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In the previous essay a hermeneutical orientation was undertaken in an attempt to understand and better interpret various soundbites disseminated by President Trump. Granted that these utterances were generally not considered as originating with Trump, it was conjectured that in order to contextualize their significance we needed to know just who was proposing such approaches in the wider context of their accompanying philosophical perspectives. However, in this essay, whilst still needing the requisite hermeneutical basis, our appreciation now moves towards a more consequential direction, hopefully, one conducted and enacted within a suitable existential orientation and where apposite patterns of intervention are ultimately instantiated. That this overall type of appreciation being entered into would be seen to fall under either general, particular, and/or specific terms of reference. (i) N.T., 13.4.25. 

(In order to summarize various sections, or add comments highlighting my primary intentions, or give instructions on how to understand their basic import, or even which sections might be better avoided to begin with given that some sections over over-concerns with technical arguments and details... I have felt it necessary to include these bracketed insertions to assist the reader). (ii)

X.12: An Exploration of the Concept of ‘Consequential Analysis’ 

With a View to its Ultimate Application 

In the Enaction of Existentially Oriented Interventions

If the disciplinarian wishes to pursue a pragmatic point of view

Then they will need to avail themselves of a consequential perspective.

(All titles, as titles, misrepresent their texts given their desire to sum up what that text is about, but, being ‘about’ that text they then cannot be that text per se. Understanding how a title misrepresents what that text is about is a step on the path to an ongoing mis-misrepresentation that then better presents what that text ‘is’ rather than what it is about. To a great extent an understanding of the motto supplied performs this misrepresenting of the misrepresentation - a pragmatic philosophy must deal with a consequential perspective, and a conformal, pragmatic theory of truth determination must incorporate the same. Then, in that vein, the practical philosopher might be better able to address, e.g., misinformation, disinformation, mal-information, and so on. Perhaps, by doing so, moving us closer to the exhibition of an existential domain along with a demonstration of its emergent positivity in the formation of an appreciative evaluation and its subsequent formation of a positive enrichment in value). (iii)

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


In the previous essay, I set out to sketch out a strategy as ‘to how we might be able to better interpret the strange statements of President Trump?’ I now wish to take a less hermeneutical and a more engaged, existential direction by asking ‘how can we attempt to evaluate, e.g., the seemingly more probable consequences of such policy re-directions, or, more broadly, any shifts in some form of situated behavior, etc?’ Hence this current concern with the practical concept of a ‘consequential analysis’. Just what might it entail, and, how should such a practical prospect be comparatively engaged both non-existentially (in its positive sense) and existentially? Hence the primary raison d’être of this exploratory essay. (0)


I believe my first thoughts on this topic arose in a Buddhistic context (although I never really followed up as to what a Buddhist approach would or would not entail). Surely, upon reflection, when we enact the non-virtual contours of a certain intentional objective, we must have already pre-envisaged the consequences of such enactions. At the same time, ideally, given this sense and semblance of choice, it would follow, in all likelihood, that we have already, to some extent, pre-considered a number of options and have comparatively evaluated the same in order to then optimize the resolution and realization of those current aspirational intentions. Thence the ensuing manner of that transformational-transition from the relatively virtual to the relatively non-virtual.
 But, if only we were so rational. Numerous qualifications need to be made along the way, namely, from the considerations of the role of emotions to the nature of motivation itself; to what extent can we exercise the required degree of deontological responsibility to the imputed nature of our existential involvement as we pragmatically intervene within this world at large; to just how do our aspirations mesh in a world of arbitration that can be neither reduced to a private domain nor reduced to a purely public domain, and so on. All in all, a veritable can of worms. However, in the light previous work, to work my way through these various minefields (as problematic mind-fields) let me do so under the following headings:

1. Definitional Refinements,

2. Narrational Translations,

3. Situational Schematizations,

4. An In-Depth Outline of a Dialectical Philosophy,

5. The Delineation of Probable Pathways,

6. Comparative Pathway Optimizations,

7. The Non-Virtual Nature of Interventions,

8. The Re-Direction and Appreciation of an Existential Dimension,

9. Various Temporal Directions of Appreciation,

10. Critical Reflections on such Critically Conducted Assessments,

11 Overall Reflections on the Application of such a Calculus.


12. Final Comments on this Topic of a ‘Consequential Analysis’.

...given the exploratory nature of this introductory essay, on this topic of ‘conducting a consequential analysis’, let me merely introduce these headings just noted and then, as a sketch, apply these ideas to an appraisal of the current directions a ‘chaotic’ Trump Presidency seems to be inevitably heading..? Where, as a prediction, I foresee Trump being successfully subjected to a third impeachment. Then, in the spirit of that prediction, let me supply the hypothetical grounds forsome of the required articles of impeachment to demonstrate the apposite nature of such a drastic political remedy.
 (1)

(This first section begins this process where I am attempting to radically rethink the nature of just what should be entailed in the pursuit of these consequential explorations. Namely, that an individual’s aspirational economy cannot do what it sets out to achieve given this need to negotiate within a dimension I define as the domain of the ‘arbitrational’ as relatively distinct from the domains of both the private and the public. The imputation of this completely overlooked third sphere is a reply to Rorty’s ironic treatment of the private and public as effectively incommensurable along with this need to negotiate with others through a range of conventions and instruments that seem to straddle both the private and public domains. Noting, in the process, as praxis, that just as there can be no pure private language, similarly, there can be no pure public language likewise and, hence this need for such three-way intermediation. In treating these three domains as economic correlatives in the economy of the overall life-world reinforces previous arguments for the deconstruction of positions and their replacement by a triangulation of perspectives). (iv)

1. Definitional Refinements


In the light of previous work, I am not permitted to solely run an intentional economy of aspirations purely in subjective terms of reference. Indeed, it is only in conjunction with the overlooked dimension of the arbitrational that the intentional economy of aspirations
 is potentially able to successfully oversee the realization of some of its envisaged outcomes. As we have no possible ability to operate a purely subjective private language then, it follows, likewise, that we cannot possibly operate a pure economy of intentional aspirations. Instead, our intentional aspirations have to be refracted through the inter-subjective-intersubjectivity of an arbitrational economy in its mediation of the apparent subjectivity of a private domain and the apparent intersubjectivity of a public domain. I say ‘apparent’ because ‘we can have neither the operations of a pure private language nor the alienation of a pure public language at the same time.’ Instead, we have to participate in the overlapping of a relatively private domain, a relatively public domain, and their intermediation through the institutionalized operations of an arbitrational economy. (2) 


As I have had to stress on numerous occasions, we partially find our aspirational freedom through the auspices of others as exercised through the mediation of an economy of arbitration.
 Let me explain. (3)


In accordance with my classic example, if I were to walk into a café looking to purchase a coffee then that aspiration, in all probability, is able to be expedited by this world of arbitration in which a cast of thousands have already worked to make that simple intention something that can be put into effect. I enter into this contract with the barista for the making and delivery of a cup of coffee. That contract is duly discharged when all duties and obligations are honoured by both parties. A cup of coffee is prepared and in my accepting that coffee and paying for it then the obligations of that contracted genre of behaviour are duly observed. I do not need to meet this cast of thousands, know the nature of their work, the performance of their individual acts of arbitrage, and, likewise, I do not need to know even how to make a cup of coffee in order to enter into this form of exchange, other than the ability to communicate this personal aspiration for a cup of coffee and how I am to honour the expectational demands of this contract that compactually inform the overall manner of its successful expedition. The rest of the world operates accordingly. (4)


In this Contemporary world, given the highly interdependent nature of its overlapping operations of arbitration, in the making of various bets that certain forms of behaviour will be both mutually productive and enriching, we can no longer think of ourselves as individual Robinson Crusoes completely dependent upon the mere results of our own efforts alone. Such a patent form of mythical nonsense needs to be dismissed immediately and when the philosophical dust settles come to thoroughly understand that we are entirely beholden to the necessity of our mutually working together in order to oversee our collective survival… and ourselves traveling on that wake and nowhere else! (5)


In the light of these private, public and arbitrated inputs and outputs we can no longer conceive of a world that purely operates in any one of these three spheres of overlapping influence. That granted, I would like next to point out that an existential dimension occurs primarily within the sphere of arbitration
 although the arising of any existential impetus spreads and is to be experienced across the entire breadth of these three domains, in this ensuing ‘world at large’, where, as embodied persons, we inhabit this environmental world ever so thinly stretched across the more inhabitable surfaces of this planet Earth… (6)


Obviously, when we enter into the intentional formation of a certain aspiration, and conceive of how it is to be refracted through this world of arbitration, we must have also calculated something of both its distantly to be expected formation and/or its immediately to be anticipated fruition. In other words, some form of consequential analysis must also accompany the very origination and development of our intentional objectives otherwise how could we survive in this world at large..? (7)


Therefore, it also follows that an appreciation of the apparent successfulness of our intentional objectives must also involve an appreciation of this indispensable aspect of an accompanying consequential analysis. (8)


From the public domain we invoke the requisite mix of genres of behaviour in order to expedite the requisite sequential forms of behaviour that will assist us in the exercise of a successful pattern of arbitration. If I want to eat an apple, e.g., I could go to the fruit and vegetable markets and go through the expected behaviour of buying one or more of those apples. Even if I were to steal an apple from an apple tree that did not belong to me, I would also know that that purloined apple is not just merely a ‘picked apple’ but one that was acquired by rather ‘unorthodoxly means’. Obviously, in understanding such distinctions, I must also be entering into some form of a ‘self-narration’ as to how others might also form ‘other-narrations’ about their individual interpretations of that same pattern of behaviour. Or, in other words, the formation and appreciation of any form of consequential analysis must be enacted and expedited in and through the format of a narrative, be it conducted either by just ourselves and/or with others. (9)


The value to be experienced through the auspices of our non-virtually enacted narratives has both a non-existential dimension and an existential dimension. The former can be either relatively negative, neutral, and/or positive in its experiential reception, whilst, in contrast, the latter can only be experienced in degrees of positivity or in degrees of positive intensity. Let me exemplify this distinction. (10)


When I am hungry, I anticipate the relief of my pangs of hunger through that very act of eating. Such relief is experienced positively as a non-existentially oriented diminishing absence of hunger. I continue to eat, and having eaten sufficiently such feelings now take on a more neutral tone. However, if I were to seriously overeat then in my now ‘feeling somewhat sick’ my experiences would take on a relatively negative non-existential tenor. At the beginning of my meal, I could also experience a relatively existential orientation should it have been made by someone who cared about preparing a nice meal and were to prepare for myself as someone they were also to care about. Similarly, if I were to be visited by a friend, and I were to divine, for whatever reason or reasons, that they were quite hungry then it would be my duty, as a friend, to ensure, if that were possible, that they would get something to eat. In effect, turning non-existentially oriented value, i.e., food, into an existentially oriented form of a meal that would adequately assuage the unspoken hunger of my friend. At the end of the day recognizing that the existential comes about ‘through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential’. Conversely, ‘the relatively non-existential can come about through the relative non-existentialization of the relatively existential’. Just as, e.g., if I were to either advertently or inadvertently give my friend a once delicious soup that had now noticeably exceeded its due by date. All in all, in effect, through these patterns of exemplification outlining the dialectics of the relatively existential versus the relatively non-existential with the implication that no hard and fast distinctions can or should be drawn between the same. Thence this philosophical need to dialectically observe ‘orientations’ rather than ‘definitively self-contained states of affairs’, and so on. (11)


Now, let us look at the ramifications that would follow from observing this narrational dimension. (12)

(An exploration of consequences is an exploration of conditionals, and, an exploration of conditions needs to be conducted in historical terms of reference. Histories, in the plural, as histories of the past, present, and future, are devolved and disseminated through the auspices of our narratives, ‘the stories we tell’. Hence this current concern to understand the nature of the narrational economy). (v)

2. Narrational Translations


I regard the narrational economy as divided between ‘narrational facts’, the ostensive ‘narration’, and that the raison d’être of the existence of the narrative is a ‘critically qualified desire to de-anomalize a certain set of narrational anomalies at the center of the narrational economy in question’. ‘A critically qualified desire’ to de-anomalize these intuitively experienced anomalies by virtue of the understanding that the definitive resolution of that set of anomalies would also oversee the metaphorical ‘death’ of that narrational relationship… and, generally, we do not desire the definitive resolution of most of our relationships, and, therefore, we do no desire their complete resolution and only their partial, ongoing semblance of resolution. (13)

Now, I would like to argue that we have six basic narrational styles (that through reduplication and duplication broaden to a wider range of narrational possibilities). (14)

(The following sections 15-19 are probably best bypassed in a first reading of this essay. Here, I am effectively refining a heuristic device that will allow me to explore mixed conditionals when we explore both non-virtual and virtual consequential trajectories that are found to operate between the broad tenses of past, present and future. Also theoretically introducing ‘history’ as an ‘inter-ordered phenomenon’ generated through the reduplication of facts, as the fact of facts, etc. The exploration of consequences necessitates an historical approach, or, rather, a triangulation of such approaches. In total, in this essay, four versions of this heuristic device will be devised that would allow us, hypothetically, to migrate from the archetypal economy as 3 x 1 matrix to an ordered judgmental state of affairs represented by a 3 x 2 matrix). (vi)

For a start we have the classic progression of hermeneutical-phenomenological-(non-systematic) existential (H-P-E) as a harmonic reading given its paralleling, respectively, of the relative consonant – the relatively dissonant - and the relativity resolved. An ongoing relationship needs to be only relatively resolved in a continually resolved manner, whereas, definitive resolution realizes the historical termination of that same relationship in question. This harmonic reading seems to approximate with the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological-existential. Now, it would be tempting to read the other five stylistic possibilities as being similarly ordered? How might we account for this heuristic reading of a sequential reading? (15)

After much thought I would like to propose the following rule ‘that in the increasing specificational orientation of the first two elements in a tripartite sequence we get a prime focus on the last element as representative of its placement within the archetypal economy, but, in a counter-specificational orientation we get the opposite in ordered emphasis, effectively, as if it were being de-privileged’. I.e., in a pro-specificational orientation then that third element in the sequence is relatively privileged, but, de-privileged if the prior orientation is counter-specific. By a ‘pro-specific bias or orientation’ is meant ‘participating in the sequential direction of hermeneutically general – phenomenologically particular - existentially specific’. Conversely, by a ‘counter-specific bias or orientation’ is meant ‘participating in the opposite direction as entailed in the direction of the existentially specific – the phenomenologically particular – and the hermeneutically general’. Where and when, e.g., we have either a hermeneutical-phenomenological direction or a phenomenological-existential direction or a hermeneutical-existential direction then such participation can then be seen to operate in a specific-like direction or orientation. Conversely, if the direction is away from relative specification, where and when, e.g., we have either a phenomenological-hermeneutical direction or an existential-phenomenological direction or an existential-hermeneutical direction then we emphasize the opposite aspect of the ordered economy to the economic correlative now being counter-focused upon and, therein, subsequently de-privileged. The relative direction of specification, e.g., is illustrated in the harmonic reading where we note the generalization of the hermeneutic orientation, the relative particularity of the phenomenological reading, and the specification of the relatively non-systematic existential. So, alternatively, e.g., in a P-H-E reading we would find that P-H is encountering a trend towards counter-specification, and, therefore, the counter-focus is now de-privileging the so-called third moment of the existential (Ego) and through that form of relative de-privileging we find, instead, an emphasis being placed on the sixth trans-cognitive order, namely, the ontical or factual dimension, as the type of ordered judgment that deals with provisional statements of ascertained fact (and where successful amendments would render the previous ‘statements’ as then only ‘propositions of fifth trans-cognitively ordered possibility (or impossibility)’ and not conventionally treated forms of ‘ascertained actuality’ even if treated as ‘provisional’ for critical reasons of remaining open to such possible emendations, etc.). (16)


Therefore, with this ruling (as the combination of these two sub-rulings) in mind we can now tabulate the following using the notation that ‘->’ is ‘pro-specific’ and ‘<-‘ is ‘counter-specific’:

Existential-Deontological

H-P->E = 31
Ontical




P-H<-E = 61
Phenomenological-Semantic

H-E->P = 11
Pragmatical



E-H<-P = 41
Hermeneutical-Possibility 

P-E->H = 51
Aesthetical



E-P<-H = 21


…all in all, giving us another way of generating (through this Version 3) these six trans-cognitive orders (rather than invoking a relatively static process of privileging/de-privileging).
 (17)


Then, through reduplication we can utilize a reconstituted metaphysical overlay by noting the performance of inter-ordered narratives considering topics like the historical, the scientific, the political-economic, etc. Let me explore this unavoidable aspect of a relatively competent consequential analysis. (18)


Through reduplication of the six trans-cognitive orders, we then find, in addition, the following metaphysical/meta-philosophical overlays:


12 = a categorical metaphysics


22 = a psychological-sociological spectrum


32 = political enaction


42 = economical activities


52 = scientific interpretations 


62 = historical appreciation. (19)

(However the life-world cannot be reduced to ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered phenomena since the disciplines of this world are also culturally divided between various political-economic systems. However, a 3 x 3 matrix, representing the political-economy, can accommodate this observation. Again, some of the following sections can also be technical and perhaps initially read as requiring less over-attention to such detail to begin with). (vii)


However, before we celebrate this simplistic integration of such complexity, we need to be mindful of the cultural observation that all disciplines are precisely situated, politically, in their respective systems as currently devolved in this world at large. So, e.g., we find the world of the lawyer in the world of business and the delivery of judgments in a court of law as distinctively separated extensions of governance,
 whereas, the teaching of law is an academic affair and the legislation of laws are enacted in a political arena (dealing with legislature), and so on. (20)


Noting the important takeaway that all too often the problems of this world as lived are either resident within these systems and/or arise in discordant interactions between such systems.
 (21)


Now, returning to this separate insight that the problematic is also thematized, expressed, and resolved through the use of narratives let me take up this point in order to better demonstrate its significance in this topic of suitably conducting adequate forms of consequential analysis. (22)

(Among other things, the arbitrational domain is divided between a non-existential contraction sphere and its underpinning through an existentially oriented compactual domain). (viii)

Given this perception of the many narrations involved in the representation of our world through which we either cooperate or are co-opted or co-opt others into sharing that same sense and semblance of a narrated vision of this world at large it follows that in expediting the performance of the same we need to suitably exercise the appropriate formation of our appeal to those narrated facts that are deemed to be duly relevant to expedition, dissemination, and consequential ramifications of our discourses. Furthermore, ensuring the argumentation entered into properly serves the objectives of our narratives, and, that the re-presented resolution of those narrations is appositely fit for purpose. Because the utilization of faulty facts means we will not be in an adequate alignment with our lived-vision of a lived-reality, faulty argumentation means we will further diverge from an alignment with our lived-vision of a lived-reality, and, in the non-effective resolution of the anomalies driving those narratives we will further reinforce this relatively anomalous non-alignment with our lived-vision of a lived-reality. A vision that cannot be presented in and through either a pure private language nor through a pure public language implying its necessary refraction also through a world of arbitration. A world of arbitration that, although ostensively contractual in its functional appearance, must also be underpinned and existentially exercised, to some degree or other, from a compactual point of view. That economically complex narrational perspective granted just what consequential ramifications can be observed to follow from this more sophisticated appreciation of lived-reality? (23)


That, hypothetically, our involvement from an overall point of view should not be conducted from either unipolar, bipolar or closed tripolar orientations in perspective. Let me demonstrate this form of relational advice. A purely transactional relationship either enacted from a unipolar or a bipolar perspective is bound to fail within the lived-exigencies of this overall world-of-life, this effective sense and semblance of a life-world as found experientially to hand. The short-sighted transactionalist cannot suitably observe the in-depth configurations of lived-phenomena as they unfold. The integrated complexities of the compactual dimension will effectively escape their understanding. Relatively ‘integrated’ through ongoing processes of resolution, still, such complexities will also be overlooked given this need for a multi-dimensional approach rather than their simplistic exercise of a mono-dimensional or bi-dimensional approach. Let me illustrate the potential ‘short-selling’ stemming from this tendency to operate from a more psychologically oriented bias rather than taking a more sociological oriented bias in order to counter the relational defects that will inevitably follow in on the wake of that former bias. Let me demonstrate this in my potted analysis of the current disruption instigated through the blanket imposition of tariffs by the current American president. (24)


Trump fallaciously argues that America is being hard-done-by by those countries that are operating a trade surplus with the US. But, if that position were to be consistently followed, he would not be applying tariffs to those countries where the trade surplus actually favours the US, e.g., as in the case of Australia also targeted with a ten percent tariff. Such a unilateral perspective (or as a bilateral perspective) overlooks the fact that we live in a world that needs to be better appreciated from a series of multi-perspectival approaches. The measures of a trade surplus need to be expanded to include goodwill, the full range of services (rather than the mere quantification of output in more materialistic terms of product or in the mere value of services rendered or in a non-accounting of trends in future sales, etc.). Then, should a country have surplus US dollars derived from its positive balance of trade then without a doubt those excess dollars would be utilized in its trade with other countries given that much of world trade is already denominated in US dollars). Then, in turn, those countries might buy from America on the strength of their previous overall trade with those other countries and non-US companies, etc. Or, there may be imbalances in trade between, say, countries A and B in favour of B, but, between countries C and A the ensuing trade surplus might actually favour A. Or, at the end of the day, a unilateral or bilateral approach fails to observe the ramifications of the full picture. All things being unequal, trade imbalances are to be expected. But, in the wider scheme of things they are minimized through various forms of inescapable equilibriums be they either beneficial or non-beneficial, etc. Then, to this same point, given that most countries observe some form of a floating currency, the differential finances of world trade will eventually minimize such imbalances within the overall equilibrium of an ongoing integrated resolution of that overall system itself. In other words, Trump short-sighted, unilateral targeting through tariffs and imputed bilateral rectifications through the rapid formulation of rather ad hoc trade deals is a so-called solution to a problem that just does not exist and as a solution will have adverse unintended consequences (that have been both predicted and non-predicted). E.g., Trump’s unnecessary interventions have rattled the share market, and worse, the bond markets (usually seen as a safe haven), along with a depreciation in the US dollar of about ten percent. At the same time some analysts have argued that the net result of these trade disruptions will be the effective excision of the US markets from world markets in a process of decoupling (say, from China) that will cause relatively more economic pain to the US. One of Trump’s stated objectives is the bringing of manufacturing back to the US – an achievement that cannot instantaneously be achieved – and one that is not likely to be achieved given the relative costs of labour in the US. On the other hand, with the advent of additive, 3-D printing all countries will eventually participate in a return of manufacturing to the extent such processes are cost effective, etc. In the meantime, the US is shooting itself in the financial foot give its narrated arguments are both fallaciously engendered and inexpertly expedited. Yes, there is proven case for tariffs, but, only in a careful, short-term targeting of demonstrable inequalities in the marketplace. (25) 


In a similar manner, a short-sighted closed, trimodal economic appreciation of a certain situation would equally be at fault given the multi-polar nature of the world whether we admit that fact or not. In effect, we live in an ‘occult’ world that only reveals itself to us if we have both the requisite standing (propinquity) and suitable frames of reference with the required richness of perspective that will allow us to appreciate that which is being appreciated, be it some form of consequential analysis or anything else for that matter... (26)


