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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


In line with previous essays, we can envisage this topic of a relativism as having three flavours, namely, the weak; non-weak/non-strong, as a potentially well-fortified version of relativism; and the usual suspect of a strong relativism, with the latter being predicated on impossible economic grounds and seemingly made to work only through the use of defective arguments. A moment’s reflection should also reveal the total bankruptcy of a weak relativism given that this non-committed indifference to any form of positioning would be counter-productive to the nth degree. Indeed, a person confronting every decisive position, with a need to exercise a definitive sense of choice, would, in continually tossing a coin, have a better chance of survival than a person whose laissez faire attitude would demotivate them to make any choices whatsoever. Hence the need to deconstruct both a weak relativism and a strong relativism. But, what of this non-weak/non-strong version of a relativism, this potentially well-fortified version of this topic, is their room in the discipline of philosophy for this style of argumentation and what would that entail? In deconstructing all strong versions, say, of realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism, absolutism, and in overlooking the ineffectual roles of their weak counterparts, should we seriously ask, ‘is there a place for these well-fortified approaches in this many-roomed mansion of philosophy? Because, if we were to contemplate that scenario, then it implies that the philosopher has much work ahead of them. Namely, first, in the form of a remediation of this discipline, by deconstructing such misguided strong versions, and, second, replacing them, when and where appropriate, with these conjecturally well-fortified versions now rendered more fit for purpose. Third, recognizing the fact that the net ramifications of this radical re-organization of this discipline is that we should no longer stake out such tribal affiliations, but, instead, formulate a formidable mix of philosophical styles that would proffer a better chance of our successfully finding pragmatic resolutions and solutions to those problems that confront us either philosophically or metaphysically, either in the guise of a professional discipline or in the very midst of the secular world riven and polarized by forces and circumstances in stark need of those working measures capable of re(-)normalizing our cultural and inter-cultural enclaves. Therefore, may this essay attempt to be of assistance in this positive process of amelioration, this existentialization of discourse better able to instigate a more ‘progressive’ sense of engagement, where both commonalities and differences are respected, and where ‘progress’, itself, is to be arrived at through both social consensus and social solidarity to both mirror and echo the aspirations of the pragmatic philosopher Richard Rorty. (0)

As an introduction to the structuring of this essay let me first explore this topic of ‘relativism’ and, then, in fashioning a non-weak/non-strong version illustrate how the force of the de-suspension illuminates the conformal contours of a well-formed and well-informed representative version of this world at large. Then, using this as a model, extend this broad treatment to all other fortified versions and note the ramifications of this ‘pragmatic turn’ where ideologies are discarded and valid and vital forms of commitment are sought instead. Ending with the usual provisional conclusions, etc. (1)

1. A Well-Fortified Relativism?


Both weak and strong forms of relativism self-deconstruct through an inevitable contradiction in terms, etc. On the other hand, a working situation entailing seemingly valid interpretations of a conjecturally fortified version of the relative reveals its conformal status through working suspensions, or, more correctly, through their invocation of de-suspensions that then do all the work so to speak. In effect, conformally demonstrating a revelatory differentiation between overall input and net outputs in the pragmatics of a working relativism. But, first, let us set out valid reasons, in general terms, for the thorough discarding of both weak and strong versions of a certain type of positioning, regardless of whether the format of that position be either philosophical, metaphysical, disciplinary and/or secular in orientation. (2)


A weak sense and semblance of positioning could be dismissed as just not being sufficiently viable in conjectural terms of reference and where the holder of such a relatively non-integrated positioning would inevitably suffer the lived-consequences of such inadequately prepared patterns of interpretation as necessarily required for their ongoing formulations of a working representation of lived-experience. In a marked contrast, a well-fortified sense and semblance of conjectural positioning has a pragmatic utility whilst remaining provisionally scoped by a recognition of the natural limitations of their current enquiries and their ensuing explorations.  However, in a contrast to the former, the adherent of a strong sense of positioning, in effect, adopts and adapts a deluded sense of perspective that might be best understood through the lenses of either rhetorical abuse or metaphorical abuse or apparitional abuse, or, indeed, more likely, through a product of all three forms of an impossible style of interpretative (mis)appropriation. Let me explain in detail. (3)


As noted, central to the philosophical economy (as self-defined through an economic composite of hermeneutical, phenomenal-phenomenological, and existential inputs) we have the interrogative economy given the centrality of this requirement ‘to ask questions’ (as must also pertain to all disciplines, along with our living in the world of the secular, etc.). That granted, and no enquiries could be contemplated otherwise, we note the necessary implication of rhetorical, metaphorical, and apparitional inputs and outputs. A question devolves around the ‘either/or’ as a ‘dis-conjunctive suspension’. As a first reply, we have the metaphorical response in the form of ‘like’, which. in turn, can be cashed out as a ‘conjunctive suspension’ of ‘both like and not-like’. Last, in a second reply, when and where we are taking a literal turn, as our unilateral response of the last instance, etc., we effectively invoke the double negation of the joining together of the former, and, where we entertain, subsequently, the ramifications of a double negation or the running of a tentative reiteration of the ‘as-if…’ until we give up and move on, or find we have to change our minds in the light of new information (about either our conjectures and/or their narrational contents, etc.), or, just philosophically accept a position of provisional treatment even if practically contradicted in our taking a (betting-like) position of what we currently hold to be conformally true. Now, the net consequences of accepting this reading of the interrogative economy, and by extension, all other economies, is that we cannot and should not transgress these natural limitations imposed upon us by the economic itself, albeit as also expressed in rhetorical, metaphorical and apparitional terms of reference, or, for that matter that violate any other forms of economic functioning as co-determined through economic complexification, etc. But, for the present, let us confine our critique to the ramifications of an interrogative ‘lens’. Now, despite the definitive-like nature of unilateral responses, in our decisions to side either with the either or the or, with either a this or an alternative that, a non-weak/non-strong form of positioning recognizes the need for the provisionl scoping of all conformal presentations of truth determinations. Now, it is the case that all presentations are entertained within the choice of a certain perspective or a certain set/s and/or series of perspectives in an infinite range of possibilities, albeit with varying degrees of relevance or irrelevancy, and, that no individual perspective in itself can be perfectly or absolutistically exhausted (since to do so would require more energy than the visible universe, as a start, to do so hypothetically). That, because there are an infinitude of perspectives and no individual choice in perspective can be exhausted it follows that a provisional attitude to its apparent conformal status must hypothetically apply despite the inevitable pragmatics of our also having to accept the currently apparent conformal status or validity of our working-representations, etc., as as are needed to be engaged in the here and now. As a case in point, social consensus is not necessarily the final arbiter in determining the representative-reality of our collectively interpreted form of a distinctive patter of lived-experience since even though the Sun appears to circle the Earth it is now the case that a scientific discourse is the major discourse in this regard given its needing to overrule this common-sensical view in order to launch satellites, etc. Or, as I would like to point out here, in this instance, Plato was right to denounce all poets and all other disseminators of mere opinion. (4)


In the light of this exploration, it would be wrong to always insist on the absolutistical determinacy of decisions exercised through the rhetorical situation, which given this non-exhaustion of a single perspective and along with the need to make decisions as to which perspective is relevant or not so relevant or what is near-irrelevant or completely irrelevant implies that to ignore the choice involved in this state of affairs is to indulge in a process of ‘rhetorical abuse’. As a parallel, somewhat like that of a classical physics versus the physics of a quantum mechanics. We may insist on the practicality of a rhetorical determinacy, but, in wider terms of reference we have no self-entitled authority to do so! (5)


Similarly, in the phase of the first reply, in the tentative making of the metaphorical comparison, we have a similar type of philosophical problem. In metaphorical terms of reference alone we are not entitled to simply go from a metaphorical complexion to a literal complexion. Yes, ‘the Moon may look like a big blue cheese’, still, no one in their right mind is going to agree with any nursery rhyme that states that type of an equation. We are not permitted to travel from ‘like’ to ‘is’ unless we possess or discern additionally valid reasons that would allow us to ten make that transition. All else is a form of ‘metaphorical abuse’ as it to be found at the center of both psychotic and pseudo-psychotic reasoning and positioning. Or, as one paranoid patient explained it to me in a loud voice on a public bus, “I know people are not against me, it just feels that that is the case.” No doubt passing from ‘like’ to ‘intensely feeling’ that ‘that to be the case’ whilst having enough insight to know that ‘that was more a product of their own thinking’. Or, in a similar manner, to the misguided thinking of the adamant realist who insists that, as “It is like the case ‘where I can focus through my intentional objectivity on the intentional objectives in play” to then insist, “therefore, the objective counterparts of such ideation must be actually seen” as they effortlessly move also from ‘like’ to ‘is’. Of course, what kills their representatively oriented argument is the need to evidentially produce additional support that would legitimately allow them to make this transition. In some sense, having already made that manoeuvre in their interpretive stance it is not necessary for them to move into territory that quite correctly is beyond the purview of human intelligence. A naïve correspondence theory is here neither needed nor able to be evidentially produced on its own terms. Evidence we may already have, in evidentially obtained terms of reference, but, the so-called empirical evidence that what we actually see in a perceptual field is that ‘occult something’ is what is actually seen, which by definition, ‘could not be seen’, is too ludicrous to contemplate and take seriously. (6)


There are situations when we are rightly permitted to make a literal ascription of the metaphorical reply, but, then, we are no longer dealing with the metaphorical per se. ‘Yes, that person over there does look like John. And, yes, it is that person I know by the name of ‘John’. Without such additional conformal evidence, we are not permitted to make this transition to the making of a literal determination, albeit within economic terms of reference. But, even here, we are scoped by the natural limitations of the ‘apparitional’. Invoking (an allusion to) the trimodal configurations of a Boolean Algebra the so-called ‘third moment’ takes the form of a negation, or, rather a double negative. Yes, that person over there is not-non-John, i.e., is John (since to state that that is John we also have to agree with its double negation). I also like to treat the apparitional as potentially provisional through the iterative invocation of the ‘as-if, as-if, as-if…’ Of course, with enough weight of the evidential or testimonial or the inferential we are allowed to provisionally treat as-if x to be as-fi x… until that time when we find we then have good reasons to change our minds. It is ‘as-if the Sun circles the Earth…’ gets radically re-framed by a new and more successful sense and semblance of a ‘working-perspective’. That when this apparitional phase is not duly appropriated within its terms of reference and in the bringing of those additional terms of reference required to make a unilateral response of the last instance, etc., that we find relevant to our current situatedness, then all else in that regard is ‘apparitional abuse’, i.e., mistreating the necessity for the maintenance of a provisional attitude as mistakenly ‘non-provisional in tenor’ when we never are in any position to ultimately make such declarations in anything other than through the lens of a provisional format. Of course, from a much more practical point of view in recognizing the current consensus, as arrived at through either the deliberations of ourselves and/or others, then, in those practical terms of reference, we are permitted to make that qualified transition as long as it not modified through some form of inherent apparitional abuse. (7)


Accumulatively, when we do not indulge in some form of either naïve or sophistical abuse of these three phases, either individually, in pairs, and/or collectively, then, and only then, are we allowed to proceed along a more pragmatic and non-ideological course or trajectory. Unfortunately, the ‘strong’ philosopher or practitioner, an epithet admittedly meant to be viewed ‘ironically’, falls into a trap of their own making. Either illegitimately making definitive decisions and choices in a manner and to a degree neither evidentially permitted nor needed and/or literally confusing an unfounded sense or semblance of the literal with the metaphorical and/or proceeding beyond the limitations imposed in apparitional terms of reference. In abusing the economic terms of the interrogative economy, as a proxy for all economies, from the archetypal to the intentional, and so on, the strong proponent of that impossible sense and semblance of positioning needs to be either successfully remonstrated with or ignored. But, given this economic critique of their impossible positions, why should such impossible positioning be inevitably and invariably co-associated with a strong ideological over-commitment often bordering on the pseudo-psychotic if not, otherwise, actually coincident with a psychotic condition? (8)


As a first observation, and interpretation, I would like to argue that when such proponents do not have enough insight to avoid either simple or composite forms of either rhetorical abuse, metaphorical abuse and/or apparitional abuse, along with all other forms of delusional misidentification, then such fraudulent forms of commitment, through ‘strong’ forms of self-identification with such positioning, it then becomes increasingly difficult for that type of person to then disentangle themselves from such self-identification despite such self-identification being with that which cannot be other than ‘an impossible state of affairs’, albeit a relationship only with these ‘non-well-formed, non-well-informed conjectures, etc.’, themselves as but nothing other than ‘patent forms of misinterpretation’. Their over-self-identification being with these ‘misinterpretations’ and not an ‘impossible state of affairs per se’. That granted, then it is obvious that a relatively progressive form of insightfulness would be arrived at if they were no longer to subscribe to such patent nonsense (and, at the same time, they were to resist substituting some other form of patent nonsense in the place of the former).
 Where, in turn, this concomitant, over-committed form of self-identification proves, more often than not, to be effectively difficult to set about engineering the deconstruction of such economically impossible, interpretative forms of ideological over-identification. In a similar manner, I daresay, to the fact that neither a reasonable person nor a deluded person would normally want to chop off an ear or a finger or a leg or both legs unless they saw some all-encompassing form of an advantage in doing so, be that excision enacted for either valid reasons, like the medical imperative of an amputation, etc., or, invalid reason, like surgeons performing an ordered amputation that was performed, unfortunately, on the wrong patient, etc.
 To a neutral observer, it is as if the over-committed person has fallen into a trap of their own making and from which they can only leave through the unmaking of that same trap by that same person themselves... and where others can only be of help if the occasion were to arise that that person, themselves, were to see themselves as having been ‘trapped through their own mis-applied agency’. That it is safe to say, as an observation, that ‘over-commitment’ is tantamount or a form of ‘over-self-identification’ as witnessed by the one-sided, monological-like, pseudo-psychotic or psychotic behaviour of such individuals when they symmetrically over-respond to any pointed criticism of their pseudo-psychotic or psychotic beliefs, etc., in which they display an obvious intensity in self-identification (along with, perhaps, a co-associated sense and semblance of a parallel form of self-entitlement?). (9)


Now, on reflection, it would appear that a weakly-held forms of relativism would leave that individual ill-prepared for the exigencies of life in this world at large. If all decisions in positioning held the same general lack of commitment, then that individual would be able to barely survive other than through the supporting services of others. Here, I am reminded of an elderly patient, very late in the night, who suffered an agitated depression of such an intensity that they could not even make up their minds as to whether to even go to bed or not. Acting on their behalf, I felt it my duty to gently, but firmly, head them towards their bed. After a fleeting moment of resistance, I could then see them entering in to a resistance-less state of acquiescence as they relaxed in the thought that they now no longer had to make this decision and consider it along with all its pros and cons. Trapped in the ‘either/or’ is not a pleasant state to have to endure, and, I would contend both the weak relativist and the strong relativist would find such ensuing equivocation problematic for a variety of reasons. The weak relativist would be inclined to skeptically dismiss all positions as suspect… but probably privy to those desires and imperatives that might decides such issues for them. On the other hand, the strong relativist would be committed to a neutral position determined through their all-pervasive skepticism and only grudgingly feel forced to head one way or the other, again, probably in response to temporary desires or more permanent imperatives like needing to eat, and so on. Here I am reminded of an anecdote told to me by a friend where a certain individual known to both of us went to a restaurant with my fiend and in not being able to make up their mind what they were going to eat was told by the frustrated waiter, in no uncertain terms, what they were going to have cooked for them. Fortuitously, reality intrudes on lived-reality and ill-conceived positions or positions that potentially contradict a more fundamental sense of position are more often than not conveniently overlooked or bypassed through the pressures of life that insists decisions that cannot be postponed have to be enacted… (10)


Thus, let it be said that we can safely discard all forms of weak and strong positioning on the grounds that a conjecturally well-fortified sense and semblance of positioning is to be found infinitely preferable. But, that granted, could we then soundly enact this type of orientation in respect to the entertaining of a non-weak/non-strong form of relativism? Does a well-fortified form of relativism, e.g., actually proffer an acceptable approach in our attempting to better comprehend a less problematic understanding of this overall world-of-life? (11)


An important takeaway we could adopt at this point is this, namely, that the philosopher, metaphysician, disciplinarian, etc., should dispense with unimodal ‘positions’ and, instead, substitute sets and series of multimodal ‘approaches’ to the topic or topics being scrutinized. Moreover, such approaches should be well-fortified and subjected to suitable patterns of transformational retreatment and integration in view of their relative relevancy to overseeing iterable processes of resolution of such research, preferably in practical, post-conditional terms of reference, i.e., with a positive outcomes in both non-existential and existential orientations. So, given this demand for well-fortified approaches how should this prospect be more efficiently inaugurated? (12)


I noted in this essay that ‘asking questions’ is central to the philosophical economy,
 and, that the interrogative economy is one way to more closely address this economic issue. Thence this implicit form of economic complexification between these two economies of the philosophical (as one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenological, and one-part non-systematic existential [mirroring the archetypal economy, respectively, of World, Object, and Ego]) and the interrogative economy (as one-part rhetorical, one-part metaphorical, and one-part apparitional [also mirroring the archetypal economy, respectively, of World, Object, and Ego]). However, even more central to the well-conducted functioning of any economy is the suitable utilization of an adequate working suspension (explored elsewhere as an ‘extensive suspension’). Furthermore, in applying a suspension, we must also take into account the automatic invocation of the de-suspension in which I envisage the primary work of the suspension is productively performed (extra-economically). In this regard, just what might this entail? (13)


To answer this type of question let me first look at a well-fortified relativism and then introduce a similar exploration in regards to the conjecture of a well-fortified absolutism and the possible role both philosophical approaches have in the exploration of a metaphysical economy… (14)


Central to the critical running of any economy is the suitable utilization of (sets and series
 of) working suspensions. Should the disciplinarian exercise a suspension they can no longer be a supporter of a strong positioning or for that matter in maintaining any form of a uni-referential strong approach (whilst also, naturally, discarding the non-integrated versions of any weak approach as ill-prepared for the pursuit of productive forms of research). Indeed, the very hint of a ‘suspension’ is antithetical to the strong positionalist and as an ensuing ‘breath of fresh air’, should it be ‘inhaled’, could be the start of their disciplinary salvation. Unfortunately, through over-commitment as a form of intensive over-self-identification with a certain uni-referential positioning, and v.v., they could well be fearful of proceeding in any direction that would inevitably oversee the deconstruction their much beloved vision of an impregnable positioning. However, should a well-meaning philosopher stand on the toes of a strong philosopher, or better, should a strong philosopher stand on their own toes, metaphorically, then they might be able to take on board this form of a wakeup call that we make our passages through this world in a variety of directions, even if our current directedness is unilaterally determined moment by moment, still, how we got there is not, and, that the taking onboard of an adaptable composite sense of re(-)directedness in approaches is the way to go in the fruitful expedition of both a critical and radical way of reseeing how we ‘travel’ through this world at large!  (15)


Without the cognizance of even a single working suspension at the center of all projects and program the efforts of that blind disciplinarian in that prospect will be practically bankrupt. Should even a modicum of progress be found in such bankrupt performances this can only mean, covertly, that suspensions are being smuggled into the workings of their defective arguments. The avoidance of a working suspension is futile, and, their arguments can only be defective if they have no adequate cognizance of the economic, the non-economic, and the super-economic! That, where such arguments seem to work is by virtue of the fact that they are utilizing working suspensions in some form or other, and, where obviously, if they were to focus on such features then they could refine their various approaches and eventually have enough insight to drop such exclusive form of non-economic argumentation as meant in both senses of a ‘non-economic fork’. I.e., positively reforming their argumentation both economically and non-economically, with the latter meant in its irruptive sense and not just in its impossible economic sense of attempting to do the impossible. By adhering to an over-committed, uni-referential sense and semblance of positioning they do both themselves and all others an enormous disservice. As veritable hypocrites that cannot do what they say ‘they are doing’ and can only do what they are doing ‘by not doing what they say they are doing in the first place’. Doing the impossible, I would argue, can be compared to ‘the pulling of the teeth of a snake’ – something, that if attempted, is both difficult and dangerous, and, at the same time, impossible! (16)


