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0. Pre-Introduction & Introduction


In this essay, I will first revisit additional arguments contra a strong pragmatism before segueing towards an understanding of what might also be implied in forms of either a weak realism or a weak idealism, and, moreover, what might be implied in a philosophy that entails the integrated working together of all three options. Then, the concept of ‘conformance’ will be explored in terms of an interlocking, overlapping, and underwriting of different aspects of the conjectural economy before exploring the non-economic implications of the ‘super economy’, ‘the overall economy of the economic’, and its imputations for a concept of ‘super-conformance; through ‘super-intermediation’, etc. The ramifications of this understanding will then be unpacked in terms of the meta-philosophical appreciation of the same, to be explored in the next essay,
 and the how an appreciation of the existential dimension implicates a ‘non pragmatic-pragmatical fork’,
 i.e.., ‘the non-required making of an exclusive differentiation between the deontological and the pragmatical in both non-moral and moral forms of judgment’ (as an introduction to a ‘pro-relational ethics’ to be explored in a latter essay
). (0)

That introduction, as just outlined, is predicated on the dialectical understanding that the economic cannot be just economic, and, the non-economic irruptions of resolution involved in the determination of an instantiated motivation cannot remain purely in a non-economic form(at, formation, and form) and thence the imputation of the hyper-economic, etc., along with the imputation of super-conformance, etc. In effect, the ramifications for an integrated appreciation of truth determination must travel far beyond the mere confines of a conjectural economy without divorcing itself from such processes. (1)

As a quick guide to the technical terminology used in this essay, as already introduced, let me re-define the following. ‘Conformance’ is ‘the imputation that truth determination finds a validation through reiteration that, at its most basic, is either apparent confirmation in real time or verification inferred beyond the time limits of the former’. Moreover, truth functions cannot be performed merely in terms of individual truth determinations given that a hierarchical body of truth determinations is already implicated as a perquisite for the delivery of such forms of appreciation. Furthermore, through various forms of alignment, in an economy of re(-)alignment, conformation either is reinforced or suitably emended, albeit, technically, with a permanent provisional status. The super-economic reiteration of this process being treated through a non-economic lens. Both ‘intermediation’ and ‘super-mediation’ being treated as ‘processes of suspension, etc.’ (2)
1. Exposition

In the previous essay a strong pragmatism was declared to be economically unviable on the grounds of the necessity of our having to perform suspensions, etc., in order to operate any economy, and, in our necessarily having to perform suspensions in order to operate economically it follows that we cannot take any form of an extremist, ideologically over-committed type of positioning given the suspension of such positioning. However, it could possibly be argued that once suspensions, and their automatic invocation of de-suspensions have occurred, in the formation of an ensuing position, albeit, technically, as provisional in status, an extremist philosophy could then be enunciated? But, should a pragmatic economy be hypothetically referred to as an ‘economic sub-economy’ within a broader sense of the economic that also included forms, say, of a weak realism and a weak idealism then its treatment as an ‘economic isolate’ must also be treated as forbidden, at least hypothetically. But, the hypothetical scoping of this qualification, as an objection, can be countered and dispensed with given the understanding that there can exist no economy that can operate purely on its own self-referential terms of reference and, therefore, there can exist no form of an economic isolationism with the direct implication that all strongly articulated disciplines must be regarded as self-rendering themselves as economically non-viable despite all protestations to the contrary. Let me explore this more broadly based critique of a so-called ‘strong pragmatism’ and all other forms a discipline that seeks to disseminate any other form of an impossible so-called ‘strong mode of disciplinary dissemination’. (3)

Now, it could be argued that the apparent strength of the pragmatic approach resides in the declaration that the comparative utility or non-utility of certain arguments in a certain set of seemingly cogent arguments should be the sole decider of that which deserves to be nominated as either ‘pragmatically useful’ or ‘not pragmatically useful’, i.e., that which, respectively, can be rendered as a construction that is either ‘pragmatic’ or ‘not pragmatic’ in effect. Superficially, this approach seems to deserve our respect, but, should not be merely countenanced on the following three grounds of concern, namely, that there exists various grounds for determining utility; that utility cannot be determined purely in functional terms of reference alone; and, as the collective functioning of truth determination (i.e., conformance, and by extension, super-conformance) is not an isolated affair, and, so, therefore, for these reasons, and others, no strong form of pragmatism can be nor should be preferenced, i.e., neither prioritized, nor privileged, nor promoted on the grounds of its economic non-viability.
 On the other hand, in a weak form, pragmatism through conjectural assurance, etc., can suitably migrate towards a status that is both non-weak and non-strong and which duly deserves both our philosophical attention and existential commitment whilst having no truck whatsoever with any extremist, ideological form of a pseudo-psychotic-like over-commitment. (4)

Judgments of a pragmatical disposition (of a fourth trans-cognitively ordered character) (to be differentiated from a much broader concept of the ‘pragmatic’ that will include aesthetical, deontological and existential considerations beyond considerations of a mere expediency of the merely ‘pragmatical’), i.e., relative expediency can be categorized under a number of headings, e.g., mere expediency, effectiveness, efficiency, economical-ness (or parsimony), expeditiousness, efficaciousness, etc. Just as one medication, e.g., could effectively treat the symptoms of a medical condition without addressing the root cause of that medical phenomenon whilst another medication could be more efficacious in this latter regard.
 So, how are we to choose between the effective and the efficacious? Do we need to choose? (5)

In answering that rhetorical question, we could well just fall back on taking a ‘pragmatic stance’. On an individual situation by situation basis, what is the more useful course of action to follow? And do we have to be exclusive? Why not adopt and adapt both an effective response and an efficacious response if not contraindicated?
 (6)

However, let me return to my banking analogy to explore what possible ramifications it might also have for the exercising of a pragmatic sense of positioning? (7)

