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 XIIK. (11.) From the Existential Ahistorical to the Trans-Historical Existential
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


This is a very subtle transgression and I have to confess that only a few days ago I inadvertently recommitted this same mistake yet again. then, by referring to the ‘existential’ as ‘pro-relational’ I have rather unwittingly confused a pre-condition for the expression of the existential orientation for the experience of the systematic existential itself. Much like looking either at a signpost and confusing that signpost with the goal being pointed to, or, following the instructions of the signpost but not in a manner that would reach that destination. A bit like heading south down the coastline of Aotearoa New Zealand and hoping to reach the Antarctica (a metaphor, in reverse, I suspect, that would not work in Greenland or the very north of Canada?). At the same time this mistaken misidentification with a misinterpretation of the existential as the ‘transcendent’ and ‘ahistorical’ in character can be revealed and more closely explicated when we apply a trimodal modelling of a transformational retreatment. In effect, we arrive at a realization that existential experience is at the concrete coalface of lived-experience in a direct specificity of engagement through the ongoing inter-mediation (of an overall working suspension) in the simultaneity of recognition, encountering, and engagement. In other words, epithets that express the ahistorical, the unchanging, the totality, the integrity of existentially oriented experience, etc., are only pointing at it when, more correctly, all such treatments are being deconstructed through the de-suspension in which we find an intermingling, say, of the metaphysical metafication with the rewriting of a philosophical de-metafication in the lived-emergence of the systematic existential arrived at through the suitable inter-mediation of a working suspension (as an extensive suspension). Where such distinctions are progressively overcome through an exposure of the sheer relativity of that which is being revealed through such simulated play, through such simulated playfulness, through a simulation of the simulation that cannot but be a ‘non-simulation’, the ‘living-experience of the lived-experience as the lived-experience of the living-experience… to that extent it ceases to be just experience… in a failure of language we can merely point to ‘experience experiencing experience…’ However, despite such a successful-failure, as an ever-failing-success, let me re-define the ‘trans-historical’ as a concept that attempts to avoid the imprint of the historical be that either in and through a temporal economy of past, present and future, along with all talk as well of a transcending of the historical or a being immanent within the historical but where the full working suspension of the same, at the same time, returns us to the full impact of the historical. (0)

In dealing with this subtle existential concept of the ‘trans-historical’ let me apply the philosophy of a transformational retreatment to demonstrate how the existentially effectively rewrites itself without recourse to a unimodal, bimodal, or closed forms of trimodal economicalism, and, where the definitive and unilateral nature of the non-economic, in the imputed context of the super-economic, reveals a sense and semblance of the super-economic in its most radical expressiveness, but, at the same time not in such a manner that it cannot be accommodated in and through a relatively-radical incrementalism. Now, let me approach this topic through the following series of expositions… (1) 
1. First Exposition: A Reading through Transformational Retreatment

Now, first, let me start with a few corrections, or similar. I have previously identified the expressions ‘ahistorical’ and ‘trans-historical’, but, in the context of these last two essays in this Book XII, let me draw the following distinction. ‘Ahistorical’ is meant in the (now provisional) sense of ‘standing outside time or above time’, as if (falsely) thinking we have ‘a point or place in conscious experience where we can review the flow of the historical from the past to the present to the future, and, where the sense and semblance of the present now takes on an eternal-like significance of its ‘forever ongoing self-presentation’. Now, such an interpretation is not so much wrong as a step in both the right direction and a step back in the wrong direction. Yes, existentially oriented experience does have the mantle of the ‘eternally-present’ as its existential hallmark but we must understand the provisional nature of this significance as more signage that we are heading in the right direction, but, that we should not mistake this indicated direction for the goal of engaging a more systematic presentation of the existential itself. In these expositions, e.g., I will set out to demonstrate this point by arguing we cannot do so in either unimodal terms of reference or bimodal terms, etc. In my now redefined contrast with the ‘trans-historical’, I am suggesting that through the suspension we totally do away with all trace of the historical and the ahistorical altogether, but, then, through ‘the suspension of the suspension’, in the ‘de-suspension’, in the moment of retreatment, the historical in all its multiform modes of presentation comes flooding back in a directly engaged specificity embraced in the full concreteness of its engagement (in what I would like to refer to as a Hegelian-like moment, in a channeling of Hegel’s criticism of Kant on that type of positioning?). (2)

Mistakenly thinking that a Kantian-like sense of the ahistorical to be the full expression of the existential per se does not and cannot account for the transformative nature of existentially oriented experience. Where, in effect, the moment of resolution, in the moment of retreatment, we then potentially open ourselves up to the non-economic irruption of an ongoing re(-)direction of intent in a progressive opening ourselves up to our relationships in respect to both their non-existential richness and existentially oriented enrichment. That when we suitably adopt and adapt an open trimodal approach to our relational situatedness to hand, in and through its current relevantly detailed and conjecturally pre-prepared representational depiction then the de-suspension, in the moment of retreatment, in a mingling of the relatively metaphysical and the philosophical, the relative meta-disciplinary and the disciplinary, the professional and secular, etc., may well occasion its non-economic irruption where the prospect of relational resolution is now to be brought to the fore in a Laurellian-like moment able to either affirm the hermeneutic presentation of the pretreatment, as the relevant material to hand, or, to merely modify the same, or, to definitively declare the non-applicability of that represented pretreatment under such scrutiny in the context of those current explorations that now deem those initial materials to be either irrelevant or mistaken or fraudulent, etc., when conducted in a process of continuing conformalization of intentional contents, processes, perspectives, economies, consequential outcomes, etc., etc. (3)

Yes, the perspective that attempts to treat the relationship from its this sense and semblance of own its relational integrity, as having distinctly and non-reductively emerged from its relational situatedness, is a step in the right direction, but, should not be mistaken as indicating a more systematic sense of the existential (in its non-economic expression of its own economic resoluteness). How do I demonstrate this subtle point? By applying a trimodal interpretation as refracted through a lens of transformational retreatment, and, then showing through economic complexification that the moment in question is either that of either ‘historical material to hand’ or ‘ahistorical treatment’ or that of a process of ‘engaged retreatment’, albeit as not activated in an impossible non-economic sense. The third moment of the relatively non-systematic existential portends ‘resolution’ but without non-economic enaction such resolution then remains merely virtual and not actualized. (4)

Let me diagrammatically represent this scheme and identify these distinctive stages and transitions with various key philosophers in order to articulate and highlight these various dialectical-like stages in this process of transformation with an existential orientation where only in and through the full completion of this cycle can we argue that we are now representing a relatively non-virtually enacted existential process involving our full, definitively re-directed engagement with the situatedness of that situation in question:
Kantian

2. Treatment

Ahistorical

Husserlian



Tointonian

Suspension



De-Suspension

*

Heideggerian 







Hegelain

1. Pretreatment






3. Retreatment

Historical







Trans-Historical

Laurellian

Non-Economic Posttreatment (5)

Let me sequentially explicate the transformational ‘logic’ behind this scheme. We always have to begin with what hermeneutically ‘is to hand’ (and hence my allusion to Heidegger. We could also allude to Georg Gadamer and his observation that in order to conduct a suspension we have to deal with our ‘prejudices’ as ‘prejudgments’, etc.). What is to hand is our current understanding, an awareness of our intentions in terms of their objectivity and motivation, how this is channeled in our use of relevant meta-textual genres of behaviour and the narrational facts that appear to be co-associated with such a perspective of pretreatment. (6)

Then, hopefully, through the proper use of a working suspension (extensive suspension) (as a set/s, sequences, and/or series of the former) we arrive at a transformational process of treatment. Hence my obvious allusion to Husserl. (7)

In a process of treatment, we are taking a phenomenal-phenomenological perspective which, in simple terms is either analytical, synthetical or nominational in orientation, or, in more complex forms of (re)presentation, is a mix of the same (when, in conformal reality, all three orientations must be co-present given their status as directly associated with their co-economic correlatives and the impossible situation of their individual economic isolation
). Now a potential problem that needs to be confronted at this point is the understanding that although the moment of treatment is archetypally reductive and analytical in orientation, that in a process of treatment all three correlatives can be provisionally simulated phenomenologically either individually, in pairs, and/or or collectively given the non-isolated economic status of all designated forms of correlativity. Hence the observation, that treatment, archetypally, can only be a product of either reduction, synthesis, and/or nomination, although more correctly, a dialectical representation of all three possibilities that naturally co-occur but never in any degree of equality other than in the passing moment of the suspension that then finds itself automatically de-suspended. Furthermore, these three modes of treatment, through economic complexification, can be seen allied to their corresponding forms of economic treatment (as noted in a parallel dictionary outlining such parallels
). Hence the direct co-association, delineated through economic complexification, between, say, the ‘reductive’, ‘retrospective’, ‘intentional objectivity’, ‘the phenomenological’, ‘textual deposition’, the ‘ahistorical’, etc. We should also realize, that in the freezing of this ‘circle of a transformational process’, in lived-experience we will not be bound by observing either a clockwise direction or an anti-clockwise direction, or our metaphorically ‘travelling’ in both directions simultaneously, or, being everywhere in this circle at the same time. Noting, most importantly, that in treatment we assume an elevation in meta-status by one degree (through this process of metafication that is more concerned with the process of treatment rather than the pretreated content being subjected to such ‘treatment’). Moreover, in the realization of this relatively ahistorical status, as arrived at through metafication, the key philosopher that automatically comes to mind is that of Immanuel Kant (along with the fixed nature of his categories, etc.). (8)

Then, in a process of retreatment we automatically find the ensuing de-suspension de-elevates the meta-status of treatment by one degree in meta-status. As I am not aware of any philosopher who discusses in any detail whatsoever this ‘automatic process of the de-suspension’ I have both reluctantly, and provisionally, added my near-worthless name to this list of august philosophers. In this transformational phase, we are thrust back into the full trans-historical reality of living-experience as it engages the coalface of the concretely historical in all its direct specificity (in an intermingling of meta-philosophical/metaphysical and philosophical/disciplinary modes of engagement). (9)
Retreatment, in some sense, can be seen as an intermingling of the metaphysical-like nature of a Kantian phase in conjunction with a Hegelian phase where the philosophical is being reconstituted in parallel to the evolving course of lived-experience. Through retreatment the ahistorical and inter-ordered metaphysics of treatment is brought down to the level of a process of philosophical reconstitution as it finds forms of resolution, albeit in a tentative virtual form, hopefully, with an intensity able to trigger the actual non-economic enactment of a form of posttreatment (that contributes to a positively augmented and enhanced process of re(-)e/valuational formation). (10)

In an enacted process of posttreatment, we engage the non-economic irruption of a process that revisits the pretreatment through a process of conformal re(-)organization wherein we either accept the status quo, or, subject that pretreatment to a minor process of ongoing modification, or, we outrightly reject the pretreated materials as irrelevant for the current objectives of either our short-term research project or our longer-tern program. Hence my obvious allusion to the non-philosophy, non-standard philosophy, or, as I would like to re-interpret it, the non-economic philosophy of François Laurelle. (11)
Where in posttreatment both an existentially oriented and non-existentially orientated experience is found intermingled, inter-mediated, and both meddling and intermeddling in the sense that although intermixed, both the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential remain to maintain an overall sense of presentation where one cannot be confused with the other, and v.v. In effect, establishing an ongoing conformation of process where a representation of truth is inescapably establishing itself through processes of alignment and non-alignment, through re-alignment and de-alignment and re-de-mis-alignment, etc., in that which is now to be found to hand even though, human nature being what it is, to the extent it is whatever it both ‘is and is not’, can also be distorted or obstructed, either appropriated or misappropriated in accordance with the integrity or non-integrity of our intentional motivation… proffering an explanation, of sorts, as to why conformation as a process can be so easily subverted when, with a little more effort, it can so patently be seen to express itself through an authenticity of the revelatory, through the existential openness of that ‘open’ to existentially oriented experience despite the residue of our ongoing resistance to interact with such potentially radical insightfulness (that can also present itself in a manner that could be too shocking to properly engage and act upon, perhaps, at the very least, for the immediate present). (12)
That this first exposition has taken a transformational tack… (13)
2. Second Exposition: An Economic Reading

