right to be suspicious because the email is in code. The granddaughter then sends the email to her bother working in military intelligence. (54)


So, let us re-read this same email once it is decoded. In the small town the grandmother lives in most of the streets were named after important dates in Russian history as viewed from the perspective of the former communist government. The expression ‘two roosters’ refers to ‘two military commanders who are living in this town’ having taken over an empty residence. The expression ‘two cows being acquired’ is an operation to apply to the date to then give the address, in this instance, the street where these two high-ranking military persons are living. I.e., August 1 plus 2 months gives us the street where these ‘roosters’ have their lodgings, namely, on the street ‘October 1’. Now taking the ‘10 hens’ when multiplied by 10 then gives us the number of tanks that have passed through this town over the last week via its train line, namely, 100 tanks. The number of eggs refers to an estimate of the number of troops present in that town when multiplied by 100, namely, approximately 3,000 troops. The remainder of this email gives the coded address where these ‘roosters’ are lodging. I.e., ‘1 sack of flour, 1 sack of oats, but now down to our last jar of pickles’ gives us the number of this house on this street October 1, namely, ‘111’. The expression ‘your sending food parcels’ is advice not to attack at this moment in time. Last, xxx… is merely code for ‘wishing that the Ukrainian state will soon reclaim its territories that are currently occupied and when it can, once more, peacefully resume living within its lawful borders’. (55)


A short time later a further email is sent:

Dearest Granddaughter, hoping you are well? 

Just a short reply. We are managing here. On November 9 we eat our old roosters but now have a new one we call ‘Vlad’, 9 hens, and have collected 19 eggs. Our neighbours have sold their 2 cows. We are currently out of flour, have 2 sacks of oats, but now have pickled 4 jars of onions. So, we are managing and although you mentioned you would like to send some parcels of food, which would be nice, I doubt they would get through. So, thanks for the offer. Best of health, your loving Grandmother, xxx… (56)


Now, we know how to decode this seemingly innocuous email. We note the last ‘two roosters’ were eaten (i.e., killed) but a ‘new rooster is in town’. That the address of this high-ranking military person has them residing on the street ‘November 9 minus 2 (cows/months)’ namely ‘September 9’. The number of the house being ‘0 flour, 2 sacks of oats, 4 jars of pickles, i.e., ‘number 24’. That over the past week there have been about 90 tanks seen being shipped by rail, and troop number have dropped to around 1,900. The usual aspirations being expressed as before. (57)


Many months after the start of this illegal invasion the skies are now thick with drones functioning either in a lethal mode or for purposes of surveillance. Even though such coded reports in that regard are now somewhat redundant, still, in matters of a confirmation of data already gained by other sources they still have a role to play. (58)


Of course, in a stressful or conspiratorial-like environment the more often a coded message is sent the more likely it will be eventually recognized as being ‘encoded’. If every week this grandmother is sending updates about ‘her hens and her neighbour’s cows’ then the authorities might well become suspicious should they be able to intercept such transmission. But, then, at the same time, we could also say that the more often messages are sent in such an environment the more likely non-coded messages might well be over-misinterpreted and misconstrued as being ‘coded’. (59)


By demonstrating this specific code at work, it is my hope to demonstrate that every discipline, in its own inimical manner, is representing the world at large in a coded format in keeping with the epistemological nature that distinctively differentiates the character of that discipline. So, e.g., in a history we get historical representations, in a philosophy we are being presented with philosophical forms of representation, and so on and so forth. I do not see this as problematic. What is philosophically problematic is when people, who are ostensively operating a certain discipline, also claim to be representing the world in an impossible economic format as might, e.g., be argued for through the negatively non-economic auspices of a strong realism, or a strong idealism, or a strong ideology equally professing some other set of untenable aspirations, etc. (60)


So, the question to ask now becomes ‘when is a coded form of representation tenable and when is a coded form of representation either less tenable or not tenable??’ (61)


Or, more succinctly, ‘when does the code work or not work?’ (62)


I would like to provisionally resolve this overall question on, say, three differing levels of organized complexity. Given this observation, in a certain discipline, ‘that not all sentences are equal’, or, rather, ‘that no sentences can be equal (and possess the same degree of conformal assurance)’, and, ‘that sentences cannot, correctly, be appreciated in atomic-like terms of reference’ it follows ‘that some sentences are more equal than others’ and that such sets of sentences need to be interpreted in and through their contexts of presentation (i.e., as being relatively analytical or synthetical or conjectural in orientation, as possessing an overall sense and semblance of an integrated logical subjectivity that is able to survive transformational retreatment, and, also characteristically represents both the nature of their discipline and it ‘ensconcement’ within its duly assigned social system…). (63)


So, e.g., the coded messages just noted would need to be seen to be well-formed in a natural language, as adhering to the rules of both that natural language and its imposed specificity of encoding, and for those people who are privy to such deeper encoding, that we are dealing with the craft of spying which basically falls within that sector of The Political-Economy that deals with all forms of social enforcement, be that either legal, or marshal, or regulatory of the financial world, or as a disciplinary body charged to either supervise, license, and/or regulate a certain professional discipline, etc. (64)


That these three relatively ad hoc levels in organization could be named, respectively, ‘relatively superficial’, ‘relatively structural’, and as pertaining to the ‘relatively regulatory’ through the distinctive nature of the rules of the social organization ordering that discipline regardless of whether natural language is either overtly or/and covertly co-opted from a coded perspective in the formation and dissemination of that discipline. (65)


So, in the formulation of the two coded emails just noted, we note the well-formed use of a natural language, their coded enstructuralization in the formation and dissemination of that discipline in question, and where the overall functions of those formal reportings or informal reports primarily conform to a certain pre-delineated social system in the conventional supervision of that discipline. Or, more prosaically, the exercise of codes (pertaining to a natural language) within codes (dealing with disciplinary modes of representation), within codes (expressing the social organization of that discipline in question). (66)


Now, we should also realize that although communication is exercised through the sequential treatment of these coded assemblies, still, actual transmission of an apparent intentional intent is only arrived at through that moment or moments when there is either a virtual or non-virtual alignment between communicators and communicatees respectively in either non-real-time or real-time. E.g., as in reading a novel or having a conversation with someone we understand. I.e., in and through an alignment arrived at in and through a progression of forms of textual alignment in which, within an overall economy of alignment, such ‘apparent intent becomes intentionally apparent’ be that either rightly or wrongly engendered to varying degrees. (67)


