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Section A: Some Introductory Considerations:
XII.III: Conformalization: 

An Exploratory Appreciation of Conformal Truth Determination
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

The expression ‘conformalization’ basically means an ‘appreciation of conformal truth determination’... where my use of the world ‘conformal’ merely indicates the ‘iterative conformation of apparently valid truth determinations initially derived from its iteratively reinforced truth determinations as found through either real-time confirmation and/or non-real-time verification, etc.
 Where, by ‘‘etc.’ is meant, ‘being situated within the holistic context of sets of viable conjectures with at least de facto strands of axiomatization collectively presenting, in living-experience, an effective, overall, and engaged version of the world at large, as an overall world-of-life, as an apparent work ever in progress’. More correctly, by ‘conformalization’ is primarily meant an economic process, etc., of ‘re(-)conformalization’, i.e., ‘the ongoing, re-iterated economy of conformalization’.
 The direct implication, among a number of implications, being, e.g., that the mere presentation of either atomic propositions or molecular propositions simply assigned with a valid truth status is superficially fraudulent given the holistic nature of this world as lived. That, just as propositions or statements can be seemingly constructed and assigned truth values, still, it is only through the invocation of their conjectural economies that such semblances can be better presented, and, where even these economies in turn must be situated within an axiomatic-like conjectural web of interconnected truth values whose cultural-inter-cultural origins will inevitably and ultimately defy definitive forms of specification (and where the only viable avenue is through progressively outlined forms of perspectival triangulation in polyhedron-like situational-re(-)presentations that can never be fully based in any complete appropriation of its holistic background nor fully explicated in any non-superficial sense whilst, at the same time being recognizable definitive to the extent that propositional-statements can be formulated within those holistic terms of reference). In effect, our representations are re(-)presentations, to be entertained as interconnected conjectures in a dialectical-logic with these pre-understood connections and inter-connections already possessing an axiomatic-like basis.
 Therefore, it must be said that all presentations should be viewed as ‘provisional’, and where their assigned truth determinations should be appreciated in both pragmatically-existential and existentially-pragmatic terms of reference, etc. Where by ‘etc.’, we must include the ‘recognition of all relationally represented participants and parts; the encounter of all pro-relational indications of apparent unification; and our engagement with the trans-relational specificity of our current conditions along with relevant considerations of distinctions, accommodations, and transformations along with the contextually sited forms of consilience, salience, and propinquity or standing’. In other words, the representative presentation of propositions and statements can only be a pale shadow of the relatively underlying interconnections, misconnections, and partial dis-connections servicing, either rightly or wrongly such conjectures, etc. Furthermore, as previously noted, as we have to navigate a transition from aspirational conjectures to arbitrated conjectures it stands to reason that this needs to be conducted both pragmatically and existentially, i.e., through a pragmatic-existentialism as an existential-pragmatism, and v.v. That understood, it now behooves myself to demonstrate the nature and methodological demands of this transformational-transition in our understanding. In effect, looking more closely at a philosophy of conformalization, through re(-)conformalization, and all that that must entail when explored in more depth... (0)

As a series of introductions, let me explore a variety of interconnected themes, e.g., the nature of a Tarskian truth determination; evidence; conjectural frames of reference; the implication of both a metaphysical and super-economic dimensions in the theoretical deployment of conformal thematization, etc; a re-definition of the relatively non-critical, critical and relatively-radical; a holistic approach to a pragmatic-existential/existential-pragmatic processes of provisional truth determination, and so on. Focusing on these various issues as they arise over the course of this exposition. (1)

To some extent, we could argue that the ‘distinctive mission of the philosophical discipline’, as its ‘primary disciplinary difference or differential’, is to ‘articulate the pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditional ramifications of ongoing processes of economic conformalization (i.e., re(-)conformalization)’. Furthermore, a metaphysical discipline, as a sub-philosophical discipline, is directly implicated, by virtue of the fact in a Tarskian approach that ordered products need to be first reduplicated in order to ‘evidentially’ ascertain that degree of relative transformational isomorphic alignment that allows us to state whether the ascertainment of the truth value in question is affirmative, or negative or currently inapplicable (say, through a lack of evidence, etc.) or non-applicable (through some form of conjectural disability, say, through not being conjecturally well-formed, etc.). Hence this apperception that the distinctive role of the philosophical discipline, primarily, is to proffer a suitable degree of re(-)conformalization able to validly establish the ensuing truth determinations applicable in the exercise of that philosophical work being conducted within that representative-situation in question. The overall relational dimension calling, obviously for an existential approach, and, the functional appreciation of the mechanics and dynamics involved in the conformal appreciation of that situational-representation, obviously, calling for a pragmatic approach likewise. (2)


A few days ago, I noted the following:

Some continuing after thoughts…

If we were to ask the question, ‘what role, if any, does this reconstituted metaphysics play in a conformal determination of truth values?’ how might we answer? [61]
We do not directly see a theory of truth determination in the six metaphysical-sub-fields, or in disciplines per se, but, in a Tarskian approach, the truth, e.g., of an ordered product is determined as (ordered product x) subjected to symmetrical reduplication is T iff (ordered product x) is to be evidently adjudicated. Therefore, a metaphysical implication does indirectly exist in regard to the considerations of a conformation of ordered productivity. I.e:

(ordered product x)1 = T iff (ordered product x) [62]
But, what rules would apply to the conformation of an inter-ordered form of productivity y? Would it involve metafication in an elevation of status by one meta degree or is it again by reduplication of the inter-ordered status resulting in what might be termed ‘extrafication’? If the latter sense is implicated then it would mean rewriting the Tarskian rule for conformal treatment in terms of a symmetrical reduplication and not a mere elevation in meta-status by one meta-degree? I.e:

(ordered product y2)1 = T iff (ordered product y2), and where…

(ordered product y2 )1 = (ordered product y2).(ordered product y2) = y4 [63]

Or, in other words, the conformal treatment of inter-ordered products would result in the extrafication of y2 and not its metafiction, i.e., as y4. I.e:


y2.y2 = y4 = T iff y2 (should y be inter-ordered, i..e., y2) [64]


So, the Tarskian rule then becomes ‘a reduplication is true if and only if the product (subjected to reduplication) is evident (be it in either ordered, inter-ordered, or extra-ordered terms of reference)’. [65]

Then, in asking another question, ‘in terms of a shared topicality would it not be possible to axiomatize those 12 defenses of this radical re-constitution of a non-traditional metaphysics?’ given the fact of their shared inhabitation of this topic of the inter-ordered. [66] 
Then, given such qualified axiomatization, what ramifications does this have for a conformalization of truth determination, in general, in terms of its qualified axiomatization?
 
 [67)

Is it possible to offer a relative proof of either the axiomatic links and/or the ordered content exhibited within such links or between such links? So, 2 + 2 = 4 is analytically defined and its content need not be specified (unless already specified). [68]

Or, given a certain richness of connections and inter-connections, is there some way we can comparatively assess either the strength or integrity of such linkage? [69]
Then, given the metaphysical turn and it automatic metaphysical return how do we account for identificational persistence of content and their apparent conformation? Is there a connection, therefore, between, say, the intentional depositions of textual entracements and, say, a (transcendental) phenomenological understanding of essence (without the invocation of a traditional metaphysical stance whatsoever!)?
 [70] (3)

Now, in the light of the above, namely, that metafication required for the upholding of the Tarskian view on truth determination should be viewed through the lens of reduplication, it becomes immediately obvious that the ascertainment of the truth determination of ordered judgments must take on an inter-ordered dimension, i.e., a metaphysical orientation, i.e., a metaphysical turn. So, e.g., in the ascertainment of the ontical status of apparent ‘statements’ it would be natural to conduct a history in order to virtually entertain the extent to which a certain represented situation is to be ‘observed’ in those required historical terms of reference. The same reasoning applying to the other metaphysical sub-fields of the categorically semantic, etc. (4)

Less obvious, is the same consideration when applied to the ascertainment of the truth conditions of inter-ordered products that an extra dimension is imported into the same with implications for how we might ultimately come to view the super-economic domain. E.g., an appreciation of the historical would then be extra-historical (as the meta-meta-meta-philosophical treatment of the sixth trans-cognitive order in its terms of reference) and not meta-historical (which would be merely the meta-meta-philosophical treatment of the sixth trans-cognitive order). (5)


Now, the very concept and practice of inter-operability, and its extension in the form of inter-corporability, and, furthermore, the currently unexplored extension to the inter-disciplinary domain, where and when one discipline can operate upon another, and v.v., etc., deserves to be more closely scrutinized.
 Then, we can note in reverse, that non-economically directed enactment is the product of the de-suspension implying that the operative work of the suspension, through forms and degrees of resolution, is duly the work of that suspension, i.e., as an economy of suspension. As a particular type of economy, in the specificity of its relational situatedness, we need to identity just what types of economic correlatives are in play in order to operate that economy of that particular type in line with its current specifications. Here, I would like to suggest, upon careful reflection, that the operative elements could be identified, e.g., as a Boolean logic (on the grounds of an economic complexification and the apparent necessity for a tripartite logic based on a hermeneutically oriented rhetorical (either/)’or’, a phenomenologically oriented metaphorical (both like) ‘and’ (non like) and the mediational suspension of the former in the form of the negation of)’ not’ (as neither ‘or’ nor ‘and’ through the joint negations of both ‘or’ and ‘and’) co-associated with a non-systematic, existentially oriented apparitional approach (that might be better expedited with the double negation of the ontic form of judgment in the sixth trans-cognitive order). Read through such parallelism, we find the philosophical economy comprising of a hermeneutic ‘or’, a phenomenological ‘and’, and an existential ‘not’ as supplying the ingredients for the operations of that economy in its current situatedness.
 (6)


However, in extending the global orientation of the philosophical economy to an ordered format we would only need to import three more elements of an anti-Boolean or counter-Boolean economy, through supplying the requisite negation/s, namely, ‘neither/nor’ as ‘Nor’; ‘not-and’ as ‘Nand’; and ‘not-not’, as the double negation simplified to ‘Dnot’, In effect, the six trans-cognitive orders can be seen to be each represented by a single Boolean or Counter-Boolean feature. Let me diagrammatically represent this hexamodal arrangement:
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That, just as we might prefer to strictly deal with the ordered machinations of judgmental phenomena, without invoking more complex forms of ordered phenomena, still, considerations of their truth conditions alone, should disabuse ourselves from following that blinkered course on account of the fact that a Tarskian approach to conformal truth conditions, as exemplified through reduplication that automatically registers you, either advertently and/or inadvertently, in inter-ordered ordered forms of reference.  Where, in turn, a similar set of processes can be applied for, and, where the atmosphere of the engagement can be extended, in turn, to the domain of the extra-ordered, etc. (8)

So, let us assume that the basic operations of an ordered process, primarily, are these six Boolean and Counter-Boolean logical functions. What, then, are the ramifications of this form of identification? (9)


Or, put another way, just what do we need to run an economy ‘E’, and so on. In this regard, I perceive the need, as usual, for three ingredients (plus an economic context), namely, a phenomenological-semantics ‘M’ (in an open-ended, integrated mapping of the apparent particularity of our overall world at large but to a degree that cannot be absolutistically integrated), the generality of these six Boolean operators ‘O’ (although we can operate with three if we use the negative function to produce this more complete ‘ordered’ set of six), and the specificity of current inputs ‘I’ formulated in a manner in keeping with the necessary perspective of the economic context in question ‘C’:


Hence C/(O + M + I) = E (10)


Where E’ is true iff E. (11)


But, as intimated, given our operators are implicitly ordered it automatically follows that reduplication of the same must take on a paralleled inter-ordered complexion, i.e., a metaphysical tenor. (12)


Now, given the ordered basis is relatively fundamental to our complete set of Boolean operators what can we say about how both they relate to each other and how they might operate on the specificities of inputs within this semantic mapping in order to replicate this aspirational requirement of an economy E? (13)


Say, is this ‘shoe’ a ‘shoe for the left foot’, and, does ‘this shoe’ truly ‘belong to me’?? Already we are drawn into a world of left and right shoes, a world of shoe ownership, of feet that get shod, etc? (14)


Let me address one small apparent anomaly in nomenclature should we persist with the cognitive orders being notated as ‘x0’. As the cognitive content of trans-cognitive judgments how are we to understand, e.g., their truth determination in the light of their implicated reduplication? Given the rule of the addition of the status of the operator with itself would give us an ensuing unchanged status that would remain ‘0’ how might we better understand this in terms of the current nomenclature? Given metafication, we might refer to an ordered product x0 as (x0)1 under metafication be that either in a process of treatment or in a process of truth determination. Problem solved. (15)


The six cognitive orders are, beginning with the first cognitive order, as (atomic essential-)pre-essentials, (molecular essential-)essentials, conceptuals, perceptuals, possible, and factuals. In appreciating the truth value/s of a certain cognitively ordered products we might note the following:

[(x0)1]1 = (x0)2… as per the usual rule for reduplication. (16)


Or, in effect, the truth determination of a cognitively ordered product implies its entering an inter-ordered metaphysical-like domain just as occurs with ordered judgments. (17)

Returning to an operational economy, consisting of general categories, the characteristic nature of particular operations, and the specificity of content, just how might we manoeuvre within the conventionally appreciated terms of a certain relational situation? E.g., ‘this a piece of fruit’ = ‘f’, and, ‘it’s an apple’ = ‘a’. With such elements, how might we determine the truth values (T) of these elements assuming that a conventional context ‘C’ is already present for us to conduct this form of conformal scrutiny?

C/(f1)1 = f2 is T iff f1 + (a1)1 = a2 is T iff a1. (18)


Then, the additional operation of eating this apple = ‘e’ is satisfactorily completed if e(a) transforms to e(-a). That, in order to do so, we need to hermeneutically invoke a suitable genre, say, by biting into that apple or using a fruit knife to create chunks of apple (either peeled or unpeeled) in order to eat it in that manner. I.e:


e(-a)1 is T iff e(a) or as a true statement = [e(-a)1]1 = e(-a)2 is T iff e(-a)1. (19)


Or more simply, the apple was eaten and no longer exists (other than as an uneaten core, etc!). (20)


Now, moving beyond the relatively simple it should now be asked how do we migrate from an aspirational economy to an arbitrated economy (as noted Book X - Part II)?
 (21)


Say, I enter a café and order a long black coffee to drink on those premises. That is my aspiration, how is that enacted through the auspices of an arbitrational economy. Obviously, I do not have to travel to a warm clime and plant coffee beans, and then wait five to eight years, etc., for them to grow and be harvested. Simply, I conform to the expected conventions for ordering a coffee, as a relatively informal version of a contract entered into verbally, and where both parties will fulfill their expected obligations. The coffee asked for is duly delivered, and, that coffee is duly paid for. It may not seem obvious in this instance that an existential dimension should also be present. Advertently or inadvertently this dimension might well be expressed by the dutiful attention of the barista and my returning the same form of personalization through perhaps a smile or words singling gratitude, and v.v., etc. At least the opposite would not be expected, say, where the customer rudely demands a coffee and tells the barista to do the same as quickly as possible (illustrating, at the very least, through the absence of such negative non-existential input that an existential dimension is by default actually present, to some degree or other, even if minimized or overlooked by one or both parties). The existence of this existential dimension being present when we find the interacting parties are engaging the other parties as ‘persons’, as ‘people’ and ‘not merely as means to an end’ or as ‘mere performers in the pursuit of the exercise of a certain contract (conducted between parties possessing a different status in power relations, etc.’). (22)


Accepting the input and import of an existential contribution in the arbitrated performance of a contractual relationship is very important because it leads us to further supplement or complement the prior definition of conformalization, namely, the addition ‘that the performance of conformation must also recognize, encounter and engage an existential dimension existentially relating to the situatedness of that primary relationship in the overseeing of the conduct of that situated enactment in question’. (23)


What ramifications follow from the addition of this aspect to our Tarskian appreciation of the conformal, and even more importantly, what implications does this have when we wish to pursue some form of emendation and amelioration of behaviour, be that either personal or social in orientation? (24)


Plainly stated, we need to note the conformal status of both the co-associated non-existential (ne) and existential (e) inputs as presented within the context of that primary relationship as it is found, in turn, to be embedded in this world at large. I.e.,


[(ne2 + (e)2] = [ne + e]2 is T iff [n + e]1. (25)


Where the introduction of those measures that oversee patterns of either private emendation or social reform are duly enacted in order to enact either the creation of e/valuational formation and/or the preservation and/or conservational expansion of the same. I.e., conduct a qualitative improvement in the overall experience of the evolvement in the e/valuational formation presented and represented in our appreciation of that relationship in question. (26)


Let me illustrate the necessity for this positive existential and non-existential conjecture in the required augmentation and enhancement of the qualitative state of our relationships, in a joint amplification of a positive e/valuational formation, as reviewed in the uniqueness and specificity of their situatedness. To do this let me explore the following moral thought experiment. (27)


Just after nine o’clock one evening I hear a knock at the door. I answer it and find a shy, thin, young man at the bottom of the steps who tells me ‘he is hungry’ and ‘could I find him something to eat? My intuition tells me that ‘he is genuinely hungry’, and as a shy person must be ‘somewhat desperate to feel the urgent need to knock on the door of a complete stranger’. I ask him to sit on the steps. I return inside and look inside my fridge to see what I had that could be turned into a sandwich. I go outside bringing a large glass of water and ask him if eats x, y, and z. He has an ethnically unusual appearance and I do not wish to give him something that his religious beliefs might preclude him from eating. I go inside and make a very large sandwich with sourdough bread, some chunks of tuna, sweet tomatoes, olives, a sprinkling of black pepper, and some large slices of fresh lettuce placed in between... all presented on a rather ordinary white plate. I tell him he is welcome to eat it on the doorstep, and just leave the glass and plate for me to collect later. He expresses his gratitude, barely contemplates the plate in front of him and immediately starts to eat. Now, having fed this obviously hungry person, the thought crosses my mind that they may well be inclined to come again in order to avail themselves of my charity. But, in thinking through this scenario, I come to the conclusion that if this person was hungry and I felt it my duty to not decline his request and duly give them something to eat, and should they again make the same request, under the same conditions, again, that I would be duty bound to do the same. If it were the right thing to do on the first occasion, then, all things being equal, it would be the right thing to do again. Sure enough, a month later, I hear a tentative tap, tapping on the door and the same person, on the bottom step, making the same request. Neither surprised nor non-surprised, I ask them to take a seat on the steps and ask them to wait for a few minutes while I make them another sandwich. Again, I give them a large glass of cold water and a plate with a very nice, hearty sandwich... that, in looking at it, I could have very well eaten myself at that very moment in time. He expresses much gratitude, and then asks very politely if he could occasionally come by to get something to eat again? He tells me he has just finished work and it will be two hours before he gets home to his wife. That she does all the banking and finances, gives him a lunchbox that he has eaten by morning teatime, that they do not have any money left over to give him... so he is starving, and that my sandwich is a lifesaver. I signal my assent. He thanks me again, and eats the sandwich whilst sitting on the bottom step. Many people have a much tougher existence than mine and in such a small way am happy to help out. He presents as a very good person, and I am ever hopeful, as a optimist, that if I were in need good people would be there to help me out. A week later I hear the same tapping on the door and go through the same routine. However, this time, I prepare two sandwiches, along with two coffees, and we both sit down on the steps as we both eat our sandwiches. When we finish, we enter into a conversation and he recounts that he does one and half jobs, six days a week, construction work in the morning till about 3 pm, then he washes at the local train station to head off to a part-time job packing in a supermarket stacking shelves from 4.30 till 9 pm. Despite minimal English he gets across how he catches the train, both late and early, as he does not have enough finance to pay for his fares. The gates are open then and so can travel freely. That when he gets home, after walking a couple of kilometers from the local train station, he has a shower, then he has his ‘breakfast’ and immediately goes to be bed to get up around 5 am to head off work once again with his lunch box in his bag. Also tells me his rent takes up most of their money. Has twins that go to the local school, but, the school is always asking for money for school trips, uniforms, books, etc., and that that just wipes out what little they have left. Mentions that, not too long ago, that late at night I had waited for him to enter a lift on route to the train he would have almost missed otherwise. Perceived that I was a good person and seeing where I lived one night had hoped I would help him out with something to eat... having never before asked someone for help. Also tells me his wife has recently had an accident and was now almost immobile and cannot now leave the house. They get their groceries delivered and their twins do the rest of the shopping. Now, my intuition told me that this person was not seeking anything else other than some food. That, furthermore, his limited English skills barely got him that far in this biographical narrative. I told him my name and asked for his which he duly gave me. Told him I had worked as a nurse and had some knowledge of social work and in that vein asked if he was getting any community help? He said he didn’t know anything about that type of thing. In reply I asked for his permission to see if I could arrange that type of intervention, but, that he would need to give me his address and the name of his wife who they would pay a visit in order to interview her. Happily, he gave me that information, along with the telephone numbers of both himself and his wife, and, the next day I rang the local community center in his area and they promised to arrange an interview with his wife and get back to me re same. A few days later they report that this person had fallen through the metaphorical ‘cracks of the system’ and they were formulating a care plan for this family. A week later, I hear a slightly louder tapping on my door to see my friend had once more returned. This time he presented me with an expensive small cake in its own fancy cake box. Told me that the local community center had arranged a visit and they were now receiving rent assistance, weekly visits by the community nurse, help from some local charities, and even the school’s headmaster was dipping into his school’s discretionary fund to help pay the expenses of school trips, and similar. I invited him inside, took the cake to cut on the kitchen bench, and, in having second thoughts about the same, returned the cake to my young friend and said his family would in all probability more enjoy this treat, but, if possible, would he save me a piece and bring it when he came by next-time? This time we shared a celebratory sandwich and coffee together. In his minimal English he pieced together how he was so happy that things were turning our so much better for family and himself. Two days later he returns with a quarter of the cake, which I cut in half, and we share over a coffee. I then make him a sandwich to eat on the train on the way home. Flashing his train card, he says he can now travel home a lot earlier. And, in leaving, re-expresses his gratitude in the help I had given his family and himself, in this act of intervention, in this very simple act of an intervention enacted on their behalf… (28)


This moral or existential thought experiment has a number of ‘moving parts’ so to speak, so, let me unpack what this hypothetical anecdote has to offer. (29) 


Through this hypothetical anecdote I will explore non-existential e/valuation, existential e/valuation, the role of iteration in the advent off relatively chaotic phenomena, and the nature of existential intervention, etc. (30)


If I make a sandwich for myself, this type of occurrence is relatively non-existential. Although the existential is related to an existential transformation of the non-existential, and v.v., still, on a more superficial level of experience, these two types of experience are very much like ‘chalk and cheese’. Non-existential evaluation, and its judgment in the cognitive or intentional form of a valuation, is a composite of positive, negative, and neutral forms of e/valuation. In a vivid contrast, existential e/valuation is always positive and is experienced as a magnitude to some degree or other. E.g., through thoughtful and relationally receptive intervention this relationship took on a more existential complexion, and so on. Now, if I were to make a sandwich to give to a very hungry person then this act is relatively existential in tenor. From a proscriptive perspective, the existentially oriented injunction, in this type of situation, is such that ‘it behooves one not to leave a hungry person in a state of hunger’. How that person is to be fed is neither here nor there, but, that they get fed is the existential point of that ensuing act of intervention in whatever form it should be suitably discharged. Moreover, in this anecdote, the non-existential value of the sandwich made is relatively negative for the person giving that sandwich to that hungry person. That person who made that sandwich, for this hungry person in this narrated account, is not going to eat that sandwich and the expense bourn will be a small cost incurred. Obviously, cost here is relative, since if you have no money to hand to buy something to eat everything is then prohibitively expensive. In a contrast, if the person who made the sandwich finds the costs incurred are practically negligible then the cost to them, as a sacrifice, is relatively minimal. But, in the sharing or the giving of food, in an accordance with the relational configuration of that situation in question, an existential e/valuation now enters the equation. As noted, the non-existential form of e/valuation is a composite of positive, negative, and neutral values, whereas, in an existentially orientated situation we only find a relatively positive magnitude where the value created is experienced as either more, or less, or about the same in its experiential intensity. (31)


Although described as different as ‘chalk and cheese’, still, such e/valuational formation is inter-dependent since ‘the existential is dependent upon the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential’, and, ‘the non-existential is dependent upon the relative non-existentialization of the relatively existential’. In this instance, the relatively positive non-existential value of the sandwich for me is converted into a relative negative cost to be incurred by myself, but, now complemented with a positive sense of an existential value to be engaged in and through my empathetic pleasure found in being able to share this sandwich with this person who presented themselves in that time of need. The same type of an ‘existential difference’ that can be observed, by each and every one, in ‘taking a coffee by oneself’ and, in comparison, to ‘having a coffee with a friend in whose company we enjoy the fine art of conversation whose delightful course can never be specifically predicted’. (32)


Hence this ‘existential difference’ between ‘existentially oriented evaluation’ and the ‘relatively non-existential’. Indeed, to be experienced as a ‘surplus’ or ‘excess’ in valuation since the sandwich, in this instance, is no long merely ‘a sandwich made just for myself alone (in a mode of non-existential e/valuation)’. (33)