In this second exposition, I propose an economic approach (and in the third exposition I outline the virtues of a non-economic/super-economic perspective in our attempts to grasp this non-differential differentiation between the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential). All such approaches being conducted in order to no longer confuse preconditional stages towards existential experience with the systematic experience of the existential orientation per se, even though, at the same time, there can be no ultimate differentiation between such apparently differentiated states. I.e., when we recognize that such engagements and encounters can no longer be viewed as economically isolated from the totality of such experience, etc… (14)

A first mistake is thinking that there exists an actual switch in which we can unimodally just turn on an existential orientation. Or, much like converting a lump of lead into a gold nugget by merely spraying it with an overall film of a gold-colored paint. (15)

A second mistake taking the form of a superficial acceptance of an operating bimodalism to the extent that existentialism is merely seen to be no more than both an existentialization of the relatively non-existential and not a non-existentialization of the relatively existential. Such a viewpoint being not so much wrong as being more short-sighted. The operation of a functioning bimodalism is always trimodally situated. Therefore, in trimodal terms of reference we need to reconfigure the dynamic contours of our current thinking lest we make this third mistake’ by running a ‘closed economics’. (16)

That, even in trimodal economic terms of reference, we need to carefully reconstitute the same since the moment of resolution can only be enacted in the openness of non-economic terms of reference. Thence this third segue to the following exposition… (17)
3. Third Exposition: A Non-Economic Reading

In this third approach, we understand that it is not enough to virtually resolve, existentially, a problematic situation, but, that this process has to be realized both non-economically and super-economically. As a formula we could say: ‘contemplated economically, enacted non-economically, and regularized super-economically’.
 (18)

‘Non-economically’ in the sense of enacting a causal, non-virtual process of resolution, and, ‘super-economic’ in the sense of realizing a radical process of re(-)alignment (in our textually deposited forms of re(-)modified representation) but also in a relatively-radical format that takes on the challenge of the possibly radically-radical through a process of incremental re(-)appropriation (hyper-economically, etc.) that then allows us to approach what had been hitherto radically-radical but has now become somewhat regularized through apposite forms of re(-)appropriation whose conjectural appreciation is progressively mitigated, remediated, and re(-)normalized. Effectively, in a refashioning of our representative materials in a manner that needs to be found fit for purpose, be that either pragmatically, existentially, philosophically, meta-philosophically, etc., be that in either a disciplinary mode or in a secularistic mode, etc. Let me explain. (19)

All intentional experience, etc., is textually deposited, traced out in a multiple types of textual entracements some of which are classical in hermeneutical orientation and some are non-classical in hermeneutical orientation… with an invisible residue taking the form of parallel trails of entracements upon the very fabric of the world itself be it footprints on the sand; beads of sweat; electrical-like impulses seemingly travelling along and across neurons; or, the feeble, fickle, flickering of fertile and infertile thoughts whose thinking either leads to action or inaction, or the inaction of the undecided… (20)

That, the process of intentional cogitation ever deposits texts, be they either able to be read or make up our being able to read something else (in the formation of their material for reading or forming the context for that act of writing, etc.). Then, through reiteration those same texts that can be appreciated as both written and readable are brought before our intentional awareness in the form of either non-classical or classical texts qua texts. E.g., our smiling or shaking hands with a friend versus the writing and/or reading of a letter (given that we could also argue that the reader of a letter is also as if ‘writing’ the same just as the writer of that letter in rereading it might also find themselves needing to rewrite the same, etc.). (21)

Obviously, we can make no absolutistical distinctions between interpretative acts of reading/re(-)reading and inscriptive acts of writing/re(-)writing, etc. Although that said, even though we must also recognize a linear aspect to such processes, in a stark contrast, the moment of communication, itself, is a simultaneous act of alignment progressively realized through a process of ongoing re(-)presenting, etc., between the relevant parties concerned be that in either virtual and/or non-virtual terms of alignment as ‘progressively’ realized through this evolving economy of ongoing re(-)alignment.
 Let me briefly comment on the apparent complexity of what is representatively entailed in such processes of ‘communicative alignment’. (22)

In an ‘ongoing representative economy’, which can be designated through the following nomenclature as a ‘re(-)presentive economy’, we can propose the economic correlatives of (a hermeneutically oriented process of) representation, (a phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented process of) presentation, and a chaotically oriented, (non-systematic, existentially oriented process of) re-presentation. Now within and between these three moments various forms of alignment can occur, respectively, of ‘realignment’ (as a form of hermeneutic affirmation or mitigation), ‘re-de-mis-alignment’ (as a form of error correction or remediation), and re-alignment as a process of chaotically re-directing our intentional thinking when exposed to either the relatively-critical and/or the relatively-radical (in a process of re(-)normalization were through representative approximations provisionally explored as we find, through doing so, ever closer degrees of textual alignment both within and between different texts, aspects of the same text, different types of textual inputs, etc.). Where, it should be obvious that we are not finding patterns of alignment with imputed extra-textual, or pre-textual, aspects prior to such textual experience that by definition, moreover, ‘cannot be experienced’! On the other hand, it is natural to extrapolate our textual simulations into the world at large, but, serious disciplinarians, whatever their actual professions, should know that by definition ‘that which cannot be experienced cannot be experienced’, and can only be reviewed as ‘speculative’, and even then, as a ‘process of interpretation’, that the very same process, itself, cannot escape its own intimately bound forms of textualization, and so on! (23)

Then, surprise of surprise, the moment of communication is a spontaneously synchronized, parallel act, entertained either virtually and/or non-virtually between the relevant parties. Say, between the friend to whom a written letter has been sent and its author, or, say, between the novelist and their current reader (even, if that writer is now dead). Because such ‘synchronicity’ can also be viewed in virtual terms, as a form of intentional affirmation in which we find ourselves ‘re-living’ what the author had written (through the apparent immediacy of the non-textual as it is found to be re(-)simulated through its suspended sequencing and de-suspended de-sequencing… (24)
4. Fourth Exposition: Discernment through Economic Complexification: Part I
Now, I mentioned in this essay that this type of transgression being here reviewed, as a rather subtle type of mistake, can be exposed through invoking a process of comparative economic complexification in order to demonstrate the apparent incongruities of those misrepresented claims through the formal explication of such a demonstration. Let me outline what is involved in this critical form of scrutiny. (25)


I have introduced these discussions by noting that a comparison of the existential orientation to the ahistorical nature of the moment of treatment was a mistake on my part, and, that, in a similar manner my identifying the ‘existential’ as ‘pro-relational’, or v.v., was a similar type of philosophical mistake. That, furthermore, this type of mistake can be demonstrated by carefully invoking a process of comparative economic complexification. (26)

This philosophical tool of economic complexification is comparative by its very nature. It operates on the basis that all economic relationships are assumed to have a similar archetypal enstructuralization situated in the same gestalt nature of experience as is shared by all people, namely, the trimodal features of a gestalt background, a foreground of focus in that field, and, a subjective appreciation of the relationship as being entertained between background and foreground. I would contend that this assumption finds it conformation through observation. I believe it works and on those pragmatic grounds it finds its utility. However, until such a time we feel confident to support such a contention, let us suspend our judgment and leave ourselves open to a hypothetical exploration of this technique as outlined by myself. My simple request being, ‘give it a try and see if it works for you?’ (27)

How does this technique work? As I envisage that all economies share the same archetypal gestalt structures then when we correctly find an alignment with these three aspects, namely, of an intentional motivation (World), an intentional objectivity (Object), and intentional subjectivity (Ego) then we should find similar forms of alignment, where these features can be tabulated in a parallel dictionary and from their close scrutiny question whether we have correctly ascertained the corresponding types of features we expect to be present in such an alignment. As a case in point, does the epithet ‘pro-relational’, on many occasions given to this idea of the existential, align either with this so-called third moment (Ego) of the non-systematic existential or with a more systematic sense and semblance of the existential (as realized under non-economic forms of resolution, the overall intermediation of a working suspension, etc.)? Now, a relational perspective entails the participants and parts that both subjectively and objectively constitute the constituents of a certain relational situation. As these materials can be found to hand, we might surmise that in a transformational economics that they coincide with ‘pretreatment’. In contrast, the pro-relational aspect of a relationship is the emergence of the apparent integrity of that relationship itself to the extent its facticity cannot be merely reduced to the inventory of its pretreated materials. However, the correct question we now need to ask is this, “should we now view the ‘pro-relational; as allied to either ‘treatment’ or ‘retreatment’?” Given the seemingly static nature of the pro-relational, despite its non-reductive emergence, we should be more inclined to place this appellation under the rubric of ‘treatment’ rather than ‘retreatment’ and the coincidence or paralleling of the latter with the non-systematic existential moment of Ego where (metaphysically oriented) metafication mingles with (the philosophically oriented) de-metafication. Where, in a similar vein, it finds its company along with the misapplied ‘ahistorical treatment of the existential’. Now, given such a state of affairs, namely, this assumed alignment between archetypal correlatives, then such correlativities
 also act as open-ended commentaries on those same alignments. E.g., is the ahistorical like nature of the pro-relational also pro-phenomenological in nature rather than being either hermeneutically oriented or existentially oriented (in its non-systematic sense)? I would argue that as it appears to be the result of a suspension, as preparation for a process of treatment, we may then assume that it is rightly located in this moment of ‘treatment’ coinciding with ‘intentional objectivity’ or ‘Object’ (having ruled out the characteristic of a process of pretreatment. That, in effect, the epithet ‘pro-relational’ is an improvement over ‘the mere relational inventory of a relationship supplied in pretreatment’, still, it falls short of coinciding either with the so-called ‘third moment’ of the existential orientation in its non-systematic sense and/or a more systematic expression of the existential per se (as it would be arrived at through the overall suspension of an act of inter-mediation as would be exercised in and through the use of a working suspension (technically reviewed as an extensive suspension
). (28)

In other words, although it is not completely wrong to identify the existential orientation as ‘pro-relational’, more correctly, that ascription applies more to the transformational stage of ‘treatment’ rather than ‘retreatment’ or the non-economic expression of its ‘posttreatment’, etc. (29)


Or, to put it more plainly, comparisons conducted through economic complexification should be able to identify those forms of identification not concordant with their imputed archetypal terms of reference. (30)

Or, again, to put it in more vivid terms, we could say that the ahistorical aspect of treatment mingles with the historical nature of pretreatment to give a non-systematic existential aspect to the lived-experience of retreatment that then can be rendered as trans-historical in both its non-systematic and systematic forms of existential experience along with their co-associated import in the realization of unilateral responses of the last moment, etc., in consequential terms of reference, as expressions of e/valuational formation, etc. (31)
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5. Fifth Exposition: Discernment through Economic Complexification: Part II