What ramifications follow from this substitution of a multimodal approach for individually enacted, uni-referential positions? Then, what are the working consequences of adopting and adapting, say, either a well-fortified relativism or a well-fortified absolutism along with the coupling of a well-fortified inter-ordered metaphysics? I would argue that such approaches, in the plural, are revelatory… in theoretical, practical, and critical-radical terms of reference. At the end of the last essay, I noted the following comment, as an observation, which deserves to be explored:

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] (17)


In other words, for a start, I am suggesting in no uncertain term that the de-suspension of the suspension of a suitably constructed pattern of representative formulation of textual alignments and non-alignments is capable of evoking a certain degree of conformally valid insightfulness. If anything, as an explanation of what actually happens over the course of lived-experience. Let me explain this ‘observation’ in some depth. (18)


Such ideas were first echoed in the concluding section of the tenth essay, XIIJ:

But, be that as it may, what usefulness is there to find in a modified absolutism, or, for that matter in a modified relativism? ‘Modified’ in the sense of ‘taking a middle path between the barely thought-out nature of a weak positioning and the ideological extremism exhibited in an impossibly strong format. Although two topics that deserve to be more thoroughly explored suffice to say that the former sets the stage for such explorations, whereas, the latter, helps us to deliver our lines with a degree of insightfulness more in tune with an existential vision of this world in and through a revelation of both its richness and enrichment…
 [90] (19)


Then, if an economy were to be proposed between a well-fortified (modified) absolutism and a well-fortified (modified) relativism, just how might these two approaches in their own right be mediated through the addition of a third approach in order to create the heuristic of an overall economy designed to perform this form of inter-cooperation? Based on my resolution of the problem as to ‘how a bimodal operation could be rendered economic in its ensuing trimodal constitution’ I proposed the refraction of the same through an economy of transformational retreatment, which in this case, given treatment is subject to metafication could be viewed as ‘metaphysical’ in orientation. I.e., as meta-philosophical, and, thereby, as inter-ordered, and, thereafter, as taking a ‘metaphysical turn’, albeit as reconstituted through the lens of an anti-representational-representationalism, etc. Therefore, that granted hypothetically, just what is brought to this party through having an economy that is a working composite of a well-modified absolutism, a well-modified metaphysical orientation, and a well-modified relativism? In this regard, let me explore what might be gained from such an interaction and how it highlights how all three sub-economies might fruitfully co-operate, and, therein and thereby, mutually re-define each other? (20)


Casting a well-modified absolutism in the role of pretreatment would ensure that it would take on a hermeneutically oriented disposition. Hence this metaphor of ‘setting the stage’. I.e., supplying the props and machinery for a certain type or style of performance. In an ordered complexification we observed the need for pretreatment, under a working-suspension, to be well-formed, etc., and, in moving to a meta-philosophical phase, arrived at through metafication, we noted an additional need to be well-informed, etc. Then, through the reduplication of such ordered inputs an inter-ordered complexion was arrived at that depended on its conformal alignments. Moreover, through reduplication, an ordered complexification now took on an inter-ordered complexion with the implication that, from a metaphysical perspective, considerations of identity, psychology and sociology, the political-like exercise of power, the practical dimensions of the economical, along with scientific interest and historical narration must all enter into the fray to have a more fully enriched concept of the metaphysical. And the point of this hypothetical exercise? To have the approach of a well-fortified relativism as revealing itself as a resultant, through the ensuing resolution of all relevant dissonant factors, in and through this sphere of the absolute, and, therein, setting the conditions for retreatment as specifically expressed through the direct and forceful exhibitions of that de-suspension in all the uniqueness of its historical concreteness. What would be the point of doing suspensions if they contributed nothing to that specific philosophical exercise, or should they either critically emend and/or radically innovate a range of solutions, and so on? Hence this revelatory argument that the de-suspension, both adequately and appropriately set (in an absolute phase, etc.) would reveal its relational disposition, in its situatedness, along with its conformal status. Can we make a comparison here to the three phases of an economy of insightfulness as outlined through a speculative representational phase that is neither suspended nor non-extrapolated in conjunction with a treatment phase that is suspended but still remains (not-non-)extrapolated with a third phase of retreatment that is both suspended and non-extrapolated (through an intermingling or intermeddling of both the meta-philosophical (or metaphysical or meta-disciplinary) and the philosophical (or disciplinary). The intimated ‘joke’ of such an arrangement, as being played out by this economy of insight-formation, is that we cannot have the latter phase without the co-existence of all three phases (and where the systematic existential builds upon this through the inter-mediation [as an ongoing, overall working suspension] of this entire economy, albeit as embraced super-economically?). Giving us access to both the critical in its emendation of that pre-understood settings of that ‘stage’ along with the innovative advent of the relatively-radical that then, together, also allows the ‘theatrical’ nature of that relational situation to insightfully reveal the full nature of its phenomenal-phenomenological situatedness through the direct revelation of such representative-simulations, corrections, and innovations. (21)


Where, in this economy and its exhibition of both insight-formation and its parallel e/valuational formation, an ongoing working suspension ensures that this absolute approach desists from pursuing the bankruptcy of following the false siren of an absolutistical positioning. Where this continual invocation of a working suspension oversees the adequate and fruitful formation of an apposite degree of commitment underwriting the pursuit of existentially oriented processes of intervention through permitting unilateral responses of the first instance without, at the same time, falling non-authentically, into the motivational disposition of either an over-commitment of a strong absolutism nor the under-commitment of a weak relativism. Similarly avoiding all extremist forms of both ideological over-commitment to be found in strong positions and non-ideological under-commitment to be found in weak positions. Positively substituting suitable forms of a necessary commitment to be found in the application and overlapping of conjecturally well-fortified approaches that seemingly proffer both working-resolutions and working-solutions in our confronting all narrational anomalies that deserve to be suitably ameliorated, be that either definitively or through the definite success to be afforded through mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization (with the latter being the approximated retreatment of approaches, etc.). (22) 


What should we take away from these reconsidered shifts in philosophical thinking, etc? (23)


That the philosopher or metaphysician, the disciplinarian or the secularist, should dispense with either strong or weak forms of ‘position(ing)’, especially of a uni-referential disposition, and substitute ‘approaches’, especially of a multi-referential nature. Why?! Because such positional attitudes do not fully work as intended, and, in lived-reality we usually find a richer landscape when we no longer see it entirely through the narrow aperture of a single lens, and, instead, seek out those relevant approaches that mutually overlap and where, therein, there can emerge a much richer appreciation of that same landscape. A bit like a well-informed rambler wandering over an interesting section of the countryside who sees the geological stratification of that area along the horizon, in cuttings and the faces of cliffs, in the rocks brought down by creeks and rivers; who can see the quality of the soil from the perspective of a farmer well-versed in that terrain; who can see what original vegetation still persists despite the inroads of farming; who, from the formation of clouds, has a good idea of whether it might rain or not; who from the type of traffic upon the roads and the passing of trains has a good idea whether the economy is well-performing or in a period of decline, and so on. Should such a rambler put on a metaphorical pair of glasses that only allowed them to see exactly what those glasses would then allow them to see and you would surely think such a person to be not much more than a simple idiot for even wanting to permanently wear such blinkers! The lived-reality of lived-experience is much better seen through a succession of approaches and in this regard the disciplinary work of the professional should be no different… (24)


Paradoxically, in deconstructing strong (and weak) classical forms of philosophical positioning, such as, e.g., realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism, absolutism and relativism, I have been forced to concede that a role does exist for these modified non-weak/non-strong conjecturally well-fortified positions if they be better conceived of as approaches that are best invoked when the relevant circumstances seem to suggest a profitable uptake of a suitable mix of such candidates. As a case in point, much of science is approached from the mis-advertised declaration of the positioning of a realist, but, in quantum physics, e.g., and in its dealings with entanglement and other anomalous phenomena, the insisted upon localism of a quantum realism just makes neither experimental nor theoretical sense. Or, in contrast, in the resignation of seeing a ‘dualism’ between classical physics and quantum physics,
 or between matter and energy, or in attempts to incorporate gravity in both worlds, etc., transformational operations between these frames of reference would not be possible in the non-relational ‘economics’ of any form of a strict dualism. So, as tempting it must be to persist with a short-sighted sense and semblance of positioning a much more profitable middle path to take is the overall ‘pragmatics’
 of invoking and integrating, where possible, a mix of approaches that seemingly appear to afford a greater degree of potential success in that multidisciplinary approach to such research. I suspect that that is what usually happens but that a more strict conventional attitude to the performance of disciplinary genres, as major discourses, might override the uptake of such approaches in the dissemination, say, of an unofficial report or official reporting. Just as those who insist on the functioning operations of an impossible strongly stated positioning defectively misrepresent what they are actually doing given that they just cannot do ‘what they say they are doing in the first place’. Fortunately or unfortunately, as to how the situation arises, in all professions there is an official way things are done, according to voluminous policy manuals, and, the unofficial way things are actually done since to follow official procedures would be, more often than not, either impossible through contradictions in those policy formulations or would realize defective forms of research or practice, and, as intimated, unofficial patterns of behaviour are more usually invoked because those techniques are quicker, more productive, more effective, and more successful… despite the inevitable obstructions and distortions inadvertently embedded in the over-systematization of prescriptive patterns of behaviour that must inevitably misrepresent both the descriptive and the proscriptive aspects in that type of situation that ultimately cannot be separated from the former, and v.v. Not that policy manuals have no place in the functioning of an organization, just that they should be cast as generalities and expectations, and so on. Just as, in a similar manner, ethical principles should be seen as ethical guidelines resonant with their cultural settings and not enshrined as Ethical Principles where it can be shown that they must both inevitably and interminably conflict as much as the proposition of any theological declarations on the identity of the Divine when ideologically driven from an absolutistical sense of positioning. (25)


Hence, one of these primary reconsiderations that I have had to reconsider is that disciplinarians, in each and every discipline, should desist from locking themselves into an ideological sense and semblance of a uni-referential position and, instead, adopt and adapt a mix of relevant approaches that appear to proffer the sought-after working resolutions and working solutions desired by that professional. That, in this regard, the philosopher is no different from any other disciplinarian in such matters. (26)


So, this de-positioning of positions granted, along with a substitution of overlapping approaches, what are the ramifications of this particular ‘disciplinary shift’?  Just how should the professional proceed in a rehabilitation of their discipline in this regard and what other disciplinary shifts should also be accepted and instigated (in the light of the findings of this series of essays written under this rubric of ‘Reconsiderations’? (27)

2. The Rehabilitation of the Philosophical Discipline, etc?


The professional disciplinarian cannot live behind the walls of an impregnable fairytale castle of their own imagination! Think about it carefully, explore the deeper implications of this metaphor as an analogy. Let us say the ideologue in question is both a rampant and earnest realist. They have defined themselves as a ‘realist’ and seriously wish to strongly maintain that impossible sense and semblance of a position. Why is such a position impossible? Because it can be neither attained nor obtained, indeed, just cannot be uni-referentially appropriated… be that in, or of, or through itself alone. Then, we should understand, in the same vein, that no perspective can be completely exhausted or, for that matter, completely non-exhausted, therein, unable to be entertained from some aspect or other. To manage either a pro-orientation or a contra-orientation, either positively or negatively, respectively through some form of an affirmation or negation, an absolutistical indubitability or dubitability just cannot be arrived at. Of course, when confronted by the ridiculous we make a bet that such nonsense is more than likely not something we will confront in lived-reality and act accordingly. That, indeed, is common sense. However, to seemingly maintain a strong positioning, in the realization of an ideological vision of a position, this misguided visionary has to decide, consciously or not so consciously, just what they do not subscribe to. A realist, more often than not, I suspect, is in a misbegotten dance with some version of an idealist and, subsequently and consequently, defines themselves accordingly, as not such a misshapen specimen. Even before the times of Plato and Aristotle we find this pathetic ballet being acted out between ideological rivals and followers, say, between the supporters of Parmenides versus Heraclites. A continuously controversial, interminably insoluble battle, say, among the Scholastic, e.g., as entertained between Universalists and Nominalists, and continued, e.g., with Locke and Berkeley, and somewhat re-enacted between, e.g., the ahistorical Categories of Kant and the concrete specificity of Hegel, even within and between the Continentals and Analysts
, and thence, unfortunately, ever onwards into the Twenty-First century. (28)


Now, in order for the positionalist to define their working sense and semblance of positioning they have to also extend some form of a temporary, hypothetical credibility to their opposing opponent or opponents as (impossible) positionalists in their own right. Already, this necessary strategy involves them in an apparent bimodal operationalism where ‘economics’ demands, as outlined in these essays, the perspective of a transformational economy (say, of ‘retreatment’). In order to outline their position, through a process of ‘positioning’ (that cannot be uni-referentially attained or obtained, i.e., appropriated solely on its own terms) it follows that they must be at least covertly ‘bimodal’ in this process of definitional thematization. Then, furthermore, given the trimodal economics of such transformational processes, this apparent bimodalism has to be reinterpreted trimodally, etc. Moreover, through evidential research, adequately conducting suspensions and noting the consequential ramifications that follow on in the wake of the automatic invocation of de-suspensions, along with other disciplinary techniques, either advertently or inadvertently adopted and adopted, say, through various forms of complexification, valid forms of argumentation, revalidation of conformal truth determinations, etc., it follows, given this complex patterns of approaches, that that sense and semblance of their process of positioning, in lived-reality, can be none other than multi-referential in its ensuing constitution. That the false declaration of a uni-referentialism is only an illusion and should be seen as such, and where the professional ramifications of this quite radical disciplinary shift should be accepted and duly acted upon in an ongoing rehabilitation of the disciplinary field that that reformed disciplinarian will now better represent. That understood, we can ask, ‘can this representative formulate an effective sense and semblance of a working integration of such perspectives?’ Or, ‘are they no better than either a weak relativist, who simple accepts a conflicting diversity of perspectives, or, a strong relativist, who gives their ideological consent to this chaotic world of diversity given that an infinitude of perspectives could be approached and that among the same there must always exist a small set of perspectives some of which might be judged to have some degree of relevance in their overall research and, therefore, should be ‘progressively’ entertained through approaching that particular type of disciplinary research through that perspectival mix of aspects regardless of whether that overall approach be relatively integrated or not so integrated?’ But, having dismissed the weak relativist as irrelevant, as they cannot systematically act in this world at large as a weak relativist, and duly deconstructed as strong relativist, given that they, too, cannot maintain the economic isolation of a pure uni-referential positioning, it follows that we must now ask, instead, ‘is it possible for a modified relativist, through a conjecturally well-fortified series of approaches, to entertain a relative, working integration of such perspectives?’ (29)


Of course, when we find an ideologue pointing in a certain direction towards their imputed ideological ‘residence’ we easily understand in which direction they would be if they we were to head in the same direction. However, such a miscreant is to be found metaphorically lurking there outside these imputed ‘walls’, no doubt either pacing backwards and forwards or, from time to time, circling the heart or imputed center of their enterprise, but, not being able, even themselves, to lay claim to these impregnable defenses that just cannot be entered. A process of pure positioning just cannot be entertained, able to be somewhat circled, but, never fully appropriated because a non-referential sense of a relational-reference just cannot be envisaged! Like bit like cutting a stick in half and hoping to find only a one-ended pointer… (30)


Fortunately, for the positionalist, they can immediately cut their losses by understanding that in an apparent process of ‘positioning’, effectively, they are approaching a certain state of affairs that in being provisionally accessed, from a certain set and series of approaches, is enriched accordingly. That in giving up what they do not and cannot possess they regain an appreciation of what was and is already to hand, and, from that positionless-position, can now assume a more open attitude of mind wherein they can work towards making a conformal form of progress as they recognize, encounter, and engage those more relevant forms of access they are already working with, and, moreover, will also be discovered along the way. Understanding, at last, that any one perspective, being inexhaustible, can be neither exhausted nor non-exhausted, neither absolutistically appropriated nor absolutistically non-appropriated, and, furthermore, that being given the opportunities of an infinitude of perspectives, they should search for those that relevantly proffer more productive possibilities for insightful discernment. That, over the course of their theoretical research, professional practice, and self-critical critique, therein, act accordingly and inevitably discover the potentially radical, innovative possibilities of their discipline. An ‘attitude’ that is preferably enacted through this explication of a multi-disciplinary approach that collectively fosters the emergence of a trans-disciplinary sense of a trans-disciplinary insightfulness. Since neither just a unimodal approach nor a bimodal approach nor a closed trimodal approach can be exercised (through the necessary irruption of non-economic patterns of causally instantiated resolution) it follows that their professional success, either wittingly and/or unwittingly, is the result of a multi-perspectival form of an inter-relational ‘rapprochement’ as the only productively working, methodological pursuit actually functioning in their ‘town’, so to speak… (31)


Rather than ideological disputing other ideologues, in a process that has been proven to be relatively unproductive overall, with very little in the way of innovations to be discerned along the way, the disciplinarian is now ready to demonstrate the relative worth of their discipline, or, rather, their ‘working set and series of disciplines’ co-opted to fruitfully elicit ‘working resolutions and working solutions’ to the problems they would have been originally consulted upon by either non-professionals or fellow disciplinarians across a wide range of disciplines, be they acting as either professionals or amateurs.
 (32)


What should disciplinarians hope to gain by discarding positions and, instead, working through a range of relevant approaches? Then, too, what other methodological shifts in disciplinary behaviour could also be profitably adopted and adapted? (33)


The ongoing re(-)normalizing of method, etc., that effectively works towards greater degrees of an integration of various working perspectives through an overlapping of insights better able to be cashed out in more practical and critical terms of reference. Through the progressive refinement of such incremental approximations entailed in the ongoing economy of normalization more productive forms of resolution will be critically worked towards and where, along the way, the advent of innovative forms of relatively-radical re-consideration will also need to be taken on board, and v.v. Where, as previously noted, the radically-radical, if it is to be fully appropriated needs to be approached through an incremental series of relatively-radical steps that, through putative hyper-economic processes re(-)appropriation at the level of the super-economic can then take on a more conventionally critical facet or aspect and sense of a perspectival sense and semblance of ‘place’ in our interpretations of more reintegrated, re(-)self-organized versions of an overlapping vision of a multi-aspectival world at large… (34)


Other disciplinary shifts also needed, as suggested in this series of essays, will be explored under the following headings, namely, An Anti-Representational-Representationalism (paragraphs 36-50); The Critical and Radical Rehabilitation of Classical Disciplinary Approaches (53-55); The Revelatory Nature of a Working Relativism (Courtesy of the De-Suspension) (56-59); The Necessary Acceptance of Economic, Non-Economic, and Super-Economic Approaches in Disciplinary Forms of Enquiry (60-66); Treatment of the Meta-Philosophical as both Metaphysical and Inter-Ordered in Orientation (67-84); The Necessary Treatment of a Bimodal Operationalism Through an Economic Lens, etc (85-86); An In-Depth Exploration of a Working ‘Pragmatics’ (87-hh); and, How Radical Innovations are to be Properly Addressed and Critically Appropriated (mm-ll). (35)

An ‘anti-representationalism’ (as an ‘anti-representational-representationalism’) should be a given, but, how a language, e.g., etc., represents the lived-reality of lived-experience should also be appreciated from a textual perspective for how else could a discipline be entertained and disseminated? Let me explore what this working, dialectical relationship between the anti-representational approach (contrary to that disseminated in a ‘Traditional Metaphysics’) and textualized forms of a representational approach (in a radically reconstituted ‘Contemporary Metaphysics’) entails? (36)