Now, the successfulness of the banking system and its current trajectory towards a cashless economy is completely dependent upon the enaction of the sequential operation of transitional-transformations, in the form of money transfers, between different parties whilst, at the same time, being able to aggregate the overall consequences of such carefully controlled forms of micro-management within a certain company all within the interconnectedness of a certain system among nations, etc. In other words, in pragmatic terms, we might draw the conclusion that the successfulness of the financial system is dependent upon both realistic-like forms of focus and idealistic-like systematic forms of aggregation with both orientations being entertained in parallel. That in a similar manner, the pragmatic disposition, with its emphasis upon ‘functional utility’, is equally beholden to these two preconditions that require these realistic-like and idealistic-like inputs and outputs for the very existence of a pragmatically oriented sense and semblance of an overall output capable of exhibiting such functioning able to demonstrate such ‘utility’ (in some mode or other be that pragmatical in orientation or otherwise). Or, to spell this out more simply, parts and wholes must effectively cooperate in order to exhibit any sense and semblance of the pragmatic. That to invoke a pragmatic dimension we must do so with at least some attention, be it either overt or covert in character, to the parallel cooperation of a realistic-like and idealistic-like set of inputs and a set of outputs, where some of which could then be deemed to be ‘pragmatic’ in orientation in a broad sense if not ‘pragmatical’ in orientation in a narrow sense (when and where the latter is more focused on some semblance of expediency in all its many forms
). In other words, as a logical consequence of this argument, if the pragmatic cannot be meaningfully separated from both qualified realistic and idealistic inputs, etc., then it would appear that we should entertain all three forms of weak philosophizing as economic participants under the umbrella of the same economy? I.e., as mutually co-defining economic correlatives given this apparent inability to entertain such economic isolates apart from their overall economy of the realist-idealist-pragmatic, where, I should add, such economic correlatives co-define each themselves through the joint negation of the other two parties. (8)

Now, this economy granted, at least hypothetically, just what can we say, both individually and collectively, about such putative economic correlatives? That a ‘weak realism’ is none other than the exercising of a ‘weak phenomenology’. That a ‘weak idealism’ is none other than a ‘weak hermeneutics’, and, a weak pragmatism is none other than a weak ‘existentialism’. And, surprise of surprise, collectively, this is none other than a ‘weak philosophy’ given my previous definition of the ‘philosophical economy’ as ‘one-part phenomenology, one-part hermeneutics, and one-part (non-systematic) existentialism!’ (9)

.

By ‘phenomenology’ is meant a ‘transcendental phenomenology’ dealing with the ‘phenomenal-phenomenological along with its focus on intentional objectivity as observed through the auspices of the transcendental suspension’. But, by the expression ‘transcendental’ what I usually mean is ‘the trans-intentional nature of judgment operating within the Trans-Cognitive Aspect of the epistemological hierarchy (psyche)’. And by ‘suspension’ is meant an ‘extensive suspension’ which can be simplified as ‘(overall) working suspension’ where a ‘dynamic balance is entertained between and within correlatives, intentional processes and content, the representation of specific relationships as situated in their relational situatedness within this open world at large’ (and where each correlative invokes a distinctive type of suspension as exemplified in the articulation of the interrogative economy
). (10)

So, in this regard, the ‘philosophical economy’, as defined by myself, can be seen as ‘one-part phenomenology, one-part hermeneutics, and one-part existentialism (in its non-systematic sense
)’, and, where this same economy, in its non-ideological weakness, can be seen to parallel a weak ‘realism-idealism-pragmatism’. Moreover, an ‘appreciation of a weak philosophical economy’ realizes a ‘meta-philosophical economy’, i.e., a ‘weak metaphysical economy’ in these qualified terms of reference as just supplied.
 (11)

Now, the ground work has been laid for an economic appreciation of conformance. I.e., a more systematic appreciation of the phenomenon of truth determination as exercised within a certain discipline. (12)

To begin with we need to understand that the psychological productivity of intentional consciousness and trans-intentional judgment (along with an appreciation of the sensory-motor and impressional-affective (mood) within the Affective Aspect) are all experientially realized more as fully-formed end-products rather than as a complex set of parallel functions sequentially entertained on a more itemized basis. As a partial fait accompli, where we appear to have some input in the final finishing of such productivity, but, then, also in a retrospective sense where we seek to more rationalize the apparent processing of such a formation of content. In effect, invoking the Duhem-Quine thesis that truth determination is not and cannot be a simple set of sequential steps but the cooperative operation of a body of truth determinations where the evaluation of a certain truth declaration or the certain re-evaluation of a previous determination is more a peripheral affair rather than some more naked, sequential appreciation of a single strand of propositions, statements, propositional-statements, etc. E.g., consider the truth determination of the following proposition – ‘That Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon (and by doing so signalled the start of a civil war)’. As an expression we understand what is meant by ‘crossing the Rubicon’, i.e., ‘making a radical decision that cannot be undone, etc.’ However, for an historian to re-determine the truth of such a statement a well-understood body of knowledge is needed in order to comprehend the pre-conditions, the conditions, and post-conditions; along with the ramifications of this set of intentions demonstrating obvious Caesar’s intent to initiate a civil war in 49 BCE. Obviously understood by the powers that were in the capital Rome (with Pompey and his fellow senators fleeing across the Adriatic Sea to Dyrrhachium and finally losing to Caesar in the battle at Pharsalus in 48 BCE). Now, to envisage the counterfactual of ‘Caesar not crossing the Rubicon, etc.’ the historian would have to be ‘more than creative’ in order to account for the sequence of events that followed on in the wake of this single step in this same sequence of events. Of course, in this instance, to be ‘more than creative’ is practically impossible. Counterfactuals can be contemplated, but, their exercise in this instance is not a productive way of doing history as the asymmetry between the received set of facts, as more or less recorded, and their counterfactuals reconsideration is far too heavily weighted towards the former. Now the moral of this historical analogy is that truth determination, as a process, is not and cannot be a simple set of sequences where we evaluate the truth status of each of those individual steps and then come to some form of an overall collective truth determination. We could attempt something like that retrospectively, but, most certainly not prospectively except in the most simplest of circumstances. Now, admittedly, some moral decisions could be conducted along those lines. E.g., if I were to go scrumping for some fruit in an orchard I did not have permission both to enter and pick fruit there then such actions could quite rightly be seen as ‘stealing’. However, to determine the truth status of certain aspects of a complex historical situation a lot more information usually needs to collectively organized, which, fortunately, might well be found in the work of historians who have previously addressed that same set of circumstances. I.e., pointing out this same understanding that need to be addressed, namely, that truth evaluation is process where a body of truth determinations needs to have been already formed and where forms of re-evaluation will be more peripheral to that body of knowledge than those considerations that, with a much greater degree of difficulty, attempt to take up a more central set of concerns. In the same manner, this concept of conformance is to be understood along similar lines. In effect, operating more top-down and never with an atomistically treated set of facts to be operated form the bottom-up, etc. Yes, I introduced ‘conformation’ as ‘an iterated process of truth determination, i.e., as confirmation or verification of a prior confirmation or verification, etc.’ However, ‘conformance’, whilst recognizing an important role for the iteration of truth determinations, will oversee individual acts of conformation through this prerequisite of a body of truth determinations that has already formed and whose overall impact then informs any seemingly isolated peripheral act of truth determination. Therefore, in this light, we can see individual acts of truth determination, dealing with lived-experience (and not some artificial and simplistic logical system dealing with a small set of propositions, etc.), as functioning within such a system and as such either merely reestablishing the truth determinations already made to date or subjecting the same to relatively superficial forms of emendation. However, we should also note that, from time to time, small emendations can have chaotic ramifications not proportional to the actual quanta of the shifts in truth determination being realized through such micro-incremental emendation. Where, indeed, such radical outcomes can initiate processes of innovation instrumental in processes of considerable re-direction along with the creation of ‘new and novel’ approaches, ‘final’ vocabularies, ‘definitive’ histories, and so on. That the upshot of this type of understanding is that a pragmatic openness to innovation, and its radical ramifications, is a hallmark of the existential dimension and hence my identification of the ‘radically pragmatic’ with this ‘spirit of the existential’ to both invite and invest in the potential fruitfulness that could possibly flow on from the careful uptake of such positive shifts in re-direction.  (13)