Economic complexification is not a complex idea. Its simplicity is this – given our thinking is economic to its core, i.e., trimodal, then it is obvious that between different economies we should be able to find forms of alignment in terms of those archetypal similarities. Then, I further contend, that these similarities can comment upon each other, and, through such natural commentary we should find an ensuing enrichment of our discourses if and when such a commentary is relevant to our current intentional objectives. So, e.g., phenomenologically we can argue (as a form of relative transformational isomorphic invariance) that ‘analysis’ is ‘retrospective’ and deals with the ‘temporal past’. By such means, delineating an extended series of attributes that can be co-equated in terms of their archetypal characteristics. Hence to this same sequence we can also add ‘phenomenologically oriented’ and ‘parts’ (as found in the hermeneutic circle treated trimodally), ‘texts’ (as textually deposited in a textual economy), the ‘relatively dissonant’ (when viewed through a harmonic economy of consonance-dissonance-resolution). Furthermore, we can also add ‘passive’ or ‘static’, and ‘ahistorical’ to our list, etc. The careful conflation of such terms then enriches the trajectories of our ongoing appreciation of that topic currently to hand. Or, with respect to my concerns on where to place the expression ‘pro-relational’ in order to have it aligned with this archetypal sense of an economy we can do the following. That, in this instance although we are dealing with the integrity of existential experience from the perspective of the relationship per se, still, our concerns are rather ‘passive’ or ‘static’ and ‘ahistorical’ (in comparison to dynamism of both the non-systematic and systematic expressions of the existential). Truly a step in the right direction, but, not one that allows us to coincide with the full impact allotted to our interpretation of existential experience (through both non-systematic and systematic lenses
). The more dynamic type of experience that has been referred to as ‘being in the zone’, or ‘as living in the here and now’, as experiencing the ‘eternally present’, as ‘being empowered’, etc. Thence my reconsideration of its alignment with ‘treatment’, etc., rather than the transformational nature of ‘retreatment’. (33)
6. Sixth Exposition: Unilateral Decisiveness of the Last moment, etc.

Another way to comprehend this complex concept of the ‘existential’ is to invoke a Laurellian approach, namely, attempt to understand how a ‘unilateral decisiveness of the last instance’, as a definitive judgment, produced through resolution, could also take on an existential orientation? That in this same regard, I have also introduced the notion of the ‘existential’ as a possible array of options exhibited in the corresponding articulation of the unilateral decisiveness of the next moment, and, where through permission, engineered or not engineered, the existential potentials of that situation can be taken up to then be expressed in ‘the unilateral decisiveness of the first instance’ through following through on that form of existentially oriented intervention. An existentially oriented sense of process where that very process, itself, then has us heading in a new and novel direction in a manner where we can quantitatively assess the import of such enacted deliberations. Where those same deliberations are observed as instrumental in either the creation, preservation and/or conservational expansion of values as ostensively amplified through the incremental orchestration of an overall. augmented non-existential richness and an enhanced existential process of mutual enrichment.
 Where, the positive features of both the non-existential and existential orientations are duly observed as complementary and not as antithetical to either of these forms of positive e/valuational formation. (34)

Again, we can take a transformational approach in our observing the putative nature of these stages in the formation of such a unilateral act of decisiveness:
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     (35)

Basically, this scheme suggests that non-existentially oriented e/valuational formation, be it either positive and/or negative in orientation, is produced in the unilateral response of the next instance. That this response also lays out, through processes of resolution, the existential potentiality to be found as if that response were to be treated as ‘pregnant’. Then, the taking up of those positively perceived, or apperceived, options induce a chaotic process of re-direction in which that ensuing set of responses is set in train by this unilateral response of the first instance! Or, the existential productivity of a certain set of enacted responses can be traced to their initiation in that moment of the first response (and hence my branding that type of response as a ‘unilaterally decisive judgmental response of the first moment’). By such means, taking into account choice; deliberation over a series of options; the consequences that flow from such enactions; the imparted degree of a possibly amplified, mutually shared sense and semblance of a freedom to be taken up both individually and collectively, etc. (36)
7. Seventh Exposition: A Super-Economic Reading of the ‘Existential’

In a seventh exposition, we go beyond the irruption of the non-economic to better grasp the significance of this imputation of the super-economic in relation to the overseeing of an existential orientation. (37)

For decades I have maintained a distinction between the ‘non-systematic sense and semblance of the existential’ as a so-called ‘third moment of resolution in the economic functioning of an economy’, and, its non-virtual expression through an act of non-economic irruption. But, as is often the case, in order to dig a metaphorical ‘hole’ in order to dispose of certain materials, we then need to dig another hole in order to dispose of the soil dug up in the making of a first whole, etc., etc. But, in this instance, in order to move from a virtually enacted form of resolution to the non-virtual enaction of a resolved pattern of behaviour I have had to invoke the concept of the ‘non-economic’. But, then, in order to (super-economically) accommodate this radical form of irruption I have had to re-sight it within the orbit of a super-economic sense of reference. Fortuitously, such a resolution also resolves a number of other potential problems at the same time. E.g., by supplying wider economic terms of reference that then allow us to re-accommodate the relatively-radical nature of the non-economic within this putative and open sense of the super-economic. Furthermore, by the incremental re-appropriation of the relatively-radical a radical style of response can be eventually re-appropriated in and through those incremental steps in its overall re-appropriation. In effect, giving it or returning it to a conventionally oriented re-reading in relatively-critical terms of reference. At the same time, this 3 x 3 matrix (of the three sub-economies of the hyper-economic, economic, and non-economic in the constitution of the super-economic) can also act as a basis for the 3 x 3 modelling of The Political-Economy (when treated as an open scheme within which we can appreciate the overall political-economy [and where the same is not to be confused with the non-capitalized, hyphenated discipline of a ‘political-economics’
]). (38)

What implications follow from the imputation of this scheme of the Super-Economic? (39)

That we can now safely make a distinction between the ‘non-systematic existential’ and the ‘systematic existential’ (where the latter follows from the overall suspension, through inter-mediation, of the economy in question). (40)

That the existential and non-existential potential of permitting a certain response comes about through the intermeddling of economic correlatives as refracted through a transformational lens of retreatment. Where not only do we have the mingling or the intermingling or the intermeddling
 of not only metaphysically oriented correlatives in the moment of treatment but also their interactions with their de-suspension in retreatment and thence their posttreatment re(-)workings of pretreatment, whether dialectically regarded as occurring either sequentially and/or simultaneously, etc. (and where preferences in such matter is just that, namely, a matter of preference, but, where a more dialectically oriented understanding necessitates their co-associated inclusion). (41)

That the apparent initiation, or relative instigation, of the existential orientation is occasioned through the use of an extensive suspension, i.e., through the suitable use of a working suspension, etc. (42)

Hence, in the deliberation of our judgments, a judgment is expressed through the unilateral decisiveness of a response that ceases to be merely circulated within the orbit of the economic sub-economy. Hence this necessity for its non-economic irruption and hyper-economic re-appropriation within the wider terms of the super-economic (as ‘the overall economy of the economic’ or the ‘super-economic’). (43)

That as conformal expressions of truth are delivered in exactly the same manner of judgments then it follows that existential determination can also co-express the same, indeed, both aspects are required to be co-present in order to authenticate the apparent reception of the relative authenticity of such responsiveness, albeit within the limits of human apperception able to sensitively review such matters without transgressing the natural limits of such appreciation. (44)

That the consequences of such responsiveness can be assessed in both quantitative and qualitative terms of reference. Namely, in the degree and manner of the ensuing responsiveness elicited through such relationally receptive acts of judgment. Where an existentially oriented response naturally acts on the behalf of the primary relationship in question, albeit as reviewed from the apparent totality of its relational context. Such ‘enrichment’ spilling over into non-existentially oriented ‘richness’ and existentially oriented ‘enrichment’.
 (45)

Now, the conjectural arguments mustered for economic complexification must also apply to a reading of ordered complexification (and thence to inter-ordered complexification) given a co-sharing of the archetypal organization underlying all economic (and super-economic) activity. Thence the following segues. (46)
8. Eighth Exposition: Ordered Complexification

Archetypal economic organization (as a 3 x 1 matrix) is based on the relationships engendered between the economic correlatives of World, Object, and Ego. Where the subtle
 preferential treatment through intra-mediational focus on World gives us a hermeneutics, and when and where the preference is centered on Object that gives us a phenomenological interest, and, when centered on Ego this gives us a non-systematic existentialism (the metaphorical ‘door’ to a relatively systematic existential orientation). Invoking an ordered complexification so as to comment and enrich our working understanding of the existential dimension. (47)

In an ordered exploration (analysis) (as a 3 x 2 matrix) we also find the subtle preferential treatment of pairs of correlatives giving us three additional possibilities. (48)


Thence by either by overt (+) or covert (-) preferential treatment we arrive at these six orders (as explicated on numerous occasions elsewhere). (49)

I.e., defining the first order of the phenomenologically-semantic, in its form of atomic semantic essentials as pre-essentials, through a focusing on the Object correlative at the covert expense of the other two correlatives or moments of Ego and World. Hence, in notation: 11 = +O (-W/-E) or in the harmonic progression (of World-consonance, Object-dissonance, and Ego-resolution) as -W+O-E. Hence:

11 = -W+O-E (50)


Now, an individually directed subtle emphasis on Ego and World gives us, respectively, a third order (31) of a deontological-(non-systematic) existentialism and a fifth order (51) of a hermeneutics. Hence:

31 = -W-O+E, &, 51 = +W-O-E. (51)

Thence our three remaining trans-cognitive judgmental orders, namely, 21, 41, 61, namely, aesthetical, pragmatical, and ontical (factual
) can be notated as:

21 = -W+O+E; 41 = +W-O+E; and 61 = +W+O-E. (52)


Orders can also be diagrammatically represented in a circular format:
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Thence the exposition of these six orders. Now, let me apply these orders to the trimodal economy of transformational retreatment noting that pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment apply respectively to the fifth order, first order, and third order respectively. The implication being that to travel from pretreatment to treatment we have to pass through the sixth order, and traveling from the first ordered treatment to the third ordered retreatment we must pass through the second order, and, in traveling from the third ordered retreatment back to a fifth ordered pretreatment we must pass through the fourth order (of posttreatment). Diagrammatically this can be represented as below:
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By closely exploring this scheme it is my contention that the transformational process can be further enriched with an ordered perspective, and along with that commentary, our appreciation of the transformational nature of existentially oriented behaviour, as unilaterally instanced through the first instance, can be progressively enriched accordingly. (55)

As here remapped, in transformational retreatment we start with pretreatment as located in the fifth order of hermeneutical possibility, i.e., dealing both with meta-textual genres of behaviour (in their writing/reading of textual depositions) and possibilities (of behaviour responses along with behavioral attitudes, etc.). Effectively, the scene is set through the corresponding adoption and adaptation of the specific genres taken up. So, e.g., if I am looking at apples in a bowl of fruit, therefore, I am concerned with the perceptual differentiation of apples in a bowl of fruit. Thus, currently, I am looking at apples and not eating an apple. If I wanted to do the latter, then I would need to invoke the genre of ‘eating’, namely, in more specific terms, ‘the eating of an apple (be that by either biting it or cutting off a piece of that apple with a knife, etc.)’. (56)


