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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

In a recent email, I recounted some of the critical and radical shifts arrived at, by myself, in the writing of Book II, namely:
My Book 12 is titled Reconsiderations and have ended up doing a lot more than accounting for past transgressions. Just some of these shifts in thinking:

1. We should drop uni-referential 'positions' and adopt multi-referential sets and series of 'approaches'... I.e., perspectives that cannot be exhausted, I.e., cannot be rendered as indubitable...

2. Take up an anti-representational-representationalism... I.e., alignments between texts, simulations, etc., and not some inaccessible vision of represented reality. 

3. That an anti-representationalism implies a positive nihilism, and, at the same time a place for a qualified representationalism, and their mutual cooperation.

4. Accept non-weak/non-strong (conjecturally well-fortified) 'approaches' that include realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism, absolutism, relativism, etc... Quite a turn-around for me.

5. That the automatic invocation of a de-suspension post the suspension is effectively revelatory... arguing for this relativistic approach...

6. That we need to take on board economic, non-economic, and super-economic approaches, but, most philosopher, disciplinarians, etc., haven't even contemplated the first on this list.

7. Treat metaphysics as meta-philosophical, etc. Through an anti-representational-representationalism (and as what I term inter-ordered through a reduplication of orders... with the implication that doing metaphysics involves doing psychology, science, history, etc.)...

8. Appreciate bimodal operations though a trimodal transformational lens... (resolving a philosophical problem, namely, given all operations appear to be bimodal - operator and that operated upon - how do we accommodate the same in a trimodal economy). This problem is quite esoteric...

9. Treat a well-fortified pragmatism as a pragmatics centered non-exclusively in a deontology, as existential, anti-representational, etc...

10. That there is a place through innovation for the radical... (0)
1a.
[In the presentation of this Shorter Overview (as my conference presentation for the Mini-Conferences of 2024), let me focus solely on the first on this list]. (1)
I will be citing sections of the twelfth essay:


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 positioning, 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 of behavior 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] (2)








        


 N.T., 5.11.24.
1b.
What ramifications follow from deconstructing and discarding the impossibility of a single ideological ‘position’ for an array of relatively non-ideological ‘approaches’?
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] (3)


But no illusion or delusion is a perfect illusion or delusion:

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… [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 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] (4)


But, with some optimism, yet balanced with a little less pessimism:

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] (5)







      



 N.T., 6.11.24.

2. 
On one hand, we have languages that set out to represent ‘something’ about the world of lived-experience, and, on the other hand, we have limits placed upon the same, namely, in the form of an anti-representationalism counter to traditional metaphysical ideas on a range of related topics. That ‘something’ I argue is textual when appreciated in terms of an overlapping of alignments or the relative absence of the same. As noted:
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] (6)


But, more interesting, in my opinion is the relationship being observed between the representative (pretreated as extrapolated), the anti-representational (treated as suspended), and the representational-antirepresentationalism/antirepresentational-representationalism (retreated as both suspended and non-extrapolated) and experienced as an intermingling and intermediation of an overall working suspension. (7)

Thence this correspondence with a conformal theory of truth determination where all three facets are needed to run that conformal economy of truth determination. (8)

Thence the anecdote of the elites, the deplorables and the incorrigibles:
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] (9)


In effect, a formulation of three truths under the umbrella of a relatively unified conformal theory of truth determination. (10)

Why ‘conformal’? In a distant echoing of a conformal field theory if only to the extent that through economic complexification, etc., we can supply transformational rules that would allow us, if successful, to transition between different interpretations with the same set/s of truth determinations dealing with the same relational situatedness being explored and scrutinized. As a way, therefore, of reiterating a relatively invariant set of truth determinations, and, moreover, the further linking of forms of alignment that reinforce current truth determinations until such a time a need for revision is called for. Conformal in the sense of an affirmed reiteration of an apparently definitive truth determination that is either confirmed in real time and/or verified retrospectively. E.g., I am holding a glass of water, and, blink, and see myself still holding this glass of water. Or, e.g., I bought six apples yesterday and am pretty sure no one has eaten any of those apples as yet and so expect to see six apples in that fruit bowl when I return to the kitchen… and where that inference was re-affirmed when I went to the kitchen. (11)