Such an inherently systematic approach understood, it also follows that the truth status of both propositions and statements, and as well conjectures, could never occur from a mere inspection of a simple set of propositions, or statements, or conjectures. That only as a simplified economic representation of the objectives of a certain enquiry could such scrutiny be exercised should its terms of reference be well-formed, well-informed, and well-expressed. Or, more simply, only in and through a well-constructed, ‘cogent’ conjectural economy could such processes of conformation be sequentially enacted within the prerequisites, etc., of an overall process of conformance where, obviously, the latter cannot be systematically represented other than symbolically although observing the spirt of such conformation through an observance of the well-formed, etc., that relevantly pertain to the intentional objectives of that specific enquiry. That, in that regard, we might designate such attention to the relevant, etc., as being ‘well-observed’, and, where the cogently exercised conjectural economy, as representative of the overall circumstances under such scrutiny, might also be deemed to be decidedly ‘con-fluential’ in that same regard. I.e., where the net confluence of propositional necessity, statement contingency, conjectural cogency both creates and recreates (and thence re(-)creates) this (neologism) of the ‘confluential’, i.e., that which is influential in the conformation of the overall truth status of a certain relational situation as representatively represented in and through the demonstrated cogency of that conjectural economy in question. That, optimistically, by being able to attend to the relevant in such simulated representations a process of conformance can be successfully delineated in such a manner that it can also be reiterated without too much additional emendation occurring thereafter. (14)

Now, what grounds do we have that such optimism can be well-observed? (15)


‘Conjectures can be viewed as the engine room of disciplines’, like, e.g., philosophy, etc., and, ‘suspensions can be viewed as the primary mechanism for the operation of all such disciplines’. That granted, it also follows ‘that well-exercised suspensions can lead to the well-performed functioning of their respective disciplines’. Let me explore these ‘reflections’ and review the possible validation of such ideas. (16)

Previously, on a number of occasions I have noted that no mere inspection of either propositions or statements, either individually or collectively, is going to inform any form of a conjectural cogency of the apparent situatedness of that situation being represented through that selected set of statements assuming they are well-informed factually. Only in and through the confluence of a confluentially constructed conjectural economy can processes of conformation occur under the auspices of that same conjectural economy. Central to such forms of judgmental appreciation is the well-performed functioning of extensive suspensions, i.e., working suspensions apposite to the realization of the objectives entailed in such enquiries. That granted, let me demonstrate how such suitably observed working suspensions assist in overseeing such processes of conformation. (17)

Now, dialectically, the formation of a representative appreciation of a certain situation could well lead to our asking questions about that the phenomenological nature of that relational situation in its relational situatedness, but, then, equally, the asking of certain questions could further thematize the nature of that same situatedness, etc. Similarly, such questions could be arrived at either through a problematization of what is already to hand, or, finding certain problems are already to hand that invite a deeper thematization of that situatedness in question. But, then, given no representative appreciation of a certain situation ‘suddenly drops from the heavens’, so to speak, it follows that this gestation of question-and-answer is more a holistic process that occurs over time. Furthermore, that the quality and detail of either a question or an answer will also reflect this holistic richness of detail already in place before the scrutiny of such explorations, in effect, re-begins and ‘re-continues’. Such is the nature of a gestalt appreciation of that which is being brought to hand. Now, given, that processes of re-direction will occur, from time to time, if not moment to moment, over the course of our intentional lives it is an obvious question to ask, ‘just how are such chaotic processes, be they positive, neutral or negative in their consequences, to be either enacted virtually or acted upon in non-virtual terms of reference should they come before our conscious attention? That such responses, in an economy of re(-)direction, will be refracted through the medium of these working suspensions as hitherto referenced. Let me explain, if only analogically, this aspect of the economy of the extensive suspension at the metaphorical ‘center’ of all processes of judgment, etc. (18)

At great lengths I have explained that the extensive suspension, by implication, has much work to do that that envisaged by Edmund Husserl. Completely overlooked is the role to the de-suspension (that takes us metaphorically out of our being ‘trapped’ in the suspension. Also somewhat overlooked is the causal role of the transcendental suspension since it has ‘work to do’. Hence my abbreviation of the ‘extensive suspension’ under the appellation of ‘working suspensions’. Otherwise, why invoke suspensions if they did nothing for the transcendental phenomenologist, the philosopher, the disciplinarian, and the secularist? (19)

At this point let me ‘bite the bullet’ so to speak and share with the reader, or audience, of this evolving set of essays how I am attempting to make sense, for myself, analogically, the metaphorical roles played by the suspension, the de-suspension, the non-economic, the necessitated re-absorption or re(-)appropriation of the non-economic within the super-economic, and so on. Hence the metaphorical, and tentative hypothetical treatment of the following, that, hopefully, will eventually rise to the status of the ‘theoretical’..? (20)