So, let’s start (from our location in the fifth order) from this position of pretreatment. By virtue of its hermeneutic status, we need, first, to invoke the appropriate genres of behaviour that parallel and set the stage for our intentional objectivity and intentional motivation, etc. Furthermore, we must deal with a set of relevant facts, albeit as facts treated first as possibilities, i.e., as factual states of affairs that are possible to envisage and could be true, in which case they would then be assigned a sixth ordered status (as so-called ‘actual-facts’, i.e., facts with a conformal status that is evidential affirmed or find a requisite degree of affirmation from either testimonial and/or inferential forms of conformation. Noting of course, that a positive conformation is not the false equivalent of an indubitable ascertainment that is absolutistically arrived at and mistreated accordingly). So, in summary, we being with an integrated assortment of relevant genres plus an applicable set of possible facts. (57)

Now, to move to a process of treatment, through the application of a suitable suspension, we need first to travel through the sixth order where fifth ordered facts are either affirmed as ‘conformally valid’ or given the meta-status of truly having such the negative status as being ‘conformally denied’. So, e.g., if we were to focus on the mythical figure of Father Xmas, we would note that this possible fact (overlooking how a rotund figure would never be able climb down a narrow chimney, etc.) as conformally denied, as ‘conformally invalid’ in the terms of the sixth order, but, that the mythological fact of this mythological figure does have conformally valid existence, albeit only in mythological terms alone. Thus, in summary, to continue our transformational explorations we must only deal with confirmed facts, those facts that are viewed as conformationally valid. To do otherwise is to potentially contaminate the nature of our explorations. (58)

From, the sixth order we now travel to the first order of treatment. Under the auspices of a working suspension, we either apply the individually simple forms of treatment namely, synthesis, analysis, or nomination, (and their equivalent or relatively isomorphic archetypal parallels as derived through economic complexification) or, more realistically, utilize a complex arrangement of the same (given the understanding that we cannot economically isolate a single correlative or a pair of correlatives). Moreover, with current material to hand (as refracted through the fifth and sixth orders) under remediation we deconstruct and remove what is relatively defective and reconstruct what is relatively less defective. The latter functions being supervised under the second order of the aesthetical (in which cognitively presented, atomistic, semantic pre-essentials are trans-cognitively integrated as semantically presented molecular essentials when the conventional rules for such reordering can be properly applied
). Hence, in summary, we can say that various processes of treatment are applied, under the auspices of a working suspension, that effectively, rules out those presentations judged to be defectively constructed, and, where the relatively less-defective proceeds to the next order of the second. (59)

So, as stated, in moving from ‘treatment’ to ‘retreatment’ we pass through this process of second ordered, aesthetic-like integration of semantic pre-essential units in the representation of the relational situation or situations in question. This provisional integration gives to this process the overall perspective of the primary relationship or relationships currently be scrutinized, i.e., its ‘ahistorical sense of a pro-relational point of view’ that attempts to ‘simulate the emergent integrity of that primary relationship’, albeit as viewed from its relational sense of a ‘context’ (or ‘con-text’ when translated in meta-textual terms of reference as implied by its incorporation within a hierarchically interrelated set of genres that have already set the terms of this context, i.e., ‘con-text’
). Hence, in summary, through aesthetic integration the reconstructive phase of remediation is conducted, preparing us for a process of ‘retreatment’ initiated and exercised through the automatic de-suspension of the suspension that sets the stage for the same. (60)

Through the collapse of the suspension, the de-suspension both naturally highlights what is to be highlighted and de-highlights what is not there to be highlighted in the first place. Given this uneven terrain of possibilities and actualities the world in its relative uniqueness is re-self-presented through the raw, impossible to completely filter lived-reality in its all its concrete uniqueness. At the same time, through a mingling or meddling of the meta-philosophical elevation of treatment and the de-elevated philosophical de-elevation of retreatment we also find the inter-mingling or inter-meddling of both strand of the represented presentation as if both ‘parts-and-whole’ (as argued for in the trimodal reconfiguration of the hermeneutic circle into ‘whole/s’, ‘part/s’, and ‘whole/s-and-part/s’). The de-suspension returns us to where we left off conjecturally, albeit with those reconfigurations as either found affirmed or implied (through statement, restatement, and/or reinstatement) as realized through the forceful exposures of the de-suspension. In other words, in summary, retreatment exposes the concretely historical in its accessible specificity, and, by such means, reinforce the continuing currency of its conformal status, etc.
 By doing so, its existential credentials are also presented and where the quality of that suspension/de-suspension goes on to determine the ensuing quality or non-quality of that entailed existentially oriented appreciation of those same proceedings. (61)

Imported in such a process of transformation retreatment is the forceful ability to either non-critically, critically, and/or radically rewrite the course of those proceedings through a transformational re-appreciation of those initial materials represented in pretreatment. Doing so through the functioning operation of a fourth order, pragmatical orientation or orientations, when and where, such applications are permitted to enact such functional-structural alterations of the original pretreatment materials. E.g., in forgetting that I had eaten one apple for lunch, I was surprised to find only five apples in that fruit bowl, but, then, quickly remembered that I eat one of those six initial apples in lieu of my eating lunch. Problem solved, in many senses of that expression, given the rhetorical representation of pretreatment in the form of either a simple question or a complex set and/or series of questions, etc. So, e.g., am I now correct in my belief, entered into through an overall act of conformation, that, with the marshalling of good reasons, I am now reasonably sure that there remain in that fruit bowl only five apples after that sixth apple was eaten by myself, etc? Of course, how long that belief can be maintained is dependent upon a number of relevant facts, such as, e.g., if other people inhabit that same residence that also like to eat apples, etc. So, in summary, the force of the de-suspension can carry on through to a pragmatical rewriting of the initial status of that pretreatment should that be applicable… setting up this process to be reiterated until such a time there is the insertion of some other pretreated pattern that, in turn, is similarly retreated and reiterated accordingly within this transformational economy. (62)

Thus, by invoking a process of ordered complexification we now can utilize six points of parallel comparison in order to further enrich our appreciation of both the existential and non-existential ramifications of such a transformational process. So, now, let us ask the question, ‘just how do we delineate those textual depositions presenting an existential aspect from the co-deposition of non-existentially oriented textual depositions?’ (63)

By comparatively scrutinizing those textual traces that portend an existential orientation as witnessed by the recognition, encountering, and engagement of existential hallmarks on a scale commensurate with the apparent existential magnitude of our research as suitably conducted in that regard. Furthermore, in textual situations that simulated in a time other than the immediacy of the present we can attend to the import of textual indicators from the past and note textual indications envisaged from a future point of perspective. So, e.g., in a novel the novelist may either insert or omit indicators of existential authenticity, or, present an absence or litany of indications delineating the effective authenticity of that envisaged form of political behaviour if situated in some vision of the future, etc., as might be written about in piece deemed to be, say, science fiction. (64)

Existential hallmarks, as experienced in real-time, fall under the four headings of the Subjective, Inter-Subjective, Objective, and Inter-Objective. Under the Subjective heading we note neither a historical nor an ahistorical sense of time, but, a transhistorical sense of an existentially engaged sense and semblance of time apperception that identifies temporal immediacy, simultaneity, synchronicity, and spontaneity. Under this same heading, we also would be on the lookout for the sense and semblance of the trans-geographical, i.e., where spatial constraints appear to be somewhat obviated (if only, for the moment, in virtual terms of reference), etc. (65)

That granted, if only hypothetically, we should now ask ourselves, ‘how an existential orientation might be induced in the light of its ordered complexification, and, how such induction might be amplified?’ (66)

‘Induction’ is ‘induced through the suspension’, and, through both the quality of that suspension and from the impact entailed in the authenticity of our ensuing enactment of suitably apposite unilateral responses of the first instance’. Furthermore, this ‘induction is expressed’ through ‘the ensuing forcefulness of the suspension of that suspension, i.e., its de-suspension’. (67)

Hence the presuppositional necessity for all relevant factors to coincide in this pattern of alignment that both augments and enhances the ensuing experience of an existential orientation. Where incremental augmentation brings us to a point of chaotic enhancement assuming a positivity in this pattern of responsiveness and its successful spilling over into either a set and/or series of apposite unilateral responses of the first instance. (68)


Moreover, from an ordered perspective, all six orders need to be entered, occupied, and fully sustained in that economy of transformational retreatment. (69)

Hence, in summary, the quality of our research and its suspensions affects the existential quality of our responses, equally being met in a relative authenticity of both responsibility and responsiveness as expressed through the ensuing instigation of existentially oriented patterns of existential intervention whose quantification and qualification can be comparatively assessed through both the ensuing delivery of a non-existential richness and existential enrichment discerned as positively present in ‘our’ appreciation of the e/valuational formation of those primary relationships in question. Or, in other words, through existential augmentation and enhancement we recognize, encounter, and engage an overall enrichment in that relationship placed under such scrutiny regardless of whether our involvement in that relationship is met directly or indirectly, non-virtually, or virtually as, say, respectively, in our being in a relationship of some kind, observing a relationship involving other people, our being able to intervene in a certain relationship, and, our observing the interventions of others in their relationships (be the latter reported  in either non-virtual terms of reference or in virtual terms of reference as would be found in a novel or a closely observed history, etc.). (70)

Now, that complexification which applies to the archetypal, economic, and ordered domains, through extension, will also apply to the six distinctive configurations of the inter-ordered domain. (71)
9. Ninth Exposition: Inter-Ordered Complexification

Through reduplication of the orders (in the operation that symmetrically asks for ‘the x of x’) we enter the metaphysically oriented domain of inter-ordered phenomena (in our cultural-intercultural experience of The Political-Economy and its conventional instigation and segregation of social systems, etc.). In the situation of duplication (through the non-symmetrical duplication of ‘the x of y’) its products fall under the dominant heading of its operating function. So, e.g., ‘the history of science’ is a ‘history’ and, therefore, ‘not a science’, etc. (72)

Let me diagrammatically represent this domain by superimposing on the ordered domain its inter-ordered reduplication (square-bracketing ordered forms and putting in bold inter-ordered forms):
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History/Histories (73)

Arriving at these inter-ordered forms through reduplication. So, e.g., ‘the semantics of a semantics/ a phenomenology of a phenomenology’ is a ‘categorical metaphysics’ acting as a ‘semantic metaphysics’, dealing, e.g., with items like ‘time’, ‘space’, ‘identity’ or ‘nomination’, ‘transformation of identities’ long with alterations in ‘predicates’ and ‘relations’, etc. Where ‘the aesthetic-integration of experience’ would express itself through a ‘psychology’, and by extension, in a ‘sociology, etc.’ Where the irruption of resolution, coinciding with the moment of Ego, would oversee the instigation of political power and its consequent empowerment and disempowerment of both self and other. That the reduplication of pragmatical functions would create, in effect, a ‘practical economic’. Where ‘the possibility of possibility’ forms the basis for a (general) science, and ‘the fact of facts’ forms the basis for a ‘certain history within the overall topic of histories’. (74)

Now, in a similar manner to that observed in ordered complexification we can start with the fifth inter-ordered order of 52 of science and then proceed to the next stage 62 of history in that same clockwise direction. (75)

Hence our first considerations are that of a scientific-like nature and, in effect, enrich our appreciation of the meta-textual genres invoked in our specifically dealing with a certain general pattern of behaviour, like, e.g., ‘perceiving apples’ and our moving on to ‘eating apples’. With respect to those examples, we could note the scientific-like view ‘that apples that redden are more likely to be ripe, better to eat, etc.’ (76)

In the next stage of this progression, we note the impact of conducting a relevant history would have in the performance of an improved reading of the situation in question especially in our dealing with the transformations that could occur in that relational situation. As noted, I remember putting six apples in that fruit bowl, and, in my now seeing six apples are still in that fruit bowl I make the reasonable assumption that they are the same six apples that I originally put in this same bowl. But, then, again, I could be mistaken, for it could have transpired, as a joke on April Fool’s Day, that they were replaced by six ornamental apples from the tazza in the dining room that is sitting on the sideboard, and, that those six non-virtual apples are now, instead, sitting on that tazza. (77)