A person who both adequately and suitably exercises an anti-representational approach is a witness to the fact that certain disciplinary transgressions, as explored, e.g., in this essay, should not be tolerated! Basically, all those transgressions as evidenced in the exercise and dissemination of all impossible strong forms of positioning. As an ‘exemplary’ case in point, the errant realist goes beyond (in transcendental-like terms of reference) the natural terms of an intentional objectivity in a speculative extrapolation to a putative sense and semblance of world that just cannot be engaged in any form whatsoever since what is impossibly beyond such intentional objectivity is well and truly ‘beyond’ those defined terms of reference, whereas, in lived-experience, we have no need for such impossible terms of reference and can live quite happily what we can already access or could possibly approach through those means available to us. All else is an ‘interpretation of such speculation’ and should be treated accordingly, i.e., as an interpretation without a direct evidential basis that should not displace those interpretations that that re found to access an evidential dimension of lived-experience. In other words, such speculations do have a highly circumscribed conventional role in how we envisage this world at large, albeit in inter-dependent rhetorical, metaphorical, and apparitional terms of reference, but, that such extrapolated projections cannot substitute for those interpretations that are either directly and/or indirectly engaged. Just as an experience of the concretely present could not be envisaged without a both a past orientation and a future orientation, i.e., economically, etc. Or, more simply, the speculative only exists within the confines of a speculative economy, and, should not be allowed to transgressively infringe those limited terms of reference. (37)


So, the affirmation of an anti-representational orientation affirmatively excludes what correctly can be either represented and/or what should not be misrepresented. (38)


So, having already excluded the relatively misrepresented just what can be represented and how is it already being represented in and through our use of language? (39)


E.g., this ‘set of ten one-dollar coins’ represents, in total, ‘ten dollars’, and, where these ‘same ten coins’ could be substituted with a ‘ten-dollar note’. However, if I were to unwittingly give you a ‘forged ten-dollar bill’ for those ‘ten one-dollar coins’, then, if you were to eventually discover that that ‘bill was forged’ then this relationship of a note ‘that represents ten dollars of currency’ obviously breaks down. Ostensively, nothing has changed except how we now represent, either before ourselves and/or others, that ‘fraudulent ten-dollar bill’ only represents ‘the forgery of a ten-dollar bill’ and ‘not a legitimate item of official currency’. In other words, what we these various representations represent is a matter of tuning into conventional processes of translation along with a working pragmatics as to the utilization of such representation beyond their most basic form of representation. So, here, e.g., this ‘fake ten-dollar bill’ is a ‘pretentious piece of paper pretending to be something it is not, namely, a ten-dollar bill’. Hence in this instance this ten-dollar bill either represents ‘ten dollars of currency’ of or not much more than a ‘pretty, deceptive piece of paper’, but, at the same time, remains represented as a ‘printed piece of paper’. In recognizing, as in this situation, a process of mis-interpretation we are merely re-ascribing different textual values to these more basic forms of representation. So, this ‘piece of paper’, that had I interpreted to be a ‘legitimate ten-dollar bill’, is actually only ‘the forgery of a ten-dollar bill’, admittedly very well done, but, for all that, not ‘legal tender’. From a pragmatic perspective we know that we should not present it as if it were legal tender. Then, again, from a more pragmatical perspective we might want to pass it on to someone else in the hope that they do not see through the intentional deception being enacted through this specific act. (40)


What an exploration of this analogy should highlight is that representation is arranged through various levels of interpretation of text whose interpreted alignments and non-alignments establishes the ‘currency’ of those interpretations if I am permitted to express that non-unintended pun. That breakdowns in such forms of circulation occur when we misinterpret such alignments and non-alignments within and between texts through either now correctly interpreting what had been misinterpreted or now correctly interpreting what had been previously misinterpreted. That, as an observation, we note that a more basic level of interpretation has to observe the requisite relative, transformational, isomorphic invariant for these interpretatively super-imposed processes of both re-evaluation and re-valuation to take place.
 (41)


Now, these textually based, conventional hierarchy of representations, as packaged in an overall form of representation, cannot be treated as just textual in orientation given these various processes of interpretation, misinterpretation, reinterpretation, etc. Let me explain. (42)


Let us assume that this old-fashioned ten-dollar bill is made from paper, not a fake, and is legal tender. This hand-written letter is just written on paper, and, not being signed by anyone famous or infamous is worthless as a piece of paper. Obviously, the paper in the ten-dollar bill has no intrinsic value (unless it just happened to be clearly signed by some famous or infamous person
). However, by convention, and in a collective trust in the financial system, that ten-dollar bill cannot be written off as just a worthless piece a paper since in accordance with those pre-understood conventions, that same piece of paper can do work, be exchanged or converted into an augmented bank-balance, etc. In other words, there are similar texts and different texts and we need to know the differences in their conventional status. Moreover, in critically appreciating these conventions for representation we are also entering into a meta-textual level of appreciation elevated by one meta-degree. E.g., in knowing ‘I banked a ten-dollar note’ I can check ‘my current balance in my bank account’ using my smart-phone and in ‘seeing’ that that first ten-dollars in the form of a bill is now duly registered as ten extra-dollars in that account I can rest assured, at least for the moment, that I have neither gained nor lost financially. In others words, representations, whether as perceptual-like simulations and/or their conceptual equivalent in accordance with conventional transformational rules dealing with such representations, effectively, are texts, as deposited in intentional terms of reference, albeit in a hierarchy of representative levels as a composite of conventionally recognized textualizations in their individually focused upon modes of representative reception. Just as, e.g., a non-forged ten-dollar bill is a special piece of paper or plastic and coins are usually made from a mix of metals, and bank balances exist in hierarchically organized electronic world of banking from computers chips to cloud processing, and so on. That, basically, representations are texts but not just texts since they have their ‘feet’ in this world at large
 and need to be appreciated in meta-textual terms of reference, etc., where rules for representation, rules for representational transformation, and their critical appreciation are somewhat bundled together on and between these levels in textual representation and where through alignments (observed through the reiteration of economic processes of re(-)alignment
) both establish and reinforce, and when applicable, transform such representational attitudes, etc. (43)


Now the key points to note here is that representation deals with ‘text’, ‘textual economies’, etc., and not speculative materials imputed to inhabit some form of an inaccessible world, be they extrapolated as existing there in a form nominated as either ‘noumenal’, or ‘the thing-in-itself’, or ‘any other unnecessary form of metaphysical furniture’ (and given a putative existence beyond what can be reasonably approached through the utilization of a reconstituted, inter-ordered ‘lens’, etc.). Moreover, what is even more important is the tabulation of alignments or non-alignments, along with transformational re-alignments, and so on. So, e.g., ‘this piece of paper’ validly aligns with my notion of a ten-dollar bill that is legal tender’, whereas, in stark contrast, this ‘old, unwanted, handwritten letter is practically worthless’ and has been placed in the rubbish bin beneath my desk. Thence, as a provisional definition, we can redefine ‘the act of representation’ as ‘the conventionally understood treatment and appreciation of a text in terms of what it conventionally is seen to represent within a hierarchy of textual levels, in terms of its valid processes of transformation, and in terms of its overall pragmatics. (44)


As almost cast in the form of a joke, for a number of reasons, the uni-referential positionalist is like ‘the self-proclaimed occupier of a castle who, lurking around its impregnable walls, just cannot enter their imagined residence’. It’s all an illusion, indeed, quite a delusion too! How embarrassing! (45)


The possession of representations is a similar farce. The metaphorical roots of representations are in the world, but, what we attempt to appropriate is just through the presentation of texts, etc., along with various strata of conventional interpretations further imposed upon the same. We might be tempted to say, for a few moments before its retraction, that the metaphorical ‘roots’ of the roots of a tree are imputed as even more unseen in the soil beneath that tree. But should that tree be lifted to be transported to another location, those roots can now be seen and directly textualized, but, the metaphorical roots of roots, as non-roots, cannot be seen, can never be lifted, and, therefore, can be safely dismissed as irrelevant to us since the very exposed roots of this tree are now just as much directly represented through texts as that tree itself was and still is, and, importantly, that is all we need to run this economy of an imputed tree (besides the non-economic and its super-economic appropriation through an equally imputed hyper-economic form of appropriation). ‘Texts all the way down and all the way up’ so to speak whilst understanding that only as texts qua texts has that tree any lived-import in lived-experience. That, furthermore, even as ‘texts’ they cannot be reduced to mere texts in any textual economy since to economically isolate the same in that impossible manner is to lock ourselves outside their conventional usefulness, their utility and value, and so on. Just like the extreme, ideologically over-committed uni-referentialist whose position is an impregnable castle they cannot even enter. Moreover, as noted, and to be stressed, that the critical, and sometimes radical, appreciation of texts is not textual per se, being meta-textual or trans-textual, etc. That through alignments and non-alignments, as realized through an ongoing working economy of re(-)alignment, through treatment in terms of either phenomenological distinctions, hermeneutical relations, and/or the transformation of (both non-systematically and systematically oriented) existential inputs and outputs, we travel through a psychic world of both the relatively virtual and the relatively non-virtual in a manner that far exceeds any mere reductions to the representative appearance of texts as mere, intentionally deposited traces scratched out upon this imagined fabric of this world at large. (46)


It’s all an illusion, indeed, quite a delusion too! How embarrassing! Of course, both illusions and delusions, along with all other forms of misinterpretation or mendacity cannot be just mere illusions or mere delusions, and so on. The illusion is still situated in the world, and, likewise, the deluded person is just as must still in this world. Otherwise, we would not be able to intuit that they are ‘deluded’ and to what extent ‘their partial re-writing of this world as lived is being falsely entertained’, since this overall life-world, this seemingly integrated world-of-life would be there for neither of us. That, that being the case, it then follows that the imputed integrity of a position deserves to be thoroughly deconstructed, still, in living in one world, this world there for us, that an assortment of miscellaneous, but relevant, approaches can be entertained through a lens of integration. Just as much as it is possible, e.g., to focus on a text and then read it whilst neither imagining that it substantially exists in itself pre-representatively or that it has no existence other than as a pure illusion without metaphorical ‘roots’ in the co-called overall world-of-life. This overall world-of-life being this collection of major and minor life-worlds whose membership in the latter we might have circumscribed access to, but, whereas, with respect to the former, this life-world, as a realm of lived-experience, it is impossible for us to have a ‘denial of access’ as long as we have a life-to-live other than through that inevitable transformation of state simply known as ‘death’. (47)


That, even both illusions and delusions, along with alleged misrepresentations and lies, all have one thing in common, that, like all texts, they must possess a certain degree of gestalt integration in their intentional deposition since a certain degree of textual integration must be both present and evident because without that requisite degree of qualified integration
 such texts, regardless of format, could not be approached and formed, therein, deposited, and, consequently, could no longer be either read or written, be either reread or rewritten, and so on and so forth. (48)


That in a recognition, encountering, and engagement with this qualified integration of textual formation we make our equally qualified passages through this world at large, both individually and collectively. Recognizing, encountering, and engaging others through these qualified and relatively integrated forms of ‘approach’ that through overlapping impart this lived-illusion of ‘our being with others’, but, at the same time, neither with absolutistical understanding of the other nor with a complete degree of non-comprehension since, then, there could have been no recognition, no encountering, no engagement with the other in the first place, etc. Where, on one hand, we do ‘read’ people
 somewhat like a book, and, yet, on the other hand, they will remain forever mysterious… even unto themselves… otherwise life would be very predictable and boring… thankfully, ever presenting this existential challenge that all things can only be approached through an array of overlapping approaches and never through the illusion of one path only! That paradoxically, to walk a single path, one can never arrive… that the appearance of walking in a certain direction, thankfully, is only the result of a process of imperfect prioritization since along the way we will also find ourselves having to walk in other directions as well, albeit as sequentially organized, one after the other... and in that illusory sense ‘we only seem to arrive’ as ever a ‘work in progress’ when we think and feel we have ‘found some rest’ along the way… (49)


Ever making ‘progress’… that can be even more so easily lost… Where, either ‘insightfulness’ or a so-called ‘enlightenment’, can appear to be arrived at though unilateral responses of the last instance, etc., but whose interpretations will persistently remain to be forever deciphered… being grateful, finding gratitude, that what is given with ‘one hand’ is not completely taken away by ‘some other’… (50)


In The Seventh Book…
 I defined ‘pro-relational’ and ‘trans-relational’ as equivalents, but, in the previous essay
 I redefined ‘ahistorical’ and ‘pro-relational’ as Object-oriented and ‘trans-historical’ as Ego-oriented economically, whilst elsewhere, I have defined ‘trans-relational’ with ‘trans-subjective’. Therefore, in order to regularize these categories and their respective economic classifications let me proffer the following scheme and its parallels (through economic complexification):

Hermeneutic/World

Phenomenological/Object 
    Existential/Ego
Relational


Pro-Relational


    Trans-Relational

Historical


Ahistorical


    Trans-Historical

Inter-Subjective

(Embodied) Subjective
    Trans-Subjective











(51)


Now, in tripartite economy of the super-economic we can also refer to economic relations, non-economic relations, and hyper-economic relations, etc., along with the subsuming of the former within the super-economic (through super-economic inter-mediation). That granted we can then make the comment that the disciplines of philosophy, etc., have hardly started without a recognition of the economic, etc. An observation that will be expanded upon later in this essay.
 (52)


Let us now explore the critical and radical rehabilitation of classical disciplinary approaches like, e.g., realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism, absolutism, and relativism, etc. In the ‘position’ (as an approach of either) a weakly conjectured (phenomenal-phenomenological) form (or hermeneutically oriented format or existentially oriented formation) must be discarded as basically ineffective. In the opposite direction, an ideologically extreme positioning can also be rejected, but, this time, on the impossible grounds of it not being able to be visualized or conceptualized in any format whatsoever. However, should it seem that this impossible position(ing) is being productively worked with then we must assume that either this formulation is not exemplifying the impossibilities of an absolutistical form of positioning and/or a defective set of stratagems are being substituted for the former that can only cast the illusion that that ideological position in question is capable of being productively workable, etc. That between these two extremes of the ineffective and the non-effective (or the defective substitution of some other form of an apparently productive transformational-transitioning) we have the possibility of the conjecturally well-fortified that ceases to be a style of ‘positioning’, but, rather, a relatively integrated pattern involving the metaphorical triangulation of overlapping approaches (along with the working assumption of a simultaneous concurrence of informational contributions that, equally, in a final analysis, must also be dismissed along with the very concept of an absolutistical sense and semblance
 of position or positioning). (53)


So, interestingly, we now have a lineup of ‘once disreputable characters’ but in our overall treatment of a ‘collective sense of an approach’, or ‘rapprochement’, we must carefully observe the rehabilitation of these philosophical approaches without falling into the old ways of these erstwhile extremists and where our best insurance is to continue to maintain an overall working suspension (i.e., extensive suspension) where any return to the position of a uni-referential ‘positioning’ is to be diluted and relegated to merely acting as either an isolated rhetorical manoeuvre and/or a metaphorical image and/or that of an apparitional appearance, and where such individual contributions must now be viewed as qualified inputs and not as unqualified outputs. Or, in other words, ‘use what is useful but do not use what should not be used’. Or, again, through remediation, ‘deconstruct what should be deconstructed and reconstruct what should be reconstructed when and where these two processes can be seen to work together’, and, where, from an existential perspective ‘we can either argue for and/or demonstrate either the relative creation, preservation and/or conservation of a positively oriented e/valuational formation’. (54)


E.g., one form of a collaborative approach is to assemble a well-fortified absolutism and a well-fortified relativism and through a transformation treatment of the former introduce, through ensuing metafication, a working meta-philosophical/reconstituted metaphysical rapprochement in the ensuing economy to be entertained between these three moments, respectively, of the relatively hermeneutical and existential and their mediation in the form of the meta-philosophical, i.e., the metaphysical in its inter-ordered reconstitution. Where, by the introduction of the latter, we can then bring through that form of mediation, a variety of inter-ordered (and ordered forms) of treatment that, from and inter-ordered perspective, would include contributions arising from inputs/outputs from the semantic, the psychological-sociological, political, economic (in its transactional sense with or without a financial orientation), scientific and historical concerns. Furthermore, in this hypothetical economy (of a qualified absolutism, a qualified metaphysicalism, and a qualified relativism) it is my contention that in such an overall approach, through such selective mediation, that that experiential form of relativism would be revelatory and where the revealed quality of its production should parallel and match the overall quality of its organization, or, rather, re(-)self-organization. Where, as a ‘chaotic phenomenon’, it is to be hoped that the irruption of the non-economic sub-economy would reveal those transformational solutions that suitably resolve our problematic interpretation/s of that current situatedness in question. Thence this segue to the next innovative theme on this list, namely, the surprising implication that a well-fortified relativism should progressively reveal the thematization of the resolutions provoked through the de-suspension of that process of treatment already in progress should the relevant circumscriptions, qualifications, and limitations be duly observed… (55)

Now, I am going to argue for ‘the revelatory nature of a working relativism’, albeit courtesy of the suspension, or, rather, the automatic invocation of the ensuing uniqueness of a definitively resolved sense of the de-suspension. The imposed flatness of the suspension cannot be maintained in the de-suspension of that suspension and what irrupts from the continuous outputs of the de-suspension should reveal something of that which we are directly engaging (since through a natural definition of the ‘relational’ we can only engage ‘what we are directly in a relationship with’). (56)


This definition of the relational is demonstrated in intentional experience when if we are visually perceiving a visual object or object-state then ‘subjectively’ we are automatically visual perceivers’. That this transformational rule applies to all intentional fields s well as pre-intentional experience and trans-intentional judgment. So, e.g., when I am in pain I am also subjectively experiencing pain (even if also cognitively translated in and through both intentional and trans-intentional terms of reference). Similarly, if I am making a mathematical judgment then I am making a mathematical judgment (and thence this evaluative process of a mathematical trans-intentional judgment and its delivery, hopefully, of the valuation of its intentionally constituted mathematical content). (57)


In this regard, if we were to look at a glass of water then the relational immediacy of this experience is indicative of this well-fortified sense and semblance of a relativistical form of judgment suitably performed through the critical auspices of a prior well-formed and well-informed experience of a working suspension suitably conducted, etc. As long as I am awake, can adequately attend to the experiential contours of this experience then the glass of water I perceive is for all intent and purposes is the glass of water being currently held… and about to be drunk… (58)


Obviously, we do not need philosophers or metaphysicians to tell us ‘we are holding a glass of water’ when ‘we know we are holding a glass of water’. However, it is unfortunately that few disciplinarians can comprehend the fact that to experience our holding a glass of water we must do so through the overall economy of our being able to hold a glass of water and know that we doing just that. An ‘overall economy’ because, correctly, we are invoking a series of parallel economies that are actually being entertained through working processes of economic complexification, that, in this instance, mutually reinforce this conformally valid appreciation that, indeed, I am holding a glass of water. Where we can imagine these parallel economies would include economies of perception, judgment, intentional motivation, memory, conjecture (that ‘as I am thirsty’, therefore, ‘let me drink this glass of potable water’), consequential analysis, and so on. (59)


But, given this blindness to this inescapable fact of the economic, disciplinarians will wander hither and thither, in almost a random manner, and only covertly observe, inadvertently, on the whole, the dictates of an economic perspective. Sadly, along the way, inevitably trading ‘false positions’ for ‘the lived-reality of approaches’ in the misguided formulation of an ensuing ideological extremism that only deserves to be well-deconstructed, etc. But, lacking such insight, will remain ever beholden to such short-sighted ways of thinking and acting… (60)


