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0. Pre-Introduction & Introduction

The horrendous conflict in Gaza calls out, indeed, cries out for conjectural clarification! Perhaps that one observation is the one and only propositional-statement that all thoughtful and all well-meaning people might actually agree on? So, muddied have the metaphorical ‘waters’ of this debate become, both outside and inside this arena, that one must wonder if it is at all possible to outline an objective-like conjectural reading of this situation that might then allow us to thematize a set of working, workable responses on the behalf of the concerned citizens of this working-world, that are both duly responsive and responsible? With a thicket of claims and counter-claims of antisemitism, islamophobia; pro-Palestinian, anti-Palestinian, pro-Israeli, anti-Israeli ‘accusations’, and so on, one must wonder if the so-called hypothetical witness of the ‘reasonable person’ could successfully insert themselves into this ‘deadly’ debate and steer a middle course that accurately outlines and weighs the continuing horrors of this dreadful conflict? Furthermore, find measures, that a majority of governments around the world should insist upon, to both cease and resolve this disastrous conflict whose ramifications will travel well beyond the borders of these primary protagonists!
 (0)

Against this backdrop, in this open forum, we have here an urgent philosophical workshop for doing ‘real’ disciplined work in the world by directly addressing this issue and the indirect issues that will undoubtedly follow on in the wake of its conjectural articulation. So, what problematic areas of concern should we contemplate? Let me tabulate some of the philosophical issues that, I suspect, will more than likely come to our attention, be that either overtly and advertently, or, covertly and inadvertently:

1. Can we articulate an objective-like assembly of relevant facts and from such information then articulate reasonable conjectures that representatively and fairly describe the overall situation to date?

2. That from such conjectural descriptions can we then further conjecture a raft of reasonable responses in the form of suitable prescriptions and (existential) proscriptions?

3. Then, from the conjectural articulation of such responses, can we then proceed to articulate and respond to a set of negative and positive ramifications, in the form of future conjectured trajectories, that would seem to have a high probabilistic chance of being duly observed if we believed such expectations might well be inevitably realized..? (1)


That, with these three considerations in mind, namely, exercising the possibility of a ‘neutrally’ articulated conjectural representation through descriptions; then correctly entertaining both conjectural (non-existentially oriented) prescriptions and (existentially oriented) proscriptions; and, last, our perceiving the need to responsibly respond, proactively, to such ensuing conjectural expectations, let me briefly explore these three contentious areas of research (under their four headings as noted in bold) before adopting and adapting such ideas in order to effectively map the conjectural contours of this ‘historical’ conflict in terms of its past, present, and probable future if there were to be either no resolution of this form of contestation or in the advent of some viable form of resolution. Along the way let us also note all relevant observations and comments that we might find pertinent to a better appreciation of the horrendous nature of this form of asymmetrically conducted warfare. Where, hopefully, this philosophically oriented form of scrutiny will attempt, first, to not be uncritical, second, exercise some reasonable sense and semblance of the critical, and, third, interject, when and where necessary, what might turn out to be quite radical in our voicing a re(-)expression of a ‘final formulation’ of this same debate…
 (2)


As we can perceive, the expression of my motivation behind this open forum is quite complex, but, in more practical terms, it can be more simply rendered along the following lines. If we understand that ‘certain things about certain situations’ are not ‘right’, are found to be ‘deeply troubling’, just what can we do about it, not just as a mere individual and bystander, but, through aligning our behaviour with organized forms of protest with other similar thinking and feeling individuals also asking ‘just what can be done, just what should be done?’! As the proverbial motto so presciently highlights, ‘don’t get angry, get organized!’ That, indeed, if we truly feel we need to protest just how should we go about that type of a process? (3)

In this open forum, this is the central issue that needs to be addressed. In any problematic situation, be that either personal and/or social in complexion, by what steps should we consider as those that might need to be undertaken, both individually and collectively, in order to move towards the enabling of some form of resolution of that which is felt to be both disturbing and demanding of some form of a resolution, any form of resolution, regardless of whether that problem is either local or global? Obviously, not merely protesting for the sake of protesting, i.e., finding some enjoyment in experiencing a relatively superficial semblance of social solidarity, but, in a seeking of those pre-conditions and conditions more conducive to the accelerated evolution of an apposite form of resolution of that which is deemed to be so problematic. (4)

 If I were to clearly read this situation, say, through the clarification of a conjectural philosophy, as a concerned citizen, and denizen of this world, we could well ask ‘what could I do, what should I do, and, more importantly, what would I do, however insignificant my contribution that might be made in my engagement with my directly addressing this controversial issue?’ Because, all too often, the metaphorical ‘waters’ of a controversy are usually so muddied, indeed, rendered more controversial through misinformation, misinterpretation, disinformation and mal-information, etc.,  given that these events become so mistreated and overlaid with a litany of accusations and counter-accusations from over-committed, ideologically driven representatives of all parties, it follows that the form and effectiveness of such ensuing social protests has been considerably weakened and diluted accordingly. But, given some conjectural clarification, how might this be remedied, and, therein and thereby, where ensuing responses could be delivered in both a responsible and effective form? Or, even more simply, the untrammeled right to demonstrate our protestations in public at the inequitable treatment of others by others in a democracy should be a political given without our needing to invoke those distractions that seek to identify another protesting person’s political persuasion, educational status and vocation, ethnicity, religious affiliation, and so on? (5) 

In formulating a first, brief conjectural snapshot of this controversial war between the government of Israel and the Palestinian people of Gaza, as enacted through this military intervention, I proffer the listing of a short set of relatively uncontested facts to date:

1. On 7 October 2024 up to 3000 Hamas fighters invaded Israel through the security wall that completely surrounds the enclave of Gaza. 

2. Israeli dead numbered about 1200 and 133 hostages remain in captivity. About 34 have died (under a variety of circumstances). About 112 have so far been released in a prisoner swap, 4 released unilaterally, and 3 rescued. The estimated number of Hamas fighters killed in this current conflict being cited as about 9000 (in an army estimated to be between 20,000 and 25,000). The number of Israeli soldiers killed being about 606 with approximately 3,310 soldiers being injured.