From the 62 we then proceed to the 12, a categorical metaphysics. By such means focusing on the relevant identities in question, etc. (78)

Moving on to the psychological-sociological ramifications through an appreciation of the experience of that experience as a psychological-sociological state of affairs in this second inter-ordered order (22). (79)


The next stage (32) has a political complexion given the executive-like functions of non-economic irruption of behavioural re-direction. (80)


That behaviour being channeled into exercising a repertoire of pragmatical functions as to be found in the next inter-ordered order of a practical economics (42), i.e., patterns of behaviour exercised from navigating the world to negotiating with others to that of arbitration through those institutions that anticipate and execute the entire range of economic behaviours that constitute the existential form of our lives as lived with-others, etc. (81)

Those enacted behaviours then reconfiguring our scientific-like appreciation of this world as lived, etc. or, more simply, those understandings that better expedite our invocation of genres of behaviour, etc., hopefully, with a beneficial complexion that results in advantageous outcomes. (82)


Where, in effect, through inter-ordered complexification, by such progressions, either advertently or inadvertently, we meta-philosophically/metaphysically enrich  our appreciation of lived-experience and through such deeper forms of engagement more successfully open ourselves to an existentialization of experience as long as we suitably exercise, intuitively, our working suspensions in such a manner that we obviate the consequences of either obstructions and/or distortions primarily entertained through misguided forms of either  ideological over-commitment (as would be found in a strong form of realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism and absolutism, or relativism, etc.) or through the exercise of a relatively apathetic form of under-commitment (as would be found in a weak form of relativism, etc.).
 (83)

Hence this rule of thumb, ‘that an in-depth appreciation of those perspectives that are adequately enriched in detail should allow us to better appreciate, both pragmatically and existentially, their current phenomenal-phenomenological status and, therein and thereafter, allow us to appositely entertain and enact the requisite unilateral responses of the last instance, the next instance, and the first instance… along with an ensuing reasonable co-appreciation of their most probable consequential ramifications along with an expectation or anticipation of their mis-intended performances, unintended consequences,
 and possible non-intended consequences if the latter are already being indicated and thereby, can be more immediately anticipated’.
 (84)

It stands to reason that a fully fleshed appreciation of the relational participants in a certain relational situation, along with their pro-relational appreciation, etc., would put us in a better position to existentially appreciate the lived-reality of that situation. As noted, I would contend that that is better expedited through well-conducted working suspensions (extensive suspensions) where the consequences of such a practice, accumulatively, is the relative non-obstruction and non-distortion of lived-experience (in its more closely approximating a valid conformal interpretation of living-experience) as instigated through the re(-)directed forcefulness of a well-formed and well-informed de-suspension, etc. All in all, as a process that should be able to reconstructively build on its deconstruction of the relatively defective, and so on. (85)

Where the apparent complexity of this explanation is somewhat obviated through the relative simplicity that is simulated through ongoing, non-economically enacted processes of resolution. (86)

10. Tenth Exposition: Metaphysical-Philosophical De-Complexification

The nature of unilateral responses of the last instance, etc., have a simplicity about their presentation in experience that belies the relational complexity of their origination as expressed, first, virtually, and, thence, through enacted processes of non-economic resolution. (87)

 If this observation is granted, how might we explain this apparent asymmetry (post the suspension) between the unilateral decisions in regard to their relatively hypothetical counter-decisions that considerably add to an already existent working consensus that is not currently called into question in any fundamental sense? E.g., a weak relativist could be the sort of person who just makes no positional-decisions unless they really have to. For them, say, whether ‘the moon is a big blue cheese’ or ‘the moon is not a cheese’ is neither here nor there. But, should we suspend a well-formed and well-informed set of coherent conjectures then post the suspension we are left confronting the evidential weight of conjectural claims that ‘the moon is a rock in space’ and ‘not a big blue cheese’. Admittedly, this example casts the relativist in a position that would be impossible to entertain consistently. We have to make decisions, and in order to survive we have to consistently make decisions that, on balance, ensure ‘our’ overall survival, indeed, on both an individual and a collective basis. In this regard, the formation of a social consensus predominantly aligned with our lived-reality is not so much an outcome as a precondition for our being able to have a social consensus in the first place. Or, without the requisite degree of social solidarity how could that society survive since in political terms they would in political reality, effectively, be ungovernable. (88)


Of course, it could be argued, that the world is not a place known for its overwhelming authenticity in our concern and care of others, in being respectful of our environment, and in our welcoming of strangers and those people who are unsympathetically treated as ‘different’. But, then, again, there are people who do care and as it is said, ‘those who are not against you, are for you’ has a certain existential truth about it. We may complain that there is too much dissimulation or just outright contestment of what ‘should seemingly be done’, but, then, if we were to take a more transcendent view, or an in-depth immanent view, and truly attempted to appreciate this landscape in value-formation we might well be surprised. Our living together, our freedom to be found through-others may not be so evident in superficial terms of reference and yet that is a fact of our existence. Without a world of arbitration, e.g., we would all soon starve within the space of a few days. Therefore, we should revise this opinion on the general inauthenticity of how we relate to each other and assume, instead, that a general authenticity needs to be predicated in order to explain this non-fact of our existence that we are not starving except for those exceptions, unfortunately, that just prove this point. Like, for example, those suffering people of Gaza we daily see on our televisions and Social-Media being left to starve through the unconcerned and uncaring of those people in power who should know better and who are demonstrating a profound form of inauthenticity that would paralyze this world at large if it were to be extended globally). (89)

So, a background world of general, non-superficial authenticity needs to be first accepted so much so that we then need to ask just how does inauthenticity arise in such a milieu? (90)
Obviously, in a parasitical sense, in a de-authentication of what is already in place and which generally cannot be overturned except in small localized sections of its vast landscape! Furthermore, I would conjecture, for a start, that the overt mechanisms for this rewriting of a ‘basic authenticity to be found in our lived-existences’ would be none other than through processes of obstruction and distortion as just mentioned in the previous section. Therefore, let me discuss these two notions of inauthenticity to then explain how in the de-suspension of a well-conducted working suspension processes of resolution can effectively overcome these impediments of both obstruction and distortion in order to present a more aligned form of ‘representation’ as exercised in and through the workings of an ongoing economy of ‘re(-)presentation’ (without falling, at the same time, into the traditional traps of an impossible metaphysical nonsense that is to be obviated and avoided through the successful rehabilitation of the entire philosophical landscape given its extensive use of a fully cognizant utilization of working suspensions that are well-conducted, and so on, and so forth). (91)

These two notions of ‘obstruction’ and ‘distortion’ are, in all probability, best approached through the philosophical perspective of how to appreciate the nature of narratives, those stories we tell ourselves and, then, just as importantly, disseminate with and before others, and v.v. In all of this, we are not alone, as if private islands of conversation with ourselves that, occasionally, spill over into the public domain. On the other hand, given the somewhat parasitical nature of inauthentically oriented practices we may well surmise that in order to be relatively inauthentic we have to rewrite these narrations we have already told both ourselves and others. In other words, through forms of either subtraction and/or addition, effectively, we have to remodel those narrative about to be retold. By ‘obstruction’ we ‘delete access to that which we now wish to suppress’, and, through ‘distortion’, we ‘add a difference to what may have been previously recounted’. How might these two mechanism, and others, be imposed on the workings of a narrative? Let me explain by briefly proffering a philosophy of narration, namely, my take on this dimension of the narrative. (92)

One way to explicate the trimodal nature of the narrational economy is to divide a functioning narration into narrational facts, the overt explication of narrational arguments, and the relatively covert raison d’être of a narrational economy in an inherent desire to ‘critically’ de-anomalize some form of a relational anomaly usually through a process of ongoing resolution rather than a definitive process of resolution in which the narrational relationship would then radically deconstructed. Hence these three aspects of a narrative, namely, narrational facts, the overt narrative, and the covert motivation that motivates the trajectory or trajectories of that specific narrative. (93)

Now, this anatomy and physiology outlined, we can apply processes of either obstruction and/or distortion either individually or collectively to all three aspects as delineated in this version of the narrational economy. (94)
As an observation, we can note the ineffectiveness of fact-checkers in attempting to deconstruct a particularly mendacious narrative through our noting the general non-unravelling of that same process of narration. Narratives have audiences and if the audience refuses to countenance an alternative set of facts, then ‘the original alternative set of facts will effectively remain in place’. (95)
To more effectively deconstruct a narrative, we may well have to confront either the very narrative itself qua narrative and demonstrate its defective conjectures, and/or, confront the very motivation inspiring that narrative and fault that accordingly. Rhetorically showing either that that narrative does not make sense, or, that that the purport of that narrative is not something you would want to identify with. But, best of luck in that enterprise as people are wedded to their narratives which may well explain they do neither want to see them perfectly resolved and then duly discarded nor replaced with something they do not identify with, and so on. (96)

