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XII. An Appreciation of the Conjectural Economy, etc., 

Through the Lens of Transformational Retreatment, and v.v.*

As one more provisional definition of the discipline of philosophy:

The conjectural exploration of a field of concern 

Conducted both from a pragmatic perspective with an existential complexion 

And from an existential point of view with a pragmatic outcome...

0. Pre-Introduction & Introduction

Given the successful deconstruction of absolutistically envisaged axiomatization in both science and mathematics it is quite natural to look askance at all varieties of such formalism. Witness the impact of Heisenberg’s Uncertainty Principle in quantum physics, and, Gödel’s Incompleteness Theorems in mathematics, and so on. In a similar vein, Quine, and others, soon added one more rather large nail to the coffin-lid of logical positivism and other allied misplaced forms of dogmatically misinformed instances of traditionally inspired and motivated philosophical faith that believed all reasonable questions can be reasonably answered… definitively. That the day has finally come when science and mathematics, and all other disciplines, need no longer succumb to the Western predilection that all forms of information need, indeed, demand to be neatly wrapped up in metaphorical parcels without any ensuing surprises when unwrapped… In this essay let me reconsider forms of relative axiomatization, or similar, without transgressing the provisional nature and natural boundaries of all such formats for informational presentation, representation, pre-presentation, as expressed in and through a limited economy suitably constituted as a working-process of ‘re(-)presentation’. (0)

In the following essay let me present a number of ideas that further a working- understanding of the ramifications of a conjectural economy especially in terms of our arriving at a coincidence between the pragmatic and the existential from the transcendental trans-cognitive perspective of judgment… (1)
1. Exposition…


I have noted that the metaphorical ‘engine room’ of the philosophical discipline, and by extension all disciplines, is ‘the exercise and appreciation of a conjectural economy’. This can be simply analogue by explicating the lived-significance of rain from analytical, synthetical and conjectural points of view. As a(n analytical) tautology ‘it is either raining or not raining’, and, as a(n analytical) non-tautology ‘when it is raining, and you stand in the rain, you will get wet (because ‘rain’ is ‘water’, and ‘water will wet you if you are in contact with the same’)’. As a synthetic contingency we could note ‘that is currently raining outside’. However, with a conjectural dimension we cannot connect the former to the expectational fact that if I stand outside now, without shelter, I will get wet because it is raining’. Then, it could also be pointed out that without co-associated analytical and synthetical inputs conjectures, themselves, could not be entertained. But that is a it should be since the conjectural economy, like all trimodal economies, cannot operate in either pure unimodal orientation or a pure bimodal orientation. That, in effect, the trimodal parties of an economy, any economy, indeed, all economies, are also ‘economic correlatives’, which, as ‘correlativities’, cannot be entertained apart from their economic situations, and by extension, the situatedness of those same economies within a world of lived-experience and its co-associated plethora of lived-interpretations. That when we take up the perspective from a relational perspective our point of view then takes on a pro-relational perspective with a trans-relational sense and semblance of subjectivity. (2)

Because we can neither attain nor obtain, i.e., appropriate, a purely self-contained sense of an economic correlative we must dismiss all pretence at formulating a non-impossible unimodalism. Similarly, entertaining a relationship between two impossible unimodal distinctions is equally impossible, whereas, three co-associated economic correlatives is perfectly acceptable as long as we remain within the requisite economic terms of reference. Hence the necessity of this use of a dialectical language that refers to a ‘relative distinction’ or an ‘orientation’, and so on (as ways of reminding the reader or audience that we are dealing with expressions that cannot and should not be treated in either unimodal or bimodal formats explicated in purely presented self-referential terms of reference. Just as a comprehensive critique of the analytical-synthetical distinction so clearly demonstrates. On the other hand, our apparent ‘understanding’ of this distinction is easily explained by invoking conjectures, and where all three economic parties, i.e., as correlatives, are ‘mutually’ co-entertained economically. Moreover, because no economy is an island unto itself it also follows that economies can be interlocked and overlapped through suitable forms of economic complexification when these correlatives find forms of corresponding alignment in terms of their archetypal constitution (as previously explored and explained in gestalt terms
). (3)