Obviously, communication operates through the necessary sequential steps involved in the ‘writing’ of a coded transmission and its sequentially de-encoded ‘reading’, but, correctly, actual communication is only arrived at when this process of intentional alignment is finally arrived at be that either adequately or inadequately realized, but, never in a form that is either absolutistically realized or in a form where the complete absence of communication is claimed to have not been realized to any degree whatsoever. The former is economically impossible and the latter renders an ensuing ‘communication’ both null and void. (68)


Basically, we metaphorically ‘walk’ a no-man’s-land between the extremes because those extremes just cannot be ‘walked upon…’ (69)


What is this alignment arrived at through an economy of re(-)alignment? (70)


Here we need to re-invoke a philosophy of transformational retreatment and its utilization of a certain set possessing a certain relative transformational isomorphic invariance, the characteristics of the transformations noted as seemingly imposed upon the former, and the ramifications ensuing from such transformations as would pertain to how we might historically recall the import of certain events, detail current implications of the transformational processes arrived at, and formulate what we might both expect and then anticipate through a well-supported conjectural appreciation of our lived-experience. (71)

iii. Economic Correlativity Implies There Can Be No Economic Isolates


Thankfully, through the careful operation of a conjectural economy, etc., communications are successfully realized through processes of re(-)alignment, be that within either our own senses of self or between our own overall sense of self and others. But given, the various (economic) arguments contra a pure private language it could be claimed that thinking of an individual cannot actually be a pure private affair. Similarly, for obvious reasons, there can be no pure public languages either with the implication that we more correctly enter into forms of dialogical encounter be they exercised relatively in virtual terms of reference (as if ‘talking to one’s own overall sense of self’) or in non-virtual terms of reference as when we are entering into a non-monological dialogue when conversing with one or more individuals. (72)


Now, the realist would say, of course, that if our grandmother is counting tanks being shipped by that railway that she can observe, say, from the relative safety of her home in occupied Ukraine, then the expression ‘9 hens’ means ‘approximately 9 x 10 tanks’, i.e., ‘approximately 90 tanks’. But, this is an errant, non-economic form of simplification. Obviously, in all probability, she cannot see and observe all ninety odd tanks at the same time and, therefore, it is her textual reporting as they go past her window, one by one, that is being recorded. In other words, she notates mentally or by some other means, say, by placing one bean per tank into a cooking pot that then allows her to tally up the number of tanks actually being seen that day by counting up the number of beans in that pot. Then, she could convert the same into ‘chicken units’ and record it accordingly. Only she, and people in the know, know that ‘9 chickens’ means ‘90 odd tanks’. So, the short-sighted realist does not realize that the alignment is already between texts, between either formal reportings in text and/or informal textual reports. On the other hand, the idealist cannot claim that this textual accounting is entirely constituted in self-referential terms of intentional acts since the number of tanks is completely independent of the person themselves. As you might also infer, that to enable this process of representation we have to strike a middle path between the short-sighted-realist who overlooks an inescapable form of textual representation and the long-sighted idealist who thinks the entire world is short-sightedly constituted entirely in and through their own intentional activity, and, thence, our permission to start from an integrated weak position where we can ignore the strong claims of all such ideologues. (73)


Now, to be expected from the obstinate realist that they would object to such a more complex sense as to how vision operates through a repetition of their repeated claim that it is the tank that is seen and not some form of textualization. In practical terms they are correct, but, more correctly, and constructed in a sound, philosophical form, is the fact that our vision has already textualized its interpretations and that this is already witnessed by the observation that they have already named what is being seen and what has already been seen. It is not that each tank has the name ‘tank’ written on its surface, but, because they see that ‘x’ is a ‘tank’ must mean, and can only mean, that they have already textualized their ‘report’ of this informally treated occurrence that is then formally recorded in this grandmother’s patriotic ‘reporting’. (74)


This granted, we can now see how representation is arrived at through an assessment of alignments and non-alignments, either within and/or between text, as realized through an economic process that I have designated as a process of re(-)alignment
 consisting of hermeneutic reiteration, phenomenal-phenomenological iteration, and existentially oriented re-iteration (where e/valuational formation forms and informs both non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented instances of discernment along with the equally important appreciation of their transformational interactions in a conversion of the former into the ‘value’ of the latter, and v.v., etc.). Or, re(-)alignment through the integration of inputs that concern realignment through forms of hermeneutic mitigation, forms of phenomenological remediation (through the error correction of re-de-mis-alignment), and forms of ongoing existential re(-)normalization, through chaotically oriented forms of re-alignment (either critical and/or radical in complexion) that are then collectively constituted in our overall discernment of the e/valuational formation in question (preferably from both a relational perspective/(s) and a pro-relational perspective/(s)). Again, this same process of ‘informational amelioration’ can be looked at even more closely under the six headings entailed in the mitigation of genres and fact, the remediation of deconstruction and reconstruction, and, the progressive regulation stemming from the observance of the re(-)normalization of both individually and collectively of non-existential and existential forms of e/valuational input/output… then to complicate this picture further we can invoke the in-depth perspective of an understanding of transformational retreatment (and its attention shown towards aspects that are relatively invariant, subjected to transformational-transitions, and value formations) along with considerations of ordered, inter-ordered, and systematic forms of treatment, etc. That, effectively, none of this could occur without the prior textualization of such reports and reportings! (75)

That, therefore, we must conclude that such representation is enacted and conducted through an appreciation of the relations bourn between textual elements and textual sets whose simulations are textual and not pre-textual, etc. (even if the ‘non-textual’ nature of simulation is executed and expedited in and through positive, non-economic forms involving the decisive irruptions of e/valuational judgments whose resolution is already mediated through textual forms subjected to patterns of harmonic resolution, etc.
)! (76)