Ceteris paribus, all things being equal,
 if my new friend is hungry and I feel it is my duty to feed them, then, surely, if the same situation would arise, then it should behoove me to likewise do the same, again, under those same circumstances. Now, as an observation from general experience, the iteration of similar behaviours is found to be either decreasingly boring or increasingly exciting. Moreover, it would also appear that the reiteration of similar behaviours, through reiteration, is never the same. When my friend knocks on my front door for the first time, I am naturally apprehensive as to their intentions. But, I quickly divine that this person is in need, that they are a person who is both shy and independent, and somewhat with reluctance is knocking on my door. On the second occasion, we are soon both more relaxed, I know what this person can eat and quickly make him a similar sandwich to the first one. On this occasion, he tells me some details about himself. On the third occasion we break bread together and he details the difficulties of his backstory. I seek his permission to intervene on his behalf and he lets me do that which I arrange the following day. On the fourth occasion, it is my turn to be a recipient of a gift. I receive this gift, but, change my mind and return the same with the request that he might instead put aside a small piece of this cake for me. On the fifth visit, he returns with a quarter of the cake which I then cut in half and we sit down to eat the same with some coffee. Obviously, the reiteration of the same situation does not mean, all things supposedly the same, that things will remain the same... and they don’t.
 (34)

In a commentarial gloss on Nietzsche’s ‘eternal recurrence’ we might like to refract its problematic significance through the previous anecdote. As I noted, reiteration is perceived as either ‘decreasingly boring’ or ‘increasingly exciting’, and, I would like to contend, that the latter is more likely an occurrence being reviewed through an existential lens. ‘All things being equal’, we find that not all things are equal in the reiteration of very similar circumstances. Indeed, quite the opposite. That, the same apparent circumstances cannot be re-performed in the same manner, even, if we were to set out to do merely repeat something along those same lines. So, the choice for us, under similar circumstances, is to preferably entertain an ‘existential vista’ rather than the inevitable ‘monotony of the merely routine’. Through a well-honed prescience, an attuned representation of the situation, suitably subjected to a working-suspension, should declare itself as to how we might advance in a more profitable manner without downgrading the potential profitability of the relatively more contractual. That, more importantly, the relatively non-existential must necessarily also be present in order for(-)us, acting on the behalf of our primary relationships, to create the pre-conditions for an existentialization of experience just as the gift of a simple sandwich was instrumental in the fostering of this existential difference between these two relational parts of ‘a sandwich merely made for myself’ and ‘a sandwich made for a hungry person in need of such sustenance’. (35)


Just what is involved in this existentialization of experience? The advent of the relatively chaotic, the relatively-radical, a process of re-direction that no longer conforms to the re-iterative repetitiveness of the merely reiterative. Taking a harmonic perspective, we can view the irruption of the relatively-radical as a process of resolution that, in effect, travels beyond the merely virtual confines of the relatively economic. Where, a process of enacted resolution, basically, is arrived at through the overall suspension of a representative reading of the situation in question, i.e., as a trimodal process of inter-mediation in which the three harmonic moments of relative consonance, dissonance, and resolution through a dynamic balance allow us to entertain an effective de-suspension capable of converting virtual enactment into a non-virtual simulation of that ongoing process of resolution. Or, read another way, we could say, that, in the arising of an adequate existential excess, the additional energy, as an energetic differential, finds a point of discharge through this transformation of the relatively virtual into the relative non-virtual. That, to some extent, in an apperception of possible trajectories, along with a discernment of their possible existential merit, we configure in their non-virtual enactment should we feel the need to selectively permit such processes of re-direction taking place, albeit to that degree we find ourselves both able and responsible for the issuance of such processes of re-direction seemingly instrumental in the overall amplification of a positive e/valuational formation within the experiential domain of that primary relationship in question. From, the positive perspective of the non-economic, through resolution, the apparent decisiveness of a unilateral response of the last instant opens us up to the existential possibilities of a unilateral response of the next instance, that, in enaction, then becomes the decisive unilateral responsiveness of the first instance in which a definite process of re-direction has us now moving towards the relatively-radical and a differentially different sphere of enaction.
 Otherwise, how could we escape the endless cycling of the merely economic..? (36)


In the previous anecdote, just how did these various interventions proceed? My hesitant friend, in knocking on my door, came seeking something to eat. My response was to read that situation at face value, trusting my intuition that the information exchanged was in a complete alignment with the expressed intentions disseminated, ostensively, by this ‘hungry person’. A simple sandwich was made, consistent with my friend’s possible religious beliefs and it was given to this same person, in the process effectively converting relatively non-existential value into existentially oriented value. That person took that sandwich, voiced their gratitude, and began eating of it, leaving the glass and the plate on the doorstep. On a number of occasions, the above was repeated. On the third occasion we attempted to converse with one another, and so on. An existentially oriented interaction is relatively compactual and not contractual. No money was requested or given for the food eaten. Moreover, a compactual orientation is an interaction conducted between relative equals. To begin with my friend assumes a seat on the lower steps, but, by the third visit both of us are sitting, more or less, at the same level on those steps. By the fourth visit, this person is invited into the house. Furthermore, an existential orientation is also characterized by a certain sense and semblance of not being confined, so to speak, to the mere following of a certain script. Each one of these visits followed its own trajectory, illustrating this existential conjecture ‘that all things being equal, things will not be equal’, so to speak, albeit in the unfolding and the ensuing uniqueness of an evolution of that ensuing trajectories in which the relationship undergoes the possibility of a considerable series of transformations rather than the mere reiteration of a series of repetitive transitions. (37)


Thence these observations, that the non-existential orientation is a composite of positive, neutral, and negative e/valuations whereas the relative existential is experienced as a positive magnitude with the potential to fluctuate. That the latter orientation arises through a transformation of the former, and v.v. That, in an existential environment, all things being equal ceases to remain equal in an evolution of trajectories in which the relatively chaotic results in re-directed behaviours rather than the mere conformance to iterative patterns of repeated performance. That although there is an experiential difference between the contractual and the compactual dimensions, still, in the enaction of our aspirations through their refraction through an arbitrational economy a process of mutual reciprocity operates both within these terms of reference and between the same. Thence the advent of the relatively chaotic where it is possible to exponentially add, through prescient supervision, positive value to the concurrent relationship above and beyond that merely added through incremental augmentation of the relatively non-existential. Thence the nature of existentially re-directed intervention where, through a receptivity to the more fruitful possibilities of that relationship, a person or a group of persons can act on the behalf of that relationship to the mutual benefit of that relationship along with the participants in that same relationship. When and where, to a certain degree, we permit the re-direction of our relationships to the benefit of that relationship, from a pro-relational perspective, without direct thought so much for our own self-advancement, where all participants transformationally participate in the trans-relational specificity of that lived-relationship over the course of its evolvement. Participating in it amplifications of e/valuational formation through both incremental, non-chaotic, positive non-existentially oriented augmentation and non-incremental, chaotic, existentially oriented enhancement... (38)


Now, having considered the possibility of an existentially-pragmatic orientation, as equivalent to a pragmatically-existential orientation, as a form of either complementation or supplementation of conformal truth determination, let me now direct our attention back to the important role played by a conjectural economy in the context of the anti-representational-representative textual delineation of the relationship in question (in the light of the previous inter-ordered/metaphysical re-writing of the Tarskian approach to truth determination and the potential role to be played by a Boolean algebra, and so on and so forth). (39)


First, let me reconsider the apparent internality of a textually represented economy paralleling the delineated focus of a certain relational situatedness. Some time back I argued that by invoking the economic correlatives of distinctions, accommodations, and transformations we can simulate the relatively essential phenomenological-hermeneutical-and-existential features of the economy in question through what is tantamount to a philosophical economy, itself as representative of the general disciplinary economy, in its composition of one-part phenomenal-phenomenological inputs, one-part hermeneutical inputs, and one part non-systematic existential inputs. That counter-paralleling this economy is what I have designated as the ‘secular economy’, taking the remaining three trans-cognitive orders, namely, being one-part aesthetical inputs, one-part hermeneutical inputs, and one-part ontical (factual) inputs. Through economic complexification, distinctions are the primary province of the first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenological or semantic; accommodations are the primarily coincident with the fifth trans-cognitive order of hermeneutical-possibility; and, transformations are the province of resolutions entered into in the third trans-cognitive order of the existentially-and-deontologically characterized forms of judgment. Somewhat in apposition to these internal dispositions of a working economy we have its economic contextualization that some time back I placed under the three headings of ‘salience, consilience, and propinquity (or standing), paralleling, respectively the three remaining orders in the so-called ‘secular economy’, namely, the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical, the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical, and, the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical or factual (as provisional determinations of conventionally treated statements viewed as actually presented, validly true facts represented as synthetic ‘statements’). (40)


However, to argue my case let me start with the interrogative economy, redefining the so-called third moment of the apparitional in that economy; re-introducing the conjectural economy in order to better understand the internality of an economy in general; then focusing on the contextual appreciation of an economy in general under the reintroduction of these three additional headings of ‘salience, consilience, and propinquity’. (41)


Some time back, earlier in the writing of this Pursuit, and prior to its initial development, I argued that one way of doing away with so-called First Principles and its co-association with an impossible First Philosophy would be to invoke the economy of (phenomenological) distinctions, (hermeneutical) accommodations, and (existential) transformations. However, such textual approaches, as representative of certain philosophical techniques,
 would account for the apparent internality of that economy but would not proffer an economic approach to the contextual appreciation of the apparent externality of the represented relationship in question in terms of its contextual/con-textual situatedness, and, so, I supplied these three contextual/con-textual facets of ‘salience, consilience, and propinquity’. However, for some time, until recently, I have not been able to explore the ramifications of this con-textual dimension to economic theory. However, with current insights into the advent of the irruption of the non-economic, I am now in a far better position to more profitably re-commence such explorations. But, first, let me re-consider the interrogative economy (and proffer a re-consideration of the apparitional moment and its relationship to the literal nature of the provisionally valid factual domain [forming part of my so-called ‘secular economy’ consisting of the 21 aesthetical, 41 pragmatical, and 61 ontical orders]). (42)


We could say ‘that all enquiries, in both the disciplinary world and in the secular world at large, overtly begin with the asking of a question in the commencement of the asking of a series of further questions’. I note ‘overtly’ since, in lived-reality, we need that life-time of prior experience in order to sufficiently formulate a question along with the potential of finding a suitable answer. or reply, be that through an interaction with the apparently problematic in question, be that hermeneutically recognized as such, as well as being phenomenologically encountered and existentially engaged (since, as economic correlatives, the co-association of all three inputs is necessary in order to run that specific economy, indeed, all economies. That granted, we can now claim that to ask a question we must hermeneutically and rhetorically commence a process of questioning that will pivot on the possible resolution of that ‘either/or’, here acting as a dis-conjunctive suspension. Then, I argued, we have a first reply in the form of a metaphorical ‘like’ acting as a conjunctive suspension when we proffer ‘is like’ or ‘is not like’ as a first answer. ‘Is that John over there?’ ‘Yes, it looks like John, or, no, it does not look like John’. In the third moment of the apparitional I had originally proposed a literal ‘is’ or a literal ‘is not’. However, given that this so-called third moment of the apparitional is represented by the Boolean operator of ‘not’ it might be better to say that the third moment of the apparitional is only capable of ruling out that ‘that person seen is not John’, i.e., answering only in the form of a negation. Therefore, in order to make a literal affirmation we would need to entertain a third reply in and through the domain of a double negation (Dnot) that would then firmly place us in the ‘sixth trans-cognitive order’ of the ‘ontical as the ‘provisionally factual’, i.e., as ‘that type of ordered productivity conventionally ascertained as conformally valid’. In effect adding to the apparitional moment the operators of both negation and then double negation. In its ‘shift’ or ‘return’ back to this more secular domain apperceived as a ‘world that can be specifically rendered through its enumeration of a certain list of facts, etc.’ So, again, in asking the simple question of identification ‘is that John over there?’... we move through an ‘either/or’ to a first metaphorical-like reply of it is ‘like John’ or ‘not like John’ (where ‘like’ itself is cashed out as both like and not like, hence the ascription of ‘and’, its being placed under auspices of the first trans-cognitive order). In a second reply we move to the apparitional orientation that first rules out whether ‘that person is not John’ to then cross over to the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical in order to apply a literal ‘yes’ or reconfirm a literal ‘no’ to that original question. In effect, crossing over to this semblance of the secular world (as con-textually represented in an aesthetical second trans-cognitive order, the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical as a working function, and the ontical domain of actual-facts, albeit as con-textually represented and not represented in a negative nihilism of a fallaciously conceived relativism nor the impossible to conceive sterility of an equally misguided positivism of an equally misguided absolutism). (43)


In ascertaining a literal response to the question imposed in an interrogative economy it would appear we have to end up in this so-called ‘secular economy’ seemingly rooted in integrated experience (of the aesthetical), the practicality of functions  (that are pragmatical in orientation) and the conventional ascription of a world viewed as conformally valid, i.e., as treated as an overall world of apparent, conformally validated facts and hence its ascription of ‘secular’ in apposition to the philosophical (as representative also of the disciplinary) economy. In effect the apparitional moment discards what is negative and, then, through double negation, introduces us to the factual domain (coincident with the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical). (44)


Now, what role do these economically implicated Boolean operators play in conformally treated processes of truth determination? (45)


First, I perceive an internal role to the economy in question, then an external role in regard to the situated externality of the con-textual dimension of the relationship in question, and, a role between the former to that extent there is an apparent permeability between both of these two spheres of the relatively economic and its non-economic/hyper-economic contextualization (i.e., its super-economic emplacement to that extent this extra-appreciative dimension can be apparently thematized and speculatively engendered?)? (46)


In my classic exemplification of the trimodal nature of the conjectural economy, as with all economies, I used the example of the phenomenon of rain. Analytically, ‘it is either raining or not raining’, and, ‘when it rains, if you stand in the rain, you will necessarily get wet.’ ‘That it is currently raining’, as a synthetic statement. Therefore, as a conjectural propositional-statement, ‘I expect to get wet should I be standing in the rain without adequate protection from such inclemency’. That this conjecture holds across the three times of the past, the present, and the future. (47)


How might we conjecturally translate this sentential proposition ‘is that person over there, who looks like my friend known as ‘John’, that same person who I know as ‘John’?’ ‘There either is or is not this friend called ‘John’, and, ‘this John is that same person described as being born at time t in a certain place p, etc.’ ‘John is described as ‘a tall person with black hair, who needs to wear glasses, and is a lecturer in mathematics currently working in university u, etc.’ I wave at this person I think is John, put my glasses on and see him waving at me in the distance. I go over to meet him and he tells me ‘he is still working at university u, etc.’ Therefore, ‘this person who looked like my friend John was, indeed, my friend called John’. (48)


In ordered terms of reference, how might we translate this process of confirmation? To begin with we are confronted by the possibility that ‘that person who looks like my friend John’ might be ‘John’. So, we are dealing with possible fact and not yet with a confirmed or verified actual fact until its conformation as a product with a sixth trans-cognitively ordered status finds the requisite degree of affirmation:


I.e., 51 –> 61 when 62 is T iff 61. (49)


Now, the fifth trans-cognitive order is ruled by the Boolean operator of ‘Or’, and, the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical is ruled by the Boolean operator of the double negation ‘Dnot’. It is either the case ‘that that person p is John or is not John’. As it transpired, this person was John. I.e., was not-not John, i.e., is John. (50)


Boolean operators can also designate the truth of that denoted by such operations. E.g., given that that person p is either John or not John must be analytically true, but, this person cannot be both John and someone else at the same time or simultaneously in any period of time. Therefore, this person p could look like John but not be John at the same time, but, this person p cannot be both John and someone else at the same time. Therefore, it follows that person p is either John or someone else (who, in all probability, is most likely not named ‘John’ but, could, then, could still be called by the same name, but, being a person possessing a different set of descriptors). (51)


Ideally the interrogative economy, paralleling all economies through economic complexification, would operate through the ideal sequence of operators noted by ‘Or’, ‘And’, and ‘Not’ spilling over into the secular domain through the use of the operator ‘Dnot’. I.e., the internality of the specific economy in question finds it requisite affirmation by moving to the con-textual economy of the so-called ‘secular economy’ through the operation of the ‘Dnot’. That, therefore, this ‘secular economy’ operates through the economic correlatives symbolized by the negative Boolean operators or counter-Boolean operators of ‘Nor’, ‘Nand’, and ‘Dnot’. I.e., in terms of their functions, both internally and textually, as ‘accommodations, distinctions, and transformations’, and, externally and con-textually, as ‘consilience, salience, and propinquity’. Let me focus on the roles to be played by the latter. (52)


‘Consilience (of different points of view, etc.) is arrived at through ‘the (accommodation and) integration of a collection of potentially relevant frames of reference or perspectives or approaches, etc.’ E.g., I have argued that the overall or effective or engaged stance is arrived at through a progressive triangulation of suitable perspectives’. Therefore, the appreciation of the contextual situatedness or the con-textual representation of that situatedness must be a product of such consilience. (53) 


‘Salience’ is ‘the practical uptake of a pragmatical function that better serves the purposes of our current intentions’. E.g., in applying the general genre of ‘eating an apple’ we could either bite into that apple or use, say, a fruit knife to cut small chunks for eating, etc. (54)


‘Propinquity (or ‘standing’)’ is ‘the proximate nature of our situatedness in respect of the relational situation in question with some degree of direct involvement’. So, in seeing that person who looks like John in the distance I walked towards this person in order to ascertain if that this person was indeed John. Where by ‘standing’ we are arguing that we are in a position to more accurately access and assess the overall constitution of that relationship we have relatively entered into more directly? (55)


Where, by ‘the constitution of the relationship we have entered into’ we need to note the following three overlapping formulations, namely, the ‘relational’, the ‘pro-relational’, and the ‘trans-relational’. In the ‘relational mode’, acting as the default mode in natural languages, we merely note both ‘relational participants’ (subjects) and ‘relational parts’ (objects) along with the ‘inter-subjective’ and the ‘inter-objective’ as relational ‘spaces’ in our interactions between the former.
 (56)


In a ‘pro-relational orientation or stance’ we note ‘the role of an ‘existential difference’, as an ‘existential excess’ or ‘existential surplus of e/valuational formation’, is such that it cannot be directly reduced merely to the relational domain of participants and parts, and, therefore, as such it must possess a certain integrity and autonomy in its own right’. (57)


In a trans-relational mode, we find this pro-relational surplus of e/valuational formation being re(-)invested back into this world at large in the form of an existential specificity of experience set up and enacted through all manner of augmentation and enhancement, etc. (58)


Now, it stands to reason, that if the internal economy is not conformally well-organized that its externality will be similarly compromised, and v.v. Can we conjecture, in terms of a relationship between the philosophical economy, as representative of the disciplinary economy, and the secular economy, that a certain permeability could exist between these two economic dimensions of the textual and con-textual spheres of influence? Given their basis in the archetypal economy and in the archetypal configuration of an ordered philosophy we cannot but presuppose the ultimate non-distance between the disciplinary economy and the world of the secular (as a secular economy). Indeed, this is prefigured in the concept of the suspended ‘metaphysical turn’ and the automatically de-suspended ‘metaphysical return’ to the world of the secular, etc. Moreover, the so-called third moment of the conjectural economy, in the form of conjectures, has already overcome this divide between the internally-analytical and the externally-synthetic in the conjectural form of its resolution as propositional-statements, and so on. (59)

More correctly, we should defer somewhat to the relative externality of the con-textual over the textual representation of the internal economy under review given that we can only use what is metaphorically ‘to hand’ which can only be in this world at large. To a considerable extent this is already reflected in the operations of the conjectural economy. The analytical aspect deals with the configured elements of the internal representation of the relationship in question. The synthetic aspect, in the form of statements, obviously reflects the relative externality of the con-textual representation of the relationship in question. Then, the imputed permeability between these two orientations is already embedded in the conjectural aspect as expressed through those propositional-statements in and through the conjoining of these two aspects through ongoing processes of resolution with a possible potential for non-economic enactment. How do these disparate orientations operate? Through processes of alignment, through an ongoing expansion of relevant perspectives and a reinforcement of such alignments as discerned in the constitution of our relationships. E.g., in this hypothetical anecdote of ‘the hungry stranger requesting something to eat’ two people encounter each other in a process of engagement in which they seek to understand each other’s intentions. I recounted seeing ‘a shy person who is reluctant to seek help, but, feels the pressing need to overcome such independence and inertia to seek help in the form of finding something to eat’. From my perspective I also see ‘a person who is hopeful that I might be able to help’. On the second visit, the stranger reveals some details about his current predicament. On the third occasion, their backstory is revealed in detail. I get to see the perspective of his wife and his two children in school. I perceive the need to enlist help from this person’s local community services and duly arrange that this be put into action when I telephone them. A few days later, they get back to me about what assistance has been rendered... in a progressive expansion of these additional perspectives along with an enrichment of their represented details. All in all, through such relatively authentic forms of engagement a mutual enrichment of appreciation is engineered between all parties concerned. All conjectures in being entertained generally find themselves either reinforced or rectified or rejected in this overall textual-con-textual processes of mutual thematization. Indeed, such inputs and outputs taking part in a process of productive harmonization that oversees the progressive amplification in the overall e/valuational formation to be experienced by all the parties concerned. Although, it should also be said, that all things being equal, that this distribution of value, through both augmentation and enhancement, can never be equally shared even if the nature of the relationship should have the same essential, holistic flavour so to speak. That, in a compactual orientation, even though there is this equality of participation, through the relative absence of a power differential, through a differentiation of need, value flows, hopefully, more in those directions where it is more existentially required. Thence these relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational expressions of e/valuational formation in keeping with the situated nature of that overall relationship as it finds itself emplaced within this overall world-of-life as we stand with-others, etc. Indeed, highlighting the need for an appreciative process of conformalization that should also take into account an existential-pragmatism, as a pragmatic-existentialism, since conformal truth determination must also be an appreciation of the personal-interpersonal situatedness that we will also find ourselves both enmeshed and immersed within. Where the experience of truth must become a living-experience of a lived-truth for-us and never a form of truthfulness that forgets its human origins... (60)

Re-packaged, we could translate these seemingly insightful observations along the following lines, namely, that despite a natural focus on the internality of our economies we need to more note their relational situatedness in the relative externality of this lived-world at large; that we are more rooted in this world-as-lived, in this overall world-of-life, and as a result as much as we would like to realize the ideality of our aspirations in pragmatic terms we need to do so more in arbitational terms of reference in a manner, hopefully, is both existentially oriented and pragmatically oriented; that through a continual triangulation of perspectives we find ourselves reinforcing conformal patterns of alignment and extending our range of interconnections intersecting with the same, etc. , in the process negotiating these compactual and contractual obligations, etc. (responsible for the formation, respectively, of both existential and non-existential forms of e/valuation. (61)

This continual expansion and rectification of conformal alignments further reinforces such co-associated and co-assisted processes of conformation. Let me explore this conjecture. (62)

In the impossible positioning of positioning, it appears that we are honing in on the details of the world in the same manner as when we visually focus in the visual field. However, I would like to contend quite the opposite is actually taking place, namely, a widening of our connections through alignment, and v.v. At the same time, in conformally testing the apparent accuracy of our textual translations of lived-experience we are also, at the same time, broadening our apparent connections and the conformal quality of those connections. Therefore, in the light of this contention, quite the opposite is happening. Through processes of ‘effective triangulation (hermeneutically)’, ‘overall triangulation (phenomenal-phenomenologically)’, and ‘engaged triangulation (existentially)’ patterns of conformation are made, extended and reinforced through processes of emendation, etc. Taking on board, at the same time, critical process of appreciation of the relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational orientations, entered into, respectively, through relatively dynamic, passive, and engaged terms of reference. Through economic complexification, respectively, these remits, ambits, and composites will need to be jointly navigated, negotiated and arbitrated in a manner that either augments and/or enhances such ensuing e/valuational formation. (63)

In effect, our living-experience of lived-experience is textualized as if were a ‘blanket’ whose unique specificity is continually re(-)woven from the expansion of conformal connections whose ongoing re-alignments cast an ever wider net over the current field of our concern and care. In this metaphor, positioning is like tearing a hole in that blanket of connections and weaking those connections that give that ‘blanketing of experience’ its integration and integrity… (64)

Now, my conjecture that the symmetrical operation of one inter-ordered product on its self is subjected to extrafication rather than metafication needs to be address on non-ad hoc lines of argumentation. Let me explore this contentious consideration. (65)


In attempting a resolution of this claim, for inter-ordered extrafication, a number of parallels can be drawn or imputed. E.g., quite simply we could argue that ‘truth determination’ is an ‘appreciation of the evidence’. Hence its implicit metafication. Alternatively, we could argue that such appreciation is an operation, namely, a symmetrical process of reduplication. At the same time, the resolution of an economic contention is realized through the de-suspension of a suspension, where the enacted resolution can be equally defined as an actualization of the relatively non-virtual through the irruptive expression of the non-economic. In this context of a cross-fertilization of concepts let me conduct the following series of complex argument in order to better explicate the nature of an apparent operational bimodalism, metafication, extrafications, etc. (66)


Now, it seems obvious that the productive contents of any operation cannot be appreciated merely in those operational terms of reference. Thence the need, at the very least, for an implicit metafication, etc., wherein such productivity can be scrutinized in terms of what emerges from that operative process. E.g., the cognitive and intentional contents of an act of trans-cognitive/trans-intentional judgment can be retreated in cognitive terms of reference but only as the apparent end-results of that act of judgmental appreciation. So, the equation ‘2 + 2 = 4’ is such that the ‘2 + 2’ is pre-judgment and ‘4’ is post-judgment, and, from mathematical experience we already know that this equality holds. But, in order to demonstrate that this equation holds, and is analytically true, we would need to demonstrate to ourselves that this equivalence can be shown, say, empirically by putting four apples in a bowl and recounting them, or, mathematically, through some form of an acceptable proof, say, using single mathematical units and what it means to then run the operation of addition, etc. Now, let us do something similar on a conceptual level (in order to render the ad hoc a little less ad hoc). (67)


Returning to the question ‘what is an operation?’ let me propose the following in order to illustrate its apparent bimodalism, why it still remains economically trimodal, how transformational retreatment returns emergent productivity back to its original meta-level of introduction, but, how an economic reductionism also fails to explain such emergent productivity in those initial terms of reference, etc. (68)