A conformal approach should also cut across the intersection of a various overlapping approaches in a concordant manner with a co-option of our perceptions, expectations, memories, inferences, etc. (12)

By such means reinforcing these notions of textual alignment and where unexpected textual non-alignments would also need to be accounted for. (13)

That even in the re-envisaged resetting of truth values the require harmonization of anomalies must remain a relatively superficial affair. Thence the dismissal of an incommensurability on the level of the non-superficial and hence our ability to translate between different discursive perspectives although more often than not such translations between diverse discursive fields is probably not worth our while. Just as a geologist making sense of a biblical Genesis would find that they would not be doing science, etc. At the same time, finding anomalous exceptions to your conjectures does not ultimately falsify them given that modes of harmonization could well be supplied, just as the conjecture ‘that all swans are white’ should be amended to include black swans as well.
 Just as this implicit congregation of three co-associated set/s of truths can be integrated within a transformational scheme that cannot preference any one or two economic facets in this overall performance of a semantic theory of truth determination (as per Tarski, and where conjectures define content, with dialectics mutually co-defining the applied logics, and v.v., given e.g., that a principle of identity is dependent on how we define contents).  (15)
3. 
That an anti-representationalism implies a positive nihilism, and, at the same time a place for a qualified representationalism, and their mutual cooperation. (18)
…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 invariance for these interpretatively super-imposed processes of both re-evaluation and re-valuation to take place. [41] (19)

That mistaking alignments and non-alignments is one thing, but, mistaking conventional extrapolations as other than ‘conventional extrapolations’ is an error with quite a different complexion and occurs alongside a distinctive set of negative and unproductive ramifications. As honest disciplinarians, we should be in an alignment with what we both ‘say’ and can ‘do’, otherwise anything goes and does, and, such misbegotten behaviour is nothing less than a scandal that should be called out. Unfortunately, wedded to major discourses, disciplinarians besotted by misinformed facts, fraudulent narratives, fallacious arguments, non-evidentially aligned conclusions, along with rhetorical and metaphorical abuse, and an inauthenticity in motivation may not even be in a valid frame of mind to apperceive the rampant errors of their ways. Witness the proliferation of strong positions and the fact that positions are even attempted to be held whatever their conjectural basis. One more error, too, that I can also add to my long list of transgressions subjected here to such necessary forms of ongoing ‘reconsideration’! (20)
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… [44] (21) 

Hence this overall economic approach titled an ‘anti-represetnational-representationalism’/’representational-antirepresentationalism…’ Which, as a trimodal economy can be regarded as consisting of a ‘representationalism’, an ‘anti-representationalism’, and an antirepresentational-representationalism. Where an appreciation of the so-called third moment can be the most interesting and overlooked. On par with the compactual – contractual – compactual-contractual economy (and the interesting dynamics of that last, so-called ‘third moment’.
 (22)
4. 
That we need to accept non-weak/non-strong (conjecturally well-fortified) 'approaches' that, when and where relevant, could include a mix of either realism, idealism, pragmatism, dualism, absolutism, and/or relativism, etc. Admittedly, quite a turn-around for me. But, this is an excellent example of what it means to be ‘pragmatic’. In its broadest sense, whilst, I should also add, my still preserving a long-established distaste for all strong forms of ideological extremism. Simply substituting ‘non-weak/non-strong approaches’ for ‘non-weak/non-strong positions’. (23)

