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XIIJ. (10.) The Deconstruction of a Strong Absolutism
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


The strong absolutist creates a double mistake, namely, by inappropriately literalizing a preferentially chosen metaphor, or two, and then by compounding the error through running a reductive economy by insisting, e.g., that Reality is just Matter, or Mind, or an Illusion, or the Escape from that Illusion, or Self, or Truth... and so on. But, we cannot validly insist that x is just y because our relational interactions in this world at large cannot be exclusively entered into. Even myself, who has continually preached the virtues of an ‘economic philosophy’, has had to make room for the non-economic and, thence, its ensuing super-economic re-appropriation, and so on. We live in an overlapping world of significance, and, no wave in itself or by itself can have any significance without this relational context, this sea of meaning, this ocean of non-forgetting... (0)


In this essay, in order to deconstruct the misguided positioning of a strong absolutist, I will need to outline a comprehensive theory of conformal truth determination contrary to the dictates of numerous pragmatists. If anything, such a theory, with a small ‘t’, needs to be outlined in order to account for how the non-philosopher can comfortably travel through this world without generally experiencing an existential crisis, and, given the mendacious escalation of our representative politicians if anything, at the very least, a theory of the non-truthful also needs to be reinvested in in the marketplace of ideas, if not more so, lest the madness and mayhem of such populists and authoritarians proclaim how we should think from now on... as they happily divide their flocks of sheep from the goats, the other, and how all the so-called ‘problem of the world’ will be so easily solved through such racial and political forms of deselection, cancellation, eradication... (1)

We have been there before, but, we so easily forget... dependent as we are on the eternal vigilance of a few... who can be so easily silenced.... (2)


To begin, I will attempt to diagnose this current type of problem being here scrutinized, namely, in general, all versions of a strong absolutism. (3)

Then I will outline a theory of truth that takes a middle path by centering itself in an anti-representational-representationalism, or, more correctly, through understanding that we need to actually invoke a ‘non-anti-representational-representationalism’ or ‘trans-anti-representational-representationalism’ or ‘meta-anti-representational-represent-ationalism’. (4)

As a spin-off from this theory, I can then conversely form a general theory of mis representation and mendacity as a tool to counter mis-information, disinformation, mal-information, along with deliberate acts of lying, deception, fraud, and so on. (5)

Using a set of provisional conclusions, etc., to prepare the stage for an existential re(-)evaluation of ‘our being in this world together through-others...’
 where the world at large can be viewed from a relational perspective, a pro-relational perspective, and a perspective where the former continually re(-)write each other through an ongoing transformation of perspective, etc., and where all three orientations need to come together to assist us in determining our place in this world both with-others and before-others. (6)


In the light of the above, revisiting the deconstruction of a strong absolutism. (7)


Ending with the usual provisional conclusions, etc. (8)

1. The Deconstruction of All Versions of a Strong Absolutism


Provocatively, let me state that our tools, be they non-philosophical or philosophical in orientation, both directly and indirectly reflect the ‘interreacted-with-nature’ of this world at large. So, e.g., a spade tells us that some parts of the world are spadable, but, that other parts of the world are not spadable. That soft soil can be dug with a spade, but, that rocky soil is not so spadable and perhaps might need the use of a pickaxe instead. That, as the interactive nature of our tools is a two-way process they reveal, each in their own way, what this world at large is for-us, etc., and how we, at large, can interact with it, can be there for-us, etc. (9)

I greet a friend on the street and they greet me back. This person is someone I can greet and they see me as someone to greet in turn… (10)


That the same applies to all theoretical constructs, quantum mechanics included. If the quantum world is only a calculation, then so be it, but, fortunately, this neither exhaust this perspective nor the infinite possible range of other perspective that might also be significantly engaged. Since when is a mighty mountain only to be viewed from one and only one perspective? (11)

But, what is represented, or misrepresented, through some form of conventional representation? (12)


Language is representative, with implications beyond itself. That aspect of text that refers to itself is meta-textual, i.e., a genre of behaviour that informs us as to how we can both write and read the text in question. Our interpretation of the overall form of a text is also reinforced by such meta-textual features. So, this text looks like and is a ‘letter’, and, that text tells us that it a ‘shopping list’, etc. So, our evolving understanding is progressively refined through a conjunction of textual content and meta-textual instructions on how to read that which is relatively content-wise. (13)


We invest a certain degree of interest in either our reading and/or writing, and, if the dividend of our efforts is poorly repaid, we move on to some other text, be that either classical, say, like a letter, or, non-classical, say like what we see when we look around at the perceptual world before us. (14)


But, the productive conjunction of text and meta-textual realizes the simulated sense of the relatively ‘non-textual’. That aspect of textual experience that cannot be reduced merely to either text and/or meta-text. Like when we are absorbed in a wonderfully moving novel, or, when we are so absorbed, we do not hear, at first, our name being called, or, in the performance of a text, say, a piece of music, and we let the music play itself without the inevitably disruptive thoughts of ‘how well I am playing’ or ‘how well I am not playing’, etc. Hence this designation of this emergent aspect of reading as relatively ‘non-textual in orientation’. In ‘orientation’ because without the interactive cooperation of these three economic correlatives of the ‘text’, ‘meta-text’, and ‘non-text’ no act of reading could even commence. Where, at the same time, this division into ‘text, etc.’, is a heuristic device. If you can supply a more productive use of our interpretative time then, please, run with that form of modeling..! (15)