Up to this moment in time I have talked about ‘the force of the de-suspension’ to create the preconditions for the condition of the ‘emission’ or ‘irruption’ of the non-economic, and, therein, initiate a chaotic-like causal process provoking the relative re-direction of intent in a definitive manner described as a distinctive determination of the last instant, etc.
 In this metaphorical world of action and reaction I feel it would be more accurate to say, metaphorically, that the de-suspension counteracts the suspension but that a certain residue of difference remains able to either permit and/or initiate a distinctive response on the analogical grounds that the suspension and the de-suspension cannot be equally opposite to each other just as I would maintain that there also cannot be an absolutistical equality between identities (and that this intuitive observation applies to the application of all forms of self-identity as well
). Therefore, that granted, we might surmise that a certain suspension-de-suspension difference is realized through the counteraction of the suspension by the de-suspension, and, that when this is effectively minimal in extent that this then leaves things as they currently ‘stand’, but, with a greater degree of difference things take on a characteristic difference in how they are now viewed as ‘standing’. That in such ‘positioning’, in an economy established through ongoing processes of re(-)positioning, that if there is little ‘economic difference’ arising through a minimal ‘suspensional-de-suspensional difference’, then positioning is merely repositioned, more or less, in the same manner as things stood and now still stand, but with a greater degree of economic difference the ensuing positioning might then be more differently re-positioned and where we now ‘make a stand’ in a manner where we had not previously stood, at least immediately prior to such a re-adjustment in this process of re-positioning. That, in effect, the non-economic moment of emission or irruption reflects this ‘economic difference’ postulated as ‘the difference that ensues after the de-suspensional force counteracts the force of the suspension’, and, where noting can be either equal or equally opposite some degree of difference must ensue. (21)

Now, let us suppose that this economic difference, now as a relatively semi-independent force in its own right, induces the irruption of the non-economic and that this principle that there can be no absolutistical form of equality continues to apply we must assume then that a difference between the economic difference and this non-economic force must also apply. Thence this issuing of the non-economic difference as the effective force of the non-economic. In this regard we could assume, as well, that a certain degree of resistance to this process of emission must be first overcome, in order to re(-)present this force of the non-economic difference (as a potential within the super-economic sphere) and, that the outcome of this process of irruption, reflecting a certain degree of economic resolution, might have three possible type of interactive outcomes, namely, a relatively non-critical process of non-emendation, a relatively critical process of emendation, and a relatively radical process of ongoing re(-)emendation (in the sense of needing to expand the current terms of reference in order to better appreciate the significance of such innovation). Thence the sub-economy of the economic, which through some form of harmonic resolution, then expresses an economic difference that then crosses over into the non-economic sub-economy and, as a non-economic difference, is then progressively, increment by increment, re(-)appropriated, as a hyper-economic difference, within the hyper-economic sub-economy with its own differential form of impact under those three headings as just supplied that then falls under the more expansive, causal horizons of the super-economic (as the overall economy of the economic with its three economic correlatives of the economic, non-economic, and the hyper-economic). Now, as complicated as this must first seem it does somewhat explain in simple terms the need for a virtual economy, the non-economic escape from both suspensions and endless economic forms of circulation, the co-option of a causal dimension in the transformation of a virtual economy into a non-virtual form of enaction, and so on. Also explained is the (interpreted) observation that innovations are micro-managed, incrementally engineered forms of chaotically oriented re(-)direction where more complex forms of innovation have to be sequentially appropriated in a form amenable to the processes required for the re(-)construction and dissemination of such definitively evolving modes of appreciation. Appreciation is ever a process but the apparent spontaneity of forms of insightful re-direction, as marks the nature of their occurrence, can obscure this previous observation that our intentional lives must also have a temporal gestation in historical time. A sense and semblance of time constituted between the temporal nature of pre-treatment, the atemporal nature of treatment, and, the trans-temporal nature of trans-intentional judgment qua judgment as specifically formed and informed through modes of relational appreciation be that either in and through a relatively non-existential format, dealing with relational participants, or, a relatively existential format, dealing with a pro-relational orientation, etc. (22)

This evolving vision of the super-economic is also better able to accommodate processes of innovation. An appreciation of the economic sub-economy from the perspective of this sub-economy of the economic is just not possible just as, analogically, a flightless bird is not capable of more fully appreciating the domain in which non-flightless birds operate. With the moral, that all forms of appreciation demand higher meta-terms of reference even if after such a ‘flight’ we were to return from whence we came… (23)


Now, given this metaphorical explanation, if only accepted hypothetically, and, admittedly, yet to be accepted theoretically, what implications would such a scheme have for the concept of conformance (and, by extension, the allied concept of super-conformance?)? (24)


Borrowing from my ideas on a philosophy of transformational retreatment, economic and harmonic theory, an integrated account of truth determination in terms of hermeneutic rectification, phenomenological deconstruction and reconstruction, and existential-pragmatic re(-)normalization let me proffer the following narrative… (25)

Between the suspension and its automatic de-suspension, I have just argued for a certain economic difference, realized in and through a process of resolution, that through non-economic irruption issues as a form of non-economic difference (given its relativistical equality but abolutistical non-equality with its generation stemming from its initiating resolution in the form of an economic difference). In an ordered philosophy any one archetypal economic moment (or correlativity) or two archetypal economic moments (as correlatives) in being suspended (through being questioning, etc.) then induces the corresponding de-suspension of either the two opposing or the one opposing economic moments in apposition with the former. That by such means we then arrive at the presentation of the type of ordered phenomenon in keeping with its de-suspended articulation. So, e.g., the suspension of the Ego moment and the World moment induces the first (cognitive or trans-cognitive) order dealing with the semantic atomization of phenomenal-phenomenological content in subsistant
 ideational terms of reference (as thoughts, reviewed respectively as either cognitive judgmental content or trans-cognitive judgmental processes involved in an act of overall judgment). At the same time, the entire economy in question is also functioning by virtue of an extensive suspension in which all three economic moments are being suspended, i.e., dynamically balance with respect to each other and inducing through that form of a collective suspension a more nuanced form of truth determination overall. Simplifying these (dialectically oriented) ideas by merely recognizing the implied differentiation and integration of both partial bimodal suspensions within an overall trimodal suspension. Where these partial suspensions dictate (inter-)ordered phenomena within the auspice of a general process of ‘overall truth determination’, i.e.,’ conformance’. (26)

