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 Fourth Essay: How Insightful is Insightfulness? 

Exploring the Phenomenological Nature and Limits of Judgments Whose Determinations are Treated as ‘Valid-Insights’*
0.    The Outline of the Argument that Insight Must Be Treated as Provisional

In this paper I will be exploring the nature and limits of judgmental acts treated as valid, if not indubitable, truth-determinations that are arrived at through either relatively radical re-definition or re-confirmation, i.e., truth determinations treated as ‘insights’. (0)


The form of this ‘essay’, like the previous ‘essay’, will be conducted as a series of propositions that essentially outline the individual arguments being invoked, and, collectively, the overall argument, namely, ‘that the apparent phenomenon of insightful appreciation needs to be carefully considered given that what may appear to be insightful under present conditions may later evolve into a position that reveals a considerable degree of relative non-alignment with the way ‘apparent reality’, as represented, can find itself radically re-constituted, in varying degrees, in and through more insightful processes of phenomenal-phenomenological representation’. (1)


That, in essence, insight should not be treated as indubitable even if it finds itself presented/represented/re-presented as if indubitable. (2)

Apparent insightfulness, as a phenomenon, is presented when the re-presentation of a representation now appears to be more aligned with our current understanding of our overall comprehension and apprehension of that lived-reality in question. (3)

Through the inter-subjective nature of lived-reality insightfulness is assumed to be equally inter-subjective. (4)
Insight is experienced through the apparent re-alignment realized between our ‘apparent understanding of reality’ and ‘the apparent reality of that understanding’. (5)

The expression ‘apparent’ means merely our phenomenal-phenomenological observance of that lived-reality in question in general, particular and/or specific levels of judgmental focus and appreciation. (6)

Now, insight can never be absolutely absent because our appreciation of the topic in question will bear some resemblance to our world as lived. (7)
Just as in communication some form and degree of mutual understanding will be observed even if only in a residual form; like e.g., between two people who don’t speak the same language; given the existential fact that there was still the recognition that an act of communication was being attempted by one or both parties regardless of the relative success or failure of that ‘communicative’ interaction. (8)
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But, equally, neither the process of insight nor the process of communication could be treated as absolutely indubitable, be that either through insightful apprehension or through communicative comprehension. (9)

Given that apparent apprehension of truth determinations and/or the apparent comprehension of facts through communication, hypothetically, could be subject to more insightful forms of revision, and, that absolute truth determinations, experientially, cannot be either encountered, recognized and/or engaged. (10) 

Thence, through such inescapable scoping, our inhabiting this experiential range between absolute indubitability and absolute dubitability and our non-coincidence with absolute indubitability and absolute dubitability (outside an analytical or an a priori form of propositional treatment where representative reality is treated as either tautological or as a strict equation of identity). (11)

However, let us ask the reasonable question to what extent can an apparent insight be relied upon to be truly insightfully aligned with this world as lived? (12)

All facts bear a direct or indirect relationship to each other given that alignment is a representation between sets of facts in terms of their coincidence or non-coincidence, and, their continuing coincidence or their eventually discerned disrupted non-coincidence to that extent re-determined through an exploration of such evident anomalies. (13)

For historians that ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon (and its signaling of a civil war)’ is a relatively uncontested fact, whereas, in contrast, ‘what he had for breakfast that day?’ is and remains more a matter of speculation (although some culturally aware, non-achronistic guesses are likely to be more probable than other non-achronistic suggestions). (14)

We could argue that a fact, as a fact, that is better connected, more richly interconnected, in this world of lived experience is more likely to possess a stronger, positive truth determination. (15)

Anomalies (between facts) are a relatively peripheral phenomenon. (16)

However, any phenomenal presentation or feature can be rendered anomalous through faulty logic, imperfect representation, incongruent frames of reference, etc. (17)


As outlined and argued by myself elsewhere, as in the critical thematization of historical research apparent insight formation can be either obstructed and/or misconfigured on levels of either factual depiction, narration and/or critical/self-critical appreciation. (18)


E.g., mistakenly thinking there were four apples in the fruit bowl in the kitchen and then, later, seeing only three wondering as to who might have taken that ‘non-existent’ fourth apple. (19)


E.g., telling a story about someone stealing that same non-existent apple. (20)


E.g., not remembering that although you bought four apples yesterday you actually eat one before you returned home and where you then placed the remaining three in that fruit bowl in the kitchen. (21)

Like all processes of critically enacted judgment, insights are temporally dependent upon relevant inputs, processes of appreciation centered in overall transcendental suspensions, and, the ongoing suspension of the same in the light of an existential appreciation of valuational formation as differentiated and integrated within such insight formation. (22)


Treated as a matrix of four tiers, namely, depiction, etc., in three temporal modalities, namely, past etc., we have twelve variables that need to be correctly supervised to varying degrees; i.e., through the critical exercise of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension and its focus on more productive forms of insight formation. (23)

I.e., past factual depictions, present factual depictions, etc., usually, all intuitively marshalled to produce/reproduce/re-produce a more productive insight economy. (24)

Relative success being demonstrated through the iterable demonstration of positive valuational formation and/or the confirmation of negative valuational formation. (25)

Like, e.g., correctly perceiving someone to be thirsty and offering them water versus the recognition, in another instance, that that other person was not thirsty when questioned, etc. (26)

Therefore, those measures that promote the performance of critical judgment can also promote the radical re-perceptions of insight; be they received in either a positive orientation and/or a negative orientation (through the insight forming disproof of a tentative candidate that was provisionally treated as potentially insightful). (27)


But, all apparent insights, in a philosophical sense, should be treated skeptically – before, during and after such reflections. (28)

However, some intentional situations are more conducive to suitable insight formation. (29)


Given that some facts are more basic and interconnected; some narratives are more aligned with insight formation, and, all forms of critical appreciation are conducted through the auspices of a set of ongoing, overall transcendental suspensions…. (30)
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