Or, more succinctly, as ‘interpretations’ are ‘judgments already made’ and are ‘arrived at through processes of textual re(-)alignment’ it follows that such processes of treatment cannot be portrayed as economic isolates like the misguided attempt to nominate the so-called pre-simulated, which correctly, is both post-hoc and also ad hoc! (77)

iv. The Philosophical ‘Crime’ of Metaphorical Abuse


Unfortunately, no one goes to jail for ‘metaphorical abuse’ although a fearfulness of meeting that fate might better concentrate the minds of the disciplinarian when they meddle in such nonsense-formation, and then go on and on to weave a fabulous set of confabulated ramifications in the wake of such misreported reportings. (78)


It is one thing to say that because experience is ‘as if experientially constituted in intentional terms of reference, etc.’, that we can then move on to say that everything we can consider must be so constituted. Our ‘grandmother’ is not in the armaments business of manufacturing tanks so, even though she is out there every day counting these tanks as they pass along that railway line, she is not constituting such implements of warfare. She merely reports on such occurrences in her formal reportings of such events. (79) 


Similarly, because it is ‘as if the realist sees ‘tanks’ as ‘perceived objects’, rather than as ‘intentionally constituted perceptual objectives’, it does not mean that they are then allowed to report in such a short-sighted manner since, among philosophers and disciplinarians able to take a more critical stance, such statements will be non-miscontrued as nothing more than the misguided misreporting of such events. (80)


Metaphors are an essential component in the process of interrogation, in the asking and the answering of a question, in any attempt in trying to be critical and, perhaps, in doing so, find themselves preparing the path for more radical forms of understanding. The logical form of each and every question is a rhetorical suspension, a dis-conjunction of the ‘either/or’. I would argue that a first provisional answer is provided in a metaphorical form, namely, a response in the form of ‘that it is like x’ or ‘that it is not like x’. But ‘like’ is not ‘is’ (and ‘not like’ is not ‘is not’). Just as ‘the forest seems to be empty of people’ does not mean that ‘it is actually empty of people since they could be hiding’. Then, in the form of a second provisional argument we move from ‘like’ to ‘as-if, as-if, as-if… it is the case that A is x or non-x, etc. Or, that ‘if A were x or non-x’ then it ‘that were ‘true’ then ‘A is x or non-x…’ (81)


Therefore, in line with such reasoning, we must non-misconstrue metaphors as able to exist in their own right, as economic isolates (focusing on the impossible disentanglement of the moment of phenomenological focus), or, as logical subjects that must be literalized despite their apparent intentional objectivity (just as the wayward realist is so quick to announce when ‘like’ is not ‘is’, etc., and, then, in those circumstances when a definitive answer demands either a definitive ‘is’ or ‘is not’, when, obviously, we are now no longer dealing with a relative focus on this dialectical and economical moment of the metaphorical, but, instead, on the conjectural, or, rather, the definitive-like ascertainment of either the literal presentation or non-presentation of some correctly interpreted event in our direct or indirect experience of either the lived-experience of ourselves and/or that of some other person or persons… (82)


What is metaphorical is metaphorical and cannot be mistreated literally, and, what is literally presented cannot be metaphorical in its phenomenological complexion! (83)

v. The Discontinuous Spectrum between Simulations and Non-Simulations

The simulation of a simulation is not a simulation of that which is pre-simulation (because there can be no pre-simulation before an act of simulation), and, the non-simulation of a non-simulation is not a non-simulation, and so on. The reflection in a mirror is not the object being reflected. I cannot see myself, so, seeing myself see my image must imply the existence of a simulation. But, because that ‘being simulated’ is also being resimulated in order to establish a stable intentional objective of perception then it implies that we are dealing with an objective that is found to possess a relative transformational isomorphic invariance, but, which at the same time, is able to take on those transformational differentials that explicitly denote that change of that logical subject that must also be observed… (84)


‘Wax apples’, ‘remembered apples’, ‘dreams apples’, and ‘non-virtual apples’, etc., cannot share the same modal spectrum in terms of what appears to constitute a non-virtual apple. In this regard, we should note the wisdom of any painting that declares, in writing, ‘that the image of an apple is not an apple’ when it can only be ‘apple-like’. But, again the metaphorical can no longer apply should the situation in question effectively satisfy the range of expectations in terms of the density of modalities present, the intensity of those same modalities as found through experience, and where relevant themes, memes, motifs, textual representations, etc., all appear to support the contention of a certain experience that entails our recognition, encountering, and engagement with a non-virtual apple… (85)


As much as we might wish to merely imagine ‘our eating a real, non-virtual apple’ such a mental exercise will fail to recognize, encounter and engage a non-virtual apple since, thankfully, merely wishing something to be true is not much more than a guarantee that we, almost without exception, will fail. On the other hand, our ability to appreciate the phenomenal-phenomenological configurations of our intentional experiences means we are usually able to discern what meets our modal expectations and what clearly does not meet such expectation. So, in this regard, the idealist is not permitted to say that through merely imagining the non-virtual constitution of a certain phenomenon or set of phenomena that they are actually engaging the full complement of modalities that would normally be found to constitute that type of phenomenon or set of phenomena. Just as the experience of hunger cannot or should not be permanently overcome ‘imaginatively’ since its unresolved persistence would result in the inevitable death of that deluded individual. Then, on the other hand, a realist is also not permitted to say that since a non-virtual apple is being experienced that it can be ‘perceived’ to exist entirely apart from such experience for them since they have already named the content of that experience as an ‘apple’, and so on and so forth. Rather, and more wisely, we should take a middle path through the thickets of such nonsense and note that in our direct engagements, e.g., with apples, given that there can be neither so-called ‘internal worlds’ nor so-called ‘external worlds’, that it is in our assessments of the complexion of such phenomena that allow us to sort the metaphorical ‘goats from the sheep’ whilst also noting a discontinuous spectrum between similar phenomena that do not quite clearly fully measure up to such expectations… (86)

vi. The Non-Necessity for the Positing of a Strong Idealism

The understanding that experiences are textualized, in order for us to comprehend the same, should be enough for us to also realize that we do not need to submit to any form of a strong idealism, or, for that matter, any other form of an impossibly strong ideologically unsound vision of the world since we already have to hand, through the direct engagement of relational experience, enough information that would allow us, as a matter of probability, to either correctly nominate the phenomenon or phenomena to hand, or, definitively reject such an ascription, or merely find ourselves in a position where such denominated determinations cannot be currently obtained, or, for some other reason or reasons, we may rather wish to defer the pronouncement of such a nomination. (87) 