Now, ‘overall truth determination’, as a ‘process of conformance’, is not just a sequentially, atomistically conducted affair as if inspecting the contents of each proposition one proposition at a time, but, rather, a collective enterprise where truth is appreciated at the edges of a subjective-intersubjective edifice of the cultural-intercultural world by, e.g., the cultural knowledge on the metaphorical ‘periphery’ of such a working ‘body of knowledge’ (as already implied in an acceptance of the Duhem-Quine thesis as previously reviewed
). A similar observation was noted earlier in this essay when exploring what would be involved in ascertaining the truth value of the historical statement ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon’ (in order to initiate, and win, a civil war within the Roman empire as had developed by that date on January 10, 49 BCE).
 Effectively, the overall process of truth determination needs to find an essential degree of coherence with this same conventional body of knowledge operating as working basis for the continuance of this form of appreciation. This pre-condition is viewed by myself as hermeneutically oriented, concerning the meta-textual instructions that inform the application of a series of contingently recognized statements that must relevantly and coherently ‘comment’ on those presented propositions (in a process of rectification), in this state of pretreatment, about to be economically appreciated in higher meta-terms of reference in economic treatment (and later to be hopefully reinforced through super-economic appreciation). Treatment is phenomenologically oriented, and is either analytical, synthetical or nominative in orientation or a mix of the former, and being ‘about that which is being treated’ is elevated by one meta-degree. Then, under the overall suspension of this economy in question the de-suspension is issued in terms of its ensuing retreatment with a return to the initial meta-status of the pretreatment. Effectively, the de-suspended force of this retreatment, through a(n ongoing) harmonic process of resolution, is realized as the provisional determination of the truth value of that being (en)questioned in this dynamic manner (along with the further rectification of the pretreatment and the additional deconstruction of the treated state should that be judged necessary). That from a working suspension the de-suspension may well be capable of inducing a pragmatically and existentially oriented delineation of a suitable form of responsiveness in tune with the appreciation of the trajectories of that represented situation being scrutinized as such. Moreover, the value of this appreciation, hopefully, is further amplified and potentially reinforced through the non-economic irruption and its ensuing hyper-economic appropriation with in the super economy of the overall economy of the sub-economies of the economic non-economic and the hyper-economic. Where causal contributions are evaluated in terms of the ramifications of their pragmatic-and-existential impact/s. (27)

Implied here are the relatively internal scrutiny of represented relationships in terms of their hermeneutical coherency, their phenomenal-phenomenological non-contradiction (and effective reconstruction), and their pragmatic utility/existential harmonization through re(-)normalization with the latter as arrived at through processes of conjectural cogency, and, relatively external scrutiny of the represented relationship in its relational environment from a pro-relational, trans-relational sense of subjectivity as enacted from a super-economic sense of perspective. I.e., as forms of appreciation arrived at, respectively, through conformance and super-conformance. Or, to rephrase this scheme, where the relatively internal form of appreciation is arrived at through conformance and the relatively external form of appreciation is arrived at through super-conformance, and, where an integrity of truth determination can be more clearly ascertained, and reinforced, through an intuitive paralleling of both its economic appreciation of its apparent conformance with the super-economic paralleling of its super-economic super-conformance within the imputation of that super-economy.
 Or, put another way, through well-informed propositions, well-informed statements, and well-expressed propositional-statements we hope these same relationships are either maintained or suitably emended in super-conformal terms of reference. Or, again, where the non-critical (and non-radical) nature of pretreatment, the critical nature of treatment, and the potentially radical nature of retreatment (and posttreatment) are capable of suitable forms of harmonic reinforcement and/or emendation of the truth determinations to be established and reiterated through the performance of such differentiated and integrated forms of appreciation, etc., on these two level of epistemological organization, respectively of the economic (and conformance) and the super-economic (and super-conformance), and so on. (28)

Such a scheme also invokes a double Tarskian approach through the elevated meta-status exercised in the appreciation of treatment, and the performance of the non-economic along with their respective de-elevation in meta-status through the de-suspension and specification of retreatment and the overall process of appropriation arrived at through the hermeneutic orientation of the hyper-economic sub-economy within the overall economy of the economic, i.e., super-economic terms of reference. (29)

Now, I am the first to admit that the complex nature of this schematization is not non-problematic, indeed, remains a continual work in progress, but, as a heuristic device my defense would be ‘can we do any better?’ Since these speculative and integrated conjectures both address and redress a certain number of philosophical problems it would be my contention that such a complex sense of positioning might well be a better place to begin such enquiries if not end within its conjectural edification. (30)

In the light of this defense, let me first note the more important problems being addressed in this non-philosophy of the non-economic and then diagrammatically map its overall schematization as a way of articulating the relations between the economic, non-economic, and the hyper-economic within the super-economy of the overall economic whilst also noting how we metaphorically ‘map’ is reflective of how we might interpret such relations. (31)


The first problem to address is the observational-fact non-fact that we witness endless processes of circulation without being able to make definitive decisions of the last instance, etc. Indeed, quite the opposite. So, from a perspective of economic circulation, how might we account for this obvious theoretical need to account for such a definitive difference in process? As the third economic moment, in a harmonic progression, is the moment of resolution it would be sensible to assume that should a sufficient of resolution be realized that its resolution would take the form of a chaotically oriented, definitive, linear-like irruption of intentional re-directedness. Thence the conjecture of a non-economic moment of irruption. Thence the necessity for its suitable economic re-appropriation in order to account for its comprehension. That through economic complexification with the archetypal economy we might assign the non-economic moments as relatively existential in both tenor and complexion, leaving the economic as phenomenologically economic with the further implication that its hyper-economic re-appropriation must be hermeneutical in orientation. Moreover, from an appreciation of the phenomenon of innovative gestation and comprehension it would also follow that this process of appropriation would have to be both micro-incremental and sequentially organized in the ensuing evolution of this process of appropriation, in this economy of hermeneutically oriented re(-)appropriation. Thence this outlining of these problems as noted and the solutions as proposed. (32)


Almost as a motto I have noted, ‘that conjectures are the engine room at the center of all disciplines’, and, in parallel to the same, we should also note, ‘that all economies successfully function through successfully conducted processes of truth determination’. Thence this central role for ‘conformance’, i.e., ‘the iterative stability in truth appreciation’, i.e., ‘conformation’. Now, given this concept of conformance is central to the economic sub-economy, that, through extension or extrapolation, we might surmise that super-conformance on a super-economic level of enaction would need to be distinguished from conformance on an economic level (of theoretical deployment, practical (and critical) employment, and critical (and radical) re-deployment
). Thence the conjecture for a process of super-conformance operating at the level of the super-economic. By such means metaphorically ‘having an entire cake to eat whilst also eating portions of the same’, namely, dialectically demanding ‘room be made within the economic sphere for the non-economic and then insisting on its re(-)appropriation along micro-incremental, sequential lines of an economic uptake’. In effect, restoring the re-interpreted maxim, ‘it’s all economic, stupid!’ (or, ‘it’s the economy, stupid)!
 (33)