Now, let me explore some of these ideas through the following anecdotes to be treated as analogies (paralleling certain arguments being made in this essay). (27)


Imagine a certain well-run Company A that specializes in assembling certain products for both the wholesale and retail markets. For some considerable decades they have been dealing with another well-run Company B that specializes in manufacturing parts that company A utilizes in their assembly lines. The management of these two firms know each other very well and over the years have developed a considerable degree of goodwill in regard to each other. Now, Company B informs A that it is going through a relatively rough patch as recently some of their large creditors, who themselves, in turn, are having problems with some of their creditors, have not made their scheduled payments, and, that, as things stand in a few weeks Company B might well be trading whilst technically insolvent even if that were only for a few weeks or so. Company A does not want to see Company B go bankrupt and offers them the following proposal. A proposes that instead of paying their bills monthly a week after delivery of the parts sent they will pay for three months of orders up front, then upfront on a monthly basis for three months and then return to their previous practice of paying their bills one week later after each delivered assignment. Moreover, as company B has not raised it prices for some time, Company A suggest an increase of ten percent across the board along with the suggestion that they inform their other customers that company A is wishing to lock in their required production and that in two months’ time all companies will be paying this increase across the board, but, can lock in production with payment upfront if they wish to confirm all orders ahead of that point in time. This skillful strategy works... (28)


Now, Company A, knowing of the temporary difficulties being experienced by Company B, could have insisted on, say, a ten percent reduction across the board in the cost of the to-be-delivered products. One of the imperatives motivating the world of business is ‘to make a profit’, but, at the same time, another imperative is to survive and either preserve your current profitability and then to conservationally expand that degree of profitability. Companies that mutually support each other stand a better chance of surviving collectively rather than individually. Totally unlike, I might add, the suspect business practices of a certain well-known, infamous ‘businessman’ who, on a number of documented occasions either beats other companies into the ground on matters of price and/or just refuses to pay his contractors who then go bankrupt while he might decide to do something similar in order not to pay them eventually what should be all cents in the dollar rightly owed, etc., whilst also threatening all parties, either directly related or indirectly related with endless lawsuits, etc. All in all, a rather parasitic type of business behaviour that should all business persons were to do the same thing, civilization as we know it would cease to exist for all parties.
 Just as, I have previously pointed out, all contracts without a suitably framed compactual dimension will ultimately fail through that insufficient degree of authenticity being demonstrated through the exercise of such bad faith. Conversely, taking a longer-term approach, companies, like persons, who mutually work together stand a better chance of survival in this world at large. Or, put another way, a pure transactional approach, inevitably, is a recipe for financial disaster (which Trump and his enablers are so evidently demonstrating through their short-sighted policies as enacted across the board that, as an inevitable consequence, are on a path to wreck the delicate functioning of the world economy in a manner that is a dimension or two worse than that which occurred over the general breakdown in supply chains that occurred during the recent COVID pandemic… and quite possibly sending some countries into a period of both recession and possible stagflation (with both its stubborn levels of higher inflation and high unemployment). (29)


In effect, by supporting Company B, Company A has potentially insured the greater longevity of both parties. If Company B were to have gone bankrupt then Company A would have had to search for new suppliers along with the potential disruptions to their assembling their products in the wake of such a discontinuity. Or, in other words, a short-term appreciation of profit alone is not a good yardstick to measure business success. (30)

The next item on my list is the delineation of a situational awareness in order to determine a suitable set of perspectives in order to better appreciate the current topic to hand. (31)
(This introduction of the situatedness of our relationships is an exploration of the relational economy as occurring under the tripartite headings of the relational, pro-relational, and the trans-relational, etc.). (ix)

3. Situational Schematizations


A ‘consequential appreciation’ is a ‘developed understanding of the redirections in causation that appears to occur through the enacted imposition of a certain pattern of intervention that is apperceived to be able to definitively alter or maintain the direction or directions in question being scrutinized within a certain relational state of affairs’. Noting, as well, by ‘enaction’ is technically meant ‘either deliberately instantiated processes of action, non-action, or inaction’. Furthermore, as already noted, intentional deliberations must possess a certain degree of such consequential deliberations by virtue of the fact that ‘the intention to do x’ presupposes, to a certain extent, ‘the doing of x’ and a realization of ‘the intervention of x having been done to some extent’ in the overseeing of the ensuing realization of that intention in question. Moreover, any in-depth appreciation of the consequences either envisaged, to be immediately anticipated, and/or observed must also be subjected to some form of comparative consequential analysis if only to the extent that the relative merits or demerits of other possibly relevant pathways should also have been considered, and, ascertained to what extent they would either contribute or diminish the realization of those intentional deliberations as either initially formulated or as re-formulated over the course of any additional deliberations. Where, through such meta-deliberations, would be intentionally ‘observed’ the general ideal that there would be the assumption of a preference for a relative optimization of pathway preferences as found to hand in terms of the initial intentions or their re-formulated aspirations in terms of the apparent intentional objectives being exercised behind such intentional deliberations. Or, in other words, we must assume, to some extent or other, a generally preferred optimization of the value of such intentional pathways being observed in regard to the apparent objectives of such intentions as to whether the end-states of the situations in question had or had not been arrived at, etc. That, accompanying this preference for a perceived optimization in e/valuational formation we can also speculate that the desired delivery of such an end-state would also be achieved through the adoption and adaptation of a path of either minimal effort in active terms and/or least resistance in passive terms (with or without an existential-deontological determination in engaged terms of reference). So, e.g., ‘in lighting this candle I had to first light this match in order to then light this candle with that lit match’. Now, that this candle is lit, I can effectively assume the complete satisfaction of this specific intentional objective to have ‘this specific candle lit’. Or, e.g., if one were to perceive or hear a child in distress, for reasons obvious on inspection, then one might automatically feel predisposed to do something even if only envisaged virtually if it were discerned that it was either not proper, appropriate, and/or apposite to actually intervene non-virtually. However, alternatively, if it were discerned that that child was not being adequately attended to then one would also immediately discern intuitively that such intervention should proceed given the perception or apperception of adverse consequences for that child should such intervention not proceed. But, regardless of either the active, passive, and/or engaged manner of our intentionally responding to a certain relational situation I could either affirm or disconfirm if the co-associated set of intentional objectives were either successfully or not so successfully realized, whether such success or non-success either applied solely to my relatively private personal sphere and/or wonder how it would be most likely received in the public sphere if such considerations were in this instance relevant, and, then, from an arbitrated point of view, wonder to what extent others were either directly and/or indirectly involved in the overall expedition of that apparent set of intentions (i.e., were the candles bought or given, have the matches been kept in a non-damp environment, who else might benefit from the light of this lit candle, etc., etc.). Then, in an assessment of the optimum pathways we already need to know, from our reflections on similar experiences already had to date, what are the most probable pathways to instantiate in our interventions to be exercised over the course of the specificities of this situation, and, where in addition to the pragmatical considerations we might also need to add existentially oriented compactual considerations to the exercise of such reflections. Was this candle lit for the benefit of another person besides those obvious benefits being observed for myself? E.g., I am eating a late evening meal with a friend in my own home and the power fails and so, in finding emergency candles to hand, I light the same in order to facilitate the completion of this meal. Where, in such deliberations over the relative success or failure of our enacted intentional deliberations, through reflection, we then attempt to discern the ‘effective competence’ of such responses, although it should also be added that such e/valuations can be distorted through over-commitments, under-commitments, self-embarrassment, along with a host of other emotional and non-emotional factors, in conjunction with either the reported, directly transmitted, and/or inferred e/valuations of others also acting as a commentary on such perceived patterns of enaction, be that in terms of its responsiveness, responsibility, apparent intentional directedness, competence, etc. In addition to such considerations, we should also note the overall flavour of our non-existentially oriented consequences, i.e., discern the overall positive, negative, or neutral character of such co-associated determinations, and, in conjunction with the same, discern the existential flavour in either terms of its accentuated or de-accentuated positivity or in a noting of the relative absence of such an aspect in our more comprehensive e/valuational appreciation of the interventions enacted within that relational situation in question. (32)

So, basically, in the light of our reflections on experience we can usually predict the course of our enacted behaviour and, from such reflections, note which pathways proffer the requisite degree of value desired through an observance of a relative optimization of those enacted patterns of intervention entered into through such comparative deliberations. So, e.g., I strike the match neither too fast nor too slow in order to light that match, and, with that lit match, then light that candle. Then, on the apparent completion of that enacted pattern of intervention we can attempt to appreciate the relative competence, etc., of such intentionally directed patterns of enactions, etc. (33)

In summary, we can put forward the observation that intervention cannot be avoided since the decision to not intervene is, itself, a form of intervention, namely, a non-intervening intervention. Moreover, the nature of our intentional deliberations must co-opt some form of consequential analysis in the shaping of those intentional objectives. Furthermore, it is the usual predilection to adopt and adapt a perceived path of minimal effort in the realization of those intentional objectives. Then, in hindsight, we can attempt to discern the relative competence of such patterns of intervention. Both augmenting and enhancing such appreciation through noting to what extent the differentiation of our non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented inputs and outputs actually augments, on balance, such non-existentially oriented contributions and actually enhances, on balance, such existentially oriented contributions. Thence the complexities of a consequential analysis, that through intentional necessity, is already pre-established in the ensuing formation of our intentional objectives, etc., and where an apparent reconstruction of the same effectively presents us with that which is already to hand. Where, in reflection, we can then also begin to appreciate the relative competence of such patterns of enaction, and so on. Where, ideally, competence is measured from an overall appreciation of retrospective assessments, current assessments, and prospectively envisaged assessments (based on closely observed, attentive assessments of the former but tempered by the qualified expectations, in terms of probabilities, that variations should also be expected to occur in regard to the former given the non-exact reiteration of the present versus past assessments, but, where, at the same time, processes with a high rate of reiterability should be treated as most likely reoccurring
). (34)

Now, let me explore both expected shortfalls and apparent sufficiencies in the expedition of our intentions from either pursuing defectively constructed economic points of view and/or pursuing non-defectively constructed economic points of view. Arguing, e.g., that closed forms of uni-modal, bi-modal, and tri-modal perspectives are relatively defective, that conducting transactional approaches without reference to a compactual dimension are also relatively defective along with poorly executed patterns of a non-co-operative interaction between an enacted responsiveness and a compactual responsibility, etc.
 Or, in the effective avoidance of the former, as either disciplinarians or secularists, we put ourselves in a better location in order to advance the possibility of our more successfully expediting our intentional objectives in their respective relational situations. Let me explain these more profitable rules of conduct (using as a negative exemplification of these guidelines the instructive example of President Trump’s recent, relatively misguided attempts to pursue an indiscriminate, broad-scale application of tariffs). (35)


The reason’s voiced for the imposition of a variety of tariffs by Trump are various and sometimes mutually contradictory. Witness the blanket imposition of tariffs on those countries where there is a trade surplus in the favour of the US, e.g., Australia, when one of the floated reasons for such an imposition was to encourage a ‘level playing field’, or similar. Some commentators have rightly pointed out that such measures are being used ‘to inappropriately solve a relatively non-existent problem’ (perhaps US trade with China excepted to some extent
). This is an example of unipolar behaviour and, as implied, is a recipe for an eventual form of economic disaster given its self-exemption from an open tripolar appreciation of its relational situatedness and where other countries, and their resident peoples, may well take it upon themselves to respond to such arbitrary one-sidedness in a fashion totally counter-productive to the stated intentions voiced behind the imposition of such blanket tariffs. Already we are witness to travel and tourism to the US rapidly declining although other reasons can also be mustered to account for this ongoing phenomenon. E.g., from the generally widespread perception (or apperception) of an ostensively demonstrated inauthenticity in its dealing with other countries by the US the election of non-necessary travel to the US has been postponed if not more permanently cancelled. No doubt if it came to weighing up the apparent reliability, or relative unreliability, of the US as a military partner, Australia could also very well postpone or cancel the AUKUS submarine ‘deal’ and save itself up to 360 billion dollars.
 The possibility of this form of retaliation could be classed as either one unintended consequence of the blanket imposition of tariffs or as a poorly foreseen possibility. Multiplied across board by both other countries and their residents we could easily envisage how counter-productive the imposition of such a non-necessary impost could very well turn out to where the current train of adverse economic events seem to be so evidently portending. From very well-performing economy under Biden, with the relative growth of about sixteen million new jobs, with inflation heading in the right direction, the first quarter in 2025 we witness, in its GNP figures, a negative contraction of 0.3% and an apparent rapid entry into a potential period of both economic contraction and higher inflation characterizing a period of stagflation not seen since the 1980s? (36)


On more theoretical grounds, how can we account for the defective consequential nature of a non-mutual, unipolar approach when enacted within and between the relevant situations in question? (37)


To begin with, such a unipolar approach cannot be both mutually engineered and engendered. A relatively mutual relationship is productive of an incrementally augmented and non-incrementally enhanced sense and semblance of an existential difference, as a positively oriented existential surplus or excess in e/valuational formation, with a probable significance that can then more effectively promote the greater issuance of relatively positive ramifications co-associated with that more existentially oriented unfolding of relational process. Or, more simply put, ‘be nice to people and people may well feel more inclined to be nice to you’. Or, conversely, override the constructive input of other and others may destructively override your attempts to operate in such a non-mutual, unipolar orientation’. ‘Orientation’ because the dissemination of power is completely dependent upon its dissemination through others and cannot be the sole province of any one center of power. Hence even the unipolar dissemination of power is still dependent upon its disseminative acceptance be that underwritten, in part or in whole, in either bipolar, tripolar, and/or multi-polar terms of reference. Furthermore, those parties affected by unipolar oriented decision making can still insert their own take on that situation and being, generally, relatively non-existential in orientation then we can also expect, in similar general terms, responses with a similar relatively non-existentially oriented complexion. The exception being on those occasion unipolar decisions, as interventions, are made on the existential behalf of their related relationships by their existential representatives as existentially oriented interventions. E.g., witness a mother’s love for her helpless infant, or, the self-directed sacrifices made by one concerned and caring individual for the care of another individual. Understood beyond the short-sighted limitations of a uni-modal transactionalism we should now see how a non-mutually operating uni-modalism, on balance, can be less beneficial in the consequential devolvement of the formation of a relatively lessened co-associated evaluation and its subsequently entailed valuation. (38)


Similar considerations apply in the non-mutual deployment of both bimodal and closed trimodal approaches to both judgmental evaluation and its cognitive devolvement of subsequent forms of valuation. In the situation of Trump’s unilateral decision to impose blanket tariffs on all countries, etc., and in his co-associated stated aspiration to oversee the formation of various bipolar trade deals over a period of ninety days we should quite naturally despair that such a task could be completed, could then be conducted in good faith given its absence from Trump as demonstrated in and through his unilateral transactionalism, and, whether such trade deals over the longer-term would be even honored by either party given Trump’s impulsive public abrogation of previous trade deals already forged over much greater periods of time. In the face of such international bullying China, to date, has refused to blink and very few countries have signaled a wholehearted wish to do as demanded. In effect, Trump has single handedly decoupled US-China trade and it is the general international consensus that the ensuing economic devastation that will be self-imposed on the US will inevitably call a halt to such a reckless approach to trade policy. Given this consensus of opinion, why negotiate now when more equitable terms for negotiation will soon present themselves from the rubble of such an economic misadventure. That, even if Trump were to reverse much of his overall policy on tariffs the damage to US relations has already occurred and will take a much longer time to reverse. Then, in the meantime, I am sure that certain political forces in the US will soon coalesce in order to neutralize Trump’s predilections for grand economic mismanagement either through sidelining him whilst he sees out his remaining term in office or where he will be successfully impeached on a third occasion as I will argue for later in this essay. Or, perhaps, on the ground of certain evident health issues, he will, instead, be removed to some nursing residence with a nearby golf course.
 Unfortunately, my optimism in this regard does not extend to foreseeing a rapid undoing of both the economic and international damage done to the prestige that was once extended to the US as a country that was ‘first among equals’. On that latter count, I do hope to be proven wrong. (39)


On theoretical grounds, why view closed bimodal and trimodal arrangements as potentially defective in consequential terms of reference? (40)


A few simple observations should highlight the deeper reasons for this intuitive understanding. For a start, we could envisage the imposition of retaliatory tariffs and the deepening of a trade war by those countries that respond in a similar unilateral manner. Then, given the context of the apparent bad faith being shown it is not surprising that other countries might also respond in their bilateral relations in a similar manner. Then, I could also return to this pertinent observation that a pure transactionalism is relational recipe for relational disaster because all arbitrated acts occur in parallel contractual and compactual terms of reference (if only on the grounds of the necessary demonstration of a certain faith and trust in others in order to continue these process of betting that underlie the very functioning of an arbitrational sense of world for without the same there would very quickly be neither a private world nor a public world. (41)


How might one theoretically dispute the imputed defective nature of a closed trimodal approach? (42)


In regard to a closed form of trimodal modeling, although this overall approach could be useful in essentializing relevant observations and information, and prioritizing behavioural objectives, etc., still, in our inescapably being in this world at large, it leaves us as a party, on balance, to our witnessing potentially adverse phenomena through processes of either mis-intended behaviour, unintended behaviour, and/or (so-called ‘left-field’) non-intended non-behavioral influences, etc. The world, by its very constitution, both epistemologically and ontologically, is primarily chaotic in its overall complexion. Therefore, it better behooves the disciplinarian to conduct open trimodal economic forms of schematization in the optimistic hope of being more receptive to and responsive towards such chaotically presented phenomena given their ostensive openness to the inevitable presentation of such potential adversity. A proposition that, on balance, is such that even though the impact of the advent of phenomenological change may be more neutral to our current situatedness, still, they could more likely take on a relatively adverse complexion rather than a relatively positive advantageousness given that in lived-reality more things can go wrong that right on the understanding that fortuitous sequences needed to be correctly sequenced in their entirety. That, as ever, ‘to be better forewarned is to be better forearmed’ should we be more receptive to the potential advent of such relatively adverse phenomena. (43)


As ever, the arbitrational nature of our lived-reality is such that all contracted behaviours need to be underpinned by suitable forms of compactually enacted attitudes, and v.v. Therefore, non-mutually exercised forms of relational intervention are more than likely to prove relatively unproductive over the longer-term. Thence this general disapproval to be extended towards unilaterally enacted, non-mutually exercised patterns of relatively inauthentic behaviour formulated in and through the closure of either relatively unipolar, bipolar, or tripolar terms of reference. (44)


As a brief example of a closed trimodal scheme let me now propose the following in order to demonstrate why a preference for an open scheme is to be preferred in consequential terms of reference. (45)


Imagine dividing the commercially economic world into three major blocks, namely, in this instance, the US, China, and the rest of the world in order to simplify our consequential analysis of the economic relations primarily between China and the US. So, with the advent of massive tariffs of currently 145% imposed by the US on China and China imposing 125% on the US we are now witnessing a massive decoupling in trade between these two largest economies as merchants in both countries, in relative terms, now are neither ordering nor sending the previous levels of product in either direction as would have been the case had Trump not singlehanded intervened in this trade relationship. Although businesses, to varying degrees, had stocked up on products before the signaled imposition of such tariffs now shipping levels are indicative of a much reduced quantity of trade between these two countries. But, that granted just what could go wrong for these three parties from a speculatively constructed perspective (that may or may not eventuate, but, in all probability will eventuate, at least in the short-term, even if these tariffs were to be considerably reversed). For a start, we can consider a number of scenarios from the US perspective, namely, empty shelves, or, an expensive product that if imported remains on the shelves as unbought, or, businesses deciding to manufacture some of the previously imported products, or, business not deciding to manufacture such previously imported products because of market uncertainty effectively rules against that form of decision making would be deemed to be too risky to put into practice given a lack of clarity in regard to any future tariff regime, etc. Now, the ‘etc.’ is also important here because it captures whatever unintended and non-intended phenomena, both non-adverse and adverse, that might occur in the non-foreseeable aspects of the future, say, from another pandemic, war, political collapse, adverse global warming, massive migrations, and so on. Or less dramatic, but potentially important for these consequential speculations would be the advent of a recession, say, in either the US and/or China and/or in the remaining aspects of the overall world economy minus these two largest economies of the US and China respectively. As you can now surmise, an open tripolar scheme is to be preferred since such unknown intrinsic and extrinsic factors will eventually also need to be taken into account should we wish our modeling to more closely align with our suspended, non-ideologically oriented appreciation of our apparent experience of a lived-reality. Indeed, a version of reality that primarily deals in apparent facts and not the suppositions of contrived factoids so beloved by the constructors of various conspiracies that either wittingly or unwittingly misinterpret what should be better re-interpreted for the sake of running our narratives in a more productive and existentially oriented fashion since the decisions that are made in our interventions in this world at large should preferably reflect an interpretative alignment with this world as lived-interpreted, as this lived-world lived through such interpretation. Similarly, at the same time, we can also simulate and construct a Chinese point of view by attempting to focus on the more important facets of this world of trade as might be viewed from this polar perspective. E.g., that although Trump is in a general trade war with the world as a whole it is also imposing both rather unfair and retaliatory tariffs of China individually. The impact of such tariffs will see a large fraction of its exports not being exported to the US and having to find other markets which, in terms of the quantities involved, will take some time to regularize and reach the overall level of exporting prior to the imposition of these tariffs. China is already in a phase of trying to induce greater levels of internal consumption through the use of certain subsidies like, e.g., the trading in of older appliances for the discounted replacement new stock, etc. Furthermore, given other countries may be reducing their levels of imports and exports with the US then it may well be the case that alternative markets will open up in lieu of such shift in exporting-importing. No doubt, various direct and indirect subsidies could further promote that additionally carved out sector of trade. One unintended consequence of these US tariffs is that Canada is now at a relative advantage to the US in its trade with China in this regard where such products will cheaper for consumers in Canada vis-à-vis the US with the implication that Canadians can spend the difference on other forms of economic activity in comparison to the US. Moreover, from a world perspective it would make sense, speculatively, to imagine that overseas trade would similarly be diverted more towards China and away from the US in all things other than those items that would be considered to relatively essential and could be bought elsewhere. E.g., soya bean sales to China from Brazil have broken trading records in this regard whilst US farmers are having difficulties moving their agricultural produce as reported in regards to soya beans, grains, and California walnuts, etc. With respect to US soya beans, tariffs in the first Trump presidency in 2018 dropped the value of export by 75% from 12 billion to 3 billion US dollars favoring more competitive Brazilian imports to China. The recent tariffs are expected to reinforce this trend. Indeed, in order to beat the recent imposition of tariffs wholesalers have had to discount stock in order to also beat this latest round of tariffs. As a result, although China was set to receive 3 million metric tons of soya beans in April 2025 all trade in this and other US agricultural products is now basically poised to be choked off through the impact of that continuing escalation of such levies. China, the largest importer of soya beans, is expected to find all of what it requires from Brazil, the biggest grower of soya beans. Of course, in an open rendering of the simplified modeling of this tripolar configuration we would also need to take into account the imminent threat of both a US recession and a world recession although the latter is not necessarily coupled to that of the US should countries effectively circumvent their decoupling from US markets (although, admittedly, that conjecture might be too optimistic in light of the percentage of world trade that US had hitherto participated in, namely, 10.22%.in 2023. Finally, an open modeling would also be more response to other unknown factors that could either non-adversely or adversely affect the economic relations between such markets in regard to these three parties either internally and/or externally… (46)