However, even the arising of the interpretative powers of an overall economic lens is not enough since if we were to stop there we would be privy to only the eternal recycling of a virtual world of the intentional… unable to make decisions and never escaping the back and forth between the suspension and the de-suspension… a recipe no doubt for the paralysis of a permanent psychosis, a profound psychosis like that experienced by a catatonic schizophrenic unable to remain embodied in a working-body that no longer responds to intentional commands, remains mute, along with no deliberate directedness of movement except intermittently, in frustrated busts of activity that are immediately closed down through an endless process of decisive-indecision and indecisive-decision making.
 (61)


The point of these (impossible) ‘pure’ economic observations is that we cannot live by the economic alone. To move from the virtual formation of an intentional decision to its non-virtual, causal co-option we need to also invoke a non-economic realm, an experiential dimension where we can experience, through enacted processes of resolution, the irruption of unilateral-like responses of the last instance, etc. That through whose natural auspices we espy the chaotic nature of the very chaotic nature of intentional experience itself. Without trans-intentional judgment there could be no intentional content, and, judgment is performed through working-suspensions as initiated, e.g., through the interrogative rhetoric of questions, through analogical modeling, through the tentative and provisional invocation of apparitions of the literal, etc. Where through such irruption we either witness the mere iteration non-critical, the reiteration of the critical and/or the relatively more chaotic re-iteration of the potentially radical, i.e., the relatively-radical. Arguing, in the regard to the latter that the radically-radical just could not be comprehended unless approach through relatively-radical increment, increment by increment until the non-observation of the radically-radical is translated into these incremental appreciations of these now innovatively displayed, relative-radical increments. (62)

That this putative understanding of the relatively-radical and our non-comprehension of the radically-radical, unless the latter is reduced to a succession of interconnected relatively-radical moments, can be read as a sign that we also need to move to a super-economic level of appreciation wherein, through the imputation of the hyper-economic appropriation of such relatively-radical moments and their ensuing critical re-conventionalization, we can then realize the apparent significance of this aspect of radical experience when it can be finally discerned in a more full and meaningful manner, whose significance can then be communicated both to one own overall sense of self and to others able to witness the radical and innovative nature of such communications, that until such conventional re(-)appropriation, can be arrayed alongside neither the relatively non-critical nor the relatively critical. That, without the conventionalized appreciation of such innovative moments our status as humans would be little more than pre-programmed machines barely able to appreciate the significance of our ‘being together in this world at large…’ (63)


Thence this intuition, deserving greater detail, that the super-economic, through the hyper-economic, etc., conventionalizes that which is innovative, etc. (64)


Thence the import and relevance, of the professional disciplinarian, of this radical philosophical observation that we need to recognize, encounter, and engage these three aspects of the economic, the non-economic, and the super-economic and, therein and thereby, learn to both differentially distinguish and mutually accommodate the same! Otherwise, our professional efforts will be not much more than ‘the blind leading the blind…’ (65)

Hence the necessary acceptance of economic, non-economic, and super-economic approaches in all disciplinary forms of enquiry. (66)

To add a greater depth to our enquires we also need to note that in transformational ‘treatment’ and our review of the meta-philosophical, arrived at through metafication, is both ‘metaphysical’ and ‘inter-ordered’ in orientation. (67)


This equation was implied in Book 9 but, now, is explicitly argued for in this Book 12.
 How might this argument be explicated? (68)


First we must recognize that inter-ordered phenomena, like, e.g., scientific and historical forms of research, although inter-ordered in origination, are not necessary reviewed through a metaphysical lens due to either overt and/or covert processes of retreatment. On the other hand, a ‘philosophical’ review of products treated through metafication are necessarily ‘meta-philosophical’ and, by definition, are ‘metaphysical’, albeit as ‘reconstituted through the qualifying lens of an anti-representational-representationalism, etc.’ Where by ‘etc.’, is meant ‘whatever falls under a critical (and potentially radical) ‘pragmatics’ (as will be soon re-explored and then re-summarized in the next section)’. (69)


‘Inter-ordered phenomena’ entail ‘the collective range of individually focused upon processes of either reduplication or duplication of one of six distinctive types of ordered judgment’. (70)

Those six distinctive types of ordered judgment are atomistically analysed phenomenologically-semantic/semantically-phenomenological judgments (in a first trans-cognitive/cognitive order) and their molecular-aesthetical integration (in a second trans-cognitive/cognitive order), (non-systematic existential) deontological judgment (in a third trans-cognitive order),
 pragmatical judgment (in a fourth trans-cognitive order),
 possible-factuals (in a fifth trans-cognitive/cognitive order), and, actual-factuals (as provisionally treated ontical facts) (in a sixth trans-cognitive/cognitive order/s). This heuristic device has been explored elsewhere on a number of occasions. (71)


In these bimodal operations of symmetrical reduplication and asymmetrical duplication the transformational operation takes the distinctive complexion of the operator in the latter, and, in the former is elevated by one degree. So, e.g., fourth ordered cognitive perception of a possible factual state of affairs remains the perception of the same, whereas, the sixth ordered fact of a sixth ordered fact becomes the discipline of the historical review pertaining to the same. Just as a history of science is a history of science whereas, similarly, a history of history becomes a meta-historical form of review. Hence:

E.g., x1 of y1 = x1(of y1) whereas x1 of x1 = x2, etc.

E.g., x2 of y1 = x2 (of y1) whereas x2 of x2 = x3
…i.e., metafication is always an elevation by one degree in meta-status (and de-suspensional de-metafication is always a de-elevation by one degree in meta-status). (72)

Let me illustrate the equations above:

E.g., the conventionally true fact (61) of a perception (41)
 remains that fact of a perception (61), but, the (set of) fact(s) of a (set of) fact(s) gives us a history (62). Then, e.g., a history of a history gives us a meta-history elevated in status by one meta-degree (63), etc. (73)

Now, let us overlook duplication and focus, instead, on the reduplication of our six orders. Tabulated, this gives us the following inter-ordered scheme (as arrived at through the reduplication of the ordered):

Ordered Product



Inter-Ordered Product
11
Atomic Essential


12
Categorical Metaphysics

21
Molecular Essential/Aesthetic
22
Psychology-Sociology

31
Deontological



32
Political Execution

41
Pragmatical



42
Practical Economics

51
(Virtual) Possible


52
Science

61
(Non-Virtual) Actual


62
History (74)


Basically, this argument that ‘inter-ordered phenomena’ are ‘metaphysical’ in orientation, and v.v., only holds true when they are reviewed in their inter-ordered elevation through treatment. But, as is evidenced in fact, the disciplines of both science and history, e.g., are usually reviewed in a philosophical light and not in a meta-philosophical/metaphysical light which, as a fact, can be accounted for through transformational retreatment in which de-metafication returns productivity back to the relative object language (in a form assumed to exist before transformational retreatment). (75)

Thence this observation(al claim) that reduplication of an ordered judgment prior to its transformational retreatment is primarily ‘meta-philosophical’ in orientation and, therefore, primarily ‘metaphysical’ (as experienced in both its conceptual sense and phenomenological semblance). (76)

This claim now stated, what is entailed in these six metaphysically oriented orders as would fall under the general domain of a critical pragmatics? (77)

Through the reduplication of a phenomenological semantics we get a categorical metaphysics dealing with many traditional categories of experience, e.g., as pertain to the contents of intentional ideation, e.g., time and space; aspects of subjectivity-intersubjectivity; and ‘field’ phenomena (like possible facts and actual facts, etc.).
 (78)

Then, in a reduplication of the molecularity of phenomenal-phenomenological experience or the relatively more integrated, we come to an appreciation of the psychological orientation in which such states of affairs are reviewed in and through a psychological perspective, which, in taking an intersubjective approach, then takes on a corresponding sense of a more inter-subjective sociological aspect. Hence this not-definitively differentiated coupling of the psychological-sociological (in much the same manner that I have viewed the delineation of any one distinctive cultural world as not being able to be definitively isolated from the world at large. (79)

Under the reduplication of the deontological, and centered in an existential-pragmatics, the ensuing productivity is viewed though a political light from an executive sense and semblance of perspective (and not the ‘political’ when viewed through the ‘theoretical nature of a hermeneutical approach’ which pertains, generally, to the political in is legislating orientation). By such means, accounting for the exercise of a political perspective concerned more with the execution of the relatively non-virtual as arrived although the non-economic and its ability to enact the relatively non-virtual, etc. (80)

In a form of apposition to the former reduplicated order of political enaction we arrive at (through its retreated translation) the world of a practical economics, i.e., the world of business, finance, manufacturing, agriculture, services, etc. (81)

Then, through the reduplication texts dealing with the ‘potential’ or ‘possible’ or the ‘probable’ or the ‘potent’ we arrive at a world of the scientific. (82)

When, the reduplication of texts dealing ostensively with conventionally conformation of true facts qua true facts we arrive at the topic of history, or, rather, the discipline of the histories of the past, present and future (depending upon the orientation of the historical research in question, although as argued elsewhere, there can be pure history in the singular and neither can there be the isolation of a history of the past from a history of the present, etc.
). (83)

Therefore, with these caveats in mind, the prospect of transformational treatment qua treatment is instrumental in a meta-philosophical/metaphysical-like orientation. (84)


In a similar vein to the operation of treatment let me now focus on the resolution of the philosophical problem that automatically invokes a trimodal economy in order to relationally situate the bimodal nature involved in the working application of a sequential operationalism, etc. Where, in effect, this problem is resolved through the invocation of a trimodal economy of transformational retreatment.
(85)


By assuming a trimodal economy of transformational retreatment with the operation in question proceeding in the moment of treatment and whose productivity will be subjected to retreatment, and, thereby, restoring the original meta-level of representation as introduced in its initial moment of pretreatment. (86)


Overseeing this should be its critical, and potentially radical, supervision as exercised through the complex lens of an integrated ‘working pragmatics’. (87)


In its simplicity, a functioning ‘pragmatics’ is such ‘that, ideally, there is sought the path of least resistance in order to articulate that set or those sets of descriptions, prescriptions,  and/or proscriptions in a suitable set of approaches in an anti-representational-representational format that affords either the better creation, preservation, and/or conservational expansion of positive e/valuational formation for the quanta of intentional effort expended in arriving at this comparatively commendable process of enactive-interpretation with respect to the characteristics of that intentional motivation that oversees such considerations’. Or more simply, ‘whatever works for the least effort expended in such matters for the relatively better outcome’. (88)


But, to complicate matters a little further, we should also add, those techniques already referred to elsewhere, that strengthen conformal conformance through mitigation (of refinement of genres and conformal establishment of sixth ordered facts), remediation (through forms of interrelated deconstruction and reconstruction), ongoing re(-)normalization, and, an overall amelioration of motivational intent, etc. Hence the formula ‘well-informed and well-formed;
 well-deformed and well-re-formed; well-reformed and well-re-informed, etc.’ Or, in a formula that notes the same process of conformal alignment, i.e., through ‘re(-)alignment (through realignment, re-de-mis-alignment’ as a process of error correction, and re-alignment, etc.
), that may or may not re-write the current meta-status and needs of our current situatedness’. (89)


Suffice to say, that through the refined recollection of precedence and the conformal recognition of patterns, etc., that  this type of discernment can become easier over time although the appreciation of the relatively-radical can be like beginning to walk all over again, and again... (90)


But, that said, the pragmatics of a situated interpretation is somewhat complicated by the fact that a working pragmatics is centered in the third order of the deontological with subsidiary adjuncts in the harmonization of the aesthetic and the expedience of a pragmatical type of investigation, involves an existential overlay, and the primary objective being a resolution of that situation in question in order to enact patterns of behaviour in keeping with the tenor of such concerns. (91)


That an additional form of complexity resides in the necessity for causal intervention through the irruption of the non-economic, which, in turn, necessitates the imputation of its hyper-economic re(-)appropriation in order to re-conventionalize the advent of our comprehension of all relevant relatively-radical inputs and outputs, etc. (92)


Where, as a technical manoeuvre, we can postulate a parallel super-economic equivalent for all economic forms of mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization (with the latter being described, e.g., as the ongoing super-retreatment of perspectival approximations, and so on. (93)

That there is this pressing need to comprehend relatively-radical innovations whether as inputs and/or as outputs. Noting how critical and radical information is expressed, received, accommodated, and, despite being transformationally reformed in a radical manner, can then, itself, engineer a processes of critical reformation in the form of a new outputs, etc. (94)


A working theory of innovation demands that there be incremental alterations of representative content, usually on a relatively superficial level of organization, otherwise radical inputs or outputs take on an incomprehensible tenor if they cannot be conventionally accommodated within genres already in place or could be put in place. However, be that as it may, small incremental shifts in a representative form of modelling can, in turn, unleash forms of re-formation whose intensity or quanta of alteration is greater than that ascribed to the nature of that prior chaotically inductive precipitant. (95)


I have also argued elsewhere that chaotic induction results from prior precipitants, and that the ensuing pattern of chaotic re-direction takes either the form of an analytical bifurcation, a synthetic emergence, and/or, a change of phase in the logical subjectivity of the relational situatedness in question nominated as the recipient of such relatively-radical alteration (given it occurs over the space of either one added or one subtracted increment of input). However, more correctly, a suitable series of approaches should indicate on a deeper level of scrutiny, that all three chaotic orientations co-occur (given their relative individual status in overall economic terms of reference cannot be other than as economic correlatives situated within the same overall economy). (96)


In addition, we should also regard a chaotic process as equivalent to a relational process of  re(-)self-organization in which the chaotically re-directed changes are the product of that momentary shift in re-self-organization as sequentially enacted in that ongoing economy of re(-)self-organization. Where perfect resolution, if enacted, realizes the metaphorical death of that relationship. (97)

And where all else is collectively subsumed under the overall epithet of an implied process of  ‘amelioration’. (98)


Where the collective impact of these approaches can be seen to fall under the overall notion of a general ‘pragmatic’ (and to be differentiated from either weak or strong notions of either the variegated expedience of a fourth trans-cognitively ordered version of the ‘pragmatical’ and/or an ill-defined version of a ‘pragmatism’. (99)

3. The Pragmatic Turn


What is entailed in the making of this ‘pragmatic turn’ (as performed beyond the mere expediency of the pragmatical, and so on)? (100)

This specific ‘turn’ is to be defined beyond the expediency of a weak pragmatism that is merely pragmatical. Indeed, ‘pragmatics’, as an umbrella term, needs to be redefined beyond even a well-fortified pragmatism by including a philosophical integration of the following perspectives or approaches, namely, its centering in the in the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological
 with adjuncts in the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical; as having a positive-nihilistic form (that transcends a mere representative positioning); as being anti-representational but also investing in well-formed and well-informed forms of representation, etc., subjected to ongoing processes of non-suspension, suspension, de-suspension, extrapolation and non-extrapolation; and, above all, must also assume and express an existential orientation with an emphasis on relational enrichment without overlooking the non-existential richness of that same relationally-situated relational-situation… whilst, at the same time, be in a state of an overall conformity with our appreciation of its overall truth status or conformance. (101)


An enriched version of this ‘pragmatic turn’, is better expressed through the form of a narrative, that, in turn, can be further enriched through its transformational retreatment, etc.
 (102)

That, this complex understanding of a ‘working pragmatics’ is assembling from many concepts, observations, comments, etc., as made in this Book 12 and which, itself, is dependent upon all previous research. However, let me re-argue for the integrated-complexity of this concept of a ‘working pragmatics’ by marshalling both old and new arguments in order to briefly re-sketch out both the intent and impact of that complex definition of the pragmatic as re-sighted through the multiple lenses of an anti-representational-representationalism, etc. (103)

Furthermore, to give this set and series of approaches an overall unification let me refract them through a re(-)defining of ‘conformance’, i.e., ‘a conformal theory of truth determination wherein positions are deconstructed and reconstructed as approaches that are differentially-integrated/integrated-differentially (through the automatic invocation of the de-suspension, etc., the projection and de-projection of extrapolation, etc.), etc. (104)

Applying this technique for oversight to the following under these implicit headings of A Transcendence of the Merely Pragmatical (116-118), Acceptance of a Central Deontological Complexion (119-120), Being either Complemented or Supplemented with Aesthetical and Pragmatical Adjuncts (121-122), As Necessitating a Positive Nihilistic Approach (123-124), As Operating within an Anti-Representational-Representationalism (125-152), Invoking Extrapolated Non-Suspensions and Suspensions along with Extrapolated and Non-Extrapolated Suspensions and De-Suspensions  (153-169), As Accessing an Enrichment of Non-Existential and Existential Patterns of E/Valuational Formation (170-202), along with a Re-Defining of an Overall Approach to the Conformal Dimensions to Be Exercised in a Pursuit of a ‘Universal Pragmatics’ that Can Operate as a ‘Working Pragmatics’ (203-210). (105)

Simplistically, let us say that truth-telling, which must be present to some extent in all our narratives, is something we both tell ourselves and tell others. That if it cannot be expressed to some ‘other’, in principle, it is not something we can tell ‘ourselves’. Thence the implication of the first person both singular and plural. Moreover, there could not be an grammatical economy of the first person without either singular, dual (as a doubling of the singular), and plural along with the other two voices of the second and third persons). But, the existence of a narrative also implies narrational facts, a narration as preferencing a set and series of narrational approaches, and a critically oriented, but qualified, raison d’être as the motivation for the narration be that understood either covertly and/or covertly, and, where its ‘qualification’ must be understood lest ‘that narration be either effectively exhausted through either inaction through the non-exercise of that narration or finds exhaustion through some definitive form of a completed act of resolution (which then spells the metaphorical ‘death’ of that relationship). (106)


The appellations of ‘true’ and ‘false’ have no intrinsic value given that they are applied either affirmatively or non-affirmatively to the textual formulation of conjectural formations. Moreover, the ‘final’ application of such epithets to a certain formulation is the apparent end product of a concerted effort on ‘our’ part on the behalf of the cultural-intercultural world at large, as an overall world-of-life. As ‘he icing on the cake’, so to speak, since without the basis of a ‘cake’ there could be ‘no icing on that cake’. In other words, dispensing such appellations is dependent, first, on a pre-given body of knowledge that is generally held to be true or, at the very least, has to be accepted as true in order for these relatively superficial appellations to be then applied thereafter. Just as to perpetrate a lie, most details in your shared narrative, first, have to be co-accepted as truthfully valid. Otherwise, that lie could not be comprehended, and, therefore, could not be comprehended, in overall terms of reference, as either ‘false’ or ‘truthful’. E.g., even if one person were to tell their partner that ‘they had eaten the last two apples in the fruit bowl’ that were there this morning knowing that they had only eaten one, still, the other party accepts that there were two apples remaining in that fruit bowl that very same morning, and that, now, as none can be seen, therefore, they believe the claim ‘that both remaining apples were eaten by their partner’ was a reasonable report to have been made their partner trusting, at the same time, that their partner to be telling the truth. But, then having convinced the partner of the truth of this lie then presents the remaining apple, and then gives it to their partner. With a laugh at being duped the other party laughs and tacitly forgives the first party for having been told that comical deception. Without these pre-given truth claims there could be no final truth claim regardless of whether the latter is either ‘true’ or ‘false’. That such ‘final’ appellations of truth e/valuation depend upon the pre-existence of that pre-given body of knowledge that must be conventionally true, on the whole, at least hypothetically. Even questioning that immediate basis itself must expose an even deeper basis of an even deeper pre-given set and series of truth claims belonging to that field or domain. Just as, e.g., ‘whether Julius Caesar crossed or did not cross the Rubicon?’ is already dependent upon the existence of these logical subject of a person called ‘Caesar’, this existence of this river called the ‘Rubicon’, that the city of ‘Rome’, at that time, was the capital of the ‘Roman Empire’, etc. (107)