Metaphorically, an ‘overall well-fortified approach’ is not a ‘castle’ being defended impossibly from inside, but, more a set of conjecturally sound economic representational perspectives designed as heuristic devices to do disciplinary work that in overlapping point out a certain area in our semantic mappings of this world at large. But, from a pragmatic perspective we should employ only those approaches that collectively work for us and add a comparatively greater degree of value than that being invested in such mapped-out devices. So, e.g., a well-modified realistic approach could be one avenue that contributes, say, to a scientifically conducted biological project or program, whereas, in contrast, unless suitably argued for, a realistic approach would more than likely fail in dealing with the calculations in a quantum mechanics or in the operations of a conformal field theory? (24)

Being ‘pragmatic’ is ‘focusing on what appears to be relevant’ to the successfulness of our projects and programs. Here we could define a ‘pragmatic form of relevance’ that allows us ‘to co-opt a larger set of overlapping perspectives’ just as ‘lived-reality’ cannot but ‘co-opt a non-virtual sense of ‘operational space’ from its ‘virtual equivalent’.’ Where this specific intersection allows us to define ‘lived-experience’, e.g., as possessing the requisite degree of causal efficacy over the course of our experience (that must also include the non-casually efficacious). Thence the non-avoidable implication of the non-economic, etc. (25)

But, as an objection, it could be said that an appreciation of textual alignments and non-alignments cannot itself be ‘textual’. This is correct but, through retreatment the meta-textual along with the meta-disciplinary/meta-philosophical/metaphysical overlaps the textual and gets to intermingle and meld through mediation, and, become productively enactive through suspensions, de-suspensions, etc. (26)

Thence the emergence of positive, productive forms of e/valuational formation:
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] (27)

5. 
That the automatic invocation of a de-suspension post the instantiation of a suspension is effectively revelatory... arguing that this relativistical approach should not be dismissed as a mere ‘relativism’ especially if that approach is well-formed, well-informed, etc., i.e., is well-established, as conjecturally well-fortified, etc. (28)

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..!!
 [17] (29)


As a form of speculation, albeit for the purposes of forming a heuristic model, I tentatively suggested the mixing of an absolutistical approach in pretreatment, and a relativistical approach in retreatment, and, a meta-philosophical/metaphysical approach for treatment, and, where in a mingling in retreatment the metaphysical is metaphorically given ‘flesh’, so to (mis)speak to concretely be expressed through the ensuing historical specificity both therein and thereafter engendered? (30)
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? (31)


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… [21] 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… [21] (32)

Of course, we can toy with such ideas, or, later put them neatly in a forgotten cupboard should we wish. The main point of this imaginary thought experiment being looked at here is to primarily focus on this idea that the ahistorical metaphysical-like nature of treatment through retreatment is rendered, therein and thereafter, in a form that is historically concrete and through its revealed specificity emerges, in effect, in a form that could well be designated as insightful that could well be bordering on the not revelatory? (33)

Thence the power of the de-suspension to reveal a world that is anything other than ‘flat’ (as would be momentarily experienced within the suspension… and where, one would suspect, that this dramatic contrast between a suspended ‘flatness’ and the de-suspended ‘non-flatness’ to be if anything perhaps, on occasions, as something that would be quite ‘shocking’? Indeed, taking on a radical complexion. (34)


But, a problematic question comes to mind, that if all de-suspended experiences were to be ‘shocking’ and ‘relatively-radical’ how is it that in our passages through this world most of the time appears to be quite mundane (unless existential re-appreciated)? (35)


Perhaps the reader or the audience might be better qualified to supply a convincing resolution of this conundrum? Have we become inured to experiencing an existential wonderment when each and every moment could well be revelatory? (36)


But, then in being both ‘pragmatic’ and ‘open’ to a resolution of this puzzle, perhaps we should accept the possibility of a bewildering array of solutions? (37)
6. 
That we need to take on board economic, non-economic, and super-economic approaches, but, most philosopher, disciplinarians, etc., haven't even contemplated the first item on this list! (38)