All of which is problematic and whose resolutions must also be considered in the same light. However, as indicated, ‘can we do better?’ As a ‘work in progress’ this is also implied. Now, if these philosophical problems with their provisional resolutions is one thing, how to metaphorically map the same is also quite another problem which will be demonstrated as follows. At some stage it is natural to form a preference or set of preferences for which type of modelling seems to better fit the contours of your research. In this instance I will rather leave it to the reader to decide should they wish to. In modelling the relationship of the sub-economy of the economic within the super-economy of the super-economic we are spoilt for choice. Modelling could ‘metaphorically’ be mediational, where the non-economic is ‘mediating’ the economic and the hyper-economic; in line with epistemological organization, with a transcendent-like modelling on the assumption that the non-economic sub-economy, as archetypally mirroring judgment, must automatically take a ‘higher’ sense of positioning;
 assume a relatively immanent sense of modelling given that the causal transformation of the relatively virtual implies a deeper sense of an embodied positioning in regard to lived-reality, etc… without even starting to analogue a pro-relational, existential, pragmatic dimension vis-à-vis the relational dimension of relational participants interpreted along objective, inter-objective, subjective and inter-subjective forms of temporal orientation when these same distinctions are effectively merged and lost on a pro-relational level of deployment, etc. But, let me demonstrate the analogical form of such differences in modelling:
i. Mediational Model
a. !Economic Sub-Economy!–b. Non-Economic Sub-Eco.–c. !Hyper-Economic Sub-Eco!
ii. Transcendent Model (In Terms of the Level of Epistemological Organization)

a. Non-Economic Sub-Economy

!

b. Economic Sub-Economy

!

c. Hyper-Economic Sub-Economy

iii. Immanent Model (In Terms of a Causal Connectedness)



a. Hyper-Economic Sub-Economy
!






b. Economic Sub-Economy








!




c. Non-Economic Sub-Economy (34)


Modelling could also be superimposed on the scheme used for transformational-transitions invoking a modelling of transformational-retreatment:
iv. Transformational Retreatment Model





   2. Economic Sub-Economy






 (Treatment)

*

      1. Hyper-Economic Sub-Economy

 3. No-Economic Sub-Economy


       (Pretreatment)




     (Retreatment) (35)


Given the arbitrary nature of such analogical depictions, this fourth model of transformational retreatment could also be rendered along either mediational, transcendent or immanent forms of modelling. (36)

Now, with such a wide range of choice in modelling, I am quite content to let the reader choose their preferred mapping noting that the type of considerations involved could well decide this type issue in question. E.g., concerns with causal forms of transformation, in converting virtual intentions into non-virtual patterns of enaction might well benefit form a hybrid model of iii. and iv., where the numbered nodes (modes, moments, or economic correlatives in diagram iv. in keeping with this modelling preferred, namely, 
1. – a., 2. – b., 3 –c. (37)


Granted that a distinction has been made between ‘conformance’ and ‘super-conformance’, how might we define the latter? (38)


In transformational terms, we note the apparent or potential causal effectiveness of such ideation. Moreover, given the possibility of a pro-relational treatment and trans-relational experience of the same we must also note both its pragmatical non-existential and pragmatic existential forms of enrichment along with negative and defective forms of possible treatment through such processes of relative mistreatment, etc. (39)

But, before I provisionally conclude, let me state that I will further explore super-conformance under the heading of a meta-philosophical, non-traditional metaphysics (in the next essay), and, then, explore the ramifications of an existential ethics in the essay that naturally succeeds the former. (40)

2. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

The economic sub-economy, itself, is unable to instigate causal change, but, lays the groundwork for such matters, i.e., the pragmatical-pragmatic
 transformation from the virtual to the non-virtual, hopefully, with a complexion and tenor that is both positive and fruitful in orientation. (41)

However, it is through the virtual nature of the economic sub-economy that it is able to indirectly instigate the advent of non-economic forms of e/valuational formation through the ensuing thematization of harmonic forms of resolution. Let me explore how this might occur and what role conformance plays in such instigation, and, thence, how conjectures that are well-formed, well-informed, and well-expressed could produce and disseminate valid, super-conformal forms of decisiveness of the last instance, etc? (42)

When the overall conjectural economy is well-formed, etc., it implies, I would surmise, that there exists a satisfactory degree of analytically necessary ‘interlocking’ of propositions, a satisfactory degree of synthetically contingent ‘overlapping’ of statements, and a satisfactory conjecturally cogent ‘underwriting’ of propositional-statements, along with an implicit transformational interconnectedness between these linguistic elements in terms of an obligatory degree of relative transformational isomorphic invariance. (43)

Let me illustrate this ‘connectedness’, this ‘relative transformational isomorphic invariance’ in the following anecdote.
 (44)

Some time ago, when flight simulators were just ‘getting off the ground’ so to speak, in the middle of the night I decided to fly from San Francisco to one of the islands just off the coast from Los Angeles.
 I was flying a Lear jet, or rather the simulation of the same. Had my onboard meal ready to eat at the halfway point of this journey. And away I went. Took off, went north up the harbour flying under the Oakland Bridge, then soon turned left and flew under the Golden Gate Bridge and out to sea to then set a course southward. Yes, I know I should not go under such bridges or even fly near them. In real life, you would be soon escorted to the nearest airfield or encounter an inconvenient air-to-air missile if such instructions were not followed. Before too long had my onboard meal, and soon prepared for landing. Unfortunately, my a priori-like understanding assumed the airfield on this small island would be at sea-level and to my great personal embarrassment, and perhaps the sudden sound of an unintentional expletive, I crashed into the high cliffs surrounding this island. I had forgotten to check the altitude of this airfield. From this misadventure I realized that ‘possessing an a priori attitude can be dangerous’, be that ‘non-philosophical or philosophical in scope!’ (45)

We should also recognize that ‘there are simulations and simulations’. That simulations are not equal, indeed, on perfectly understandable a priori grounds, no two simulations can be exactly alike, perhaps similar, but, not coincidently equivalent. In virtual terms, we have different subjects and subjects entertaining different sets of intentional sequences at different times. In non-virtual terms, we have differences in both time and space, etc. To my mind this is all very phenomenal-phenomenologically obvious… (46)