Hypothetically, this basis must be basically ‘true’ even if only accepted from an intersubjective conventional point of view. Thence the non-exhausted possibility that all facts used in a narration must bear some resemblance to lived-reality from an intersubjective, conventional perspective. Thence the ascription of ‘true’ or ‘false’ must only overtly apply to those relatively superficial conjectural formulations being focused upon as applied to or situated within this already pre-given body of knowledge, and, the same, in effect, must also be pre-understood by the parties privy to such meaningfully pre-understood communications entered into in either this topic, this domain, or field as approached in either a disciplined manner or from a relatively secular point of view. (108)


Furthermore, in line with the arguments of this essay, etc., no positions should be argue for, only approaches. Moreover, through sufficient number of positive forms of overlapping within or between relevant textual situations we can then define ‘truth’ as ‘the overlapping of suitably formed approaches wherein the ‘non-absence of non-alignments’ is indicative of ‘true’ or ‘non-false’, and, where the relative ‘absence’ of relevant forms of expected alignment is indicative of the appellation of ‘false’ or ‘non-true’. Truth determinations are also arrived at through a relative transformational isomorphic invariance reinforced through apposite forms of economic complexification. Let me demonstrate this broad claim. I.e., with respect to the relative presence or absence of textual forms of conjecturally reported alignment, etc; and where the former is further enriched through positive forms of transformational treatment that, hopefully, is either augmented and/or enhanced through suitably relevant commentaries that note apposite forms of alignment through economic complexification.  (109)


‘Conformation’ is ‘never mere confirmation in real-time or mere verification in non-real-time’. The appellation of conformally ‘valid’ or ‘true’, etc., is dependent upon the richness of re(-)iterated forms of interpreted re-alignment. A process that can be overtly or intuitively (covertly) reinforced through re(-)iteration, and further enriched through discerning an existential dimension to that degree when such an environment is relatively present or relatively non-present. E.g., by putting recently purchased apples in the fruit bowl in the kitchen, early that morning, and making the hopeful assumption that some of them will still be there by lunchtime tomorrow; a fact whose true conformal status is to be reinforced or de-reinforced through either direct perception and/or honest testimony, etc. Where a reasonable, transformational interpretation of the number of apples left in that bowl would contribute to a speculative history of the same. That, under the rubric of ‘complexification’ we note in what manner other archetypally aligned economically translated narrational economies enrich the understanding of those alignments already deemed to be valid, etc. (110)


Or, in taking another set of conjectural directions, discern to what extent forms of archetypal alignment delineate a non-existential richness and an existentially oriented enrichment through apposite forms of comparisons. (111)


Or, in following another set and series of arguments, we hope to delineate either the same basic conformal truth status or an ongoing amendment of the same. (112)


Truth claims are applied to conjectures suitably situated in their conjectural contexts. Moreover, conjectures are a mix of simply represented evidential, testimonial, and inferential claims in a contextual frames of reference already, more or less, ascertained in truth determinations already pre-formed, more or less, both in individual and overall truth claims. E.g., I remember putting six apples in the fruit bowl in the kitchen three days ago and that four had already been eaten by the end of the prior day. I enter the kitchen and look, and see those remaining two apples. Through pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment (and its posttreatment) apples are either being seen or not being seen. In this instance, I know that there were two apples left in that fruit bowls and thence this pre-given information as the initial basis for this act of perception. I look and see both this fruit bowl and apples within this bowl. I count the apples and find that there are, as expected, these two apples. And through the de-metafication of treatment, in a state of retreatment, I am now assured that there are two apples in that fruit bowl. Hence the isomorphic invariance of that fruit bowl and its two remaining apples in the form of a self-given testimonial, as found in its evidential treatment and conformation in the form of its retreatment whilst making the reasonable inference that those two apples were the same two apples seen at the end of the last day. Hence, in this instance, an isomorphic invariance between self-testimonial evidence, direct perceptual evidence, and a reasonable inferential interpretation (that the two apples seen were the same two apples seen the day before, and) that this represented state of affairs is correctly ascertained. (113)


Thence this ascription of ‘true’ to the conjecture of this represented state of affairs. (114)


Now, the conformal status of this conjectural basis understood, let me now articulate a working pragmatics in our interpretations of the former. (115)


The nature of the ‘pragmatical’ could be provisionally defined as ‘operating a set and series of functions in an expedient manner’, and, where by ‘expedient’ it can be defined as ‘the suitable application of either proper, appropriate, and/or apposite functions under the open rubric of either effectiveness, efficaciousness, efficiency, expeditiousness, stylistic elegance, and/or economical parsimony, etc.’ However, a working pragmatics should not be reduced to the expedience of the merely pragmatical! Why? Because a working pragmatics is open to a wide variety of inputs and outputs beyond the merely pragmatical. E.g., in the raison d’être of contracts we cannot formulate the same purely in terms of the contractual since without an apposite compactual basis a contractual arrangement would not be able to be conceived of let alone be able to be seen in the manner that it should operate! Where, by ‘should’ is implied the expected operations of a deontological dimension, etc. (116)


However, a deontological dimension does not contradict either the complementation and/or supplementation of a pragmatical adjunct. Let me explain. By ‘complementation’ is meant ‘the adding directly to the deontological complexion recast in terms of the deontological’, and, by ‘supplementation’ is meant ‘the adding indirectly to the deontological complexion in terms of the nature of adjunct nature (which can only be from the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical)’. Hence the additional richness and enrichment of various forms of pragmatical utility and stylistic clarity, etc. (117)


Expedience, say, maybe one way to satisfactorily resolve a problematic relationship, but, given a compactual basis to contracts and (all) other genres of social interaction it follows that a richer set and series of responses demand that we should usually entertain wider terms of reference beyond the merely pragmatical. (118)


Just how should we argue for the necessary existence of the deontological as central to a working pragmatic? (119)


The integrity of the relational dimension demands the ongoing resolution of relational dissonance and thence the existential basis for an authentic responsibility. This is, by nature, the sphere of the deontological along with its coinciding with the archetypal moment of resolution’. (120)


Thence the centrality of the deontological, albeit as complemented and supplement by its two adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical. (121)


Because processes of resolution also implicate an aesthetics of style, etc., and the expedited utility of functions, etc., in the joint formation of e/valuational formation (being, naturally, the experiential composite of the aesthetical, deontological and pragmatical contributions in the evolving formation of a personally-interpersonally oriented sense and semblance of e/valuation as ‘value’ is primarily understood as that ‘to be valued’ rather than as the ‘value of an operation’ as exercised in either the fields of semantics, hermeneutics, and/or factual assessment, etc.). (122)


The remedial deconstruction of positions and the reconstruction of approaches implicates a positive nihilism in line with an anti-representational-representationalism. ‘Nihilistic’ through the complete absence of a positional sense and semblance of substance and other misplaced allied concepts’, and, ‘positive’ by virtue of the fact that ‘through non-substantial approaches we recognize, encounter, and engage all forms of e/valuational formation along with the discoverable richness of the relatively existential and the inescapable enrichment of the relatively existential (although, more correctly, the relatively non-existential, both negative and positive in its comparative valuation, and the comparative positivity of the relatively existential are mutually co-dependent). (123)


Where a positive nihilism implies the operation/s situated within an anti-representational-representationalism can function, and v.v., and, furthermore, that without such an non-positional approach, being already in place, no form of productivity, either virtual and/or non-virtual in orientation, could or would be (non-economically) unleashed and duly registered (super-economically) by all the relevant parties concerned... (124)


What is locked impossibly into a position cannot change or shift, and, what has no location whatsoever has no logical subjectivity and likewise no ability to change. In contrast, overlapping can both transformationally change and transitionally shift in their effective locations. Where a critique of positions, after their deconstruction, leaves only approaches to interrogate rhetorically, metaphorically and apparitionally. i.e., economically, etc. (125)


Where, as noted, the appellation of a truth value is applied to the interpretation of the textual representation of a conjectural situation in terms of the relative concurrence or non-concurrence of either alignment, non-alignments or the non-applicability of the same. (126)


Therefore, the locus of this application of a conformal determination is proposed and tested within or between either informal textual reports and/or formal reportings when conducted on the basis of suitable forms of re(-)iteration. (127)


Thence the pragmatics of this overall approach since the determination of the conformal is neither just synthetically realized nor analytically imposed but economically simulated through a refinement of propositional-statements as exercised through well-fortified forms of relativism, etc., courtesy of suspensions and their de-suspensions, and so on… (128)


Through the relational directness and directedness of perception, conception, judgment, etc., when suitably conducted through the auspices of working conjectures and working suspensions all operating within a working pragmatics, etc. (129)


Where through re(-)self-organization an assessment of information is conformally appreciated in terms of its relative stability, etc. (130)


Where conformance demands the necessary-possibility of the requisite degrees and forms required for an re-iterated experience of identificational stability. (131)


Now, to make better sense of this complex notion of ‘conformance’ let me demonstrate how it applies in the citing of reports and reportings dealing with either evidential, testimonial, and/or inferential situations whilst understanding that all three orientations, effectively, are correlative facets of the economy of conformal truth determination. Where testimony has a hermeneutical orientation, evidence has a phenomenal-phenomenological orientation, and inferences are experienced in a non-systematic existential orientation which, collectively, explains why we can move from one orientation to another merely through forms of translation, etc., should the requisite pre-conditions, etc., be in place that would validly permit such forms of translation, and so on... (132)


Where by ‘and so on’ is meant interpretation, transformation, all forms of amelioration through mitigation, etc. (133)


E.g., I bought six apples to put in the fruit bowl in the kitchen yesterday. Today, I can assume some might have been eaten, but, in all probability, some will remain. The easiest way to ascertain the number of apples left in that bowl is to go to the kitchen and look, count those remaining apples should some apples still remain in that fruit bowl. But, today, I am not at home and in the city, so, I decide to ring someone who is and get them to tell me. I trust their verbal report. I have no reason to do otherwise. I am told there are four apples left. Usually, in this household, two apples a day get eaten, so, I can infer that those apples will be eaten before the advent of the third day. As I am passing through the fruit and vegetable market tomorrow morning on the way home I will buy a dozen mandarins as well as they are now in season... (134)


In a process of inference I assume some apples will be left, i.e., between 1 and 6. In a visual report, I am told 4 apples remain. In seeing and counting the remaining apples a first report of 4 apples is noted and then that report was then disseminated by telephone. The contents of that report being duly noted by myself. When I return home I place 12 mandarins in that same fruit bowl, but, in deciding to eat 2 after my evening meal know, through mathematical inference that that will leave 10. (135)


When I ring to find out how many apples are left I am in no position to actually ‘see’ how many apples remain in that fruit bowl, which is why I am making that telephone call, but, when told there are 4, I can easily imagine 4 apples remaining in that same bowl. Obviously, whatever ‘correspondence’ I am entering into it cannot be with those apples per se. But, in each and every aspect of these enquiries into how many apples are left, etc., we are dealing with textual forms of representation, namely, either informal reports and/or formal reportings. As a formula we can note that perceptions are textualized, conceptions are textualized, judgments are textualized, and all forms of appreciation are textualized accordingly be they philosophical or meta-philosophical, be they disciplinary or secular in origination. But, a single textual report or reporting in and of itself cannot be ascribed a truth value. Analytically, it is just a textual representation that may or may not be intended to represent a certain experiential situation. However, through transformational retreatment we can find forms of alignment and non-alignment both within and between texts, and, it is in these reoccurrence of the represented presentations or non-presentations of texts that a range of truth determination can be applied and ascertained accordingly. (136)


Hence this understanding that conformal truth determination is affirmatively applied to iterative forms of alignment that satisfy the requirements that sufficient degrees of alignment have been entered into (whilst also understanding that both indubitable affirmations and indubitable negations are neither required nor able to be perfectly instantiated be that through recognition, encountering or engagement). E.g., I think I see about six apples, and in counting them, I find that assessment to be correct. Yes, six apples were seen is duly reported, be that either to myself or to some other person or persons. I infer that that those apples will be eaten over the next two days. But, obviously, the product of my inference cannot be seen, and certainly not seen now, but, can be imagined, although it is also true that concepts need not be imaged as some concepts cannot be imaged, at least directly. E.g., I cannot precisely imagine, in visual terms, a crowd of exactly one thousand individuals, but, can substitute, what such a crowd of people might look like in general terms. Or give an instance of how an abstract noun might be instantiated, etc. Hence the only valid conclusion we can draw from these implicit arguments is that only through alignments between texts can we ascribe positive truth values to those same intersections that demonstrate such overlapping alignments. But, at the same time, a mere reduction to a logical level of explication must also surely fail. I can make a good guess as to how many apples might remain after a day or two, but, no logically constructed guessing is going to allow me to confirm in real-time that actual number of apples that precisely remain in that bowl at that moment of time when visually scrutinized. How do we account for this phenomenon of direct visual perception merely in inferential terms of reference? We don’t! However, all visual reports or reportings are inescapably textualized, and, it is through distinctive forms of cross-referencing that are permitted either within and/or between those text that we encounter processes of confirmation through re(-)alignment in real-time and verification in non-real-time be that through either testimony and/or inference (although,  more correctly, confirmation and verification is achieved through forms of textual comparison within an economy of truth determination that cannot be exclusively absent one or two of these correlatives of the evidential, testimonial or inferential (given that hermeneutic input dealing with genres of behaviour, narrations facts, etc., must already implicate testimonial forms of input, etc., etc.). (137)


But, as a potential counter-objection, it could be noted that if we were to choose for ourselves between a report or reporting that is basically testimonial, or primarily inferential, or directly evidential, surely, we would prefer to choose the latter? Undoubtedly, that would be correct. Especially if we were required to form a formal reporting on the specificity of a certain situation. But, an evidential representation still remains textual through its perceptual inscription, i.e., the textualization of its intentional deposition. Just as my statements that I can see x, y, and z obviously indicate that I am making textual reports or reportings about processes of intentional textualization that have already occurred, etc. How, otherwise, am I to disseminate such lived-experienced other than through their textualization, be that dissemination to either our own sense/s of self or some other person or persons. (138)


That, granted, how might we explain this preference? Because evidential reports are experienced with a greater phenomenological richness and enrichment (with respect to modal density, the intensity of those individual modalities, the bare re-iteration of thematic themes, etc., along with the contextual richness and enrichment of consilience (between perspectival approaches), salience (within a more influentially pronounced field), and propinquity (or standing), etc., etc. (139)


That, in this regard we could appeal to a well-fortified relativism on the grounds that in the suspension the automatic de-suspension reveals a textualized sense and semblance of  world that is not flat and will definitively reflect the distinctive non-flatness of our world at large from the perspective, albeit from those perspectives being entertained, etc. Where current forms of textual alignment discerned through suitable processes of reiteration imply the relational directness of such textualized perceptions; reiterative stability of such forms of alignment should that be the case which cannot be other than the case except superficially when it becomes duly noted that co-associated inferences are found to fail and, therein and thereby, inferentially indicate relative forms of non-alignment; etc. (140)


Thence the bones of an anti-representational-representationalism. (141)


But, as a potential counter-objection, granted that perceptions and conceptions might be textualized, but, surely, judgments cannot be textually generated given their appreciation of both textual reports and reportings must be meta-textual through metafication?  (142)


Then, retextualized through transformational retreatment! Where such a problem is no longer a problem when viewed through the lens of transformational retreatment in which judgments, in turn, are textualized through de-metafication! (143)


That it should also be noted, hypothetically, that alignments are not necessarily just re(-)iterated through evidence, testimony, and inference, but, also, through correlativity, complexification, ordered and inter-ordered forms of translation (such as aesthetic reinforcement, imperatives, probabilities, histories, factual ascertainment, etc.), etc. (144)


But, it should be noted, that as both traditional forms of representation and contemporary forms of representation must fail, so, too, must a mere theory of an anti-representationalism do likewise. That given the inescapable role played by representation in language what is required is an economy where the former is limited by the latter, and, where conformal truth determination is only realized through a suitable transformational appreciation of textual reports and reportings in terms of patterns of iterable textual alignments to be discerned in a mix of the requisitely required evidential, testimonial, and inferential materials with due standing, and not otherwise. (145)


So, evidential materials require the requisite temporal and geographical standing; and testimonial materials require the citing of the former in an intentional environment of trust; and, inferential materials require well-informed non-fallacious logical arguments with relevant conclusions, and, all of the aforementioned being well-fortified conjecturally, etc. Where ensuing dissemination is conducted through the form of a relevant narration. (146)

What are the ensuing ramifications of the overall integrity being apparently demonstrated through this type of philosophy given the appellation of an ‘anti-representational-representationalism?’ (147)


That, correctly, we cannot proceed without the invocation of working suspensions and the revocation of those extrapolations that either entail a substantial metaphysics and/or the extrapolated non-extrapolations of a negatively nihilistic metaphysics. Because without suspensions (as in an interrogative economy), no discipline could be commenced, and, that in the deconstruction of either the impossible and/or the ineffective all so-called ‘strong and weak positions’ should be duly dispensed with!  That, metaphorically, the ‘elite’ disciplinarian who subscribes to this program just mentioned deserves to have a ‘priority of seating’ since in conforming to such a well-disciplined method it stand to reason that such representatives deserve to be listened to. (148)

On the other hand, those who practice suspensions but persevere with either extrapolations or the extrapolation of non-extrapolations deserve to be regarded as ‘deplorable’ and afforded only a secondary form of seating... at some remove from the august presence of the elite. (149)


Then, again, sadly, those who practice neither suspensions nor the revocation of all forms of extrapolation can only be deemed to be ‘incorrigibles’, and consequently and subsequently, afforded only a tertiary form of seating... even more removed than the relegated seating of the deplorables. (150)


No doubt there are those hard-working, overt-committed disciplinarians who think along such lines, proclaiming their professions to be a gild of some importance that well deserves to be afforded such privileges and priorities. But, let us politely laugh at such misguided individuals. Because, in lived reality, we have to live our lives as members of an elite who are also both deplorables and incorrigibles. This is the implication to be directly drawn from a critical philosophy that espouses an anti-representational-representationalism. Without extrapolations there could be no suspensions and where, in lived-experience, in order to operate from a critical sense of perspective we need to be a participant in all three classes of such peoples, without the relegation of any one class or the elevation of one class over another. Thence the moral of this deconstructed image of the relative professional, amateur, and secularist. (151)


That a working disciplinarian needs to duly recognize the interdependent roles of suspension, de-extrapolation, and extrapolation in the healthy functioning of their discipline! (152)


Just what are these relationships to be observed between suspensions, de-suspensions, non-extrapolations, extrapolations, and so on? (153)


Indeed, without extrapolations (of a so-called ‘external world’) there could be no counter-extrapolations (of a so-called ‘internal world’); no suspensions without extrapolations, and no de-suspensions without suspensions in which the well-fortified conjectural suppositions could be interacted with within a working pragmatism. (154)


Where the hyphen in an anti-representational-representationalism indicates the economy of an anti-representational-representationalism, and a representationalism scoped by the limits of an anti-representationalism.
 (155)


Where all three aspects contribute to the working approach of a viable pattern of conformal truth determination. (156)


Thence the necessary joining of hands between so-called ‘elite disciplinarians’, ‘deplorables’, and ‘incorrigibles’. (157)


To be further reflected in the transformational formula of (the hermeneutical generality of) ‘manner’, (the phenomenal-phenomenological particularity of) ‘form’, and (the non-systematic existential specificity of) ‘degree’ as they are made to mirror respectively the demands of an anti-representationalism, representationalism, and an anti-representational-representationalism. (158)


Given that manner is scoped by natural limitations imposed by genre through an overlapping of semantic perspectives; that form is scoped likewise by the overlapping content discerned within relevant sets of perspectives, and the interplay between the former existentially reveals the specificity of the relationship in question in its degree as it is to be found in the specificity of its situatedness... as directly revealed through the quality of its conjectural origination. (159)