3. The Israeli military response has seen 34,500 civilian deaths & 77,600 people injured. 

4. About 97 journalists and media workers have been confirmed as killed. This tally includes 9 Palestinian, 2 Israeli and 3 Lebanese. 16 journalists have been reported as injured and 4 journalists are reported as missing.

5. Currently 70% of Gazan infrastructure, including 70,000 plus home units being destroyed and about 290,000 housing units being damaged, primarily through bombing by the Israeli government, still a daily occurrence. Seven months later this has pushed about 85% of the enclave’s population, about 1.7 million people, into internal displacement amid a crippling blockade of food, clean water, and medicine according to the UN. About 500,000 have no home to return to.

6. Israel has re-occupied, currently, about 50% of the enclave of Gaza.

7. Between 500-600 trucks are needed daily to bring in food, etc., for the population in Gaza. On some occasions that has been reduced to about 50. Currently, only about a quarter of the food distribution, etc., is being allowed to enter. In March that was about 150 trucks per day.

8. Electricity has been disrupted for a number of reasons, also disrupting the circulation of clean water, etc. (6)

1. Conjectural Descriptions

Can we present a relevant, viable, representatively fair assessment of any controversial situation? Or any situation for that matter? As an optimist we would answer, “Yes, that is possible.” Moreover, through the imposition of relevant questions, apposite suspensions, suitable forms of conjectural appreciation a degree of conjectural balance should be both established and conformally further re(-)established. (7)

First arguing that neither an analysis nor a synthesis is comprehensive enough in the light of the demands presented by such controversial research. Hence this need for both conjectures and the suitable appreciation of the entailed conjectural economies in question. (8)

Recognizing the crucial role of conjectures. That conjectures are ‘the engine room of the philosophical discipline’, and, indeed, all other disciplines! Although, more importantly, it is in our ability to ‘suitably appreciate such conjectures’ that marks out our ability to articulate a ‘cogent philosophy (or discipline)’. (9)

That in formulating a comprehensive, relevant, viable, and representatively fair conjectural mapping of a controversial situation we need to suitably account for ‘all essentially relevant materials’. Given that what is relatively defined as ‘essential’ is ‘that here there is the relative presence versus the relative absence of a certain input of information that that relative presence or absence then would distinctly alter the ensuing thematization, and overall cogency, i.e., conformation, of our ensuing interpretation’.
 Thence our need to be duly attentive in this regard. Testing what is relevant by noting if its relative presence or absence makes a distinctive difference to our ‘final’ positioning in our pursuit of that specific research program. (10)


In a thematization of such relevant details, discerning their conjectural representation, and ascertaining the ‘final’ impact of their assessment let me entertain the following digressions that, hopefully, will cast some light on this process of ascertainment. (11)


Here I would like to introduce two brief discussions on, first, the conceptual approach that perceives an appreciation of our being in the world arises through a process of de-distortion (of what we apparently know, more or less, on the basis of our only needing to know what needs to be known), and, second, where I would like to introduce the philosophical tool of the ‘non-economical fork’ using the ambiguity of this technical term of the ‘non-economic’ as both a negative and a positive tool in our philosophical (and disciplinary) researches. (12)

In a previous essay, I argued that we needed, metaphorically, ‘to listen to a hot cup of coffee’
 as a rejoinder to the fraternity of ideologues besotted by the so-called ‘appearance-reality distinction’.
 Where a thematization of our situatedness in this world at large is primarily conducted through an ‘ongoing process of de-distortion’ and this ‘position’ directly counters the ideological nonsense perpetuated through the so-called ‘appearance-reality’ distinction’. Rather than encountering a so-called ‘world of Reality’ forever distorted by appearances what we really find is a world ever able to be de-distorted through our critical engagement with the same. In my making for someone a hot cup of coffee I might feel it necessary to inform them that it is very hot. But, then, they may well see that for themselves in noting the steam arising from the cup. If a pottery cup, they might tentatively touch it with one of their fingers to feel how hot the cup is. Or, with the tip of their tongue, a few minutes later, they might gingerly test how less hot that coffee must now have cooled. Taking a first hesitant sip to see if that cup of coffee can now be drunk. Finding through this coherent raft of manoeuvres a more accurate assessment of how hot that coffee is and to what extent it should not be drunk or can now be drunk. Rather than a world of reality forever concealed from us, instead, we are exposed to a world that ever reveals itself to us on an ‘as per needed basis’. Rather than being forever hidden, instead, the world seemingly reveals itself without too much effort in a form of an alignment, through ongoing re(-)alignment, realized through a series of overlapping interpretations that give us, at the end of the day, little room to be fooled by so-called ‘mere appearances’. That, on some occasions, when we find ourselves to be mistaken, this is more the exception to the rule and merely highlights this experiential fact that the world is there for us to more clearly perceive, and then apperceive, i.e., appreciate through re-entertaining its iterative re(-)presentation. I.e., e.g., through the ongoing reiteration, and ‘rectification’, of applying the meta-textual, genre-expectations that a reasonable series of similar approaches should directly clarify and re(-)validate how that apparent situatedness of this situation continues to be found, for the most part, is and remains still currently to hand. Indeed, reinforcing all of this by invoking an alignment between past patterns of recall, present moments of anticipation, and future moments of expectations (no doubt duly cast in terms of our past and present recollections and finding or not finding a definitive test in the arrival of moments of presently presented anticipations). Applied to a conjectural philosophy, we expect matters to be no different. That, in effect, our conjectures, acting as sets of expectations, etc., can be ever refined to that extent required, on the reasonable basis of current needs, should the subject matter of our enquiries, be that either in a form that can be so approached in experiential terms or, at the very least, where we can devise instruments of measurement to continue to assist us in the furthering of such endeavours. (13)