However, should we persevere on this path of amelioration then such remediation can be conducted as a two-stage process of deconstruction and reconstruction or, by existential means, overseeing a one-step process of an ongoing simultaneous reconstructive-deconstruction in which, by skillful means, we manage to supervise this transformative type of a transition. Then, again, for those that are more mere mortals, perhaps a continual chipping away at the fraudulent fabric might eventually reveal its less sturdy fabrication just as an empty bucket can be eventually filled under a leaky tap. In that regard, just what should we look for? Valid points of contestment that are signaled by the disconcerting presence of either of these aforementioned obstructions or distortions that are present at those section of the narrated text by virtue of an inner insightfulness that never truly escapes the person despite either the pseudo-psychotic ideologically iterations of their over-commitments or the psychotic depths of their enduring yet non-endearing delusions… as these misguided parties venturing into their somewhat deliberately chosen forms of inauthenticity, be that either superficially advertently or non-superficially inadvertently entered into. That I am arguing here for a certain sense and semblance of ‘choice’ being exercised in this regard by virtue of the fact that should such points themselves be contested then an equal, if not greater, degree of resistance should clearly demonstrate the extent such misguided parties are over-invested in such apparent ‘decisions’ to either obstruct and/or distort these problematic areas of the text. Now, this is a subtle approach, almost a dialectical way of treating such problematic issues, but such insights should assist us in engaging with such texts and their authors if that type of an interactive occasion should be called for given that under most circumstances a process of non-engagement might be a more productive use of our time. On the other hand, our virtual deconstruction of such inauthentically motivated narrations could be of more use to ourselves to the extent we can become more conversant with the motivation inspiring such dissemination and perhaps offering us an explanation as to why such a narrative has been allowed to be fostered and then left potentially festering in the first place. All narration is motivated and it could well be that an understanding of that motivation is more important than demonstrating either an affirmation or dis-affirmation of the representative contents of that narration. Indeed, possibly proffering reasons why such obstructions and distortions may have been introduced in the formation of that narrated text. Let me explore such features more closely. (97)
To tell a lie, we have to first tell ourselves the truth. Only then, by either disregarding and/or tweaking one or more elements of that narration, does it become deceptive, and, in this regard, we might note a small number of rules that the disseminator of alternative facts needs to follow in order to successfully deceive either the audience of that mischief and/or sometimes the very narrator themselves. A good lie, and an authentic situation might call for such dissimulation, needs, first, to be coherent and, then, narrate a possible situation that is not too ridiculous to contemplate. Only a few elements need to be ‘tweaked’ and such tweaking should be in an alignment with the fraudulent intent being exercised behind such dissimulation. Over the course of this dissemination such tweaking would involve either forms of obstruction and/or distortion. By obstruction we hide what we truly feel to be true by not mentioning such points of contention. In a contrast, through distortion, we reveal that point of contention through tweaking elements of its representation in such a manner so as to present the desired version of that same situation. Arguably, such alterations imply a certain degree of deliberate intent although it is not out of the question that such practices psychically divide the individual or party promoting such ‘alternative facts’. That iteration can reinforce this psychic divide which has the accumulative effect of diminishing the integrity of that individual or party promoting such relatively unsupported or less supported claims, although, at the same time, the reiteration of a deception can also eventually induce its apparent credence given the intersubjective dimension in the general dissemination of information, etc. Against this backdrop, in meeting an inauthenticity of dissemination it may well prove more susceptible to its deconstruction given this overlay of either its obstructions and/or distortions, etc., when a more authentically produced text should evince a greater degree of both intentional integrity and intactness. (98)
Given these aspects of obstruction and distortion, and their resistance to be being either removed or reconstructed, how should we deal with such disseminated roadblocks in the manner of a more civil dialogue? Ideally, through a process of suspension. E.g., questioning such elements may well be itself enough to elicit their deceptive nature by virtue of the resistance that person presents in being either directly or indirectly challenged. If those elicited points of contention are revealed then a less resistant person would instead more reasonably proffer evidence or testimony or an inference that such claims were valid. However, if more fraudulent means are mustered to the defense of such points of contestment then, again, we are being alerted to the fraudulent nature of their promulgation. Treading carefully, in the face of such misrepresentation, we might find it advisable to either give up or go along with such claims in order to then render them as quite ridiculous or highly unlikely, and so on. In the infamous trope of ‘they are eating the dogs, and they are eating the cats’ (in a much-maligned Springfield, in Ohio) we might just raise an eyebrow and ask, ‘what, by only one person; so, you mean more than one person; then, you mean hundreds of people you mean thousands of people, really, that is amazing...!’ Adding, ‘how could anyone believe such nonsense, you must be joking. You are not joking, you really believe this racist trope? What does that say about you?!’ (99)
In recounting that demeaning trope, we see an obvious distortion being introduced, namely, x is eating the pets. This does not normally happen. It is possible, e.g., when a city is under a long siege in the middle of a war, but, thankfully, Springfield, Ohio, is not being subjected to such strife so that sort of an event just does not happen. Normally, we would ask for evidence. Then, in the face of the dismissal of such nonsense by city officials and the obvious lack of any credible evidence to that effect that should have seen the end of such farce. To dig in just makes it look even more ridiculous. (100)
In the dissimulation of an obstruction, when the narrator is faced by people asking why a certain aspect is not being mentioned, then we should ask why that apparent point of oversight might be contentious? Now, the type of a reply may well be indicative that that point, indeed, is contentious and should they refuse to appropriately answer that question then that in itself may well be evidence of their being obstructive, and thereby deceptive in that regard. As a case in point, When Trump’s running mate in the 2024 elections, J. D. Vance, refuses to answer, on a number of occasions, with either a ‘yes’ or ‘no’, the question ‘did Trump lose the 2020 election?’ then we are presented with ample evidence of an obstruction. Vance answers with a deflection, and cannot confront the exact question itself and duly answer it as would be normally expected. He does not proffer a distortion since, in this case, it is a bit like asking ‘if someone were pregnant?’ and where the definitive reply, either way, cannot itself be distorted. Yes, they could lie by affirming a non-affirmation or non-affirming an affirmation. Pregnancy is a unilaterally distinctive result of certain process, and, one, as a woman, in a certain period of time is either pregnant or not pregnant, and never half-pregnant or pregnant on alterative days, etc. Either Trump lost the election, as he did, or, you say he won the election which is patently false. In some ways, it is also a bit like saying a certain pretender to the French throne had themselves crowned when such a ceremony is not officially recognized by the state of France. Therefore, an obstruction along with its non-recognition, is not so much a distortion, as would pertain to a lie or some other form of dissimulation, but, rather a refusal to admit a conventionally understood form of representation that should elicit the requisite affirmation or denial, and, as a result of such non-recognition could induce a process of concomitant distortion through the perpetration of such oversight, be that by that person themselves or by others parties beholden to the negative ramifications pertaining to the same defect.
 In this regard we could also argue that the vehemency of an overcommitment to the distortion of an excessively reiterated lie (distortion) could eventually lead to the presentation of an obstruction just as, e.g., Trump’s Great Lie (of others stealing the 2020 US Election, which, in reality, he consistently attempted to do so himself), as a distortion of lived-reality, has mutated into the form of an obstruction that the over-committed now must refuse to recognize or must appear to not recognize lest they lose their membership in Trump’s successful takeover of the Republican Party. (101)
In confronting either an obstruction or a distortion, the apparent intensity of the resistance to such a confrontation is indicative of the inauthenticity of its dissemination. If it were the case that such defects were inadvertently introduced over the course of the narration in question then a different style of response should be elicited when confronted by such a criticism. In a genuine debate, a genuine type of dialogue would be entered into. Perhaps the narrator might apologize, or proffer what they think might count as evidence, or ask the interrogator what they think in this regard, or promise to amend their discourse or say why they still thought that to be the case, and so on. That type of an encounter is quite different from one entered into by someone overcommitted to a certain position that is being defended through the continuing inauthenticity of additional responses that, in effect, reveal more about the inauthenticity of that positioning than the lived-reality of its representation as would be argued for on the grounds of either credible evidence, testimony, and/or inference as presented in and through the integrity of a body of conjectures that could actually support such contentions or at least render them as an open possibility immune from either their establishment in a certain discourse through the mere iteration of affirmations or denials. (102)
Another feature of the positioning of others who are not utilizing adequate suspensions, be that either advertently and/or inadvertently, is the ensuing mix of projection and confession superimposed upon others without realizing, however, through not having enough personal insight to realize that these same ‘defects’ are being presented more intensely in their own reports and reportings, given that through an ideological imbalance they act as if one-sided critics unaware that ‘they do not practice what they preach’. E.g., a political candidate or supporter who indulges in, say, an ad hominin attack on another (member of a political) party whilst demonstrating the same defect, say, as to be seen written on their T-shirt or banner, or as verbally expressed when questioned or as disseminated on their accounts in Social-Media, and so on. As an observation and comment on this type of unbalanced phenomenon suffice to note that through some form of ideological ‘blindness’, as evidence of an insufficient degree of suspended thinking, disseminated forms of either projection and/or confession are emitted that reflect more on the disseminator of such non-insightful behaviour. How might we explain the reiteration of this quite prevalent type of phenomenon? Now, a proponent of a weak form of positioning, say, as a weak relativist, would not even posses the degree of non-overcommitted commitment to even bother to refute such over-committed positioning. On the other hand, a proponent arguing from an over-committed strong positioning would be inclined to vehemently argue with all parties, and, sometimes, even members of their own party over minor dogmatic points of either theory or practice in what they would perceive to be the requisite orthodoxy required in such matters, doing so in a manner that is more monological rather than dialogical. In a healthier contrast, a person who operates from a ‘fortified conjectural position’ that is neither strong nor weak, in a format I have described as both non-weak/non-strong, accordingly, would be less inclined to debate an opponent in such a one-sided manner and would in all probability prefer the potential productivity of a process of mutual interaction that is not so one-sided and more open to the possible purloining and appropriating of each other’s arguments in order to further fortify and strengthen the overall integrity of their conjectural representations in the ‘progressive’ evolution of their relatively open interpretations of lived-experience and where through doing so they are actually testing the conjectural integrity of their own interpretations, etc.
.
Now, the point of this digression, in the form of this short discourse on obstructions, etc.,
 is that when we authentically open ourselves to representative possibilities, we need to do so through the use of well-conducted working suspensions and that our apparent failure to do so is directly indicative of an absence of the requisite degree of good faith needed to seriously conduct such explorations and subject the same to the degree of scrutiny required to possibly resolve such co-associated issues potentially driving such narratives . In other words, if we are to existentially engage the problematic aspects of our existence then we need to seriously entertain those measure that will see us possibly resolving such problems and disputes. That, as a parallel to this open positioning is the fact that in the non-economic irruption of resolution being exercised behind the enaction of behaviour we need to adopt and adapt a similar sense of an open positioning in order to existentially resolve such concerns in a manner that either creates, preserves and/or conservationally expands both the non-existentially oriented richness of valuation and the existentially oriented enrichment of evaluation that is beneficial to the membership coursing in those relationships. As conjectured, an essential precondition in this existential openness of positioning is the exercise of relevant, well-formed and well-informed working suspensions, etc., that prove to be productively instrumental in such processes of resolution. Therefore, to this end, let me collect the various arguments in this essay in order to present a cogent and coherent account of what exactly is meant by our existentially oriented engagement in such a manner that relates both the relational participants and parts in a relationship along with the unique perspective of its pro-relational treatment in order to realize its trans-relational expression in a specificity of unilateral responses of the last instance, etc., that prove to be both non-existentially and existentially insightful and fruitfully productive in the overseeing and ensuing supervision of such matters. (103)

Arguing, that in effect, through non-economic resolution, a relative simplicity is to be engaged in our experience of the relatively existential. Through an inter-mingling or inter-meddling of the meta-philosophically metaphysical and the philosophical, through the transformational nature of working suspensions, in an ongoing and re-visited process of retreatment, this dimension of the relatively existential is expressed through the specificity of its existential hallmarks and stamps itself on the lived-course of experience accordingly… (104)
4. Provisional Conclusions, etc., in the form of an Integrated Exposition

Now, as agreed, let me rework the various findings of these ten expositions in a more coherent and cogent form in order to address the more essential nature of both the non-systematic and systematic senses of my ‘overall concept of the existential’, and, by such means, proffer a style of doing both philosophy and metaphysics, and practicing our disciplinary professions in the midst of a secular world, in such a manner that, hopefully, is mutually beneficial for our working together with all involved parties as participants in those relationships through being suitably invoked, articulated, and being openly entered into. As it is my contention ‘that as our freedom is primarily realized through this mutual arbitration of others then it stands to reason that whatever promotes such engagement should also augment and enhance this shared sense and semblance of that existential freedom to be found through(-)others’. Therefore, with this objective in mind, let me set out to clarify just what is entailed in this expression ‘existential’, hopefully, without making a further series of mistakes and transgressions beyond those already admitted to as having been addressed and redressed over the course of this and other essays. (105)

Metaphorically, I have conjectured that the non-systematic existential, as the so-called ‘third moment’ of the archetypal economy, as a subjectively experienced process of resolution, etc., is the ‘door’ to the systematic sense and semblance of the existential, so, in apparently making this considerable claim let me explain just what is meant and the ramifications that ensue in the wake of its experiential establishment. (106)

To be brief and to the point, it is my contention that relational experience is a complex affair where we can experience the emergence of that relationship in a manner that cannot be reduced to either the mere parts of a relationship nor the simple sampling of that relationship in its apparent totality as if viewed from the sheer perspective of its pro-relational treatment as if an isolated entity in its own right! Rather, through a suspension of both these relevant aspects a third facet comes into view, namely, the trans-relational in an ongoing specificity of its trans-historical facticity. Then, through a working suspension (inter-mediation) of all three economic facets we can glimpse the outlines of the existential in its more systematically oriented sense and semblance. That, as an observation, the unilateral distinctiveness of such a response acts as a guiding force in how we intervene in good faith in this world with(-)others, before(-)others, and find an existentially shared freedom to be found primarily through(-)others, through the very being of others.
 (107)