In parallel with the economics of the heuristic device of ‘text, etc.’ I have also examined the use of the ‘interrogative economy’, at the center of all philosophical economies, etc., given without asking a question we could not proceed without any form of philosophical progress whatsoever, where, by ‘progress’, is merely meant ‘our ability to entertain suitable forms of transformation in our representative textual appreciation’. Where, by understanding the anti-representational limits of textual representation we do not make the old mistakes a traditional metaphysics would so easily commit as a form of absolutistical nonsense… to the extent that we have most certainly no interest whatsoever in the so-called ‘pre-representative’ or the ‘trans-representative’, etc. With access to the simulations of the non-textual such an impossible dimension is neither needed nor required. (16)

But, heading back to the interrogative economy we note the transformations of our textual interactions through the pretreatment of what is hermeneutically already to hand, namely, as the ‘conventional’, i.e., as expressed in a rhetorical format of the dis-conjunctive suspension of the ‘either/or’. E.g., is my cat sitting on the mat in front of the fire? I.e., it is either the case my cat is sitting there or is not sitting there? I look over at the fireplace and see the cat is sitting there. However, we give a first reply in the form of a first metaphorical answer, namely, it looks like my cat is sitting in front of the fire. I look again, determine it is my cat and note, ‘yes, my cat is sitting on the mat in front of the fire’. This second reply being in what I term to be an apparitional format, namely, either ‘as-if, as-if… it is the case my cat is sitting in front of this fire’, or, ‘it is the case’, that as a philosopher I must treat it as provisionally valid, ‘that my cat is not-not sitting in front of that fire (through the invocation of a double negative)’.
 (17)

Now, only in provisional terms can we overlook this transformational progression and run with the apparent end-results of our short-circuited deliberations. (18)

Although it appears that we can make definitive judgments, and that that is the case, albeit in ongoing dynamic terms of reference (because such judgments can be overturned), still, these rhetorical and metaphorical contributions to this apparitional display of the provisionally definitive cannot and should not be ignored and completely overlooked (in this move towards an absolutistical sense and semblance of mis-positioning). (19)

Hence this observation, that overlooking or ignoring metaphorical contributions is a first step in taking an absolutistical style of positioning. Then, inserted into a reductive economy, where an exclusive mentality overrides the economic roots of our interactions in this world at large, we then find this impossible transition being entertained through an equal misuse of representative language. Thence the impossible non-economic running of an absolutistical economy indicative of the misrepresentation of a strong absolutism. (20)

So, e.g., what-if the world were an illusion? In the affirmative, this world must then be an illusion. I.e., there is nothing else but an illusion if treated through a strict reductive mode. So, that granted, an ‘act of enlightenment’ would be ‘the realizing of this recognition that the world is an illusion and just an illusion!’ (21)

Hence this critique that necessary metaphorical contributions should not be either ignored and/or over-stressed. Then, that granted, the running of a strict reductive economy would render this economy as economically mis-represented. Such observations being seen to apply to all instances or versions of a strong absolutism. (22)
In a contrast, a weak absolutism or a conjecturally strengthened non-weak/non-strong absolutism can be correctly operated if no misguided forms of an economic isolationism are in evidence. (23)
2. A General Theory of Conformal Truth Determination


As intimated, a theory of conformal truth determination must be a transformational process given ‘affirmations’ can be successfully negated through ‘the use of suitable conjectures’, and, negations in turn, can be successfully negated, and, therein and thereafter, affirmed through ‘the use of suitable conjectures’. (24)


Hence the transformational nature of conformal truth determination. So, that granted, let us apply such a perspective through the adoption and adaptation of a philosophy of transformational retreatment. (25)

In such a perspective, we start with what is to hand, namely, a conventional appreciation of what is either personally and/or socially considered to be either ‘valid’ or ‘invalid’. (26)

Then, through either the inadvertent and/or advertent application of a working suspension we then proceed to either apply a simple set of treatments and/or a complex series of treatments, that ideally, fall under the forms of either synthesis, analysis, and/or nomination in conjunction through economic complexification with other economies in parallel considered to be suitably applicable in our appreciation of that type of context in question. So, e.g., in a philosophical frame of reference we would also ask questions and, therein and thereby. invoke an interrogative economy as just explicated.
 In such a question we might enquire as to either the affirmation or negation of certain relations (in a synthetic economic orientation) or predicates (in an analytical economic orientation) or nominations (in a nominative economic orientation). E.g., ‘does philosophy have a functional role to play in the secular world?’ or, ‘is the practice of philosophy a worthwhile activity to explore?’ or, ‘is “philosophy” just another form of “semantic interpretation” or just a certain “broad kind of linguistic game”?’ and so on?
 (27)

Simply put, in a transformational approach, conventional truth is what is being represented to hand; then, treatment through a suspension, etc., must be mindful that conventional representation cannot be conducted beyond the ultimate barrier of its anti-representational limitations; whilst, the ensuing process of retreatment re-writes lived-experience through the ensuing force of the de-suspension in a manner reflecting the lived-reality of its living-reality, albeit as textually refracted and redacted through its ongoing economic re(-)interpretation of that textualized formation of lived-reality. (28) 

Hence the first outline of an anti-representational-representationalism, that surprise of surprise, occurs in an economy of a representationalism (conventional truth); an anti-representationally scoped invocation of an ultimate truth; and the third party that cannot be other than a non-anti-representational-representationalism, etc. This can be simply demonstrated. (29)