This second digression, ‘the economical fork’, utilizes the ambiguity of this technical expression of mine of the ‘non-economical’ by differentially using its negative and positive senses. In its negative sense, in our inability to operate in the circulation of an economy that is impossible to experience in either a non-virtual domain let alone be merely simulated in virtual terms of reference we can quite easily dismiss as impossible to contemplate given its falling under the impossible categories of either a unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism or relativism, including along the way all ideological overcommitted forms of realism, idealism, dualism, logical positivism, etc., as falling under the former headings. On the other hand, taking ‘non-economic’ in a positive sense, in an allusion to the work of the French philosopher François Laurelle, we have the crystallized expression of that which is resolved or continuing to be resolved and where it finds itself being expressed non-economically within the overall economy of the economic through an irruption of e/valuational formation, hopefully, in a form that is found to be engineered in a relatively beneficial manner whose disposition has positive ramifications for the relational parties concerned. The first sense, as a negative, rules a line through such wayward artifacts of our misplaced thinking, and, second, in a positive light indicates the satisfactory resolution that allows for this emission of that which has some form of judgmental evaluation and subsequent valuation, hopefully with a positive complexion and disposition. Applied in a conjectural economy, we hope that such non-economic irruptions of resolution will mark themselves out accordingly and be duly noted by the disciplinarian in question. (14)

This non-economical fork ruling out, first, what is correctly impossible to entertain and should be treated as nonsense, and, second, ruling in that which appears to be proffering forms of valuation arrived at through relatively definitive processes of economic resolution. (15)

Applied to a conjectural mapping of this current Israel-Gaza Conflict we would hope, through the application of this fork, to find ourselves in a position where we can dismiss that which is conjectural nonsense, and, then, focus in on what appears to proffer forms of resolution in our current research program, namely, in this instance, the ongoing clarification of this re(-)presented conflict (as currently mapped out in and through a network of conjectural propositional-statements some of which will be conformally valid in relative terms of reference and where other conjectural proposition-statements will need to fall either by the wayside or find forms of acceptable emendation.
 (16)


As a global phenomenon, the reception of this conflict has been presented, represented, and re-presented as a simulated vortex of accusations and counter-accusations where the stark clarity of its potential illegality and inhumanity has been muddied by various parties accusing all other others parties with unhelpful, and not necessarily accurate, epithets of ‘antisemitism’, ‘islamophobia’, ‘anti-Israeli’, ‘anti-Palestinian’, ‘pro-Israeli’, pro-Palestinian’, and so on.
 No doubt further confusing the parameters of this type of debate by deeming the other parties to be unpatriotic, misguided, extremists, ‘agents of chaos’, (, e.g., on university campuses, etc.), as ‘breakers of state or federal law/s’, as ‘defiant of university regulations’, as ‘not complying with council bylaws’, as ‘conducting illegal marches and other forms of protest’, and so forth. Obviously, to bring some conjectural clarity to this onslaught of verbal name-calling, rightly or wrongly ascribed, we need to proffer more in the form of descriptions that appear to be relevant, viable, conforming to the primary phenomenon to hand, namely, i.e., valid inputs that appear to more accurately represent (through an economy of re(-)presentation) the nature and horrors of this horrendous conflict taking place between the peoples of Israel and the peoples of Gaza (and by extension the peoples of the West Bank, Lebanon, the Middle East, along with a rippling overflow into this lived-world at large…
). (17)


In the light of the above, this additional phenomenon of a ‘muddling of controversial issues’ by over-invested parties just how should we go about this process of a conjectural mapping and conjectural appreciation of the re(-)presentation of this Israel-Gaza Conflict? In other words, how can such conjectural mapping be enacted in terms of seemingly coherent and non-contradictory set/s of ‘objective’ descriptions without the distortion of connotationally oriented influences emanating from ideological influences? (18)


In any dialogical interaction demonstrating some degree of the prominent parties actually complying with the hermeneutic conventions of that type of interaction, it could be argued that they can do so, despite the presence of some form of an overt debate or contestment, actually implies that non-contested, intersubjective grounds must already exist for these parties to conduct such difference of opinion and positioning. It stands to reason, therefore, that upon the necessary pre-existing basis of this island or these islands of non-contestment an ‘objective’ mapping of this conjectural territory can proceed. ‘Objective’ in the sense that we have, first, an area of non-contested agreements, and, second, through a process of de-distortion, we can build upon and enlarge this territory of relative non-contestment, and, third, hopefully, but not necessarily, seek forms of extended agreements on an acceptance of such additional inputs. That, inevitably, such conjectural mappings can and will be found to be further enlarged, upon such relative objectivity, should the right attention and care be extended to this process of conjectural extension, i.e., e.g., through forms of evidential conformation, suspensions, the application of appropriate questions, and so on. Or, more simply, this optimistically driven formation of consensus building and the ‘return’, and re-establishment, of an apposite sense of social solidarity reflecting the recognition and enlargement of those points of resolution that reveal definitively themselves through the positivity of co-associated non-economic phenomena, i.e., these ostensive moments of resolution. (19)

2. Conjectural Prescriptions and Proscriptions

That granted, if only hypothetically, these ‘points of resolution’ can be identified and subjected to further processes of conformation arising from the inter-locking and overlapping iteration of processes of alignment found to be further reinforced through the conformation of re(-)alignment, and so on and so forth. (20)


But the apparent philosophical problem remains, just how should we migrate from conjecturally depicted ‘descriptions’ to a discernment of either conjecturally oriented non-existential ‘prescriptions’ and/or conjecturally oriented existential ‘proscriptions’? Non-existential concerns being with matters of value in terms more of the expedient nature of the pragmatical rather than pro-relational concerns pertaining more to the lived-qualities of that relationship itself and in that regard more concerned with existential parameters of the (third trans-cognitive order of the) deontological, (the second trans-cognitive order of the) aesthetical without completely absenting (fourth trans-cognitive orders of) pragmatical-like features of the efficient, the economical, the efficacious, etc. Still, just how do entertain this type of a transformational-transition? Already, in philosophical terms of reference we have the prohibition of travelling from ‘is’ to ‘ought’ as framed by (the philosophical hegemony of) the naturalistic fallacy. (21)