Now I need to prosecute a necessary digression, namely, proffer a disquisition on the import of a dialectical critique of the logical, etc. (47)

In these explorations, I am continually needing to qualify my arguments and conclusions as dialectically constructed propositions, etc. Hence the use of such qualifications like, e.g., ‘orientation’, the use of the expression ‘relative’, and so on. In the following, let me articulate a comprehensive, pragmatic, dialectical philosophy before continuing this exposition on this topic of a ‘consequential analysis’. (48)


In a provisional summary of some of the mistaken points of view that I believe that Trump has conflated in his ideologically driven mission to introduce tariffs, both blanket and individually targeted, is a misguided shortsighted overlooking of a compactual dimension and where the ensuing pure transactionalism is a recipe for contractual failure, and, similarly, a misguided, short-sighed understanding that relatively impossible to conceive, closed, non-open, unimodal, bimodal and trimodal modellings of contractual-compactual behaviour/s are also defective with an ensuing fallacious pursuit of arguments that do not do justice to the relatively holistic nature of relationships given other mechanisms that counteract the misperceived harms of negative trade deficits, e.g., floating exchange mechanisms, an open-ended ability to borrow, the re-circulation of additional dollars through third parties, etc., etc. (49)

(In our dealing with the natural limitations of the logical, i.e., that philosophical discussions and disquisitions all too often are inclined to overlook; in our dealings with the conditional nature of an appreciation of possible trajectories and their consequential expectations; along with the need to formulate a viable pragmatism that is not just one more non-critical form of an ideological brand it is necessary, at this level of our philosophical research, to confront the dialectical nature of our explorations). (x)

4. An In-Depth Outline of a Dialectical Philosophy


The raison d’être here for a dialectical
 perspective in a consequential philosophy is that we are dealing with hypothetical probabilities and not so-called ‘logical certainties’ that, ‘in themselves’ cannot be absolutistically pinned down as logical certainties, etc. But, it is philosophically salutary to recognize that, economically, there can be no absolutistical logical clarity except when blatantly legislated either on an a priori basis and/or through the overlooking of probabilities of near-certainties that, for all practical purposes, that practically and pragmatically, can be treated as ‘certainties’ for our consequential calculations, etc. Furthermore, an open philosophy recognizes that the interpreted construction of a lived-reality cannot be dictated to given that a living-reality is its own master in this regard… continue to defy the apparent gravity of a factual reality and we stand to fall…
 (50)


Noting that, given all things are not equal, the factual status of all facts likewise cannot be equally held. What historian, e.g., could countenance other than as a hypothetical ‘that Julius Caesar did not cross the Rubicon’ (in the political-historical context of how that is traditionally understood)? (51)


I will approach this necessary digression under the following six headings, namely, the archetypal economy; the ordered economy; the inter-ordered economy, the political-economic economy; the working-economy of the enactive suspension, and additional ramifications. (52)


The archetypal economy between an intentional focus (Object) within an intentional background (World), and, its intentional appreciation (Ego) in similar subjective terms to the nature of that background field in question, devolves, first, around the point that we cannot just focus on the intentional objective as if it were just an intentional object that could be viewed in or of or through itself, second, nor can these two other polarities, as also dialectical moments, likewise be viewed in a similar contradictory fashion given that both intentional ‘perception’ (of the focus and its field) and (subjective) apperception (of this prior relationship) cannot be entertained apart from the inserted epistemological totality of this intentional economy in question. Thence such dialectical moments must be treated as polarities that cannot be neither entertained nor obtained nor attained nor appropriated in their own right and, therefore, must be viewed as ‘correlatives’. Moreover, each and every economy must be also be viewed as similarly non-isolatable from the phenomenological generality of intentional experience and its trans-intentional judgmental appreciation, etc. Hence, given this archetypal nature underlying all thematized economies, we can also envisage all aligned correlatives as if ‘correlativities’ that, in their own manner, will also parallel such archetypal economic correlatives. Thence this additional aspect to an economic dialectics that recognizes how different economies have the potential to productively comment through interpretation and re-interpretatively commentate on such parallelization of any two economies. So, e.g., we can interpret these three polarities of focus (Object), field (World), and Ego as (a subjective) framing as also paralleling the temporal economy, respectively, of past, future and present, and, the sub-philosophical disciplines, respectively, as a phenomenal-phenomenology,
 hermeneutics, and a relatively non-systematic existentialism. So, in an alignment with this dialectical argument for parallel correlatives, i.e., correlativities, we could parallel intentional objectivity with phenomenal-phenomenological research along with a temporal emphasis upon the retrospectivity of our experience of the past, etc.
 (53)


In an epistemological division of the psyche under the increasing gestalt organization of the Affective, Cognitive, and Trans-Cognitive (nature of the Judgmental) we note that a relatively higher level in epistemological organization should be able to appreciate a relatively lower level in epistemological functioning like that of the motor-sensory level of experience. So, e.g., in the Affective Aspect, an epistemological level that deals with both Sensory-Motor Considerations and matters dealing with both Impressions-Mood, should be able to appreciate considerations of the former through the auspices of the latter given the greater degree of gestalt organization engendered in the latter. Or, similarly, the Trans-Cognitive (nature of judgment) should be able to appreciate the cognitive and intentional nature of the Cognitive (in and through the intentional delivery of that judgment), etc. (54)


Hence there is ample room in order to also consider a dialectics within and between ‘horizontal’ economies and between ‘vertical’ aspects in gestalt organization within the overall epistemological hierarchy...
 (55)


Now, logical thinking has its limitations exposed through dialectical reasoning. To argue for this ever-present observation let me cite the following module from The Seventh Book…
 (56)

2. Logical-Dialectics (and Dialectical-Logics) 103


Disciplinarians all too often work under the false belief that logic alone is at the center of all things, and, that all we have to do is ‘think clearly and distinctly’ to oversee a thorough resolution of all problems be they disciplinary or secular in orientation.
 [97]
But, logic is tempered by the dialectical, and v.v! [98]

Because we cannot even think in such a perfected manner because our thinking is qualified economically besides being limited historically, through education, or having imperfect or absent frames of reference that would be needed to resolve issues either already met or not yet encountered. [99]

Because, conservatively, we need to apply what logical approaches we already have as a work in progress, and, radically, qualify the same dialectically also as a parallel work in progress, and v.v. [100]

So, given the need for a logical economy, how might one be provisionally constructed? [101]

By utilizing the three so-called logical principles of Logical Identity, Excluded Middle, and the equally imputed need for Non-Contradiction.
 [102]

But, by merely taking what counts as an identity, through being reconfigured through economic forms of re(-)configuration, we end up with an infinity of logics. [103]

Similarly, through noting limitations, seemingly real or imposed, and altering identities we have already opened ourselves up to a dialectical approach. [104]

That granted, how might we then construct a dialectical economy? [105]

By noting the three so-called dialectical principles of Dialectical Non-Identity, Non-Excluded Middle, and the equally imputed need for Non-Non-Contradiction (in an acceptance of identificational overlap…) [106]
Be that in logical subjects, frames of reference, the articulation of parallel arguments (as in acts of suspension), the invocation of probabilities, the recognition of a non-definitive form of potentiality and non-absolutistical forms of actual identity, etc. [107] (57)

Returning to an outlining of this digression, the dialectical nature of all economies needs to be stressed. Through relativity, a hot cup of tea becomes colder over time, but, no colder than the environmental context of the weather that surrounds it. Or, if you were to run a hot both that is too hot to bathe in then that bath is currently too hot to bathe in, and so on. Then, if the weather were mild and that bathwater were allowed to cool down to that same temperature then the water in that bath would be considered to be too cold to bathe in even though that weather might be considered to be not too cold at all. Here expressions like ‘hot’ and ‘cold’ need to be treated as relatives unless more precisely quantified in terms of their measured temperatures.
 That our use of all appellations is similarly constructed, and, all arguments utilizing the same are similarly constructed. Given that we express ourselves through language then all such reporting is similarly constructed, i.e., dialectically (in line with how we already understand the working of the archetypal economy beneath the current invocation of each and every working-economy). (58)


A dialectical approach to this philosophical concept of the economic also entails the following, namely, that all economies are trimodal in their expressed constitution; that no economic correlativity can be expressed in any shape or form of a so-called ‘pure logic’, but, that the apparent ‘presentation of a pure logic’ occurs when conducted as either an a priori construction, and/or treated (rightly or wrongly) as evidential, and/or suitably presented in the form of a coherent process of argumentation within the natural boundaries of all co-associated limitations; that when any one economic correlative is suitably thematized then the rest of that co-associated economy is also thematized, either covertly and/or overtly, in a process of ‘economic induction’; and, where all economic presentations are simulations that can only include a limited number of perspectives that, therein through additional forms of contextualization, can radically open us up to what hitherto would have not been possible to have contemplated intentionally… and thence the constructive expansion of our current horizons in that regard through the augmentation and enhancement of such dialectically engendered differentiations, accommodation, and their concomitant resolutions through the productive auspices of working-suspensions… (59) 


That the limitations of a logical approach require its dialectical appreciation along with a triangulation of approaches given, correctly, that no economy operates in either closed unimodal, bimodal or trimodal terms of reference. Where closed trimodal terms of reference can be discounted on the grounds that all economies are trimodally appreciated in open terms of reference given their envelopment, invagination, transformation, transmutation, etc., can only occur in wider economic terms of reference. (60)


That a critical inspection of the very concept of the ‘economic’ implies that identity cannot be ascertained through the sole unipolar invocation of any one economic correlative, implying, furthermore, that no pure bipolar invocation could be invoked along with any closed tripolar economic presentation likewise. Only through open, tripolar economic, epistemological relations can an infinite plethora of identities be extrapolated, projected, imputed, consequentially appreciated, conformally ascertained, etc. (61)


Just as no intentional objective can be purely focused upon within the gestalt environment of the archetypal economy so, too, in a similar manner considerations of both background fields and co-associated experiential forms of subjectivity, etc. (62)


On this dialectical basis of the impossibility of absolutistical identification of any one correlative and its intentional definition enacted under its auspices, but, on a partial acceptance of provisional forms of economic identification, we now move to the dialectical possibilities of ordered phenomena as six relatively distinctive types of judgment, namely, the phenomenologically semantic, the aesthetical, the deontologically-existential, the pragmatical, the hermeneutically-potential, and the ontically factual. (63)


These six basic forms of judgment are predicated on a 3 x 2 matrix in which the three elements of the archetypal economy are either individually preferenced or de-preferenced. So, e.g., the individual preference of the Object results in the formation of the first trans-cognitive order of the semantically-phenomenological, whereas, in contrast, the de-preferential treatment of the World moment gives us the second order of the aesthetic, etc. Thence the generation of the remaining four orders. But, as these orders are dependent upon their distinctive types of preferential/de-preferential treatment of the three moments of the archetypal economy thence the dialectical formation of all six trans-cognitive orders given that no one order can be purely thematized in its own right, etc., given the dialectical formation of the ordered economy is dependent upon the dialectical basis of the archetypal economy (given the impossible, non-dialectical treatment of economic correlatives, etc.). (64)


The engendering of the trans-cognitive ordered economy by the heuristic method (Version 4) outlined above is as follows:
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…diagrammatically, we could envisage this depiction this in a circular format:
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…so, e.g., the subtle preferential preferencing of O gives us 11, etc... (65)


The dialectical nature of orders (either trans-cognitive or cognitive, inter-ordered or extra-ordered) implies that although we may be working with them under a certain heading that we cannot deal with such headings exclusively. That occasions may arise when broader terms of reference are required. Moreover, the dialectical nature of orders prepares the ground for the dialectical nature of inter-ordered phenomena that arise through the reduplication of these trans-cognitive orders, etc. (66)


‘Reduplication’ is the ‘meta-appreciation of the ordered treatment of its own categorical division (regardless of its initial ordered status) since through such retreatment it becomes elevated by one relative meta-degree through relative metafication’.
 In the meta-appreciation of an inter-ordered product, in the formation of the extra-ordered, we get its elevation, in turn, through one relative meta-degree, effectively, in a process of extrafication. The meta-appreciation of an ordered product, as a philosophically viewed product (P), is viewed as its metaphysical-like treatment (M). Where M1 = P2. But M2 (as M1.M1) is P4 (given that it is equivalent to P1.P1.P1.P1) and hence this necessary differentiation between ‘metafication’ and ‘extrafication’,
 even though, technically, both are the product of appreciation
 through meta-treatment.
 E.g., fact/s of facts (61.61 = 62) gives us the inter-ordered phenomenon of history 62. Where the appreciation of the historical (in terms of a conformal validation of its historical ‘competence’, etc.), is arrived at through a critically/radically enacted process of extrafication is 62.62 = 64. (67)


In contrast, ‘duplication’ is the ‘domination of one ordered product over another order product with a different ordered status and where the ensuing productivity preserves the ordered status of the dominating party.
 (68)


Through reduplication we arrive at extra-ordered phenomena. The transformation of these six trans-cognitive orders as explored elsewhere is as follows:
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If we are going to run conformal conjectures of a pragmatic complexion then we need to run conjectures that both relate to and interrelate sixth trans-cognitively ordered facts, their inter-ordered historical appreciation, along with the appreciated, extra-historical competence of such conjectures, etc. Thence the ‘dialectical’ importance of ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered considerations for both a consequential analysis and any conformal approach that claims a pragmatic disposition. (70)


Why ‘dialectical’? Because of the natural limitations of the logical given our metaphorically ‘sailing close to the wind’ in our exploration of phenomena, etc. Because logical definitions are usually treated as a closed affair through ignoring the limitations of the archetypal economy, etc., wherein we overlook the relatively non-critical, the critical, and the advent of the relatively-radical. That our entry to a discrimination of the relatively non-critical, etc., is only through the auspices of working-suspensions since nowhere else can we run any form of appreciation whatsoever, and, the very constitution of any form of suspension is dialectically necessary given the need to balance one set of concepts against either its contra-conceptual contents and/or counter-conceptual functions. Moreover, tentative conjectures are required before we can tentatively affirm which of those conjectures is more productive to run with either in the context of a disciplinary exploration and/or a secularist environment. Indeed, the very concept of what counts as ‘more productive’ is dialectically motivated given the need to decide which set or sets of perspectives are to be chosen for such exploratory inspection and what counts as the relevant contents and functions to be scrutinized therein. Then, given such conjecturally approached hypotheticals, along with factual and counter-factual considerations, etc., plus a triangulation of approaches multiplied to the nth degree, can we then apparently relax in some form of a decisive decision that more correctly should continue to be ascertained in a similar dialectical fashion given that occasions will arise when we will be relatively wrong on certain points of our expressed simulations since this ability to be proven wrong is also a precondition for our being able to prove, hopefully, that we might just be right on other occasions. How could such complex considerations not be considered to be dialectically constituted? How could we overlook the very dialectical nature of suitably conducted suspensions central to the interrogative economy, and, indeed, all successfully functioning economies along with the existential necessity of our coming to some reasonably pragmatic interpretations of our lived-experience within this world at large, within this world as lived..? (71)


That granted, that the mere pursuit of a logical approach alone is unable to assist us in this passage through this shared life-world, this overall world-of-life, then, let us be open to the openness of an overall dialectical approach through suitable forms of ongoing triangulation, etc. In a pragmatic orientation to lived-experience we also need to dialectically balance orientations of a relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational disposition; adopt a multi-perspectival set of relevant perspectives; explore productive forms of trans-personal-arbitrational-interpersonally enriched forms of simulation across a number of relevant trans-temporal-spatial perspectives, etc. Let me explain. In my delineation of a relational economy, after lengthy reflections,
 is as follows. In a relational orientation we note relational factors, first, under the headings of participants (subjects) and parts (objects), or, in more detail, under the headings of subjective, intersubjective, objective, and inter-objective (space) with or without the addition of either temporal and/or causal considerations (although this setting is primarily historical in orientation). Second, the outline of a pro-relational dimension that deals with the apparent integrity of that relational situatedness (as realized through processes of ahistorical treatment). Third, a trans-relational facet that is primarily existential in orientation and deals with the uniqueness and the lived-specificity of the historically concrete (as an existentially, trans-relationally oriented experience). Hence these three economic correlatives of the relational, pro-relational and the trans-relational in the constitution of the relational economy.
 Hence a deeper appreciation of the expression ‘relational’ is realized when we note the relational factors being historically pointed to in the apparent uniqueness, unity, and integrity of the relational situatedness in question (from its ahistorical, pro-relational sense of perspective) along with the directly experienced, trans-historical, existential specificities of that same relationship as existentially experienced in the immediacy of the here and now. (72)
(In the delineation of probable pathways, intimately connected with how we invoke the mix of genres in question, in our setting up the simulations in question, we need to proceed dialectically given that we are tentatively ‘finding our way’ so to speak prior to our pursuing ensuing acts of intervention and ‘suffering’ the ramifications of the same). (xi)

5. The Delineation of Probable Pathways, etc.

The decisive enaction of behaviour is the product of a breakdown in the symmetry of a co-associated suspension, itself the product of an interrogative attitude that, hopefully, suitably addresses the problematic considerations of the situatedness in question. (73)


Questions, e.g., are formulated through the media of narratives given that the dominant narrative is promoted for such re(-)considerations. (74)


The interrogative economy, in the asking of a question, has been explored under the three economic correlatives of the hermeneutically rhetorical centered on the dis-conjunctive suspension of the ‘either/or’, with a first reply in the form of a metaphorical conjunctive suspension centered on ‘like’ (as both ‘like and not like’ in contrast to a literal or apparitional ‘is’), and where a second rely is formulated more along literal lines of the apparitional ‘as if, as if, as if…’ which can also be read as a double negative in a complex Boolean Algebra (consisting of its three primary functions and the negation of the same).
 (75)


The rhetorical dimension is also hermeneutical in orientation and concerns the articulation of a mix of requisite meta-textual genres of behaviour. To a certain degree, a well-formulated question partially answers itself given that it sets the parameters of that process of questioning-answering (to the extent it answers what most likely would also count as an answer to that same process of questioning). (76)


As just noted, the first reply to a question is metaphorical – it looks like x or it does not look like x. But, metaphors as metaphors cannot be treated literally, so, a second reply is needed in order to advance a more literal response, i.e., the apparitional reply where it is ‘as if…’ it is either x or not x. Or, as a double negative (dnot) we arrive at the literal evidence one way or the other, i.e., either it is x or it is not x by being not-not x (dnot x) or not-not-not-x (dnot -x) (or, dialectically, it is both x and not x through the addition of a process of qualification that can account for that form and degree of an apparent imputed indeterminacy). (77)


Given the interrogative economy as noted, we now need to appreciate that a consequential approach must also note histories (in the plural with the overt/covert accounting of histories of the past, present, and future
), simple conditional (that remain within the same broad treatment of tense, namely, past, present and future), and mixed conditionals between these broad delineations of tense. The latter, as mixed conditionals, will take six forms of which three are relatively non-virtual in orientation and the remaining three are relatively virtual in orientation. I.e., respectively past->present, past->future, present->future, and, future->present, future->past, present->past. Conditionals, as linguistically expressed, can take number of variations, but, for our purposes let us consider only the function of ‘if (either the pre-condition/condition) x then (either the condition/post-condition) of y’. (78)


With respect to ‘histories of the past, present, and future’ we should note that the characteristic features of these three forms of history is that the past is often interpreted through discontinuities (in the death of key historical figures, the advent of invasions and the collapse of empires and nations, the discarding of various patterns of behaviour or institutions, etc., etc.); the present is to be interpreted through non-continuities (i.e., the advent of unique patterns of behaviour that had no adequate recent, viably reiterated, historical precedents, e.g., the advent the smart phone and the innovative rise of taxis like Uber, the delivery of fast food, Air & B accommodation, and similar); and where the future is to be treated through the speculative persistence of certain continuities like eating, sleeping, finding viable forms of humanly oriented value formation such as work, education, associations, or some such equivalent of the same, etc. (79)


Simple conditions occur in the same broad delineation of a certain tense, e.g., either past, present or future. In contrast, mixed conditionals occur between these same broad delineations of tense. Taking a temporal reading of the archetypal economy and the six orders allows me to posit the following. The orientation of the ‘phenomenological moment’ in the archetypal economy (Object) is a focusing on ‘analysis’ and the ‘retrospective’ (past); a focusing on the ‘(non-systematic) existential moment’ (Ego) is a presenting of (my concept of) ‘examination’ and the elements of the (passively) ‘inspective’ or (actively) ‘in(ter)jective’ or the (engaged) ‘introjective’ operating in the sense and semblance of the present; and, the orientation of the ‘hermeneutic moment’ (World) is a focusing or backgrounding on ‘investigations’ and its sense and semblance of the ‘prospective’ (future). It just so happens that these three moments, through forms of preferencing are movements of intentional interest towards these three polarities, respectively, of Object, Ego, and World. Elsewhere, I have labelled the three remaining orders of the aesthetical (21), pragmatical (41) and the ontical (61) as symbolic of the ‘secular economy’ as the passive recipient of disciplined ministrations from (my designation of) the ‘philosophical’ or ‘disciplinary economy’ comprising a mix of the phenomenological orientation (11), the existential-deontological orientation (31), and the hermeneutical orientation of the potential (51). In the form of a diagram, we note this division of these six orders in a non-linear, circular format…
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…where the representation of the Philosophical/Disciplinary Economy is orders 1, 3, and 5, and, the representation of the ‘Secular Economy’ is orders 2, 4, and 6. (80)


In paragraph 16, I noted the concepts of ‘pro-specification’ and ‘counter-specification’ in the articulation of a third version of an ordered engendering. The basic paradigm here is that harmonization is realized through resolution whose temporal mapping was hermeneutical-consonance -> phenomenological dissonance -> existential resolution. Defining the pro-specificational orientation as any imputed movement along the continuum of hermeneutic generalization to phenomenological particularization to existential specification as non-virtually oriented. In contrast the tentatively assigned ‘Secular Economy’ is more the passive recipient of a counter-specificational orientation. (81)


In paragraph 17, I noted the following mapping in terms of a pro-specificational directedness as ‘->’ and a counter-specificational directedness as ‘<-‘:
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The upshot of these digressions into this more detailed accounting of an ordered philosophy is to supply an integrated basis for dealing with conditional considerations, be they either historical under the rubric of ‘histories’, simple conditionals, and/or mixed conditionals. I.e., histories of the past, present, future (given that even traditional histories of the past must also at least covertly include elements of histories of the present and histories of the future); simple conditional occurrences in either the past, or present, or future; and, mixed conditionals, namely:
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Present//Past <- Future (83)

Or, in accordance with Version 4 the weighting towards these poles of the Hermeneutical (World), Phenomenological (Object), and Existential (Ego) gives us a disciplinary economy capable of intervening in the secular economy, and, where the secular economy is the passive recipient of these forms of non-preferential treatment afforded through the effective impact of the de-suspension (viewed through either a unipolar intro-mediation or bipolar mediation
). (84)


In the light of these temporal orientations among simple conditionals hence the retrospectivity of phenomenological analyses; the (inspective/interjective/introjective) currencies of existential examinations; and, the prospectivity of hermeneutical investigations. (85)