In trimodal economic terms, just how can we analogue the apparent operational bimodalism involved in a process of treatment. As noted we have the apparent dominance of the operational force over the operand and if this relationship is symmetrical we have a process of reduplication and if asymmetrical we find, instead, a process of duplication where the productivity takes on the ordered status of the operator. Witness the illustrations of ‘the facts of facts’ (as ‘the factual appreciation of a relevant set of related fact’) as a ‘history’, but, where ‘the fact of a certain possibility’ remains the ‘fact’ of a certain possibility versus ‘the possibility of a certain fact’ remains only the ‘possibility’ of a certain fact. Or, on inter-ordered terms, say, ‘a history of a history’ is ‘extra-historical’ (and as, argued previously, is not ‘meta-historical’) whereas, in contrast, a ‘history of science’ remains a history and ‘not a science’. Or, in ordered-inter-ordered terms, ‘the aesthetics (or ethos or zeitgeist or gestalt, etc.) of a certain history’ remains an ‘aesthetics (or ethos or zeitgeist or gestalt, etc.)’. Or, in inter-ordered-ordered terms of reference where, say, ‘the history of aesthetics’ remains a ‘history’ and ‘not an aesthetics’. How might we explain such apparently intuitive interpretations of such observations (that when people are asked these types of consideration they usually replay in a similar manner)? (69)


There are, in theoretical or hypothetical terms of reference, we can conceive of an asymmetry between the economic correlatives that match respectively field (World) and that focused upon within that intentional field (Object). For a start, we could view ‘that being focused upon’ as ‘being passively focused upon’, whereas, ‘that act of focus’ as ‘a dynamic act operating upon that being focused upon as its intentional objective’. Thus, by such metaphorical means, we can already account for the inferred ‘forcefulness of the operator’ and the ‘passive orientation of the operand’ in the demonstrable context of an ‘apparent bimodalism’. By noting that this relationship between the operator and the operand also needs to be intentionally reviewed through a co-associated sense and semblance of an intentional subjectivity that by such means we find we have more fully restored the trimodal economics of such economics, albeit in terms that are only representative of the non-contextualized internality of that economy (without overtly supplying the necessity for its con-textualized situatedness given the blanket prohibition against a closed trimodal economy, and, the observation that all economies also need to be appreciated in trans-economic terms of reference, i.e., in and through the non-economic, hyper-economic, super-economic, etc.
). (70)


By theoretically, and experientially, focusing on the process of treatment in which the operator operates on its operand we can now account for both an apparent ‘operational bimodalism’ and ‘the trimodal economics of its intentional performance’. Then, by overtly or covertly supplying a con-textual situationalism we should now find ourselves in a position, i.e., open perspectival attitude, to better appreciate, through processes of triangulation, both the mechanics and dynamics of this transformational process, of treatment and its apparent productivity through transformational retreatment? But, hopefully, has this imputed preparation for such an open attitude been fully pre-prepared? (71)


‘Treatment’ can now be defined as ‘the operation of a relative operator upon a relative operand’. By ‘relative’ we merely recognize ‘the non-absolutistical identify of an economic correlative’ since ‘all correlatives mutually co-define each other through the joint negation of the other two correlatives’. Therefore, such identification cannot be expressed, let alone contemplated, in impossible non-economic terms of reference! (72)


How then can we account for this imputed difference between ‘reduplication’ and ‘duplication’? Let me explore the invocation of a concept of ‘transformational emergence’ (as a possible prelude to an expanded vision of the relatively chaotic and potentially radical, etc.). (73)


I have noted the intuition that although we can differentiate three kinds of chaotic phenomena, yet, on a deeper level of appreciation, I have speculated that they are but correlative economic aspects of the distinctive phenomenon of chaotic transformation. So, how might we interconnect ‘bifurcation’, ‘emergence’, and ‘phase changes’ as but three correlative aspects of the same phenomenon of transformation as would be experienced by ourselves when contemplating such an economic phenomenon and its conformally valid (and validated) economic interpretations, etc? As ‘correlatives’ we could mutually define them as ‘joint negation of each other’. Or, on a deeper level of appreciation set out to explain how all three necessarily co-occur at the same time. E.g., we could invoke an economy of transformation and within that con-text declare a ’bifurcation’ to occur in and through ‘a partial process of relative de-emergence’, and, by such means preserve some remnant or residual relational emergence as if some form and degree of entanglement still persists after that apparent process of overt separation. Or, similarly, in reverse, when and where, through emergence, we can find some form of de-bifurcation is relatively occurring in non-absolutistical terms of reference. Where all transformational processes are merely observed as relatively overt forms of a phase change whilst the overall economics of the transformation remain extant con-text for more apparent forms of interpretation that invoke either emergence, bifurcation, and/or a phase change, dependent upon the frame of reference being invoked. Consider the following act of political bifurcation. (74)


Czechoslovakia was a country in central Europe from 1918 until its peaceful split into Czech Republic and Slovakia in 1993. Now, I would like to argue that we do not need to know too much about this political bifurcation in order to appreciate the fundamental basics of this consensual act of political separation. We already see this anticipated division in the name of this state as an amalgamation of Czecho-Slovakia. In notation we might say ‘C–S’ became ‘C + S’. Ostensively, these two elements so of ‘C’ and ‘S' are preserved, but, a moment’s reflection should reinform such a notion by reflecting on the political transformations imposed upon this transformation. Prior to this split both political aspects could not have functioned in the manner that was arrived at after this political bifurcation. This political entity of Czechoslovakia, say, did not possess two votes in the United Nations before this division, but, after this division, they could vote either with each other or against each other in that council. Such a simple argument demonstrates that these two political elements were subjected to a political transformation to the extent that both elements in the transformation cannot be simply find an equation of their prior existence with their political emergence as independent countries in their own right. In other words, in bifurcation there also emerged a political phase change in the overall complexion of the European political sphere of concern. Indeed, from a European perspective we could say they obtained, overall, either an additional vote in the UN or they lost one vote in UN if these two independent countries were to vote differently on a certain UN resolution. In other words, by slightly shifting our overall frame of reference we can account for political bifurcation, emergence, and phase changes as co-occurring interpretations of the same overall, con-textually based political transformation. I.e., e.g., both countries emerged with a different political profile after their joint bifurcation and that the political change, from a European perspective, could be conceived of as a phase change, as a partial change in the overall state of the European complexion. Now, how does this deeper appreciation of chaotic change assist us in understanding reduplication versus duplication? (75)


Why, ostensively, does an operation on an operand that is effectively itself invoke higher terms of reference (be they meta or ordered in orientation?)? Or, rephrased, why does reduplication produce a product that preserves that form of metafication (or extrafication?) after a process of treatment, whereas, in contrast, duplication merely has restored its initial status? E.g., why should a history of history present us with the extra-historical, as an appreciation of the historical, whereas, say, history of science remains a history (of science). Or, maybe less controversially, with respect to this imputation of extrafication, why is the case that ‘the facts of facts’ is appreciated in ‘inter-ordered historical terms of reference’ whereas ‘the actual fact of a possibility’ remains ‘an actual fact (for consideration)’ and ‘not its mere possibility? Or, why should ‘the ordered aesthetics of an inter-ordered historical period in time’ remain ‘the aesthetics of an ethos’, etc? (76)


Maybe the operative explanation here revolves around this apparent preservation of emergent identity in contrast to the mere persistence of the original terms of reference in an asymmetrical process of duplication. The historical cannot be reductively reduced to a mere collection of facts given its interpretative appreciation of the same. On the other hand, say, a history of x remains a history regardless of whether it is a history of x, or of y, or of anything else other than a ‘history per se’. Then, that granted, we must ascertain if the appreciation of an inter-ordered product, through reduplication, is subjected to metafication or extrafication? Or, is extrafication merely an inter-ordered form of metafication… in which case can my previous distinction between the ‘meta-historical’ and the ‘extra-historical’ is not needed on the grounds that there could be no meta-historical mode of inter-ordered appreciation other than this imputation of the extra-historical. Or, that the only difference is in the meta-status of its emergent meta-level? (77)


Now, I would like to argue that a similar state of affairs applies in our comparison of cognitive orders with the judgment of trans-cognitive orders in which we find such cognitively treated content. The former is no more than the cognitive content of the latter which has a trans-cognitive status. Where even the expression ‘judgment’, as a ‘judgmental act’, has cognitive currency since to discuss judgments without reference to judgmental acts seems dangerous and to conflate the two should be seen as philosophically disastrous. So, the word, and concept, of ‘judgment’ has at least two senses, namely, as an ‘act’ and as the ‘content of that act’. Context (or con-text) usually assists us to which sense or senses is implicated, etc. Just as the judge, in a legal court, writes up their judgment and the reasoning behind the same. Thence this expression judgment applies both to those deliberations and their ‘textual recording of the reasoning behind such judgment made’. (78)


So, we must assume, as a model to build the ensuing explanation/s, that just as judgmental acts have judgmental content, and, the former cannot be reduced merely to the latter, it follows that judgmental acts must also leave textual footprints in cognitive terms, albeit in translated textual terms that denote an activity rather than just the cognitively content of judgmental acts. Hence this provisional explanation that metafication or extrafication is a recognition just on what meta-level such expressions ultimately defy such total reductions to their initial meta-levels in meta-status. So, e.g., ‘judgments’ are referred to in cognitive terms of reference with this ambivalence of the verbal versus the nominal or as a denominative versus an accusative, etc., and where the implicit context will defuse such potentially problematic confusions. Or, e.g., where a ‘history’ is both ‘a process of historical appreciation’ and ‘an end-result of such a process’. Or, e.g., where the (extra-ordered) conformal appreciation of a process of (an inter-ordered) historical appreciation needs to be clearly delineated and hence the application of this expressive process of ‘extrafication’ in which we find the preservation of emergent inter-ordered artefacts along with those that could also arise on those term alone (as in our critique of the delineation of a process of historical appreciation). Now, in the light of the above we can claim that the conformal appreciation of an ordered process must be primarily conducted in inter-ordered terms of reference, and hence its metaphysical implication, and, likewise, the conformal appreciation of an inter-ordered process would need to be conducted in extra-ordered terms of reference in order to preserve at least (the entracement of) the findings of that extra-ordered critique. That, although treatment appears to reduce all productivity to the level of the cognitively ordered, still, aspects that defy a rampant reductionism find a cognitive translation that preserves such emergent forms of metafication and extrafication. So, that granted, where does this leave my previous designation of ‘P3’ as, e.g., in the ‘meta-historical’ versus the ‘extra-historical’ with the latter exemplifying ‘P4’? (79)


‘P1’ is philosophical, as a global process of philosophical treatment, and P2 is the conformal treatment of the former, and hence its meta-philosophical and inter-ordered status, and thence its metaphysical implication as ‘M1’. However, by what right are we allowed to refer to ‘M2’ as ‘P4’? let us re-consider the putative meta-philosophical treatment of the inter-ordered productivity? In notation, I believe, we should find that the philosophical treatment of some ordered, inter-ordered, or extra-ordered product to main the P1 status of the philosophical per se. By the simple rule of duplication, the ensuing productivity should take the current status of the philosophical. I.e:

P1.x = P1. (x). (80)

Whereas, P1.P1 = P2 =M1. (81)
And, e.g., P1.62 = P1(62). (82)

So, e.g., 62.62 becomes 64 (and, apparently, where extrafication is merely this transition from M1 to M2 (and not P2 so much transforming to P4 given that P3 cannot be invoked under these revised rulings). (83)

Simply, if all ordered productivity (O) can be referred to as P1.On, where n is either 1 – 6, then its reduplication forms the inter-ordered product (I) of P2.In, i.e., M1.In. I.e., ‘metafication’ occurs under ‘the transformation P1 to P2’, and, ‘’extrafication’ occurs ‘under the transformation M1 to M2’. Therefore, ‘treatment’ can be defined as ‘partial’ when ‘M2 is reduced to M1’, and ‘more fully’ or ‘non-partially’ when all productivity is fully reduced to the object-level, or the meta-level with a meta-status of one degree only (or, as the cognitive content of judgments with a zero-level equalling this object level). Thence the resolution of this conundrum, namely, the metafication of ordered productivity with its entracement as inter-ordered, and, the extrafication of inter-products productivity with its entracement as extra-ordered, and, partial retreatment to an inter-ordered productivity, and non-partial retreatment to a cognitive level without a directly ordered status other than as seemingly entraced. Thence the apparent preservation in intentionally entraced terms of reference of such expressions like ‘judgments’, ‘facts’, ‘histories’, etc., etc. (84)

Now, what putative role does the suspended-suspension, i.e., the de-suspension, play in apparent processes of both partial and non-partial forms of transformational retreatment? (85)


For a start we can say that de-extrafication of extrafication is metafication, and the de-metafication of metafication is an intentional form of productivity be that pre-ordered, ordered, post-inter-ordered, etc. (86)


Then, it would be tempting to say that extrafication conformally conducted is therapeutic in a wide range of inter-ordered senses and semblances. Let me explore this potentially contentious conjecture, and, where conformally conducted metafication is also therapeutic in a number of different forms to the former and expands the scope or range of this previous, contentious conjecture?  (87)


Why therapeutic, how does this therapeutic conjecture operate? For a start we can explore this aspect under the headings of the psychological, sociologically, political-economical, and philosophically. The promotion of psychological integration through suitable patterns of resolution is naturally therapeutic. Just as when this also occurs on an interpersonal level. Where, when we are in a general conformity with lived reality we have a better chance of more profitably making our passage through this world at large. Last, through philosophical conformation with the generality, particularity, and specificity of lived-reality we stand a better change, both individually and collectively, of both existentially and non-existentially converting our aspirations into successful forms of arbitration to the overall advantage of the trajectories of our relationships. (88)


At this point I would like to tentatively contend that in an apparent bimodal operationalism that the objectivity of our intentions is overtly focused upon in a passive mode whilst being covertly operated upon in a more dynamic sense of perspectival triangulation. But, what problematic questions would need to be adequately resolved in promoting this type of an approach? For a start we can observe, as a relative fact, that with orders, inter-ordered orders, and extra-ordered orders that we have nine combinations to account for, namely, ordered-orders, ordered-inter-orders, and ordered-extra-orders; inter-ordered-orders, inter-ordered-inter-orders, and inter-ordered-extra-orders; extra-ordered-orders, extra-ordered-inter-orders, and extra-ordered-extra-orders. Moreover, we must also be able to account for internal operations that are not productive of inter-ordered transformations, etc. (except when processes of conformal truth determination are involved). Last, we also have to account for all putative manner of retreatment through de-extrafication and de-metafication. (89)


With overt focus on the operand and covert background field dynamics directing the operator the productivity of such interactions would need to fall under the categories of ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered phenomena along with their internal and external forms of operative manipulation. So, let me address these problems individually. How is an internal field of operation operated upon without a productive form of metafication despite the imputed necessity for a process of transformational retreatment? Perhaps the same way we approach chaotic phenomena like emergence, for example. Should the product not be able to be reduced to productive forms already in a field, through transformational retreatment, then its addition must be in a non-reduced form of nomination. So, e.g., in conducting a pattern of factual research in recognizing the very inter-ordered notion of the historical, given it would not survive reduction to an ordered format, it would naturally follow that to be merely noted that the nomination of the historical would need to be added to the list of concepts as currently utilized by the factologist. Similarly, the historian, as an inter-ordered disciplinarian, would need to note the addition of conformal truth determinations of an historical origination to the subject matter of their historical discourses given its extra-ordered origination as arising over the ensuing course of its conformal truth e/valuations. Therefore, in a similar manner we could argue that the internal operations of a certain ordered field, inter-ordered field, or extra-ordered field could adopt this same mechanism when confronting the irreducibility of higher-ordered products needing to take up some form of residence in a lower-ordered frame of reference. So, e.g., in running a historical appreciation of facts or the scientific evaluation of possible states of affairs we could respectively introduce higher inter-ordered concepts and expressions within those ordered terms of reference (without the immediate relocation to an inter-ordered frame of reference despite the metafication and de-metafication at the very center of transformational retreatment). (90)


Then, from an ordered perspective we must also be able to account for a certain order being able to operate upon another order, say, the phenomenologically-semantic orientation operating from a first trans-cognitive order in its acting upon the aesthetics of the second trans-cognitive order? How might this type of ordered interaction be theoretically envisaged? In this instance we can say that the aesthetical is focused upon by virtue of the covert suspension of the fifth trans-cognitive moment of World whilst promoting both the first (Object) and third (Ego) orders with a consequent mediation on the second order of the aesthetical. Then, the covert nature of the operator, acting from the first trans-cognitive order, might be envisaged as the overt preferencing of the same by virtue of the covert suspension of both the third (Ego) and fifth (World) orders. Where the productivity of such an intention is realized non-economically through the ensuing de-suspensions of such suspensions in the promotion of this operating preference of the fist order operating upon the passivity of the second order. (91)


It is my intuition that I now have to hand enough philosophical tools and schema to successfully address these loose ends. After considerable thought, and numerous baths, I now feel ready to resolve such issues. For a start I have been too beholden to the hierarchical scheme of the super-economic as follows…

Hyper-Economic (pro-World/hermeneutical)

Non-Economic (pro-Ego/non-systematic existential)

Economic (pro-Object/phenomenal-phenomenological)

…with the rational that the non-economic irruption then needs to be immediately appropriated by the hyper-textual (and by such means critically regularize what might be relatively-radical). However, in line with previous schematization of the political-economy (as a 3 x 3 matrix), let me rearrange the top two levels in putative epistemological organization…

Non-Economic (pro-Ego/non-systematic existential)

Hyper-Economic (pro-World/hermeneutical)

Economic (pro-Object/phenomenal-phenomenological)

…on the rational that for the immediate appropriation by the hyper-economic of the relatively-radical needs to be pre-prepared so to speak. The beauty of this rearrangement means we can align the following:

Extra-Ordered  : Non-Economic (pro-Ego/non-systematic existential)

Inter-Ordered : Hyper-Economic (pro-World/hermeneutical)

Ordered : Economic (pro-Object/phenomenal-phenomenological). (92)


As a way of arguing for this hierarchical progression let me note the short formula in dealing with the sixth trans-cognitive order or actual/non-virtual facts, namely, ‘the factual appreciation of facts needs to be historical, and, the appreciation of our historical narrative (the use of those sixth ordered facts) need to be extra-historical in which we deal now with the competence of our historical narrations, etc. Shortened further this can be rendered as ‘the appreciation of facts is historical, and the appreciation of our historical narratives is extra-historical!’ Where, by such economic complexification, we can equate ‘the extra-historical’ with ‘the competence of our narrative’, the de-anomalization of the motivation behind such narration’, ‘as the critical-radical regularization of our narrative’, etc. In other words, conformal truth determination of the ordered automatically implicates the meta-philosophical, inter-ordered characterization of a working metaphysics, and, the conformal truth determination of the inter-ordered automatically implicates the extra-ordered. To some extent this tripartite approach was foreshadowed in a set of twelve essays on the nature of history written in 2007.
  (93)


This approach also implicates the semi-autonomous nature of epistemological processes, be they pre-cognitive, cognitive or trans-cognitive (and post-cognitive) in orientation. So, effectively, on an ordered level we can impute the apparent passivity of intentional objectivity; on an inter-ordered level we can appeal to the active nature of hermeneutical processes in the application of genres; and, on an extra-ordered level we can invoke the re-self-organized dynamism of the extra-ordered, hopefully, displaying at the same time, a full existential complexion (along with positive non-existential formations in e/valuation). (94)


Now, we are in a position to better understand the internal dynamics of a certain field, say, ordered in orientation; the rules of reduplication and the rules of duplication as they apply to semi-autonomous interactions between products with different ordered forms of status; along with processes of truth determination, be they relatively simple or complex in orientation, etc. Let me explore these different types of relational-situation under the auspices of this scheme argue for the semi-autonomy of the economic, the hyper-economic, and the non-economic. (95)


Let me explore these complexities under the following headings, namely:

1. A simple ordered entertainment

2. A simple ordered conformal ascertainment

3. A complex ordered entertainment

4. A complex ordered conformal ascertainment

5. A simple inter-ordered entertainment

6. A simple inter-ordered conformal ascertainment

7. A complex inter-ordered entertainment

8. A complex inter-ordered conformal ascertainment

9. A simple or complex extra-ordered entertainment

10. A simple or complex extra-ordered entertainment

11. A simple or complex extra-ordered conformal ascertainment

12. A complex poly-ordered entertainment and conformal ascertainment. (96)


In my lengthy exposition in Volume II of the Purusit (Book 2)ending in the formulation of the extensive suspension divided between an overall transcendental suspension, an economic overlay of the suspensional-de-suspensional economy, and the causal transformation of the relatively virtual to the non-virtual re-direction of lived-experience I would now prefer to view an ‘emended extensive suspension’, as an ‘extrapolated suspension’
 in which we have the overall transcendental suspension as paralleling the economic sub-economy, the insertion of the hyper-economic, and, then, the amalgamation of the suspensional-de-suspensional economy with the economy of causal enaction as paralleling the non-economic sub-economy. This re-alignment now parallels the construction of a narrational economy paralleling, respectively, passive narrational facts, the active exercise of narratives, and, the engaged process of narrational de-anomalization where the perception/apperception of such anomalies acts as narrational drivers where processes of resolution are either relatively definitive (and terminal) or productively non-definitive (and relatively non-terminal). That with these re-alignments we can now re-assess the putative mechanics and dynamics of these type of imputed epistemological relationships, and, hopefully, be better able to account along relatively non-ad hoc lines for these concepts of reduplication, duplication, metafication, de-metafication, extrafication, de-extrafication, etc. (97)

1. A simple ordered entertainment

The argument here is that, in the simplest terms, judgments have an ordered format, i.e., as atomic and molecular semantically identified phenomenological units (and where considerations of molecular-integration takes a parallel aesthetical form), deontological judgments, pragmatical judgments, and judgments of potentiality and actuality (and the latter in the form of ontical facts whose propositional status is expressed as provisionally treated ‘statements’), respectively, catalogued as first ordered, second ordered, etc., to the sixth trans-cognitive order
). (98)


Obviously, such a catalogue, as it stands, cannot account, say, for historical judgments or the ascertainment of conformal truth determinations, or, in summary, for metaphysical judgments as fall under my rubric of the ‘reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics’. The latter are accounted for through processes of reduplication as inter-ordered phenomena, etc. (99)


However, in this simpler format we here have to now account for the entertainment of ordered products, within a certain order, as manipulated within the sole confinement of that specific order. I.e., through the economic utilization of a mix of distinctions (concerning relational participants and parts, i.e., logical subjects), accommodations (between the former), and transformations (of those logical distinctions and accommodations) that remain within the specificity of that order in question. (100)


Now, the crucial question to ask is ‘how do we model and understand reduplification as metafication, and v.v., and, contrast it with duplication as the asymmetrical operation of an operator of one active order acting on the passive operand of another order (besides also asking how retreatment mirrors the de-suspension)? But, at least let us try to account for these functions beyond a putative observational basis by analogical mechanism that are relatively less ad hoc in their explanatory modelling. (101)


As already argued, within the orbit of an economy or sub-economy or supe-economy, the operator is relatively hermeneutically oriented (paralleling more the World moment) and as acts as an active operator on a relatively passive operand (paralleling more the Object moment). To complete this trimodal picture, we can invoke a relatively engaged operator (paralleling the Ego moment) that could well be implicated both in the ascertainment of conformal considerations and considerations of deliberative enactment? As a model, we can note in a gestalt interpretation of the visual field that background considerations are less focused but more reactive to the passage of stimuli moving across the visual field (as well as being far less responsive to perceptions of colour, etc.). The analogy being drawn is that the background nature of the hermeneutical moment of World is more responsive to motion or activity and when acting as an operator capable of acting upon the operand in and through processes of simulation be they perceptual, conceptual or otherwise in orientation. Where, in this extended modelling, the operator is not only perceived as responsive to motion, but, as also instrumental in the simulation of such motion. Where likewise, to some extent, the passivity of the operand is not only simulated, but, also simulated non-textually to the extent it cannot be reduced purely to some form of pure passivity. Just as a ‘glass of boiling hot water’ can be constituted, mistakenly, as a ‘glass of cold water’, but, where in lived-experience, it will declare its experienced status more in an alignment from its own sense and semblance of a lived-perspective (discounting, in the process. the impossible [absolutistical] nonsense of a purely passive operand [as well, by extrapolation, dismissing the equal nonsense of a purely active operator along with the equally impossible nonsense of a perfectly engaged process of existential engagement, and where the imputation of any process entailing only the pure presence of the non-existential is also to be as equally discounted]). Now, the intended upshot of these qualifications is to understand that within the confines of a single order we can explore the manipulations of a simple or complex operator upon a relatively simple or complex operand as these epistemological simulations that instigate transformations in the relevant distinctions, accommodations, and ensuing transformations as confined within the specificity of those arrangements. I.e., the operator operates on the organization of the relevant logical subjects and, therein and thereafter, induces either the relatively desired and/or non-desired transformations of either a non-chaotic complexion and/or a chaotic complexion. Hypothetically, we could assume a covert chaotic transition between moments, but, a relatively overt, somewhat radical, chaotic transition between incremental moments when a point of bifurcation or emergence or phase change is reached (although I have also argued that these chaotic transitions, as economic correlatives, imply the continual co-existence of such factor, where, more correctly, all three facets of this chaotically instigated transformational process must co-occur). What are the ramifications of this relative simplification of ordered complexity, etc? For a start, as an apparent process of treatment, the operator actively acts upon the relative passivity of the operand to produce the ensuing product which would overtly take on a chaotic complexion should a chaotic point of bifurcation, etc., be reached and crossed, etc. Furthermore, in a process of putative metafication or reduplication, the ordered product should then take on an inter-ordered status, which through retreatment, would then return immediately to the relative object-level in meta-status. That, should the level of involvement be relatively pro-relational in orientation, then we might surmise that a relatively existential orientation would also have been fostered (and revealed through the relative systematic existential specificity as expressed trans-relationally)? (102)


At this point let me adopt as semi-axiomatic perspective... (103)


In regard to the apparent situatedness involved in the simulated representation of a relational situation let me propose the following three ‘axions’ dealing with three levels of functions operating, respectively, in the apparent internality of the simulated situatedness, the relative externality of that situation from a meta-textual, con-textual perspective, and an engaged interaction with the former. Hence:

S1: The functional operators acting in the relative internality of a relational-situation economically comprise distinctions, accommodations, and transformations.