However, in my re-visiting the analytical-synthetical distinction, conjectures, through an economic suspension of the former, is an emergent composite of both necessity and contingency. Hence my recognition of this through treating conjectures with the use of the appellation of ‘propositional-statements’. I.e., as an emergent composite, in effect, with the status as an apparent ‘proposition-and-statement’, i.e., ‘propositional-statement’. Furthermore, in my treating synthetic statements as conforming more to meta-textual hermeneutic considerations of genre ‘prescriptions’, and, analytical propositions as conforming more to the reiterated presentation of textual existential ‘proscriptions’ then it would appear, albeit in the confines of this definitional context, that conjectures have already this dual countenance of being somewhat ‘descriptive’ and somewhat ‘prescriptive’ manifesting as a process of existentially oriented ‘proscriptions’ with a certain degree of re-presenting, somewhat, as a non-textual simulation. Therefore, unless demonstrated as specifically fallacious in a specific situation, and not factually in conformity with reasonable intersubjective assessments of that situation, then, we can go ahead and treat conjectures as already possessing a proscriptive orientation, or, at least, as if inherently proscriptive in orientation. Whereby, through such a strategy, we can see that this distinction of a descriptive ‘is’ and prescriptive ought ‘is’ being superseded by this economic element of the conjectural, where as an economic correlative, cannot be definitively locked into just a proscriptive characterization, nor, for that matter, as if completely locked out of such a characterization. That this can be demonstrated is possibly illustrated in the following anecdote or philosophical thought experiment. (22)

Are we allowed to move from conjectural descriptions to either conjectural prescriptions and/or conjectural proscriptions? In the following let me explore where the boundaries of the ‘is-ought problem’ cease to be problematic and can be circumvented, superseded, etc? Although, in breaking a prohibitive ‘ought’ this is facilitated... (23)

Let me outline the following thought experiment concerning the ‘mythical’ serial killer ‘Friday Fred’ or ’Friday Frederika’: Recently, in a certain city, on every Friday night a woman gets murdered. The serial killer has been nicknamed ‘Friday Fred’ or ‘Friday Frederika’ as the assigned or self-assigned gender of the killer or killers is currently unknown. Are we allowed to conjecture that another woman will be murdered this Friday night? And are we allowed, from the obvious description of this person or persons as a killer or killers, to claim that they ought to be prosecuted to the full extent of the law? In what manner are we allowed to migrate from ‘descriptions’ to ‘non-existentially oriented prescriptions’ and ‘existentially oriented proscriptions’?? (24)


Parallels in conjectural depictions. To what extent are we allowed to migrate from ‘descriptions’ to ‘prescriptions/proscriptions’ (given that that is what we will obviously do?)? Philosophically, even though, recently, one woman has been murdered, in a certain manner every Friday, say, for six weeks in a row this does not mean that a seventh killing ought to happen on the next Friday night. On the other hand, in this town, if a were a woman, or just a concerned citizen, if I had to go out that night I would most certainly want to travel in the middle of the company of some burly folk. So, even though we cannot insist here on an ‘ought’ (to take place), still, we act as if that were a very reasonable conjecture to entertain and comply with. (25)


Then, in a similar counter-example, if this party of person or persons is apparently responsible for this set of serial murders were to be apprehended, and duly judged in a properly constituted court of law to be guilty of these offenses, and then deemed to be the correct candidate for either capital punishment or life-long imprisonment are we simply allowed to migrate from ‘this party are the perpetrators of these series of criminal acts’ to ‘they ought to suffer the full extent of the law, be that capital punishment or life-long punishment’? In other words, given a relevant frame of reference we can, indeed, migrate from ‘is’ to ‘ought’ in a manner concordant with the conventional rules appertaining to that appropriate genre of behaviour. Say, however, in order to confirm this expected execution of the relevant legal genre/s in question, if it were the case that the true participants of this series of serial murders were to successfully incriminate a certain innocent party, who takes the rap for this series of crimes, would we still hold this principle knowing that, in this instance, this court of law actually got their judgments wrong? Here, I am sure we would still hold the legal process of the ‘ought’ as relatively unquestioned, but, that in this instance the process would have been understood to have been incorrectly handled and where a wrong series of judgments were issued accordingly. (26)


Hence, I believe, that a frame of reference can be conceived where, correctly, it is quite possible to successfully travel from a descriptive ‘is’ to either a prescriptive ‘ought’ and/or a proscriptive ‘not-ought’. Let me reinforce both the nature and ramifications of this conjecture. (27)


The contingency of a statement also reveals its hermeneutic mapping in terms of the invocation of a corresponding meta-textual set of genres of explication. So, e.g., if I were to say ‘this is an apple’, in my pointing out a rather delicious looking apple in a bowl of various fruits, it would probably be safe to say the genre of behaviour being immediately referenced, in all probability, is that of an act of perception. Moreover, we can refine this appellation by further noting it is also a ‘pointing out’ and ‘naming’ of that being focused upon. Hence perception, designation, identification and nomination. But, if we were to inquire more deeply, we might well ask ‘what is the motivation, apparent or otherwise, behind these acts of perception, designation, etc?’ Asking ourselves, ‘why is this person concerned with identifying this apple in that fruit bowl?’ Here we might argue that this person is perhaps hungry, or feels some hunger or the simple desire of wanting to eat that apple being referred to… along with an infinite number of other intentional possibilities. In this regard we could listen to what else that person pointing out that apple might want to say, or, we could interrogate them by simply asking ‘why are they pointing out this apple in that fruit bowl?’ In this murky world of motivation what others say might also need to be taken with a metaphorical ‘grain of salt’. However, let us say between trusted friend the other party merely declares their desire to eat the apple being pointed out, but, as this bowl of fruit does not belong to them, they are seeking permission to pick this apple up and thereupon eat it. In effect, they are seeking to undo the proscriptive force of the fact that that apple does not belong to them that, therefore, they should not purloin the said object, but, that they are hopeful permission will be granted that would then allow them to eat this same apple being pointed out. In other words, prescriptions are prescriptive (as the genre rules involved in the execution of a certain type of action, etc.) and proscriptions are the prohibition of certain behaviours unless countermanded for whatever reason or reasons judged under the specificity of those circumstances as apposite. (28)