An important ‘First Axiom’ in an economic philosophy is to note ‘that all correlatives can be provisionally defined through the joint negation of the other two economic correlatives’. (30)

With the implication of a ‘Second Economic Axiom’ to the effect ‘that no economically isolated correlative can be presented, etc., as an economic isolate, i.e., as an economically isolated artefact in any intentional economies whatsoever, etc.’ (31)

That, in applying a transformational perspective of retreatment, we can note, e.g., that ‘retreatment’ is the ‘negation of both pretreatment and treatment’, etc. (32)


Therefore, applying this First Axiom, we can note, as noted, that ‘retreatment’ is ‘the negation of both pretreatment and treatment’. Then, applying what we already know about an economy of interrogation this means that ‘retreatment’ is ‘the negation of the both the dis-conjunctive suspension of rhetorical process of pretreatment and the conjunctive suspension of the metaphorical process of treatment’. Or translated in conventional terms, etc., that ‘retreatment’ is ‘the negation of both the conventional and the non-conventional or the ultimate truth determination; and hence, surprise of surprise, retreatment is the negation of both conventional representational and non-conventional/ultimate anti-representational ‘presentations’. Or, in effect, retreatment can be seen as a non-anti-representational-representationalism’ or ‘trans-anti-representational-representationalism’ or a ‘meta-anti-representational-represent-ationalism’. That this existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism is also a ‘non-anti-representational-representationalism’, etc., and not just an ‘anti-representational-representationalism per se! (33)


But, that noted, we must also understand that The Second Economic Axiom demands that there can be no economic isolates so this overall theory of conformal truth determination must procced through a composite of conventional, ultimate, non-conventional-ultimate, perspectives, etc., which is non other than adopting and adapting a middle path in our overall conformal assessment of those current exigencies being placed under such tripolar considerations! (34)

Let me illustrate this transformational approach (in our passage form 1 - 2 - 3, & - 1 as a form of posttreatment):

2. Treatment

(1-2) Metafication




(2-3) De-Metafication

1. Pretreatment





3. Retreatment

(3-1) Posttreatment (35)

Now, let me individually focus on these stages and sequences as badged as ‘conventional’, etc. (36)


Conventional representation is naturally extrapolated, i.e., projected into the world at large, even though it is purely based on a perceived or apperceived processes of alignment or non-alignment between textual statements, etc. Let me explicate this in finer detail. (37)


In conventionally falling back on what I believe that I already know, in this instance, let me make the assumption that ‘the fruit bowl in the kitchen still has one apple in that bowl’. I.e., I entertain the reasonable belief that ‘there is one apple in that fruit bowl in the kitchen’. However, in going to the kitchen I see that ‘this fruit bowl is now empty’. Then, I remembered, that a certain person said they would take that apple to eat for lunch’. So, I was entertaining an inconsistent belief that I can now resolve by simply noting that ‘this same fruit bowl is now empty’ (giving a preference to ‘perceptual knowledge’ rather than merely ‘remembered knowledge’ in the form of a remembered belief). (38)

But, joy of joy, in passing through the kitchen that evening I then notice this ‘empty fruit bowl’ now has ‘1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 apples…’ So, I have to re-adjust my belief system yet again. Pointing out the obvious transformational nature of conformal truth determination, ‘conformal’ in the sense that through a reiteration of truth determinations I can re-confirm such determinations as either currently re-confirmed (in real time) or re-verified (not in real-time), etc. (39)

So, statement 1 is still aligned with statement 2, etc., therefore, statement 1 is conventionally affirmed, albeit when re-viewed through a Tarskian perspective, namely, meta-statement 1 is true (T) if and only if there is evidence for that statement is evident:

I.e., (statement 1)1 is T iff statement 1 is evident (because, furthermore, statement 1 is also [currently] equal to statement 2, etc.). (40)


Correctly, all this is textually based, i.e., as textual (statements, etc.), meta-textually, con-textually,
 etc., found to be relevant to such conformal considerations… despite the natural tendency to extrapolate such textual elements out in this lived-world at large, but, which is not permitted from an ultimate perspective that persistently insists on ‘the emptiness of the economically impossible’. (41)

Although the representational is textual, and hence takes on board the textual orientations, meta-textual and con-textual orientations, non-textual orientations, etc., and through treatment, takes on (through suspensions/metafication) (metaphysical-like) meta-conjectural forms of meta-representational modes of treatment, along with the transformational rewriting of retreatment (through the de-suspension/de-metafication) in conjunction with the ongoing posttreatment amendments of the pretreatment phase, still, in no way is any one stage or sequence, etc., in this overall process of transformation has anything to do whatsoever with those misguided imputations of economically impossible states considered to be impossibly pre-representational or trans-representational or post-transformational, etc! Hence, by noting such ultimate limitations, an anti-representationalism is put permanently into effect despite our limited and qualified pretreatment of what we assume is correctly to hand in representational pretreatment, etc. Or, in other words, all transformational modes, as heuristically entertained stages and sequences, are and remain textual, etc., but, never pre-textual or trans-textual, etc! (42)

In treatment, we now apply a suspension along with the metafication of our conventional pretreatment. Since we are ‘relating to’ the textual expression or expressions in question, etc. Just as titles are ‘about’ a text and not correctly that text per se. In treatment, we now apply a suspension along with the metafication of our conventional pretreatment. (43)