Now I would like to explore this broad concept of ‘alignment’, e.g., as a ‘mode of conformation in semantic truth determination’ when we reinforce a specific truth determination with its supporting forms of conformation as discerned through alignment as realized through the iterations of re(-)alignment (as previously explored under the headings of phenomenological presentation through the error correction of a deconstructive-reconstructive textual process of ‘re-de-mis-alignment’, hermeneutic representation through the meta-textual rectification of ‘realignment’, and re-presentation through chaotic forms of non-textually re-directed ‘re-alignment’, etc.). Extending this work, as indicated in its brief summary (as just noted within those just previously extended brackets) let me now propose ‘alignment’ as a process conducted and enacted on the level of analytical-like ‘interlocking’ of propositional complexes, a synthetical ‘overlapping’ of contingent statements (as provisional ‘facts’), and, the collectively affirmative cogency of propositional-statements of the underwriting of articulated conjectural complexes. (4)

That collectively, we can now extend a process of conformation in truth determination beyond an individual ‘sentence’ (composed of propositions, statements, and propositional-statements) by invoking an ‘interlocking’, ‘overlapping’ and ‘underwriting’ of what could be defined as ‘sentential paragraphs’, i.e., ‘sets of propositions, etc., forming sentences within a sentential paragraph’ that, collectively, are conceived of as contributing to the overall truth determination of what is being referenced by that sentential paragraph or paragraphs. Let me demonstrate the interweaving of these imputed forms of connection that collectively contribute to processes of alignment whose powers of economic re(-)presentation, through emergence, cannot be itemized through mere processes of reduction (equally dismissing both processes of mere reduction and all forms of reduction to the mere process of emergence as if emergences can then be isolated apart from its emergent basis
). (5)

Let me exemplified these three forms of alignment. (6)

In ‘interlocking’ we find ‘systems of analytical connectedness arrived at through various forms of equation’. E.g., if we note the analytical truthfulness of ‘the proposition that when it rains, and you are standing in the rain, you get wet because rain is falling water from the sky…’ Or, ‘a bachelor is an unmarried male as a person who has not entered into the union of marriage…’ In other words, chains of closely connected items linked in and through forms of equation. Then, from these islands of connectedness we can form interconnections when analytically applicable and convenient. I.e., e.g., this unmarried male person A(-M) is called X, lives in city Y in the nation Z, etc. This formulation, e.g., then taking on a contingently oriented truth value if deemed to be factually confirmed, i..e, deserves to expressed in the form of a statement (of actual factualness). I.e., analytical interlocking can be then be transformed into synthetically contingent forms of overlapping, and v.v. I.e., this person A described as not married (-M) who lives in X in the nation Y is true if and only if (iff) A(-M), X, Y, Z are contingently true collectively. Then, through a process of conjectural ‘underwriting’ we can creatively explore through various conjectures of that which has been merely interlocked and overlapped. E.g., person A is now married (M) and lives in city C in the nation D, etc. (7)

Through the application of nominatives, predicates, and relations various situations can be simulated in conjectural terms of reference. Thereby underwriting various conjectural scenarios, etc. Whereby, obviously, an appreciation of nominatives, etc., cannot be determined primarily in the terms of nominatives, etc. (8)

In a parallel economy of treatment, we have three and only three forms of treatment, namely, ‘nominations, predications, and relations’. Moreover, through economic complexification, we can parallel ‘nominations’ with ‘conjectures’, ‘predications’ with ‘analyses’, and, ‘relations’ with ‘syntheses’. (9)

Moreover, in processes of overall truth determination the apparent totality of sentential elements can only be ascertained through the appreciation of economies in their entirety. Hence the relative contributions of interlocking, overlapping, and underwriting to the collective ascertainment of a conformable delineation of validly established truth determinations. (10)

Just as, e.g., in our dealing with a hot cup of coffee we find the overlapping inputs of being told that this cup of coffee is ‘hot’, seeing steam rising from the surface of the coffee (on this very cold morning), feeling the heat of the pottery cup with the tip of our finger, testing the temperature with our tongue, finding ourselves finally able to drink that cup of coffee… all overlap in our truth assessment of the current conjecture rhetorically asking ‘as to when can I drink that same cup of coffee?’ (and its being answered in the affirmative at that time it is judged that ‘I can now drink this hot cup of coffee that has cooled sufficiently that I am now able to drink it’). (11) 