Now, to support this overall contention, that there is an existential dimension to lived-existence, let me support this conjecture by summarizing my various arguments as scattered in these previous ten expositions that have approached this topic, albeit from a number of disparate directions… (108)

First, existential experience is distinctive and expresses itself through a vividness of engagement that once recognized is never forgotten. It is something that is ‘engaged’ and not merely entertained. It ‘engages us’ and we find ourselves for a moment or period in time ‘absorbed’ within the ‘openness’ of its ‘expansive-confines’. (109)

It is not a rare phenomenon and it is something we can engage in any moment or period of time. That the metaphorical entrance to and exit from such a dimension is through some form of a working suspension, be that exercised either advertently or inadvertently. Perhaps to be found through the asking of a relevant question; or making a metaphorical allusion; or in accepting the aptness of a solution to a certain problem; in enjoying the rich displays of nature as in the viewing of a sunrise or sunset, or the rising or setting of a full moon; in the songs of happy birds; or being moved by a beautiful piece of music; in the unraveled adventures of a wonderful novel; in having a coffee with a good friend; in the spontaneous laughter to be had in either the recounting or hearing of a well-constructed and well-delivered joke; in resolving our difficulties with others after a heated argument; in simply going for a walk and seeing mundane things not seen before that surprise us in not having been seen before, and so on. No doubt a list that could be endless added too… (110)

Then, we might wish to list the hallmarks of such experiences. Where time is intensely lived in the eternal present, when we sense of a ‘spark’ of spontaneity or synchronicity or simultaneity… when the limitations of geography seem to recede… when we feel a personal tone of intactness and integrity… or share an intersubjective solidarity and consensus with others… even a spiritual-like semblance of an atonement or at-oneness with what might, perhaps, be given a name… or better thought left as nameless…. (111)

Finding such an open-ended list of hallmarks as having being been recounted in the past, say, in a novel, or hoped for in our expectations to be had in our dealings with others… or as eventually to be hoped for between others that currently are not able to confront each other in good faith… (112)

In much of this essay, a transformational approach has be taken through the lens of a philosophy of transformational retreatment. As noted economically, non-economically, and our putative appropriation of the former in super-economic terms of reference. Moreover, a transformational approach has been more closely detailed through economic complexification, ordered complexification, inter-ordered complexification, and through metaphysical-philosophical processes of a relative simplification arrived at through de-complexification as instigated through the suitable enactment of apposite patterns of relational resolution. (113)


Let me summarize and integrate some of those findings articulated in that form of philosophical research. (114)

In an economy of transformational retreatment, in an attempt to model processes of transformation, I argue that we must begin with what ‘is to hand’, namely, the hermeneutically pregiven in a phase nominated as ‘pretreatment’. Then, through a more pronounced form of suspension, we arrive at the phase of ‘treatment’ that takes an ahistorical turn along phenomenological lines through an obligatory elevation in meta-status by one meta-degree (metafication). Here we entertain either a simple form of treatment that is either analytical or synthetical or nominational in orientation, or, more correctly, we take on an unequal mix of all of the same. Then, in a process of de-elevation by one meta-degree (de-metafication), as automatically instigated by the de-suspension, we enter a phase of ‘retreatment’ in which the ensuing transformational productivity, through entailed processes of ongoing resolution, is revealed. In such productivity there is the potential revelation of the existential in its more systematic sense, but, that form of exhibition is dependent upon the required working suspensions be exercised in order to further transform the non-systematic existential into a more overt form of the systematically existential. Then, given the requisite degree of motivational force, etc., the non-economic enactment of that overall process of resolution is then able to remodify the initial phase of pretreatment should that be deemed necessary, in a dialectical cycle that can theoretically continue till an adequate resolution is suitably realized or should we decide to intentionally move on to a new instance of such deliberations and ensuing enactments, etc. Where by ‘dialectical’ is meant ‘our psychic movement in either direction, clockwise or counter-clockwise in the schematic representation of this economy, or, in the simultaneous economic functioning at all points in this scheme as would be argued for, necessarily, from an economic perspective, etc.’ (115)

Through economic complexification we note we can conduct an enrichment of our appreciation of the economic by paralleling such information in archetypal terms. E.g., that the treatment mode of ‘analysis’ can be reframed as ‘reduction’, and as ‘retrospective in orientation’, or as ‘phenomenological’, as relatively ‘dissonant’, as ‘textual’, etc. Enriching our appreciation, likewise, on the other two modes of treatment of ‘synthesis’ and ‘nomination’ (that the reader or audience can do for themselves by consulting a parallel dictionary of hypothetical correlativities’
). (116)

A more detailed appreciation of transformation was presented through the closer scrutiny of an ordered complexification superimposed upon the trimodal configuration of this model of retreatment, i.e., describing what happens in those economic moments of pretreatment, etc., and how we distinctly move between those same moments of pretreatment, etc. As a summary of those findings, we might formulate this progression (starting with pretreatment) preparatory for a process of existentialization through a full process of inter-mediation (in our co-option of relevant working suspensions), namely, through being well-formed (in our uptake of relevant genres, and exercising necessary patterns of mitigation in that same regard, etc.), well-informed (in our choice of narrational facts), well-deformed (though deconstruction), well-reformed (through an integration of fortified conjectural reconstruction), well-re-formed (through forms of transformational retreatment), and thence well-re-performed (in the impact it will have on the ongoing representative modifications of pre-treatment). Noting, at the same time, the dialectical nature of this ordered treatment given that the economic cannot ultimately be read in either a clockwise or an anticlockwise direction, etc. Accepting, therefore, the provisional nature of that heuristic device as ‘provisional’, but, at the same time, setting us up to perhaps eventually make a relatively ‘progressive’ step forward, especially when the form of that device itself can, in turn, be constructively-deconstructed in a productively insightful manner... (117)

That in a process of inter-ordered complexification we now add a critically and radically reconstituted metaphysical-like overlay on our ordered reading of the preconditions for the overall existentialization of that transformational economy through its re-reading along the following lines, namely, starting with pretreatment as needing to resonate with a scientific appreciation of the task ahead. That this is then followed by a relevant historical reading of the situation in question. In a sense being not only well-informed in a factual sense but also being well-informed in a co-associated historical sense. By the time we coincide with ‘treatment’ we are now re-reading a phenomenologically based semantics through the lens of a categorical metaphysics along with our interest, therein, in considerations such as, e.g., identity, transformations of identity, responsibility, subjectivity-intersubjectivity, consequential expectations, etc., albeit in meta-philosophical-like terms of reference. In reconstructive phase we then note the ramifications of a psychological-sociological reading of that progressively enriched appreciation of that relational situation in question. Then, in our metaphysical-like reading of retreatment we take a political-like orientation to the extent we come to appreciate to what extent such virtual enactions can actually be non-virtually enacted, hopefully, in an existential orientation that fully observes both compactual, contractual, and inter-compactual-contractual forms of relational appreciation. Then, from such enriched inter-ordered forms of meta-philosophical/metaphysical appreciation we find ourselves in a position to permit the ensuing re-self-organization of behaviours in a more practical sphere of intervention that would also re(-)constitute the scientific-like parameters of our original pretreatment, etc. Where, in a formular, we note the following phases of identificational enrichment, namely, those collectively conducted, dialectically, through the individual lenses of the scientific, historic, semantic, psychologic/sociologic, (an enactive) politic(s), and (pragmatically instigated) economic (interventions). The net result being a more knowledgeable appreciation of the relational situation in question, in its relational situatedness, and our ability, accordingly, of making more suitably attuned decisions in a relatively progressive alignment with the advancing of a relatively re(-)self-organized, existentially re(-)fashioned insightfulness. (118)

As complicated as this must sound, when looked at through these various philosophical lenses, still, through de-complexification, through economic resolution as enacted through non-economic forms of intervention, we are presented with definitive-like solutions in the form of unilateral responses of the last instance, etc. It is as if nature does not compute, or conduct computations, but, rather, continually approximates through what I would describe as ‘ongoing (incremental-like) processes of re(-)normalization’ delivered through re(-)self-organization of the relational states in question.
 (119)
That type of understanding does present the philosophical problem of how does nature determine where one relationship either starts and/or overlaps and another either begins and/or overlaps? (120)
Here, various proposal could be tentatively put forward which need not necessarily be mutually exclusive. For example, a holistic world could be argued for where there is ultimately only ‘one’ open-ended relationship that ‘exists’ within which ‘apparent relationships can be projected dependent upon the lens or lenses being invoked with corresponding degrees of virtualness/non-virtualness.
 Or, we could argue that the natural distinctiveness of both participants and parts decides the parameters and extent of any relationship being envisaged therein (with either a relative overlap or a relative non-overlapbetween competing phenomenological appearances of those seemingly delineated ‘relationships’). Or, we might wish to take a more pragmatic appreciation of the ‘relational’ and merely argue, on pragmatic grounds, that a relationship is what is taken to be a relationship through the mere utility of its apparent functioning given that the positive-nihilistic constitution of all identificationally delineated formations is just that, namely, ‘positively-nihilistic’ in its phenomenal-phenomenological complexion, etc. (121)

What then, is the net impact of these manoeuvres in positioning on our understanding of the experiential nature of the existential dimension in its overlaying of a non-existentially oriented sense and semblance of experience? (122)


That neither a historical or mere relational treatment nor an ahistorical or pro-relational treatment of relationships can do a full justice to the lived-nature of the relational as it existentially manifests itself through the concrete specificity of the trans-historical (as redefined in this essay
). That, through the mediational suspension of the former we can dialectically arrive at this economic corelative of the trans-relational, and, thence, through the inter-mediational suspension of all three correlatives, we can then arrive at an experience of the existential in its more systematic orientation. Hence this explanation of what becomes more an intuitive experience arrived at through a de-complexification of our representative appreciation of the relational situation in question should we suitably observe the preconditions and conditions that expedite this form of an experiential transformation in an ensuing existential insightfulness. (123)

So, what then are these prerequisite pre-conditions and conditions that at least are viewed as hypothetically invoking this conditional and post-conditional experience of the systematic existential? (121)


Those aspects that detail the transformational-transitions under the auspices of an ordered complexification, namely, the well-formed, well-informed, the well-deformed, the well-reformed, the well-re-formed, and the well-performed, along with those aspects enriched under the auspices of an inter-ordered complexification, namely, suitable application of the relevantly scientific, historic, semantic, psychologic/sociologic, politic, and economic, all further advanced through those patterns of behaviour that induce a suspension that through its induction, therein and thereby, further inducts the total economic environment in question from the perspective of its overall suspension as a working suspension (extensive suspension). Since, as no correlative can act as an economic isolate any form of suspension that promotes a distinctive form of suspension will then further induce a simulation of the entire economy from the perspective of its relatively full suspension. E.g., in rhetorically asking an appropriate question, taking the form of a dis-conjunctive suspension it then follows that that type of suspension then holistically links us into the overall working suspension at the center of all economies as contained within their super-economic encapsulation given the inherent need to conventionally re-appropriate the relatively non-critical, critical and/or potentially radically-radical forms of non-economic irruption where the latter can only be sequentially appropriated as the relatively-radical, increment by increment, in order to advance its hyper-economic reappropriation. (125)

Or, again, as argued through an intuitive form of de-complexification, in an irruption of resolution, in a well-received process through re(-)self-organization of epistemological functions, all this is near-effortlessly thematized and delivered for us as if without the need for our deliberate intervention. On the other hand, through ideological over-commitment or under-commitment; through bad faith; a lack of mental balance within and between our desires and aspirations; through pseudo-psychotic and psychotic obstructions, distortions, and inadvertent projections and confessions, etc., we lose our way, so to speak, and, therein and thereby, become unable to recognize, encounter, and engage the relatively systematic experience of the existential in its mutual enrichment of both our existence and freedom that is to be found through(-)others. A process of reception enacted in a progressive form of insightfulness that basically reflects that extent we have well-represented the nature of our relationships and where, through an adequate degree of suspension, this integrated relativity of experience is then able to provoke, through de-suspensions, the requisite degree of insightfulness required to make our passages through this world at large more successful both individually and collectively… in what one may tentatively ascertain to be a ‘well-fortified form of relativism’, albeit as subjected to the relevant adoption and adaptation of working suspensions as refracted through suitable processes of inter-mediation, i.e., through the relevant use of such working suspensions, etc..!! (126)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 1.11.24.
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� 	Either as so-called ‘pure presence’ or ‘pure absence’.