S2: The functional operators acting upon the relative con-textual externality of a situation economically comprise salience, consilience, and propinquity (standing).

S3: The functional operators acting upon the relative existential engagement of that overall relational-situation comprise the relational (in a delineation of its distinctions, etc.), the pro-relational (emergent integrity of the overall relationship), and its trans-relational pervasion of the relational situation through the ongoing re(-)expression of its concrete, historical specificity, etc., along with, hopefully, it positivity in both relatively existential and non-existential orientations. (104)


Now, what is the collective import of these three tentative axioms? (105)


In regard to S1, ‘distinctions’ as certain ‘(types of) logical subjects’ are phenomenologically conjectured to be present in the relational-situation in question, i.e., as ‘relational participants and relational parts’, i.e., under the headings of the ‘objective, inter-objective, subjective, and inter-subjective’.
 By ‘accommodations’ is meant ‘the integration of the former; and, by ‘transformations’ is meant ‘transitional-evolutions in the former’. Where, in economic terms, these three correlatives are mutually co-defined through their joint negations/suspensions. Where ‘transformations’ are ‘inaugurated as either relatively divisible increments and/or indivisible chaotic, non-incremental moments’. (106)


In regard to S2, our orientation is that of a relatively external hermeneutics in an acceptance of what is found to hand (and, therein, refined ontically etc., subjected to posttreatment, etc.). In this contextual treatment of the hermeneutical con-text we note appropriate genres of behaviour, etc. Under ‘salience’ we note ‘the apparent intent of the primary perspective/s in operation’. Under ‘consilience’ we note ‘the necessary triangulation of perspectives and in what manner additional perspectives are able to further enrich our appreciation of the salience of our overall operations’. Under ‘propinquity’, as ‘standing’ we note our relational involvement in the represented and simulated relational-situation in question and what potential or actual roles can be entered into by ourselves. So, I could imagine eating this apple and then actually eating that apple given my standing in that relational-situation gives me the access and ability to to do just that. Given the exclusive primacy of my own perception/apperception in a relational situation with others I might find I have inter-subjective standing but only virtual standing to that extent other people intimate what they are intending and I have good reasons to trust both the authenticity and the accurately conceived conformal alignment of their utterances, etc. (107)


By ‘relational’ we mean nothing more than ‘the conventional representation of the relational-situation in question beginning with the hermeneutics of what appears to be already given to hand as logical subjects, etc. Whereas, under the ‘pro-relational’ heading we phenomenologically note the emergence of a degree of relational unity through prior processes of resolution. Where, under the heading of the ‘trans-relational’ we note how the working pro-relational emergence of relationship is reinvested in the metaphorical body of the relational-situation, but, in such a manner where there can be no mere reduction to its constituents and where this relational excess or surplus in e/valuational formation persists as a non-reducible ‘nomological shadow’ that will be duly accounted for in an overall phenomenological-semantic mapping/s of the world as lived. (108)


In S1 we deal with relatively internal operands, in S2 we deal with relatively external, con-textual operators, and, in S3, we are dealing with value operators that delineate e/valuational formation in relatively non-existential and existential terms of reference (along with extra-conformal terms of reference, etc.). (109)


So, e.g., in near atomic simplicity, say, there is just ‘a ripe apple’ and ‘myself contemplating its imminent digestion by myself’. That, although the apple will be divided up in distinctive portions, still, their reincorporation within my own embodiment would describe this latter experience as appropriative, i.e., accommodative, and so on, (110)


Where the sole participant (myself) and the sole part (the apple being eaten) come together as an accommodation within this process of transformation (wherein that apple is both eaten and digested) where salience is dictated by my current desire to eat something, namely, this apple. Where current propinquity finds me in a position with requisite standing to engage in eating that non-virtual apples. (111)


Now, let me formulate the following axioms dealing with the workings of ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered of ‘the extrapolated economy’ or ‘working economy’ of ‘the economy of the extrapolated or working suspension’:

S4: The overall ordered economy can be represented by a 3 x 2 matrix cubed, i.e., (3 x 2)3, representing the ordered, inter-ordered and extra-ordered levels of epistemological functioning paralleling, respectively, the economic, the hyper-economic, and the non-economic spheres of influence.

S5: Within these representative matrices
 the apparent operator primarily reflects the dominant force acting upon the apparent operand (from the hermeneutical complexion of the hyper-economic).

S6: The apparent operand reflects that which the apparent operator is primarily focused upon and whose delineation is preferably conducted in ordered terms of reference (from the phenomenal-phenomenological complexion of the economic). 

    (112)


From the conjunction of these last three axioms, we can now generate an apparent bimodalism as entered into between the relative operator and the relative operand, and, furthermore we can generate an ordered operator and an ordered operand that reflects the ordered stance of the operator rather than the ordered character of that same operator. By such means we can now account for products derived through both symmetrical reduplication and asymmetrical duplication. E.g., the character of the operator could be of the second trans-cognitive order and the operand could be of the first trans-cognitive order with a product that takes on the complexion of that second trans-cognitive complexion, i.e., in the conventional molecular integration of atomically encountered phenomenologically oriented semantic units, say, as ‘(in a glass of) salty-water’.
 I.e., by such means accounting for both ordered and inter-ordered forms of productivity (as well, by extension, to also include extra-ordered productivity). (113)


Now, let me take a conformal turn and concentrate on truth determination by applying a philosophy of transformational retreatment to the extra-ordered dimension of the pre-treatment of the relational sphere, the treatment of the pro-relational sphere, and the retreatment of the trans-relational sphere. To this end, let me apply the following three axioms:

S7: The formation of the inter-ordered is accompanied by the automatic conformal appreciation arrived at through metafication, such that, where and when metafication is valid and, then, is true iff the objectification is evidentially able to be directly presented through well-conjecturally interpreted or evidently represented indirectly through either testimony and/or inference.

S8: The formation of the extra-ordered is accompanied by the automatic conformal appreciation arrived at through extrafication, such that, where and when extrafication is competent and apposite iff the metafication is evidentially directly represented through well-conjecturally interpreted or evidently represented indirectly through either testimony and/or inference as supplied in inter-ordered terms of reference.

S9: Where a complex or double conformalization can be engendered when both extrafication and metafication mirror each other with the requisite degree of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance. (114)


Now, let me cash out something of the intent behind these last three axioms. (115)


Any form of treatment, be it through distinctions, accommodations, and/or transformations, and/or, either through saliences, consiliences, and/or propinquities, will automatically involve metafication with the implication that ordered products take on a metaphysical inter-ordered sense and semblance of appreciation even if only in temporary conformal terms of reference. So, e.g., a set of facts is better appreciated in historical terms. Or, e.g., a set of possibilities might be better appreciated in scientific or scientific-like terms of reference. Which then begs the question, how are histories and sciences, in turn, to be better appreciated other than in extra-ordered terms of reference? However, given ‘histories’ are in the plural and ‘sciences’ likewise, etc., it would strongly suggest that in any validation of the same we should be more seeking to determine the apparent ‘competence’ of the presented interpretations rather than any evidential form of confirmation or verification that would be more appropriately applied to ordered formations (especially in their cognitive variations
). (116)


That, in applying a Tarskian-like form(at) to both ordered and inter-ordered products strongly suggests that extrafication – metafication – objectification can be linked via the observed preservation of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance. Thence the implication as spelt out in S9, namely, as a complex or double process of conformal paralleling.
 (117)


As noted, the basic material for judgment is conceptual as refracted through an ordered perspective. Interestingly, each of the six ordered categories has a different experiential sense of time. E.g., in the first trans-cognitive order we find an ahistorical sense of time (and this is carried over into an inter-ordered categorical metaphysics). In the second trans-cognitive order we find a more integrative sense of time consciousness (and that this is carried over into a more experiential sense of time in an inter-ordered psychological-sociological terms of reference). In the third trans-cognitive order we see the spontaneity of a deontological-existential sense of time (and this is carried over into the self-elected spontaneity of political enaction as exercise within the political-economy along with the duration of political processes as enacted economically in its business sense) versus the sequential nature of pragmatical functions. Then, in the fifth trans-cognitive order we find the time of possibilities and potentialities, the imminence of the potent, etc. (as carried over into the inter-ordered domain of scientific time). Last, in dealing with actual facts, we have a (provisional) sense of settled time (that is carried over into a complex sense of historical time given the triangulation of approaches and the plurality of histories whose interpretations will defy the hegemony of an official history even though an overall sense of the historical will be found to take a range of various degrees in definitive forms of settlement even if qualified as ‘conjectured’ and framed as ‘provisional’). Needless to say, given these relative differences in time experience the categorical expression of time in all probability would defy all gross forms of simplification (and that a similar opinion could be raised with respect to our experiences of the spatial dimension along with other interconnected concepts like, e.g., identity, transformation, causation, etc.). (118)


In the light of these axioms, it is my contention that single fields under focus can be appreciated in higher terms, be that in either inter-ordered and/or extra-ordered terms of reference. That such entertainment will lead inevitably to its reduplication through conformal treatment, etc., and will be demonstrated, hypothetically, through a return to its relative object meta-level through processes of retreatment. That, in operating upon its own ordered status, processes of appreciation, etc., will inevitably enlist its symmetrical reduplication. (119)


However, in asymmetrical terms, we can invoke the operator as operating from the putative hyper-economic level in epistemological organization. Then, on a basis of co-correlativity, a non-vertical choice of operand is chosen, but, where its e/valuation must reflect the ordered-status of the operator. Hence e.g., the difference between a ‘fact of a possibility’ as a ‘fact’ versus the ‘possibility of a fact’ as only a ‘possible state of affairs’. Or, where, e.g., a ‘molecular aesthetics of atomic (pre-)essentials’, presents as an ‘aesthetics’ and ‘not as a phenomenological-semantics’. Or, where, on an inter-ordered level of epistemological functioning we find a ‘history of science’ is a ‘history’ and ‘not a science’, etc. Then, we can also argue that, just as representation involves an ongoing economy of re(-)presentation though an observance of relative alignments, mis-alignments, and non-alignments, re-alignments, re-de-mis-alignments, etc., so, too, conformal truth determination inescapably involves either a complex iteration (through continual processes of economic re(-)iteration) or doubling of conformal patterns of conformalization (as specified in S9). (120)


That, taken together, both processes of textual re(-)alignment and processes of complex conformalization, collectively contribute to a much richer ‘depth’ in the evolving presentation of representative processes, but, that as critical and radical philosophers, etc., this is not an invitation to transgress the natural limitations as imposed upon theoretical deployment, as imposed upon the critically required nature of critical employment, and as imposed upon the potentially radical nature of its critical re-deployment, where, hopefully, all is also couched within a suitably appreciated existential set of approaches capable of delivering the requisite degrees of an augmented non-existential richness and an enhancement of its existential enrichment… (121)


Thence this necessity to dialectically observe both an anti-representationalism and a qualified representationalism in this critical-radical pursuit of a pragmatic-existentialism as an existential-pragmatism… as a ‘working methodology’ to be carefully placed under the rubric of a ‘positive-nihilism’. (122)

2. A simple ordered conformal ascertainment

Soon, let me go on something of frolic in order to give a context to the entertainment and appreciation of a single order (or, by extension, a single inter-ordered order). But, first, let me introduce three more axioms and explain their formulated intent. (123)

S10: That, the critical appreciation of an ordered complex is primarily accomplished in correspondingly higher terms of ordered reference in keeping with the ordered complexion of the dominant operator although, through retreatment, a secondary form of appreciation arises in terms of the ordered status of that dominant operator.

S11: Through economic complexification, conformalization, etc., we can note that in super-economic terms of reference that ‘ordered orders’ corresponds with the ‘economic’, that ‘inter-ordered orders’ correspond with the ‘hyper-economic’, and that extra-ordered orders’ correspond with the ‘non-economic’.

S12: That eventually, if not immediately recognized in lived-experience, we return to the corresponding lower orders of the ordered status of the operator through either overlooking or enacting partial or full transformational retreatments through the net force of the de-suspension/s operating within the extrapolated suspension/s viewed as working suspension/s. (124)


Putting working flesh on the concept of the ‘super-economic’. (125)


The suggestion is also made that operators automatically operate, primarily, from a correspondingly higher ordered status. So, the appreciation of an ordered product, as a complex, would be conducted in its correspondingly higher order. E.g., facts would be appreciated historically, and, possibilities, would be appreciated in either scientific or scientific-like terms of reference. (126)


So, considerations in a single order would either overt and/or covertly be conducted in their correspondingly higher terms of reference as per S11 but when enacted or overlooked secondary forms of appreciation would be conducted in the original ordered status (of the operator as per S12). (127)


The implication is that enacted behaviours are instigated in non-economic, extra-ordered terms of reference. A further implication follows from the inter-ordered aspect of ‘propinquity’ that in order to enact an existentially oriented form of intervention I have to have the requisite ‘standing’ to do so. Hence my obvious inability to existentially intervene with Julius Caesar and plead with him ‘not to commence a bloody civil war that will last until the fully established accession of Emperor Augustus’. (128)


Now, continuing my analysis of the interrogative economy through the full complement of both Boolean and Counter-Boolean operators (in this aforementioned ‘frolic’) let me restate and extend the current understanding previous arrived at in this same regard. (129)


‘That person looks like my friend “John” over there in the distance?’ So, we begin an economy of questioning with the either/or, i.e., ‘or’. (130)

A first reply was noted in the form of ‘like’, i.e., ‘both like and non-like’, i.e., the operator ‘and’. (131)


A second reply was proposed, ostensively to head us in a literal direction. However, the invocation of the expected not (as the third part in the philosophical economy_ only ruled out those situations where ‘that person being seen’ was being treated as ‘not John’. (132)


We could go straight to the ‘Dnot’, the ‘double negation’ by noting that that person was ‘not not John’, i.e., was ‘John’ (if we can rule out the fact that that person could not be someone else… we can do this by innovating as follows) Or, alternatively, let us invoke the secular economy (coinciding with the second, fourth, and sixth trans-cognitive orders) by now invoking both ‘Nor’ and ‘Nand’, as taking, in effect, a relatively radical detour in order to search for the successful possibility of an innovative response. So, by invoking ‘nor’ we are asking in what manner this situation is better addressed by arguing, e.g., if this person is ‘neither John nor someone else who might have been a friend, etc. By continuing in this vein, we then head into the territory of the ‘Nand’. (133)


Under the operator ‘Nand’ we note that ‘the working response is not this and not that’, but, in invoking the double negative, ‘Dnot’, we finally make our provisionally definitive conclusion. (134)


As it turns out in an apparitional orientation, as simulated, but where all simulations are not equal, and, where and when those simulations meet our full complement of modal expectations, we then have the right to assert through the double negation that in this instance this is ‘not not-John’, i.e., is John, my friend. (135)


Thence this use of the full range of Boolean operators (in my designation of the philosophical economy) and Counter-Boolean operators (in my tentative and speculative designation of the secular economy upon which discipline operator in this world at large as lived). (136)


Now, let me attempt a second ‘frolic’ in order to give a better sense of a context for this category of a single order in its being both entertained and being conformally appreciated. (137)


In focusing on a single order, we exercise, therein, distinctions, accommodations, and transformations, along with contextual considerations of salience, consilience and propinquity. Extending such terms of reference to oversee an existential dimension (to assess and instigate both positive existential and non-existential forms of e/valuation) by noting relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational terms of reference. But, as noted by the axiom C10 we have automatically strayed from the reference frame of a single order. However, by axiom S11, we can overlook or enact such single terms of reference by focusing on the end product of our treatments (in keeping with the tenor or complexion of the dominant (or final) operator in the ensuing operations falling under this heading of ‘treatments’. Noting, of course, that all treatment takes a higher meta-status in its corresponding ordered status, but, that through retreatment, as indicated in S12, such consequences can be overlooked, etc. (138)


The implication follows that, correctly, the entertainment of a single classification is correctly impossible, but, can still be treated in that manner through the end results of retreatment. Furthermore, as somewhat implied through the extended analysis of the interrogative economy, all six orders on all levels of ordered-status could be implicated in the complete exposition of any complex form of ordered productivity. Hence our needing to combine a single order, along with combinations of the ordered – ordered, inter-ordered – inter-ordered, extra-ordered – extra-ordered, etc. I.e., all nine combinations (noting that in keeping with their nomination the order of operation but be appreciated given the non-commutative nature of asymmetrical patters of productivity). (139)


For the sake of completeness let us explore these additional types of combinations. (140)

3. A complex ordered entertainment

A complex ordered form of productive entertainment involves duplication. I.e., the operation of an operator upon an operand in which the ensuing productivity takes the ordered characteristics and status of the operator. In this regard let me introduce three more axioms dealing with complex operations. (141)

S13: Rather than treating this process of duplication as an operator operating upon an operand with a different ordered status the same result can be more easily understood as the ordered transformation and refraction of the operand through the corresponding ordered status of the operator in accordance with either the already understood conventions of transformational rules or the imputed addition of transformational rulings.

S14: That once a corresponding alignment is fostered between the refracted operand and the operator a process of reduplication can now be entered into should there be a difference in epistemological levels (say, between the ordered status of the operand and the operator in terms of its corresponding inter-ordered equivalent, or an inter-ordered operand and its equivalent ordered operator, etc,).

S15: That once a corresponding alignment is fostered we can surmise that the initial refraction of the operand through the corresponding lens of the operator is mirrored on all levels of ordered status, i.e., on ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered levels in status. (142)


Henceforth redefining ‘ordered status’ as ‘the ordered level in a scheme of increasing epistemological organization starting with the ordered, then the inter-ordered, and followed by the extra-ordered’. (143)


Henceforth, redefining ordered complexion by the designated level and order under focus (as delivered through de-suspensions and the suspended suppression of all other potential designations). (144)


What are the ramifications of this functional concept of duplication, i.e., as the transformational refraction of the operand though the corresponding complexion of the operator (along with reduplication should that be required through a difference in ordered status?). (145)


That, formally, by following conventional rules, we can translate a transformed version of the operand into a corresponding form in alignment with the ordered complexion (with or without an additional process of reduplication?). Or, informally, we could also intuitively arrive at the same state of affairs through processes of subtle preferencing/de-preferencing of the operand in order to transform it into a form in this type of alignment. (146)


That in this simplified understanding of duplication we can also observe the non-commutativity of asymmetrical duplication versus the commutativity of symmetrical patterns of reduplication. (147)


Now, let me introduce these additional axioms. (148)

S16: That in either the reversal of operations on the same level of status and/or the inversing of operations between different levels in status commutativity is only observed between symmetrical patterns of reduplication.

S17: That all reversals and inversals are to be treated as possible given the credibility of any one instance of such complex operability. 

S18: That complete axiomatization is absolutistically impossible to complete given either the overt and/or covert presence of axiomatic materials that cannot be completely axiomatized in their own right (and hence the inescapable limitations co-associated with this required stance of a partial or incomplete or relative axiomatization need to be adequately recognized). (149)


Now, in the light of the axiom S17, how are we to interpret the potential conundrum between recognizing a ‘history of science’, but, perhaps, not recognizing a ‘science of history’? (150)


Tentatively, I would suggest the latter, as a science of history could be construed in a number of different ways all suggestive of a science (in the world of sciences). E.g., that sciences have a subsidiary role in the critical formation in the narration of an historical interpretation, say, in dating, establishing chronologies, etc. Or, we might like to argue instead, that, from a more formal position, the recognition of the role causation and intentionality can reconfigure historical spaces from a more scientific point of view, and so forth? (151)


As for the warning attached to S18, we need to note that we operate between the limitations of textual representation through alignments within and between texts, on one hand, and, on the other hand, the very limitations embedded in a positively nihilistic reading of an anti-representationalism. A no-man’s land beyond which we should not stray,  transgressing not beyond the critical and radical confinement entailed in a suitably reconstituted non-traditional metaphysics, and, so on, by extension, as these understandings apply to the very discipline of philosophy itself (acting in this regard as a template for all disciplines) and on down to the very resistances that will be demonstrated in our experiencing the existential uniqueness of the secular world itself (beyond the overlapping work of all disciplines)… wherein the secular seemingly escapes the hegemony of the disciplinary… (152)

4. A complex ordered conformal ascertainment

Now, in a complex ordered scenario we entertain the domination of one order acting as an operator on some other order acting as the operand. As suggested, truth determination is of the productivity entered into by the operator. That the operator is only able to operate on the order in question by virtue of its refraction through the corresponding lens of the operator itself, which, in this instance, is on the same ordered level of intervention, etc. However, conformal appreciation then would automatically demand an inter-ordered perspective through reduplication in order to oversee the formulaic construction of the Tarskian equation, namely, x2 is T iff x1 is satisfactorily evident (where x is a trans-cognitive order from either the first order or some other on through to the sixth, and those indices indicate either an inter-ordered status [to the notated power of 2] or an ordered status [to the notated power of 1]). (153)


E.g., the second trans-cognitive molecular integration of the first trans-cognitive atomic identification of certain relatively discrete types of distinctive phenomenal-phenomenological experience, say, a sauce with both a bitter, sweet, and savoury flavour. Or, e.g., the fact of a certain possible state of affairs versus the possibility of a certain fact (being factually true). Or, to what extent the building of a bridge has to bridge deontological e/valuational formation (x3) versus pragmatical functions (x4) versus aesthetical requirements or aspirations (x2), and so on. Basically, invoking conventional readings of transformational rules that allow such transitional-transformations to occur within an ordered scheme. On an intuitive level, we could argue for a form of refraction more directly through the preferencing through de-suspensions/de-preferencing through suspensions of the archetypal economy along with a suitable conjectural sense and semblance of a well-formed economy (genre-wise), a well-informed economy in terms of the apparent accuracy and validity of its information, etc., the extent mitigation (occurs through a refinement of hermeneutical genres, etc.), remediation (through radical deconstruction and critical reconstruction), and re(-)normalization (through the apparent successfulness of progressive approximations) are successfully operating in the appreciation of that relational-situation in question, and so on. (154)


Truth determination, as noted, focusing on the productivity of the operator. (155)

5. A simple inter-ordered entertainment

Here we move from an ordered level of epistemological functioning to take up a more complex inter-ordered perspective that is to be arrived at through the reduplication of the ordered basis, albeit in the simplicity of a simple, single, inter-ordered state of affairs. (156)


E.g., in the conduction of a certain history (whilst recognizing the inescapable, coinciding orientations of a set of histories that also co-invoke histories of the past, present, and future
). (157)


Arrived at through epistemological focus… or through reduplication of the corresponding trans-cognitive order.
 (158)

6. A simple inter-ordered conformal ascertainment

A simple inter-ordered conformal ascertainment is the seeking the conformal truth conditions pertaining to the inter-ordered order under review. E.g., a historical orientation, etc. (159)


However, conformalization now involves extra-ordered terms of reference as per this re-interpretation of Tarski. I.e., (x2)2 is T iff x2. In contrast it could be argued that chronological appreciation would be P1(x2) with a status of P3.x3 i.e., P3. Where P is philosophical appreciation on its co-associated meta-level. (160)

7. A complex inter-ordered entertainment

In this situation the inter-ordered operand is to be refracted through the inter-ordered status of the operator. (161)


E.g., the scientific appreciation of elements (52) originally to be found in a categorical metaphysics (12). (162)

8. A complex inter-ordered conformal ascertainment

As established and then subjected to extra-treatment as per the re-interpretation of Tarski. (163)


Establishing the truth conditions of a certain historical treatment of some other inter-inter-ordered order, say, the political-economy (32-42). (164)


Or, e.g., when moving from one inter-ordered order to some other be that sequentially, say, histories to sciences (62-52), or, non-sequentially, say, from sciences to a categorical metaphysics (52 -12). (165)

9. A simple or complex extra-ordered entertainment

Focusing on either a simple extra-ordered form of productivity or a complex version of the same (166)

10. A simple or complex extra-ordered conformal ascertainment

Taking the previous example and comparing the truth assessment of a historical text, as stylistically dated, being also assessed in scientific terms should that be applicable (in e.g., in dating of a text by stylistic means and also through the use of a carbon dating profile and then seeking the requisite degree of concordance in dating). (167)

11. A complex poly-ordered entertainment and conformal ascertainment

Here we apply the former approaches to other variations, say ordered - extra-ordered, etc. (168)


Let me now introduce twelve more axioms dealing with the permitted transition from the virtual to the non-virtual, etc. (169)

S19: On the affective level (including both the impressional orientation and mood, and, both the physiological concerning the motor-sensory levels in epistemological formations) we find a modulation of the positive, neutral, and negative orientations as engendered between relative easement and counter-easement of apperceived and non-apperceived ‘stresses and strains’.

S20: On the cognitive level (engendered between the processes and content of the conceptual and the perceptual) we find the potential thematization of impossible, possible, and both non-impossible and merely possible interpretations in the formation of relatively non-virtual ‘actual’ interpretations as represented through the six cognitive orders.