How does this recalibrate our ideas of what is entailed in the utilization of conjectures in a conjectural economy? (29)


That although conjectures can obviously concentrate on descriptions and prescriptions, at their heart, as propositional-statements, they are already an emergent-composite of both prescriptions and descriptions, and, hence, more correctly, proscriptive in orientation. In effect, ruling out what is not suitable, and, thereby and therein, by default ruling in what was relatively more acceptable in terms of the attitudes and positions to be adopted and adapted thereafter. Such a process of ongoing conformation (as an ongoing process of re(-)normalization), somewhat weeding out and ruling in acceptable conjectural propositional-statements where the ramifications of this type of process implies, when correctly exercised, an ongoing process of de-distortion as we clarify, purely on a ‘need to know basis’, i.e., just what we need to know in that same regard. Hoping, of course, that sensible questions are being asked that do not travel too far from their ability to be answered on this ‘need to know basis’, and, in this process, proffering the relevant degree of de-distortion being sought through such enquiries. Or, effectively, seeking to both augment and enhance the cogency being exhibited in and through this process of de-distortion; conformation; rectification, deconstruction-reconstruction, re(-)normalization; harmonization, resolution; discarding the non-critical, ruling in the critical, being open to the relatively-radical, seeking and finding so-called ‘definite formulation’, ‘definitive histories, ‘final’ vocabularies, etc., etc. (30)

3. Probable Conjectural Ramifications (as Expressed through ‘Expectations’)

To what extent are we allowed to conjecturally entertain present implications and future consequences? Just what can we expect to follow in the careful exercising of conjectures in a conjectural economy? (31)

4. A Conjectural Mapping of this ‘War’ in Gaza

i. Historical Background to this Conflict

Noting that, in the limbo-land of endlessly unsuccessful negotiations, Gaza and the West Bank are seemingly designed to be a failed state(s), being generally unrecognized both locally and globally, and not accorded the full status of a nation in the United Nations (?). That their citizens are consequently not deemed, either de jure or de facto, to have the full rights of citizenship under such conventions for people that are stateless? Still, as a force of occupation it is also the responsibility of the Israeli government to afford their obligation of a full set of protections as provided for under the United Nations Charter, etc. (32)

That in this in-between world of nationhood some parallels with the Holocaust and the Holodomor (the Soviet state instituted famine of the Ukraine between 1932-1933) might well be apposite to entertain through their being tested in a set of relevant conjectural arguments? By various historians, stateless citizen in the first half of the 20th century were seemingly mistreated more as ‘organisms’ rather than as persons with a full complement of rights automatically extended to them, theoretically, by their respective states. The historian, Timothy Snyder, e.g., tells us not to treat ‘the Holocaust as if behind plexiglass’, i.e., as if a unique occurrence that happens as if out of time, as if an historical observation that could never reoccur when, it is obvious that more deaths in that period of time occurred as a matter of state policy as to how scarce resources would be distributed more to ‘citizens’ and less to ‘non-citizens’ and, where as a result, more people died from starvation as a consequence of such other state policies than directly killed people either in situ or in localized in the confines of extermination camps.
 Do we see a similar parallel here? E.g., with the transporting, e.g., of food, etc., into Gaza by, say, 50 trucks per day, when before the conflict, the total may well have been more that say, 500. That even to merely let in about 150 such trucks a day is a recipe for organizing an imminent famine, that could well be perceived and re-interpreted as a state-sanctioned war crime? Also, as a ‘collective form of punishment’ that is equally regarded as a war crime? Interestingly, such issues are already before the United Nations. In this regard the UN Human Rights Council has identified ‘clear evidence’ of war crimes by both Israel Defense Forces and Hamas. That, e.g., the avoidable targeting of civilians is a violation of international law and that a process of accountability needs to be instituted. On 27 October, e.g., a spokesperson for the OHCHR (Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights) called for an independent court to review potential war crimes committed by both sides. Moreover, the International Criminal Court confirmed that its mandate to investigate alleged war crimes committed since June 2014 in the State of Palestine extends to the current conflict.
 (33)

Given confinement to the Gaza strip (and, by extension, within the confines of the West Bank, should we view such people as ‘prisoners’ under the supervision and responsibility of the Israeli government (otherwise the enclave can be regarded as effectively self-governing)? We may well ask, to what extent has such decades long confinement a major influence that has created the environment for extremist political forces to thrive? Evident is the fact that Hamas completely took over this enclave in 2006 by defeating its political rival Fatah, still functioning on the West Bank, and then excluding them from this enclave. (34)


We can also note the regular recurrence of overt periods of violence between these two parties in a manner where Hamas has increasingly escalated the intensity of such conflicts and where Israel, in turn, then matches and exceeds the manner of its overall response. Witness the killing of 1200 people in Israel along with the taking of hostages versus the deaths of 34,500 civilians to date. (35)

Previous periods of violence occurred in 2008-9, 2012, 2014, and 2021.
 Or, witness, e.g., in 2014 where 4.594 rockets and mortars were launched from Gaza, and, where in 2023-24, 11,000 rockets plus were launched in this more recent conflict. We only have to draw the dotted lines to see that the probable future of such reoccurring conflicts is only becoming more and more obvious, and, where processes of resolution are urgently called for, that, in the process, will also need to address the political status of the state of Palestine whose impasse many would argue contributes to these cycles involving an escalation of violence? Hamas has repeatedly stated that it is firing such projectiles because these political issues over statehood, and allied concerns, have not been resolved leaving Gaza in a state of limbo where some have described the people of Gaza as having to live in the biggest ‘prison camp’ on this planet.
 (36)

ii. Recent History of this Conflict

Hamas invaded Israel on the 7 October… (37)

Israel replied in kind, and has subjected the enclave of Gaza to a devasting degree of bombardment as per the information outlined in section 6. (38)