� 	E.g., Pursuit, III.VII.III.C.A, etc.


� 	‘Regularized; in the sense where ‘the relatively-radical is sequentially re(-)accommodated hyper-economically and, therein and thereby, critically appropriated (in more conventional terms of reference, etc.)’.


� 	‘Virtual’ in understanding the writings of a dead author or what someone has written in the recent past (or even what one may written oneself that you may now either agree or disagree with).


� 	Using here a technical approach to the extent that ‘each economy has its economic correlatives’ but ‘corresponding correlatives in other economies can be viewed and spoken of between economies’ as ‘correlativities’ (rather than the set of trimodal correlatives as would be found internal to a specific economy).


� 	I.e., as co-opting the hermeneutic circle (of an overall suspension), the aspect of the de-suspension, and its causal implications when processes of resolution take on an irruptive non-economic complexion.


� 	I.e., as devolves, respectively from an intra-mediational suspension on the third moment and the inter-mediational suspension on all three moments.


� 	As noted elsewhere ‘augmentation’ is ‘an incremental affair’, and, ‘enhancement’ is ‘exponentially re-self-organized through chaotically induced forms of re-direction. Implicit to both types of ‘amplification’ is a ‘positivity of e/valuation’, i.e., ‘either a promoted non-existentially oriented richness or an existentially oriented enrichment’. 


� 	As a necessary innovation in order to better appreciate the phenomenal-phenomenological nature, etc., of the major discourse of a now rampant Neo-Liberalism that cannot be fully appreciated separately in either political or economic terms of reference. Refer to my ‘Three Critiques’ of Neo-Liberalism.


� 	Where the meta-philosophical/metaphysical not only mingles but intermingles with the philosophical/disciplinary processes of identification, etc., and where such strands are blended without losing their distinctive orientations as inputs in the ensuing of their delivery of an output expresses not only that which is emergent in orientation but also that which is non-emergent in orientation. As an analogy it is a bit like a seeing a ‘broom’ as ‘both a broom along with its broom handle’ that when used to sweep takes on a unity of experience that cannot be reduced to either the mere head of that broom or the mere handle of that same broom. So, despite seeing both a broom head and the handle of that broom, in sweeping we experience a sense and semblance of freedom by virtue of the fact that if we were to merely use that broom head alone to sweep it would be experienced as a relative loss of freedom in comparison. Usually, that loss of freedom would be overlooked. However, it is also the case that in having a relevant tool to hand itself is also productive of a sense of freedom (since if we were to merely pick up the leaves in a yard by hand, one by one, would be experienced as a comparative loss of freedom to do other things, e.g.).


� 	A distinction that also notes, respectively, ‘non-chaotic, incremental augmentation’ versus ‘chaotic, non-incremental (exponential) enhancement’ (assuming a positivity of e/valuational formation in both instances). Where the former arises through the unilateral response of the last instance versus the latter as the result of the successful instantiation through intervention of the unilateral response of the first instance.


� 	The expression ‘subtle’ is used to denote the preferential treatment of a correlative as correlative qua correlative, i.e., without economic isolation (which would be ideologically ‘non-subtle’ and impossible to perform).


� 	As actual facts (that are well-established) and not ‘factoids’ with ‘no evidential basis or an insufficient evidential basis as a fifth ordered possibility (in either cognitive or trans-cognitive terms of reference)’.


� 	On a superficial level we still have to presuppositionally proceed from the first to the second orders, etc. (hence this appellation of ‘order’), but, in ‘deeper’, non-superficial terms of reference, given the non-economic isolation of our three archetypal correlatives we can dialectically migrate in any direction, or, dialectically observe a simultaneity across these six orders, etc.). so, e.g., we cannot simultaneously combine the semantic units of a (pre-essential) ‘roundness’ and ‘squareness’ so, e.g., a table-top that is both round and square, as an integrated essential concept, cannot be given a second ordered status as an integrated-essential. Similarly, a possible fact without evidential status cannot be given the conformal status of a sixth ordered actual-fact.


� 	E.g., the conceptual application of a ‘colour’ to a ‘tabletop’ gives us the integrated semantic presentation of a ‘red-tabletop’ (with the hyphen indicating second order integration). Of course, if we were to look closer and say that that tabletop is now actually seen as more ‘orange’ than red then we have to affirm, instead, an ‘orange-tabletop’. Note, as explained elsewhere, ‘conformation’, to begin with, is ‘the double confirmation in real-time and/or the double verification in non-real-time of a certain semantic configuration. E.g., I know historically that I put six apples in the empty fruit bowl, and, this afternoon I still see six apples in that same bowl… as double affirmation through remembered verification and visual confirmation. I say ‘to begin with’ since textual alignments and non-alignments on various levels of conformal interaction are also implied in order to run a suitably conducted conformal economy).


� 	E.g., the overall genre of a ‘perceptual act of visual seeing’ that is subjected to the differentiation of both ‘seeing and ‘counting pieces of fruit’ (in a fruit bowl), namely, only those pieces of fruit, say, that are ‘apples’.


� 	Imparting a Hegelian-like tenor to such proceedings.


� 	‘Obstructions’, metaphorically, can be ‘seen’ as more thorough forms of a ‘blocking’ of our abilities to engage through suspensions and their ensuing de-suspensions directly with the lived-representations of that being interacted with, and, where ‘distortions’, metaphorically, are more ‘partial blockages’ with an ensuing less-integrated representative simulation of that being interacted with. Such defects, as defective interactions, apply to our appreciation of relevant perspectives, as dictated by the invocation of genres, facts, etc., be they either individually taken up or collectively inspected, be that as entertained separately, in a series, and/or in a set or a cluster of sets. E.g., even though a perspective cannot be exhausted what is required is that it be adequately exercised. Similarly, we cannot exhaust the infinite number of potential perspectives that could be taken up, but, where instead we merely need to entertain a reasonable number of such perspectives in order to acquire a relative reasonable representative simulation of what is needed to make the requisite judgments pertaining to an adequate appreciation of that type of experience.


� 	Alluding to a previous essay: Our Simple Actions in a Complex World are Undermined through Unintended Consequences! Exploring Ideas Discussed by Edward Tenner in his Book: Why Things Bite Back: Predicting the Problems of Progress (January, 2009).


� 	Where ‘anticipation’ is defined, practically, ‘as arising in our immanent expectations’, and, ‘expectation’ is defined, on the basis of an appreciation of past experiences, as ‘not arising through the immediacy of current anticipations’.


� 	Alluding to the effect that the excessive and intensive dissemination of this lie of the ‘Steal’ then lead to over-committed individuals wanting to obstruct the Certification in Congress on January 6, 2021 along with the ensuing distortions in US politics through these political anomalies not having been sufficiently addressed and suitably redressed earlier on in the Biden Presidency. 


� 	I.e., obstruction, distortion, and both inadvertent projection and confession.


� 	With the implied implication that in the disparagement of others by the ideologically over-committed we diminish the sense and semblance of an existential freedom that could have been fruitfully shared by both parties.


� 	Originally posted as Appendix A: Pursuit, III.VII.III.C. Appendix A, etc.


� 	Technically, in the use of the nomenclature of ‘(-)’ we do not need to add either ‘ongoing’ or ‘ongoing economy of…’.


� 	But, here, admittedly, we have the fundamental problem in physics that a holographic principle appears to be able to be invoked in an anti-de Sitter space but not in a de Sitter space, and where the latter corresponds with the configuration of our cosmological sense of world. However, I would conjecture that if we were to take a relational point of view then we might well be able then to envisage a holographic-like principle from the essential nature of that super-imposed relational sense of perspective? Where the relational, to my mind, is naturally representative of a hologram given the essential nature of the relationship to present a monadic-like point of view from each point within that relationship? Thence, in reverse, giving us a definition of the expression ‘essential’ (in a phenomenological sense and not in, say, an Aristotelian perspective). So, then, the problem would become the question as to ‘how we can relationally treat a certain space-time in relational terms of reference?’ (and, here, we might need to envisage the application of a transformational-like utilization of meta-degrees through metafication, etc?). How might we relationally treat the already relational to the extent we find relational participants and parts as arrayed in this world at large and where they naturally seem to form both distinct and distinctive relationships like, e.g., ‘tree’, ‘forest’, ‘landscape’, etc? We could do so, perhaps, by envisaging the relational space between all the points in an apparent relationship in a kind of meta-relational disposition. Indeed, a symmetrical form of reduplication in the sense of ‘the relational space of a relational space’, mirroring an inter-ordered form of phenomenological treatment. As a case in point, ‘the heat of heat’ is neither ‘hot’ nor ‘cold’ being ‘temperature’. Moreover, in a confined space, thermal equilibrium is reached very quickly and the temperature is basically the same at any point in the ambit of that confined relationship. This analogy parallels my idea that the essential phenomenological ‘flavour’ of that relationship, more or less, is the same throughout that ambit and where the center of that relationship is effectively everywhere, albeit as refracted from the individual uniqueness of the perspective that would be seen, if that were to be the case, from each point in the ambit of that relationship. Elsewhere, I have defined ‘ambit’ in ‘passive terms of relational content’, ‘remit’ in more dynamical terms of relational functions’, and, ‘composite’ as the pro-relationally oriented unification of the former in the form of a so-called third ‘economic moment’ that, at the same time, cannot be reduced to these economic correlatives of ‘relational content’ and ‘relational functions’; and, where the inter-mediation of all three aspects would fall under the expression ‘orbit’ along with the implication of a systematic existential complexion that could be amplified through both incremental non-chaotic augmentation and non-incremental chaotic enhancement, preferably, of course, with the induction of an overall positively amplified orientation. That through some form of mediation between the ‘relational’ and the ‘pro-relational orientations’ we might be able to induce the sense and semblance of the ‘trans-relational’ along with an encapsulation of the relationship within its relational orbit that then would allow us to apply a holographic principle in principle in such a manner that might allow us to both imagine and engender some form of conformal treatment in both the scientific sense and in my sense of finding an alignment in its overall conformal truth determinations, etc. But, all of this is conjectural speculation that might or might not have some application in a resolution of such difficulties as to how we are to both philosophically and metaphysically interpret the phenomenological nature of a relational treatment of lived-experience and the possible ramifications this might have would a re-framing of physics, etc., and v.v.


� 	Paralleling my ‘trans-historical’ or ‘trans-relational’ nature of subjectively oriented experience as explored in earlier essays in the Third Volume of this Pursuit.