That, even if we do not appreciate the economic impossibility of a strong idealism or a strong ideology, still, we could at least recognize the non-necessity for such a misconstrued form of an ideologically constituted conjecture. Yes, processes of qualified representation (either within and/or between textual reports and reportings) are conducted in experience that still does not permit us to declare everything is constituted in such experience since, for a start, we have no way of establishing the full truth of such pronouncements, but, that, fortuitously, the mere demonstration of a single exception would be more than enough to deconstruct such arrogant and errant nonsense! (88)

Just as this grandmother is not in the business of constituting tanks, as they pass her window, neither is she in the business of constituting public dictionaries of an intersubjectively utilized natural language. The word ‘tank’ (in English) is not and cannot be now constituted by a member of the public since its nomination, and co-associated denomination of definitions, etc., has already been formed and disseminated through the use of that natural language. So, how could an individual now constitute the world ‘tank’ when it can already be found in our dictionaries, even in dictionaries disseminated in a time before we were born. So, even if this observation were to be dismissed as trite, and as non-consequential as it is, still, given this aspect of lived-experience was constituted before we were born it stands to reason that the individual alone cannot constitute the entirety of this world at large… which is as common sense would dictate. So, this simple exemption granted, let us desist from the ideological nonsense perpetrated by the over-zealous idealist, and all other ideologues! (89)

But, this defeat of the over-zealous ideologue does not mean that they, and us, are left empty handed. What we find that is left to hand are various economies, various correlatives and inter-economic correlativities that appear to be able to be aligned, and so on. In effect, all the materials necessary to formulate a weak idealism, a weak realism, and a weak pragmatism, and so on, are ready to be melded together to both form and inform an integrated philosophical positioning, or disciplinary stance, that possesses enough rigour that is able to withstand the criticisms of all those possible or potential critics regardless of their ideological or non-ideological backgrounds… (90)

So, to this end, let us reconstruct a viable non-weak/non-strong form of idealism, etc., in order to demonstrate that such reconstruction is both possible and relevant. (91)

2. Reconstructive Arguments for a Non-Weak/Non-Strong Idealism, etc.


In The Seventh Book…, I argued for the deconstruction of the relatively defective [and ineffective] in conjunction with the reconstruction of the relatively effective [and rendering it relatively more effective]. In Book 11, I argued that we should invoke the philosophical tool of ‘the non-economic fork’ in order to delineate the negatively non-economic from the positively non-economic. Now, once we understand that in an anti-representational-representationalism we are dealing with texts, and only with textualized formations, be they either directly and/or indirectly entertained, then it behooves us to dismiss both the impossible and the relatively defective and only deal with the possible and the relatively effective. In other words, to translate this philosophy of an anti-representational-representationalism into practice all we have to do is apply this non-economic fork. By doing so we rule out all non-textualized presentations along with the relatively defective and then immediately concentrate our attention, instead, on that textualized information that is relevant, informative, instructive, etc. I.e., those operations that prove to be profitable in pursing those productive forms of practice able to instigate and institute the performance of our arbitrated-aspirations. I.e., those intentional objectives capable of realizing our pre-selected projects and programs be they either philosophical or metaphysical
 in orientation, or of a disciplinary nature or work towards a more secularist set of objectives. (92)


Because we work with ‘texts’, and only ‘textualized formations’ in its broadest sense, this implies that whatever is not textually oriented in its imputed intentional constitution can be immediately dismissed. In avoiding such a category, much of a traditional metaphysics can be bypassed. Moreover, into this camp we can also include the hermeneutically inappropriate in terms of meta-textual genres and irrelevant narrational facts, etc. Added to this assortment of the impossible and useless we can also include that which is constituted in an improper phenomenological manner (analytically) or can be shown to be inapposite in terms of its consequential ramifications, etc. Thus, having disposed of the relatively unsuitable we now concentrate our attention on the relatively suitable, i.e., that textualized information that appears to proffer the relevant materials for the running of our conjectural economies, etc., in a style of operation capable of realizing our intentional objectives. (93)


Hence the necessity for a conformal approach to truth determination in our assessment of such curated information, etc. This is achieved by assembling and relating such information through the noting of both alignments enacted through processes of ongoing re(-)alignment and the apparent presentation of non-alignments which can either be ameliorated and emended or should also be bypassed and added to the previously discarded as either impossible or relatively defective, and as not being capable of finding reasonable forms of emendation,  etc. (94)


Positive truth assessments being realized in the reinforcement of evidential information and the conjectural soundness of arguments constructed upon the same in the light of such reiterated forms of re(-)alignment. (95)


Hence the anti-representational-representationalist needs to discern the relatively non-critical, the relatively critical, and the relatively radical. I note the adjective ‘relatively’ because in a transformational philosophy of retreatment these categories need not be treated as fixed. E.g., the relatively non-critical could be subjected to critical treatment and the positive truth values entailed in such apparent information could then be ameliorated and emended, or rectified, error corrected, re-regulated, etc. E.g., the critical could take a ‘radical turn’ through the exhibition of relatively radical forms of innovation, new vocabularies, or novel forms of practice, etc. Or, the radically-radical could be sequentially and incrementally rendered in a less radically, non-comprehended form as relatively-radical. Or, e.g., the relatively-radical in time could be rendered relatively critical through processes of accepted re(-)normalization through enacting its effective institutionalization as accepted practice, etc. (96)


The understanding that we are dealing with meaningful patterns of ‘textualized formation’ implies our ability to apply a vast range of philosophical and disciplinary tools as previously developed, etc. I.e., treating ‘texts’ as ‘phenomenologically textual, hermeneutically meta-textual, and existentially as non-textual simulations, etc.’ The conformal treatment of perceived or apperceived textual alignments and non-alignments in regard to the identification of instances of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance, along with transformational-transitions of the former in conjunctions with their truth-assessments, etc. Moreover, given the advent of a positive non-economic appreciation of the irruptive nature of economic resolution we can also invoke a relatively more contextual approach to the same through the invocation of a relatively super-economic approach to consilience, salience, and propinquity (or standing) as they mirror a more economic manipulation of economically oriented operations, respectively, of hermeneutical accommodation, phenomenal-phenomenological distinctions, and (non-systematic) existential transformational(-transitions).
 (97)