Then, as the suspension automatically invokes a de-suspension, retreatment likewise follows treatment, etc. Where, ideally, in dialectical terms, we can consider such an economy as hypothetically starting at any stage or sequence and ending at any stage or sequence, as travelling clockwise or anticlockwise, or in both directions at the same time, or as being entertained simultaneously, and/or in parallel (as in economic complexification). Furthermore, in the light of a positive treatment of the non-economic, in the resolution of an irruptive sense, we should also find room for the non-economic and the super-economic by extension… along with notions of the relatively non-critical, relatively critical, and the relatively radical. (44)


Now, in order to move to a general theory of misrepresentation, etc., how might we notate this general theory of a conformal truth determination as preparation for the same? (45)

First, by noting that although representation is ‘textual’ it cannot be just ‘textual’ given the wealth of economic factors, like, e.g., meta-texts, contexts, meta-conjectures, retreated meta-conjectures, etc. (46)
Second, by noting certain unsuccessful transformations or successful non-transformations among the same we can then proceed to formulated a general theory of conformal truth determination when reiterations of those truth determinations realized, when considered over a certain period of time, appear to maintain a certain concurrence of relatively isomorphic transformational invariance between propositional representations reputedly reporting to present the same state of affairs in question. (47)

Let me simply put that in notation. Conjecture 1 (C1) in con-text A, in terms of it relations (r, 1 - x), predicated (p, 1 - y) and nominated logical subjects (s, 1- z) are conformally true if they can be both affirmed and re-affirmed, but, through transformational retreatment can be written in a form that is eventually finds forms of re-iterated affirmation.

[C1, etc,]1 is T iff [C1, etc.], as per Tarski. (48)

Or, in the advent of an initial process of dis-affirmation, a conformal truth status either accepts the non-truth (-T) of that set of conjectural assertions ascertained as not valid, or, in conformally rewriting the same in valid terms of reference, through retreatment, etc., we can now note:

[C1]1 -T iff -[C1] versus [C1 – C2]1 is T iff [C1 – C2]. (49)


Besides running a transformational modeling, we could merely catalogue, say, Conjecture 1 as entailing con-text A, along with a set of r’s, p’s, and s’s. Determining te conformal truth determination of the same merely needing the reiteration of the same from a Tarskian perspective. E.g:
[C1(A/r, p, s), C2 (A/r, p, s), C3 (A/r, p, s)]1 is T iff [C1 (A/r, p, s), etc.]. (50)


In running a general conformal theory of mis-representations, etc., it will be argued that we either non-deliberately mistake and/or deliberately change, as inputs, either a certain small set of relational, predicational, and/or logical-subjective elements in the cataloguing of a certain situation or misrepresent its con-text of presentation and/or overlook relevant inputs that, collectively, should alter the following outputs derived from either such inadvertent and/or advertent forms of effective misrepresentation, etc. So, e.g., if, before going to the kitchen that evening, I then entertained the false belief that ‘there were no apples in that fruit bowl’, but, ‘then’, I should be pleasantly surprised to find that ‘there are now six apples in that same bowl’ given, as an inference, ‘that the person who eat the last apple in the bowl earlier has now replenished the same’. (51)

Hence in this plethora of either present or absent textual features in my cataloguing of lived-experience I am able to entertain both a general conformal theory of truth determination alongside a general conformal theory of misrepresented truth determinations. (52)

It should also be noted, in terms of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance, in various textual formats, that a conformance in determinations is possible when the reiteration of the relevant conjectures is able to demonstrate such relative stability or such relative instability with or without the rewriting of the same (through retreatment, etc.). So, e.g., the hermeneutic characteristics of pretreatment are in general terms of reference; whereas, treatment is conducted in terms of a phenomenological particularity; and, the specificity arrived at in the retreatment of lived-experience is just that i.e., as somewhat definitively specified in concrete terms of reference. Now, in a transformation from the general to the particular to the specificity of our direct engagement of lived-experience we should find a certain preservation in the relative transformational isomorphic invariance that would allow us to metaphorically ‘thread’ these three levels of that textual economy of re(-)presentation, etc., as invoked in a process of transformational retreatment, and so on. (53)

Just as in the situation when we remark ‘is that John over there?’ meaning ‘is that either John or not John?’ given that ‘that person looks like John’, and, in waving back to him, can now ascertain that ‘that is John!’ (or not ‘John’ if that person were not ‘John’).  Where, as in the forms of ‘fifth trans-cognitively/cognitively ordered possibility’ we can now move to a ‘sixth trans-cognitively/cognitively ordered actuality’.
 (54)

3. A General theory of Misrepresentation and Mendacity


Now, not all misrepresentations, etc., are necessarily mendacious since as finite human beings we have, do, and will make mistakes, but, in being deliberately mendacious the products of such duplicity then forms a subset within the category of misrepresentation, etc., that rightly deserves to be differentiated. Let me now account for this overall relationship between the affirmation of the conventionally representative, the misrepresentative, and the deliberately mendacious, etc. (55)


Simply put, misrepresentation is mistakes in our cataloguing of the relevant elements in our conventional representation of a certain situation (in the form of a textualize representation of that situation in question, be those conjectures ‘conformally’ entertained as either a virtual set of conjectures or a possible non-virtual sequence of conjectures, etc. (56)