It is at this point I expect a short-sighted realist to immediately both interject and object. ‘If all were phenomenologically simulated, how could we differentiate the real from the imaginary, and so on?’ ‘Without access to the ‘real’ would we not be lost and unable to make our way through the complexities of this world?’ (47)

Of course, the realist, on their own count, has no so-called ‘access to the impossible imputation of the real through some impossible trans-empirical form of direct insight’, but, then, at the same time, such nonsense is just not needed.
 As I remarked, ‘there are simulations and simulations’. No simulations are exactly equivalent, and, it is in their differences that we can discern the relatively non-virtual from the relatively virtual. In the light of our modal expectations, as to whether they are met or not, and how they are either being effectively met or effectively not being met, that we discern the apparent phenomenological nature of what we are actually dealing with. So, just as any non-virtual apple fulfills most of our phenomenological expectations in terms of modalities already experienced, in contrast, each in their own way, other types of ‘apple experiences’ will be distinctly and distinctively categorized under a variety of different headings, say, as ‘remembered apple experiences’, ‘imagined apples’, ‘dream apples’, ‘ornamental apples’, ‘two-dimension images of apples’ as seen in photos or on a computer screen, etc. Fortunately, on my flight simulator, any untoward events would be virtual and not non-virtual in scope and consequences. In real life, I would be appropriately educated and licensed to fly, would log into the airports as required, would ensure I have the requisite quantity of fuel onboard, conduct a set of checks on the airworthiness of the plane, and, hopefully, not entertain any unwarranted a priori attitudes before, during or after such mindfully conducted performances, and so on. (48)

Now, this anecdote can also act as a useful template for understanding the critical operations of the conjectural economy. In the performance of any pattern of intentionally directed activity we need to know where we are (in a ‘weak realism’), where we wish to intend to go (in a ‘weak idealism’), and, how we are going to get there (preferably in both a ‘weak pragmatism’ and a ‘weak existentialism’).
 All this is somewhat mirrored, respectively, in analytical propositions, contingent statements, and conjectural propositional-statements whose collective co-alignment will eventually ensure the successfulness of such aspirations. Let me demonstrate this required degree of ‘co-alignment’. (49)

First, I analytically nominate ‘where I am’ in the context of my operation of this flight simulator. Then, as a ‘contingent fact’, albeit in the context of this intentional act of ‘this simulated act of the flying of a Lear jet’, I ascertain where I am going. Then, we conjecture on the possibility of following a certain route between the former in order to obtain the intentional objective or objectives as formulated through the enaction of such activities. Now, these three levels of exposition also need to be extended in parallel and find the requisite degree of alignment in order to suitably realize the import of such intentional goals. The airport I am ‘leaving from’ is named. It has a certain location, a certain set of descriptions. Such descriptions, etc., need to be contingently valid. Similarly, the airport I intend to ‘land on’ is similarly described, needs to be contingently valid. Likewise, the manner of the course I set in order to fly from one airport and reach that other airport. In other words, the possible execution of my enacted conjectures also needs to be well-expressed on this basis of the well-formed (analytically) and the well-informed (synthetically). Moreover, what is essentially relevant to the enactment of such a set of conjectures also has to accord with our experience of a lived-reality, which, in my case, was overlooked in that one small detail of not taking into account the actual elevation of that airport which was to become my ‘final’ destination, thankfully, albeit in virtual terms only. (50)

In other words, between these different types of linguistic expression we must find the requisite degree of a mutual co-alignment in order to successfully execute our enacted conjectures, namely, in real life, the enactment of our aspirations as tempered by the constraints of an overriding arbitrational economy through which we mutually find what freedoms, and an overall sense of freedom, are to be experienced by the individual as that individual-in-society. (51)

In economic terms (from the perspective of the sub-economy of the economic) ‘conformance’, basically, is ‘this enacted observance of these patterns of mutual co-alignment’. But, given this philosophical and experiential need for the causally well-re-directed irruption of the non-economic we can, through extrapolation, impute a process of super-conformance (from the perspective of the super-economy of the overall economic), basically, as ‘this enacted overall observance of these patterns of mutual co-alignment between the economic, hyper-economic, and the non-economic sub-economies within the overall extent of the super-economy where conjectured aspirations are to be successfully obtained, to some extent or other through the observance of such co-alignments’.
 In this regard, proposing metaphors of ‘interlocking’, etc. Where analytical propositions need to ‘interlock’, be coherent and non-contradictory, be both logically and dialectically fit for purpose. Where contingent facts both overlap these propositions and themselves and also be coherent and non-contradictory, be both logically and dialectically fit for purpose. Where, the successfulness of our conjectures needs to both suitably and successfully underwrite either virtual and/or non-virtual patterns of enaction,
 and, likewise, be coherent and non-contradictory, be both logically and dialectically fit for purpose. And, more importantly, where all three economic correlatives need to be in a general state of both a conformal and super-conformal co-alignment able and capable of realizing the arbitrated-aspirations of our intentional objectives. How might this be achieved? Through the use of a suspension, and, in this instance through ‘super-intermediation’… (52)

Or, in other words, we necessarily need to entertain this observance of conformal patterns of truth determination, performances that are able to instrumentally enable the successful realization of our arbitrated-aspirations, in order to realize such intentional objectives. Preferably, in manner that is both pragmatic and existential in scope, in a manner that is considered to be re-iterable, if only theoretically or hypothetically, and, in a manner that accords with the format, formation, and form of a general, social consensus that ideally contributes to a strengthening of a social solidarity that either leads eventually to a more democratic form of governance or the actual refinement of the exercise of a form of democratic governance already in place. Where, as an observation, it can be shown that democratic governance generally observes the advancement of most if not all of its citizens, and, where the refinement of a democratic form of governance would more than likely better advance the general welfare of its citizens and not over-emphasize the non-required welfare of those that are in no need of such largesse. A test, admittedly, that many democracies will also somewhat fail in the selective search and seeking for the votes of certain demographic sectors at the expense of other demographics, but, which, hopefully, would be rectified through the democratically oriented amplification of those measures needed to address and redress such relatively minor blemishes on the body corporate. Otherwise, democracies become fragile and frail, undemocratic, subjected to failure, and, sadly, fail..!!  (53)






        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 5.6.24.
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� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.XIN.


� 	This fork can also be understood as a ‘non-existential fork’, i.e., ‘the non-required making of an exclusive differentiation between the existential (centered in the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological) and the non-existential (as manifested primarily through the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical) in both non-moral and moral forms of judgmental appreciation of ‘our’ current situatedness in this world at large.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.XIO.