Also, in light of these distinctions between non-virtual conditionals and virtual conditionals we note movements from past to present, present to future, and past to future as capable of entering into processes of enaction. But, conversely, simulations that entertain a progression from the future to either the present or past, or with the present heading to the past at best can only be productive of virtual forms of simulation (and whose correlations must be non-causal in orientation). Whereas, relatively non-virtual simulations given the right standing, the right conditions, etc., could constructively enter into forms of productive progressions whose correlations could take on a co-associated causal status. That granted, just what would be entailed in right standing (propinquity), etc? (86)


Relatively ‘internal’ simulations, ‘internal to the constitution of an intentional objective (without overt attention to its situatedness)’ can be referenced with respect to ‘differentiations/distinctions, accommodations, and transformations’. However, relatively ‘external’ simulations, ‘external to the relatively internal and referencing the contextual nature of the relational situatedness in question in dealing with such a series of perspectives would note the ‘salience’ of a relevant perspective, the ‘consilience’ as the collective relevance of a relevant set of perspectives, and ‘propinquity’ or ‘standing’ as that measure of direct involvement had by the apparent reviewer of those circumstances in question. So, e.g., in Julius Caesar crossing of the Rubicon neither the author of this sentence nor the reader of this same sentence, here in this essay, has any standing in the historical unfolding of that situation. On the other hand, in the formulation of a certain history a competent historian, we trust, has the requisite degree of standing in their formulation of the same.
 Then, through emergence, we expect the salience of a certain perspective to proffer an existential excess in e/valuational formation. Similarly, through consilience, we expect the collective conjunction of a set of relevant perspectives to proffer an emergent degree of an existential excess in e/valuational formation. (87)


In addressing the apparent potency or potential productiveness of a simulated pattern and course of action in terms of its immediately anticipated or non-immediately expected events we note such features in conjunction with either the required pre-conditions and/or conditions for the enaction of certain patterns of intervention in the formation of either ensuing conditions and/or post-conditions. In expressing the advent of such events (through either observations, testimonies, and/or inferences, or, hypothetically, through noting either anticipations and/or expectations and/or past recollections) we also recognize the role played by the invocation of certain genres of behaviour as delineating certain restrictions on outcomes as directly framed by the use of such meta-textual devices. So, e.g., in seeing a ‘delicious looking apple on the tazza in the kitchen’, as a genre of behaviour, and planning my afternoon tea whilst going on an afternoon walk, I might decide to take that specific apple and put in my hiking backpack. On the other hand, in ‘looking at the ornamental apple on the tazza in the dining room’, as a genre of behaviour, I merely note how real or how unreal it looks and definitely form no plans to eat the same. In other words, genres fortunately dictate much of the behaviours expected to be invested in the exercise of a certain pattern of behaviour. So, in the mixed conditional pattern of behaviour to be experienced in my focusing on the apple on the tazza in the kitchen I formulated the intention to later eat that apple hence this present-future orientation impressed upon the overall totality of this pattern of behaviour, namely, I would like to eat this apple, being seen now, later this afternoon…’ Or as a mixed conditional, ‘if I now take this apple with me when I go walking this afternoon, then I could eat it for my afternoon tea’. Obviously, if I were to take this apple with me, I could then get to eat it later should I still wish to eat that apple in lieu of having an afternoon tea. From a consequential perspective as refracted through an aspirational economy this seems to be all too simple. And in many ways, it is too simple! That, generally, at least indirectly, an aspirational economy needs to be refracted through an arbitrational economy. Either those apples were bought (through the auspices of the arbitrational economy at the green grocer or fruitier) or they were grown on an apple tree picked either by myself or someone else from the growth of a tree that originally would have also been obtained through the auspices of some form of an arbitrational economy (even if given as seeds or a sapling or as a gift or swapped in some form of barter or traded through some other type of transaction, etc.). In pointing to the necessary pre-existence of an overlooked arbitrational economy we have the simple example of the non-complicated project of ‘asking a barista for a coffee’ or the complex program of ‘seeking a university education’ where the student must devote a long period of time in the pursuit of such an aspirational objective (of obtaining a university qualification). Be it the eating of an apple, the request for a cup of coffee, or the seeking of a university degree… or, indeed, any pattern of behaviour, we find the indirect or direct implication of an arbitrational economy. Therefore, in our consequential analysis, whatever the nature of our aspirations, a full appreciation, and hopeful realization, of the same will implicate the required auspices of an arbitrational economy and, so, such reflections, within their relevant relational situatedness, must be duly sighted/sited/cited accordingly, i.e., as correctly registered accordingly! Moreover, in the light of the expected mix of hermeneutic genres that would be invoked we are now in a better position to explore, in greater depth, the simulated trajectories co-associated with that type of event and the most probably devolved consequences had through the utilization of such genres, etc. (88)


The classic example of this type of simulation is ‘the lighting of a match… in the lighting of a candle… in the lighting of a fuse… to detonate a bomb’. Or, more simply, ‘the flicking of a switch to expedite the detonation of such a device’.
 (89)


Here I would like to draw an analogy, and parallel, between the explosive consequences of a detonated bomb and the nature of deontological imperatives. Let me do this through narrating the following story or ‘hypothetical history’. (90)


A political activist inadvertently gets themselves incrementally joining a group of terrorists not realizing those activists were actually participants in a terrorist cell. This person also has experience in the field of explosives and is skillfully manipulated into agreeing to build a small bomb originally signaled to be used as a sort of calling card that people are willing to protest about the anti-democratic direction the current government seems to be heading in. Then, he finds out that, in a change of plans, this group intends to blow up a very beautiful and historically significant building with the possible loss of life in doing so if it were to be detonated during the working day. However, in understanding the intense over-commitment of the members of this group and their possible response to this person exempting themselves from this group they formulate the following plan. Not wishing to build an actual bomb this bomb-maker substitutes children’s playdough for the plastic explosives that would have been used. The playdough was kneaded with ungloved hands and so their finger prints will be impressed on this material. A few strands of their hair are included for the inevitable DNA analysis. Then, just after this ‘bomb’ is planted with a detonator set to go off at midnight this bombmaker sends an anonymous email to the Police Department in this city and the plot is further deconstructed through the apprehension of that terrorist cell. On an analysis of the apparent ‘explosive device’ it is determined, through tests, that the builders of this device had access to real explosives. The detonator and switching mechanism were very professionally assembled, but, the plastic explosives were actually playdough complete with both finger prints and DNA material. For good measure this specific bomb was also signed Viva la Révolution!! (with two exclamation makes and the é acute). Easily deactivated, the ‘bomb’ was found to be as described. Working on the principle ‘that what people do not know they do not need to know’ the Public Relations section associated with the Anti-Terrorism Department do not publish the full details of this plot as requested and the informant is unofficially recognized for their services… (91)


So, what is the point of this anecdote? Actions (or rather enactions) have consequences and from experience we should be in a position to practically understand the full gravity of our behaviour. Light a match and a match is lit, light a candle properly and the candle is lit, etc. Successfully detonate a bomb and the explosion of that bomb has the destructive force of deconstructing what it is capable of destroying, and so on. Although we understand simple conditional, in lived-reality the consequences of our enactions, be they either enacted, not enacted, or deferred through some form of inaction or postponement, the ensuing consequences have the annoying habit of overflowing such constraints to inform a set of mixed conditionals. Having set off, e.g., a very destructive bomb in the past, still, the ‘impact’ of such a device could well have consequences way off into the future. Generally, this is well understood, although through mis-intended and unintended consequences how the consequences of the future are to be envisaged can be somewhat muddied at the same time.
 In this regard we must understand that the underlying phenomenology of all experience is chaotic both superficially and non-superficially. Superficially in the manner that each moment is potentially chaotic in complexion but what is observed are usually persistent forms of duration that endure despite incremental forms of change, but, then, through all forms of incremental addition or subtractions points of chaotic transition will be less non-superficially observed when patterns of re-direction as observations cannot be avoided or interpretatively misunderstood. A bit like slowly boiling a frog not aware of their imminent predicament – a pleasant hot water bath at first to relax in that then provokes the sudden awareness that all is not well after all. (92)


I also wish to draw a parallel between the chaotic phenomena involved in distinctively different sets of responses that can radically arise consequentially from the outcomes of different choices enacted under similar circumstances and the deontologically oriented forcefulness of certain experiential imperatives that can arise in conjunction with situations when responsible patterns of intervention are apparently also being called for. Or, more simply, as a metaphor, we might compare the apparent demands of an imperative as much like that of an explosive device… i.e., if ‘detonated’ we may well have consequences that are not to be desired, and yet, if those same choices are not enacted another set of non-desirable consequences could also be delivered in the midst of that situation. E.g., you might be walking beside a river that is far too fast to even contemplate going for a swim in. You see a child by themselves wandering far too close to the edge, mesmerized by the eddies and waves vigorously lapping the shoreline. Normally people do not run up to a child and grab them by the hand, but, in this instance this is done. You have no desire to swim after that child and also put your own life in danger. The child naturally screams and this alerts the parents who, till then, were not aware that their child had wandered off and was so obviously in imminent peril. (93)


Elsewhere I have defined the observation of phenomena, in any form of a textual report, as ‘descriptive’, and, where the articulation of meta-textual phenomena (that inform how a text is to be read) as ‘prescriptive’. As a ‘description’ you may see ‘an unattended child walking dangerously close to a fast-flowing river’. As a ‘prescription’ you realize ‘that the unattended child is in imminent danger given, that normally, a young child under such circumstances, should be accompanied’. Existentially, most observant people would want to ensure that that child did not get swept away by that rapidly flowing river since most people would doubt that they could even safely swim within its waters.
 The deontological imperatives experienced under such circumstances, like all imperative, basically manifest with a proscriptive force. So, e.g., in running a hot bath you when put your hand into the water and find it to be extremely hot you do not leave your hand there. Run some cold water and tentatively test the water, adjusting the temperature downward till you find how exactly hot you would like that bath to be. In the river scenario you could envisage that child falling into that river and you feel impelled to act to prevent such an occurrence. The existential nature of this response is neither descriptive nor prescriptive, but, proscriptive. You must not let that child fall in and drown!
 (94)


Where the proscriptive force of the deontological imperative, or any imperative for that matter, is the prosecution of a negative proscriptive force that oversees that a certain adverse x does not occur or, should x occur, that its relatively adverse consequences are ameliorated in some form or other. (95)


Now, to a great extent our interpretation of the context of the experienced imperative should, or would on closer inspection, dictate how it should be responsibly responded to. You see a child about to fall into a river… and you attempt t prevent that occurrence. Or, if that child actually falls into a river, hopefully, you are able to retrieve that child or could call for assistance in order to achieve that same intentional objective. Just as genres dictate the type of situation in question, similarly, existentially oriented imperatives deontologically dictate through proscription a reasonable response that is also responsible. Imagine being confronted by those parents who see you let that child fall into that river and when questioned ‘why you did not do the right thing?’ and you replied that the child should determine their own fate and that it would be wrong of you to get involved in the choices of other people. I don’t think that type of response would be well received by either those parents or by others in the community, in your place of work or wherever else you wish to socialize. On the other hand, the person who prevented that child from falling in might well wish to lambast those parents for being so obviously negligent but, who, then demonstrating the requisite remorse might well be forgiven for this failure, a type of occurrence that could so easily occur given that each and everyone of us can be all too human, all too human… (96)


Now, some disciplinarians of a pragmatic predisposition might wish to downplay the entire idea of the deontological dimension altogether as a religious artefact or as a social contrivance, or, as some other form of institutionalized behaviour that, in being understood, can be reductively dismissed. However, once an arbitrational dimension is recognized as that domain for the institution of long-term forms of contractual behaviours then the simple argument that contracts would not be entered into if it were to be the case that a parallel domain or dimension of the compactual would not also to be observed at the same time. Unfair contracts would more likely not be observed… should a better contract appear, or if deemed in a court of law as inequitable, or if the terms of that contract could not be honoured over time, and so on. Or, again, if the terms of a contract were so unreasonable then in all probability that contract would just not be entered into. But, contracts are entered into between people with different power relations, where such expected inequalities are non-inequitably enshrined in their ensuing agreements.  Therefore, this compactual dimension has a role to play in this world of the contractual. A deontological domain of promises, honouring reasonably constructed contractual agreements, where expressions of trust are both stated and demonstrated, etc., etc. Where the very persistence of an arbitrational domain is testimony to the necessity that this deontologically oriented compactual domain continually witness the degree of good faith and functioning authenticity necessary for the maintenance of a well-ordered society, be it relatively democratic or relatively non-democratic in political complexion. (97)


In experiencing the forceful demands of a deontological imperative, we are harnessing, through their confluence, both the intensity of our emotions and the prospect of a resolution through delivering on those same demands. That our moral world could only be formed through a pure contractual scheme is to make a nonsense of both contracts and compacts, and, more importantly, downplay the nature of their existential interplay. Obviously, a veritable raft of existentially oriented qualities is also involved from social trust to personal integrity, from the making of promises to the honouring of those same promises should they be reasonably constructed and executed, and so on. (98)


In the recounted anecdote, the fake bomb with the children’s playdough, metaphorically, was just as 'explosive’' as the real thing. The concerned activist, although protesting against the establishment, was still going to side with that establishment when the intentions of that terrorist cell became apparent that lives and property were going to be destroyed in a furthering the pursuit of that protest. However, to extricate themselves from the inevitable course of their current trajectory they faced a certain dilemma. If this group were prepared to kill then they, too, could become such a target given the over-commitment of this covert organization. Then, again, to remain in this organization was to go against the moral character of this same person. Hence their skillful extrication by manufacturing a fake bomb and informing the authorities that this person had ‘signed’ it in the hope that they would honour their side in this affair given that the authorities knew nothing about this group until informed and that this informer could well also embarrass those authorities if word got out that they were so unprepared in that respect. For the sake of a ‘clean’ narrative, the bomb maker was conveniently absent from the bomb-making premises when it was raided and where the remaining members of this group were duly apprehended. (99)


The detonation of a bomb is an explosive indication of a chaotic change of state. The detonation of the detonator is a change in state that then detonates the intended explosion of that explosive device. A ‘change in state’ is a ‘chaotic process of re-direction’. An ‘imperative’ also portend, through its permitted enaction, the ‘psychic demands of that distinctive type of re-directed experience’. That, through such intentional re-direction, ostensively, the existential e/valuation of that relational situation for its membership is altered in such a manner that a positive relational situation is either created, preserved, and/or conservationally expanded. Where and when, e.g., a new friendship is formed and recognized, by both parties, through the understood significance of a spontaneous handshake, or, where through forms of gift-giving and gift-receiving a valued relationship is continued, or, where through some considerable form of shared-sacrifice the lived-reality of a certain relationship is considerably expanded for its membership as might be had, say, by the member of a company supporting each other over the course of an industrial dispute, or as might be fostered by soldiers in an active war zone, or as might be experienced in a working marriage that weathers well the trials and tribulations that confront those two parties who, together, oversee an endeepening of their relationship, and so on. In other words, chaotic phenomena underlie both the detonation of an explosive device and the acting out of the demands of a deontologically driven imperative. Such (relatively-)radical re-direction is always arrived at through incremental processes of (either non-critical or critical) redirection. If you want to boil water, you have to progressively heat it until boiling point is arrived at… then liquid water remains at that temperature whilst that heated water turns into steam. Such re-direction is relatively-radical in complexion because the absolutistically-radical would be beyond our ken, could not be comprehended, and just could be neither recognized nor encountered nor engaged, i.e., related to. Where that moment of chaotic transition would fall under one of three headings, although, more correctly, all three are present in that transformational-transition between the relatively non-chaotic and the relatively-chaotic. Namely, in the overt form of a divergent bifurcation or an emergent unity or a phase change of state. E.g., at boiling point, molecules of the heated water have the ‘choice’ of either remaining as that heated liquid or as taking the form of that gaseous steam. Where the same chaotic process could be reviewed, instead, as the emergence of a gaseous state of steam. Or, again, as a phase change between the states of being either a liquid or a gas in the formation of that steam. That, however reviewed, the arrival of that chaotic state of affairs is either arrived at advertently or inadvertently, i.e., non-critically or critically. Now, although chaotically bifurcated or emergently expressed or conducted through a change of phase our chaotic expectations, usually, from our learning from experience, have already been framed through such expectations and, when correctly set up, as duly anticipated in the experiential immediacy of that current moment. Of course, not all chaotic moments are duly expected or anticipated to fall in line with such expectations and anticipations. Similarly, in the intentional performance of such behaviours that give rise to chaotic phenomena we may well witness, from time to time, either mis-intended consequences and/or the potentially disruptive impacts of unintended consequences, etc. (100)


Now, some people, myself included, could well argue that each and every moment in time is a chaotic transition, just, that some transitions are overtly chaotic whereas other transition are seemingly more reiterative rather than re-iterative in an obvious change in trajectory. But, be that as it may, we usually reserve this chaotically oriented transformational-transition as indicative of a more overt process of a chaotic-like re-direction. That granted, we should then recognize that the long, culturally evolved understanding of this world at large assists us, generally, in distinguishing expectationally recognized courses of enaction versus those patterns of intervention that do not ostensively have such precisely anticipated contours. Needless to say, in the complexities of human interactions our longer-term expectations and our shorter-term anticipations may well fail us in delineating the intentions of others and the resultant patterns of behaviour that arise from such complex, chaotically oriented interactions. Then, again, all hermeneutical processes of interpretation must start with what is already recognized as being to hand and where through the manipulation of the mix of our genres of behaviour being brought to bear on that represented situation may well find innovative forms of adaption. Where innovation is always achieved through an incremental approach, micro step by step. Such quantum-like jumps in understanding are always small and incrementally orchestrated one step at a time. My classic example is that of ‘sliced bread’. Should a bread company want to pre-slice its bread then they will need to wrap it or package it… and where such packaging can then be branded, etc. Where this small single innovation of slicing bread in the bead factory has profound implications for the entirety of that same food industry. Where innovations are to be understood as the adoption of current genres and their micro-adaptation, step by step, in the formation of a novel product
 that may or may not have consequences proportional to the quanta of that alteration in process. Just as the simple detonation of the detonator, or the lighting of a fuse, can have radical consequences in the explosive release of energy in the activation of that bomb. Thence the implication of such ideas in the formation of a consequential appreciation of a pragmatic philosophy and the role such understandings perform in the explication of a conformally viable theory of truth determination, and so on… (101)

(Where this in-depth appreciation of chaotic phenomena and a need to appreciate the consequences of our behavioural choices leads us to the apperceptive necessity for an aspirational optimization of causal pathways in both our interactions and interventions with others).
 (xii)

6. Comparative Pathway Optimizations

Without a doubt, each and every intention either intends that the world as perceived stays the same or will be altered in some small detail with or without consequences proportional to the quanta of that initial alteration itself. (102)


I see a delicious looking apple in front of me. If I merely look at it, it stays where it is. On the other hand, should I aspire to eat it then it will ostensively disappear leaving behind only an apple core. Now, if that same apple were to be consumed in the greengrocer’s shop without my paying for it then I would be guilty of shoplifting. Then, if I were to be observed shoplifting, certain unpleasant consequences might quickly devolve from the performance of this simple act. Where this specific narrative might lead is any one’s guess… (103)


We might infer, therefore, that all patterns of enaction have consequences even if the ensuing consequences might be quite hard to quantify over the course of most situations. E.g., I could be destitute and starving and by not eating that apple seen in the greengrocer’s shop I am merely perpetuating that adverse and potentially fatal state of affairs. However, it would be true to say that most people in most of their actions, and patterns of behaviour, that they leave a minimal wake over the course of their passage through this world at large. However, from time to time, choices are entered into that can have quite radical consequences in the lives of both those individuals and those many people around them who could well be affected by such decisions made, regardless of whether those intentions could be judged good or bad, whether such intentions were performatively mis-intended in their commission or omission or deferral, or whether unanticipated unintended consequences should also arise almost immediately or at some later period of time.
 (104)

That in any attempt to optimize the consequences of our enacted choices more often than not we can fall back on that experience, both personal and cultural in orientation, that has managed to map out for us and teach us the illusion of an unchanging world, but, for all that, still mindful that although we ever rely on chaotic mundaneity of such phenomena there will be times when the manifestly chaotic will re-direct the course of our current existences through the presentation of relatively-radical options hitherto not even thought possible let alone something that would need to be engaged when confronted by the advent of such stark choices. Moments in time when certain choices will need to be confronted and whose positively instantiated enactment will now re-characterize an intensified existential complexion as both our non-resistance and resistance to such imperatives will continue to overlay the course of our lives with others given this consequent and subsequent intensification of lived-experience through our very human attempts to harmonize the course of such experience. Be such interactions experienced passively with-others, actively before-others, and in an engaged manner through-others, wherein, together and collectively, we basically find our freedom in and through this limited interactive instantiation of our aspirations both personally and socially formulated in their relatively-mutual constitution. Virtually, I can imagine anything that falls within the bounds of possibility or, at least imaginative possibility.
 However, our abilities to instantiate such desires, be they either personally oriented ambitions and/or social oriented aspirations, are almost entirely dependent upon the goodwill of others. Then, only a very small fraction of such aspirations could ever be realized. So much then for the neo-liberal delusion that we are entirely creatures who stand and fall through our efforts, when, in lived-reality we can only fall if we were stupid enough to think we could rise through our own efforts alone! Dependent as we are on the goodwill of others throughout our lives, from birth to death unless we have the misfortune to be stranded on a desert island without our man Friday and where our survival is then only up to our resourcefulness and resilience... (105)


Hence these simple points for reflection, namely, that the non-virtual enactment of our aspirations is very much dependent upon the functioning operations of an arbitrational economy, that even though a mundane world is mapped out for us, still, in a harmonization of lived-experience relatively-radical choices will arise from time to time that will impart an existential intensification of our lived-reality whose ongoing experience will continually re-qualify the nature of just  we are in this world at large... (106)

(Now, we attempt to understand the ramifications of shifting from contemplating a certain sequence of responses and the actual enaction of the same to that extent such envisaged instantiation should prove to be able to be established given this phenomenological difference between the relatively virtual and the relatively non-virtual). (xiii)

7. The Non-Virtual Nature of Interventions


It is one thing to virtually imagine doing something and something entirely different in our being able to non-virtually enact an actual decision to do something in this world. Then, we should also note that all forms of enaction, be they performed either through actions, non-actions and/or inactions are all forms of intervention in this shared sense and semblance of a world whose existential significance has to be constructed and and instantiated by ourselves, both personally and collectively.  (107)