Again, simply put, an imputed act of mendacious duplicity is the deliberate making of certain small number of mistakes in our cataloguing of the relevant elements in our conventional representation of a certain situation (in the form of a textualize representation of that situation in question, be those conjectures ‘conformally’ entertained as either a virtual set of conjectures or as a possible non-virtual sequence of conjectures, etc.) with the deliberate intention to either directly deceive and/or or indirectly misrepresent the representative constitution of that situation in question. (57)


Therefore, that granted, we can now point out the potential ramifications of either such direct deception and/or indirect misrepresentation along with the speculative imputation of the apparent reason or reasons why such ‘misrepresentation’ was deliberately being entered into. Whereas elsewhere, inadvertent misrepresentations can be pointed out as either not being in conformity with either conjectured intentions and/or conformally demonstrated evidence, etc. (58)

However, sadly, from a theoretical perspective, the pointing out of mistakes, as in acts of fact checking, etc., rarely achieve a successful matching of their intended intentions. In light of this obvious failing, let propose, instead, a more focused form of an apposite response through invoking the fact that we then need to operate form a narrational perspective specifically designed to reinforce the presence of such misrepresentations and their insisted upon replacement by a narrative that also will deconstruct the misrepresentative or mendacious intent of the ideologically over-committed resistant party or parties perpetrating such deceptive misrepresentations and either directly and/or indirectly wishing to profit from such blatantly or patently perpetrated forms of inauthenticity. (59)

One way to understand the narrational economy is to see it as trimodally constituted from narrational facts, usually seen as pertaining to that narrative itself; the trajectory or trajectories of the narrative in question; and, the motivation behind the formation of that narrative in regard to some form of an overt and/or covert narrational anomaly or anomalies that that narrative, ostensively, is addressing and, perhaps, partially redressing (given the narrational fact that the full resolution of the raison d’être of a certain narrative would immediately oversee its termination and complete cessation). Ideally, in deconstructing either an inauthentic or economically impossible narrative, we need to demonstrate to that narrator the full resolution of their narration or the impossibility of their narrated project or program or that the continuance of such a narration really cast a very bad light on the narrator who ‘may well not wish to be associated with that type of narration when its negatives and clearly articulated and imaginatively self-identified with. Given the power of our narratives and their selective gathering of either narrational facts, and factoids
 if present, it is obvious that merely factchecking such co-associated narrational ‘facts and factoids’ is not going ‘to cut the mustard’, so to speak given the disseminative power of a forcefully articulated narration. Instead, we have to deconstruct the cogency of that narrative, both denotationally and connotationally, and, either fully resolve its problematicity or render its motivation as problematic or as not reflecting very well on the impugned integrity of the narrator. (60)

How might we deal with someone echoing the bizarre narration that in Springfield, Ohio, in the US, so-called ‘illegal migrants’, in their thousands,  are eating the cats and the dogs, and other household pets, etc. (61)

As noted, factchecking alone will not stop the re-dissemination of this bizarre narrative (given the graphic nature of this narrative and how it fits so comfortably within the falsity of the super-narrative ‘that migrants are bad, migration is getting out of hand, the country is being taken over, etc.). There is a place for this process, but, it must be brought to bear at the right moment in our rhetorical dismantling of this pernicious type of a narrated discourse. One point of entry is to suggest that the narrator sounds like they are being perhaps a ‘despicable racist’, and by branding these ‘legal immigrants working in Springfield as ‘illegal migrants’ is merely feeding this racist trope. Magnified by citing a figure of ‘15,000 or more’ of these hard-working workers, many of whom are working in the factories of this city. But, should the narrator of this trope then deny they are being ‘racist’ and merely stating the so-called facts immediately reply that there is absolutely no evidence for this fantastical trip they are on. Inform then that if they initiate a lie or perpetuate a lie then they are just as much a liar as the person or persons who started this nonsense. As there is no evidence for such claims then we must duly suspect the quality of their character and must wonder if anything else they might wish to say is even worth listening to! Then, to reinforce this rhetorical set of manoeuvres we might drop on them the impact that such nonsense has caused for all the good people of this city by running a consequential analysis that at some point needs yourself to be able to personalize this information and have the narrator either advertently and/or inadvertently identify with the apparent victims of this pernicious nonsense. Like e.g., the children of a local school who had to have to their school photo session cancelled because of bomb threats, and, that the local hospital was similarly inconvenienced! Impress upon such a useful idiot that they are only a ‘useful idiot’ set up to perpetuate this despicable nonsense for some rogue politician who is unable to resist making a few more, cheap political points for the successfulness of their own misbegotten political objectives… and, stress again what this says about them, themselves, as to their character... when they so easily are conned into disseminating such sick, disturbed, and completely unsubstantiated nonsense. Did they do their Internet research on this topic? No, of course not, shouldn’t they be ashamed at the obvious mendacity of such a discourse whose sole purpose, apparently, is to merely feed and further inflame a racist super-narrative?! Shame, shame, shame… (62)
On the other hand, if they admit to being a ‘proud racist’ and a firm believer of such nonsense, then it is time to tactfully disengage, but, hope that their friends are not so ideologically dogmatic on such polarized and polarizing issues. (63)

Now, I must announce a trigger warning: Those sensitive to violence towards animals might prefer to bypass the next paragraph… (64)

Distraught wife: Abe, Abe, some dark fellows, next door, look like they are trying to sacrifice my Miss Scuttlebutt… with spears… they want to dispatch my precious pussycat…