S21: On the trans-cognitive level of judgmental exercise, we find the permitted and non-permitted transitions between the relatively virtual and the relatively non-virtual forms of enaction as engendered through the six trans-cognitive orders and their six inter-ordered offspring, etc.

S22: Given the psychic distance between non-economic permissions and non-virtual enactions in the secular world at large we must impute an alignment between the affective, cognitive and trans-cognitive through a psychic form of suspension as engendered on a super-economic basis.

S23: That, from the envisioning of the anticipated and expected consequences of the psychic suspension, the post-cognitive force of the psychic de-suspension (represented as ‘intentional objectivity’) is delivered as the concrete specificity of lived-experience.

S24: Where ‘the inertia of psychic resistance’ as ‘the resistance of psychic inertia’ is effectively overcome through the emotively charged motivation co-involved in the intensification of intent.

S25: Where the psychic suspension conducted through the auspices of the super-economy co-involves a dynamic balance within and between emotions, intentions, and judgements.

S26: That overall alignments are engendered both within and between encapsulated forms of alignment.

S27: The sense and semblance of personal autonomy being engendered through the perceived lack of resistance to a transition between non-enacted virtual and enacted non-virtual forms of ideational appreciation.

S28: Where a resistance to personal autonomy is experienced through a relative failure of autonomous performance.

S29: Where a resistance to inter-personal autonomy is experienced through a relative failure of arbitrated performance.

S30: Where the relative removal of all forms of effective resistance oversees an overall positive sense and semblance of ‘body-tone’ that, hopefully, is both augmented and enhanced respectively, through positive non-existential and existential contributions as mediated through relatively authentic forms of arbitrational responses arising from the requisite forms of relational resolution in a productive alignment with ongoing conformalization. (170)


Now, let me comment on these twelve additional axioms in order to sketch both their relevance and their implicit axiomatic interconnections. (171)


A fundamental problem is addressed in S22, namely, as deliberations are non-virtually enacted in elevated epistemological terms how are such causally re-directed forms of enaction to be entered into in this secular world at large (given the ontological basis of the epistemological hierarchy in the ontological orientation)? This connection is axiomatically imputed through the metaphor of an alignment. (172)


Now, too, we can also explain the spontaneity of existentially oriented experience by virtue of its chaotic re-direction, along with the fact that both the non-existential and existential are connected by virtue of that moment of re-direction needs to be pre-conditionally arrived at incrementally.
 (173)


But, before I commence this series of comments on these latest axioms I have an additional heuristic problem that needs further refinement through an ordered approach. In a philosophy of transformational retreatment we have the three economic correlatives of a hermeneutical fifth first trans-cognitive order through mitigation as ‘pre-treatment’, the meta-elevation of pro-relational, phenomenal-phenomenological forms of remediation in a first trans-cognitive order as ‘treatment’, and the retreatment of the non-systematic existential in the formation of the trans-relational concrete historical specificity in an ongoing process of re(-)normalization in a third first trans-cognitive order as ‘retreatment’. But, given metafication and extrafiction along with de-metafication and de-extrafication this older scheme needs to give way to the refinement of a multi-ordered approach in which interactions can occur in ordered, inter-ordered and extra-ordered terms of reference through the adoption of reduplication and duplication, etc.
 E.g., in order to go from pre-treatment in the fifth trans-cognitive order to treatment in the first trans-cognitive order we must first pass through the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical, i.e., the factual treated as provisionally valid statements. Or, translated through a narrational lens, in order to proceed from the pre-given genres of behaviour seemingly appropriate for the intentional goals being set in both treatment and retreatment we have to pass through this sixth trans-cognitive order of facts already judged as valid conformally. A salutary observation to stress given the basis of most conspiracies in factoids rather than actual facts (even if ultimately regarded as provisional and conformally arranged in a hierarchy of conformally based insurance and assurance
). The point being made by this aside is that the philosophy of transformational retreatment is further refined through the use of an order philosophy in a multi-ordered context that must also include a complex, inter-ordered metaphysical dimension as here reconstituted (and where the conformal treatment of inter-ordered processes and products must be conducted in extra-ordered terms of reference and not merely in meta-levels of status, etc.
). (174)

 N.T., 23.3.25.

12. Narrational variants
Noting, first, general, particular, and specific levels of explication. (175)
1. General: Six simple narrational isotypes (where by 'isotype' is meant 'different sequences between hyper-economic, economic, and non-economic orientations. Indeed, that isotypical order as just noted, being a harmonically oriented reading (given this sequencing between the relatively hermeneutic as relative consonance, the relatively phenomenological as relatively dissonant, and the relatively non-systematic existential as the relatively harmonized).
2. Particular: Six simple ordered complexes and their complex ordered interactions. The former as exemplified by the sixth trans-cognitive order. Namely, facts are appreciated historically (as a sixth inter-ordered product), that, in turn, is conformably appreciated in extra-historical terms of reference in terms of historical competence.
3. Specifically: a complex conformal reading of transformational retreatment. Namely, the non-existentially oriented for(e)giveness of the hyper-economical is subjected to economic remediation through metafication, where through existential renornalization we take on extraficational retreatment, and, where the process is now reversed in a realization of existentially oriented forgiveness... and an ensuing mitigation of the hermeneutically oriented nature of pretreatment. (176)
That we can draw the implication that to lead a secular life with authenticity we do so through the uptake of the requisite working suspensions, etc. To this end let me now outline an integrated theory of conformal truth determination. (177)
Section B: An Integrated Conformal Theory of Truth Determination
Engineering a Theory of truth Determination Beginning with the Economic:

As Exemplifying a General Method for Philosophical Treatment

In this section, let me engineer an integrated theory of conformal truth determination constructed so to speak from the ‘ground up’ (metaphorically). (178)

In line with my latest thinking let me do this through the scheme of an eightfold pathway as follows:

I. Virtual Intervention

1. Problematization

2. Economization

3. Complexification

4. Conformalization

5. Re(-)Conformalization

6. Simplification

II. Non-Virtual Intervention

7. Interventions

8. Ramifications. (179)


This scheme also outlines a method for doing philosophical work. (180)


Even Aristotle recognized that no one has absolute (or adequate) certainty of knowledge, but, at the same time we are also never absolutely (or adequately) wrong. That it is easy to pass through this (metaphorical) ‘door’, but, the difficulty thereafter arose in how to sort what might be regarded as ‘true’ from what, possibly, should not be so regarded.
 The courageous philosopher must confront such a topic. In doing so let such attempts illustrate what apparent methods that philosopher exercises, and, in so doing, illustrate the nature of that set of philosophical approaches being adopted and adapted to this task of truth determination, and, hopefully, along the way, refine this very discipline that constitutes the honourable vocation of the professional philosopher. (181)


But, the vocation of a philosopher, like any disciplinarian, can never be the sole enterprise of any one person. On the other hand, where people differ from others that then characterizes the style of that disciplinarian, i.e., the distinctive manner of the resolutions preferred in those applied forms of resolution they consider to be no longer so problematic whilst being mindful of the fact that no determinations of truth should be set in concrete even if, as a non-betting person, they could consider betting the house on the extrapolated veracity of a certain seemingly fully determined outcome. Now, we should also note, that not all facts are equal, indeed, that no facts can be equally ascertained as equally valid except through a process of approximation or an a priori-like legislation or merely as something ‘similar’, etc. On the other hand, although we should be open to the hypothetical possibility of being wrong in our opinions, still, there are some facts that, once ascertained, should not be seriously over-contested. Qualified, if necessary, but, their outright dismissal should be correctly observed as tantamount to a form of insanity. That, when duly suspended, through the automatic ensuing of the de-suspension, their legitimate hegemony can only be observed as being once more re-established through such re(-)iterations in and through both individual judgments and their re-affirmation through collective forms of well-argued consensus. That, in the refinement of their validation, the concerned and careful disciplinarian learns to skilfully demarcate the ‘relatively non-critical’ from the advent of both the ‘relatively critical’ and the ‘relatively radical’. Then, without the latter, no intellectual progress could be entertained since the current boundaries of our contemporary thinking incrementally becomes chaotically re-self-organized in the context of newly apperceived information along with the radical consequences stemming from both the import and impact of such re(-)alignments reflecting the differentially enhanced re-direction of such shifts in the evolution of our cultural-intercultural modes of comprehension. That, without a recognition of the relatively novel, we could never encounter and engage with that which is to be better understood as both ‘different’ and ‘valid’ through an economic process of re(-)confirmation. Where the critical, instead, is realized through non-difference and mere reconfirmation versus the non-critical meeting both difference and a process of non-confirmation and its eventual findings of that which is ‘not valid’ or ‘non-valid’ or ‘invalid’, etc. A transformation in truth determination sees us moving between these three possibilities. Indeed, to invoke the ‘non-critical’ as either ‘critical’ or ‘radical’ is to have mistaken the requisite application of the required conformal frame/s of reference, whereas, to non-mistakenly move from the ‘critical’ to the ‘radical’ means an incremental transformation in those terms of reference towards an extension of those critical terms of reference that then allows us to entertain the ‘radical’ and eventually re(-)normalize the same under the now expanded heading of the ‘critical’...
  (182)


However, a simple difference should be noted between the vocation of the philosopher and the vocations of other disciplinarians, namely, that the philosopher operates as a meta-disciplinarian. Where, as implied, a meta-disciplinary approach is philosophical, and, where the philosophical appreciation of a discipline, likewise, is meta-disciplinarian in orientation.
 (183)


Now, there is an illuminating anecdote told by the physicist John Archibald Wheeler that noted a need to somewhat differentiate between interpretative experience and interpreted reality to the effect, in this paraphrase of mine, that a short-sighted fisherman with a net with a two-inch wide weave came to the conclusion that ‘there are no fish smaller than two inches’ and that ‘all fish have gills’. Of course, we can chuckle to ourselves that this net could only catch fish that were two inches in size or larger, and, that this observation was related to the size of our net, or, analogically, the operative nature of our interpretative abilities. On the other hand, every fish caught did seem to possess gills. However, even here such generalities could be called into question. In the evolutional transition from water to an estuarine or riparian environment, gills could well become vestigial organs and to be replaced by the development of lungs and, therefore, some fish could possess what looks like gills but the appearance of an organ that no longer functionally observes a more dynamic sense of its former definition. Thence this difference between the general ‘interpretation of reality’ and the general ‘reality of interpretation’. Or, the observance of an even deeper, economic moral, namely, that although we have so-called ‘interpretations’ and so-called ‘realities’ we should also understand the lived-reality of their mutual interaction since there could be no ‘interpretations’ without ‘realities’ and no ‘realities’ without ‘interpretations’ whilst neither reducing one to the other, nor v.v. Indeed, at one decisive stroke, dismissing the absolutistical nonsense of either a strong idealism and/or a strong realism as not worthy of the practical, pragmatic, more productive and professional, non-ideologically oriented philosopher... more concerned with the resolution of the philosophically problematic than the pointless pursuit of logically watertight positions that cannot even be presented in thought, in the form claimed, let along duly recognized, encountered and/or engaged.
 (184)


To this end, I would argue that the critical and radical philosopher must confront the phenomenal-phenomenological nature of truth determination, etc… and do so beyond the limitations of the merely logical through pursuing a working relationship with the dialectical that, equally, does not jettison the conventional nature of the logical. That granted, and given that we can first think about actively entertaining a set of responses before decisively making a decision about the same let me, therefore, begin with the virtual before moving on to our interventions through the deliberate enaction of our non-virtually designated intentions. At each stage in this process, within this eightfold heuristic, I would like to contend that the lived-nature of philosophically oriented practice will clearly be on display and, therein and thereby, proffer an overall philosophical method as to how we should approach the problematization of the problematic at the very heart of philosophical praxis... starting with the intervention of the virtual form of our intentions, etc., before moving on to the selection of their non-virtual enaction. (185)

I. Virtual Intervention
1. Problematization

Previously, on numerous occasions, I have claimed that the philosopher works with either a philosophical problem already to hand or the problematization of some topic that becomes a philosophical issue. However, I would like to qualify this stance by noting that the meta-disciplinary nature of a philosophical discourse is more correctly derived through the problematization of the problematic and its subsequent resolution of solutions either traditionally or non-traditionally proposed within the orbit of that meta-problematic. In other words, for example, a questioning of our questioning, and so on. Where the type of a suspension being invoked is both invoked and, then, suspended in turn. Thence the imputed power of the de-suspension hitherto overlooked in phenomenological circles, etc. (186)


Under philosophical scrutiny we find a bewildering variety of both individual suspensions and sets of suspensions. Such as, e.g., the dis-conjunctive suspension of the rhetorical, the conjunctive suspension of the metaphorical, and the balanced suspension of the former in the final formation of the apparitional as arrived at through a double negation/suspension, etc. Such as, e.g., the overall transcendental suspension where we have the inter-mediation of those three individual suspensions as just cited; the expanded suspension that notes the additional economy of the de-suspension; the extensive suspension that notes the differential transition from a virtual form of intervention to a non-virtual form of an intervention; and, the expansive suspension whose orbit moves to the causal domain through an intersubjective perspective as refracted through our embrace  of an aspirational economy as centered within the openness of the arbitrational economy through the force of the non-economic, and so on... (187)


However, such complexity is somewhat ameliorated through a process of ‘economic induction’ wherein our ‘intentional concentration on the exercise of one, or more, suspensions has us holistically enter the simulation of that simulated economy in question’… given that all internal economic correlatives dialectically mirror each other, and, externally, the same can be posited with respect to the correlativities observed to be in an alignment with the internal correlatives of the relevant economies held in such mutually informative juxtapositions. Thence the concept of ‘economic complexification’ (and its expansion, as a concept of ‘complexification’, to include ‘ordered complexification’ and ‘transformational complexification’ through transformational retreatment as also will be soon explored). (188)


Or, put more simply, we can only enter (both literally and metaphorically) through one ‘door’ at a time, and then the uniqueness of the ‘room’ entered into is to be seen in its apparent entirety. (189)


But, then, an intuitive appreciation of that semblance of the whole then needs to be sequentially addressed in order to comprehend both the analytical reduction of its phenomenological presentation, etc., and an ongoing clarification of its overall truth determinations. A complex operation where we need to intuitively bring out the full weight of our relevant philosophical and non-philosophical skills to bear on such an unending task… (190)


Where the success of such relative progress made needs to be measured in terms that are both pragmatic and existential in orientation in regard to both the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential (which can be simplistically paralleled with the compactual and contractual dimensions of the economic world of arbitration respectively). Thence the promise of meta-problematization, but, whether we live up to such a high ideal lies squarely within our critical and radical appreciation to be responsibly determined through our mutual cooperation with others… in an unending dialectic whose positive productivity, hopefully, will be fruitfully disseminated along the way… (191)


So, such provisional optimism accepted, how is this course of the meta-problematic exercised? Through suitable suspensions appropriately recognized, properly encountered, and appositely engaged.
 (192)


By noting, e.g., a questioning of the rhetorical, or a doubting of the metaphorical (in a so-called ‘first reply’), or in a treating of the apparitional or literal as if simulated (in a so-called ‘second reply’), etc.
 Where the relatively closed logical consistency of our research needs to be suitably situated within the openness of its dialectical coherence, and v.v. (193)
2. Economization

But, the asking of any question, etc., in either a process of problematization or meta-problematization, is economic, i.e., as entertained through the invocation of an interrogative economy. Furthermore, all experience and its appreciation, philosophical or otherwise, is also economic. That it behooves us to fully recognize this fact that inescapably characterizes our thoughtful-existence, namely, that all lived-experience is both economically constituted and situated, and, that all appreciation is similarly constituted! That no philosopher, no disciplinarian, and no secularist can escape this trimodal constitution of both our intentional awareness and its trans-intentional appreciation, and, that to do otherwise, will lead us inevitably into a world of error, untruthfulness, mistakes and mistaken identities, in essence, a world of confusion, mishappened ambitions and misfortune. Fortunately, in part, we inadvertently work with the economic and it is upon those foundations of what we economically have to hand that allows us to proceed, and whose clarification will advance such efforts, be they either philosophically and/or non-philosophically in orientation. (194)


How can we be so sure that there is this economic basis constituting lived-experience? Through careful philosophical observation and our productively building upon the same in the coursing of our arguments; in our recognition, encountering, and engagement with others, and so on. I.e., finding profit in this interpretation of the observable, and, observing an augmented and enhanced clarification through this more productive style of interpretation... (195)


In theoretical terms, it can be argued that that is the way we think, i.e., metaphorically, through finding a relevant ‘field’, applying our intentional ‘focus’ therein, and subjectively appreciating the relevance, or ‘frame’, of that relational interaction between ‘field and focus’ in the semblance of a subjectivity exactly characterized by the nature of that field and its current focus. So, e.g., look at an apple tree bearing ripe fruit and you become the perceiver of that tree. Pick one of those apples and you become a picker of an apple; taste that apple and you become the taster of that apple. A simple style of observation where there is no need to invoke any form of a self beyond those situated terms of reference other than through the collation of such experiences where we become the overall bearer of such experiences as an experiential fact, as an embodied person in this world with-others, etc. (196)


I.e., as an economic person in an overall economic sense and semblance of world. I.e., through the overlapping of a world of economies where each and every economy is approached through a triangulation of approaches, be they explicitly articulated or implicitly recognized; advertently invoked or inadvertently nominated; overtly pointed out or left to be exposed as covertly present, and so on. Of course, the relatively non-philosophically aware person is relatively unaware of this fact of our existences. Therefore, unfortunately, so-called ‘philosophical people’ fall divided between two camps, be they either acting as a critical and radical philosopher aware of this fact of our intentional constitution, etc., or as someone who uncritically may identify themselves as a ‘philosopher’ who is blindly unaware of the endless replication of this trimodal state of affairs through the coursing of their both their thinking and its textually disseminated entracement. That, unfortunately, such a division can also be applied to both disciplinarians and secularists. However, without the requisite import and impact of an economic insightfulness all progress is somewhat hobbled by this impediment, yet, despite such an absence of the required awareness in this regard all patterns of behaviour are still permeated by the economic despite such non-recognition. Consequently, what sense and sensibleness is actually able to be manifested through thought, speech and actions is none other than that exercised through such economically oriented constructions, but, without this direct awareness of the economic all progress in the relative conformal assessment of truth determinations cannot be other than both hampered and hobbled to the same extent this critical and radical awareness is neither fully fostered nor effectively formulated… (197)


So, in the light of this admonition, how does the disciplinarian or secularist take on board this economic perspective (along with, I must add, its non-economic ramifications, etc.
)? (198)


Such an uptake of perspective could be taken on trust, but, better, through interpreted observations we should soon discern that all circulations of value, as an e/valuational formation, can be reinterpreted economically, i.e., both trimodally constituted and as trimodally situated. Thence this disapprobation for the declaration of the over-preferencing of either the unimodal, bimodal, and/or closed, non-open trimodal forms of non-situated discursive thinking and practice. (199)


On a basic level of demonstration, we can simply point out that all concepts are trimodally triplicated and we have only to nominate any economy to discern this trimodal state of affairs. So, e.g., in a temporal economy we have the concepts of ‘past, present, and future’. Conversely, the intermingling of ideas of the past, etc., constitutes a temporal economy. Without these three economic correlatives concepts, like the ‘past’, etc., could not even be enunciated given that the ‘past’ is ‘both not the present and not the future as currently defined’, etc. Given, as well, that all lived-experience also needs to be contextually situated it follows that the articulation of any one economy is also economically situated just as our individual aspirational economies, through sheer necessity, in order to function, are also required to be refracted through the relatively overlooked ubiquity of the arbitrational economy. (200)


E.g., contemplate the very possibility of the economy of how we must trimodally depict points in space, be that through either coordinates or vectors… with the importing of at least and no less than the necessary presentation of the requirement of those three pieces of information in order to commence and express such involvement. (201)


E.g., contemplate an economy of translation with either movement in a certain direction, rotation, and/or reflection… since no other translational possibility can be envisaged. (202)


E.g., imagine the expansion or contraction of the volume of a certain object where the three possibilities are either expansion, or contraction, or neither expansion nor contraction (where the object or objects in question either remain in or return to their initial status. (203)


E.g., imagine an economy that contrasts the practice of a reductive-analysis by supplying the contrasting aspects of both a reconstituted-synthesis and a relational-nomination. Within the orbit of this style of economic thematization we can imagine no other possibilities. Or, if we think we can do this form of impossible ‘tetrafication’ or ‘pentafication’, etc., (rather than a process of trimodalization within a process of economization) we are either substituting one term for an equivalent term, say, ‘reduction’ with ‘analysis’, or, the actual invocation or creation of a relatively different economy that is imputed to either overlap with one or two of those correlatives or operate in parallel (as in a potential process of complexification). (204)


So, e.g., we can creatively contrast the operations of a phenomenologically descriptive economy with a hermeneutically prescriptive economy in turn to be contrasted with the proscriptive nature of an existential economy. Hence this additional understanding that economies are necessary, but, their interpretations can be creatively constructed with those modalities either found to hand or constructively brought to hand. Thence, economies can also overlap through a sharing of common correlatives. More importantly, economies can be found to find degrees of economic alignment by virtue of the fact that all economies are archetypally constituted on the common, unifying basis of a ‘situated field, focus and frame/framing’. Hence the import of a process of complexification where, through such perceived alignments, different economies can informatively comment upon each other in a manner that enriches the understanding of any one economy subjected to such aligned forms of comparison. (205)


That granted, how do we articulate the individual economic correlatives imputed to dialectically co-exist within a certain economic orbit relevant to the nature of our current concerns? (206)


To this end let me propose the observance of some simple rules. (207)


If the economy is deemed to be functioning, in our being able to perform a certain function or operation, be that either virtually and/or non-virtually in its intentional status, then a triplicity of expressions will already be present within its textual formations. Then, it merely behooves us to discern and articulate their relatively overt and/or covert expressions. (208)


Or, if such discernment is seemingly conducted with some difficulty, then construct those additional trimodal terms of reference. So, through economic complexification we could run phenomenologically oriented ‘descriptions’ (texts) with hermeneutically oriented ‘prescriptions’ (meta-texts) and to the former add existentially oriented ‘proscriptions’ (or, if more relevant to the course of our explorations, ‘conscriptions’ or ‘subscriptions’, etc.) (as non-texts).
 (209)


Within the former ruling, we can note the additional ruling involved in devolving the invocation of words revolving around a similar verbal root, or other repetitive textual indications, as cited in my use of ‘descriptions, prescriptions, and proscriptions’, etc. As in one way to trimodally articulate and economy of representation through representations, presentations, and re-presentations. Or, e.g., we could engender an economy around ‘field, focus and frame (or framing)’; mere repetition, sheer repetition, and bare trophic repetition (as economically underlies a harmonic progression of [preparatory] consonance, [inserted] dissonance, and [final or ongoing] resolution or [enacted] intentional determination), etc. (210)


Or, we could look for the explicit or implicit extremes or polarities being invoked, and, then, propose the balanced suspension of the former in order to supply the so-called ‘third dialectical moment’ arrived a through the implied suspension of the ‘extreme A’ versus ‘extreme B’ or ‘extreme -A’ versus the balanced suspension of the former as ‘A-plus-B’ or ‘A-plus-(-A)’.
 (211)


Or, quite simply, observe that three correlative aspects that seem to mutually co-define the other economic correlatives that constitute that apparent economy. (212)


Thence the nomination of those five rulings as ‘observational discernments, creative reconstructions, textual indications, balanced suspensions, and mutual co-definitions’. (213)

Or, more pragmatically, whatever works given that all economies are situated trimodally as relational situations situated in their contexts of presentation, etc. Of course, we can be charitable here and note that all creative constructions will supply an existential surplus of e/valuational formation, but, that the relative merit of such systems is better discerned in comparative terms of reference, i.e., by seeking those terms of reference that, for-us, apparently supply the greater degree of relevant e/valuational formation. (214)


In the light of the above, ‘economization’, can be defined as ‘the articulation and utilization of seemingly relevant trimodal economic terms of reference (preferably within a suitable, relevant, trimodally constituted economic sense and semblance of a co-related situatedness)’. (215)


Applying one or more of those economic rulings to better represent the articulated economy in question. (216)


That, within such a framework, we can then economically re(-)frame
 such a representation and present our arguments, observations, comments, etc., both therewithin and thereupon, etc. The reasons for such re(-)framing is the pursuit of a greater degree of philosophical clarity; a reduced risk of argumentative dissipation, digression, or outright contradiction; an enrichment of our arguments through complexification, conformalization, re(-)conformalization, and determinative simplification as preparation for a positively productive instantiation to be established behind the enaction of existentially oriented patterns of relational intervention. (217)


In better knowing what we are dealing with, then, better the chance we will be more productively dealing with that which was either to hand, or is now to hand, or could be to hand. (218)


That the better evidence, if not the very best evidence for the merits of economization, the economic treatment of that which we are working with, is the ensuing promotion of a productive, ‘economic’ facilitation of our arguments, etc. Where this expression ‘economic’ aligns, more or less, with an improved circulation of value, an efficient style of argumentation, and a relatively more positive realization of patterns of resolution conducive to the overall running of our arguments and their practical and profitable applications in lived-experience. (219)

3. Complexification

Complexification is another tool for both enriching the complexity and inducing the ensuing simplicity of our arguments, be they philosophical in orientation or otherwise. (220)


Complexification involves the observed imputation of an alignment within and/or between economies in terms of either their relatively ‘internal’ economic correlatives and/or their ‘external’ economic correlativities. So, e.g., internally to the temporal economy, the ‘past’ can be defined as ‘both not present and not future’. Or, e.g., externally, the ‘past orientation’ can also, as a parallel commentary, be paralleled with the ‘analytical moment of the reductive’ implying, by extension, an alignment between the ‘future’ and the ‘synthetic’, and, the ‘present’ and the identificational sense of the ‘nominative’. (221)