� 	I.e., cannot be established across the three times of past, present and future.


� 	As in the treatment of ulcers, e.g., with symptomatic relief in the form of the use of an antacid, but, where the root cause of that ulcer, in the form of a more rampant bacterial infection, is efficaciously treated with the now requisite use of a triple antibiotic.


� 	Again referencing, obliquely, the previously footnote as an example. If in gastric pain the use of an antacid might be the first option over the short-term, but, over the longer term, the use of an antibiotic might be called for. Antacids do have some role in reducing the efficacious nature of some antibiotics, e.g., amoxicillin. However, this triple antibiotic, as a mix of amoxicillin (or the substitute of metronidazole if allergic to the former) and clarithromycin, along with a proton pump inhibitor where the latter has properties with effects very similar to an antacid in overseeing the reduction in acid formation within the stomach.


� 	As referenced, e.g., in my ad hoc list of pragmatical characteristic beginning with the letter ‘e’, such as expediency, effectiveness, efficiency, etc.


� 	I.e., a rhetorical first moment centered on a dis-conjunctive suspension of the ‘either/or’; the metaphorical first reply centered on the conjunctive suspension of like (cashed out as both ‘like and not like’); and, the second reply in the form of an apparitional reading citing a more literal form of interpretation realized through the ongoing dynamic balance of the former. These three economic correlatives form what I designate as an ‘overall transcendental economy’. Then, we need to take into some form of an account the role of the de-suspension and where this aspect then has the function of inducing a causal dimension and, by such putative means, giving a ‘voice’ to the pragmatic/existential dimension.


� 	That an overall suspension of this economy, through a dynamic balance of its three economic correlativities, is then instrumental in shifting a relatively non-systematic existential state of affairs to a more systematic existential orientation, i.e., shifting its existential complexion more towards an inter-subjectively oriented sense and semblance of an interactiveness (and, at the same time, towards a more pro-relational form of a pragmatic appreciation, etc., i.e., one that is more capable of taking on a non-weak/non-strong form of commitment, etc. [and, therein and thereby, bypassing the non-pragmatic(al fork)]).


� 	I.e., where the metaphysical economy results from the reduplication of the philosophical economy as tentatively explored in Book 9. This topic will be further explored in the next essay.


� 	Including determinations of the last instance, next instance, and the first instance (of the relatively existential in orientation.


� 	I.e., all forms of identification falling under the categories of the objective, inter-objective, subjective, and inter-subjective.


� 	My preferred spelling with ‘subsistant’ content (extracted in the first, second, fifth, and sixth cognitive orders) versus existent processes (in the third and fourth cognitive orders).


� 	Pursuit, III.XIG.xvi-xvii.


�	Refer to paragraph 13.


� 	Where, if I am allowed to paraphrase a certain type of saying, ‘we cannot live by the simple presentation of an economy alone’ given that we could not escape from the confines of the economic if it were to be impossibly defined purely in economic terms of reference, and not also in non-economic terms as well, etc.).


� 	Noting my re-consideration of the threefold (economic) classification of ‘theory, practice, and critique’ being re-qualified as noted. I.e., where the ‘practical’ is critically conducted (through conjectural deconstruction and reconstruction), and, where the critique is potentially left open to radical forms of conjectural innovation, etc. (as existentially supplied, pragmatically applied, etc.).


� 	Obviously, here meant in its philosophical sense.


� 	Since judgment is ‘judgment’, i.e., is ‘judgment of something’ it must be more epistemologically organized than that something being conceptually appreciated. Thence its being given an upward transcendent style of graphical depiction.


� 	Implicating a vertical and circular sense of organization.


� 	As discussed elsewhere, the pragmatical is the fourth trans-cognitively ordered order concerned with pragmatical concerns, such as, e.g., effectiveness, efficiency, efficaciousness, etc. On the other hand, the ‘pragmatic’ is ‘deontologically centered but not exclusively centered in that third trans-cognitively ordered order and is co-associated with a positive understanding of both non-existential and existential forms of e/valuational formations. In a ‘non pragmatic-pragmatical fork’ we do not need to decide between one or the other since in a pro-relational, existential orientation such decisions are effectively made for us and only await our ‘permission ‘to enact those relatively more existential patterns of intervention and their suitably apposite mix of both pragmatic and pragmatical modes of intervention.


� 	This has been explored in depth and detail under the rubric of a philosophy of ‘transformational-retreatment’. Refer to The Seventh Book…, etc.


� 	As a psychiatric nurse. I was doing a nightshift and things were very quiet. Once a course was set, the plane ‘virtually’ flew itself. I suspect my colleagues did not realize ‘I flying down the West Coast of the USA’, merely saw me doing the nursing rounds when it was my turn, using my laptop computer, reading, having a meal in the middle of the night, speaking to the occasional patient that might present at the desk, and so on.


� 	I would also argue that the phenomenologist also has ‘direct interaction with their simulations’ because that is the very nature of relational interaction because, otherwise, there would be no interaction. I would also contend that our simulated representations also have the power to inform us as to the nature of their constitution since it would be an unfounded arrogance to assume everything is just constituted by yourself alone (and that this relative principle applies to all minds, Divine or otherwise).


� 	Moreover, through a mutual cooperation between these three weak orientations we would also hope to aspire towards a relatively non-weak/non-strong sense of re(-)positioning. This is the ‘aspirational economy’ (which has been re-configured from my earlier original version-swapping the idealist and pragmatic orientations, and adding a potential existentialistic orientation to the latter. The aspirational economy also has to defer to, and be included within, the intersubjectively oriented arbitrational economy).


� 	Where this process of ‘co-alignment’ is conceived of as a ‘process of alignment’ as conducted through an ‘ongoing process of re(-)alignment’ (as enacted through ‘hermeneutical and contingent realignment, phenomenological re-de-mis-alignment, and existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential re-alignment’).


� 	Correctly, this distinction is phenomenologically unnecessary since the relative fulfillment of our modalities, both in terms of their density of modal presentation and the intensity of representation of a certain modality, should establish for us whether something is more or less virtual or non-virtual (since even the non-virtual experience is being non-virtually experienced). Furthermore, we can add the observation as to what extent such iterations can be thematically re-entertained as tropes, themes, memes, as set patterns of genre expectation, etc. To this list I have also added’ salience, consilience, and propinquity’ (or phenomenological standing or our being in the right place at the right time, etc.).