Concerned husband: Going next door…

A few minutes later a less concerned husband returns: Only some students, Darling, from the local film school filming a satirical skit for their school’s online magazine. Miss Scuttlebutt loves them, a real trooper. She was having great fun. Have no idea what that was all about, they said it was something political?
Director’s comments: But, the audience of that video would know what was being referenced. Political humour is very topical,
 but, once the situational reference is recognized then the point of that humour targets the serious performers of that situational reference in such a manner that mocks such misplaced ‘seriousness’. Just as the unwise participant in that infamous debate, when this already discredited racist trope was being reiterated by them, saw their debating opponent merely raise a knowing eyebrow and jokingly say, ‘”so extreme.” With the implication, how could anyone be so daft to believe such nonsense. Where the perfect response could well be to just laugh, and then move on… (65)

That this excursion into the dismantling of discordant narratives, promoting either misrepresentation and/or mendacity, is now to be treated as a segue into how we might take an existentially oriented course in the opposite direction that promotes a relatively more beneficial process of transformational alignment with the lived-reality of our relationships. (66)
4. A General Theory of Existential Recognition, Encountering, and Engagement


In relational terms we meet, in spatial-temporal terms of reference, the hermeneutical recognition of relational parts and participants, the phenomenal-phenomenological encountering of predicational parts and participants, and their (non-systematic) existential engagement with these same nominated relational elements, etc. However, from an existentially oriented. pro-relational perspective, through the auspices of the working suspension we experience a trans-historical and a trans-geographical take on the former, that through transformational retreatment, through the force of the de-suspended suspension we find the ongoing re(-)writing of the existential specification of that lived-experience in its relatively definitive concrete historicity. (67)

In this endeepened process of existentialization, we move from a relatively non-systematic existential engagement to the ongoing, overall integrity of a relatively systematic sense and semblance of an existential engagement through the dynamic intermediation of that economy in question.
 (68)

In qualified bimodal terms of reference, we can invoke a middle path in conformal truth determination by arguing that we need to observe that neither a ‘representational conventionalism’ nor an ‘ultimate anti-representationalism’ can be run solely in their own terms of reference with a middle path coinciding (more or less) with the (hyphen) in an ‘anti-representational-representationalism’. (69)

However, when refracted through a trimodal process intermediation we can now claim a middle path in conformal truth determination is centered by the three non-isolated correlatives of the ‘representational’, the ‘anti-representational’, and, the ‘non-anti-representational-representation’.
 (70)

By such manoeuvres, in applying such suspensions, etc., a middle path in conformal truth determination can be charted in co-association with an existentialization of process, etc.
 (71)

Where by avoiding unimodal, bimodal, and closed trimodal terms of reference, in effect, a middle path is being exercised… regardless of whether we are aware of this fact or not! (72)

5. Re-Visiting the Deconstruction of a Strong Absolutism

In re-visiting the deconstruction of a strong absolutism, we can take a few leaves from our recent excursion into narrational theory.
 (73) 

Given the dissemination of such an impossible position or its defective dissemination is pursued, more than likely, through a strong use of narrative, therefore, let us address and redress such economic anomalies through a well-constructed process of narrational deconstruction by deconstructing that defective discourse through the suitable use of rhetorical strategies able to achieve this intentional objective. (74)

Demonstrating the economically impossible as ‘impossible’ and/or the defective as a ‘defective’ interpretation of the former, etc. (75)
6. Provisional Conclusions, etc.     


What are the philosophical consequences of attempting to impossibly maintain a strong absolutism when a weak absolutism or a non-weak/non-strong absolutism (of a well-conducted and well-organized absolute philosophy
 whose conformal formation is guaranteed through suitable forms of inter-mediation, etc.
) may well be all that is required conjecturally, philosophically, etc. (76)

We should have no problem with (absolute) philosophies that suitably explore various possible conjectures that might actually find a valid acceptance at some time in the future. But, to run such speculative and exploratory philosophies, as in the fields of science and history, e.g., we must deal with possibilities that might actually be able to find some valid form of actualization if not now then, perhaps, at some future point in time, or, find a retrospective acceptance once conformally established, albeit to a reasonable degree of conformal validation. (77)

Hence, we could envisage these four conditions for the operation of a working absolute philosophy. First, the permanent running of a suitable process of suspension (through inter-mediation that will insure against converting a weak or non-weak/non-strong style of positioning into an impossible strong form of positioning). Second, the use of metaphors that lend themselves to having a fifth ordered status as possibilities, etc. Third, the worked towards conjectural and evidential conversion of such metaphors into valid forms of a conformally affirmed sixth order. Four, the necessary use of an aversion to running extremely reductive economies since the economic isolation of either economic correlatives or their related intentional products, e.g., concepts, percepts, experiences in general, etc., should not be tolerated since such extremism is neither possible to correctly envisage be that through either recognition, encountering, and/or engagement. (78)

The worldliness of the world cannot be reduced to its current actualization since this world at large is what we make of it and that cannot be catalogued at any point in time. Without such conjectural speculation how would we recognize, encounter, and/or engage forms of innovation that either currently or retrospectively could well be nigh on impossible to envisage. Especially in light of the fact that relatively-radical innovations are impossible to intellectually appropriate unless they be broken down into sets and series of sequences of the relatively-radical that afford such forms of incremental appropriation. On the other hand, to run fraudulent processes metaphorical literalization in conjunctions with extreme forms of reduction is to immediately sabotage such an intuitive response to interacting with productive patterns and processes in a necessary search for modes of innovation that bring a greater depth to our lived-experiences of the worldliness of this world above and beyond that which is already to hand… (79)