Enacted patterns of non-virtual intervention are realized through the intentional conversion of the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual. I expressly use this dialectical approach of ‘orientations’ since I am arguing that potentials are never fully converted into actualities, and v.v. That there can be no pure possibilities and no pure actualities since such impossible concepts cannot even be logically contemplated other than through limited symbolic forms of a prior treatment be that as either ideas (that can only be entertained in a truncated symbolic formation) and/or as facts (evidentially presented to hand as verified representations either directly simulated through valid interpretations of sense data and/or indirectly through either testimony and/or inferences). In all of this let us not be fooled by the apparent simplicity of linguistic entities (be they either nominations, the analysis of predicates and/or the synthesis of relations). Where the important points to seriously consider are that simulated representations are simulated, no more and no less, but that some simulations are, metaphorically, more substantial in their interactive presentations. I.e., they appear either to conform to the phenomenological richness of our expectations or they relatively fail in such a comparison, and, where our ability to enact a set of intentions is highly dependent upon the requisite instantiation of both the pre-conditions and conditions necessary for all forms of intervention.to be entered into and give forth the transformed alterations of those conditions along with their post-conditional consequences. In other words, to migrate from the virtual to the non-virtual cannot be a mere act of the imagination. We must be aligned with the world, be that in the intentional salience of our perspectives; the collective intentional consilience of our perspectives to the extent they either complement our intentional motives or, in effect, deconstruct the possibility of their possibility by inducing their relatively related non-possibility, etc., and, we find we either have standing, or propinquity, as that necessary set of pre-conditions and conditions that would allow us to enact that intended pattern of intervention, be it either actively entrained, passively thought about, and/or deferred through some form of relative inaction. So, e.g., for the match to be lit, you need to strike the striker with the match neither too fast nor too slow, and with neither too much pressure nor with too little pressure, etc., assuming those matches to be dry and correctly manufactured, etc., as some of the required pre-conditions, and so on. Where, a consequential analysis would now ask us to compare which paths appear to be dictated by the adoption and adaptation of our current chosen meta-textual mix of genres of behaviour, and, which of those paths in the apparent terms of profitable probabilities would be better preferred in our enaction of either such a choice or set of choices, hopefully, in a successful alignment with both our intentional objectives and the lived-reality of our current situatedness. An adequate alignment between such factors giving rise to the necessary degree of standing, or propinquity, required in order to enact the virtual nature of our intentions along more non-virtual lines of instantiation. Obviously, if I wished to light a candle, given an unexpected power outage one dark evening, then I would need to have both a candle to hand and some way of lighting the same, say, a dry match and its co-associated matchbox. That, in the articulation of a small set off causal possibilities, given the requisite standing, etc., I would also need to envisage their individual performance in terms of to what degree they might satisfy, through their performance, my intentional objectives as determined in and through an aspirational economy along with that extent it must also be refracted through a corresponding arbitrational economy (although, on many occasions, the arbitrational components will be established as those pre-conditions to be found already conveniently to hand. Just as in the eventuality of that power outage, candles and matches were already bought exactly for that eventuality. (108)


Let me summarize what is being outline here. Our choice of genres will to some extent prefigure what pathways will need to be contemplated. A pathway to be causally enacted needs to aligned with the overall salience of our intentional objectives, where the triangulation of perspectives needs to find the requisite degree of consilience between the import of such differing perspectives, and, where also we need the requisite degree of standing in terms of the pre-conditions and conditions necessary for this aspiration to be both enacted and further arbitrated to that extent necessary in order to fully establish that non-virtually envisaged state of affairs, hopefully, in an alignment with our intentional objectives, and v.v. That in a comparison of the apparent profitability simulated with such possible pathways we will probably choose that choice that either minimizes the overall effort that will need to be invoked and/or maximize the ensuing profitability envisaged in the pursuit of that specific pattern of e/valuational formation along with the important consideration of other factors like the apposite co-association of deontological imperatives, etc., etc. Undoubtedly, such a calculus needs to be dialectically engendered and conditionally envisaged. Here, we may well deem that designation ‘calculus to be somewhat inapposite given the need for some form of an intuitive appreciation that finds an emergent harmonization as the ensuing output arising from a competent appreciation of such a potentially complex set of inputs. So, the question that needs to be asked is how is such an appreciative process to be undertaken? Suspecting, no doubt, that some form of a transcendental suspension is lurking in the background, say, in the form of an overall working suspension capable of delivering, through the discharge of the de-suspension, a creditable response. ‘Creditable’ in the sense that some form of retrospective scrutiny might be found to conformally confirm a validation of such an emergent response in terms of its suitability as a response, i.e., in terms of its apparent propriety, appropriateness, and appositeness, etc. I.e., in its apparent delivery of a resolution of the questioning of the apparent choices that might resolve the more prominent contestments being found to disturb the atmosphere or relational environment representatively characterizing our appreciation of that situation in question... (109)


But, given an existential dimension paralleling the compactual dimension of the arbitrational economy and its presentation through the experience of deontologically driven imperatives just how do we responsibly interact with this unavoidable aspect of lived-experience? (110)

(Just as our relations with others cannot be written down as just contractually organized interactions then how are we to better understand the nature of this existential orientation and the nature of its interaction with the relatively non-existential? These are some of the questions now being posed by this next section). (xiv)

8. The Re-Direction and Appreciation of an Existential Dimension

Once we accept the understanding that the contractual aspect of the arbitrational economy cannot separated from an existential-compactual aspect, and, that neither facets can be fully disentangled, it follows that we must ask how these seemingly quite disparate facets actually manner to interact and redefine each other through such processes of continual interaction. In entertaining the possibility of a set of enacted trajectories how is it that we can also entertain through simulation the existential nature of the potential wake engendered through the exercise of such choices? Then, through a comparison of the more relevant trajectories, make a decision on how intervention concerning such patterns of enaction might be better organized. Hence the importance of a conjectural analysis given its implicit existence underlying the nature of intentional objectivity and how a clarification of such a functional aspect can better further the lived-qualities of our relationships from an existential, compactual point of view. (111)

A contractual perspective recognizes the institution of certain limitations and expectations on two or more parties with a difference in power relations versus an understanding that all people, at least hypothetically, should be treated equally and that all governance concerning contracts should be conducted in an open, non-prejudicial manner vis-à-vis the exercise of such contractual agreements. That understood, we can understand why one party can exert more favourable terms for itself, but, how such a differential can be somewhat diminished when the compactual dimension rules against inequitable forms of contractual behaviour. Furthermore, we need to accept the fact that if contracts were entered into in a non-compactual environment they would not be suitably honoured, if not immediately then more than likely over the course of the contractual cycle. In the light of this understanding of a necessary arbitrational relationship between both contracts and compacts we can ask ourselves this question, namely, if Trump can non-mutually abrogate trade agreements already in place, institute arbitrary tariffs, and impose additional limitations, etc., then why can the parties consenting to such inequitable terms of trade, at any point in time, return the favour and do exactly the same? Trump raised tariffs on China and China followed suit. Trump metaphorically ‘blinked’ and reduced those tariffs and China reduced its tariffs on the US. Of course, in the meantime, shipping between China and the US practically ceased, and, then in the wake of the much reduced tariffs some commentators are now speculating on a so-called ‘tsunami’ of new orders heading from China to the US. However, what transpires over the next few months will be what it may, but, at the very least, some shortages would be expected along with price hikes given Trump is still generally charging 30% on Chinese products, whereas, in contrast China is only going to generally charge 10% on US products going to the US. But, in the light of such bad will demonstrated by the US, will China want to order form the US if cheaper alternatives could be found? As mentioned, Brazil appears to be satisfying the remaining requirements China has for soya beans with the implication that US farmers will need to find an alternative set of markets for their own crop of soya beans. Furthermore, Trump is still speculating on raising additional tariffs, e.g., on pharmaceuticals and other classifications of product, in what amounts to a form of protectionism, where, ironically, in the belief that certain forms of manufacturing will return to the US, we find certain non-existent industries being protected that as yet have not returned to the US. Given such instability in overall US trade policy such an environment is counter-productive for that type of investment that would be needed to oversee an aspirational return of such industries to the US. If anything, certain business might prefer to relocate much of their manufacturing outside the US in order to minimize such risks given such a lack of certainty needed for such forward planning. (112)

‘Tariffs’ are ‘an impost on goods paid for by the citizen buying such products of that country that institutes such differential trade barriers and where the revenues raised go to the treasury of that country in question’. But, tariffs are not an impost on services and this difference has consequences for the citizens of that country raising such revenue through those instituted tariffs. People in a lower economic demographic, in aggregate, will spend a greater fraction of their income on products rather than services and will have little or no discretionary income, and, therefore, will barely be able to save. Indeed, increased tariffs on products bought will reduce the possibility for such a demographic to save.  People in a middle economic demographic will also pay extra on those products subject to tariffs but should they avail themselves of a service, say, at a restaurant may find themselves not paying much extra if the ingredients were not subjected to tariffs and where, obviously, the labour supplied the restaurant is not subjected to such an impost. As for people in an upper demographic, given their greater use of services, the impact of tariffs on their overall expenditure is a much lower fraction. Hence this hypothetical, general form of a consequential analysis reveals that tariffs have a much greater adverse impact on people in a lower economic demographic. (113)

Now, how do these two aspects, in the arbitrational economy, of the contractual and the compactual be interrelated within the confines of lived-experience? How can a contractual attitude foundered on a difference in power relations be related to the lack of a power differential in the compactual orientation within this imputation of the arbitrational economy? Furthermore, given these two facets in this arbitrational economy and all economies are constituted trimodally we should next ask what might constitute the necessary third party in the functioning of this economy? We have a number of strategies to discern such economic correlatives.
 In this instance I suggest there exists a third party in the form of a natural accommodation between the contractual and the compactual where genres of behaviour have already navigated how these two orientations find working forms of interaction. Let me illustrate this observation by looking at the how parks within Australian cities, e.g., usually operate. Generally, such open spaces have no boundaries to their free access, but, the upkeep of such open spaces, itself, is not free. Usually, their upkeep is paid for through, say, council rates, or similar. Thence their compactual openness is contractually paid for through public forms of finance, and, this mode of interaction, as an integrated pattern of behaviour, can be treated as this third facet in the functioning of this arbitrational economy. In other words, despite such radical differences between contractual and compactual orientations, still, their suspended mediation can supply a third force that sees a dynamic harmonization of the same. So, e.g., when we enter a café to buy a coffee, we can assume, with no evidence to the contrary, that there is the well-functioning of the arbitrational economy, i.e., that these two aspects of the contractual and compactual are being relatively harmonize. Hopefully, the wages of the barista are not set too low, and, at the same time, that the price of the coffee is not set at too high a cost (vis-à-vis the general economy in respect to the harvesting of coffee beans; costs of productions, transport, processing, distribution; tariffs and taxation, etc., the rents of café owners and the wages of baristas, etc.). That as there exists a relatively stable café economy we must assume that this mediation
 of these two orientations of the contractual and compactual emerges in a relatively stable, yet dynamically state of interaction. (114)

Now, this emergent relationship between the contractual and compactual aspects understood, and how a simplified equation between the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential applies to the same respectively, it would then be natural to ask how the existential dimension could be further enriched to the mutual benefit of the parties situated within the orbit of that relationship under consideration? (115)


As noted already, the relative existentialization of the non-existential need not be at the expense of the relatively non-existential, and v.v. A positive augmentation of the non-existential orientation is not antithetical to the positive enhancement of the existential orientation. So, e.g., it is lunchtime and you are hungry and look forward to finding some respite from your pangs of hunger in the eating of the first of two large sandwiches. A work colleague joins you and laments the fact that they had left the lunch they had prepared for themselves at home on the kitchen bench. You offer your second sandwich and insist it be accepted. Your donation of that second sandwich, effectively, is a sacrificing of your positive non-existential enjoyment of that second sandwich for the existential satisfaction of knowing your colleague has something to eat. Your colleague stated they were about to go to the delitescent to buy a lunch, but, you insist and they accept your offer. The point of this anecdote is to demonstrate how the non-existential can be existentialized in the formation of an enhanced sense of the existential. (116)

Goodwill is not something that can be easily quantified, say, in monetary terms. However, given that we find our freedom to realize our aspirations is expedited through the auspices of others then it follows that the more we strengthen our relations with others the more successful we can all collectively be through this mutual transformation of this shared ‘existential capital’. In contrast, to operate primarily in a transactional orientation is not a recipe for the creation of this existential capital along with its emphases on such existential features like, e.g., trust, honesty, loyalty, reliability, a working-faith in your associates, etc. Given such a relatively non-existential environment, and given the traipsing over any prior agreements relevant to the situatedness in question, then there is much less incentive on any of the parties to adhere to the contractual terms of the arrangements put in place should such abrogation/s suit the changing calculations of the individual parties involved. Thence the intrinsic weakness of a transactionally oriented economy. So, given this exposition we must ask who would be so dumb to follow such an unnatural style of interaction, be that in financial fields, in diplomacy, in a disciplinary pursuit, or, indeed, even in a secular sphere of influence? (117)

So, then the question becomes, just how do parties mutually work together in an enhancement of the formation of a shared existential capital? By pursing those patterns of behaviour that mutually enhance the e/valuational formation of the relationship in question. I.e., e.g., observing a consequential analysis that observes ‘if a enhances situatedness S then observe a’; but ‘if b by itself further enhances S well beyond that of a then, instead, observe b’, and, ‘if c de-enhances S then, under all circumstances do not observe c’, etc. (118)


Such consequential analysis, therefore, is undoubtedly historical and necessitates the inspection of all relevant conditional inputs and outputs, etc. (119)
(A consequential analysis inevitably invites, I would argue, a need to see histories through the lens of histories of the past, present, and future; how simple conditionals will spill over into mixed conditionals, and, how cultural understandings, etc., will continually re(-)frame our abilities to individually predict the evolving nature of a post-conditional sphere of enaction and how interventions within the same can assume an existential complexion, and so on). (xv)

9. Various Temporal Directions of Appreciation


The in-depth concept of the ‘historical’ cannot avoid ‘histories of the past, histories of the present, and histories of the future’ along with ‘conditional consideration’ where ‘simple conditionals inevitably seep over into mixed conditionals’. (120)


The discipline that involves an appreciation of the historical is called ‘history’, but, through a necessary multiple triangulation of perspectives we find the meshing together of such approaches results in a plethora of ‘histories’ in the plural. A credible, valid, relatively conformal version of history should be able to be enjoined as a working set of histories with other validated versions of the historical through a sharing of evidence, an alignment of interpretative arguments along with the apperceived competence of their individual formations and their ability to informatively comment upon each other through their effective, relevant overlapping of perspectival outlooks, etc. The promotion of this pragmatic perspective on the topic of the historical is not without its set of controversies. For some short-sighted protagonists, the broader concept of distinctive histories of the past, present, and future as falling within the overall topic of the historical is a bridge to far to cross should they believe the pursuit of the historical can only be retrospective. On the surface, such a prejudice is understandable but should be dispensed with through the open reception of suitable forms of argumentation. Preferably, first, through demonstrating examples of such broad practice, and, second, by demonstrating how such an approach must operate in all forms of historical research. Briefly, let me outline such a broad a demonstration. (121)


Obviously, there is no need to demonstrate a history of the past other than to also argue through the necessary triangulation of perspectival approaches that, in effect, we also arrive at multiple histories of the past along with some necessary degree of an accommodative harmonization of the same, say, through a sharing of evidence and a regularization of the same, through parallel arguments and a ruling out of counter-narratives, etc., along with the recognition of this disciplinary need to present a competent historical narrative as an ongoing, relatively harmonized set of such narrations, and so on.
 (122)


A pragmatic historian will also need to accept that, in practice, both histories of the present and histories of the future are already being formulated in real time given, say, our being able to witness daily aggregators of recent event in the Russo-Ukrainian War as disseminated on Social-Media, along with all other forms of similar commentary, and, philosophical-like speculations on the advent of the envisaged consequences arising from forms of radical innovation (as ‘non-continuities’ that observed in the present) (as distinctive from often ill-advised futurological speculations that merely extrapolate non-innovative behaviours although all historians should also recognize that much of such behaviours, through the exigencies of our living together, will also continue relatively unchanged into such visionary versions of the future).
 (123)


Although all histories of the past, present and future are to be found under the overall topic of the ‘historical’ (treated as ‘histories’) we should also recognize considerable differences between the same (as would be expected by the disciplinarian open to this broader vision of the historical). In a retrospective orientation, historians are generally more interested in a charting of discontinuities, say, the death of monarchs, the advent and decline of empires, the disruptions introduced by certain historical figures, and so on. In histories of the present the emphasis should be on the apparent advent of non-continuities where through the successive introduction of micro-sized sequential forms of innovation there is anticipated relative-radical re-directions in cultural practice and emphasis, etc. Witness the smart phone and subsequent revolutions in the ordering of taxis, non-prepared and prepared food distribution, the seeking of accommodation, travel, etc. In a prospective orientation historians would be more interested in continuities where, despite discontinuities and non-continuities, continuities will still need to be explored, say, the fact that we will need to eat, travel, find meaningful existence through the vocation of ‘work’ or its future forms of an equivalence, etc. (124)


A deeper argument presents the contention that all historians, in the pursuit of their practice effectively have to act as if historian of the past, present, and future. My classic illustration of this ‘fact’ is to ask how an historian confronts the difficult to dispute fact of ‘Julius Caesar crossing of the Rubicon’ and appealing to the most probable intentional motivation of this historical figure… and by doing so exhibit concerns that also match their acting as historians of both the present and the future, albeit simulated from that historical point in time, whilst remaining preoccupied with their histories of that same period in time. ‘Histories’ given the necessity to also supply counter-narratives and the deconstruction and reconstruction of the same (in a process of ‘remediation’). That a perceptive hermeneut should be able to demonstrate those sections of narration where the historian either advertently or inadvertently indulges, overly or covertly, in such forms of speculative ‘time travel’ (and virtual forms off an inescapable ‘mental teleportation’ in any allusions to all argued for patterns of intention
). (125)

(Now, in the next paragraph, I am also going to take and even deeper dive into the phenomenology of this discipline concerned with forming an appreciation of the historical from an inter-ordered perspective… which might be better bypassed given the conceptual complexity of its technical details). (xvi)


I would also define the historians’ pursuit of the historical appreciation through the harmonization of a set of potentially conflicting histories as an inter-ordered phenomenon. Let me explain. Previously, I had argued that ontical judgments of apparent fact were what I deemed to be sixth ordered trans-cognitive(ly judgmental) ascertainments. I.e., where fifth ordered propositions that were found to be coherent enough to pass as able to be virtually imagined in spatio-temporal terms of reference should also be treated as factual statements would then be assigned a sixth trans-cognitively ordered status should that status be assumed to have, at least hypothetically, an apparently valid process of interpreted factual stability through the co-associated demonstration of possible forms of conformal reiteration. However, the historical dimension, as a topic for disciplinary pursuit, is attained through a symmetrical reduplication of this sixth order, i.e., the meta-appreciation of the ‘fact of facts’ as non-factual truth delineations in the formation of a history, albeit conducted as a process through necessary triangulation which will deal with a set of histories, wherein we interpret the presentation of such apparent facts from an historical perspective/set of historical perspectives. Hence the inter-ordered phenomenon of historical research. Moreover, through the meta-appreciation
 of the ‘history of histories’ we then get the non-historical phenomenon of an apparent ‘historical competence’ or otherwise (should those narrated interpretations prove to be either less competent patterns of interpretation or as incoherently formulated in the first place).
 Thence the historian also has to contend with these three epistemologically differentiated levels of ‘apparent facts’, ‘historical interpretations’, and the ‘discernment of their apparent competence’ (though an ongoing exploration as to how these three levels need to successfully interact in this pursuit of this discipline dealing with historical research, and, how this type of an approach also intermeshes with other ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered phenomena such as, example, the reconsidering of possibilities (as a fifth trans-cognitive phenomenon); taking into account, say, political-economics or scientific influences as additional inter-ordered phenomena; and, when relevant, considering other extra-ordered forms of disciplinary competence). (126)


Now, why this seeming digression toward the pursuit of historical research? Because all forms of a consequential analysis demand such broad treatment. I.e., a crossing back and forth between histories of the past, present, and future, etc. Where, e.g., the relevance of a simple past conditional crosses over into the present, etc., i.e., in its near inevitable crossing over into the present to then act as mixed conditional, and so on. (127)


Thence the taking of central stage of the six possible forms of a mixed conditional, namely, mixed temporal orientations that entail the past-present (as observations ‘in’ the past moving into the present), past-future, present-past, present-future, future-past, and future-present. (128)

(The next paragraph runs a complicated argument as to how these virtual transitions in temporal orientation can be arrived at and, given its complexity, as such might be better avoided). (xvii)


Using the imputed archetypal sequence of World-Object-Ego, in the archetypal economy, in an ordered interpretation of the process of harmonization, as directly explicated in deontological and existentially oriented terms of reference, in accordance with my reading of that type of judgmental process, I earlier proposed in this essay a heuristic method for delineating six types of mixed conditional behaviour, namely, how a general psychic or epistemological ‘movement’ towards the specificity of the Ego moment in effect preferenced the economic correlative in question whereas any opposite movement away from such specificity preferenced, instead, the ordered phenomena associated with the directly opposite form of ordered discrimination, which in this case, is concerned with sixth trans-cognitively ordered ontical judgments. So, this archetypal harmonic sequence preferences the Ego moment along with its significance (of its mediated sense and semblance) for a deontologically oriented existentialism/existentially oriented formation of certain deontological imperatives (as evidenced, e.g., in the compactual underpinning of contractual patterns of behaviour). Given, by this definition of a mixed conditional direction of specificity (as either past-present, past-future, and present-future) we had three types of specification and three remaining types of de-specification or counter-specification (as either present-past, future-past, and future-present). That these mixed conditionals could then be accounted for through their general, but qualified, co-association with their respective ordered modes of judgment. Thence the tentative contention that these six orders operate in a mixed conditional modality as follows:

31 Existential-Deontological

H-P->E = 31
Future//Past -> Present
61 Ontical



P-H<-E = 61
Past//Future <-
Present
11 Phenomenological-Semantic
H-E->P = 11
Future//Present -> Past
41 Pragmatical



E-H<-P = 41
Present//Future <- Past
51 Hermeneutical-Possibility 

P-E->H = 51
Past//Present -> Future
21 Aesthetical



E-P<-H = 21
Present//Past <- Future
 …but this remains tentative and potentially contentious. However, it proffers an ordered perspective for dealing with mixed conditionals as a basis for a more systematic consequential analysis, etc? E.g., contemplating the future lighting of a match/candle/fuse (a mixed conditional movement from the future to the present) would primarily be treated as  an aesthetical style of judgment, but, in the actual lighting of that match/candle/fuse would be an existential-deontological form of judgment (that may or may not implicate an emphasis on the existential orientation
).
 (129)


As noted, simple conditionals in a consequential analysis inevitably intermingle and hence the importance of a mixed conditional account in the formation of a broad history.
 (130)
(Through the critical preparation of critical forms of appreciation, through the ongoing triangulation of perspectives, etc., we can await the inevitable arising and recognition of those events with a relatively radical complexion).
 (xviii)