All in all, what has now been outlined, effectively, is the manifesto of the position of an anti-representational-representationalism that must also be reviewed as both existentially-pragmatic and pragmatically-existential besides demonstrating a positive nihilism given the deconstruction of those aspects of a traditional metaphysics that exhibited non-economically defective approaches to how we should deal with texts, their conformal truth assessment, etc. (98)

To conclude this essay, let me now focus my attention on how a weak idealism, etc., can be refashioned in a profitable manner through the viability imposed through the instigation and institution of conformally valid, non-weal/non-strong transformations-transitions, etc. (99)

3. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


To date, I have been arguing that we can carefully salvage from a variety of extremist ideologies various insightful metaphors, rhetorical manoeuvres, (apparitionally conceived
) forms of conjectural argumentation, a re-conceptualization of the conformal, and so on. In this process, discarding what an anti-representationalist would consider to be more than problematic, whilst, on the other hand, preserving and emending what appears to be useful, relevant, pragmatically in an alignment with our intentional objectives, that which should be existentially promoted, and so on. Let me explore how this long-term program might be suitably instigated and what ramifications might flow from its successful institution… (100)


I have argued, in effect, that we cannot dismiss the necessary requirement for a representational philosophy as long as we understand that the raw material for such an approach is the suitable processing of the textualized formation of information and where such processing does not consume the appropriation of that which is not textual, and is either impossible or is barely possible to comprehend, or manifests as the relatively defective or useless, and so on. (101)


To this end, it is advisable to utilize whatever is to hand that can further advance our reasonable and commendable objectives. Rather than obsessing over patterns of philosophical over-preferentialism, etc., that do not deserve the attention and consumption of our limited time and resources, instead, let us focus on what can be salvaged and integrated to support those objectives that are both reasonable and commendable, i.e., proffer forms of both relatively positive non-existential re(-)e/valuational formation and also promote more positive forms of existential re(-)e/valuational formation. In this regard, one avenue to follow would be to utilize weak forms of realism, idealism, pragmatism, and whatever else has the potential for this style of fruitful application, and integrate and re-constitute the same along the lines of a non-weak/non-strong format without invoking either the impossible or the defective, without losing our commitment to be responsible people in this world at large, without adopting strong forms of over-commitment along with their pseudo-psychotic and psychotic associations, without adopting a non-commitment or lack of commitment associated with either weak or strong forms of a non-reality based, non-profitable relativism… (102)


To demonstrate the viability and vitality of such an approach let us consider the following observations. (103)


In the anecdote of the patriotic grandmother, we find her watching the trains from her kitchen window and for every tank being transported by train, that she sees, she puts one more bean into her cooking pot. This woman is no strong idealist, in this philosophical sense, and would never believe for a moment that ‘she is constituting the physical reality of those tanks in her personal consciousness’. No, as a ‘working idealist’ she is merely representing such observations that she has textually categorized as ‘tanks’ on a one-to-one basis with those ‘beans’ being placed in that pot. Then she adds them up and divides them by ten and turns them into ‘chicken units’ as to be reported in her next email. So ‘ten tanks’ equals ‘ten beans’ which then equals ‘one chicken’. Tanks do not become beans to then become chickens. But, in her representational calculus, this can occur because the transformations in significance are both textually instigated and instituted. Because one type of text is like any other text in terms of its textual constitution to the extent it can be treated and regarded as just like any other text per se. (104)

In a useful contrast, our practical grandmother is also working with that which is evidently observable. She sees what looks like ‘tanks’ and has had information also relayed to her to be careful to differentiate ‘real tanks’ from ‘mock-up tanks’ that will be used as decoys on the battlefield. So, to some extent she is also a ‘working realist’, indeed, a practical realist because she carefully notes if the tanks being seen are fully fledged tanks or those decoys just mentioned, or, for that matter, semi-destroyed tanks, travelling in the opposite direction, obviously in need of repair, and so on. As a practical realist she is attending to the evidence being presented as to whether each ‘tank’ being seen seems to be fully-fledged and metaphorically ‘ready to fly’ or one of those decoys she was warned about to be on the lookout for. (105)

This grandmother is also something of a ‘working pragmatist’. She believes that her small efforts in support of the Ukrainian military could make a difference, but, is under no illusion that her small contributions will be decisive. Still, as they say, ‘drop by drop either a bucket can be filled or a leaking bucket can be emptied…’ (106)

But, granted that a residue of metaphors and other devices, etc., that are weakly realistic or weakly idealistic in orientation, etc., can be salvaged, then, by what strategies can such materials be amalgamated in a form that is usefully non-weak/non-strong in orientation and that are also capable of instigating forms of commitment of a suitable degree that are neither too weak nor too strong in complexion? (107)


Obviously, we would need to work with information in a textual format that can be differentiated as either conformally valid or (non-)conformally invalid. That in order to make such an assessment we would need to be able to appreciate the viability and validity of our conjectural treatment of the overall representation of that situation in question in the light of our ostensive intentional objectives that we think are more suitable to engender, i.e., are hermeneutically appropriate, phenomenologically proper, and existentially apposite. Or, in cashing out such potential suitability, through closer forms of careful consideration, we can note an appropriateness of genres and narrational facts to be utilized in those forms of transformational treatment about to be engendered through the corrections to be instigated through both deconstruction and reconstruction along with the re-regulated re(-)normalization of relatively non-existentially oriented patterns of e/valuational formation in conjunction with existentially oriented patterns of e/valuational formation, and so on and so forth. (108)


Or, in effect, through the relative strength of our conjectural economies, etc., and their conformal evaluations in terms of their valid truth assessments, we are converting a weak realism and a weak idealism, as conducted through the lens of a weak pragmatism, into a format that is relatively non-weak/non-strong in orientation. That, in an attendance with such critical ‘concern; should also be unleashed a corresponding degree of ‘care’. Moreover, in converting or discarding the non-critical in a pursuit of the relatively critical, in all probability, we will also need to recognize, encounter, and engage with that which is relatively-radical and come to grips with the ramifications also unleashed in the wake of the same. That, by such means and similar, both our concern and care can then take on both a positivity of the relatively non-existential in conjunction with the positivity of the relatively existential. (109)