As suggested, a way to deconstruct a strong form of philosophical positioning, etc., would be to do so through a deconstructive use of narrative. Then, through the use of a well-honed conjectural exploration and consequential analysis the impossibilities of such a distorted narrative can be exposed. Rhetorically, we can also insist on a ‘please explain the possibilities of your claims when dealing with phenomena, etc?’, somewhat on the explanatory edge of that strong positioning. So, we might annoy the strong realist and ask them to ‘please explain, of course in realistic terms alone, say, quantum non-locality, etc?’ Or, ask the idealist to ‘please explain the historical trajectories of a certain discipline?’ since, as discovered by myself,
 no idealistic appreciation of the a priori structural-functions exist that can explain the diverse responses entered into historically, be that on the level of the person or in terms of a community, or an institution or a discipline, and so on. Or, asking of the pragmatical pragmatist how they can they ‘please explain and justify any form of an approach that does not recognize the necessary deontological nature of the compactual, etc?’ Where, in a similar vein, we ask of the dogmatic absolutist ‘can they please explain the philosophical choices they make in their misbegotten utilization of metaphors and in their insisting on impossible degrees of reductive refraction and redaction?’
 Given that what is overlooked is more than likely as important, if not more important, that what must be shortsightedly overlooked in the excessive demands of an unwarranted reductive environment. (80)

Now, let me conclude by arguing that a reasonable theory of conformal truth determination, suitably applied, must assuredly dispose of all misbegotten forms of a strong absolutism. (81)


In the overall theory of truth determination outlined in this essay I have argued, at least implicitly, that a strong absolutism cannot be reasonably proclaimed on the strength of the fact that a conventional truth can only operate successfully when bound by the ultimate limitations of an anti-representationalism, and v.v. Or, in the utilization of the suspensions of an inter-mediated nature, that the meta-philosophical/metaphysical appreciation of a truth condition demands that it affirmatively rewrites its intentional contents-and-functions through ongoing processes of transformational retreatment… in a conjectural conformance with canons of either direct evidence, testimony, and/or inference… and in such a manner that its possibility of truth ascertainment be not rendered either impossible and/or defectively interpreted, etc., over the course of its dissemination. (82)

In bimodal terms, in seeking this middle path, we realize that the covert nature of an encompassing economy must also be present. So, we may have a conventional representationalism, on one hand, arrived at through various forms of textual alignment and non-alignment, and, on the other hand, we have the limitations of an anti-representationalism that also cannot be ignored. Imputing a relationship between the same as forming and informing the operative economy in question, namely, an ‘anti-representational-representationalism’, then allows us to apparently operate, ostensively, a bimodal economy. (83)

Or, in non-covert, overt trimodal terms we can suppose that the intermediated suspension of the overall economy of the conventional, the ultimate (in limitations) and the non-anti-representational-representationalism at least allows us to positively understand a non-economic role wherein the resolution of conformal judgments imprints themselves on the very ‘fabric’ of our thinking through this facet of the irruptive as expressed through the direct rewriting of transformational retreatment… (84)
That such ongoing intermediation, i.e., the suitable utilization of full, ongoing suspensions operating as ‘working suspensions’ (i.e., extensive suspensions) also takes up an existential dimension wherein we progressively adopt and adapt a goldilocks approach to commitment that is both reasonable and measures, neither non-committed nor over-committed… as we explore either our philosophical, metaphysical, disciplinary and/or secular interest in this world at large, this overall world-of-life… (85)

That in conjunction with such a middle path in conformal truth determination and a goldilocks approach to commitment, we then also need to take on board an understanding of how both misrepresentation and mendacity can flourish in an environment that is not suitably ‘cultivated and weeded’. That we can be ever amazed at people who have no clue as to what is in their best interests and are permanently prepared to let other people tell them what they need and require, when, these political merchants of fantasy are only out to serve their own interests. As I have argued elsewhere, the creation, preservation, and conservational expansion of a relatively democratically oriented political system is an imperative in order to progressively advance both political consensus formation and the advancement of a social solidarity conducive to the our being able to live a better life both with-others and before-others, and, where, hopefully, we will find both an augmented and an enhanced sense of freedom that can only be obtained and realized through-others..!!
 (86)

To cap such explorations, as with these other essays in this book, we may well deride a weak version of a certain topic as being more than likely to be philosophically ineffective, and, in contrast, where a strong version is either impossible to contemplate or is being defectively disseminated without the person perpetrating such nonsense not being able to realize the nonsensical fruitlessness of their mistaken mission. Then, again, it does make full sense to wonder in what way a non-weak/non-strong approach to your topic in question could actually manufacture more than enough sense to reward such a middle path, finding for us, thereby, one more useful tool in our portfolio of pragmatic techniques to assist us in the further exploration of what, on one hand, was being found to be problematic, and, on the other hand, is now found to act as the very remedy for its resolution. Where, therein and thereafter, now no longer problematic, but, the very method, itself, for this process of de-problematization? Let me explain. (87)