To insist on just an economic reading, in our interpretations of lived-experience, itself, would have been fatally presented as a ‘position’. The apparent integrity of a trimodal approach can be appreciated but should not have been over-insisted upon… with ‘salvation’ coming in the form of the non-economic.
 Otherwise, in retrospect, we could not have explained how the relative importance of the economic could have even found itself appreciated if left in endless circulation. (39)
…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] (40)


Therefore, the imputation of the economic illustrates how we perceive and apperceive; the non-economic as to how definitive unilateral behaviour is enacted; and the putative super-economic accounts for appropriation of the relatively-radical. But, which insightful disciplinarians are cognizant of such ‘shifts’ or ‘turns’? (41)
7. 
That we should bite the metaphorical ‘bullet’ and equate ‘metaphysics’ as ‘meta-philosophical’, etc., albeit as reviewed and scoped through the lens of an anti-representational-representationalism, and, furthermore, equate this reconstituted vision, or version, of ‘metaphysics’ as an ‘inter-ordered phenomenon through a reduplication of ordered phenomena’, i.e., as six distinctive types of interconnected judgments... with the implication, therefore, that ‘doing metaphysics’ involves doing a mix of the following, namely,
 a categorical semantics (dealing with identity, transformations, time and space, etc.); an interconnected psychology-sociology (without a hard division between the same), political appreciation of power preferably from and existential-pragmatic and compactual point of view; economic appreciation of contracts, etc; science; and, history, or, rather, histories 
 of the past, present and future. Obviously, considerably expanding the traditional boundaries of a traditional metaphysics? (42)

Noting also that intermingling or intermeddling, through mediation between metaphysical-like treatment and existentially oriented retreatment, the metaphysically oriented operations are rendered in the object language through the specificity of the latter phase of transformation. Where the three phases of transformational retreatment can be viewed as mediations and where the overall trimodal intermediation
 of the same then renders the entire transformation operative in unilateral terms of a responsiveness that, hopefully, is suitably appropriate, proper and apposite
 and whose evaluation and valuation can be approached in pragmatic terms of reference, i.e., as finding the successful degree of functional fluency desired in terms of the enacted resolution both aspired after and successfully refracted through arbitrational terms of reference, etc. (43)


That such an understanding is also preparatory to a beneficial comprehending of the nature of the existential orientation:

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… [235] (44)

But, operations able to induce a non-existential or existential orientation all appear to be sequentially bimodal and not trimodal in constitution? (45)
8. 
That we need to appreciate bimodal operations though a trimodal transformational lens... resolving the following philosophical problem, namely, given all operations appear to be bimodal - operator and that operated upon - how do we accommodate the same within the economic necessity of a trimodal economy? (46)
Admittedly, this problem is quite esoteric... but whose resolution is important to understand since we would have, otherwise, a blatant contradiction between the dictum that economies are trimodally constituted and the short-sighted observation of the apparent self-sufficiency of a bimodal operationalism:
 (47)
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]


…so, in relatively superficial terms, we can appear to function through the bimodal lens of an operationalism, but, more correctly, such an approach, less superficially, is trimodally constituted in transformational terms… (48)


For how else could and should we understand the point of an operation, since its very function is to institute a process of transformation… and transformation could not be appreciated in bimodal terms. Indeed, how could the very transformational transition, itself, be appreciated given that we also need to stand back from the pretreatment and the posttreatment, etc. (49)
9. 
That we should review a ‘well-fortified pragmatism’ as a ‘pragmatics’ centered non-exclusively in a deontology, as existential, anti-representational, positively nihilistic, etc...
 (50)

As here laid out in detail when exploring the nature of the pragmatic turn (beyond a mere pragmatism that more confuses the pragmatical with the deontological, etc.):

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] (51)

Why outline this extended detailing of the existential-pragmatic dimension? To help us navigate its complexity (and its equal simplicity as outlined in footnote 14). (52)