Thence the need for well-conducted conjectures, etc. So, e.g., I am thinking about finding something to eat (manner), namely this apple being seen (form), because I am hungry (degree). If I were merely thinking about eating that apple later, say, for lunch, it may well be that I am not currently hungry, say, having just eaten my breakfast, but, expect I would like to eat something for lunch but not too much in order to conform to my current diet of generally skipping lunch. (160)


Now this may seem trite, but the articulation of ‘manner, form, and degree’ does transformational justice to the projection of our intentions. So, e.g., if it were the case that I needed to find a certain book (form) in this university library on a certain topic (manner) because I have to write an essay (degree) by this coming Friday as part of my university course. Where manner is future expectations in the form of pretreatment, the form of the book, when found, is the treatment in question (namely finding this particular book on this type of topic) in order to use as the required information so as to fulfill this imperative of my current need to write, and finish, this essay and have it written before the final date of its submission. Where the existential specifics of this situation are such that I need to write this essay as a demonstration that I have understood this topic (and, sadly, these days, have resisted the urge to have it written by some AI application although the assembling of information for that essay is no doubt could well be marshalled by such means?). (161)


The transformational nature of this formula mirrors the dynamics involved in a process of transformational retreatment, namely, a process with the three phrases of pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment(/posttreatment) (along with mitigation, remediation and the ongoing approximations of re(-)normalization), etc., in the textual  amelioration of narrational anomalies, etc.). (162)


What are the ramifications of this de-positioning of approaches? That a triangulation of approaches needs to be fully recognized given the implicit inadequacy of just one or two approaches in substituting for the surety seemingly supplied in a unimodal positioning.
 In other words, an economy of approaches, at a bare minimum, is a trimodal economy of approaches along with the necessity for a non-economic style of resolution within the imputation of the hyper-economic within the imputation of the super-economic. (163)


Metaphorically we do not point with a ‘one-ended stick’. Just as we cannot have a ‘one-sided coin’. ‘Imagine’ if you could, and then speculate on the ‘tossing a one-sided coin’? There would be no point calling it, if we could, as we would know the outcome would be both the same and impossible. But, then could ‘we call the tossing of a two-sided coin?’ That, too, would be just as impossible, since coins are actually three-sided although, correctly, the possibilities of our call are bimodally constituted (unless the coin landed upright on this third edge). In the same vein, we now should know that a bimodal operation more correctly needs to be reviewed through a trimodal lens of a transformational-retreatment (or some transformational form of an equivalence). Hence, e.g., the introduction of the provisional slogan ‘manner, form, and degree’.
 (164)


Can we explicitly demonstrate this necessary trimodal triangulation of approaches in their ability to substitute for the apparent, but impossible, process that, otherwise, would be involved in this (impossible) ‘positioning of positions’? (165)


I see one remaining apple in that fruit bowl. But, since when do we merely see an apple other than, possibly, in the painting of a still life or in the work of a surrealist or as life-like plastic or wax ornament? Even, then, we could well ask if that painted image is well-painted or less convincing, what it might mean, what emotions you might feel when seeing that image, etc? We may see an ‘apple’, but, we would also see it as ‘either something to eat or not to eat?’, ‘whether it looks nice to eat or is perhaps not yet ready to eat?’ and, if judged as edible ‘when would be the apposite time we might like to eat it, and so on. Inevitably and invariably, it would seem, we do not just single-mindedly function along logical lines, as if a well-ordered train timetable (in the running of a single train on a single line), but, entertaining a dialectical array of digressions that ‘progressively’ enrich our overall appreciation of that intentional objective subjected to the variegated manner of these overlapping perspectives being sequentially focused upon in this set of current reflections that remains under that specific train of entertainment. (166)


In other words, we progressively triangulate our interests in overall world-of-life whether we recognize that state of affairs or not. At a bare minimum, we entertain open, trimodal economies of a non-positional orientation through a succession of approaches engendered on the basis of a succession of partially answered-questions proposed in terms of ‘manner, form, and degree’.
 Where, by ‘open’, is meant the non-closure of any one articulated economy of ‘manner, form and degree’ in the irruptive terms of its non-economic resolution, etc. (167)


Thence this dialectical-logic that replaces positional impossibility with the necessitated possibility of an ongoing, informative triangulation of approaches leading to the progressive enrichment and fortification of our co-associated conjectures in the context of their textualized narrations, be that to our own sense/s of self or others... (168)


Where the inescapable advent of the emergence of an enrichment of e/valuational formation ‘progressively’ takes on an existential orientation. Where this sequentially oriented process of an augmented richness will eventually reach a point of re(-)self-organized enrichment, hopefully, of a positive nature. Noting that the lighting of gunpowder or the detonation of dynamite is indicative of the explosive force of an equally chaotic state of affairs, that, in or on its own terms of reference, is neither positive nor negative other than through its refraction a triangulation of its personal-interpersonal terms of reference. So, such an explosion could be used to either build a dam or destroy a dam and hence the agnostic nature of its phenomenological existence... (169)


Which now allows me to segue to an existential appreciation of what, otherwise, would be merely a non-existential review, although, more correctly, given the non-absence of the personal and interpersonal in our interactive engagement/s in this world at large it implies the impossibility of making an absolutistical distinction between the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential, although, in non-relativistical, relative terms, such a distinction cannot be absolutistically drawn except in relatively truncated, pragmatical terms of reference. So, e.g., if asked, ‘you eat this ripe green apple and this ripe red apple, how do they compare for you?’ You might answer that ‘they were both great in the specificity of their own unique sense and semblance of flavours’, but, that you preferred the fresh, tart-like taste of the green apple knowing that other people, instead, might prefer the distinctive differences of the ripe red apple. Or, in other words, the views of others will also enter into the formation of our own opinions implying an existential orientation that cannot exempt itself from how we review our experiential footprints in this world at large. That, although we may well attempt to suspend both subjective and intersubjective perspectives, a so-called objective perspective has no ultimate existence other than as an approach, that like all approaches, is ultimately unobtainable, cannot be attained, cannot be appropriated in its falsely conceived entirety, and so on. Thence the ultimate inseparability of non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented aspects of experience. On the other hand, discernable differences can be entertained phenomenologically, etc., namely, the sole, comparative positivity of existentially oriented experience versus the potential positivity or negativity or effective neutrality of non-existentially oriented experience. (170)


Can we rewrite the possibility of an existential orientation in terms of extrapolations, non-extrapolations, suspensions and de-suspensions, etc? (171)


I am here making the case for a conjecturally, well-fortified relativism as being existentially revelatory by virtue of suspensions, etc. E.g., extrapolations are candidates for suspension and hence their de-extrapolation (certainly from the pernicious orbit of an ideological extremism). Moreover, through suspensions of well-formed and well-informed sets and series of conjectures , etc., we should arrive at informative de-suspensions wherein the world must work with us to the same, or similar, extent we need to work with it... in a conformal delineation of its triangulated de-positioning of working approaches from the overlapping of hermeneutical, phenomenological, and existential/non-existential orientations along with ordered and inter-ordered forms of analysis, the critical-radical application of suitable forms of consequential analysis, and so on... all within a working conformal framework. (172)


But, if all forms of resolution are chaotically induced non-economically, etc., then how do we discern between positive, neutral, and negative forms of non-existential e/valuational formation, on one hand, and, on the other, existential e/valuational formation assuming we can effectively discern such orientations despite their common origination in trans-intentional judgmental evaluation and its non-economic discharge through intentional forms of valuation, etc., along with both orientations in delivery being super-economically re(-)appropriated in terms of the non-critical, critical and potentially radical? (173)


Making this differentiation in terms of preconditions, conditions, and post-conditions, namely, as incrementally induced versus non-incrementally induced, augmented non-exponentially versus enhanced exponentially, and, in terms of differentially appreciated consequences. Let me illustrate this relative, overall sense and semblance of differentiation. (174)


Like boiling water a new charity, created from scratch, accumulates funds, dollar by dollar, until that time when a certain level of funding is reached it then has to oversee a change of state, etc. Through an incremental augmentation in funding it reaches various stages when it would need to do things quite differently, indeed, on some occasions in a transformational manner that would be quite radically different. (175)


Where, in those moments of a more overt sense and semblance of a transformation-transition differences in e/valuational formation would be noted, along difference in post-conditional consequences. (176)


Now that I am hungry, I going to eat this piece of freshly baked sourdough bread with some tomatoes and olives, along with some blue cheese, choosing, maybe, some Stilton or some Roquefort? I was hungry, but, my hunger is now sated. I have availed myself of a positive form of non-existential re-e/valuation. In a distinctive contrast, I see this hungry person staggering past my front door. It is obvious that they are hungry. I do not have to feed them with the more than sufficient quantity of food I have kept in my larder. I ask them to sit on my doorstep and ask them if they would like to eat a ‘piece of freshly baked sourdough bread with some tomatoes and olives, along with some blue cheese, choosing, maybe, some Stilton or some Roquefort?’ They answer all of the above... and I prepare for them two pieces of bread one with Stilton cheese and the other with some Roquefort. With these two pieces of bread I give then a bottle of water, a cup of coffee, two apples and large chunk of cheddar cheese to take with them. Hoping, of course, that if the occasion should arise if I were to be rendered destitute and hungry I, too, would be fed, be it through an organization or the charity of an individual person or family... (177)


The moral of my anecdote should be clear. The mere eating of a piece of bread has positive, non-existential value. We have to eat in order to live. In contrast, sharing bread with someone, in much greater need than yourself is a much richer experience for all parties concerned. Thence this relational difference between the incremental augmentation of e/valuation and the exponential enhancement of e/valuation. If anything, much like the metaphorical and alchemical ‘turning of lead into gold’. (178)


Thence this differentiation in terms of pre-conditions, etc. Or, as is wisely said, seeing a difference between chalk and cheese, or, using a slightly better metaphor, a difference ‘like that between night and day’ (and where, too, night, in time, turns into day, and v.v.). 179)


Now, the next question to ask is how are these process of non-economic resolution able to be productive of an augmented richness and an enhanced enrichment? (180)


Incrementally enriched like the act of eating, mouthful by mouthful, where the richness in e/valuational formation is more like that of a linear equation within certain limits. Since to eat not enough is to lose weight and eventually die, and, where too much intake leads to indigestion, an eventual obesity, and perhaps a shortened lifespan. In a significant contrast, in giving food to a starving person we can apperceive value as operating on more than one level of functioning… (181)


Just how is such evaluation, through resolution, discharged both non-existentially and existentially? Through, conceivably, an intentional strategy that might oversee through chaotically induced co-option, the uptake of a path of least resistance or through the uptake of a path of minimal enactment or effort, or through the uptake of a path involved in the minimal enrichment required or through the adoption and adaptation of expectations for path of maximum enrichment, and so on. Despite some variation in the application of the motivation bought to such an affair we could say, on balance, that the ensuing process of resolution somewhat minimizes or simplifies or optimizes the ensuing situatedness of that situation in question, or, at least hypothetically. (182)


Where the process of resolution might be likened to ‘a bolt of lightning’ in relatively minimizing the complexity of current complications, just as, e.g., the equation ‘2 + 2 = 4’ is simplified in the form of the number of ‘4’, etc. (183)


But, how does this process of judgment, through non-economic resolution in the formation of both non-existential and existential orientations, relate to the conformal appreciation of truth determination? (184)


Across the entire gamut of extrapolations and non-extrapolations, suspensions and de-suspensions, etc. Implicating a working logics-dialectics; transformational retreatment; the use of non-fallacious argumentation; being well-informed; conducting consequential analyses on provisional conclusions; being cognizant of an arbitrational sphere; and, being open to an existential dimension in an amplification of e/valuational formation over the overall course of a mutual, ongoing enrichment of our primary relationships, and so on. Where the relative fruitfulness or fruitlessness of our endeavours should be able to speak for itself… (185)


Thence, on one hand, the relative complexity despite what is usually so obvious in that which is intuitively placed before us, and, on the other hand, the relative simplicity of our conclusions especially if they can be retested and debated by others, and where we find both a social consensus and a social solidarity on such points of representative alignment that, at the same time, under the influence of misinformation, etc., can be so much more difficult to demonstrate in our remonstrations with others... (186)


Where philosophers like to think the clear light of reason is enough to win an argument when it is more often a battle over a connotational space for affective reasons sometimes barely comprehended and where mental sets, paradigms and major discourses near-permanently control how we even questions such authorities or even if those authorative sources should even be questioned?! (187)


Moreover, through the perspectival nature of our representation of this world at large our disparate areas of knowledge are not so much incommensurable as poorly connected if at all and, therefore, in taking a more broad approach to a certain set of topics necessitates a considerable degree of navigation, negotiation, and arbitration as we attempt to put these representative pieces of a jigsaw together regardless of whether we are either acting as professional and/or amateur disciplinarians who, as well, must also be responsible secularists in an inescapable addition to the former. (188)


Therefore, these preliminary comments having been made, let us explore the conformal dimension of truth determination since without some inkling of this dimension our ensuing weak or strong forms of a dysfunctional relativism would deconstruct our passages and relative progress through this overall world-of-life. (189)


Like individuals, societies can go either forwards to further prosperity or backwards to a cultural-intercultural wasteland politically riven when we collectively permit short-sighted personalities, narcissists, idiots and the deluded to further divide us and rule over us. Thence this ‘social definition of a relative scoping of progress’ that reflects, more or less, the degree that society is well-ordered and able to compassionately look after the widest range of its membership, and so on. In a similar vein, we can affirm a relative definition of ‘personal progress’ as ‘the degree of overall, personal success achieved by an individual in terms of the goals that they have set themselves and where, through successful forms of social arbitration, have managed to realize, necessary increment by increment. But, both social and personal progress is not something that is inevitable, neither immutable nor monolithic, and reflects how such objectives are intentionally thematized both collectively and individually. (190)


That our appreciation of the conformal dimension should reflect the same. That truth conditions should, hypothetically, be reiterable and demonstrable, and rendered coherent both logically and dialectically… in the context of a suitable overlapping of well-fortified conjectural approaches that are existentially cognizant of economic, non-economic, and super-economic restraints and freedoms. (191)


In first deconstructing and dispensing with positions, if necessary, we then nominate a series of approaches that we find are progressively clarified in terms of the pragmatics of our current situatedness. Persevering with the relatively fruitful and sidelining the relatively fruitless or the seemingly less fruitful. (192)


Noting the ‘relatively essential’ as ‘relatively superficial’ but as ‘crucial information’ and the ‘conventionally uncontested’ as its ‘relative conformal mass’ the exhibition of truth claims are usually performed with respect to the former. So, e.g., ‘did Julius Caesar cross the Rubicon (in his signaling the start of a civil war) or did he not?’ is left relatively uncontested by professional historians along with the non-contested existence of a Roman World, etc. (193)


Now, in the acquiring of relevant informational facts (and not factoids, etc.) we must recognize that we cannot perfectly represent a certain situation. Imagine a map of an acre of with a scale 1:1. No amount of effort is going to perfectly represent that terrain down to each blade of grass, each grain of grit, and so. So, obviously, in the formation of our relevant facts, in order to run a well-informed economy, we need to note only that which is relevant (where these concepts of the phenomenologically essential or the hermeneutically relevant are such that between the relative presence or the relative absence of such information we find a corresponding semantic differential with directly distinctive conformal ramifications). So, e.g., in conducting a murder enquiry, the detective in charge needs to know who was supposedly murdered by whom, by what means, and with what motive, and so on. That, e.g., the victim ‘was not wearing shoes’ might not be relevant, but, if on the other hand, if the victim were killed while they were asleep, we would assume they would not be wearing shoes, and, if shoes were found on the deceased then we must question, ‘whether they were asleep or not, and so on?’ (194)


Or, imagine if we were formulating a set of truth claims about one specific apple. Again, we cannot perfectly map that single object in all its blemishes, its individual atoms, etc. On the other hand, we can weigh that apple, determine to what extent it is sweet or not so sweet by tasting it (or determining its percentage of sugars, etc.), describe its overall colour, declare the name of that hybrid being cultivated, etc. Operating in accordance with the requirements of the perspectives articulated, from that a short series of selected approaches we set out to obtain a relatively essential description of that object from that same selection of approached perspectives as announced. Noting, of course, that no descriptive economy can completely overlook both prescriptive and proscriptive dimensions as well. E.g., this apple is a product of the cultivation of X variety. Where cultivated apples for commercial distribution are usually of a certain named variety. Hence our needing to operate, therefore, within the prescriptive restraints of such nomenclature. Furthermore, a proscriptive dimension will also be in play although, admittedly, this could well be less obvious. I bought this apple, and I am, therefore, entitled to eat it. But, I could not eat this same apple until it was duly bought and paid for, etc. Therefore, this insightful observation, that the descriptive sub-economy is also part of a wider economy of the descriptive-prescriptive-proscriptive, etc., and, that this state of hierarchical play is the ‘normal disposition’ we need to recognize in the articulation, either overtly and/or covertly, in all our economic engagements. I.e., that no economy is ‘an island unto itself’, and, furthermore, no one individual could be completely skeptical or relativistic, or absolutistically pursue any one position other than through the relevant triangulation of relevant approaches as thematized through their corresponding forms of representational lensing. Thence a recognition of this hierarchical disposition with a more relevant focusing on a conformal surface rather than a conformal mass… along with the fact that this is experientially ‘situated’ within the apposite sense and semblance of the relationship in question. That the latter observation oversees an ensuing interrelated set/s and series of distinctions being thematized between relational participants and parts articulated in pretreatment, a pro-relational sense of the apparent integrity and ahistoricity of that relationship per se, along with the experiential specificity of its directly engaged, trans-relational, concrete historicity. Thence, and this should become obvious, a need to invoke a transformational approach as supplied, e.g., in an economy of transformational retreatment, etc. Where, we can also add, that the stage of treatment portends an inter-ordered metaphysical-like approach in this pursuit of a conformal appreciation of that which is being questioned in the application of a parallel economy of interrogation. Where by noting apposite forms of parallelism, both economically internal as correlatives and externally as correlativities, in and through processes e.g., of economic complexification, we can also conduct forms of error correction, etc., on those philosophical grounds, etc., that representationally observe the indication or non-indication, of textualized ‘alignments’ or ‘non-alignments’, in a relative transformational isomorphic invariance conferred on relatively superficial units of information whose conformal status can then supply a well-informed basis for our conjectural economies, etc. (195)


Yet, despite such complexities, through suspensions a de-suspended resolution presents a vast simplification that allows us to happily attend to the relatively superficial and note the relevant alterations of our pretreatments… and where the reiteration of the same reinforces that type of conformal status. (196) 


Similarly, this simplification applies to our overall evaluation of ensuing patterns of e/valuational formations and contribute to our appreciation of the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential. (197)


How then do we go about such appreciation in a manner that might be described as either non-critically, critically, and/or radically oriented? (198)