But, why stop there. Given the imputation of this archetypal economy of field, focus and frame, as underlying all economies, we could draw up an open-ended dictionary
 of parallels within these economic correlations both within and between economies. Hence, e.g., a ‘phenomenal-phenomenological presentation’ can be placed in a direct apposition with ‘analysis’ as ‘a process of ‘reduction’, in a promoted alignment with the ‘retrospective nature of the past’ (and its historical emphasis upon ‘disconformities’ in a history of the past), and so on. (222)


Although all economic correlatives could be dialectically substituted for each other, still, on a preponderance of evidence, we should find processes of an up-taken alignment to be more informative… (223)


Imputed forms of a co-alignment, between ‘internal’ correlative and between ‘external’ correlativities can be seen to occur under the rubric of ‘economic complexification’, ‘ordered complexification (including the inter-ordered, the extra-ordered, and all meta-ordered forms of duplication)’, ‘transformational complexification’, and ‘political-economic forms of complexification’. (224)


Thence our ability, through economic complexification, to draw enriching, and influential, forms of comparison between economic correlatives and economic correlativities given that the basic archetypal nature of all intentionally constituted economies (and, by extension, all economies in the physical world, throughout the sciences, etc.
). (225)


Hence the relative ease, e.g., that one (sixth trans-cognitively/cognitively ordered) fact can be compared with another relevant fact, and, an understanding why an ensuing confusion is more likely to occur when (fifth trans-cognitively/cognitively ordered) factoids or mere possibilities are wrongly substituted for (sixth trans-cognitively/cognitively ordered) factual ascertainments (given the difference in their ordered status, etc.). As when, e.g., a spokesperson proffers, in the form of propaganda, a series of lies as overt elements of disinformation when, as either taxpayers or mere observers, the public would expect governmental spokespeople to proffer non-dis-informed items of information as relevant to the overseeing of a well-informed public and not a deliberately mis-informed public.
 Thence the urgency of such considerations given political polarization; the diminished or discredited authority of a once reputable Legacy Media; the loss of fact-checkers on media sites; the substituted use of AI to differentiate informed Media from a Media disseminating misinformation, disinformation, mal-information, etc., along with the tendency for AI to either hallucinate its responses to questions and/or regurgitate the non-factually informed propaganda already in circulation (given the ease people have to mindlessly ‘like’ product content and, therein and thereafter, assist in and accelerate the ongoing dissemination of such alternative realities along with the ensuing consequent dilution of better, more informed forms of information, etc. (226)


In transformational complexification I note the role played by transformational retreatment in the posttreatment of pretreatment materials and how, e.g., a metaphysical overlay can be superimposed upon philosophical processes of argumentation, etc., be that exercised either non-critically, critically, and/or radically.
 Given the preponderance of the improper perpetuation of a non-reconstituted traditional metaphysics the critical and radical philosopher has their work cut out for them in any attempt to excise themselves, and others, from such ideological contamination along with all other similar forms of unsuitably constituted disciplinary materials. Historically, the secularist is at the mercy of a bewildering variety of relentlessly competing arrays of such all too often fraudulent schemes out to colonize the public arena and, thereafter, impose themselves on both the private realm and the compactual-contractual realm of the arbitrated economy, etc. (227)


A fourth form of complexification can also be found in the political-economic domain when and where, e.g., the multivarious nature of the overall political dimension inhabits the legislature, the business-like domain of political parties, the executive, etc. Or, similarly, how the world of the legal similarly permeates a political domain, the business practices of solicitors and barristers, etc., and the stylistic domains of judges (along with their ability to either enforce or not so ably enforce their judgments of laws and regulations in a relative punitive setting, etc.). (228)


Why enter the complexity and potential perplexity of a realm of complexification? (229)


In order to enrich; clarify; and rectify, through self-correction, the preparation, nature, and trajectory of our argumentation. (230)


On what basis have I to make this claim? Through finding the nature of such a process as assisting in the determining the comformalization of our explorations, be they philosophical, disciplinary or secular in orientation. I.e., in pragmatic terms given the enrichment, etc., proffered by the particular and specific utilization of this general method. Hence its recommendation to be taken up by either the philosopher, the disciplinarian, or the secularist (since we must all occupy these same three roles throughout the course of our lives given our propensity to reflect, to work in and upon the world, and to interact in a public domain. That only through adequate forms of conformalization in truth determination are we able to navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate within this world with(-)others, before(-)others, and find some degree of an existential freedom through(-)others… (231)

4. Conformalization

As noted, in passing through the ‘door’ of interpreted-experience we cannot but walk a middle path between absolutistical truth determination and absolutistical non-truth determination. I.e., we can neither be absolutely right nor be absolutely wrong. All else is either navigated, negotiated, and/or subjected to arbitration. In other words, we take those apparent truths already to hand and enrich, clarify, and rectify the same in order to advance both our individual and collective understandings of this world at large… (232)


That this advancement is progressive, incremental, sometimes self-correcting, but, neither is it ever-guaranteed, and, is better reviewed as ever a work in progress. Still, we are not circuitously trapped in endless cycles of circulation given that definitive decisions are to be apparently made non-economically through the irruptive nature of de-suspended judgments of the last instance, etc. Upon this no-man’s-land, as a land for all people, between an overly-positive dogmatism and an overly-negative skepticism we make what progress we find through these processes of navigating around potential obstructions in this world at large, navigating with people and arbitrating within the arbitrational economy in order to successfully observe the refraction of our individual and socially directed ambitions and aspirations within the orbit of this overall world-of-life. Surely, tell me that such a description cannot be amiss, should not be controversial, except in the callous hands of ideologues who simply conflate the logical with a conceive vision of an impossible reality, and v.v. (233)


Economically, all identities are dialectically generated ‘internally’ through processes of differentiation, accommodation, and transformation, as ‘externally’ situated in the consilience of a variety of perspectives, where the salience of each perspective is also limited, and where our standing in the world can be perfectly legislated neither dogmatically nor skeptically. A perfect understanding of the world is thankfully beyond us and we are not usually trapped in the ‘icy cold confines’ of the suspension as skeptically bound for what then would seem to be for all ‘eternity’, instead, we are intentionally entrusted to entertain a dynamic world of interactions in which, through suitable forms of iteration, in an economy of re(-)iteration through which we find the progressive thematization of significance in both that being apparently being signified through an economy of re(-)presentation and it co-association through am evolving process of truth-seeking as exercised through its ongoing re(-)conformalization… (234)


All (trans-cognitive/trans-intentional) judgmental appreciation is entered through the formation of a mix of either advertent or inadvertent suspensions, and, automatically and immediately left through the force of the ensuing de-suspension… to re(-)continue this circulation of e/valuational formation, along with the textual deposition of an evolving form of (cognitive/intentional) appreciation when a more definitive sense of a relational resolution is arrived at through the non-economic, unilateral exiting of the last instance, etc. Otherwise, the intentional content of our lives would be endlessly recycled without finding any form of a reasonably determined sense of standing in this world at large. (235)


To assist us in this process of re(-)conformalization we have “‘a world of interpretation’ set within ‘an interpretation of a world’” where the constraints of lived-experience force us to remain on a middle path even if such restraints are either undone through ideological forms of a dogmatic over-commitment or forms of an under-commitment as needlessly perpetrated through unconvincing, intermingled forms of a relativism and a co-associated skepticism. (236)


What semblance of salvation is there that can be found to hand? That this metaphorical ‘door’ to conformally oriented experience is already to hand, ever open and never shut, and, through the invocation of suitable suspensions the automatic force the relatively non-distorted de-suspension will through an economy of re(-)iteration oversee, at least to some extent, a progressive clarification of our path through this world at large. Whilst never being completely correct or completely incorrect, on such a path we can muster a range of tools to help us work our way through this world of arbitration… (237)


How, then, do we engineer a relatively non-distorted suspension? By running well-formed and well-informed conjectures, etc., subjected to suitable suspensions, etc. By being open to the existential richness of lived-reality as refracted both personally and inter-personally. By applying ourselves as both philosophers and disciplinarians in the pursuit of our observing a relative benefit for our secularist fraternity. Working for the orchestration and enhancement of our existential freedom to be found through others in accordance with our relative standing with others. (238)


By such means we find both the insurance and assurance to find, through various trials and tribulations, a path forward in this continual and inescapable quest for truth-seeking. Finding our ‘home’ in this world despite the homelessness of our natural condition given that fabrication of a permanent sense and semblance of place is not much more than a fabrication in the time and space of place… where what we can ever know is only an imperfect displacement of such displacement. Admittedly, reinforced through ongoing processes of re(-)conformalization. (239)


Let me now exemplify this process as preparation for re(-)conformalization. (240)


To some extent all sets of propositions could be either construed or misconstrued as statements by virtue of the fact that they must possess, at the very least, a modicum of true factual content (in order to be comprehended in our cultural-intercultural schematizations of this world as lived). (241)


E.g., for a spokesperson to be a ‘spokesperson’ they must allude to some factual content that as a basis for the dissemination of information must be in conformity with our general understanding of this world at large in regard to the topical nature of that being spoken about. Now, that granted, should that spokesperson just supply an expected degree of spin we could argue that the facts stated are basically correct but the interpretation supplied might well be either discounted or positively non-discounted, i.e., approved of. On the other hand, if some of those facts are alternative facts or outright lies then no degree of spin can or could compensate for either the intended misdirection, dis-direction, and/or mal-direction. Of course, spin could also have the same type of intention, i.e, to deceive through some form of misdirection, etc., or supply some form of distortion or obstruction, and/or rewrite the emotional connotation that would have been co-associated with that disseminated messaging. Say, for the sake of an example, we have a Right-leaning President A of Country X, on the behalf of country Y, decides to bomb country Z, and where the official spokesperson frames such actions as ‘a leader showing great world leadership’. In contrast, spokespeople for the Left might well characterize such behaviour as reckless, possibly unconstitutional, and so on. Interestingly, if a Left-leaning President B opted to follow a similar course of action then the ensuing spin and counter spin could quite easily be reversed. Furthermore, critics belonging to the same party of either President A and B could equally counter such official spin in a similar fashion. That, the application of a simple working suspension could minimize such interpretative re-interpretation leaving the factual content in a more neutral sense and semblance of a report or reporting. However, in scrutinizing this type of fraudulent dissemination it is the factual status of such possible facts that has to be be re-assessed (in terms of either their actual fifth trans-cognitively/cognitively ordered status or sixth trans-cognitively/cog-nitively ordered status). Therefore, in dealing with such reports or reportings we would need to re-assess its portrayed sixth ordered status; relatively neutralize interpretative spin; de-distort discerned distortions and de-obstructed discerned obstructions; speculate on the intentions behind the former; and envisage the range of consequences that might emanate from such received disseminations.
 (242)


In effect, entering into an economic process of re(-)conformalization... (243)

5. Re(-)Conformalization

What is presented as conformally truthful needs to be evidential; demonstrable, at least through valid argumentation; and, must be reiterable in and through a suitably amenable, intersubjective economy of re(-)iteration. (244)


Furthermore, in accordance with the work of Alfred Tarski, a conjecture can be re(-)determined as conformally valid through a reiteration of the demonstration that its meta-propositional meta-determination is evidently determined through the same validation of that proposition as evident (in the requisite manner as to how that evidence is to be regarded as evident). (245)


Now, evidence is simply obtained directly through sense-experience or indirectly through testimony or inference. Normally, those lines are blurred. Furthermore, we are constrained by cultural-intercultural restraints as to what counts as either directly and/or indirectly evidential and just what is able to be reiterated and demonstrated if only through textual descriptions, etc. (246)


So, on one hand, a real Father Xmas, in relative conformity with his mythological reality, does not exist either ahistorically or historically, and yet, on the other hand, as a certain cultural icon this mythical figure has a mythological reality that is obviously evident in those same, restricted terms of reference, and, therein, can be representatively reiterated and demonstrated accordingly. Hence, situated in its appropriate mythological world (MW) the meta-proposition of FX’ is true (T) iff (if and only if) the proposition FX is suitably evident, etc.


Hence, in MW/FX’ is T iff FX… (247)

And where [MW/FX’ is T iff FX]’ is T iff [MW/FX’ is T iff FX]. (248)


Where a demonstrated ability to reiterate both arguments can be taken as a relatively successful form of culturally-interculturally evidence, etc. (249)


Such as here outlined is simplistically portrayed given we already possess a wide range of philosophical and disciplinary tool for discerning, factual premises, running non-fallaciously valid conjectural argument that arrive a reasonably valid conclusions without executing logical contradictions and voiding dialectical forms of coherence, etc. As would fall under a process of re(-)normalization utilizing hermeneutically oriented mitigation, phenomena-phenomenologically oriented remediation (through paralleled deconstruction and reconstruction), and re-normalization of both non-existential and existential content, etc. (250)


Intuitively, we cut our way through this thicket of technical complexity by basically observing what pragmatically works and what existential creates, preserves, and/or conservationally expands the experiential-richness of our living-relationships. But, in this, we are also assisted through the relative simplification of an ensuing resolution induced, to a great extent, through the reiteration of the de-suspension should we show the requisite concern and care required in our disciplined handling of such evolving circumstances. (251)


In effect, learning to discern the relatively non-critical from the relatively critical, and v.v., and, therein and thereby, discern the relatively critical from the relatively radical, and v.v. (252)

6. Simplification

The making of a seemingly definitive decision is an obvious simplification to the extent that we no longer need to make that same decision, and, therein and thereafter, remain merely left to suffer the consequences of such decisive forms of intervention regardless of whether they are instantiated in either more virtual terms of reference and/or in more non-virtual terms of reference. (253)


How is such simplification realized? Non-economically, through processes of resolution, in and through the unilateral decisiveness of the last instance, and so on. (254)


How is such decisiveness manifested? Through spilling over into forms of non-virtual intervention… (255)

II. Non-Virtual Intervention
7. Interventions

All patterns of intervention conform to an appropriate mix of meta-textual genres of behaviour in the execution of those enacted intensions informed by such resolute simplification as unilaterally discharged, non-economically, in that last instance. (256)


The relational responsibility of such responses resides in and through either its existential appositeness and/or non-existential non-appositeness as expressed through of its enacted responsiveness, albeit as appreciated in situ, i.e., in its situated embodiment, embeddedness and environmental embankment where that situatedness, in turn, is situated in the radiation of a wider world of the relational. Hence the significance of a non-closed, open attitude to the situatedness of our relationships with(-)others, etc. (257)


Thence the necessity for us to be responsibly open to the consequential ramifications of our enacted intervention… be they either virtually and/or non-virtually enacted, be such enaction discharged actively, non-actively, and/or inactively (through a deferral or postponement of decision-making)… (258)

8. Ramifications

‘Ramifications’ are a unique mix of either existentially oriented enactions and/or non-existentially oriented enactions. The former is always positive to some degree or other in proportion to the apparent degree of responsibility being exercised, whereas, the latter is a complex mix of either the more positive, the more neutral, and/or the more negative. (259)


As the existential economy dictates, an orientation towards the existentialization of lived-experience is arrived at through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and, de-existentialization is arrived at through the relative non-existentialization of the relatively existential. Therefore, it behooves us not to deprecate the relatively non-existential but diminish and remove the relatively negative and transform what remains through an existential lens in order to maximize the existential complexion and impact of our interventions. Inevitable and inescapable processes of interventions, given that even our decision either to not act or to defer the making of a decision is still a pattern of enaction entered into in this world at large. (260)

Responsibility, therefore, is enacting those patterns of response that actually contribute an overall benefit to the coursing of our relationships, especially when directed to our more close or more intimate relationships. (261)

As Martin Buber might put it – we need to I-Thou (I-You) the I-It, since without the I-It there would be nothing there to I-Thou (I-You) in the first place. (262)

If the utility of this scheme were to be hypothetically and provisionally applied, just how does it contribute to a conformalization of truth determinations? (263)


Through philosophically establishing the meta-disciplinary context of our explorations by invoking the relevant problematization of our problematic in order to set the stage for the following seven steps on this path of conformalization as evidentially to be demonstrated through reiterable-conformity in the required patterns of alignment needed to reinforce such apparent processes of validation. (264)


The overall problematic being economically articulated in order to minimize philosophical confusion over both logical and dialectical concerns, etc. (265)


Complexification is a process that enriches our terms of reference and supplies additional patterns of alignment that will either constructively reinforce or de-constructively de-reinforce the overall execution of our well-formed and well-informed conjectures, etc. (266)


In a process of conformalization we treat those apparently valid propositions as ‘statements’ and, therein and thereafter, work to refine the same. (267)


Doing so through an economy of ongoing re(-)conformalization, using those suitable tools already to hand or in investing in an improvement of the same or in the application of novel tools that come to hand in order to further discern the differences between the relatively-non-critical versus the relatively-critical versus the relatively-radical. (268)


Then, through the unilateral, non-economically initiated force of de-suspensions, in the execution of suitably organized suspensions, it is to be hoped that we can further clarify our conformal path through this overall world-of-life whilst accepting that in going through the door of experience we can experience neither the validity of dogmatic truths nor the invalidity of skeptical claims and upon such a middle path move incrementally forwards, from time to time, towards a validation of both positive non-existential experience and the expansive relational positivity of existential experience. Assisted, no doubt, through the seemingly definitive nature of such relative simplification to be experienced harmonically through such ongoing economic processes of resolution taking a relatively non-economic turn... (269)


Such decisiveness spilling over into patterns of enaction, hopefully, in a conformity with the overall import and impact of these eight hypothetical steps in this sequentially enacted process of conformalization. (270)


Suitably observing the differentiation, accommodation, and transformation of the relatively existential, etc., in order to expand the overall consilience, salience, and standing of our subjectively-and-intersubjectively oriented being in this world at large, be that passively with(-)others, actively before(-)others, and engaged in an amplification of our overall existential freedom to be found in this world through(-)others. (271)


But, such complexities and simplifications granted, just how do we better observe an existentially oriented sense and semblance of our standing in this world at large through(-)others? (272)


By invoking the conjecture that the perspective of an existential-pragmatics overlaps with the perspective of a pragmatic-existentialism within a conformally valid and validated frame of reference. Thence the importance of observing the long-term relevance involved in the narration of relevant facts rather than the short-term ideological convenience involved in the mis-associated narration of alternative facts, and so on. So, by such means establishing an integrated existential and pragmatic philosophy that is positively nihilistic, anti-representational-representationalism, and ethically instructive in redefining the course of our passage through this world at large, this overall world-of-life, both individually and collectively. (273)

Section C: An Existential-Pragmatics as a Pragmatic-Existentialism

Now, it is time to show that an existential-pragmatics can be viewed as a pragmatic-existentialism, and v.v., given that these two perspectives overlap, and, that this relationship only holds on conformal terms of reference. Demonstrating, in effect, that existential engagement, pragmatic enrichment, deontological motivation, conformal considerations, and allied concepts constructively inform an existential-pragmatism as a pragmatic-existentialism, and v.v. (274)


That in order to articulate the overlap of such a grand equation let me re-define the philosophical terms of reference needed to establish this coincidence by invoking that previously reviewed and subject to continuous re-qualification that remain relevant to this conjectural demonstration. (275)


Where to begin, or, rather, re(-)begin? By referring to what is already to hand, or, rather, our re(-)interpretations of the same arrived at through the combination of the collated interpretations of direct sense experience, the authoritative expressions of testimony disseminated by others, and the collective validation of relevant forms of logical-dialectical argumentation as organized through past, present and future expressions of an insured-assurance as an assured-insurance. Let me explain and explore this intersection of the existential, pragmatic, deontological, and conformal, etc. (276)


As to be expected the objective is to for this heuristic of the eightfold path to be explored in both greater depth and detail along with the importation of all other philosophical techniques relevant to the coherent, consistent, and co-ordinated conjectural explication of its disseminated conformal re(-)constructions. (277)


By ‘coherent’ is meant ‘the appropriately integrated integration of validated generalizations’. By ‘consistent’ is meant ‘the properly non-contradicted differentiation of validated particularizations’. By ‘co-ordinated’ is meant ‘the appositely conjectured, transformational explication of its validated specifications where the overall involvement of the conformal demands the preservation of a required relative transformational isomorphic invariance between the relevant overlapping of such generalizations, particularizations, and specifications, and, where the phenomenological-phenomenal situatedness in question, respectively, is actively, passively, and engagedly entertained. In other words, a successful interpretation economically demands hermeneutically, phenomenologically, and (non-systematic) existentially correlated inputs that the situated-phenomena in question is either virtually and/or non-virtually observed, in and through the causal domain of enacted experience, to actively act, passively react, and possess the requisite potential for an engaged, existentially oriented interactivity. (278)

Or, in other words, in a dialectical-logical-existential economy we find these required degrees of alignment between the general, particular, and specific levels of scrutiny, and where the phenomenal-situatedness in question altogether acts, reacts, and transformationally interacts in a manner indicative of its conformal ‘footprint’ in this world at large. I.e., by integrations through accommodation we form generalizations (as relations), by differentiations through distinctions we form particularizations (as predicates), and by transformations we find the formation of specifications (as nominatives) with the potential for existential amplification. That within the economics of this scheme we need to find suitable forms of alignment indicative of its overall conformance, and, where the non-critical is the result of its relative, partial non-observance, the critical through relative, non-partial observance, and the advent of the radical is progressively realized through the existential re-direction discerned through its re(-)appreciation of its chaotically re-visited specifications. Thence the implicit mitigation, remediation, and re-normalization, etc., arrived at in and through a process of ongoing rectification of both inputs and outputs in the review of such conformally treated conjectures when re-viewed through the lens of a transformational process of retreatment, etc. (279)


Of course, such research needs to be narrated, ordered, etc.,
 retreated,
 socially organized,
 and existentially re(-)e/valuated,
 as well as enriched through complexification
 and resolved through simplification,
 find conformal validation, and so on (be that through the eightfold scheme or some other set of heuristic devices), and so forth. (280)


Conceiving an ‘argumentative economy’ (as an ‘inferential economy in general’) as an ‘economy of conformal validation’ between the overall ‘economy of generalization, particularization, and specification (or specialization)’ we could argue that ‘valid inferential movement’ from the general to either the particular or the specific is a form of deduction; where a similar movement from the particular to either the general or the specific is a form of induction’ and where a similar ‘movement’ from the specific to either the general or the particular is a form of abduction… deduction seeks to determine relative certainty, inductions seeks to determine relative probability, and abduction seeks to determine relative plausibility… whilst recognizing that the economics of the argumentative domain demands either the explicit or implicit involvement of all three economic correlatives of the deductive, inductive and abductive. Furthermore, given the impossibility of a pure logical economy, etc., the argumentative economy needs to be hierarchically situated within the greater encompassment of an explicated version of a dialectical-logical-existential economy. Therein and thereby demanding a relativity in all forms of conformalization given that in passing through the ‘forever open door’ of an assured-insurance, as an insured-assurance, and v.v., our struggles in truth determination must take a viable middle path only between such impossible extremes. That the impossibility of an absolutistical truth determination is neither possible nor required, and, that the pure, skeptical possibility of a relativistical untruth determination is neither possible nor something that could ever be confronted. That these same boundaries apply to relations, predicates, and nominatives as well as the objectivity of both objects and inter-objective states, the subjectivity of both individual subjects and inter-subjective communities, etc.
 (281)


That the net effect of such requisite reforms is to supply a working framework for the perspectival explications of the unfolding of a heuristic device like that of this cited eightfold path, or similar. Therefore, to this end, it now behooves me to fully explicate the relevant economics of this methodology involved in this eightfold path that oversees our ability to successfully perform truth determinations, albeit between the impossibilities of an absolutistical dogmatism and a relativistical skepticism. (282) 


Of course, this does not mean there will be occasions when we cannot assume, for practical purposes, either advertently or inadvertently, a relative dogmatism or a qualified and circumscribed skepticism. Given that in the exercise of all working suspensions, at the center of all processes of judgment, etc., we must accept both ‘something is already to hand and its ‘skeptical treatment’ as the necessary preparation for the productive formation of a suspension to deliver the required degree of resolution, hopefully, through the ensuing force of the automatic de-suspension… (283)


In my perceptual field I perceive the image of an apple. I question ‘if this an apple?’ (and not merely, in some form or other, the mere image of an apple). I blink, and find this image when looked for still persists. In my perceptual acting upon it I reencounter that phenomenal-phenomenological presentation of an ‘apple’. I blink, and this same image persists. I touch, smell and eat this apple, and through such interactions find I can act upon it in and through my actively acting upon that same apple. Then, in my engagement with that apple, and the imputed needs of myself and others for nourishment, I find this apple able to existentially satisfy this need for nourishment. That through satisfactorily satisfied deductions, inductions, and abductions, and in observing the relatively full complement of modal expectations (in terms of their density, intensity and propensity
) I duly observe the plausible inference that that apple presentation aligns with the usual nomination of an apple phenomenon (and not some picture of an apple nor some three-dimensional simulation of an apple nor some memory of an apple nor the creative imagination of an apple, say, in a process of visualization or in a hallucination or in a dream, and so on). (284)


So, where to start? For convenience, let me utilize this eightfold scheme? (285)


Through the invocation of a problematization of a problematic rather than just simply addressing either a philosophical problem or the philosophical problematization of what may not have been philosophically problematic to begin with. Thence the invocation of the process of a working suspension (as articulated in the interrogative economy, e.g.). (286)


All disciplinarians have problems, but, to think in a meta-disciplinary orientation is to take on a philosophically oriented complexion. So, ‘philosophy’ is ‘meta-disciplinary in orientation’, but, then equally, disciplinarians exercising a meta-disciplinary attitude are likewise being ‘philosophical’. (287)