Now, through economic correlativity we can also transformationally move from a relative analytical reading to a relative synthetical reading to a relative conjectural reading whilst understanding that all such modes of reading must be enabled within the requisite conjectural economy (that more correctly should be designated an analytical-synthetical-conjectural economy and where our relative focus of these three aspects then allows us to speak of an analytical economy, etc., albeit within the totality of the overall economy in question. An over sense of an economy further reinforced through static and dynamic inputs acquired through economic complexification be that either arrived at covertly or overtly, be that arrived either inadvertently or advertently, etc. (12)

Such transformational-transitions being able to be successfully conducted on the basis of ‘the relative transformational preservation of an isomorphic invariance’. E.g., analytically, ‘this apple looked like an edible apple’; synthetically, ‘this apple, as an expectation, is looking like an edible apple’; and, conjecturally, ‘this apple looks like an edible apple’ that in biting into it ‘is found to be crisp, juicy and delicious to taste…’ Now, the more perceptive person will note that these three sentential forms are written, respectively, in the past, future and present. Furthermore, in terms of a philosophy of transformational retreatment, in this order they represent treatment, pretreatment, and retreatment/posttreatment. (13)

In effect, I am also arguing that given a transformational pathway between these three modes of sentential representation that an overall conjectural economy registered in the affirmative implies an alignment between all three modes in terms of this imputed relative transformational isomorphic invariance. Or, in the case of my eating ‘this delicious apple’, apple-ness is collectively preserved through the suitable integration of processes of interlocking, overlapping, and underwriting. That, at the end of the day, my finding this apple to be ‘crisp, juicy, and delicious’ further adds to its sematic validation in terms of its overall truth determination. Recognizing in the process that truth determination usually apples to the sentential complex and not so much to individual sentential components, although, the discovery of non-cohering, non-integrated sentential elements could cast doubt on the overall process of truth conformation enacted to date. So, e.g., even though this ‘apple’ looks very realistic I know it to be a ‘wax apple’ and as a realistic conjecture I will not be biting into it under any circumstances. Similarly, I know, from an appreciation of experience, that remember apples, imagined apples, apples talked about in other people’s conversations, dream apples just do not live up to my modal expectations I expect to accompany a non-virtual apple experience. That this phenomenologically oriented understanding puts an end to the hypothetical nonsense perpetrated by ideological Cartesian, et al. Every particular type of phenomenological experience has its own distinctive set of modalities. However, only non-virtual apples normally meet our meeting a full complement of modal expectations as conjectured to apply to only our phenomenal-phenomenological experience of non-virtual apples. (14)

Now, the ‘fruits’ of an overall conjectural economy can be entertained instantaneously once sequentially programmed. Conjectures have this ability once properly sequenced. I now instantaneously know that ‘the apples in the fruit bowl in the kitchen are edible’, and, I now instantaneously know that ‘the ornamental wax apples on the tazza in the dining room’ are not edible’. Such items in my world are semantically mapped accordingly. In my recollections of the dining room ‘I immediately know the ornamental fruit are not edible’, whereas, in the kitchen, ‘I immediately know that the fruit bowl has edible apples’. In effect, all economies have this dual presentation as judgments made in the spontaneity of judgment once delivered, and, as judgments delivered in and through sequences of conjectured processes, etc. Obviously, improperly sequenced conjectures would distort our processes of judgment, and, conversely, properly sequenced conjectures establish this relative invariance of transformational isomorphic invariance that allows us to consider our semantic mapping of this world at large to have a rather immutable appearance since it is only at the edges of such a world that we need to emend our conjectural formations, etc. (15)

Interestingly, once conjectures are semantically determined their order of ‘presentation’ or an articulation of ‘their mapped representation’ is not so important (except at that level of its syntactic translation in the language in question in accordance with the grammatical rules of that language). So, I could say that this apple just bitten into is either ‘delicious, juicy and crisp’ or ‘delicious, crisp and juicy’, etc., etc. On the other hand, in programming our conjectures they need to be properly sequenced without making sequential mistakes. (16)