Should we have such confidence that in apparently ‘doing the right thing’, in performing patterns of existentially oriented intervention, that the ramifications of such an approach will duly deliver a just compensation for such concern and care? On balance, we should answer, ‘yes!’ However, the exigencies of this world at large are such that despite the best of intentions we are still privy to errors in judgment; find ourselves at the mercy of misinformation, disinformation and mal-information; be beholden to fallacious arguments; encounter mis-intended, unintended, and non-intended consequences; encounter those misfortunes that will be delivered by Nature, be confronted by both non-existential and existential forces as we make our passages, both individually and collectively, through this world-of-life, and so on and so forth. Still, despite the adversities of our being embodied, embedded, and embanked in this world at large, through working together the more important of our arbitrated-aspirations can be instigated for the benefit of both ourselves and others. Unleashed, for the greater part, definitively, through the positive irruption of the non-economic ramifications of our cooperative efforts which, as a topic, will become the primary theme to be explored in the next essay..!! (110)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 29.8.24.

Appendix A: AI and the Problem of Representational Divergence


In the previous essay, I first formulated an argument contra a pure public language.
 Basically, if the dissemination of a public language were to have less and less private input and were to merely recirculate a recycled shuffling of content one could well imagine that its potential for representation of this world at large would become either progressively muted and/or bizarre.
 In other words, the eventual ‘purification’ of a public language would render it less and less useful for a person who might which to use it to navigate this now distorted sense and semblance of a world at large. (111)


In this Appendix A let me explore some of the issues that connect this practical problem of representational divergence with the philosophical problem of representation as viewed through the lens of a working ‘anti-representational-representationalism’. (112)


For many years it was the general understanding that the field of artificial intelligence (AI) was making little progress. However, with advances in processing power of computer chips and the coming together of a number of fields, like, e.g., machine learning; the digital acquisition of huge data-sets, as large language models (LLM); speech recognition and speech generation; image recognition; accelerated algorithmic learning, and so on, progress in this field is now practically impossible to measure. With machine learning scouring multiple data-sets some experts in this discipline of AI are claiming that we are about to reach or have now reached, or, maybe, perhaps even surpassed a stage designated as artificial general intelligence (AGI) where asking such a program to perform a certain task, from a huge variety of possible options, that it will successfully achieve and implement what was requested. That when such a program successfully outperforms the average human then it is claimed that we are witnessing the advent of an era of ‘super intelligence’. An event made possible through vast increases in the computing power of the latest chips, machine learning based on its processing large language models, and the formulation of algorithms capable of organizing the discharge of such electronic responses. Indeed, in the field of accelerated algorithmic learning, as with other aspects of this evolution, recent progress has literally gone off the charts. Some representatives of this discipline have noted that very recent innovations in the stack of software, in a hierarchy of interactive inputs and outputs, the acceleration in one year has seen a million-fold improvement. Very quickly, the charting of such progress has gone ‘vertical; and, in the process, has make a mockery of such graphic depiction. (113)


As noted, some commentators in this field are arguing that machine learning is now ‘scraping the bottom of the barrel’, and has met a metaphorical ‘wall’, as far as accessible data-sets can be utilized and that machines will have to continue to learn from what has been envisaged as ‘synthetic data’ fabricated by AI itself.
 However, for some experts, all this could very well be quite problematic to the extent that AI, or AGI, could eventually collapse under a failure to make continuing progress in such machine learning, and, where, instead, in a non-independent-dependence upon dubious data, that it will then generate new data which will naturally also have an even more dubious conformal truth status given an ensuing divergence in representationally delineated nominations and denominations. That this ‘representational difference’, as a differential, could, in all probability, arise and whose continuing dissemination would or should prove to be increasingly problematic? Hence this concern, that without either adequate human supervision and/or adequate machine-organized supervision, the entire edifice of AI, along with its ability to generate AGI, could very well collapse. Indeed, cease to function in a useful manner! Unfortunately, in a ‘flood’ of misinformation, etc., it would seem natural to believe that this feared scenario of an eventual, fundamentally adulterated and flawed program in AI, of which a certain number of products can already be found for sale in the marketplace, could, in all probability, manifest itself? (114)


However, theoretically, or hypothetically, although not dismissing the possibilities of the collapse of AI (and AGI) in our very midst, I would like to contend that a number of avenues are possible in order to prevent this somewhat incestuous manifestation from arising. (115)


Some of those possibilities were discussed within this essay:

…that we need to be mindful of two important observations, namely, ‘that no perspective can be absolutely exhausted’ and ‘that there can be no exhaustion of choices in perspective’ even though, in practical terms, we can add two more observational conjectures, namely, ‘that with diminishing returns we will naturally seek some other intentional direction to continue to operate within’, and, ‘that relevance is highly dependent upon finding a ‘return on the intentional investment on our interest’…
 (116)


That, in this regard, no perspective can be ultimately exhausted, and, with an infinite set of choices in perspectives it may well be the case that this so-called ‘wall’ or limit in AI learning as exercise in and through the use of large language models might not eventuate (in the creation of data, be it either non-synthetic and/or or synthetic in oriention)? (117)


Or, as pointed out ‘that without either adequate human supervision and/or adequate machine-organized supervision, the entire edifice of AI, along with its ability to generate AGI, could very well collapse’. The implication being that human supervision might intervene and prevent such mis-representational divergences. However, given the ability for ‘AI learning’ to generate vastly greater amounts of text than humans are capable of producing then it may well be the case that human oversight just could not compete in this regard. Then the other alternative of instituting various forms of machine supervision is perhaps a bit like ‘putting the fox in the henhouse’ so to speak. Although not ruling out the last option, it would probably seem to be advantageous if human generated text were to be quarantined from computer generated forms of dissemination lest its adulteration of a general conformation in representative richness be lost. Then, at the same time, the very methods utilized by humans to ensure a relatively truthful representative conformalism could also be instituted. E.g., through the use, say, of ‘representational certificates’, perhaps stored in some form of a non-corruptible blockchain, in and through the mirrored representation of a so-called ‘body of knowledge’, that, although pre-embedded in the pragmatic use of natural languages, might need to be re-instituted in a meta-assessment of the apparent conformation of natural discourses as reviewed by the application of AI ‘learning’, etc. A process basically of artificial supervision that incorporates the various methodological approaches as utilized by human cognition, as organized in both subjective and intersubjective orientations, that effectively mirrors how social consensus and social solidarity themselves are being progressively arrived at and suitably subjected to various forms of amelioration, emendation, correction, rectification, mitigation, remediation, re-regulation, re(-)normalization, and so on. (118)