10. Critical Reflections on such Critically Conducted Assessments

As pointed out by Rorty, and others, both non-critically and critically conducted reflections can give rise to the advent of the relatively-radical. Admittedly, critical reflections would be more likely to bring us, with greater cognizance, to the point of recognizing both our encounter and engagement with the relatively-radical. I use this expression ‘relatively-radical’ deliberately on the grounds that the radically-radically may well not even be recognized or, indeed, actually experienced. That, effectively, the radical can only be experienced through small incremental additions or subtractions that being us to that point of chaotic-like re-direction indicating the experiential presentation of the relatively-radical. I.e., in crossing a point of either bimodal-like bifurcation, or a unimodal-like emergence, or a more systematic, trimodal change in phase (although I have also argued that such sudden, spontaneous processes of re-direction entail all three perspectives and appear through the type of emphasis being used to interpret that more chaotic-like transformational-transition, as either relatively bimodal, etc.). Re-direction on an intentional level is experienced as sudden re-direction in the train of our intentional thinking. Arguably, the very making of a novel judgment is an example of this phenomena on an experiential level of explication. Hence Rorty’s interest in the ironic-like recognition involved in the advent of a so-called ‘final vocabulary’. At some stage or other our expressions, technical terminology, novel observations must have involved some process of innovative appreciation of the relatively new hitherto before that point in time a topic that could not be properly accounted for. We can easily point to this phenomenon of innovation in the form, say, of Newtown’s rethinking of gravity and the nature of planetary motion; or, Einstein’s re-formulation of time-and-space; or, the even more startling innovations entailed in a quantum mechanics, and no doubt in the rising of future innovations in the overall topic of physics, indeed, in all disciplines (along with the existential richness of our experiences from a secular point of view whilst not discounting the experiential validity of religious experiences for the people who profess a religious orientation). Of course, with the advent of newer forms of innovation there can be no ‘final’ vocabulary and hence its additional designation as also being ‘ironic’ (should we ever attempt to use it in this rather short-sighted manner).
 (131)
(In the economy of the arbitrational, as approached from both personal and interpersonal directions, the need to reconcile both contractual and compactual orientations becomes manifest, thankfully, with assistance already established on an overall cultural level through genres of behavior seemingly pre-designed to resolve such relatively incompatible orientations).
 (xvix)

11 Overall Reflections on the Application of such a Preparatory Calculus

The preparations for the application of such closely conducted explorations would entail the use of a broad sense of the historical and how conditional readings might better account for the sequences of events articulated as pertaining to the course of those historical sequences, be that through retrospectively oriented recollections, the immediacy of our anticipations, or the unravelling of prospective expectations. Now, as problematic as these complex intricacies pertaining to any discipline some related and relative simplicity is returned to our explorations through the pre-existence of cultural genres of behaviour that both define such problematicity and seek to practically resolve the same through those very genres of behaviour seemingly designed to address such anomalies. Let me return to the relationship between the contractual and the compactual in dealing with the overall functioning of a city park that has free access for the public, be that on a daily 24 hours of open access, or limited times of daily access, or the occasional opening of such a relatively non-public venue and where the contractual concerns in the running of a such a venue is paid for by some governmental body ultimately paid for by either a tax payer and/or a rate payer, etc. Indeed, the delegated responsibility for the running and operating of such a venue seems to take on a life of its own and where this third economic aspect has engendered forms of legal recognition that go beyond the mere mutually self-defining circumscriptions of just its contractual-compactual obligations. Where each park would have some uniquely distinctive legal form of recognition, etc., and, where matters concerning the maintenance of that park, etc., would be raised as a separate issue at council meetings or corresponding meetings dealing with more elevated political considerations should that be deemed to be appropriate. So, despite the contractual domain dealing with differences in power relations and the compactual domain seemingly having nothing to do with such power differentials both seemingly contradictory facets can find viable forms of accommodation in this working relationship being practically engendered between contractual and compactual aspects (through this form of mediation and its ensuing formation of the relatively ‘contractual-and-compactual’ variety of narrational discourse in conjunction with the perseverance of both relatively separated instances of contractual and compactual forms of economic commentary). If we find our parks remain open and well-maintained then we must surmise that a working accommodation between these domains of the contractual and compactual within the arbitrational economy must also be entertained (and can act as a viable template in our further explorations of the arbitrational economy, and how both individual and organized groups of individuals can also enter into existentially oriented patterns of intervention, and so on, e.g., through the refraction of aspirational economies through the medium of the arbitrational economy, etc.). (132)


So, in an optimistically opined fashion, genres of behaviour both define problematic anomalies in our narratives, but, will also seek to practically resolve and accommodate the same…where I would like to think that the role of the working philosopher is to articulate these anomalies, clarify these conventional accommodations, and, perhaps, proffer novel resolutions that ‘progressively’ advance such understandings… step by step, etc. (133)

(In attempting to summarize the findings that pertain to the functioning of a non-ideological pragmatic philosophy just what needs to be emphasized? Furthermore, how does this fit within a conformally oriented theory of truth determination, an existentially oriented praxis, and a need to address and redress the political and cultural damage being done through the pursuit of destructive forms of transactionalism as currently typified, for example, by President Trump and his enablers
).
 (xx)

12. Final Comments on this Topic of a ‘Consequential Analysis’


It is obvious that a non-ideologically oriented pragmatist needs to operate a competent consequential analysis in order to proffer a practical method for conformally determining a suitable variety of valid truth determinations that would find the requisite degree of conventional acceptance by other like-minded persons, and the wider reaches of society itself. A well-established process that would also extend in time across cultural boundaries and bypass the non-existential behaviours of those who seek to advance their own misguided ends through forms of misinterpretation, disinformation, mal-information, along with obscuration, obstruction, denial, dissimulation, and mis-constructing public narratives through other blatantly dishonest forms of dissemination, and so on. (134)

In previous essays I have defined this style of a non-ideologically oriented pragmatism as positively nihilistic, as existentially-deontological/ontologically-existential, as an anti-representational-representationalism, as a middle way that tentatively takes a path through the siren-sounding thicket of ideological attractions that litter the halls of academia and whose portals have all too often given an entrance to the mesmerizing allure of endless secular cul de sacs or even worse, bottomless rabbit holes of conspiratorial nonsense pretending to intimate the portentous authority of a religious dimension… (135)

Unfortunately, the endless seeking of such controversial nonsense has given all disciplines a bad name. Against this tide of an inevitably discarded historical ‘effluent’, it is to be hoped that a truly professional disciplinarian will be able to salvage just who and what can be rescued under such difficult circumstances and, in this turning around of a generally non-productive consensus, establish a more pragmatic, communal outlook that seek to existentially work more profitably and professionally on the behalf others… (136)

In the next essay, the third envisaged in a series of three, I wish to move from the imputation of this existential-compactual orientation to a more phenomenological orientation by seeking those approaches and methods that might both better address and redress the instantiation and deconstruction of those non-existential behaviours that so demonstrably have proven, prove, or will prove that contractual behaviour without the requisite forms of compactual underpinning can only be a reiterated recipe for one more veritable disaster in the affairs of the world. (137)


Again, I will focus on the cultural damage and individual harm being left behind in the wake of Donald Trump’s ‘more efficient’ second presidency.
 Although his wayward style of governance can be rightly compared to both an oligarchy and a fascist leaning autocracy, witness the offshoring of concentration camps in El Salvador, e.g., still, through his systematic deconstruction of the bureaucracy it can be more characterized as introducing a form of patrimonialism or clientelism being both redolent with endless examples of widespread incompetence, through a replacement of bureaucrats with  loyalists, and mindboggling degrees of corruption that undoubtedly will be also emulated by his politically appointed minions. In the face of such a non-existentially oriented transformation of governance, through an undermining of state institutions designed to prevent such occurrences, how can the humble work of any philosophy describe, prescribe, and proscribe suitable patterns of behaviour in the form of a competent diagnosis capable of also proffering a regime of treatment able to rectify and re(-)normalize such political and cultural ills? (138)


As the inkling of an advertisement, let me suggest that a rectification of the dissemination of information might be one key way in order to approach this difficult, but necessary, process of re(-)normalization. Indeed, by serially highlighting, through endless reiteration, both the incompetence and corruption of Trump’s governance
 a working opposition of civil-minded politicians and their public supporter together might be able to find a bipartisan path and eventually undo this travesty unleashed upon both the American people and the peoples of this world. Of course, the more efficient way of establishing this major political discourse and its pragmatic consensus, both capable and able of crossing the polarization of any political divide, is to seriously advance the total non-misappropriation of the means of dissemination – and this I will discuss in detail in the next essay! (139)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 21.5.25.

Postscript: The Third Impeachment of President Trump?


The two previous impeachments, unfortunately, proved ineffective given the votes were basically arranged along party lines (although 10 Republicans did vote with all 222 Democrats in favor of that resolution on the second occasion). (140)


A third impeachment has already been proposed and tabled in Congress by Michigan Democrat Shri Thaeda who proposed that this could be done under seven articles. In addition, the Democratic Senator of Georgia, Jon Ossoff, has also voice the need for such articles to be on the table should the Democrats flip the House in the Midterms of 2026. Therefore, it is also safe to say that this proposal is not completely hypothetical. Indeed, according to one recent poll 52% of voters would like that to happen right now.
 (141)


A recent petition led by Free Speech for People has already been signed by 370,000 people nationwide.
 (142)


As noted, simple conditionals spill over into mixed conditionals,
 and, from observations of daily life, mixed conditionals inevitably spill over into cascading sets and series of the same. However, given the tendency for humans to follow the habits of our pre-established genres of behavior things are more inclined to stay the same way until such a time things can no longer stay the same… with the induction of a point of chaotic re-direction. Or, when ‘business as usual can no long apply!’ (143)


In the next essay, in this series of three, I will argue that President Trump, through his own statements and actions would be vulnerable on two counts, namely, ‘incompetence’ and ‘corruption’ should both of these possibilities ever become evident. However, according to potentially ‘scurrilous reporting’ in sections of the Media, Trump, as president, has been able to covertly make one billion dollars a month from this alleged ‘privatization of political power’ apparently through his non-secret support for and use of crypto currencies, i.e., through these and other imputed acts of ostensive corruption.
 But, be that the case or not, in my opinion should this presidency prove to be characterized as ‘incompetent’, through its widespread replacement of ‘professional bureaucrats’ by ‘loyalists’, then ‘killer punch’, so to speak, would be delivered through evidence of such corruption should it be in a form that could be delivered to the public domain and duly tabled, say, in Congress, the Senate, and/or relevant Courts of Law. Is that a distinctive possibility? A state of affairs that if it were to be set up by Donald Trump, himself, indeed, should be something that would worry him? Extending the maxim “follow the money”,
 and knowing that all financial transactions leave a textual trail, through sheer necessity,
 and knowing that sometimes it only takes a ‘single click on a computer’ to dump such information into the public domain we might have reason to be hopeful that should such a chain of mixed conditional along these lines were to prevail it might well then spell the end of his presidency, be that either formally through impeachment or informally through some form of sidelined retirement? (144)


One must always hope that ‘our enactions have consequences’,
 although like the advent of unintended consequences, a window of opportunity,
 or a lost window of opportunity, may first intervene. Such ‘comeuppance’, as an observation of life, is never perfectly ordained by karmic law. On the other hand, to keep doing the same thing, for either rightful or wrongful intentions, does potentially expose that agent of such patterns of behavior to some form, respectively, of approbation or disapprobation, be the latter in a court of law or in the courts of public opinion. (145) 

Power is always disseminated through others that enable that process of dissemination, and should those chains of enablement be disrupted then, in chaotic terms of reference, anything could happen. Even a professional juggler has to stop juggling between each act of juggling and, so suffice to say, time itself will tell if my consequential predictions follow this trajectory of an imminent rectification, and eventual re(-)normalization of the political environment, as here suggested, as tentatively outlined?
 (146)
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Appendix A: Natural, Negative, and Positive Rights??? Part I

Given that the democratic world is predicated on such rights, etc., along with the articulation of the ‘person’ as an autonomous agent with a degree of self-worth that should be ascribed as having a value in its own right then it behooves us as responsible philosophers to validly articulate such an existential, non-transactional
 approach towards the individual in a society in an ensuing sense and semblance of a society that supports all members through a suitable acknowledgment of such terms of reference! (i)


In an acceptance of such terms of reference, the responsible philosopher needs to suspend all ideological forms of a materialistic-realism, a disembodied-idealism, and a pragmatism that does not fully observe the valid existence of a deontological dimension, albeit one completely divorced from the nonsense pertaining to either so-called ‘First Principles’, ‘Middling Principles’, and/or ‘Last Principles’, recognizing, instead, the experience of existential imperatives co-associated with our appreciation of the relational dimension as translated through relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational lenses. (ii)


Why should a non-ideological deontological dimension be recognized? Because the contractual nature of the arbitrational dimension would be economically disrupted and completely deconstructed without the necessary existential underpinning of a compactual dimension. If contracts were to be entered into without their being effectively honoured, then the arbitrational world would cease to exist... (iii)

If that were ever to be the case, then, there would be no point going into a café to order a coffee... for civilized life as we know would, indeed, could no longer exist. (iv)


Or, again, as an illustration of a non-ideologically contaminated deontological perspective, no one could empathetically standby and let a child fall into well, or pond or river or burning fireplace without either preventing this occurrence or rescuing that child from the same should they be found to befall such a fate. (v)


Therefore, accepting this phenomenal-phenomenological recognition of a non-ideological deontological dimension (and accepting that this need not be automatically refracted through a religious lens, etc.
) a pragmatic approach can be more profitably approached (through an effective triangulation of relevant approaches, etc.).
  (vi)


By ‘relational’ is meant ‘the ostensive elements of a relationship, i.e., participants and parts, or, i.e., the relatively subjective, inter-subjective, objective, inter-objective aspects that constitute that relationship in question’. By ‘pro-relational’ is mean ‘the relative integrity of our relationships as harmonically arrived at through ongoing processes of relational resolution (as articulated in and through our relevant narratives concerning the apparent specificity of such situations)’. By ‘trans-relational’ is meant ‘the ongoing, concrete, historical specificity as collectively arrived at through processes of relational resolution’. (vii)


By ‘negative rights’ is meant ‘those assumed rights where it is to be understood they should be neither interfered with, hindered, obstructed, nor outrightly denied. (viii) 

Where some rights are to be seen as ‘natural rights’ in which, through necessity, they should be observed in both existential and deontological terms of reference.
 E.g., the right to life, and, subsidiary rights like, e.g., a right to a livelihood, a right to find sustenance, a right to find adequate hydration, a right to sleep, etc. (ix)


A ‘negative right’ is one in which a member or members of a society or the state, either directly or indirectly, should not infringe the person’s performance of that pattern of behaviour’. E.g., the right to practicing the religion of our choice or to have no religion through choice. (x)


A ‘positive right’ is one that a society, through its government, should extends equally to all its citizens as found within those circumscribed terms of reference. E.g., a permit granted by a town council to do x. (xi)


Concurrent with the observance of these various types of right it should also be the case that no performance should be sanctioned if it were to be detrimental to that member or members of that society or to the reasonable functions of that state responsible for the governance of that membership, and, where at the same time, the expected honoring of all concomitant obligations should also be observed within the bounds of an acceptable degree of reason. (xii)


The extent a certain right is actively facilitated by the governance of a society it can then be seen to be positively instantiated without necessarily overriding either of its natural and/or negative basis. (xiii)


No member or members of a society, either self-acting or acting on the behalf of its general governance, should allow, e.g., the starvation of any one member or members who fall within its embrace, be their citizenship either legally or non-legally recognized by that community. In that regard, a natural right should not be treated as a negative right but as one that naturally deserves to be positively facilitated. (xix)


One argument that has been put forward is ‘that we are owed (access to and the upholding of) x right’.
 I believe that this pure transactional orientation to be quite mistaken in regard to negative rights, especially those that can be argued for both deontologically and existentially on more natural grounds. Given my insistence on ‘our obtaining our freedom only through others, and v.v.’, it is not so much that ‘we owe someone’ their access to and maintenance of a certain right, but, that ‘we owe it to each other to respectfully uphold such observances’ for otherwise such observances would not be ‘mutually’ observed across the board. In other words, our analysis of such an issue must not proceed from just the individual to the community, but, rather, from the community vis-à-vis the community itself (along, furthermore, by extension, with its incorporation within the nation and, thence, internationally and the inevitable evolution of a body of international law increasingly accepted by most parties). (xx)


Now, all things being what they are, it follows that the observance of all rights cannot be equally preferenced in the pursuit of their performance. That, that being the case, implies that on a spectrum of rights in different situations various right might be differently and differentially promoted or demoted with respect to each other. However, the guiding light in such considerations should be existentially cognizant of the promotion of either the creation, preservation, and/or conservational expansion of an overall e/valuational formation. (xxi)


Thence the import and importance of a consequential analysis that is cognizant of these differential expressions of a positive existential e/valuation and a relatively positive non-existential e/valuation in the functions of a society suitably respectful of its entire membership, i.e., demonstrating the requisite proper, appropriate, and apposite manner and degree of care and concern of all its members. (xxii)


Respecting the relative autonomy of the individual through the relative non-insistence of a pure transactional approach to the uniqueness of their participation in this world at large... as refracted through the nature of their interaction, be that as an infant or child, as an individual or as a certain group of individuals, be they healthy or suffering some form of infirmity. (xxiii)


A ‘right’ that has a ‘relatively natural complexion’ is one in which there are ‘deontological features that are necessary for the minimum existence of the person to survive in this world with(-)others, etc.’ This ‘right to life’, e.g., is necessary for otherwise the person would cease to exist. Even in those worlds that operate a slave-using economy it behooves those who are supervising this aspect of that economy must oversee the feeding and hydration of their working-slaves. Treating these natural rights as processes that should not be interfered by some level of state governance does not make sense. A hungry person ‘should’ be fed. A person who is empathetic to the plight of a hungry person would feel the need for that person to be fed. Perceiving all people as autonomous agents with the right to existence along with the right to reasonably enjoy the makings of a good life, albeit to that extent a society could reasonably furnish this ambition. As far as positive rights are advanced, a society either sanctions a model based on the inequalities of a hierarchical system of patronage or gives its assent to one based on an equality of access for all the members of that society (even if forms and degrees of discrimination might also co-exist with the latter, say, from the relatively more covert continuance of a prior system of patronage that was once more overtly exercised).  (xxiv)


Should all rights be re-conceived as operating as positive rights we would need to ask how natural rights, e.g., might be instituted, through a process of requests registered with the relevant organs of governance? Similarly, in regard to negative rights, e.g., say, the freedom of religion or the freedom to express our opinions might also be re-organized a process of requests to be registered with the relevant organs of government? It should appear obvious that such forms of re-organization would be both antithetical to the exercise of such negative rights and as inevitable invitations to forms of corruption in which additional fees would be charged for the official establishment of such permissions. We could imagine a squabbling gaggle of wayward philosophers having to seek endless permissions for their free and frank expressions of opinion however radical or innocuous the tenor of such disputations. Or, worse, seeking permits that would enable the bearer of such permission the right to avail themselves of adequate forms of nutrition and hydration... something that might be instituted in times of food scarcity, but, a waste of official resources should such rationing not be necessary!
 (xxv)


Without a doubt, various rights, be they natural, negative, or positive, need to be recognized, encountered, and engaged in the workings of a civil society that genuinely cares for the health and well-being of its membership. Moreover, the political heath of a democratic system is also directly dependent upon this existentially oriented approach to a variety of rights in which the inalienable autonomy of the individual is recognized, encountered, and engaged in the midst of a political environment that encourages a balanced equilibrium between such rights, obligations, freedoms, and duties. Aspects of a civilized world that is to be observed by the mutual co-operation of its citizens under a rule of law that applies to all its citizens rather than a citizenry co-opted by laws made by the few for the unaccountable benefit of that self-selected few who have exempted themselves from their due application... as occur in autocracies, as characterizes authoritarian or fascist forms of government and from which democracies must vigilantly maintain an aversion to the misinformation, disinformation, mal-information, etc.,  spread by such less effective forms of political governance. Forms of governance that rightfully fear the autonomy of individuals and organizations, but, which, in an open society, gives a creative impetus to evolving maturation of that civil society. In contrast, a government by few for the few would invariably end up being more inclined to benefit the lives of their non-representative ruling elite/s. Just as government by oligarchs is a government for oligarchs given that oligarchs better represent themselves as a class than setting out to represent unencountered, unknown members of the general public! (xxvi)


Thence the political necessity and urgency to conformally invest in ongoing, valid formulations of this topic that duly recognize the autonomy of the person and the value each and every citizen, as a reflection of both their potentials and powers, who can experientially bring an ‘existential edge’ to the evolving vision of an open society, both as an individual and collectively... (xxvii)


Without such progressive vigilance, even the idea of rights will be ‘progressively’ deconstructed..!!
 (xxviii)
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Appendix A: Natural, Negative, and Positive Rights!!! Part II

In this second section let me look more closely at these three forms of rights and delineate both their apparent differentiations and accommodations along with a (transformational) critique of both traditional and non-traditional, and reconstituted, points of view. In the process clarifying their distinctive roles, obligations incurred, and the ensuing ramifications entailed in this type of political schematization. (xxviii)


A scheme that concerns only negative and positive rights, or worse, the dominance of one over the other, is not designed to adequately address the democratically expressed political landscape given that this contractual disposition overlooks the inescapable, and unavoidable world of natural rights as introduced in Part I. The contractual domain of the arbitrated dimension is fully dependent upon the coexistence of a compactual domain that is both existential and deontological in its practical expression. Moreover, any attempt to articulate a pragmatist approach that either denies or ignores this compactual aspect of this dimension of the arbitrational cannot successfully perform an in-depth phenomenological, hermeneutical, and existential appreciation of the lived-reality of a democraticaly oriented expression of political life. (xxix)


Whilst recognizing the problematic nature of this expression ‘natural rights’, given a postmodern critique of a more traditional vision of the ‘natural’, say, as divinely instituted or inherently present, like any number of conventional expressions we have the three choices of either reconstituting the same or fully replacing them with some other conventional expression or supplying a suitably pre-defined neologism. At various times I have had to adopt one of these three strategies in order to establish, through that co-associated style of argumentation, the approach or approaches being both adopted and adapted in order to argue my ensuing interpretations of the conclusions that should be drawn from such detailed lines of reasoning. (xxx)


On one hand, I would like to carefully re-constitute the definition of ‘natural rights’ as to how I wish to use this traditional expression given that this type of right should not be confused with either ‘negative rights’ or ‘positive rights’ just as ‘negative rights’ should not be confused with ‘positive rights’, and v.v.
 No sensible person should insist on the non-infringement of a person starving to death through a lack of food nor institute some social system that would require an official permit for the release of food to such an individual.
 A hungry person is a ‘hungry person’ and demands an existentially oriented type of response. We should neither look the ‘other way’ nor ‘make a series of long-winded enquiries as the eligibility of this hungry person to be given food’. Goodness gracious, they are hungry and need to be suitably fed now! In confronting such an event, from the perspective of a depiction of the expected response required a person existentially engaged with the realization that this other person is seriously hungry should be neither described nor prescribed, but, rather proscribed. I.e., that it is our duty, as a fellow human being, not to leave this other person in a state of hunger that ultimately will end in their imminent death. How that person is to be given food is neither here nor there, but, that they be suitably fed in the here and now. A very hungry person, who has not sufficiently eaten for a lengthy period of time should neither be overfed nor allowed to overeat. (xxxi)