Now, let me revisit this notion of ‘sequential mistakes’. An economy of sequentialization can be deemed to be incorrectly sequenced if we commit mistakes that can be nominated as falling under the following defective processes, namely, de-sequentialization, dis-sequentialization, and contra-sequentialization, i.e., as mistakes in the ordering of a genre-determined set of sequences; as mistakenly performed processes at the right moment in a sequence; and, when distinctively different genre-determined sequences are confused.  Let me exemplify these three types of mistakes, respectively, I am making my breakfast and push the toaster bar down without putting the toast into the popup toaster; my wet fingers slip on the toaster bar when I push the bar down (with the toast already in the toaster); and, my absent-minded putting he teabag in the toaster whilst simultaneously making toast and a making a cup of tea (as actually recounted by a friend of mine). Now, if we were to were to incorrectly perform a certain event in a sequence that is also out of sequence, we could call that complex error as occurring in a process of ‘mis-sequentialization’. Hence these respective errors of ‘de-sequencing’, ‘dis-sequencing’, ‘contra-sequencing’ (and, for the sake of completeness, ‘mis-sequencing’). But, let us assume that we conform to genre expectations and conduct such sequences in the requisite manner as determined by our understanding of those meta-textual genres (in the form of future expectations). (17)

That these processes, collectively, of interlocking, overlapping and underwriting reinforce our integrated processes of semantic mapping along with their corresponding forms of semantic truth determination. That, given this degree of a mutual reinforcement, it is understandable that future processes of truth determination will happen around the ‘edges’ of these cultural-intercultural maps that might be better thought of as a ‘semantic atlas’, and where maps will individually disagree with each other depending on their order of acquisition, their intentional perspectives, their objective senses of purpose, their relatively ‘defective status’, in part, as working maps, etc. We could imagine that the semantic map or atlas of a certain scientist who is also a theist could well be quite different in certain ‘pages’ in comparison to a scientist who is an avowed atheist, and so on. (18)

This is also an opportune moment for the re-introduction of the twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’. If we believe we have a made a set of sequential mistakes we have the ‘insurance’ of being ever able returning, at least hypothetically, to a point in our research that was less problematic in that same regard, and, then, find the ‘assurance’ to recontinue in the hope of getting it more correct this time round. That, in effect, the emendation of truth determinations must be a relatively peripheral affair and that this gives us a certain degree of faith that non-ideologically oriented people might progressively find more common ground in forging closer ties between each other through this ongoing clarification of certain contentious ‘pages’ in these ‘semantic atlases’. (19)


Now, we could also imagine that this imputation of a transformational isomorphic invariance should also allow us to forge more integrated forms of social consensus building along with the co-associated sense and semblance of social solidarity these processes might also inspire by extending these forms of alignment economically, through economic complexification and, therein and thereafter, furthermore, into the imputed ‘overall economy of the economic itself’.
  Let me explore what is entailed in the extension of this overall process of alignment (through re(-)alignment). (20)

Basically, I am arguing that various forms of alignment are experienced that collectively reinforce the relative stability of our semantic atlas (despite the fact that discordance between pages would inevitably manifest themselves should we seek to entertain to what extent there is certain necessary degree of ‘inter-mapping concordance’ along without noting those elements that could be discerned to also be relatively discordant). In this regard, I remember buying a Chinese painting of a landscape, in the form of a hanging scroll. Now, it took me a few months to pay it off and, when I got it home, I was ‘disappointed’ to find that this landscape had no ‘bridge’ in its panorama whatsoever despite my imagination ‘remembering’ that such feature was present in this exact painting. For a variety of reasons, as a reflection of our finiteness and our obvious limitations, we do not entertain a perfect process of recollection. However, fortunately, incorrectly performed processes of recollection can be suitably emended if the situation in question allows us to do just that. In this instance, just cited, I only had to look closely at this scroll to realize I must have been mistaken. Unfortunately, many or our errors in comprehension are not so easily righted, yet, on the other hand, this relatively invariant core at the center of our semantic atlas is to be welcomed as proffering some basis for our thinking we have some understanding of this world at large whose representation, through such semantic mapping, is also shared with others. That, upon the relative stability of this basis, we can forge greater degrees of consensus building, and, from time to time, through a recognition of relatively-radical innovations in perspective, etc., we can also entertain the addition of the discovery of relatively novel features, such as ‘final’ vocabularies, ‘definitive’ histories, definite conjectural affirmation, and so on. (21)

As intimated, in a transformational philosophy of ‘retreatment’ this isomorphic invariance is preserved between pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment/posttreatment. Now, as these three stages in a process of transformation, respectively, are hermeneutical, phenomenological, and (non-systematically) existential it follows that these three sub-disciplines, in the overall economy of the philosophical can also be mustered to comment, or commentate, upon the findings of each other. That this inter-concordant process can be further co-opted to reinforce these processes of alignment and their appreciation, and, therein and thereby, proffer the means for the further consolidation of these processes involved in our semantic mappings, etc., be they advertently recognized or inadvertently noted merely in passing. (22)