Now, the ‘appreciation of the problematization of the philosophical attitude’ is to exercise an inter-ordered, meta-philosophically reconstituted, non-traditional, meta-physical form of interpretation. Let me explain what is entailed in this formulation. (288)


If we restrict ourselves to just ordered judgments, we usually focus on either a specific trans-cognitively ordered judgment and/or our progression/s to some other trans-cognitively ordered judgment. So, e.g., if I were to say, from a relatively non-impaired state of perceptual consciousness, that ‘that apple on the tazza in the dining rooms looks like an apple’ that despite the sixth trans-cognitively ordered status of that non-impaired perception, still, my pre-understood valid interpretation of that image is that it is a wax apple and not an apple as conventionally understood (along with its full complement of expected modalities, etc.
). (289)


In an ordered approach, beginning with the first trans-cognitive order (as a distinctive avenue of judgment) we entertain the semantically-phenomenological; then, the integration of aesthetical-like experiences; the deontological center of existentially oriented experiences; the functionality of pragmatical experiences; the hermeneutical orientation of virtual, potential experiences, be that through either possibility, probability, and/or potency, etc; and the ontical accounting of experiences of factual ascertainment. However, in considerations of a transformation from one order to another, through duplication, the dominating order of the operator takes precedence. E.g., the current fact of a certain probability is a fact and not a probability per se, but, the reduplication of a certain order by that same order results in an inter-ordered product whose non-traditionally reconstituted metaphysical status remains coincident with its ordered basis. So, e.g., a fact has a sixth trans-cognitively ordered status, whereas, the fact of a fact, through reduplication, then takes on a sixth inter-ordered status of the historical. Or, again, the historical competence of such a reduplication, as a history of history, takes on an extra-ordered status with the same numerical assignment. On the other hand, to compare one fact with another comparable fact is to invoke only a form of meta-transitioning that remains within that ordered format. Just as, e.g., the extra-ordered historical competence of one historical representation versus some other representation remains, in this instance, a meta-extra-ordered product (and not a super-ordered form of productivity through the mis-imputed reduplication of the extra-ordered). (290)


Putting such complications side, the general point being made is this that ordered transitions from one order to another, as a form of duplication, remain products with an ordered status reflecting the dominating status of the operator. So, e.g., the actual, non-virtual, factual-like experience of any other order takes on an actual, non-virtual, factual-like complexion. In a contrast, through reduplication, the ordered appreciation of an ordered process-product takes on a corresponding, metaphysically oriented, extra-ordered status with the same numerical assignment. So, e.g., sixth trans-cognitively ordered facts through reduplication become histories
 with a sixth inter-ordered status; and so on.
 Now, I confess the brief introduction of such ordered, inter-ordered complexity, etc., is to note that through transformational retreatment inter-ordered and extra-ordered products can and will be returned through such retreatment to the ensuing complexion of an ordered status. So, e.g., the dissemination of a certain history, through transformational retreatment, will inevitably take on a sixth ordered status that should not be confused with its initial sixth inter-ordered status. Thence the apparent philosophical ‘return’ of a non-traditionally reconstituted metaphysical formulation to the disseminated textual body of a functioning narrative where ‘facts’ and ‘histories’, e.g., become co-viewed through the same lens of that retreated exposition despite the ordered-inter-ordered differences in their epistemological originations. However, through convenience, such interactions are permitted in such retreated circumstances although, more correctly, should not be conflated, etc. (291)


Then, in order to correctly discern the relatively non-critical from the relatively critical, and the relatively-critical from the relatively-radical, it is advisable to formalize an economization of the relevant economies being either directly and/or indirectly invoked, and, so, by such means, carefully expedite and explore the applied scrutiny of such research. So, e.g., historical competence is not a history, and a history is not a mere fact or a mere sequence of facts given the need for an inter-ordered form of appreciation, and so on. (292)


Thence the need for a correct performance of a suitable process of economization through the explication of all relevant trimodal economic modalities, etc. I.e., discounting or circumscribing all unimodal, bimodal, and closed trimodal forms of philosophical, disciplinary, and/or secular activity. Whereas, in positive terms, we work with such economic features in order to perform well-formed and well-informed working suspensions in the hope, through suitable forms of reiteration, that the accumulative effect of the de-suspension is to produce informatively productive processes that also find suitable forms of a conformal validation. (293)


That to promote such conformal validation, with a valid, apposite, existentially-pragmatic discernment, we next continue along this eightfold path through the co-option of suitable forms of complexification. E.g., if we are dealing with hermeneutical considerations then we know we can also parallel considerations of a future orientation, of a scientific disposition, along with a recognition of appropriate genres of behaviour co-associated with the hermeneutical/potential nature of our topic, and so on. (294)


Along with other forms of complexification we pursue the detailization of the current project or program. E.g., a well-formed history (in the sixth trans-cognitive order) would also need well-informed (sixth either trans-cognitive and/or cognitive facts) facts along with the other inputs (in keeping with the sixth inter-ordered status of the historical with or without relevant references to histories of the past, present and future). E.g., in terms of a transformational retreatment, say, of the historical on an effective par with its factual content we can then more directly deal with either the philosophical, disciplinary, and/or secular ramifications to be arrived at through the evolving scrutiny of our reiterated discernment. Then, in possible addition, relevant considerations of the social organization/s more closely associated with the theme of our subject matter could also be bought to bear on its to be perceived import. (295)


Then, with the ongoing incremental input of such details, moments in time might be arrived at when either induced or imposed processes of both transformation and transformational retreatment could further illuminate the evolving appreciation of our subject matter. Taking place, in expected and anticipated terms of reference
 under the interpretative aegis of (an ongoing economy of) re(-)transformation.
 (296)


How does a process involving the conformalization of truth determination/s be exercised? By attending to the truth determinations already found to hand. As well, this delineation can be performed either intuitively, philosophically, in meta-disciplined terms of reference, through the retreatment of a reconstituted metaphysics, an appreciation of extra-ordered competence, etc. In theoretical and hypothetical terms of reference let me propose the following heuristic previously alluded to in the articulation of an argumentative economy, etc. (297)


The argumentative economy (as an inferential economy invoking a dialectical-logical-existential economy) is proposed to consist of the three economic correlatives of the synthesis or accommodation of deductive generalizations, the reduction or analysis of inductive particularizations, and the nominative abductive of a potentially existential oriented complexion, that respectively, mirror propositional certainty, propositional probability, and propositional plausibility. Let me diagrammatically represent this trimodal economy in order to explicate the significance of the possible range of relations that could be entertained between these economic correlatives, and, where I must stress again, no economic correlative or any set of correlatives or correlativities can be definitively entertained in their own right hence the deductive is productive of only ‘propositional certainty’ and not non-proposition certainty, or any other form of absolutistical certainty. As also argued for through the analogy of the metaphorical ‘door’ whose ease of entrance is unimpeded but where only a middle path between dogmatic certainty and skeptical uncertainty has to be hard-worked for even if partially guaranteed through an assured-insurance/insured-assurance. I.e., the twin concepts of ‘assurance and insurance’ where in we have the assured-insurance that if we should determine that we have made some false turns in our truth determinations then we should be able to retrace our steps in the light of this insured-assurance. Given that we can never be either completely right nor completely wrong what we need to do, effectively, is to localize and re-determine some of that which is valid and excise some of that which is now deemed to be invalid. In effect, we have this practical insurance that we can return to a point of greater assurance and start again in supervising a strengthening of our truth claims. Just how might such claims be effectively sorted? By revisiting our current economy of argumentation and reinvesting in the iterative conformalization through repeated processes of either confirmation and/or verification, etc. With respect to that ‘etc.’ let me dynamically demonstrate how economic interactions between already formulated deductions, inductions, and abduction can proffer suitable forms of transformation in truth determination more in alignment with lived-experience and its validated interpretations, etc. (298)


A diagrammatical representation of the inferential nature of the argumentative economy, etc:
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In an explanation of this diagram note how, through an implicit process of economic complexification, we arrive at how to interpret our imputed movements to and fro from these three economic correlatives of inductions aligned with the fifth trans-cognitive order of hermeneutic possibility, deductions aligned with the first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenologically semantic, and abductions aligned with the third trans-cognitive order of the existentially-deontological. Now to pass from, say, deductions to inductions means we need to go through the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical implicating the need for the import of a well-informed series of factual inputs in the dissemination of our evolving narratives when entertaining this relationship (say, in the transformational movement to treatment from pretreatment in a process of transformational retreatment). Or, say, in a movement from existential abductions to hermeneutical inductions we would find ourselves passing through the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical (in distinction to my definition of the pragmatic as centered in the deontological, but, as also taking aesthetical and pragmatical adjuncts in the second and fourth trans-cognitive orders of ‘aesthetical integration’ and ‘pragmatical functionality’
). That in an aligned manner the posttreatment transformations of retreatment end up pragmatically reshaping the inductive, generalized environment of the fifth trans-cognitive order from this third order of the existentially-deontological. Or, again, in an imputed movement from, say, deductions to abductions, we note our passage effectively through the second order of aesthetical-integration. That, in reference to the previous diagram, and assuming an inferential economy in argumentation, we now can refine the imputed relational passages between these economic correlatives by referring to its ordered overlay as charted (where the ordered space between the philosophical economy of the hermeneutical, etc., can be referred to as a ‘secular economy’ in its ‘meta-secular reference’ of the secular world held in apposition to the empowered dominance of the philosophical economy qua meta-disciplinary economy as better demonstrated in meta-philosophically reduplicated terms of the inter-ordered political-economy in my reconstituted version of a traditional-non-traditional metaphysics). (300)


From a more dialectically oriented perspective, the inferential nature of an argumentative economy is the collective productive of these transitions and transformations in emphasis conducted between these economic correlatives of deductions, inductions and abduction. Although we can provisionally appear to concentrate our focus on one or two of these economic correlatives more correctly this cannot be done at the expense of the remaining correlatives not being focused upon. So, e.g., there cannot be a simple deductive economy
 that can stand alone except when redefined in circumscribed, provisional terms that, in effect, would need to overlook its complete impossibility in uni-referential terms of reference. (301)


Interestingly, my speculative conjecture of the secular economy (in apposition to the philosophical economy) through its meta-secular representation arrived at through the collective co-operation conducted through the second trans-cognitive orders of aesthetic-integration, the fourth trans-cognitive order of pragmatical functionality, and the sixth trans-cognitive order of ontical-factuality (in its collection of those non-virtual facts currently considered to be factually true). That if this speculation is tentatively granted, then we might surmise that the imputed movements within the argumentative economy is basically secular in its orientations. Hence the well-formed conjecture is also necessarily well-informed in conformally valid factual terms. That in the economic interplay of deductions and inductions we would need to go through this aspect of also being factually well-informed, and so on. (302)


Now, the main trajectory of this extended essay is to show how an existential-pragmatism overlaps with a pragmatic-existentialism despite the different historical formations associated with these two styles of philosophical exploration and research. (303)


To achieve this primary objective let me introduce how a conformal philosophy can assist in this intersection and overlap in the formation of an integrated set of perspectives that are existential, pragmatic, conformal, exhibit a positive nihilism, are expressed through the exercise of an anti-representative-representationalism, etc. (304)

Thence this concern to demonstrate that a conformalism arises through an economy of re(-)conformalization. Where an open and an effective or overall conformal perspective is arrived at through a demonstrable reiteration of a viable conjectural economy. Where this conjectural economy is realized through the economization of the inductive, deductive, and the abductive (in parallel with conjectures) and that, therefore, just as there can exist no pure logic or pure dialectics, etc., equally, there can be no pure economies of pure induction, no pure deduction, and no pure abduction (and no parallels, therewith, with economies that are purely conjectural or existential, and so on), etc. (305)


In a similar manner, there can be no pure economy of aspiration given its envelopment within the arbitrational economy. Or, likewise, between the isolation of either the contractual orientation, the compactual orientation and/or the compactual-and-contractual interaction between the former, and so forth. Therefore, all speech dealing with some imputed intentional objective, or a nominated entity, or an inter-objective state, or some subjective agent, or an intersubjective organization, or a closed or open trimodal economic set of perspectives is not to be treated as a logically literal state of affairs, but, rather, as a provisional way of conventionally expressing our intentional representations that just cannot be observed in and through the mere literalization of their intercultural-cultural format/s. Such fictions can be fruitfully utilized in conventional terms, but, if taken beyond those limits of theoretical deployment, practical employment, and critical-radical re-deployment then we move into a sphere of an increasing dissemination of nonsense despite the vestige of a diminishing sense that such textual emissions have a semblance of comprehensible significance. That suspensions preserve this conventional sense and semblance of significance, and, where the force of the automatic de-suspension then reiterates to what manner and to what extent the conventional can be successfully read through the requisite conventional terms of reference. (306)


The inferential nature of the argumentative economy is such that as a conjectural economy any one correlative, in whatever form it is assigned and constructed, cannot be treated as a pure item or pure economy in its own right. So, e.g., deductions could be viewed in a deductive economy in some relevant form or other. But cannot be fully appreciated without being re-inserted, say, into a more encompassing economy, say, the inferential construction of the argumentative economy. Therefore, that granted, the economic nature of deductions needs to find a sufficient degree of contrast with either inductions and/or abductions. Or, in other words, we could say the concept of deductions comes to the fore through the suppression or covert treatment of both inductions and abductions. How might I demonstrate this point? (307)


Consider the following as if it were a thought experiment. Imagine how we might construct a trimodal deductive sub-economy, say, by invoking the economic site for a major premise, minor premise, and the mediated relations between the same. E.g., as a major premise - that when it rains, without cover (from the weather), we get wet. Minor premise- that water is wet. Relational deduction – given that rain is water, and water is wet, then, without cover, in rain we get wet (along with supporting illustration, like just as if we were standing under a bathroom shower that had been turned on). However, how would we know if rain is rainwater, and water, without cover, is experienced as getting wet? To a certain extent, the logic of a deduction is oriented more as output necessitating input in the form of an inductive sub-economy. So, e.g., we could construct an inductive sub-economy by invoking a set of similar inputs; then, the making of an induction; with the relational argument for that type of inference being reinforced with an apposite illustration. Here, say, in England, all swans are observed as white; therefore, the reasonable deduction could be made 'that all swans are white'. However, we could also imagine a swan that could be pink, like a flamingo, or, yellow like a canary, given that all perceived empirical objects are seen in terms of being coloured. Noting swans must have a colour and, that to date, that colour was consistently observed to be white. Provisionally we can assume 'that all swans are white until such a time we might need to revise that induction', say, when black swans were discovered in Australia. Treating deduction as an output in need of an inductive input, and, an inductive input as in need of finding the requisite output we could argue that deductions and inductions are correlatives within the wider orbit of an argumentative economy. equally synonymous with a conjectural economy (where deductions mirror the analytical correlative, and inductions mirror the synthetical correlative, and, where their mediation can be appreciated through the intro-mediation of an abduction sub-economy in which the plausible nature of that mediated relationship is to be better appreciated. Therefore, such considerations accepted it behooves us to accept that these three sub-economies fulfilled the functions of an inferential or argumentative or conjectural economy through their collective functions and the ensuing non-reductive emergence of this economy. (308)


How do such contributions add to a reconstitution of the conjectural economy? The analytical-synthetical-conjectural becoming the deductive-analytical, inductive-synthetical, and abductive-conjectural. E.g., when it rains without cover or shelter you get wet. Major premise: ‘rain is water’, minor premise, ‘water is wet’. Therefore, without cover or shelter, standing in the rain means you will get wet. How do I know ‘rainfall can wet’? Damn it, every time I stand in the rain, I get wet. Of course, in the future that might not be the case… you would need to be an idiot to be as optimistic as holding that possibility and going out into the rain on each and every instance to prove what no longer needs to be proven – without cover or shelter in the rain you, will get wet. Some inductive series have no real, unqualified exceptions. On the other hand, some inductions within reason, could possibly fail. E.g., in England, not too long ago ‘all swans were white’. But, in terms of colour, swans could be pink like flamingos, or, yellow like canaries, etc. However, they could not be perfectly transparent and invisible since, in that type of situation, such swans could not be seen… (309)


The point to be made here, is that some patterns of inductions are practically analytical in complexion, others need to be open to modifications (just as some swans could be black as discovered in Australia), and where others pseudo-inductions should not be countenanced for a variety of good reasons. (310)


Now, inserted within a reconstituted conjectural economy (as an inferential or argumentative economy) the assignment of these three economic correlatives implies their mutual co-definition through the joint negation of the other two correlatives. I.e., this can be translated as the intro-mediation of one correlative comes about through the bi-modal suspension, i.e., the mediation, of the other two correlatives. That, the overall functioning of the economy in question arises through the working suspension of the inter-mediation of all three correlatives. Moreover, in alignment, through forms of complexification, these correlativities can simply comment or complexly commentate upon these parallel economies. So, e.g., the analytical sub-economy can be reviewed as reductive, deductive, as retrospective in its temporal orientation, and so on. The implication following that a synthetic and inductive economy is reconstitutionally orientation, future oriented, and so on. Where the conjectural sub-economy can also be reconsidered as nominative, present oriented, as implying an existentially oriented sense and semblance of the existential, and, I would argue as also entailing a pragmatic perspective as well as reflecting the compactual aspect of the arbitrational economy, and so forth. (311)


That through inter-mediation all economic correlatives mutually co-define each other. But, that granted, how does this contribute to a conformal theory of truth determination? Moreover, how does such an understanding contribute to additional arguments that a pragmatic philosophy is centered non-exclusively in a deontological form of judgment, expressed through its (non-economic) inter-ordered reduplication (in the sense and semblance of the political [as an aspect of a non-traditionally re-constituted metaphysics/meta-philosophy]), and appreciated in terms of its extra-ordered form of an ascertainment of its competence, and so on. Where, furthermore, the existential coincides to some considerable extent with a pragmatic perspective, and v.v. So, with such objectives, and their interconnections in mind, in need of a coherently thematized exposition, let me attempt to demonstrate and integrate these various conjectures just outlined. (312)


A re-constituted conjectural economy (as an inferential, argumentative economy) is one-part synthetically-inductive (sub-economy), one-part analytically-deductive (sub-economy), and one-part existentially-abductive (sub-economy) where, constructed heuristically constructed as economic correlatives, these three sub-economies mutually co-define each other through their joint negations. E.g., one way that ‘abduction’ can be defined (through its intro-mediation) is as ‘the mediation(al suspension) of both induction and deduction through the joint negation of the inductive and the deductive sub-economies’. The same formula applying to the other two economic correlatives of the inductive and deductive in turn.
 (313)


Then, through a trimodally oriented process of suspension (inter-mediation), a non-economic process of intervention can be instigated without losing sight of any intentional ordering that we might have wished to have been enacted through the corresponding process of reduplication. The reduplication of the deontological, i.e., primarily and preferably of the deontological with a potential existential complexion, operating through a pragmatic turn, has us taking a more ‘vertical’ perspective through the irruption of the non-economic and the seemingly more definitive nature being expressed through the ensuing ‘pragmatic turn’ being engineered through such subtleties that allow us to maintain some semblance of an ordering more suited to the needs of either the philosopher, the disciplinarian, or the secularist, and whoever else might be patient enough to also reap the insightfulness of that more relationally respected type of occasion. (314)


Does nature reduplicate? Meaning, are such philosophical qualifications no more than philosophical qualifications, etc? (315)


E.g., ‘the heat of heat is temperature’ which is neither hot nor cold per se, being a measure of heat. Or, e.g., ‘the fact of facts is a history’ which is neither factual nor non-factual being a history, but, is a history merely an intellectual artifact and without a footprint in this world at large other than as such a potential artifact of our own imaginings? I.e., is ‘the x of x a reduplicated occurrence that cannot be excised from this world at large?’ Now, decisions exercised historically can have radically different historical consequences. Therefore, we should not dismiss the history of different causal trajectories as not have a place in this world at large. Indeed, to create an artificial difference between the natural world and its intellectual auditing is a prime mistake given that we, too, are embodied in this same overall world-of-life. Problem solved!? (316)


Similarly, are so-called ‘working suspensions’ a figment of our intersubjective imaginations? Or, should we not accept the fact that chaotic phenomena have the same pre-conditional, conditional, and post-conditional trajectory regardless of whether they are non-mentally initiated or mentally initiated? Again, as we are embodied, both physically and mentally, such a distinction is entirely artificial and somewhat arbitrary even if demonstrably differentiable. Say, this is an apparently non-living rock, and, this is an apparently living person, and so on. Where the only differentiation is more a matter of a demonstrably differentiated degree in epistemological organization. Or, say, this advanced computer versus this well-educated individual where the epistemological organization of the latter is currently a differentiated given the apparent self-awareness of the latter. These interpreted observations granted then let us put behind us such questions in order to now ask just what does it mean for ‘the world to entertain the x of x in and through processes of reduplication’? By referencing such distinctions as differences in epistemological organization of a world, itself, metaphorically ‘embodied’ as this world at large, as this overall world-of-life, and so on. (317)


As a world that is both ontologically and epistemologically organized, and expressed through its own emergent embodiment, just how could we and should we view the genesis of an existential orientation in the formation of a relatively existentialized complexion in the relational experience of moral behaviour? Treating ‘moral behaviour’ as ‘the qualitatively enhanced expedition of our relationships’, from a pragmatic perspective, just how should its relational enrichment be interpreted within a comprehensive relational frame of reference? (318)


That last question, admittedly, is a leading question in order to answer in such a manner that outlines ‘what a relational appreciation of our relational situatedness might be?’ if it were to be unpacked in the context of an existential consideration of our relational situatedness as something beyond the conventional treatment of a relationship merely in a relational materialism, or similar. Obviously, what we think we have to hand is a relational space entertaining objects (like brooks and books, buildings and bodies), along with object-states (like listening to the music played by an orchestra), interobjective spaces (like streetscapes and landscapes), subjects (like cats and peoples) and intersubjective spaces (like communities, organizations and nations). However, only the short-sighted would stop with such a process of conducting that type of an inventory within such an open catalogue. The perspicacious would also take on a pro-relational view of the relational by noting the experiential integrity of such relationships whilst the more perspicacious would also apperceive the concrete historical, unique, trans-relational specificity of such living-relationships where the existential has its initial lived-experience in its non-systematic mode of experience… imputing a relatively more systematic expression of the same in and through the intermediation of the shared representation of our living-relationships. Where through overt mediation we come to experience the so-called third moment of the non-systematic existential, and, where through the intermediation of the representation of that relationship in question we then come to experience its relatively systematic existential sense and semblance of its existential presentation to experience… through an experience of the emergent existential excess or surplus of e/valuational formation that arises in and through such an experience initiated and directed by the lived-relationship per se given the guarantee of a positive form of nihilism that removes us from both the impossible extremes of an unchanging reality as entailed in a dogmatic absolutism and a negative nihilism along with its ensuing moral disaster of a skeptical relativism. (319)


Now, given that relational typology of the relational, the pro-relational, and the trans-relational, along with its complex intentional subjectivity reflecting the same,
 we are now in a theoretical place to appreciate how the existential non-systematically proceeds from the trans-relational to the systematic through the ongoing inter-mediation of all three aspects, albeit without the destruction and eclipse of the relative non-existential given that the existentialization arises through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v. (320)


But, how is the existential orientation expressed in lived-reality? Through the non-economic irruption of its embodied reduplication! Let me explain. (321)


Granted that there are six basic forms of ordered judgment, namely, the first trans-cognitive order of a phenomenological-semantics, a second trans-cognitive order of an integrated-aesthetic, a third trans-cognitive order of a pragmatical/existential-deontology, a fourth trans-cognitive order of pragmatical-functions, a fifth trans-cognitive order of hermeneutical-possibilities, and a second trans-cognitive order of a factual ontics, then, it is obvious that the existential is primarily based in the third order of the deontological. Noting that the fourth order of the ‘pragmatical’ does not coincide and align with the third order of the existential, deontological, as an existential-pragmatics, etc. Hence this need to differentiate the ‘pragmatical’ from a ‘third trans-cognitively ordered pragmatics’ although, at the same time, this differentiation is not exclusively intended since the existential must also co-opt patterns of intervention that in addition must also enact functionally effective and efficient strategies, etc. Just as, e.g., contracts must be enacted within a compactual sense of space, and v.v. (322)


The first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenologically-semantic is passive in orientation and more descriptive, and such a status rules it out as the center of a dynamic existentialism. (323)


The second trans-cognitive order of the integration of the essential as an aesthetical type of experience also rules itself out in this same regard. (324)


On the other hand, we must rule in the third trans-cognitive order where the imperative force of the deontological gives an incentive to an existential praxis. (325)


Can the pragmatical, in its utilitarian-like functionalism, contest the role of the deontological in comparison with the third trans-cognitive order. Taking a more contractual like comparison we know that contracts cannot correctly function without the influential role of the compactual and its centering in the deontological. (326)


Similarly, we can rule out both the fifth and sixth trans-cognitive orders given their role in both possible facts and the e/valuation of some of the former as actual-facts, i.e., conformally valid, albeit in provisional terms of reference. (327)


However, I have also noted that the second and fourth order does contribute as supplementary or complementary role as adjuncts to the third trans-cognitive order. This does make sense. If a contract were purely compactual in orientation there would be no functioning semblance of a contract, just as, in reverse, a contract without a serious compactual dimension would also fail. Interestingly, I have also pointed out that even though a pragmatical fourth order is not deontologically driven per se, still, a pragmatical functionalism does possess an array of minor deontological drivers at the multi-various set of centers whose interests seem to devolve from certain imperative directing, if not chaotically re-directing aspects like being economical (or parsimonious), being efficient, being effective, being efficacious, being expeditious, and so on. Although not central to a more integrated sense and semblance of the deontological, still, they can certainly augment the more practical consequences of the compactual nature of a more integrated expression of the deontological. Then, taking the aesthetical as a possible form of contribution we might consider the integrated nature of the aesthetical as also contributing in its own way the minor imperative that insists on the operation of a certain degree of integrity in the delivery of a compactually supervised pattern of behaviour, be that contractual or otherwise. Hence my consideration of the second and fourth trans-cognitive orders as acting as adjuncts to the consequential import and impact of the deontological force of the third trans-cognitive order. (328)


Now, I also have another argument to reinforce this idea that the center of an existentially oriented praxis is in this third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, namely, that in the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order we arrive at the third inter-ordered order of the active dissemination of political power, or its equivalent, and, that if suitably represented, in both its apparent relational constitution and its relational situatedness, then if also suitably suspended then this expression of political power in an non-existential sense can also take on the semblance of an existential force for good, i.e., the relational enrichment of the relationship in its relational situatedness. I.e., that in an existentialization of the relatively non-existential that dissemination of political-like power can then also assume a relatively more existential complexion and tenor. Or, in other words, a dynamic sense and semblance of the existential can be located in a non-traditional metaphysics as taking place as a third inter-ordered phenomenon. Where, no doubt, through suitable forms of transformational retreatment, such notions of political empowerment, both existential and non-existential in orientation, can be retranslated in more philosophical terms of reference, i.e., in deontological-like terms of reference with additional adjuncts in both second and fourth trans-cognitive supplements or complements. (329)


Thence this argument that the existential is primarily centered in the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, is dynamically discharged through harmonic forms of resolution that are non-economically entered into through processes of reduplication. In effect setting up a conceptual co-alignment between the ‘non-economic’, ‘harmonic resolution’, ‘the process of reduplication’, ‘the transformation of the relatively virtual into the relative non-virtual along with patterns of enaction in the wake of the same’. That, all in all, a concerted argument here seems to strongly suggest these forms of conceptual alignment as just laid out. Namely, in summary, the centering of the existential in the deontological, albeit with its adjuncts making complementary or supplementary aesthetical and pragmatical contributions; where enaction is discharged through a harmonically resolved pattern of reduplication along with its transformational retreatment being able to be re-expressed in philosophical terms despite its non-traditional metaphysical pre-expression, etc. However, despite making such progress in these matters to hand, still, other questions will naturally arise as we continue to appropriate such schematically interpreted information. E.g., if reduplication is now seen to have a role in the existentialization of the relatively non-existential and finds itself transmuted into a form of political empowerment, for either good or bad, within the arbitrational mechanisms of the political-economy, just how should we metaphorically understand this mechanism of reduplication versus duplication? Moreover, by what means can this process of existentialization be better understood given this enrichment of its contextualization within this overall scheme of the ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, etc? (330)


As noted on numerous occasions, ‘duplication’ is ‘an operation (O) where the dominating order in question dictates the ensuing order of its dominating productivity’. So, e.g., the actual fact of a certain accessible possibility remains an actual fact, whereas, in reversed contrast, the possibility of a certain fact remains merely a possibility, as a possible fact. In notation this could be formulated as follows:

61 O 51 = the preservation of a 61 status,

51 O 61 = the preservation of a 51 status. (331)


However, in products that operate upon their own ordered classification we find an automatic process of reduplication.