We can certainly dismiss a strong version of a realist philosophy as nothing more than one more mistaken version of an economic isolation of intentional objectivity in so far as it has been extended far beyond the full limits of its practical employment, etc.,
 yet, an appreciation of the connotations of the expression being ‘realistic’ might have us questioning such a blanket dismissal and, therein and thereby, recognize that there is still a place for such a philosophy should it be well-tempered and suitably confined to these more circumscribed contours that appertain to the reasonable characteristics of the appellation of both the ‘non-weak’ and the ‘non-strong’. That there will be those circumstances where a certain realistic form of a qualified intentional objectivity could be called for and, other occasions, where its usefulness is no longer so evident.
 Similarly, the expression being ‘idealistic’ also has a similar set of positive possibilities whilst the designation of ‘pragmatic’ also has a practical significance where not too many people would not wish to be associated with. Can this more neutral observation be carried across the board to also include these notions of the ‘dualistic’ along with the ‘absolutistic’ and the ‘relativistic’? (88)

Given the apparent bimodalism of all sequential operations and the fact that those operations could not be enacted if they were to be viewed as either unimodal or denied a deeper transformational trimodal complexion then it follows that the dualistic complexion of such operations cannot be dismissed since to do so would be to render such thinking as all but impossible. As a thoughtful person we realize we are also embodied, and, therefore, to just define ourselves as either mere ‘body’ or a sheer ‘mind’ is to make a nonsense of our ‘being situated in this world at large’ since matter then could not reflect on its situatedness and a pure disembodied mind would have no situatedness in this same world at large. Therefore, to speak of our ‘situatedness’ demands the cooperation of the dualistic-like influences that come together in our being situated in this world with-others, before-others, and finding, therein and thereafter, an inescapable existential freedom through-others. (89)

But, be that as it may, what usefulness is there to find in a modified absolutism, or, for that matter in a modified relativism? ‘Modified’ in the sense of ‘taking a middle path between the barely thought-out nature of a weak positioning and the ideological extremism exhibited in an impossibly strong format. Although two topics that deserve to be more thoroughly explored suffice to say that the former sets the stage for such explorations, whereas, the latter, helps us to deliver our lines with a degree of insightfulness more in tune with an existential vision of this world in and through a revelation of both its richness and enrichment. But, let me take up this series of reflections in the next two essays that will basically flesh-out the overall trajectory of this Book XII.  (90)
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� 	The topic, more or less, to be taken up in the next essay.


� 	The latter apparitional mode is referencing Boolean Algebra based on the three relatively primitive functions of ‘or’, ‘and’, and ‘not’. The first apparitional mode is the provisional treatment of the represented situation to hand by invoking an infinite ‘as-if, as-if, as-if…’ until such a time we cease our deliberations or have to rewrite the same through the transformative advent of new information, reconstructed conjectures, the utilization of new perspectives, etc., etc.


� 	Paragraphs 16-17.


� 	Exemplifying these three and only three forms of economic treatment that parallel, respectively, hermeneutic pretreatment, phenomenal-phenomenological treatment, and (non-systematic) existential retreatment, etc.


� 	Elevation by one meta-degree in meta-status.


� 	De-elevation by one meta-degree in meta-status.


� 	Taking textual contexts also into account meta-textually as ‘con-texts’. E.g., ‘this’ kitchen, ‘this’ fruit bowl, ‘these’ apples, etc.


� 	Between trans-cognitive judgments and cognitive content of those judgments we can find a certain degree of coincidence should those judgments be able to affirmatively validated as such, etc. 


� 	Factoids, presented in misrepresentative narratives, etc., represented as ‘facts’ but have no assured evidential basis. Often used for peddling conspiratorial narratives or for the dissemination of strong forms of an absolutistical positioning (which, also, can be either religious or non-religious in orientation).


� 	Read a Punch magazine from one hundred years ago and see if you understand the humour being expressed if you do not have an adequate understanding of the political situation being sent up?


� 	‘Intermediation’ is ‘the dynamic suspension of all three correlatives of the economy in question’. ‘Mediation’ is ‘the bimodal suspension of two correlatives’, and, ‘intra-mediation’ is ‘the suspension of a single corelative’. This simplified nomenclature was explored in Book 11. Cited here in order to illustrate how a ‘middle path’ in conformal truth determination can be conceived of in either trimodal or bimodal terms of reference… as explored in the next three paragraphs.


� 	As noted earlier, in paragraph 4, the non-anti-representational-representational can also be defined as either trans-anti-representational-representational and/or meta-anti-representational-representational.


� 	With a deliberate allusion to how a Buddhist Middle path could be navigated, negotiated, and arbitrated in either bimodal terms of reference or in trimodal terms of reference? Madhyamaka often pursuing a bimodal pathway, and, the Yogacara pursuing more a (variety of) trimodal approach(es).


� 	In paragraphs 59-64.


� 	Hence my somewhat contorted distinction between (a positive consideration of) the ‘absolute’ and the (negatively regarded) ‘absolutistical’.


� 	I.e., the continual use of full suspensions.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.XIIG.


� 	The expression ‘redaction’ indicates an inevitable loss of information, etc., that could invaluably supplement or complement those explorations, etc.


� 	Refer, e.g., to Pursuit, III.V.2I.


� 	Channelling this approach through the Kantian-like formula of ‘making sure we do not transgress the theoretical deployment, the practical employment, and the critical (and also radical) re-deployment of the (economic and epistemological) limitations that naturally appertain to the nature of the topic in question’.


� 	E.g., as noted, when dealing with a quantum non-localism.