 


With an obvious degree of relevance, it is my belief that our reflections on this speculative topic of a potential collapse in AI learning through representational divergence should also help us to shape how to constructively review the functioning of a working anti-representational-representationalism. Thence the apparent import behind my making these additional comments… (119)

 N.T., 30.8.24.

Appendix B: The Advertisement of XIIC & XIID

On 8 September there will be a workshop on the third and fourth essays in Book XII titled: Moving from an Aspirational Economy to an Arbitrational Economy and The Deconstruction of a Strong Idealism.

The third essay notes the general delusion most people labour under, namely, that as seemingly autonomous agents, people are of the belief that they have the power to enact most of their intentional projects and programs through the intentional force of their own efforts alone when in lived-reality it is only through processes of social arbitration that a small selection of some of those aspirations might meet with an adequate degree of realization. That it is on this basis that a Neo-Liberal mindset is both fostered and perpetuated, and presents such a risk to both the preservation and advancement of democratic governance.

The fourth essay is contra a strong idealism and continues the previous critique contra a strong realism. A complex argument is run that strong positions are either economically impossible to operate and/or are operated in a defective manner, but, that through the exercise of valid conjectures, etc., it is possible to promote weak positions to positions that are both non-weak and non-strong in orientation. That in doing so, a responsible middle path can be existentially observed between relative over-commitment and relative under-commitment.

In both essays a Wittgensteinian-like argument will be run, namely, ‘that pure public languages are impossible to profitably operate’ and where a general movement towards the same, without adequate private input, would observe a disastrous ‘representational divergence’. In effect, where the system would ‘hallucinate’. A phenomenon some experts fear will occur through an over emphasis being placed upon AI in which inadequately supervised processes of machine learning will inevitably ‘oversee’ the recycling of a proliferation of AI-generated texts. Such insights being used in formulating a working ‘anti-representational-representationalism’ that insists all representations and their conformal truth assessments stem from the collation of textual alignments and not otherwise (as was generally presented in various misguided forms of a more traditional metaphysics). That in the running of such arguments, and their critique, private input is welcomed…

Future presentations will also be discussed. One suggestion being ‘the voicing of personal reflections on what might be meant ‘by living well’.’ All other ideas are welcomed…

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


� 	Reading ‘preferencing’ as ‘either past prioritizing, current privileging, and/or future promoting’.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant the claim that intentional experience is appreciated in trans-intentional judgmental terms of reference and where the pre-intentional is to be referred to as either sensory-motor in orientation or a affective-mood in orientation, albeit where both pre-intentionally oriented forms of experience are still refracted through intentional categories, and so on, and therein and thereby semantically mapped in phenomenological terms of reference, albeit as functionally contained within their requisite genres of behaviour that both ‘write’ and ‘read’ the purport of such behaviours in intentional terms of reference, etc.


� 	In line with the conjectured position that intentional subjectivity, in archetypal economic terms more or less coincides with the non-systematic existential, the pragmatic, and the deontological categories or types of experience. So, to discern or conceive of a working pragmatism (as an expression to be considered as distinctively different to my distinction of the fourth trans-cognitively ordered order of the ‘pragmatical’) as devoid of intentional subjectivity is to unwittingly practice a form of categorical confusion in not realizing that there is this conjectured identity, more or less, between the existential orientation, the pragmatic, and the deontological, etc.


� 	I.e., there can be no pure intra-mediation, mediation and inter-mediation (and the same metric applies non-economically/super-economically).


� 	A formula has come to mind after writing this summary of this ‘amelioration’ of representative textual-formation, namely, mitigation through rectification of information of factual statements and formatting of genres; correction or remediaiton through de-formational deconstruction and counter-de-formational construction; and, ongoing re(-)normalization of (non-existentially oriented) conjectural transformation of formation and (existentially oriented) conjectural conformation. Hence the formula of ‘information, formatting; de-formation, counter-de-formation; formation, and conformation’.


� 	Actually, the running water leftover from my use of the flannel, instead, had disrupted the continuing projection of that ‘cursed spot’.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, Volume II (as Book II). The ‘etc.’ here points to the fact that ‘Father Xmas’ has a ‘fifth trans-cognitively ordered order of ‘existence’ (as a possibility to some extent, when the situation of his going down narrow chimneys and non-existent chimneys is excluded) but, at the same time, is a sixth trans-cognitively ordered order as a mythological ‘fact’ that exists in certain Western cultures along with the dissemination of this cultural artefact to other non-Western cultures, etc. I have read accounts of ‘Father Xmas’ even being spotted in a Tibetan department store in Lhasa. Just as strange, I suspect, as all the ornamental Buddhas I see sitting in people’s gardens when walking around my suburb in the Blue Mountains.


� 	Alluding here to my formulaic terminology of a ‘(analytical/phenomenological) sense and synthetical/hermeneutical) semblance’ and the implication that there must also be, economically, the existential consequences of a ‘(conjectural) sense-and-semblance’ as well.