Where and why we should not confuse this general understanding of the ‘pragmatic’ with the trans-cognitive order of the ‘pragmatical’ and its focus on, say, the efficient, the effective, the efficacious, etc., without at the same time not also including this aspect as an ‘adjunct’ when and where appropriate, etc. Furthermore, incorporating this complex phenomenon of the pragmatic within a working pragmatics that duly recognizes the metaphysical, the narrational, the existential, the anti-representational scoping of the same, as functioning by virtue of its positive nihilism, etc., (since the dogmatic concept of ‘substance’ is non-operable, and, a skeptically absent ‘logical subject’ implies nothing transformed… and no possible existence of a lived-experience likewise)! (53)
10. 
That there is a place through innovation for the radical... along with the conventional need for its super-economic re(-)appropriation… each relatively-radical increment by each relatively-radical increment… (54)

I have used the innovation of ‘sliced-bread’ as a way to understand that the radical can manifest as a series of interconnected innovations where each innovation needs to be individually appreciated in order to understand both those before and after. ( 55)

Corner stores would slice bread, but, bread making factories took charge of this aspect and recognized the greater utility of sliced-bread… and how they could charge for this simple and cheap addition of added value. But, then, sliced-bread needed to be wrapped. So, it had to be wrapped. This meant, moreover, that bread could now be branded like everything else at that time, etc. Establish the value of your brands, and charge more on that basis of product recognition, etc., etc. Where one innovation inevitably leads to another… (56)


Richard Rorty, e.g., recognized the importance of innovations, the creation of ‘novel’ and ironically ‘final’ vocabularies, etc. But, how are innovations to be arrived at? One increment at a time. Where we can comprehend the relatively-radical and not the radically-radical (unless, it too, over time, is sequentially approached). (57)

By implication, that the productive disciplinarian is innovative! That productive societies resolve their social problems in a similar manner when and where necessary, etc! (58)


But, such innovations are the result of the irruption of non-economic processes and their issuing of unilateral responses of the last instance, etc. But, their comprehension in turn, demands a critical process of ongoing re(-)appropriation, etc. Thence the necessary imputation of the super-economic dimension as an ‘open’ field for such conventionalization of the relatively-radical.
 (59)
Thence the necessity to distinguish between the negative concept of the non-economic unable to function economically through either not being constituted in an economic manner and/or where our appreciation is not constituted in an economic manner, and, a positive use of this expression of the ‘non-economic’ as the irruption of a unilateral response, etc.

…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)… [164] (60) 

Furthermore, this interest in the super-economic, etc., is directed to assist us in better understanding our place in this world at large…
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 allows 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] (61)


But, given the underdetermination of each and every perspective, and an approach that might wish to orient itself accordingly, how is the disciplinarian to overcome the inevitable charge of being accused that they were merely fabricating their claims, and where there is no reason why other claims should not also be either accepted or rejected, accordingly, and so on? (62)

Well, there should be room for everyone, and, innovations are needed prior to the advent of ‘succeeding’ innovations to be arrived at… in the future realization of once impossible disciplines that could not have been contemplated until the conventional appropriation of such necessary prior innovations. That a viable ‘pragmatics’ is ‘now to hand’ to decide such issues of relevance, conformance, comparative functioning, and so on. (63)

Unfortunately, ruling paradigms have the habit of having a zombified existence in the world of disciplines when they have a shelf-life that is all too often extended far beyond their due by date. Charitably, we could and should argue that all approaches have some validity that is greater than the quanta of their mere import, but, that the real question remains to what comparative extent is such surplus e/valuational formation is better able to beneficially expedite our passages through this world at large, be that either personally or interpersonally? (64)

Similarly, on the other hand, mere falsification of an observation, or similar, is never enough in this day and age of spin, mis-information, and worse, to disrupt its continual adherents from continuing to loudly proclaim forms of over-commitment (whether seriously believed by those same proponents or not). How can this dis-conformal defect of the Contemporary era, so wedded to simulations, and so on, be better addressed and successfully redressed? (65)

I would like to argue that we need to recognize, encounter, and engage with a ‘universal pragmatics’ as a ‘working pragmatics’ open to non-economic resolution, etc:
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] (66)


But, to affect such a revolution in thinking we would have to give up much along the way, like misbegotten ‘positions’… although being amply rewarded for such necessary sacrifices…
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] (67)


But, is this revolution, this ‘turning around’ possible? 