Now, on the other hand, we could also entertain a succession of apposite expressions in order to further refine the sense intended by this expression of a ‘natural right’ in distinction as to how the expression ‘natural’ would once have been viewed by a more traditional philosopher, say, one who perceived the world to be God-given or created by the Divine in some form or other, or, in compliance with some set of First Principles, etc., or as possessing some conformity with some inherent vision of lawful-like behaviour, and so on. Instead, I envisage this expression of ‘natural’ being co-extensive with ‘pre-conditional’ or ‘deontologically necessary’, as existential or compactual, as non-contractual or non-transactional, or trans-transactional in orientation, etc. I.e., as demanding a response that is pre-conditionally necessary since without the requisite response there would be no adequately surviving individual or individuals in a working relationship with us, as demanding a response that is non-passively engaged, as overriding the mundane politics of a political dimension, and so on. Obviously, from the perspective a working-relationship, such a response can neither fall under the auspices of either a negative right or a positive right and, therefore, must be assigned its own category, namely, as that which would fall under this re-constituted sense of a ‘natural right’. Furthermore, as I have argued on numerous occasions, no economy should or could be bimodally articulated since any attempt to do so would serious overlooked economic correlatives that can be never be either purely defined on their own terms or expressed in a closed format that is either unipolar, bipolar or tripolar in formulation for reasons as explored elsewhere. An appreciation of this differentiation of negative rights versus positive rights itself can never be either forcibly interpreted as either one or the other, and, at the same time, this contrasting field of appreciation can, itself, be neither negative rights nor positive rights per se. On the other hand, all economies need to be trimodally constituted and open to the world at large given that the very notion of a ‘position’ is meaningless without some form of a triangulation of approaches that gives the required sense to such a semblance of significance (and apperceived significance to the semblance of such sense). Where pragmatic significance in turn can be neither reduced to sense nor semblance nor the mere combnation of both sense and semblance, but, rather, the suspension of the former (be that through rhetorical questioning, metaphorical analoguing, apparitional simulation, etc.). In other words, to divide the world of living-experience into the mere closure of a realm of both negative rights and positive rights is a travesty to begin with, and, where the demonstrated existence of the re-constituted definition of a natural right aptly highlights the obvious deficiencies of such a limited, short-sighted, bi-modally constituted set of perspectives. Or, as a theme of this essay, without the existential appreciation of a compactual dimension, all attempts to express behaviour through the sole lens of a contractual perspective will fail given the demonstrable failure of a transactional approach as so aptly demonstrated by the inability of Trump to conduct the do-called ‘art of the deal’ that successfully oversees a profitable continuance of such behaviour given its inevitable conclusion in a predictable course of failure… (xxxii)


Then, again, although we should not confuse natural, negative, and positive rights with each other, still, this does not mean there can be no overlap among these three candidates given an overlapping of differently constituted perspectives. E.g., the right to obtain an adequate education might be perceived as a positive right, as a function that should be either instigated and/or overseen by the state or other empowered state-like structures,
 still, it could also be argued that without the necessary precondition of a reasonably well-educated citizenry neither the individuals of a certain state nor the state itself could realize anything approaching their full potential. Therefore, the right to an education might also be perceived to be a natural right at least before the state intervenes and organizes the same along more positive lines. Such a consideration need not be viewed as a contradiction, merely, that this natural right should be observed, but, its observance would be more effectively organized from a positive perspective. Just as, in a similar manner, the state, as seen in periods of early history, would store food, say, grain, as an insurance against times of harvest failure, etc. (xxxiii)


Taking a more in-depth appreciation should also expose the co-associated phenomenology, hermeneutics, and existential dimensions of this key topic central to the formulation of a democratically oriented form of governance. I.e., dialectically delineate not only the differentiation and accommodation of such perspectives, but, also, the diverse obligations entailed along with the ensuing political ramifications of such distinctive shifts in social perspective when such rights are more formally instituted and rightly observed along with their co-associated expressions of freedoms instantiated both therein and thereafter. (xxxiv)


Provisionally, let (re-)define ‘natural rights’ as ‘trans-transactional rights, as directly engaged existentially, whose enaction ensures the pre-conditional creation, preservation, and conservation of the dynamic integrity and ongoing resolution of the relationship/s in question within the acceptable bounds of both demonstrable reason and social consensus’, In contrast, ‘negative right’ are to be seen as ‘observances that indirectly direct the passive non-infringement of certain designated types of behaviour within the acceptable bounds of both demonstrable reason and social consensus’.
 Last, but not necessarily the final say on this topic of human rights, obligations and freedoms and political ramifications, we have ‘positive rights’ viewed as the extension of certain freedoms permitted by certain social organizations that, hopefully, can be equitably exercised within the acceptable bounds of both demonstrable reason and social consensus’. (xxxv)


How might we demonstrate forms of overlap or partial accommodation between these the articulation of these three types of rights? On a case-by-case basis, e.g., as just mentioned in regard to the (complex) right to education. Or, e.g., if a person wished to go on a self-elected hunger strike to politically highlight, say, a certain social injustice, then that option might be treated as a negative right. However, if that person were to then starve themselves towards the point of death, should the state then feel it has a natural right, as if a parent, to intervene and force-feed that individual against their will? Or, on this same subject, can the question of a natural right to nourishment (under the heading of a right to life) also co-opt both negative and positive readings? So, e.g., the person should be able to find food when hungry; be allowed to not eat within reason (and more fully resist the intake of food if dying); and, where the state should oversee the collection and distribution in the advent of emergencies, etc.  Or, again, if the state were to recognize a natural right to life (liberty, and the pursuit of happiness) should it also recognize a right to a self-elected death with dignity? However, I do not perceive the full appropriation of these distinctive rights under the auspices of any one right nor their complete absorption as a single category operating under its own non-discriminating or indiscriminate terms of reference. On the other hand, given their practical propensity to potentially overlap we might dialectically apportion the entailed obligations accordingly without blindly insisting on an equality of such a division. So, e.g., the complex right to vote accepted (as a natural right to find adequate political representation, as a negative right to the extent it should neither be infringed upon nor suppressed, and, that we need to accept the positive expression of the same given the instigation of forms of political organization that would be needed to regulate this form of political expression, all these overlapping complexities granted) just how should the complex obligations of this right be better navigated and formulated? As a natural right it would mean that all eligible people should have the right to vote and not be disenfranchised on grounds that expressed unreasonable forms of bias (as, in hindsight, would now be seen to be in place in the 19th century United Kingdom as related to forms of discrimination based on property ownership, gender, etc.). Then, as a negative right the eligible possession of such a right should not be unreasonably infringed upon. Furthermore, as a state organized affair, to exercise this right to vote it would be quite reasonable for the state to insist on the necessity of the person registering their enrollment or for the state to automatically organize the same, and so on. So, given this complexity, how might the ensuing natural, negative and positive obligations be better apportioned? This is a tricky subject to deal with since, as with the inescapable conflict of principles we also find a natural, inescapable contestment between these three forms of rights when either hypothetically viewed or with any attempt to put them into practice. E.g., when a person is extended the right to vote, say, when reaching the required age, should both their enrollment and voting be compulsory? If society sees itself, say, through the philosophy outlined by a certain constitution or declaration of similar intent, should the voter be assigned the obligation to vote in such a manner so as to preserve the continuing currency of those political ideals or should it be just a negative right that should not be infringed upon through instituted demands that voting should be compulsory? Or, should we adopt a more pragmatic argument to the effect that those democratic societies that have such compulsory voting are less likely to be overridden by an ideologically driven extremism in which case to ensure against such an adverse possibility should the political system in question insist that voting be made compulsory. Imagine how the recent US elections might have turned out had the 90 million voters that stayed at home had actually turned out to vote, or, given their political indifference to both parties, would it have made any difference whatsoever? But, then again, given that all things are never equal, can never be precisely equal, it would follow that differences in the final voting patterns would be more probable rather than less probable, and that that could have resulted in quite a different set of election results? But, history in its historical performance cannot be undone only re-interpreted. Recent elections in the US, Canada, the UK, and Australia, etc., all deserve to be better reinterpreted given apparent similarities and dissimilarities in electoral outcomes. That the upshot of such considerations should show the complexity of insisting that all rights should be accompanied by the enaction of their co-associated obligations, and, that quite rightly, these political systems and their national communities, themselves, are more than qualified to focus on such considerations, no doubt as ever ‘works in progress’. Or, in effect, might we better conclude, therefore, in this regard, that the privilege of having a democratic vote should be exercised through the compulsory demand, as a co-associated exercise of its concomitant obligation, that we duly exercise that same right? Of course, how we formally or informally exercise that vote should remain a matter for our own private deliberations.
 (xxxvi)

As this topic concerns the distinctive differentiations and partial overlappings as accommodations, along with this dialectical reading of natural, negative and positive rights in association with their provisional definitions, co-associated obligations, discernable limitations, and existential-pragmatic readings in the light of what politically is both currently possible and relatively impossible, etc., what might we be allowed to reasonably conclude? (xxxvii)

That all societies, with either relatively democratic or relatively non-democratic in the style of their governance, would and should have to contend with such related issues concerning the recognition and regulation of the relations between these natural, negative, and positive rights. However, despite such discernable overlappings, I believe it would be both philosophically foolish and politically wrong to subvert this economy of mutual rights and obligations in the formation of a one-size fits-all style of presentation. be that hypothetical or designed for practical implementation. Let me explain. In the making of a decision, certainly one with moral or ethical import, we normally cannot just sit on the fence and support approaches that effectively propose a simultaneous ‘yea’ or ‘nay’ in respect to the observance of a certain expected pattern of behaviour where we either intervene or do not intervene in that type of situation. As a humane person, when we see a hungry person, directly in front of us, we would normally attempt to intervene in some form or other. We might either directly buy them a meal and/or indirectly see to it that that the local authorities are informed that there is a person in need of immediate assistance and appropriate care. Or, if we see such an emaciated person on television, as representative of a population starving in some distant part of the world, we might contribute to an official charity dealing with that crisis or at least hope that the United Nations is also already dealing with the same. On the other hand, a humane governor of a prison dealing with a very determined person on a self-elected hunger strike would, at some point in time, need to wrestle with their conscience as to whether they will intervene or not, or when the right time to intervene, to their mind, would eventuate for them given their non-intervention would oversee the death of that person under whose care they, too, have been forcibly put in charge of given the consequences of a set of responses that have found them both ‘detained’ within the circumscription of that relational situation. Now the point of this double analogy, namely, the hungry person and the person starving themselves to death, is that a conflation of natural, negative, and positive rights would just further muddy the metaphorical waters so to speak. Decisions are by their very nature decisive. Negative rights prescriptively demand non-infringement of those rights, natural rights proscriptively demand either some form of intervention or non-intervention, but, where such enaction is still a performance that has to be treated as the instantiation of an enactive pattern of intervention. A decisive decision is to be made and has to be made, to either intervene or not to intervene, and where even an act of non-intervention is still a deliberate act of non-involved involvement. Under such circumstances to place both natural and negative rights under the auspices of positive rights is a recipe for ambivalence, or, an inability to decisively make an apposite decision, and so on. That to demonstrate the adverse consequences of such a conflation in even one situational assessment, both therein and thereafter, is a complete disqualification of such fallacious reasoning. Then, again, from a positive perspective, even though we have organizations, either state sponsored or not interfered with by the state, in handling food shortages, individual cases of hunger, famines, etc., still, the existential exigency of overseeing such a right to life is not something that can be handled by the organized performance of a positive right. Now, whilst some patterns of behaviour are better instigated from a compactual perspective and other patterns of behaviour are better instigated by a contractual arrangement, correctly, no patterns of behaviour can be divorced from the compactual-contractual nature of the arbitrational dimension. A transactional approach without a trans-transactional, compactual basis will inevitably fail as so ably demonstrated by the unprofitable patterns of behaviour entered into by one infamous Donald Trump regardless of whether he is the president or not the president of the United States. Conversely, a compactual dimension cannot be freed from all forms of contractual behaviour since the very world we live is completely dependent upon the functional organization of the necessity of a suitable, existential blending of both trans-transactional and transactional behaviours. A positive dimension, just like a negative dimension, cannot account for the necessary presence of an existential dimension and where the natural dimension, in turn, cannot exist apart from the purview of the integrated contractual domains of both the negative and positive orientation in such matters. Thence the dialectical necessity to maintain both the distinction between these three flavours of rightful behaviours and their partial overlapping along with their collective coming together in the full performance of our authentic concern and care for others where our individual freedom is primarily and inescapably engendered through the auspices of others, and v.v. (xxxviii)

Another avenue to approach this topic is ask, “whether we should preference ‘means’ or ‘ends’, whether we should concentrate on ‘process’ or the ‘consequences’ of such patterns of enaction as arise through our inescapable acts of intervention, be they enacted thorough either action, non-action, or just the inactive nature of our indecisiveness? (xxxix)

Let me approach this question using arguments as exercised by Isaiah Berlin. Although Isaiah Berlin apparently only ran a bimodal economy, between the ‘freedoms’ associated with negative and positive right, he strongly argues against an over-focusing on consequences alone, perceiving such an imbalance as incapable of deftly discerning and arbitrating between a variety of different forms evaluation and their differences in ensuing valuation. Although I would not argue for a complete incommensurability between different styles of evaluation, still, the point still holds that different values necessitate different types of response, and, how we accommodate an integrated form of an overall response that, hopefully, arises with an apposite existential complexion, it is obvious that we should not shoehorn some preferred resolution into some one-size fits-all style of argumentation and practical implementation… leaving it to a response that responds to the unique specificity of the relational situation to hand to find a working-solution that is deemed to be more responsive to the unique specificity of that relational situation itself. In effect, as always, maintaining a balance, a form of ongoing suspension that does not pre-conceive a working solution other than as an initial point to begin with, where our prejudices, as pre-judgments, through working-suspensions are then duly assessed through the auspices of their relational specificity that may or may not find good reason to support such initial contentions. However, I am sure on many, if not most occasions, the ensuing enaction of our responses along with the envisaged consequences of our judgments will in all probability concur with our initial assessments, but, that on other, more eventful occasion we may well find ourselves confronting what formerly would have been considered to have been ‘impossible’ to even envisage… as we extend the horizons of our responsible awareness… (xl))

Therefore, it’s upon such dialectical differentiations and accommodations, etc., that the formation of a democratically oriented political sphere in the public domain is to be both thematized and articulated and, wherein, we, ourselves, can both enjoy and suffer the privileges and obligations entailed in the distinctive enaction of the various individual freedoms that flow on from these three forms of right-filled behaviours. Thence, as a consequence, it behooves us to be mindful of their long political evolution lest, in a few moments of mindless forgetfulness, that through such carelessness, we then be hard done by through the loss of these hard won privileges and obligations that so painfully have been given birth to by our politically inspired forebears..!! (xli)











   N.T., 4.5.25.
Appendix B: What Has Been Suppressed in this Account?


To complete this complex picture what else needs to be accounted for in order to better appreciate this topic concerning these ‘consequential explorations’?
 First, I have felt it necessary, in order to avoid an even greater degree of technical complexity, to deliberately overlook my work done on a philosophy concerning ‘transformational retreatment’, and, second, just how does this overall account fit into a conformal theory of truth determination that preserves a non-ideologically oriented pragmatism? Accompanying a philosophy of transformational retreatment where retreatment is arrived at through either de-metafication and/or de-extrafiction (as more fully defined in previous essays) and has a series of implications and ramifications not noted in this current essay. For a start, inter-ordered phenomena have been viewed through the lens of a re-constituted metaphysics whose import is returned to the philosophical economy through those processes of retreatment. Furthermore, in applying a perspective of transformational retreatment to a progression of the six trans-cognitive orders in the context of a narrational process we then find ourselves noting a series of critical functions, namely, from the first order, that of (pre-treatment through) rectification(al mitigation), onticalization (through the factualization of narrational content), (treatment through) remediation (as exercised through both deconstruction and reconstruction), stylistic integration, (retreatment through) the reiterations of re(-)normalization, and (post-treatment through functional) practicalization of (pre-treatment) (through mitigation, etc.), etc. Obviously, even if poorly understood, and that I expect to be the case given that these terms are not here defined or discussed in this essay, it would appear a series of critical functions are being undertaken in the pursuit of our research, be that philosophical, in the form of a reconstituted metaphysics, in a process of literary criticism, or even in the form of an applied consequential exploration. An intuitive appreciation of this point then heads us towards an understanding that, e.g., a serious process of consequential exploration will involve a series of critical behaviours as merely noted above that have not been addressed in this essay, and, in turn, this should feed into a deeper appreciation of the role to be played by such consequential explorations in a conformalization of truth determination also not detailed in this essay and whose details will be taken up in my book with the abbreviated title Conformalization. To a much reduced degree in the next essay I will explore, in more practical terms, how a theory of conformalization can be applied in a process that both addresses and redresses current distortions in the democratic process by focusing on a method to reconstitute civil discourse through the effective deconstruction of misinformation, etc. (i)
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� 	A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html�


� 	Technically, in accordance with my use of terminology, the conventional or historical expression ‘consequential analysis’ should more correctly be defined as ‘consequential explorations’ given that ‘analysis’ applies to phenomenologically oriented topics, ‘investigations’ applies to hermeneutically oriented topics, and ‘examinations’ applies to existentially oriented topics. The ‘scrutiny’ of explorations could directly involve all three of these approaches given their mutual constitution of the economic, super-economic, etc. However, in the continuing use of a broad consequentialism the expression ‘consequential analysis’ should more correctly be understood as a form of ‘consequential explorations’ for the technical reasons as just cited. ‘Point of view’ is also equated with ‘perspective’, and v.v. The ramifications of this motto are also vast. If a pragmatist wishes to pursue a conformalization of truth determinations (as a working theory of truth) then this parallel topic of a so-called ‘consequential analysis’ cannot be avoided, etc. An aspect I must also take up in my book titled ‘Conformalization’.


� 	‘Non-virtual’ is technical code for the ‘actualization of the apparently actual’. However, as all experiences are experientially actualized as experiences qua experiences by this substitution of the ‘relatively non-virtual’ I seek to avoid the ensuing confusion between the actuality of the experience in question and the imputed actuality, i.e., ontical factuality, of its contents in lived-reality. In phenomenal-phenomenological terms of reference the latter can be provisionally imputed if the full realization of the spectrum of the modal complexion of the lived-experience appears to adequately match our phenomenological expectations in that same regard.


� 	Refer to the Postscript.


� 	The aspirational economy was explored under the tripartite headings of a realistic sense of ‘where’, an idealistic sense of ‘why’, and their linkage through a pragmatic sense of ‘how’.


� 	In practical terms, we find our full freedom only through others, but, in aspirational terms as only a small fraction of our ambitions can be realized hence this observation that we can only have a ‘partial aspirational sense of freedom’. E.g., I can imagine ‘flying to the Moon in my birthday suit’, but, thankfully, for me, that intentional objective just cannot be realized. In other words, the only aspirations that can be realized are those that are successfully arbitrated through the somewhat mutual auspices of others. ‘Somewhat’ to the extent all things being equal, or, rather, unequal, mutual reciprocity can never be equal, moment by moment (even if over a certain period of time it were to be treated as ‘balancing out overall’). Similarly, if I had a burning ambition ‘to travel to the Moon as an astronaut’ then if that intentional objective were to be ever realized it could only occur through the ministrations of a vast number of people working successfully together to achieve such a mission. If the proverbial number of workers behind a cup of coffee is ‘10,000’ one could imagine an even vaster number of participants in that type of long-term program (which makes exactly the same point, namely, our aspirational freedom is effectively realized through our arbitrated cooperation with others, etc.).


� 	A contractual dimension in the arbitrational economy is underpinned by a compactual dimension. If people were to not honour contracts, then the arbitrational economy would self-deconstruct. Therefore, even the short-sighted or pseudo-pragmatist who overlooks a deontological dimension could not then even entertain a functioning pragmatical sphere of influence. Furthermore, I also contend that this deontological orientation (in the third trans-cognitive order) is the primary location for the existential dimension, but, not at the expense of the pragmatical (in the fourth trans-cognitive order). In one argument, through economic complexification, I argue that the non-systematic existential is coincident with this third trans-cognitive order of the existentially-deontological. I.e., the compactual dimension is the primary locus of the existential and the locus of the compactual is in the arbritrational domain as it straddles the compactual-contractual divide enacted in the political-economy as envisaged between the third and fourth trans-cognitive inter-ordered orders (as explored elsewhere).


� 	The four versions of this heuristic device, that allows us to migrate from the archetypal economy to an ordered economy, are as follows:


Version A: invoking the subtle preferencing/de-preferencing of economic correlatives.


Version B: invoking the de-suspension versus the suspension as supplying preference, etc.


Version C: invoking this process of specification, etc. as above.


Version D: invoking the application or absence of a preferential weighting through that focus.


� 	Given a separation, in some form or other, between the political executive, the political legislature, and the judiciary.


� 	Witness my take on the obesity crisis as having its roots both within the medical world and the business world of food industries as well as in the problematic nature of their interactions where the imperative to make a profit is in conflict with the dissemination of quality foods at a reasonable price, the advancement of adequate nutrition, etc..


� 	Obliquely referencing a Kantian categorical imperative.


� 	Strike a dry match on its striking patch and you expect it to light on most occasions. Light a candle, with that lit match, and you would expect it to function as intended. Use that candle to light a fuse connected with an explosive device and you ‘must’ expect that device to explode despite what philosophical doubts we might have re the perfect reiteration of those phenomenal processes, should such processes be practically reiterated perfectly, etc. Where the use of that explosive device would then near automatically incur moral or ethical considerations in a more compactually oriented re-assessment of that same situation. Metaphorically, if we ‘up the ante’ then we move even more towards the need for compactually oriented forms of moral or ethical re-consideration. E.g., lighting a match is one thing, lighting a candle is another, but, if we were to light the match to light the candle in order to ignite that fuse then we have a much wider range of re-considerations to have to deal with as the incurred consequences stemming from the detonation of that explosive device. Arguably, we could state that all patterns of enaction share both a non-existential and an existential complexion, but, that for practical purposes some actions have little implications for the latter.


� 	By definition uni-modal and bimodal perspectives are closed given the non-recognition of the natural situatedness of their open tripolar economic constitution and the co-associated philosophical necessity, etc. for it to be read through the lens of an open tripolar interpretation.


� 	Both Trump in his first term, then Biden, had already placed certain selectively targeted tariffs on trade with China. Then, again, say, in regard to the use of lithium in batteries, primarily used in electric cars, and as a major cost in the sale of the same, the Chinese have been very astute in sourcing, processing, and utilizing this raw material in order to give themselves a well-deserved advantage in the market for the selling of electric cars. Although subsidies might also be claimed as producing an unfair advantage along with a desire to monopolize this industry, still, most of that advantage should not be dismissed as merely anti-competitive.


� 	Representing 7% of Australia’s current ongoing military expenditure. Refer to Pursuit, III.X.7.


� 	Numerous health professionals have been pointing out both the psychopathology of Trump’s evident malignant narcissism and the speculations of his more recent incipient dementia and how the latter will only make the former condition worse. Trump has, from childhood, demonstrated poor impulse control (and a general refusal to recognise boundaries in that regard), a desire to dominate (from his recurrent golf victories to his lack of civility when professionally questioned by interviewers), along with a remorselessness (in his persistent demonstrations of a profound inability to genuinely express remorse, shame, guilt, admit to imperfections in character or obvious mistakes made along the way, etc.). As a ‘malignant narcissist’ we find a grandiose sense of self-importance (narcissism), anti-social behaviour (in an expressed and demonstrated violation of the rights of others), ego-syntonic aggression (in an admiration of violent behaviours as enacted by others), and a paranoid orientation (as expressed in his sense of being treated as a victim, as a continual desire for vengeance, alluding to a so-called non-existent ‘deep state’, etc.). As for signs of his impending dementia, somewhat like that of his father, we see evidence of the same on a weekly basis when he confuses words; forgets names; tenders inapposite comments; falls asleep in public; both stumbles and stoops in public appearances; often seems unable to clearly and coherently respond to questions; falls back on a repertoire of a small, decreasing number of stock expressions; has trouble pronouncing certain words, etc. Although, countering these interpreted observations we a political figure still able to terrorize his own political establishment and run amok in political, economic, constitution, legal, and cultural terms of reference… and continually able to produce a smokescreen of wild and seemingly bizarre statements that absorb the limited bandwidth of more reasonable conversations to be had in public, be that in a poorly resourced Traditional Media or in Social-Media where resources are less needed but, on occasions, can be well-extended through the relative success of certain social-influencers, etc.