� 	In a recent interview with a certain Trump appointed diplomat, it was noted that despite that person’s reminiscences about the disruptions they had to experience because of Trump’s self-serving, unethical behaviour in promoting his own interests first, still, this ‘Republican’ is going to continue to vote for Trump. In the light of such obvious ethical contradictions, one must suppose this same person is hedging their bets and perhaps hoping and continuing to harbour the aspiration for a future appointment despite also bad-mouthing the Trump Presidency should the Republicans win government on 5 November, 2024? One must wonder at the inauthenticity of such enablement given that its continuance must eventually oversee the accumulation and discharge of an even greater intensity of a counter-response that one would hope could historically restore the necessary return of a more existentially oriented authenticity to the disseminated organization of that political situation in question. Basically, making this argument that relational viability and integrity, over the longer term, does depend on those existentially oriented factors that successfully establish both continuity and adaptability over the longer-term. One qualification I would like to make to this optimistic vision of the required integrity of historical processes over the longer-term being that an evolution in authenticity itself must be incrementally instantiated and requires the adequate historical preparation for the continuing evolvement of all serious and relevant forms of ethical re(-)orientation given as they say, ‘Rome was not built in a day’, or in alluding to similar sayings, effectively, with the same purport. That in the dissemination of power, cooperation needs to be maintained be that either through co-operation and/or co-option. That should a relevant major political discourse be lost, perhaps through an exposure of its inauthenticity, and in the ensuing light of its rampant internal contradictions, say, between stated aspirations and those remaining forms of a requisite arbitration that can no longer be found to hand, then, one would expect a transition to what hitherto would have been a relatively minor political discourse. As noted in my ‘Three Critiques’ on the phenomenon of the Neo-Liberal paradigm, this either occurs as a one-step process involving either a relatively existential form of replacement and/or a two-step process of a relatively positive non-existential form of remediation that then would be enacted through both deconstruction and reconstruction.


� 	Hence my twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’, namely, that ‘we can always reverse the decision trees of our research until we find a more assured point to recommence, hopefully, a new and more successful redirection of our research’.


� 	Treating such a conjecture as a working hypothesis for establishing the conformal validation, and appreciation, in a conformal set of working conjectures. I.e., treating a relatively subsidiary conjecture as a hypothesis supplying evidence to the overall body of a set of conjectures (given that all conjectures are already exercised within a body of co-associated conjectures, etc., as per the Duhem-Quine thesis, etc.).


� 	I have expressed that through this redundant formula because I want to stress that this process of reinterpretation is an’ ongoing process with all the forms of transformation involved’. I.e., the nomenclature ‘(-)’ equals an ‘ongoing economy, etc.’


� 	As all economies are trimodal I would like to believe that we can invoke a number of tested strategies that would allow us to render them in trimodal terms of reference. In this instance, we could deliver this outcome by noting hermeneutically oriented ‘compacts-and-contracts’, phenomenologically oriented ‘contracts’, and non-systematic existentially oriented ‘compacts’. In some situations, this model would be applicable, however, in other situations we would need to adopt some other strategy. E.g., in a working representational economy, we might try, respectively, either ‘rerepresentation, representation, and re-representation’ or ‘representation, presentation, and re-presentation’ (with the use of the hyphen indicating possible chaotic forms of input/output, etc.). In regard to contracts, etc., the more interesting aspects of this economic interrelationship is often to be found in the relationships engendered between both contractual and compactual considerations. So, e.g., even though access to a park might be free, still, the cost of the upkeep of that park has to be accounted for.


� 	By necessity, invoking the contrast of an ‘indirect relationship’ as being entertained through the directness of two or more relationships mediating the same. So, A know B who knows C, but, where A has not met C and only knows of C through B recounting their having met C. So, by these means we can claim A has had an indirect relationship with C through the recounted mediations of B. By such means, reclaiming the significance of an ‘indirect relationship’ by this stratagem that does not contravene the basic dictum that all relationships are directly engendered in order to be a relationship. So, A has a qualified direct relationship with C only to the extent that this is conducted ‘directly’ through the recounted mediation of B and certainly not to the extent of non-virtually encountering C directly.


� 	I.e., in accordance with this specific pattern of nomenclature just noted, namely, ‘in and through an economy of ongoing re-alignment’. To date, this has been conducted under ‘hermeneutic realignment, phenomenal-phenomenological re-de-mis-alignment, and non-systematic existential re-alignment’. However, this can be further finessed under the headings of a double mitigation, double remediation, and a double re(-)normalization. Let me elabourate on what the expression ‘double’ signifies in this context. ‘Double mitigation’ means ‘rectification of both appropriately applicable genres and facts’. ‘Double remediation’ means ‘correction through both deconstruction and reconstruction’. ‘Double re(-)normalization’ means ‘apposite forms of regulation of both non-existential and existential processes of re(-)normalization’.


� 	Paraphrasing Kant, we could say, ‘that without concepts, percept(ion)s would be blind, and, without percept(ion)s, there could be no concept(ual- content)s, etc.


� 	The goal of an Artificial General Intelligence that some people think has already been attained.


� 	Refer to Appendix A titled: AI and the Problem of Representational Divergence.


� 	Echoing those misguided attempts to perfectly articulate a general Theory of Everything.


� 	The rest of this paragraph is a technical summary of what is implied in such a process and the casual reader might prefer to pass over it to the next paragraph. 


� 	In other words, even if the realist were to seize on (my technical descriptions that) ‘simulations are non-textual in orientation’ in their phenomenal-phenomenological characterization, still, this is the result of irruptive, non-economic patterns of textual resolution in the sub-economy of the economic within the super-economic and has nothing to do whatsoever with the impossible utilization of the so-called ‘pre-textual’, or the so-called ‘pre-simulated state of affairs’ as defectively over-extrapolated from its already performed textualization as ‘interpretations’ arrived at through processes of judgmental appreciation, etc. 


� 	I.e., as critically and radically reconstituted through the lens of an anti-representationalism, i.e., as an anti-representational-representationalism).


� 	Which will be explored in the next essay where I will be focusing on the positive concept of the non-economic as an irruption of economic resolution and its incorporation into contextually wider terms of reference from the perspective of the super-economic.


� 	I am referencing the three correlatives of the interrogative economy. The ‘apparitional’ coincides with the conjectural, non-systematic existential, transformations, etc. E.g., refer to Pursuit, III.XIB.A.69. In effect, treating the apparition as counter-factual, conjectural, etc.


� 	Pursuit, III.XIIC.18-22.


� 	I believe this is referred to as ‘hallucinations’ when AI generated text demonstrates an obvious form of representational divergence?


� 	Refer to paragraph 48.


� 	Refer to paragraph 48.