The overflow or ramifications of this ‘local’ conflict has also been quite extensive and have taking a variety of ‘global’ manifestations. E.g., an escalation of violence on the West Bank; rockets fired from southern Lebanon, etc; an escalation of overt conflict between Israel and Iran; the attacks by the Iran backed Houthi rebels in Yemen against international sipping using the Red Sea and the Suez Canal; ambiguous displays of support along with possible decreasing support for Israel by a variety of governments; protests and forms of civil disruption by groups of people either supporting Israel or the Palestinian cause, etc. It also appears that Traditional Media, in general, can only deal with one major issue at a time and that this conflict has often relegated the dissemination of news about other equally concerning conflicts and topics. (39)


This war could also be described as relatively asymmetric to the extent Israel, as well-armed state, has the resources to punish, if not over-punish, the embryonic state of Palestine, and more specifically Gaza, if it should be the case that the West Bank were to formally cement their apparent divorce (in what could then be called a ‘three-state solution’). (40)


Obviously, the non-commensurate death toll of civilians in Gaza, the massive destruction of infrastructure and hospital there, etc., will psychically leave its mark forcing us to conjecture ‘just what future is there for this enclave of Gaza, just what future is there for the West Bank, a Palestinian State, a so-called two state solution (or a three-state solution), and, even the state of Israel itself?’
 (41) 

iii. Future Ramifications of this Conflict?


It is more than tempting to connect the dots of past conflicts in this region to imagine a long period of historical escalation. With the sending of an increasing number of missiles by Hamas in each more visible period of conflict one must surmise that this conflict is and will remain on an historical trajectory of escalation unless some form of a short-circuit and resolution be brought to bear? Then, taking a metaphorical ‘page’ from the accelerated development of drone warfare in the Ukraine, e.g., surely it behooves these belligerent parties to soon resolve their political differences lest an even greater toll of death and destruction is unleashed on both sides. What might successfully short-circuit these cycles of violence and put history on a course that it must inevitably take given that all wars and all periods of conflict eventually find some semblance of a cessation of hostilities in some form or other? (42)

4. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

Just what can our use of conjectures do and not do in our reading/s of these types of situation, etc? (43)

Obviously, a conjectural mapping of descriptions could be rendered as less problematic through ongoing forms of consensus and subsequent emendation. No one is going to contest the fact that from October in 2023 a period of conflict recommenced between Israel and Hamas in Gaza. However, what does become more complicated and potentially controversial, is just how are we going to interpret these events from both a more prescriptive and a more proscriptive point of view? Yet, even here, both the expected and anticipated cogency of conjectures can be demonstrated and where, again, consensus and an emendation of interpretations can be allowed to follow suit… (44)

People are no doubt asking themselves, from the rubble in Gaza to the offices of the United Nations, is the Palestinian toll of 33,500 dead and more than 77,000 injured, including the death of 9000 Hamas fighters commensurate with those Israeli civilians, and those of other nationalities, and members of the military who were either killed, injured, or those individuals taken as hostages when the latter were captured in Israel at the beginning of this recent conflict? Of course, if we believe that even one death, or one injury, is not acceptable then how are we to reasonably compute and appreciate the disproportionate use of violence exerted by Israel upon the people of Gaza? Then, these considerations granted, what conjectures can we formulate with an eye on the future. Should we suspect a continuation of this ‘eye for an eye’, and a few more besides, or, an ‘all-perceiving eye’ that only sees the deeper humanity of the person and how, at the end of the day, most people only wish to lead a happy life, have good health, find a good education for their children, be able to lead a time of retirement in relative contentment, and so on? That in terms of the latter, we can only hope that lessons of history will instruct enough people to collectively follow a more resolute form of a humane resolution that restores both dignity and security to these two Semitic peoples of the Levant..?! (45)

From the perspective of a conjectural economy, it is my belief that we can demonstrate the cogency of this type of philosophy. As previously suggested, the use of conjectures, and their conformal appreciation, is ‘the engine room of the philosophical discipline, and, indeed, all reputable disciplines’. I would argue that in a conjectural economy, conjectures, as propositional-statements, can be neither reduced to analytical propositions nor synthetical statements. Although even overlooked, this aspect of the research program manifests in either a de facto or covert sense or in a virtual semblance whose functioning allows us to then think that we can automatically appreciate necessary propositions and contingent statements, along with the distinction between the same, when in lived-reality we must entertain a conjectural dimension in order to make any sense whatsoever of this overall life-world, this world-of-life, this world at large. In what manner, therefore, are conjectures this missing link, this overlooked dimension that glues together the exercise of the philosophical discipline, indeed, each and every reputable disciplines? (46)

As propositional-statements, as just noted, they can be reduced to neither propositions nor statements. From an economic perspective (through the lens of an economic complexification) I have noted that conjectures collectively function through the reiteration of the conjectured ‘as-if’ (as outlined as the third moment in the interrogative economy when attempting a literal reply along apparitional lines); as hypothetical ‘what-ifs’ more along the lines of counterfactuals; as focusing on a ‘specification of process’ (rather than a generalization or particularization of process); through exercising either virtually and/or non-virtually a relative ‘existentialization of process’ (through the identification of a pro-relational attitude from the perspective of a co-associated sense of trans-relational subjectivity); and so on and so forth. That this thematization of a more overt semblance of an existential orientation is also accompanied by a more overt sense of the pragmatic, and v.v. An experience of the pragmatic that cannot be reduced to the mere expediency of (the fourth trans-cognitively ordered order of) the pragmatical although, at the same time, neither being devoid of nor avoiding such aspects of the pragmatical that might include, say, considerations of effectiveness, economical-ness, efficaciousness, expedience when duly called for, etc. Now, I do not expect a thorough understanding of where I am coming from and where I might be heading, since this philosophical approach, even for myself, is very much a continual work in progress, but, do hope for some glimmer of comprehension that conjectures have a role to play in philosophical explorations and that this might be entertained if only to the extent that we can see that the mere use of analytical propositions and synthetical statements, either by themselves or together, just cannot do the work envisaged in the critical, and radical, pursuit of the philosophical discipline, or, indeed, in the exercise of any viable discipline. (47)


In the course of this essay, I also introduced the philosophical tool of a ‘non-economical fork’ where I used the negative and positive ambiguities of this expression, respectively, to either dismiss that which does not work (in trimodal economic terms of reference) and to promote that which appears to have the blessing of the non-economic irruption of value arising from the relatively successful resolution of the internal workings of that current economy in question.
 In effect, I would like to argue that the latter function is responsible for the cogency of apparently well-formed, well-informed, and well-expressed conjectural considerations, and, under suitable circumstance, might well render viable functions of a ‘weak philosophy’
 or a ‘weak discipline’ along the lines of a ‘non-weak’/’non-strong’ philosophy or discipline rather than entertaining a ‘strong philosophy’ or ‘strong discipline’ through being neither called for nor needed as forms of over-commitment indicative of an ideological extremism as expounded and demanded by ideologues.
 But, for the moment, let me leave such a conjecture for a later in-depth exploration and scrutiny lest I return to this notion of the conjectural its previous connotation of being, somewhat, only a device that is merely speculative and not deserving of the respect it so surely deserves..!! (48)







        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 1.5.24.