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-antirepresent-ationalism divided between its ‘three supporting legs’ of a qualified representationalism, an anti-representationalism, and a representational-antirepresenta-tionalism/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] (68)


Then, again in the impossible task of perfecting our future, through an inevitable succession of innovation, etc., could this ‘progress(ion)’ be even stopped?

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 or ironically, in an ongoing ‘perfection’ of the future..! [232] (69)
Where, finally, we must put our optimist faith in the existence of a ‘working pragmatics’ whose imputed existence seems to be guiding the unseen hand of our individually and collectively bound destinies… given that we only find an existential sense and semblance of freedom through(-)other..!? (70)
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� 	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.’


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


� 	In effect, indirectly critiquing both Kuhn and Popper.


� 	Being ‘third’ as a result of our arbitrary point of commencement (usually using a harmonic archetypal progression of World-Object-Ego [mirroring consonant field, dissonant focus, and resolution]).


� 	Pursuit, III.XIIK.126.


� 	This transgression being detailed in the fifth essay.


� 	Refer to the diagram or chart in Pursuit, III.XIIL.74.


� 	As explored in Book 6.


� 	Where intermediation is a dynamically balanced overall suspension of all economic correlatives, and, mediation is the dynamically balanced mediation or mingling or meddling of two economic correlatives through a relative suppression of the third economic correlative. As discussed in Book 11.


� 	Technically having pre-defined ‘suitable’ as ‘hermeneutically appropriate, phenomenologically proper, and non-systematic existentially apposite’.


� 	Decades ago, in a ‘pre-economic era’, I proposed the necessity of a bimodal operationalism as central to the very formation of sentences, etc. I.e., the necessity, namely, of a logical subject and an operator. That if an apparently sensible sentence possessed just a single word, then the missing feature was to be supplied in the overt rending of that sentence once appropriately understood. In revisiting this former dictum, we also have to take into account the context of that operating process and where all three aspects need to be refracted through the trimodal lens of a process of transformational retreatment. So, e.g., in order to explain how the uttered sentence in one word of ‘John’ might be understood we need to supply a verbal component plus the addition of the element of the context of its utterance. So, e.g., perhaps as. ‘John come here', as said by Jack who wanted to give John his birthday present. Of course, without these explicitly and implicitly understood features we can only speculate from the generality of its implied functions, say, as an imperative or similar. A bit like the annoying habit of having to listen to people yell into their mobiles all manner of titillating information that we can only speculate about given the non-knowledge of its contextualization, who the other person is, and so on.


� 	What might this final ‘etc.’ refer to? That a ‘pragmatics’ is, at the end of the day, ‘first, that which actually functions, and, second, that which functions more effectively!’


� 	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.


� 	‘Open’ in the sense of not being treated as a position but as an overall approach that can be approached form an infinitude of perspectives and where a ‘pragmatics’ rules on questions of relevancy, consequential ramifications, conformal validation, existential intervention, etc.


� 	As explored in Book 11.


� 	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’. 


� 	‘Intermediation’ as ‘the dynamic balance of all three economic correlatives’ is also defined as the process of a ‘working suspension’. ‘Mediation’ being defined as ‘the dynamic balance between two economic correlatives’ and can give rise to the third correlative – a bit like the stereoscopic vison of our two eyes that then gives us the difference of third image in 3D.