� 	In The Seventh Book… there is a module 103 that deals with an introduction to the topic of a Logical-Dialectics (as a Dialectical-Logics). Given its economy of compressed expression it is cited in full in this section.


� 	My classic demonstration of this point is to put your hand into a bowl of boiling hot water that you thought or were told contained only ‘cold water’. Under such circumstances, you do not argue with lived-reality!


� 	The hyphen here indicating that although we construct the world the phenomenal world also constructs that the construction as well. To prove this point, I dare you to put your finger into a cup of boiling water even if you had thought that same cup was just a cup of cold water! In other words, our interpretations (in an economy of re(-)interpretation) of lived-experience also needs to be in a reasonable degree of an alignment with living-experience, and v.v.


� 	Hence, we can extend these aligned strings of appellations by invoking a preformed parallel dictionary that operates in this same regard.


� 	An epistemological hierarchy can be presupposed, e.g., by arguing that a judgment of a conceptually formulated thought must be trans-conceptual in orientation, i.e., trans-cognitive/trans-intentional, etc., etc.


� 	Pursuit, III.VII.A.(103).97-107.


� 	‘Clearly and distinctly’ is an allusion to Descartes and the so-called Enlightenment. Here critiqued by the need to note our limitations, the limits of logic, that logic is tempered by dialectics, that we cannot think definitively in any indubitable sense, that the requisite frames of reference have to be in place in order to advance in that co-associated field, etc., etc. However, this formula does have a role to play in the practical dimension of phenomenal-phenomenological research where through eidetic reflection, etc., essential-like experiences can be semantically clarified through reiteration, etc. But, even here there are natural limits that cannot nor should not be transgressed.


� 	Which to my mind also parallel, respectively, the three forms of treatment articulated in a philosophy of transformational retreatment of nomination, relation, and predication.


� 	We should also note the reduplicational rule ‘that the x of x is not-x or non-x, etc.’ So, e.g., the heat of heat is not heat being the concept of temperature which is neither hot nor cold per se.


� 	This is another heuristic method (Version D) for determining these six orders involving just the preferential treatment (+) or de-preferential treatment (-) of just one of these correlatives of Object (O), Ego (E), World (W) and where the remaining two correlatives are treated s neutral (o). A previous method involved the privileging/de-privileging of either one or two of these correlatives as the original Version A. Earlier another method was supplied, namely, of the direction of relative specification/de-specification in a sequential process involving these three archetypal correlatives (Version C). The latter will also be later allied to a mix of mixed conditionals as elements to be considered in our more formal processes of consequential analysis. This fourth version here can be designated Version D. In the third Version, Version C, we have a temporal basis for assigning mixed conditions (as one important facet of a consequential analysis, and as one that allows us to differentiate the relatively non-virtual from the relatively virtual).


� 	Hence its description as ‘symmetrical’ (in contrast to the ‘asymmetrical’ process of duplication).


� 	Obtained through the simple rule of the addition of the indices.


� 	In both sense of ‘appreciation’ as ‘meta-contextually appreciated appreciation’ and the ‘appreciation in emergent e/valuational formation through such retreatment’.


� 	In a philosophy of transformational retreatment, the treated product is returned to its initial meta-status plus that ensuing process of treated identification that has occurred along the way. Treatment takes three simple archetypal forms namely, nomination, analysis, or synthesis. A complex product involves a combination of the same (indeed, more correctly, a distinctive mix of all three orientations).


� 	Through the non-addition of the indices and the preservation of the original ordered status of the dominating party. So, e.g., the ‘fact of a possibility’ is a ‘fact’ of a possibility, whereas, in contrast, the ‘fact of a fact’ is a ‘history’. Similarly, a ‘history of fact’ is a ‘history’ of that fact (62), and, the ‘fact of a certain history’ is ‘fact’ of that history having been constructed (61). On the other hand, the ‘historical appreciation of a history’ is an ‘extra-historical form of appreciation’. (64), etc.


� 	The conjunction of 32 and 42 gives us the sphere of the political-economical (which can also be represented by a 3 x 3 matrix as explored elsewhere).


� 	‘Lengthy’ here is an understatement as these reflections have evolved over decades of reflections, and are still evolving.


� 	The trans-relational can be viewed as existential in its non-systematic form as the so-called ‘third moment’ of any economy. However, through intermediational suspension of all three moments we then move towards a more systematic sense and semblance of the existential (and the generally understood ‘significance’ of what is meant and implied in this expression of the ‘existential’). In effect, a perfect demonstration of the dialectical since orientations are not to be viewed as perfectly formed logical identities, etc.


� 	I.e., ‘or’, ‘and’, ‘not’; along with ‘nor’, ‘nand’, and ‘dnot’ (my expression for a ‘double negation’).


� 	Refer to various essays on this overall topic in Pursuit, III, Book VI.


� 	A tripolar ‘inter-mediation’, as an expansive or enactive suspension, takes us from the relatively non-systematic existential to the relatively systematic existential. A topic that needs to be further addressed elsewhere.


� 	Note historical ‘competence’ is an extra-historical expression referencing the relative integrity, coherence, utility, interpretative viability, etc., of a historical performance of either the historian (say, in the form of a lecture) and/or disseminations of an historian (say, in the formation of a scholarly essay or some other similar style of text). The research on this topic of an extra-ordered ‘competence’ being another reason why an ordered philosophy needs to be articulated. Through reduplication of facts, we get a history, and, through the reduplication of history, we get considerations of its apparent competence or otherwise.


� 	If mapped out through the use of a Markov chain, in practical terms, we would supply a probability of practically 100% to the links in those sequences should the desired event be realized as carefully envisaged by ensuring an effective, open alignment between pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions. Moreover, investing in an open, tripolar approach rather than a closed and relatively defective bimodal philosophy of cause-effects. ‘Open’ in the sense of being ‘representatively situated in the adequate specification of its relational environment, and, therein and thereafter, sensitive to relevant alterations in that same environment’. 


� 	A topic explored in the following essay: Our Simple Actions in a Complex World are Undermined through Unintended Consequences! Exploring Ideas Discussed by Edward Tenner in his Book: Why Things Bite Back: Predicting the Problems of Progress (21.6.09).


� 	As a teenager fruit-picker for a couple of seasons in Central Otago I can still see myself looking at the Clutha river flowing past the farms where I worked – water pouring past at a rate of many knots along with long whirlpools on the edge where the water would double up on itself and actually head upstream for short sections along the edge of that river. It was most definitely not a river you could safely swim in.


� 	My classic example is that of a hungry person, realizing that a certain person is truly hungry and where you empathetically feel the urgent need for them to find food in some form or other. However, how that imperative is to be taken up and discharged does not necessarily mean that you, directly, have to feed that person, only, that that person gets fed by whatever strategy proves to be effective in that regard. Thence this subtle difference between a prescription and a proscription.


� 	An observation that will be taken up as a need to be ever alert to a recognition of the relatively-novel in our dealing with phenomena and our experiential interpretations of the same, etc., in order to optimize both positive forms of relatively non-existential e/valuation and relatively existential e/valuation.


� 	Ultimately, as will be argued, there can be no real difference between interaction and intervention.


� 	Arguably, a window in time operates between the enaction of our intentions and the possible advent of unintended consequences. The model here is that of antibiotics continuing to work until such a time the build-up of resistance in the general population adversely alters the effectiveness of such medications.


� 	We could imagine ‘walking on the surface of the Moon in our birthday suits’, but, recognize that this ambition would be swiftly contradicted by the exigencies of lived-experience.


� 	Some of these strategies include the following. Looking for the overt or covert existence of a third party (e.g., in the fire economy we find the triple necessity of heat, oxygen, and fuel). Finding a third party through some form of rhyme on the principle that a common verbal root could interconnects these parties (e.g., the heuristic of descriptions, prescriptions, and proscriptions). Conducting a suspension of two obvious parties can give us a third party (e.g., a suspension of the compactual-contractual nature of city parks gives us the relatively non-problematic, arbitrated pattern of behaviour that deals with the mediation of those two seemingly antithetical genres). By negating two correlatives in order to articulate the possibilities of a third (e.g., by negative synthesis and analysis in order to define the nature of nominatives as neither synthetical nor analytical), etc.


� 	My use of the word ‘mediation’ here can be meant in three technical senses, namely, a mode for forming a process of accommodation, combined deconstruction and reconstruction (as a process of remdiation), and a form of bimodal suspension (in a contrast with unimodal intro-mediation and trimodal intermediation).


� 	‘And so on’ alludes here to the widening of the scope of such research to also include histories of the present and histories of the future when and where relevant to your arguments on the construction of this historical past should your historical interests be primarily oriented towards acting as a traditional historian of the past whilst also accepting a plurality of histories at the same time.


� 	For essays on these aspects of the historical refer to footnote 49)


� 	My metaphors (in single scare quotes) are not to be treated literally (and hence my use of single scare quotes)


� 	Defined as a process of ‘extrafication’ (given its productive difference with metafication since ‘historical competence’, correctly, is ‘meta-meta-meta-factual’ and ‘not merely meta-meta-factual’).


� 	The expression ‘apparent;’ signals a ‘phenomenal-phenomenological orientation’.


� 	E.g., in the lighting of a fuse that act of lighting then should take on a more existential complexion, be that by the agent in question, their audience, other spectators be they non-historical or historical in perspective).


� 	That in taking a present-past orientation, say, in the formation of a more traditional history, the ordered complexion could be appreciated as rather phenomenological in orientation, i.e., analytical, and remediational in style, etc. Or, again, a present-future orientation could be reinterpreted as hermeneutical with an emphasis on the appropriateness of genre invocations, etc. Then, the mixed conditionals of the future-present and future-past can be read, respectively, as ontical and pragmatical in orientation. I concede that this approach is more than controversial, however, it can also be seen as another heuristic approach to the over-looked role de-suspensions can be conceived to play in the formation of an ordered presentations, etc.


� 	E.g., I observed as a child a match being struck and seeing it light. In an application of this observation, I would be bringing that simple conditional into the future becoming present in attempting to do that same thing in real time, and where the actual commission of this attempt could be read as a movement of the past into the present along with the need for a necessarily co-associated deontological-existential form/s of appreciation. E.g., should I be lighting this match, should I light this match now, what are the non-existential and existential consequences of this act, will I be burning the house down (remembering, as a teenager, when I nearly burnt my laboratory down in the shed when boiling sulphur and inadvertently set the very flammable curtains on fire).


� 	Utilizing the concept of the ‘event’ and its radical re-interpretations as per Rorty, Derrida, Caputo, Laurelle, et al.


� 	E.g., the historian could ironically use the designation of ‘definitive histories’ in a similar manner. On one hand, they could be seen as the best interpretations to date but not necessarily a version of history that cannot be deconstructed and reconstructed afresh through further acts of ‘historical remediation’, etc.


� 	By virtue of the fact, e.g., that contracts are always between parties with differences in relational status and political power, whereas, the compactual dimension is predicated on an equality between all human individuals and where they should not be treated, either individually or collectively, as either means to an end or as mere ends in themselves alone, etc. I.e., as the due recipient of natural rights in addition to the free and equal access to both positive and negative rights. Refer to the attached Appendix A Parts I & II.


� 	A consequential analysis of past enablers working under the financial or political instructions of Trump should reveal an alarming trend for both such enablers and the ensuing ramification for the general public affected by such ill-advised decision making, namely, the inevitable enaction of illegal behaviours, the traipsing of their reputations, and, on numerous occasions, prison visitations of an involuntary form, whereas, for the public contractors in business with Trump they are often are underpaid, or worse, not paid at all; where the public good is persistently undermined; and where aa new cohort of the non-discriminating then arrives on the scene to further these cycles of extortionate behaviour, exploitation of the relatively powerless, the issuance of threats of violence along with other non-existentially oriented displays of well-documented anti-social behaviours.


� 	The last point referencing a third essay in this series where I now move from the existential to the phenomenological in an attempt to both address and redress the political and cultural damage perpetrated by forms of government characterized as a permitting a return to overt forms of patronage (patrimonialism) along with their recurrent incompetence and corruption along with a distortion of all forms of media, etc.


� 	‘More efficient’ is used in somewhat of an ironic sense. Certainly President Trump began his presidency with a cadre of officials ready to deconstruct democracy. However, as will be argued in the next essay, incompetence is the hallmark of this administration given Trump’s predilection for replacing competent bureaucratic specialists with relatively incompetent loyalists. At the same time we cannot expect coherent policy directives issued by Trump given his reasons for imposing tariffs at any one time is one or more of the following reasons that can be contradictory, namely, an emergency response to the flood of fentanyl crossing the border (even though seizures of this drug on the Canadian border only accounts for about 1%); that trade imbalances not in the favour of the US need to be rectified (but where Australia still has a 10% tariff imposed even though that trade imbalance favours the US); as a beginning gambit as a negotiation technique for the advancement of a trade agreement (yet Britain entered into an outline of a trade agreement yet the 10% was left standing); as an incentive to bring manufacturing back to the US (despite both the lack of skilled people with the expertise to do that and companies willing to invest in such a volatile investment environment); and, the creation of such a degree of ill-will  that it will last for years...


� 	A style of governance that, on one hand, insists on the unitary role of a non-responsible executive, and, on the other hand, without the guardrails of the judiciary. Where, constitutionally, the right to impose tariffs is normally given to Congress and where the confected emergency powers taken up by Trump, in order to impose tariffs, have recently been ruled to be beyond his constitutional remit. However, it would seem he may have the right to impose tariffs on an industry by industry basis (witness his raising of steel tariffs from 25% o 50%)? With this issue, in various forms, with various stays, and so on, needing to advance to the Supreme Court, and various forms of international jurisdictions, this particular type of theatre will continue for some time longer. A speedier solution Trump could advance is to get Congress to agree with his variable prescriptions for a schedule of tariffs, but, I well suspect, members of Congress, on the Republican side, would rather have even less to do with this shifting feast of policy directives as demonstrated by their extorted silence to date. For a naïve outsider like myself, for the Republican party not to collectively stand up to the obvious damage being done by Trump’s executive orders, and other forms of behaviour that are demonstrably vindictive and animated by revenge, is to sign a suicide note for both upcoming elections and any by-elections that might also need to be called? Hopefully, future free and fair elections will decide the validity or non-validity of this intuitive observation.


� 	A poll conducted by ASO Communication and Research Collaborative shows that just a few months into Trump's return to the White House, 52% of likely voters across the ideological spectrum somewhat or strongly support impeaching him—including 84% of Democrats, 55% of Independents, and even 20% of his fellow Republicans. Refer to Common Dreams, Jessica Corbett, 28 April, 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.commondreams.org/news/trump-impeachment-2025" ��https://www.commondreams.org/news/trump-impeachment-2025� 


� 	Ibid. 


� 	Paragraph 130.


� 	Like a succession of gifts that override the emoluments clause of the Constitution. Most notably his acceptance of a 400 hundred million dollar plane from the government of Qatar that would then need to be refitted out to the tune of a billion dollars on the public purse? That, when such a refit were finished, President Trump would no longer be in office. However, officially, Congress has to ultimately agree to this exchange and so this cited acceptance by any other official section of the US Government, without Congress’ acceptance, renders the reception of this gift as moot and an unnecessary public relations disaster on a grand scale. 


� 	Personally, I would rewrite this maxim as “follow the money, follow the debt, follow the donations, follow the obligations, follow the corruption…” and understand how this privatization of power corrupts the political environment and leads to the rich getting richer, the poorer getting poorer along with violence, the death of journalism (literally), and a substantial loss of the rule of law behind a hollow façade of respectability, and so on. If anything, the zeitgeist of our time calls for equal measures of both optimism and resistance?


� 	We have already had numerous stories of people losing access to their bitcoin accumulations through a loss or unauthorized change of their login information, encoded keys, etc.


� 	‘Enactions’ here, as a technical expression, includes ‘actions, non-actions, and inactions’. 


� 	E.g., with the use of antibiotics, a window of opportunity continues until forms of drug resistance eventually render that medication obsolete. Here the same metaphor is reversed as a ‘window of lost opportunity’ given that some, perhaps most, miscreants will die peacefully in their sleep before finding suitable forms of justice for their miscreant behaviour. Refer to footnote 40.


� 	Trusting that the ‘digital dictatorship’ as outlined by the Right Wing political philosopher Yarvan Curtis, never successfully eventuates? Refer to previous essay, X.11, paragraphs 37-38.


� 	The sole application of a transactional approach to the full phenomenological assessment of the human person just does not do justice to the full complement of what it means ‘to be human’ given that it completely overlooks, e.g., the necessity of the deontological and existential nature of the compactual dimension in its underpinning of the functioning of the contractual world as exhibited in the inter-subjective-subjective sphere of arbitration. Any person who gives an undue emphasis to a transactional approach must inevitably fail in the realization of such ambitions.


� 	When and where the imperative is understood to issue from an ‘existential difference’ situated in the relational dimension as differentially appreciated in relational, pro-relational and trans-relational terms of reference. Refer to paragraphs ii, and vii. That the existential difference between the relational and he pro-relational is expressed trans-relationally.


� 	By ‘more profitably’ is meant ‘beyond a merely positive non-existential dimension and a movement in and through the emergent positivity of am unavoidably present existential dimension (given the persistence of relationships involves the cooperation of the relational, pro-relational and the trans-relational).


� 	The appellation of ‘natural’ is problematic for a number of reasons, but, I wish to persist with this nomination in order to demonstrate this difference they have with both ‘negative rights’ and ‘positive rights’. On the other hand, I would like to take a more dialectical approach by noting both differentiations and accommodations between these three types of rights (to be added in an addition to this Appendix). In other words, by ‘natural’ I here mean a reconstituted expression that, negatively, has no party whatsoever with divine principles or any principles for that matter, and, positively, is a pre-conditional necessity for the apparent creation, preservation, and conservation of a certain relational set of affairs. So, e.g., without access to food and hydration the individual person will die. Therefore, it is a natural prerequisite that for the persistence of the living-person they must have the required access to both nourishment and hydration. Here necessity cannot be treated as passive in a negative sense since the doing of nothing in this regard would oversee the death of the person. Similarly, we can critique it from a positive perspective to the extent that a person should not be merely extended a permit to eat and drink since it is not a matter of being permitted or not being permitted such a right, but, that the very existence of the person is completely dependent upon the requisite state of affairs being supplied without such deliberations. Furthermore, it can be argued that the existential richness of the world is expressed through the presence of such persons and not the absence of the same other than the unavoidable absence of that person, say, through death or through some form of disease process that diminishes the existentially integrated presentation of the person themselves, say, through some form of dementia. In running a comparison with ‘natural rights’, as here reconstituted, with the Husserlian use of the expression ‘natural’ it could be carefully argued that ‘natural rights’, as here being effectively reconstituted as ‘pre-conditionally necessary’, take on a more transcendental-like orientation. However, again, in my redefining ‘transcendental’ as primarily ‘trans-cognitive’ (and as equally ‘trans-intentional’ [and both ‘trans-conceptual and trans-perceptual’]) such redefinitions could be reconstrued to take on a ‘pre-conditional oriented status’…


� 	E.g., it was argued by a friend that ‘Claiming a negative right is similar to saying "you owe me". For instance, a property owner may declare "this is mine and cannot be taken from me". Others will come and take it or vandalize (it). Why should they not do that?’ The contractual-like basis for the ownership of property of any kind must be situated in a compactual environment otherwise property would be open to being stolen or vandalized, etc. In other words, a pure transactional basis, i.e., without being also situated in a compactual environment, is a recipe for failure and an invitation not to recognize all rights, etc., in any form. 


� 	The idea of converting the negative right of a freedom to practice your own religion (within reason) into a positive right through the operation of a system of permits would be, in the wrong hands, either a recipe for state control and/or corruption.


� 	Therefore, the contestment between democratic and non-democratic forms of governance is that both worlds realistically have a fear of being undermined by their opposing forms of governance. A one-party system fears its being transformed into a multi-party system and losing their monopoly on political power, and, a democratically oriented system rightly fears its transformation along increasingly attractively presented autocratic, fascist, or authoritarian lines in an incremental de-reconstitution of its hard-won democratic terms of reference.


� 	As passionately argued by Isiah Berlin, e.g.


� 	Demonstrating that natural rights should not be confused, respectively, with either negative rights or positive rights.


� 	E.g., religious schools or informal cooperatives organized for the purpose of education, e.g., women in the Afghan political world that has proscribed such forms of education on a more formal basis...


� 	The last clause is meant to be interpreted as “demonstrable ‘reason and social consensus’,” and not as just ‘demonstrable reason’ and ‘social consensus’. Unfortunately, what is reasonable is not necessarily viewed as such, and, alternatively, social consensus is not necessarily reasonable in its demands especially in the advent of ‘the tyranny of the majority’ that does not also respectfully observe the overall variance and diversity of residual minorities. Fortunately, when natural rights a duly observed adverse forms of a rampant majoritarianism are not effectively expressed. However, in an autocratically oriented form of governance such natural observances can be deliberately distorted and, thereby, overridden and suppressed.


� 	The fundamental privacy of how we vote should be observed lest we be dictated to as to how we should improperly be seen to vote. But, on the other hand, if people wish to disseminate the direction of their choice that is another matter given the apparent propensity of younger voters to want to publish how they vote, say, on Facebook or some other form of social-media. Of course, how honest people are in declaring their voting intentions is quite another matter (and one problem for pollsters), however, if such votes were to be openly published one would then need to question to what extent such polling were actually conducted in a free and open manner if the receipts of such behaviour were to be disseminated in any form whatsoever?!


� 	Signalling that a consequential analysis should, more correctly, and technically, be viewed as a process of exploration given my reservation of the expression ‘analysis’ as a mode of treatment that is primarily centered on a phenomenal-phenomenological approach, whereas, explorations altogether include the generality of hermeneutical investigations, the particularity of phenomenological analysis, and the specificity of existential examinations. In effect, as a form of philosophical ‘research’ (given my defining of the ‘philosophical economy’ as ‘one-part hermeneutical, etc.’ Creatively counterposing the sense of the ‘secular economy’ as ‘one-part aesthetics, one-part pragmatical pragmatics, and one-part ontical determinations’. I.e., balancing, in effect, the following trans-cognitive orders 51, 11, & 31 against the remaining orders 21, 41, & 61). Furthermore, in an economy of transformational retreatment this philosophical economy also mirrors the progression of pre-treatment (synthesis), treatment (analysis), and retreatment (nomination). Counter-balancing this we have the tentative imputation of the secular economy, which might be summarized as ‘styles, functions, and facts’.