A: Appendix A: 

A Proposal for a Resolution of the Current Political Situation

Between Israel and Palestine ‘On the basis of a Quid Pro Quo’


Given that, in general, as most people want to lead a happy life, enjoy their relationships with loved ones and friends, have access to suitable shelter, be well fed, have the opportunities to receive a good education, find employment that pays a ‘living wage’, be healthy but receive the best in health care when needed… why not set out to settle our national and political differences on this basis of this already understood consensus. (1)


Then, in particular, given this pre-understood consensus, let all national parties negotiate their various claims on the grounds of a quid pro quo given that, collectively, each party will have similar aspirations. (2)


However, in a specificity of detail, let nation-states themselves negotiate and arbitrate the specific needs and aspirations of its own citizens both individually and communally. (3)


Thence this pre-understood basis from which a consolidation of consensus must further proceed on the grounds of a mutual respect for the existence, security, safety, and desired prosperity of and for all other parties. 


To institutionalize such objectives why not accept a Joint Israel-Palestine Authority (JIPA), even if only on a ceremonial level, with the long-term goals of mutual cooperation, an eventual dismantling of artificial boundaries, free travel and domicile within this Authority of and for all parties, by all relevant parties.

To this end, in order to practically utilize this mutual concept of a quid pro quo let this be done under the following six headings (meant only as an initial set of guidelines):

1. The signing of a proclamation that respectfully recognizes the ‘mutual existence, security, safety, and a desired prosperity of and for all parties’.

2. Re-negotiation over capitals. One possible compromise being the siting of the capital or headquarters of JIPA in East Jerusalem in lieu of shifting Ramallah back to East Jerusalem?

3. A reasonable degree of compensation to be either paid or received in kind to all relevant parties by the relevant parties concerned (from the advent of the state of Israel and on up to including the recent Israel-Hamas conflicts, settler occupations, people murdered by military forces responsible for those occurrences, those people taken hostage, etc.).

4. All parties affected by any decisions to be made are to be incorporated within those same decision-making processes through the direct participation of their duly elected representatives.

5. An independent commission of inquiry for the adjudication of possible past injustices.

6. A separate commission of inquiry for the arbitration of all future disputes… (7)

   N.T., 3.5.24.

 The Postscript of a ‘Summary as Yet Not Finished…’


Without a doubt we can consider this Israel-Hamas ‘War’ as asymmetrical in both tenor and execution. (1)

Although initiated as a response to the Hamas Invasion of Israel on 7 October it need not have been prosecuted in the non-commensurate manner that we have witnessed to date. (2)

With 33,500 civilian deaths and more than 77,000 people injured, as a total of approximately 100,000 people, this represents out of a population of around 2.2 million the disturbing statistic that approximately 1 person in 22 has been either killed or injured! (3)

The destruction of infrastructure has left 500,000 with no home to return to and has internally displaced about 1.7 million people within the enclave of Gaza. (4)

It would appear that with only about 50% of this territory under the direct control of the Israeli Defense Force they have currently not succeeded in their objective of eliminating Hamas (which, on reflection, one would have thought to have been impossible given the natural recruitment this re-occupation, in all probability, would have been inspired among members of this community given also the geographical restrictions imposed indefinitely upon the same?). (5)


With the presentation of such descriptive facts, how is possible to not be disgusted by such barbarity, demonstrated by both belligerent parties, but excessively inflicted by the state of Israel on the citizens of Gaza, whose citizenry are unable to escape such a conflict, and where an end to this conflict should be urgently insisted upon… along with genuine negotiations between equal parties as to how the future co-existence between Israel and Palestine is to be securely implemented..!! (6)











   N.T., 3.5.24.

Additions Posted Post-Open Forum


One idea mentioned, but not explored in depth, is the concept of ‘counter-mapping’. It could be argued that the dominant semantic mapping of a certain situation, be it controversial or otherwise, would reflect the major discourse/s in play. However, in concerted forms of re-thinking of certain issues, especially in moments of either radical change and/or crisis, we might well observe various processes of counter-mapping being entertained from the perspective of less dominant parties. As a consequence of such shifts in the semantic mapping of either problematic or problematized regions we might find shifts in these prior forms of mapping especially by more progressive parties in contrast with those of a more conservative nature wishing to preserve the previous status quo. Consequently, and subsequently, contestment as to how to map such difficult regions, as involved in either serious disagreements and/or actual conflicts, would be expected and, therein and thereby, further contribute to a process of diminishing consensus building as to how to generally respond responsibly to such issues. (7)


One possible strategy that was explored was to argue that this dispute was not your dispute and, therefore, we could and should sideline ourselves as innocent bystanders. However, the ensuing consensus was that this world is metaphorically ‘shrinking’ and that such detachment was not a viable option even if it we were to allow it to function as a default position. For a start, the controversial nature of this dispute is spilling over into more local forms of politics. Many governments are complicit in either funding and/or supporting the militaristic actions of this current Israeli government. That in allowing our governments to not remonstrate with the Israeli government we become more directly complicit in such forms of non-accountability. Where such actions and/or inactions could well influence the outcome of the 2024 Presidential Elections in the US; where the targeting of the maritime trade in the Red Sea, in a support of solidarity for Palestine, could further exacerbate supply chain problems with their impact adding either to the level of inflation and/or countering measures to bring that level of inflation downward towards a more manageable level... (8)


But, in line with expectations that this dispute, if left unresolved, will mutate in an even more horrendous direction, it behooves us to collectively organize and signal that such non-proportional mal-treatment of the Palestinian population has to cease immediately and that the necessary political reforms needed to resolve the underlying political issues also need to be duly instigated forthwith and not be allowed to be undermined by those parties with vested interests and ideological differences.