But, first, a not unreasonable question to ask. Is the existential orientation an intersubjectively oriented phenomenon given, e.g., the sharing of food with a starving person oversees the existentialization of the relatively non-existential in evaluation? It could be answered, on the grounds that this question is improperly formulated in terms of its presuppositions, etc., that a deeper appreciation of the relational orientation would resolve the asking of this type of question. For a start, we can propose a relational framework that notes the conventional treatment of a relational situation by noting both relational participants (subjects) and relational parts (objects, object-states, objectives, etc.). Then, from the envisaged and observed unity and apparent integrity of a relationship, now viewed as an ahistorical aspect of treatment, we can propose a pro-relational dimension. Moreover, through the mediational suspension of the former we can add a trans-relational dimension when and where we can find also the mingling of both the ahistorical and the trans-historical in the concrete specificity of lived-experience. Indeed, an overlapping of both the inter-ordered metaphysical/meta-philosophical and the retreated ordered philosophical. But that through an inter-mingling and inter-meddling, through an inter-mediational suspension, we find a more systematic sense and semblance of the existential as it finds its voice through this suspension and amelioration of the working representation of the relational situation in its situatedness. Therefore, it is through the conjunction of these styles of relating that the existential orientation is induced and allowed to prosper on the behalf of the participants of a relationship, be that an individual person with themselves, one person standing before another, or one or more persons in their confrontation with the representatives of a community, organization, institution, or nation, and so on. That in this regard, an existential relationship with one’s own sense/s of self could be envisaged through an open act of mindfulness, or in permitting the de-suspension of a well-formed and well-informed conjecturally well-fortified set of representations to speak for themselves in the direct revelation and exposure of the relative (in a form of relativism that is non-weak/non-strong), or, say, through act of ritual be that religious or otherwise, etc. Or, in effect, the direct result of (an ongoing) intermediation(al suspension) when we balance conventional extrapolations and non-extrapolations, along with non-suspensions, suspensions, and de-suspensions, and so on. (199)


But, this complexity granted, and its simplification through the non-economic enactment of de-suspensional forms of resolution, etc., how does a conformal dimension arise in the midst of this required progression engineered through the overlapping of such triangulated approaches in the representative simulation of these patterns of lived-experience? Quite simply – in a dialectical fashion, and, more completely – through the induction of a conformal status, albeit in a manner that should be regarded as ‘provisional’. That even if such conformal intuitions possess an apparent indubitability they should be left open to emendation through ongoing forms of inter-mediational amelioration (as a collective response arising from prior mitigation, remediation and re(-)normalization, and so on). (200)

Now, in my opinion, ‘truth’ (with a small ‘t’) is not much more than ‘being in an alignment with the intentional means of its production and the consequences of its outcomes’. Where the outlays of our investments are, to varying degrees, or should be exponentially profitable. Otherwise our efforts, in superficial terms, are little more than 'trash in and trash out’ - where a 'pragmatics' of truth determination would have us observing all relevant inputs and outputs. Where by 'relevant' is meant 'that which makes a distinctive difference in our conformal judgments one way or the other'. Moreover, by 'superficial' is only meant 'those semantically mapped claims that are potentially contestable' given a relatively conventional, non-contested mass of supporting conjectures must underlie all contestable truth claims'. By ‘consequences’ is also meant ‘the implication of both relatively non-existential and relatively existential forms of co-e/valuational formation’ (which can be assigned, respectively, unilateral responses of the last and the first instances and where the former can be transformed into the latter through the intervening unilateral response of the next instance as explored elsewhere). (201)


In light of the above, we can again point out the role to be played by extrapolations (as projections of conventional forms of representation), etc., and, the parallel role of an economy of re(-)alignment. I.e., through conventional extrapolations, utilizing well-formed and well-informed conjectures in an integrated and coherent manner, we prepare the stage for the entertainment of the semantic countering of non-extrapolations through the imposition of working-suspensions, etc. Then, via the automatic de-suspension, the ‘non-flat’ nature of the ensuing re-configuration of lived-experience should dialectically exhibit those current forms of resolution that can be availed of in non-economic terms of reference, therein and thereby, presenting an openness of possibilities for the pursuing the instantiation of non-virtually oriented patterns of behaviour through the recognition of those elicited unilateral responses of the last instance, etc. Or, more succinctly, the de-suspension, itself, can be approached to reveal a deeper appreciation of our relational situatedness as that situatedness, in turn, which is situated in a wider world at large. Thence the revelatory nature of our working with well-fortified set/s and series of a relativistical approaches whose metaphorical triangulation proffers this refinement through progressively approximated processes of re(-)normalization. (202)


Now, it would be much easier to merely argue for an anti-representationalism alone but such a simplistic approach is effectively denied, ironically, on pragmatic grounds, for example. First, the concept, say, of ‘working extrapolations’ is necessary in order to argue for the experiential non-flatness of our overall life-world, our world as lived. Mere simulations of a world could not be contrived. Then, without a semantic mapping of this world at large we could not make any form of ‘progress’ whatsoever since the exercise of our intentional objectivity necessitates an ability to discriminate what we wish to focus on versus what we do not currently wish to focus upon, etc. Moreover, if the suspended and de-suspended senses and semblances of the world as lived were to be the same there could be consequences in a world that is obviously pregnant with a lived-consequentialism, both non-existential and existential in orientations. Furthermore, an economy of conformal truth determination demands that we can discern both alignments and non-alignment in the formation of our working conjectures which, otherwise, could not be ‘working conjectures’. Thence the co-equal importance of these three economic aspects and these three super-economic levels, namely, respectively, statements, propositions, and propositional-statements, and, the economic, non-economic and the hyper-economic. Where, together, an integration of these features then allow us to differentiate, resolve and enact beneficial forms of both personal and interpersonal engineering, and so on. In the process, being able to discern between the relatively non-critical, the critical, and the potentially radical (as explored elsewhere). In effect, demonstrating a successful working pragmatics theoretically, practically and critically.  (203)


That in pursuing this vision or version of a ‘working pragmatics’ we must travel beyond a conventional understanding of both an ‘open pragmatism’ (simply defined primarily in ‘deontological terms, albeit with aesthetical and pragmatical adjuncts’) and a ‘closed pragmatical approach’ (operatively defined through the ‘invocation of a number of functioning styles pursing various forms of expediency’). In effect, moving far beyond a classical approach to a pragmatic disposition. Indeed, in a deconstruction of positions and their impossible forms of positioning we need to clarify their working replacements through the utilization of this concept of ‘an ongoing triangulation of approaches’. (204)

Consequently, we must further add to a deconstruction and dismissal of all weak conjectures (on the grounds of their non-well-fortified status) and the deconstruction and dismissal of all strong positions on either their impossible representation and/or misrepresentation through defective arguments, namely, the equal deconstruction and dismissal of all well-fortified, non-weak/non-strong positions and their defective forms of positioning, and, therein and thereafter, replace the latter with ‘well-fortified approaches’, etc. (205)

Now, that granted, such a ‘working pragmatics’ is then able to take on a more universal sense and semblance of an overall approach to this topic of conformation. Where the ‘pragmatic merit’ of such overlapping approaches is evaluated in terms of the ‘relative profitability apparently realized over that degree of interest invested in the reiteration of its appreciation’. (206)

Defining ‘alignment’, realized through an economy of re(-)alignment, as those inputs that appear to overlap in more productive forms of output’. Let me explore this imputed observation, say, in terms of perceptual evidence, testimonial evidence, and inferential evidence.  (207)

I am holding a glass of water. I see myself holding a glass of water. I blink, I still see myself holding this same glass of water. Both the same superficial and non-superficial conjectures are in place that allow me to conjecturally make this obvious form of alignment pre-conditionally, conditionally, and pot-conditionally as viewed through a lens of trans-formational retreatment. I filled this glass from the cold water tap; I am in this room, I remain in this same room and see myself holding this same glass of water; and, in drinking form this glass of water find myself slating my thirst in this hot weather, etc. (208)

That the lynch pin of evidential validation is its direct connection to the direct entertainment of a sufficiently well-interpreted set and series of sensory experiences. All other connections are either testimonial and/or inferential. But, the evidential economy, correctly, is a product of all three types of inputs given that evidence, itself, cannot be had in an uninterpreted state and, therefore, is dependent upon testimony and inferences to be both formulated and understood by others. Then, superimposed upon such necessities we find forms of error correction exercised through forms of alignment afforded through correlatives and corelativities in which the requisite degrees of parallelism need to be observed. Let me demonstrate these broad approaches to the demonstration of the required degrees of alignment needed in order to interpret and validate sense experience in a collective conjunctions with testimony and inference. (209)

E.g., I am holding that same glass of water previously referred to. I am doing so in this room, and, my subjectivity reflects this overall act of perception in which I perceive myself to be the holder of this glass of water. In effect, we have three translations of the same evidential event whose relative transformational isomorphic invariance implies that ‘I am in this room’, and ‘I am holding a glass of water’, and that ‘I am intentionally aware that I am doing as such’. The fact that I can find an alignment between these three approaches means I can triangulate this experience as, e.g., ‘in this room I am knowingly holding a glass of water’. As trite as this seems it allows us to personally intuit the obvious and assume, that from an inter-personal perspective others would hold the same evaluation, namely, ‘in this room they appear to be knowingly holding a glass of water’ in my imputed estimation that they could report this ‘same’ observation about myself). That in observing these various forms of alignment internal to a relational situation the same can also be written from both a pro-relational point of view and the point of view of the existential specificity of what it is like to be holding a glass of water, when, we ourselves are doing as such be that either simulated and/or relatively non-simulated in interpreted sensory engagement. But, of course the expected forms of alignment are but a proverbial drop in the bucket of all possible forms of parallel alignment or non-alignment able to be entertained. Hence, when relevant, in addition to the former, we could import the correlatives of other economies, forms of economic correlativity between correlatives, the adoption and adaptation of different perspectives along with the transformational rules that would allow us to migrate from one to the other should the delineation of entailed aspects serve a useful purpose in this discernment of evidentially supporting forms of alignment, etc. So, in valid testimony, and its validation, we expect some connection with the events described and a fully connected chain of connections thereafter. Similarly, in inferences we expect, again, some connection with well-interpreted sensory experience and a fully connected chain of connections thereafter. Thence the possibility of our being able to do histories of the past, present and/or the future, etc., along with the world of science, etc., and all other forms of both inter-ordered and ordered forms of intentional operation through the demonstration of these requisitely expected forms of conformal alignment, etc. Where in effect, such considerations fall within the broad sphere of a working pragmatics’. (210)

4. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Just what are we permitted to conclude? Just where might we start? (211)


In viably proposing a certain economy we must also presuppose that transformational rules must be able to be found that will allow us to migrate between correlatives in terms of an imputed transformational isomorphism in order to ascertain forms, manners, and degree of relative alignment and non-alignment between textual formulations dealing with the directly evidential, the testimonial, and the inferential; and, furthermore, between relatively non-existential and existential forms of e/valuational formation; between other economies via economic complexification; and, between the economic per se vis-à-vis the non-economic and the hyper-economic on the imputed level of the super-economic, etc.
 But, first, can we demonstrate these transformational rules in a descriptive-prescriptive-proscriptive economy (and by extension argue for the same on the level of the super-economic?)? (212)


Admittedly, sitting in a boat on a river or stream, say, in Oxford, in England, if we were observing swans we would soon draw the reasonable inference that ‘all swans were white’. On the other hand, sitting on a boat on the Swan River in Perth, Australia, we might come to the opposite conclusion that ‘all swans were black’. Obviously, in order to harmonize these contradictory findings we would have to give up the inference all swans were just white or all swans were just black. Of course, we could amend our inference to assume, instead, that ‘all swans were either white or black’. Still, technically, we would be committing the same fallacy of confusing ‘is’ with ‘ought’. And yet an exploration of the textual economy would show the intimate connections, as economic correlatives, between textual depositions and the meta-textual informing the formation of those texts as to how those descriptive texts, etc., should be formed, in the first place at the same time (along with the simulational nature of the non-textual as the third leg of this economic process of textualization in the generation of content that will be both ‘written’ and ‘read’). The implication of this understanding is to see how both descriptive and prescriptive aspects of textual formation, as economic correlatives, are already co-functioning in the very formation of the textual process itself... (213)


Can we demonstrate and explore this intimate form of economic cooperation between correlative aspects? E.g., when we see an object, be it a swan or anything else, we assume it has a colour, at least, an overall sense of being coloured, having an empirical surface that is seen at each point by possessing a certain ascertainable semblance of a colour. I.e., it’s a necessary precondition for a surface to be seen that it possess a colour that, theoretically, can be described. Hence, in this instance the conjunction of prescriptions and descriptions… that at the very least indicates a logical connection between the same. (214)


However, in proceeding further with some caution we might surmise the necessity to observe both forms of an inferential observation, namely, that although a logical connection is presupposed between descriptions, prescriptions (and ethically/existentially oriented proscriptions) as forming that style of economic behavior, still, it would also be wise to make a distinction between the ‘relatively superficial’ and the ‘relatively non-superficial’, and, where in the former, we must generally hold that no overt connections automatically exist between these correlative economic facets. So, e.g., a swan as an empirically observable object in a visual field must possess the fact of being coloured, but, having seen one hundred white swans only allows us to assume that the swans in this region are probably ‘white’, but such a ‘prescription’ must be subject to emendation should we then have to redefine the coloration of a swan from having observed swans that are not while, and so on. (215)

That the moral of this short exploration is that what might work or not work on a relatively superficial level of exposition should not be directly applied to a relatively non-superficial level of exposition, and v.v. That, in this instance being explored, descriptions and prescriptions, etc., are intimately connected on the level of textual formation, but, that such a connection cannot be merely assumed on a relatively superficial level of exposition. In effect, operating a rather pragmatic and dialectical approach to such issues. That, on an archetypal level of argumentation, ‘that what appears to apply to one economy, ideally, applies to all economies (which as an observable state of affairs can only be tested ad infinitum, but, can be argued for, hypothetically, on economic grounds)!’ (216)

What are some of the main findings of this essay and this set of essays? Let me note some of these tentative conclusions under the following headings: i. The Proposition of a Well-Fortified Relativism as a Profitable and Revelatory Approach; ii. The Dispensing of all forms of Position and their Positioning; iii. The Distinctive Nature of a Working Pragmatics?; iv. Additional Observations, etc. Ending this set of essays with: v. Some Provisionally Concluding Conclusions. (217)

i. A Revelatory Relativism


Before the advent of this twelfth book philosophical and disciplinarian positions described as forms of realism, idealism, dualism, absolutism (but not an absolute philosophy that carefully observes the centrality of the suspension), relativism, etc., were decried as forms of ideological extremism, inviting unhealthy forms of over-commitment or under-commitment and, therefore, should be duly shunned. However, in working through a systematic-like deconstruction of strong positions I have come to the ‘position’ that all positions should be shunned and that a metaphorical ‘triangulation’ of approaches must be substituted instead, albeit subject to the best disciplinary practice. I.e., well-fortified, well-constructed conjectures centered through the suitable utilization of suspension, and so on. No matter what position or approach that is adopted and adapted if it is subjected to ideological influences whose extremism remains non-ameliorated should be decried and duly shunned. Into such a negative category we must also add all dogmatic forms of pragmatism along with all other dogmatic forms of over-commitment given this equivalence between both extreme attempts to positions and over-commitment, and v.v., understanding that strong positioning is impossible to exactly articulate and/or is exercised through defective arguments that cannot reproduce the intentional objectives of such stated argumentation. (218)


Weak approaches are conjecturally disorganized, relatively incoherent, and self-contradictory, and, therefore, cannot be presented as approaches that could be viewed as conformally valid. In a similar ‘contrast’, both strong positions and approaches must also be reviewed as untenable on the grounds of either their impossible argumentation and/or defective argumentative representation. Equally, even non-weak/non-strong positions must also be relegated and if not able to be retranslated through the lens of an approach, i.e., subjected to suitable forms of suspension, etc., they, too, should be duly shunned, dispensed with... (219)


The ramifications of this turning around of this topic of disciplinary positions, this revolution, or, more correctly, this process of evolution, are quite profound and also feed into a broadening of a ‘general pragmatics’ as a ‘universal pragmatics’ operating as a ‘working pragmatics’. Practically, whatever works should be utilized. So, if an overall approach incorporates ideas and perspectives from an assortment of classical and non-classical approaches so be it. Perhaps the scientific discipline can benefit, on occasions, from a well-fortified and carefully qualified realistic approach, then, if that perspective is fruitfully profitable, then run with it. Or, if the historical discipline might benefit from a well-fortified set of idealistic simulations in their attempts to better represent the historical trajectories of those events under such scrutiny and such a project or program proves to be fruitfully profitable then run with that. That the conclusion we should draw from such ‘reconsiderations’ is that a working pragmatics should be amenable to such influences, albeit as long as they are able to fruitfully function in a profitable manner and are duly circumscribed within the boundaries of their appropriate theoretical and hermeneutical deployment, their propriety of practical and phenomenological employment, and the appositeness of their critical, and radical, non-existential and existential re-deployment. In this regard, operating in such a manner so as to carefully differentiate the non-critical from the critical and the critical from the potentially radical and how, at the end of the day, in a conventionalization of the relatively-radical these three aspects of the non-critical, critical and radical are to be respectfully harmonized. (220)


In these reconsiderations of the relative, the absolute, the realistic or the idealistic, etc., I would like to contend that through the automatic invocation of the de-suspension we are invited to share in a revelatory process in which ‘the lived-reality of lived-experience’ reveals itself through ‘the lived-experience of that lived-reality’. As no form of enquiry can be conducted with a process of questioning, etc., without invoking an interrogatory economy, we must assume, quite rightly, that to even ask a question has us entering some form of a suspension, be that entry enacted either advertently or inadvertently. Moreover, no question could be formulated without some co-associated sense and semblance of a resolution or answer (even if the question were to be defective, could not be computed or appreciated, and deemed to possess only such a non-answer). The world of the suspension is ‘flat’, but, in the automatic invocation of the ensuing de-suspension a ‘non-flat world’ of lived-experience will reveals itself to us. The lived-reality of this lived-experience will forever have the irony of declaring a ‘final’ say as to how our interpretations should be both represented and, then, therein and thereafter, be better represented. A continual triangulation of approaches whose relevancy is directly proportional to the emergent excess of e/valuational formation they are able to generate and can be shown to be able to be reiterated both subjectively and intersubjectively. Where, what is ‘represented’ is ‘textually presented’, and, where, through the co-occurrence of interpreted alignments and non-alignments, processes of conformal validation and invalidation can be both progressively engendered and appreciated. Where, too, such a process takes time, but, in its apparent judgmental insightfulness, we have the momentary re-direction of unilateral responses of the last instance, etc. Thence this skeleton of an argument that declares a conjecturally well-fortified triangulation of a approaches is capable of instantiating a conformal validation of truth determinations further reinforced through the relative presence of the required forms of alignment and the relative absence of required forms of non-alignments, etc. Where, undoubtedly, the emergence of provisionally presented, conformal forms of validation demand this dialectical dance in an economy of conjecturally well-fortified approaches between these economic correlatives of a representationalism, an anti-representationalism, and an anti-representational-represent-ationalism/representational-antirepresentationalsim. (221)

ii. The De-Positioning of Approaches


As explicated, we entertain an ongoing triangulation of differentially constituted approaches and never the impossibility of some form of positioning that permits us to entertain the delusion of an ‘impregnable castle’ or some other form of ‘fortification’ in the ‘finality of a fixed location in our semantic mapping of this world at large’. In truth, such an impossible edifice just cannot be entered! In falsely defining ourselves against what we are absolutistically not then our psychic center of gravity is somewhere between those we oppose and this act of opposition on our part. Through relations this world is defined, and, through the impossible imputation of non-acts of relation then we are equally, to the same degree, removed from this same world of relations. Just as in intentional experience, from an economic perspective, we must equally impute, to varying degrees of focus and non-focus, the trimodal functions of an intentional objectivity, an intentional motivation, and an intentional subjectivity where it definitively follows that when we visually entrained then we are also both visually motivated and operating as an apparent visual perceiver. All three must follow, together, since none can make a single appearance. Thus, likewise, the simplistic through that we can take up a certain position is worse than being ‘hollow’, being completely ‘empty’ of such a pretense. (222)


That, when this ‘triangulation’ of approaches is duly understood then we can no longer support the possibilities of both the futility of positioning and the futile, impossible appropriation of such positions. Such impossible endpoints cannot be arrived at and cannot be attained, neither obtained nor appropriated! should such a positionalist declare ‘that they are happily at home’ in their impossible edifices let us remind them that they are ‘homeless’ until, instead, they can existentially ‘find a home’ in this world at large, this overall world-of-life. That such a universal ‘home’ can be found is a testament to the fact that such an aspiration is supported, indeed, well-supported, through the trajectory of a working pragmatics. (223)

iii. A Universal Pragmatics?