Similarly, on an ordered basis, we can also note this transformational isomorphism is also extended to the entirety of our judgments as we proceed through these sets of six orders either in a linear manner or in a non-linear form involved in the relative immediacy of recognition, encountering and engagement, etc., as we representatively map out the course of out relational-interactions, etc. That, furthermore, this can also permit us to entertain forms of a pro-relational orientation with an existential complexion to be discerned in and through a co-associated sense and semblance of a trans-relational subjectivity. Where through all such forms of interlocking, overlapping, underwriting and all other processes of a co-associated alignment through re(-)alignment, we can further refine the current mappings of our semantic atlases, etc., and by such relative progress discover to what degree such understanding conformally find the requisite degree of a mutual, evolving process of semantic consolidation. (23)

That upon such conformal grounds, despite their limitations and defects, we are not confounded by ideologues ever insisting that we are only privy to appearances and, instead, through ongoing working-process of de-distortion, through suitable forms of sequentialization, we can continue to make limited degrees of progress through such process of sequentially enacted forms of de-distortion. (24)

On such relatively mutual grounds of provisionally treated stability suitable forms of limited axiomatization can be constructed if only as an aid to the ongoing clarification of our disciplinary research programs. Without being systematic and attempting a reasonable degree of completeness, how might we conduct such conjectural representation? (25)

E.g., we might wish to better represent a certain situation by noting its primary relational parties, i.e., it relational parts and relational participants. To this we can recognize the relational situation in question and the nature of its relational contextualization to the rest of this world at large. Noting both the constitutional and the non-constitutional conject comprising either a relationally oriented ‘space’ or a pro-relationally oriented ‘space’. Then, we would articulate intra-mediational, mediational and inter-mediational aspects of these spaces whilst attempting to discern, when and where possible, non-existential cogency and existential cogency in the latter. Either doing this through some form of relatively systematic axiomatization or far less formally though operating only on what we might need-to-know basis. (26)

Now, let me move these explorations to how forms of alignment might be understood as being realized within an overall economy of the economic (as explicated in the next essay)? (27)

2. Provisional Conclusions, Observations, and Comments


That, in an acceptance of these relatively stable grounds, as semantically mapped, and subjected to conjectural forms of conformal extension, we can make some degree of ‘progress’ even if a collective expression of such progress is not necessarily guaranteed on a more communally oriented basis should the pre-conditions and conditions not be conducive for such intersubjectively organized forms of consolidation. Hence by cautious optimism and a simultaneous recognition that a pessimism should also not be completely absent. By what we move forwards through an absence of such preconditions we could also find ourselves moving backwards. As happens all to often, in the exercise of a discipline, cul de sacs, rabbit holes, mirages, conspiracies, ideological mythologies… are ever scattered along such a path and, like beguiling sirens, are ever-ready to mesmerize us with their impotent muddling of a shared reality that, as if by default, the opportunists can seize their chances to acquire things more tangible like power, prestige, property, possession, and so on and so forth… at the expense of a sell-formed, well-informed, and well-expressed polis..!! (28)






        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 2.5.24.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html� 


� 	As explicated in the formula of ‘(foreground) focus, (background) field and (subjective) frame (or framing)’. In terms of the philosophical economy, we note the relative sub-economies, respectively, of the phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical, and the (non-systematic) existential. 


� 	Yes, we can treat the images on a computer screen, e.g., as emergent entities, but, even though we may refer to such entities as if in their own right their origination has been obtained from their emergent basis and correctly cannot be understood apart from their form of origination. Turn the power of, and those images are gone. Again, we can still refer to them, their sense and semblance, their collective economic sense-and-semblance, still, what we are then referring to is no longer those images per se but to their semantic mapping in memory, etc. I.e., no longer those perceived images per se since we are now referring to them in the semantic mapping of their imagined reconstruction, etc. Where such ‘idealities’ only exist within those forms of mapping and the dissemination of those same maps as re(-)constructed through the use of language/s, genres of behaviour, education, conversations, discursive practices, etc.


� 	Outlining how these processes might contribute to an overseeing of these aspirations of Richard Rorty for the ongoing building of a social consensus along with its concomitant expressions of a social solidarity preferably as enacted within both a democratically oriented demos (countryside) and polis (cityscape), etc.