Undoubtedly, there is a need for suitable leadership, and, if this cannot arise within parties internal to these issues then, perhaps, it is time for it to be imposed by a neutral third party, say, the United Nations? (9)

.


Media should also be called out for not addressing this overall situation in a responsible manner, by being partisan, by being superficial in its reporting, by not creating a space for nuance through the lazy reiteration of ideological differences, and, as a result, perpetuating the confusion surrounding these issues that more supports the ideologues and the pursuit of their ideologically extremist agenda. (10)











 N.T., 13.5.24.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html� 


� 	A number of academic in the US, e.g., have been considerably sanctioned, rightly or wrongly, for exercising their so-called First Amendment Rights so seemingly and successfully undermined by those institutions that, ostensively, also argue that they support such ‘freedoms of speech’ (except, of course, when political pressures are brought to bear in a manner that does not appear to be even-handed?)?


� 	It’s conjectured that this conflict will influence the 2024 US Presidential Election to the extent that ambiguous state policies of the Biden administration, e.g., will discourage younger Democrats to vote?


� 	A so-called ‘final resolution’ is more than a passing reference to Richard Rorty’s pragmatic articulated of ironically named ‘final vocabularies’ to be formed in a continual quest for consensus building and the creation, preservation, and conservation of a much needed social solidarity preferably exercised within a democratic domain.


� 	Precise numbers are always difficult to ascertain, but, I believe the following ‘facts’ at least certainly indicate the apparent accuracy of the relatively comparative quanta of such data as here tabulated. 


� 	‘Conformation’ being the ability to reiteratively reinforce a conjectural reading through co-associated forms of overlapping alignments through processes of re(-)alignment (as explored elsewhere). In an ongoing economy of re(-)conformation we can start with a confirmation or verification of a process of confirmation or verification, etc. By ‘etc.’ is meant further reinforcing of semantic mapping through ‘insurance and assurance’, etc., as outlined elsewhere. Or, further, the accumulation of ‘conjectural evidence’ by means of hermeneutical rectification, phenomenal-phenomenological deconstruction-reconstruction, and existential re(-)normalization (wherein we further establish the current viability of what we already find we need to know (on the basis of what we currently need to know only) through processes of iterative re-assessment as per ‘insurance and assurance’, and so on’). 


� 	Pursuit, III.XIG.2-8.


� 	Where we might better refer to this difference perhaps more as a ‘Reality/appearance distinction’. As a retort that applies more to the idealist or rationalist who mentally constructs that ‘cup of coffee’ in the subjectivity of their own mental space. But, then, it can also be seen to apply to the realist or empiricist in so far as they must co-opt the ongoing revision of their interpretations of the world at large when mistaken, etc. That the world is not so much just simply ‘seen’ as that which has to be engaged in ‘an ongoing process of being re-seen’.


� 	Conjectures being expressed through ‘propositional-statements’, in distinction to analytical ‘propositions’ and synthetical ‘statements’, and, where we progressively realize apparent ‘statements of fact’ (in the sixth cognitive/trans-cognitive orders) but, effectively, treat the same as ‘provisional’ from reiterated processes of ongoing suspension, continual conformation, etc.


� 	The lines of demarcation between these epithets being further undercut, e.g., by Jewish people identifying with the Palestinian cause; where various parties hijack certain positions for the furtherance of their own political objectives, etc.


� 	We now live in a world where local conflicts have global ramifications. E.g., we see relatives of the people in Gaza or Israel being interviewed on television in Australia; we see prominent politicians in the US, e.g., feeling the need to adopt positions in this conflict; where the news cycles over-focuses on certain conflicts at the expense of reporting other conflicts, and so on.


� 	These historical observations of Timothy Snyder can be found in his many publications. E.g., Bloodlands: Europe Between Hitler and Stalin; Basic Books 2010.


� 	Information in this paragraph as per Wikipedia (1.5.24).


� 	Rockets were also launched in 2001, and in every period of heightened conflict since then.


� 	Tourism to Gaza and the West Bank is not impossible as long as you have a valid international passport. However, it may involve lengthy interrogations and denial of entry if you are perceived to belong to certain Islamic organizations, or similar. Egypt also has control of entry to Gaza from its territory. As for exiting from Gaza, this is technically possible but is rendered difficult especially in times of violent conflict. Periodically, the borders are closed. Otherwise, both Israel and Egypt have control, through the use of permits, passports, etc., as to just who can travel where and when, etc. Obviously, if you are a member of Hamas, or perceived to be a possible member of Hamas, your chances of a making a successful exit or entry might well be judged, or self-judged, to be non-existent. Where any attempt to make such a transit could well find that person judged to be either a pro-Hamas sympathizer or a member of Hamas finding imprisonment both in Israel and Egypt (where Hamas is also regarded to be an extremist organization).


� 	As the authorization and prosecution of this war between Israel and Hamas ultimately resided in the hands of Prime Minister Netanyahu we must ask ‘just what future lies in store for this very unpopular political figure?’ No doubt a number of conjectured futures could be elaborated, but, we must wait to see how history records the aftermath of those decisions initiated by both himself and his Cabinet? 


� 	I am making an oblique suggestion here that a study of such definitive irruptions of e/valuational formation may well mark out potential forms of resolution that could be identified and utilized, say, in conflict resolution, solving philosophical problems, defusing controversies, discerning the existential, etc.


� 	Channelling the work of the radical theologian John D. Caputo. The appellation of ‘weak’, more correctly, subverts the appellation of ‘weakness’ through a thorough deconstruction of ‘strong ideologies’.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.XIG, e.g.