Both social consensus and social solidarity, to varying degrees, can be observed, therefore, it behooves the disciplinarian to both explain how both this is possible and how this type of aspiration can be better amplified, i.e., either augmented and/or enhanced? To this end, in a contribution to this philosophical debate, let me proffer the following exposition. (224)


A working pragmatics is centered in a deontological dimension of judgment devoid of either so-called First Principles, Middling Principles, and/or Last Principles and not in the expediency of a set of pragmatical approaches, but, not without adjuncts in both aesthetical and pragmatical types of judgment. Furthermore, the representative use of language has to be bounded by those limits that are anti-representative in orientation and setting up, as a consequence, an anti-representational-representationalism. By what arguments can such subtlety be effectively demonstrated? (225)


In the pragmatics of a contract without the observance of a compactual dimension the world of the contractual could not be prosecuted. The compactual dimension is primarily deontological, but, not exclusively. (226)


The formation of value falls under three distinctive types of ordered judgment, namely, a second trans-cognitively ordered aesthetic e/valuation; a third trans-cognitively ordered deontological e/valuation, and, a fourth trans-cognitively ordered pragmatical e/valuation. Hence their implication in such discernment where the aesthetical is realized through a stylistic resolution of dissonance, and, the pragmatical supplies a set of functional mechanism for the how the deontological might operate upon a more contractually oriented world. Given, too, that any combination of pragmatical functions, e.g., the efficient, the effective, the expeditious, the efficacious, the economical (or parsimonious), etc., all seem to be somewhat both deontologically constituted and motivated, each in their own way. E.g., what drives the desire to be economical other than an aspiration in the form of an imperative not to waste the limited resources that might be available given that few resources are practically unlimited (unlike the potential use of sunlight as long as we do unnaturally contaminate the skies with an excess of clouds and dust, and unhealthy aerosols, and so on). Where the aesthetical dimension also seems to possess an aesthetical imperative that can reinforce both its power of resolution and whatever that resolution might be tendentiously tethered to should such a co-associated deontological or pragmatical facet be skillfully handled in such a manner? (227)

Then, hand in hand with such ideas, like e.g., the conformal triangulation of dialectical approaches; modes of extrapolation and non-extrapolation, along with suspensions, de-suspensions, etc; we must also understand that a profound wedge is being driven between the skepticism of an impossibly constituted negative nihilism and the dogmatism of an equally impossible absolutism rightly affords us a working highway along which we can observe all manner of transformations courtesy of a positive nihilism. ‘Positive’ in the sense of potentially supplying an abundant emergence of both positive non-existential and positive existential forms of e/valuational formation. Again, ‘positive’ in the emergent sense of supplying a comparatively greater degree of both evaluation and valuation through productive forms of engagement that oversee the same. ‘Nihilism’ in the sense that through the deconstruction of both absolutistical substance and a relativistical substancelessness processes of transformation can be continually entered into that support both the augmentation and enhancement of such ensuing e/valuational formations able to contribute to both the richness and enrichment of such e/valuation. Thence this contention that a working pragmatics must also, either explicitly and/or implicitly, support the articulation of a positive nihilism in order to advance those ideas of transformation where through either critical or radical forms of appreciation we can oversee either the creation, preservation, and/or the conservation of an overall degree of  relational richness. Indeed, a degree of relational enrichment capable of generally supporting the beneficial re-direction of our trajectories through this world at large, through the evolution of our overlapping relationships as we stand with(-)others, before(-) others, and find an existential freedom through(-)others... (228)


This indication of a ‘universal pragmatics’ must be seriously contemplated given that ‘what works for one person’ and is ‘found to work for some other person as well’ must portend the possible existence of a set of attitudes and approaches capable of advancing the successful fruition of our aspirations.
 But, as should be already understood, very few of our many aspirations will ever be realized and that those aspirations that are entertained in an aspirational economy must be super-intermediated in and through the more encompassing economy of arbitration. The fact that this arbitration is enacted upon a working basis of a general consensus and social solidarity, must give us grounds for hope since it would follow that whatever better facilitates such arbitration, for the mutual advancement of all the parties concerned, must be none other than a ‘general pragmatic’s capable of such differential facilitation.in ongoing richness and enrichment of our primary relationships as they are found, in turn, in their relational situatedness. Since no relationship is an island unto itself despite the experiential semblance of its essential uniqueness presented through that holistically engendered enterprise ... (229)

iv. Additional Observations


Along the way, numerous other philosophical rectifications of understanding have prompted myself to replace my now re-perception, or apperception, of such now misbegotten modes of thinking. Of course, as understood in the reception of the relatively-radical, all recognizable patterns of evolution can only occur step by step, increment of comprehension by increment of comprehension. Therefore, it is not so much ‘out with the old, and in with the new’ as a renewing of old understandings in a subtle re-wiring of such thought along with its subsequent re-thinking. A process sometimes of glacial shifts that... can suddenly move mountains in an avalanche of metaphorical ice and snow, rocks and gravel... sweeping all before it. Being a little less dramatic, what have I to demonstrate such truly ‘novel’ innovations, such ‘final’ vocabularies, such ‘definitive’ histories, and the like? (230)


A need to reinvest in a reconstituted appreciation of the metaphysical dimension, as a meta-philosophical dimension co-extensive with an inter-ordered domain. A dimension that takes into account our semantic mapping of this world at large along with psychological and sociological inputs, political and economic inputs, completed by both scientific and historical contributions... (231)


Where both ordered and inter-order phenomena need to be ensconced in a relatively integrated set of working social systems in order to better appreciate the current functions of the array of disciplines as they impose themselves, sometimes indiscriminately, upon the resistance of a long-suffering, secular world. Where such an approach needs to operate from the universal access to a working pragmatics that demonstrates its worth through the returns we find on it investments in this overall world of life. And, where an existential dimension must also be recognized and acted upon in our enacting unilateral responses of the next moment as existential responses of the first instance... without avoiding our deontological involvement within the same. Albeit to that extent both understood and circumscribed by the limitations of our being in this world at large with others who do not necessarily concur with us and could well resist such interventions despite the fact, overall, that a social consensus and a social solidarity will inevitably be fostered, at least eventually, should we faithfully persist in this form of a blind optimism that seeks, sometimes unwisely, in an ongoing perfection of the future..! (232)


Along the way, other innovation have insisted that I change my mind and reconsider other possibilities... which the reader, or audience, themselves, can list should they wish to enumerate and re-evaluate such potential differences in opinion... (233)

v. Some Provisionally Concluding Conclusions...


It is as if this wooden ship of old and new ideas sailing upon these choppy seas of high anxiety has had all its planks and sections continually replaced, one by one, whilst floating on upon this ocean of contending issues. Under this testing light of review, this process of ‘reconsideration’, an evolution of thought has been undergone where this variegated parade of problems and solutions sought has had to be seriously re-thought through and tempered accordingly in this workshop trialing this Contemporary state of play, this current state of artful conversation that, quite rightly, should not and cannot ever conclude. If this were to be the final nail in the coffin of impossible concept of positioning then so be it! But, alas, too many remain wedded to traditional ideas whilst even thinking they are in fashion with the latest trends. What is sorely required is both a respectful distance from the past and a respectful distaste for a fashionable future by walking a middle path between ideological extremes through a continual re-balancing of the conventionally critical with the unconventionally radical, and v.v. In these three volumes, and their division into twelve books, I believe my efforts reveal as much. If anything that each one of us is all too mortal since the recognition of the radical is a slow step by step affair conducted over time, in time, in accordance with out limited abilities to  witness such re(-)self-organization in our thinking. (234)

So, if that were to be the case, just what have I to show for these years of effort? An appreciation of the trimodal nature of the economic, albeit as qualified by the necessities of the non-economic, etc. A need to reinvest in a reconstituted version of the metaphysical and its extension in inter-ordered terms of reference. That the specificity of the existential orientation observes the inter-mingling of both ordered and inter-ordered phenomena. That the existential orientation has an intimate relationship with the non-existential orientation just as the compactual dimension both underlies and underlines the pragmatical functions of a contractual dimension. That a universally recognized pragmatics is centered in a deontological domain and not in the pragmatical expediency of pragmatical functions, although, at the same time is not divorced form the same through the existence of an ongoing resolution of such contestments, etc. That a dogmatic representationalism cannot operate without an anti-representationalism that in turn, equally, cannot operate without the former and its suspension, etc. Just as forms of positioning require mandatory deconstruction and replacement by the ongoing triangulation of approaches... finding as a result, in a working pragmatics, the necessity to invoke a mix of conjecturally well-fortified approaches that could include non-dogmatic styles of philosophy that hitherto would have been automatically blacklisted, such as, e.g., strong and weak versions of realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism, absolutism, relativism, etc.  (235)


What could be more symbolic of this turning around of prior patterns of conceptual thinking than the threefold division of disciplinarians into those who are the elite and who ‘practice suspended non-extrapolations’ versus the deplorables who ‘practice suspended extrapolations’ versus the incorrigibles who ‘practice neither suspensions nor non-extrapolation...’ in the shocking realization that all three aspects are implied in an insightful economy overseeing the formation of a conformal appreciation of lived-experience. Or, when translated into a philosophically recognizable language can take on the form or nomenclature of either an antirepresentational-representationalism and/or a representational-antirepresentationalism divided between its ‘three supporting legs’ of a qualified representationalism, an anti-representationalism, and a representational-antirepresentationalism/antirepresentational-representationalism. But, at the end of the day, that only through a dynamic balance of all three of these correlated economic aspects involved in the conformal process of truth determination can a systematic sense and semblance of an existential dimension be properly comprehended in such a manner that it can be co-opted, or, rather, where it can co-opt us, in the service of our relationships in order to oversee the beneficial engineering of our interactions with others. Since, it is only through the joint participation of those well-fortified collective forms of intervention that we can participate in an existential freedom fostered through(-)others as enacted through those unilateral responses of first instance... Thankfully, for many people, they intuitively know such things, but, for the more dimwitted, like myself, we seek complex philosophical explanations of what for others could be as ‘simple as walking along a path and admiring the view..!!’ (236)
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� 	Where the strong realist claims to ‘see’ what cannot be seen, where the strong idealist claims to ‘think’ what cannot be thought, etc.


� 	By the last ‘etc.’ I am including those deluded people who feel the need for some form of amputation, or similar, in order to find through the discharge of this fixation some form of psychic relief, either rightly or wrongly, once they have undergone such an event. Not too far removed from the phenomenon of ‘cutting one’s self’ as an ill-formed response to stress, or, for that matter, probably not too far removed from people who have an iterated desire for the use of Botox injections or plastic surgery on a regular basis? The point of this over-self-identification is that to argue against such over-commitment is a bit like arguing against oneself. The type of experience a chess player might personally feel when they suddenly find themselves in the final position of a fatal checkmate.


� 	Paragraph 4.


5 	‘Sets’ lay out the virtual groundwork of the economic, and ‘series’ are utilized in the permitted, non-virtual irruption involved in the enacted intervention of a non-economic approach that is then re-appropriated hyper-economically within the putative super-economic in order to appropriate the potentially radical-radical through incremental re-appropriation of the relatively-radical, etc. Thence the putative heuristics of the super-economic (as entailed in the ‘pragmatics’ of this radical stye of philosophy that is anti-representational, positively-nihilistic, existentially oriented, and where a well-fortified pragmatism should eventually be able to flesh out these complementary features through the adoption and adaption of a working-composite of relevant approaches rather than stunting such projects and programs in a non-pragmatic perspective preformed in a unimodal style of positioning. Thence these distinctions of the fourth trans-cognitively ordered ‘pragmatical’, a ‘well-fortified pragmatism’, and where the latter should aspire after the ‘pragmatics’ of a working-composite of relevant approaches, including e.g., the deontological, aesthetical and pragmatical adjuncts, the existential, an anti-representational approach, a re(-)presentative economy that incorporates an economy of transformational retreatment, etc.).


� 	Pursuit, III.XIIJ.90.


� 	As a general observation as to how a quantum physics is practiced, the type of slogan that notes ‘just shut up and calculate’ is more indicative a pragmatical approach (through this Copenhagen Interpretation) rather than one of a realism (given, too, that quantum mechanics barely seems able to metaphorically model what it is actually up to, etc. Thence the plethora of minor discourses that seek, rightly or wrongly, to rectify this possible oversight?). 


� 	I use this expression of a ‘pragmatics’ to indicate a complex sense of a ‘conjecturally well-fortified pragmatism that is deontologically centered, existentially oriented, invokes an anti-representational-representationalism, is positively nihilistic, and has adjuncts in both aesthetical and pragmatical types of ordered judgment, etc.’


� 	Admittedly, both terms are derogatory; with the latter being set up to make an allusion to the relatively unproductive and medically thin results of a Freudian Psychoanalysis, or similar.


� 	Because, for a start, even a professional, in consulting a discipline currently beyond their expertise, will do so as an ‘amateur’.


� 	I.e., in the re-evaluation of trans-intentional judgment and the re-valuation of the intentional content delivered in that and through that judgmental act. This occurs in processes of recognized misinterpretation. Otherwise, re-e/valuation would need to be either the addition and/or the subtraction of valuation, etc. E.g., if, instead, I were to bank those ten one-dollar coins and add ‘ten dollars’ to that bank account (where its more basic textual representation now takes on a more virtual, but not a completely virtual-like basis) then I have transformed ‘my previous representation of ten dollars in the form of coins’ into that of an updated bank-balance augmented by ten dollars’.


� 	In the past, some people preferred to keep the cheques signed by well-known persons, if written out for a relatively small sum, rather than cash them at a bank or elsewhere. Maybe then, one of the financial perks of being famous (by writing a cheque, and hoping no one will cash it? 


� 	E.g., in paper or plastic, or in coinage, or in a world of computing, etc., etc.


� 	Argued in essays previous to this current set of essays as operating through the interplay of the representations of hermeneutic conventions as meta-textual genres of behaviour and subject usually to only minor degrees of mitigation; plus, the presentation of phenomenological inputs as texts subjected to processes of ongoing re-de-mis-alignment as a form of error correction; along with non-systematic existential contributions delivered, as non-textual simulations, through chaotically oriented process of re-presentation. Hence this overall ongoing economy (of representation) as signified by the nomenclature of ‘(-)’, i.e., as ‘re(-)presentation’ and representatively appreciated as conformally valid, conventionally understood processes of transformation as viewed through this economy of re(-)alignment.


� 	Otherwise, perfected integration would result in the ‘death’ of that (textual) relationship.


� 	This reading needs to be trans-cognitively, cognitively, and affectively conjoined and relatively harmonized. Where the psychopath/sociopath can cognitively read the other and manipulate them affectively’; where the autistic person has problems reading the other affectively; and, where the more balanced person can also read others trans-cognitively, preferably through an existential lens that is not subverted either relationally or pro-relationally. I.e., in an in-depth pragmatic sense as will be explored in the next section.


� 	Pursuit, III.VII.xx.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.XIIK.0, etc.


� 	*Paragraph x-y. Already alluded to in paragraph 35 under the heading: The Necessary Acceptance of Economic, Non-Economic, and Super-Economic Approaches in Disciplinary Forms of Enquiry.


� 	I.e., intentional in the form of its conceptual ‘sense’ and perceptual ‘semblance’ and where intentional content is derived from trans-intentional judgment. Hence my nomenclature of ‘e/valuational formation’ in which in an act of judgmental evaluation a certain valuation, hopefully, is conformally extracted. That, in this philosophy of overlapping approaches, in effect we make the ‘working assumption’ that conformally treated information can be collectively gathered over a certain period of time given that a process of complete change, when not evident, cannot be non-discounted. I.e., if we had to make a bet as to how the information to hand is conformally valid, through a reiteration of judgmental determinations, given the apparent presence of a requisite relative transformational isomorphic invariance, and the same cannot be completely eliminated in the next moment or two, that the same must also apply from the perspective of the three economic moments of the hermeneutical, phenomenological, and existential perspective that then can relatively reinforce such apparent concurrence should such concurrence be seemingly evident. Thence this apparent preservation of an informative concurrence in living-experience that then allows us to invoke the same in lived-experience, as long as we understand all relevant hermeneutical circumscriptions, phenomenological qualifications, and existential limitations. I.e., conforming to considerations of genres, semantic descriptions, and existential specifications as defined through general prescriptions, particular descriptions and specific proscriptions (without exceeding the national limitations in which specification cannot pass beyond).


� 	Classic, fully developed catatonia, now, is less prevalent that its occurrence in the old psychiatric institutions. I remember accidently bumping into one elderly gentleman who was mute, and never spoke, and, joy of joy, swore at me for all of a second or two. That was the only occasion I ever heard him speak. Although used as a metaphor this paralysis of patterns of motor behaviour could be interpreted as being non-metaphorically trapped inside the suspension (and where a ‘neurotic’ style of maladaptive behaviour might be envisaged as ‘being trapped outside the suspension’, and, where, I believe, both psychotic and neurotic patterns involve inverse circadian rhythms with former having one day being spread over the space of two or three days, etc. As a nightshift worker these patterns become more obvious when comparing sleep patterns, whilst also noting differential eating patterns performed during the day, etc.).


� 	E.g., paragraphs 17, 21.


� 	Where the third cognitive order is concerned with conceptual ideation (as the cognitive/intentional content of that type of trans-cognitive/trans-intentional judgment).


� 	Where the fourth cognitive order is concerned with perceptual ideation (as the cognitive/ intentional content of that type of trans-cognitive/trans-intentional judgment).


� 	Both conceptually oriented and perceptually oriented ideation are viewed as cognitively ordered as noted in the previous two footnotes.


� 	I.e., as fall under the archetypal headings of World, Object, and Ego.


� 	The classic instance here can be found in the historian apparently being able to analyse Julius Caesars’ motivation for the expecting the very real possibility of a civil war once he had crossed the Rubicon without seeking permission from Rome, etc. He wasn’t going to Rome ‘to merely have dinner with the powers that be’ unless his accompanying troops also had that type of a most unlikely invitation!


� 	As superimposed on or between these three economic moments in this transformational reading of treatment (and, by such means, constituting the basis for a more formal approach to this topic).


� 	Reviewed, respectively, through hermeneutic mitigation, phenomenal-phenomenological remediation, and existential re(-)normalization.


� 	Note my use of the expression ‘deontological’ has nothing to do with so-called ethical Principles with a capital ‘P’ as might have been expressed in a traditional (representational) metaphysics but more along the lines of the necessity of a compactual dimension underlying the expected functioning of a contractual domain, as a set and series of lived-imperatives, etc.


� 	Where by ‘etc.’ is meant ‘through economic complexification’, and, where its transformational retreatment, in turn, can be read as just one form of economic complexification.


� 	Where the hyphen could equally be represented by ‘(-)’.


� 	To this list of the unimodalism and bimodlalism we can also add a closed trimodalism when no mechanism is present for the irruptive resolution of the non-economic, etc.


� 	Where and when ‘manner’ aligns with ‘pretreatment’, etc.


� 	Where completely answered questions would immediately oversee the metaphorical ‘death’ of that relationship being reviewed, and, thereby, the equal ‘death’ of that same co-associated narrative.


� 	Is there a valid option here for this ‘etc.’ Well, we could propose an extension between subjects, communities, cultures, organizations, institutions, nations, be that currently or in historical terms, etc. (and where this last ‘etc.’ may well be now exhausted?).


� 	The simple test of a universal pragmatics is a pragmatic one, namely, ‘that whatever works should be run with... until such a time that it ceases to be so comparatively productive’. 