E.g., 61 O 61 = the formation of an inter-ordered product with a 62 status,


E.g., 51 O 51 = the formation of an inter-ordered product with a 52 status.
 (332)


How might we better deal with this transformation in ordered status that occurs in reduplication but not in duplication? (333)


E.g., in the x of x we get non-x, or not-x, or meta-x where, obviously, x cannot equal meta-x, etc. So, e.g., the heat of heat is temperature that is neither hot nor cold given it’s a comparative measure of heat and not heat per se. I.e., in reduplication heat, e.g., cannot remain as ‘heat’, instead, becoming a measure of heat, and so on. (334)


On the other hand, in one order dominating another order that is not the same in ordered status we find merely the continuing dominance of the ensuing productivity of that dominating party. So, e.g., the aesthetics of a set of facts takes on an ‘aesthetical form of productivity’ and not a factual state of affairs per se. Or, e.g., the pragmatical treatment of a set of possible facts remains merely the ‘pragmatical’ treatment of a set of possible facts. (335)


The ‘x of x’ has been noted as potentially a process that is re-oriented along the lines of the operation of a meta-treatment. Noting its co-alignment with a number of other concepts we must draw the conclusion that reduplication, effectively, is also a process of harmonic resolution, the irruption of the non-economic, as an inter-ordered transformation (in the reduplication of ordered phenomena), as the transformation of the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual along with its enaction (and the ability to existentialize the relatively non-existential), etc. (336)


Given my reinterpretation of the process of transformation, in the context, e.g., of transformational retreatment, etc., through the lens of the automatic forcefulness of the de-suspension are we permitted, in turn, to re-use this similar approach in the unpacking of this dynamic concept of ‘reduplication’? In my opinion this avenue appears to be a fruitful approach to a resolution of these concerns seeking a more focused form of modelling in this regard in order to proffer a more integrated and coherent narrational accounting of this apparent phenomenon. Let me explain. (337)


Although referred to more simply as ‘working suspensions’, a very complex philosophy of the suspension has been constructed that far surpasses a Husserlian approach (thence my avoidance of the expression ‘transcendental suspension’ other than as forming the suspended core of this process in the form of an ‘overall transcendental suspension’ as refracted through the commentary of the interrogative economy. I.e., where the overall transcendental suspension consists of the rhetorical, the metaphorical, and the apparitional aspects, as each in their own right being different types of suspension that form the core of the suspended economy. Surrounding this inner economy, I then invoked a de-suspensional economy given our automatic de-suspension in the pursuit of a working suspension, and, therein forming an extended suspension. Then, that granted, I proposed the economy of an extensive suspension in which we entertain the transformation from the virtual to the non-virtual orchestrated through the force of the de-suspension. Recently, I have expanded this yet again in the additional circumscription or envelopment of the expansive suspension wherein, through arbitration, the individual interacts with others in a non-reductive economy where no forms of behaviour can be merely reduced to those of the individual themselves as they course with others through the political-economy and its social organizations, in moving through this world at large, this overall world-of-life). (338)


That background outlined, we can now differentiate duplication from reduplication in terms of the economic, non-economic, etc. Namely, the operation of duplication oversees a ‘horizontal’ process of resolution within the ‘internality’ of its resident economy, whereas, in contrast, a process of reduplication is enacted in a vertical process of resolution in the ‘externality’ of the primary economy. Hence in terms of equivalencies and trends we could say that reduplication in an ordered economy is relatively meta-economic or trans-economic in orientation and equals the non-economic in its inter-ordered expression along with trends towards the hyper-economic appropriation of the potentially radical nature of the same and, thence, trending towards the super-economic. Thus, we can now formulate the following rules on the basis of these observations of duplication and reduplication within this modelling of the non-economic, etc., namely, that ‘duplication’ is ‘an economic operation dominated by the ordered status of the operator’, and, ‘reduplication’ is ‘a trans-economic process dominated by the bias of the operator’. By ‘bias’ is meant ‘the ordered status of the operator and is exhibited as such if translated through transformational retreatment to an ordered basis’. So, e.g., the sixth trans-cognitively ordered order of facts through reduplication become sixth inter-ordered histories, which, if subjected to retreatment would then take on a sixth ordered status as a fact (that such a history has been referred to and may or may not have had a conformal historical semblance historically as such). An additional rule can also be noted, namely, ‘that the conformal status of the representation of a certain phenomenal event finds its truth determination through trans-ordered terms of reference in line with the Tarskian formulation. So, e.g., a fact finds its factual status determined historically. I.e., a certain fact f has its conformal status determined as T, or False or as Indetermined, where f’ is only T iff f, etc. Or, in ordered notation, where 61 is only T iff 62 is 61. Where a coherently formulated fact takes on a fifth trans-cognitively ordered status if not T should 62 not be 61, i.e., in being only 51 in (retreated) status (if coherently formulated in a non-self-contradictory manner
). (339)


By this understanding, as to what differentiates duplication from reduplication, we can now proceed to better comprehend both ordered phenomena, etc., and conformal truth determination. Let me explore this current set of insights. (340)


E.g., the fact f (61) of a certain history H (62) implies a process of duplication by virtue of the difference between the operator (61) and the operand (62). Therefore, the productivity of this operation (O or . or /
) (notated as either 61 O 62 or 61.62 or 61/62) takes on the ordered status of the operator, i.e., 61. (341)


E.g., the reduplication of a history should equate with its relative historical competence as a relatively coherent historical interpretation. I.e., 62.62 should equal 64 (through extrafication). (342)


Although moving well past our current pay grade we might entertain the notion that a reduplication of the extra-ordered, contributes to an appreciation of its super-ordered sense and semblance of its existential satisfaction? I.e., 64.64 = 68. Or, in more generally ordered terms (x) as x4.x4 = x8. (343)


Whilst at the same time noting the additional relevance of metafication, E.g., in comparing forms of historical competence (H’)4 versus (H’’)4 we get through this process of meta-appreciation (H)5. (344)


Hence, in accordance with the expansion of this ordered scheme we can now account for this differentiation between reduplication and duplication along with the establishment of a process of conformal truth determination through the auspices of the former. But, in light of such developments, how might we better explain how a process of existentialization should more productively proceed? (345)


As I have stressed on a number of occasions, ‘the (systematic) existential orientation is the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential’, and, I could also add, ‘the (non-systematic) existential is fostered through the inter-mediation of the philosophical economy as an existential economy through the utilization of that working suspension (i.e., trimodal inter-mediation)’. Or, through an extensive suspension we have the transformation of the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual, and, through an expansive suspension we then enter into our relationally oriented engagement with others.  Speculatively, at this stage in this argumentation, let us assume that a suitable working suspension is capable of de-distorting our lived-reality and through such mitigation, remediation and re(-)normalization, etc., an existential enrichment of process, more or less, is automatically entered into. This I assume is correct, but, let me approach this complex argument from another direction, namely, the refraction of the aspirational economy through the arbitrational economy. However, in the spirit of a process of reconsideration I will need to rectify my rendition of this refracted economy of aspiration. By simply allaying the aspirational economy with my heuristic of the secular economy, as one-part second trans-cognitive aesthetical order, etc., rather than with the existential treatment of the philosophical economy as one-part first trans-cognitive phenomenological order, etc. Let me reconsider and emend my errors committed in this regard. (346)


My ascription of the aspirational economy as being one-part weak realism (in order to know ‘where’ we truly stand in lived-reality), one-part weak idealism (in formulating where we wish to go and ‘why’ we wish to obtain such an intentional objective), and one-part weak pragmatism (in the form of a pragmatic practice as to ‘how’ we are to connect the former). However, in subscribing only to a philosophical economy, (and its existentialization through inter-mediation) I have mistaken assumed those three orders of the first, fifth and third trans-cognitive orders correctly applied to this aspirational economy when I should have referred to a secular economy and the corresponding trans-cognitive orders of the sixth, second, and fourth respectively. (347)


In wrongly superimposing the aspirational economy upon the philosophical economy I linked the phenomenological first order with a weak realism, then correlated a weak idealism with the third trans-cognitive order and later switching it to the fifth trans-cognitive order, and reversing the same in order to impute a weak pragmatism. Later, the pragmatic aspect was (correctly) identified with their third order, and the hermeneutical was identified with the meta-textual oriented fifth trans-cognitive order by noting how genres of behaviour both hierarchically map and dictate hermeneutical behaviours...  however, better to forget such shoehorning of this heuristic of ‘where, why and how’ into a philosophical economy, and, instead, find a much better fit when superimposed upon the secular economy. Let me now delineate how the secular economy supplies a much better fit and, in the process, proffers a model for how the aspirational economy might be refracted through the philosophical economy, and v.v. (348)


The secular economy, as outlined by myself, also mirrors the heuristic of the external economy of the relational situatedness under the three headings of standing (or propinquity), consilience, and salience by paralleling the same with the following trans-cognitive orders, respectively, of the sixth, the second, and the fourth. Let me explain this much better, more natural, less shoehorned form of a forced fitting in with these notions, respectively, of ‘where, why, and how’. That a weal realism (where) corresponds with the ‘standing’ obtained and experienced in a conformal validation of our facts, i.e., in the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical. If we do not fully understand ‘where’ we are, in lived-reality, how are we going to manage to successfully realize our intentional objectives? Then, in line with the accommodation of the aesthetical second trans-cognitive order we have the integration and integrity of our intentional objective or objectives to consider. Hence through consilience, and its role of integration, we find the weak idealism of our aspirational objective/s. Last, through the salience of a fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical we find the requisite methodology that is needed to connect the former. That, through the auspices of this so-called ‘secular economy’ we now have a much better fit with this aspirational heuristic of ‘where, why, and how’. (349)


That hypothetically granted, it now behooves me to explain how the relatively non-existential basis of the aspirational nature of the secular economy can be existentially enriched through the competing auspices of the philosophical economy? (350)


Obviously, these two economies do not coincide, cannot coincide in this scheme, however, within the overall nature of the ordered economy (and its inclusion of meta-ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, and super-ordered phenomena, etc.) a fit can be engineered within the auspices of the complexly ordered economy itself. Moreover, the aspirational economy, also viewed as a contractual sub-economy within an economy of arbitration, as well, can be viewed as an inverse of the philosophical economy. Furthermore, it can also be viewed indirectly through the existential lens of the compactual sub-economy also resident within the economy of arbitration (and where this arbitrational economy can then be viewed more extensively in conjunction with both the private sub-economy and the public sub-economy within the overall economy of the political-economic. These overlapping economies granted, the secular, or aspirational or contractual sub-economy can also be collectively viewed through the covert intro-mediation of the economic correlatives of the philosophical (or compactual sub-economy when existentially treated in an apposite manner), and v,v, In other words, the intro-mediation (individual suspension) of a certain economic correlative re(-)produces its opposing secular correlative. That, in turn, the intro-mediation of a secular correlative re(-)produces its economic opposite. Furthermore, as in economic induction, an in-depth process of ordered reflection, the holistic entirety of the secular economy can also be manifested in experiential terms.  Let me now represent these two overtly non-intersecting/covertly intersecting economies of the philosophical
 and the secular diagrammatically:
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Where the secular economy is in bold, and, the philosophical economy is in italics. (351)


How might these two economies possibly mesh other than through the open circumscription of the overall ordered economy itself? Quite simply, and surprisingly, the inter-mediation, i.e., overall suspension, as a working suspension of the philosophical economy, through the ensuing de-suspension immediately gives us the secular economy, and v.v! Then, through the inter-mediation of the same, an existentialization of process is automatically entered into. Thence the existential treatment of the contractual implications of the secular economy, along with its co-identification with the aspirational economy...  inter-linking the relational with the situational, and so on. Portending an emergent unification and existential integrity of lived-experience within this world at large, within this overall world-of-life. (352)


Such overall envelopment could be engineered on a more personal level through noting, e.g., that the proscriptive utilization of the Boolean operator Not is apparitionally realized through a double negation Dnot, i.e., realizing a coincidence with the ontical sixth trans-cognitive order. I.e., through the ordered economy we can find the enmeshment of these two economies somewhat in apposition to each other (as per the previous diagram) but as simulated inverses or converses through working suspensions.
 Indeed, we could also argue that through the combined enmeshment of both economies we can argue that there is a balancing and integration of the externally relational situatedness (aspirational economy) with the internally relationship in question (arbitrational economy as divided between the compactual and the contractual). That through a suitable imposition of an existentialization of process we then see the alignment of the conformal, existential, arbitrational, aspirational, metaphysical, disciplinary, secular, and so on. Hence the necessity for such an alignment in order to oversee the existential enrichment of our relationships through the de-distortion of the working suspension (extensive suspension/expansive suspension). Thence this linking of the conformally valid with the existentially enrichment (of our relationships), and v.v. (as an experiential necessity in the secularity of the aspirational economy). (353)


Let me now further delineate this relationship between the conformal and the existential, the secular and the philosophical, the philosophical and the metaphysical, and so forth. (354)


In linking the relationship within its relational situatedness we can invoke the relational economy in mirroring the arc of transformational retreatment as situated within the philosophical economy, namely, the hermeneutic fifth trans-cognitive order of the relational in the historical form of pretreatment as somewhat materially delineated as object, subjects, inter-objective and the inter-subjective; treatment aligned with the first trans-cognitive order in the ahistorical  form of the integrity of the pro-relational; and, the trans-historical form of the third trans-cognitive order and its non-systematic existential retreatment wherein we engage the concrete, historical specificity of lived-experience. But, as with all economies, no one correlative can be experienced in and of itself, or through itself, or by itself, etc. Therefore, we need to dynamically balance these three aspects of the relational... and by doing so we transform the non-systematic existential into a relatively more systematic sense and semblance of the existential... and the subsequent and consequent enrichment of our relationships through either the advantageous creation, preservation, and conservational expansion of our relationship...throughout the political economy and its miscellany of social organizations, etc. (355)


Now, let us take a conformal turn. E.g., through reduplication of facts (as a sixth trans-cognitive order), as the fact of facts, we get the inter-ordered phenomenon of the historical, i.e., histories of the past, present, and future. Now, all that granted, how do we determine the conformally valid status of a fact? By carefully doing its history! Taking a Tarskian perspective, we can then proffer the following neutral translation - an inter-ordered phenomenon/phenomena (x2) is/are true (T) iff (x1) as the ordered retreatment when considered as evident (either viewed directly through sense experience and/or indirectly through either testimony or inference/conjecture):

 I.e., x2 is T iff x1.
 (356)

Or, more mindful of the possible range of ordered phenomena, by taking into account extra-ordered and super-ordered phenomena this formula is better represented as:

 I.e., x2n is T iff xn, for n = 1, 2, 4, 8, (etc.
). (357)


Here ‘x’ is an ordered product with a determined bias 1 - 6 (matching its ordered determination 1 - 6). Now, if a certain history is judged to be true because its interpretation of facts proves to be evident(ly valid) in some acceptable form for conducting such ascertainment, in an accordance with a generally required consensus in that regard, how would we account for so-called true facts in a sixth trans-cognitive/cognitive order rather than treating it merely as a coherently possible fact in a fifth trans-cognitive/cognitive order? Here, we claim an internal economic process of appreciation in the manner that the transformational-transition from the fifth order to the sixth order is validated as such. I.e., in meta-ordered terms of reference this validation, after Tarski, can be quite simply reviewed as (51-61)’ is T iff (51-61). So, given the existence of a meta-review, internal to the transformation of ordered products, it could be rhetorically asked, ‘do we need a historical, inter-ordered review of facts in order to determine their evidential status? But, an appreciation of the factual is not factual per se and, therefore, could not be meta-factual per se. Thence the necessary implication of the historical through the natural reduplication of the factual. That granted, this template can then be applied to the other five orders. So, e.g., a certain categorical metaphysics (12) is true if and only it matches its corresponding phenomenological-semantic inputs. (358)


To further such explorations let me reintroduce the six trans-cognitive orders through the form of an anecdote and indicate how an overall ordered economy could operate with respect to that anecdote as supplied. (359)


Say, a bomb maker is going to detonate a certain bomb in a certain building in order to make a certain political point. An ordered analysis will demonstrate a sequence of steps from the first order to the sixth.in order to analogue these six types of basic judgment that fall within the ordered economy. Now, this bomb maker needs to gather together the ingredients of their envisaged bomb. In a non-assembled format, we have an analogue of the first trans-cognitive order, i.e., mirroring pre-essential essentials like, e.g., explosive mixture/s, detonator, bomb casing, the connection for detonating the detonator, etc. Putting these components together in the form of a provisionally working bomb corresponds with the second trans-cognitive order of the essential integration of these pre-essentials that, through such integrity, also takes on an aesthetic-like complexion. Corresponding to the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological we have, at the very least, an envisagement of the detonation of that bomb as a virtual intentional imperative that could be enacted (in inter-ordered terms of reference with the same ordered bias). In the envisaged detonation of that bomb, we now have a temporal sequence of events initiated by that successful act of detonation. Hence a correlation with the pragmatical as somewhat a pre-organized sequence of functions exercised across time. In line with such intentions, we now ask what possibilities are attendant upon the initiation of this (virtual) bombing. Last, corresponding with the factual nature of the ontical we now ask, ‘what damage, if any, was perpetrated through the non-virtual, actual detonation of this bomb?’ (even if the actual, non-virtually successful detonation of that bomb were to be regarded as taking place as a third inter-ordered phenomenon of a political-like dissemination of power (32)]). But if that decision were to be successfully made then what follows is a temporal sequence of functions being discharged through time in accordance with the phenomenology of that event itself, namely, the explosion of this bomb and the physical consequences stemming from that explosive event. That a certain transformation, in line with currently reviewed genres of behaviour, can now be probabilistically ascertained. Where a powerful enough explosion would normally reduce the structural surroundings with a certain degree of damage. Obviously, the dramatic nature of this transformation should supply more than enough evidence, in the form of interpreted textually traced traces, for its having actually occurred. I.e., that the final solution proposed to explain such potentially anomalous behaviours, as a conjecture, would take a positive form of abduction and whose ensuing existential richness in interpretation and consequences would allow us to adjudge its occurrence as having actually happened. So, e.g., a certain bomb is detonated, before any investigations are completed it would probably be more than obvious that a bombing has occurred. But perhaps the bomber put a hoax bomb in place and was more than surprised, fearing a conspiracy that they were being set up, when it was seen that that the building was blown to bits. Now, it could have been a sheer coincidence. Say, a small iron meteorite landed exactly at that moment the bomber had signalled their hoax bomb was going to explode. Where, fifteen minutes before midday the bomber warned to police of an explosion and that they had exactly fifteen minutes to evacuate that building. That building was duly evacuated and, thankfully, no lives were lost. Of course, such a scenario is highly unlikely and given the fifteen minutes warning, and its being acted upon at face value, no lives were lost in what would be normally viewed as ‘a bombing of that building’. Given the presence of this prior warning a number of other possibilities would also be quickly ruled out, say, an accidently gas leak, a structural collapse, etc. Hence these six orders, and their distinctly ordered styles of judgment, could be paralleled as ‘pre-conditions (11), integration of pre-conditions (21), causal enaction (31), temporal sequentialization of co-associated functions (41), probabilities in outcomes (51), and the determined formation of outcomes (despite their provisional treatment) (61)’. Or, i.e., ‘pre-conditions, conditions, causation, temporalization, probabilities, and factual outcomes’. (360)


Now, a conformal appreciation of these six distinctive types of judgment, as orders, also implies an inter-ordered level of review. An epistemological level of behaviour that from the first inter-ordered order to the sixth can be briefly telegraphed in the form of a non-traditionally reconstituted metaphysics as follows, namely, a categorical-metaphysics (12), this apparent discontinuities of a psychological-sociological spectrum (22), political-like changes in behaviour (with potential existential implications) (32), the political-economic sphere of enacted behaviours reacting to the imposition of such patterns of enaction (42),
 sciences (52), and histories (62). (361)


Then, in attempting to ascertain the competence of our interpretation of a certain inter-ordered phenomenon or phenomena we can then invoke the corresponding extra-ordered level of appreciation, where, we could surmise, the overall existential existential satisfaction with our interpreted-behaviours finding a more than likely integrated level in the form of a super-ordering that would most probably overlook the persistence of an initial ordered bias (on the understanding that existential satisfaction would cross over such forms of biases given the inter-mediation of the entire economy in question along with its well-represented situatedness. This latter point pre-empting the idea a future exposition on the idea that the existential naturally arises through the ensuing de-distortion of a suitably represented and exercised working suspension (extended suspension/expansive suspension) as well as find apposite patterns of an intervening enaction through the automatic force of its de-suspension... (362)


In following this previous anecdote of the bombing of a building we can superimpose the following non-traditionally reconstituted metaphysical interpretations, namely, a pre-assembling of the relevant conceptual concepts to be invoked in this type of situation, their assembly enacted within a psychological-sociological sphere of arbitrated-aspirations, the causal enaction of such distinctive behaviours, the temporalization of the subsequent sequential patterns of enaction (that would ripple through that political-economy), a noting of all relevant sciences involved, and the historical consequences of such patterns of enaction (informing the concomitant ‘consequential analysis’, or, when more correctly designated, as its ‘co-associated consequential explorations’). Or, abbreviated, as ‘categories, intentions, politics,
 economics,
 sciences, and histories’. (363)


Again, we can also run a horizontal narrative linking the same as here outlined. Forming truth determinations internal to an inter-order distinction along the same lines as in ordered distinctions, namely, as per Tarski, noting the evidential presence of the required evidence or noting the evidence supporting a transformational-transition. (364)

Or, in extra-ordered terms, we could note the apparent degrees of competence seemingly being both expressed and disseminated... as well the possible determination of an overall degree and manner of existentilization entered into in and through those patterns of intervention as enacted. (365)


In terms of such a complexly ordered scheme, just how is the existential to be suitably realized in a satisfactory manner within the situated-situation in question? (366)


Through a well-exercised working suspension whose suspended conjectures are well-formed and well-informed, etc. Among other methods we can redefine a ‘conjectural economy’ as ‘the entertainment of the economic interactions of a synthetically oriented inductive sub-economy with an analytically oriented deductive sub-economy with the possible existentialization of an abductive economy linking, by such means, a probabalism with both a dialectically circumscribed certainty and an expectation of a consequentially related superiority of explanations, etc. Where the latter proffers a better, more pragmatic sense and semblance of an explanation even if the best potentially obtainable explanation might currently continue to elude us. Thence, also, the implied parallel correlation between an existential responsiveness and responsibility when conducted with the adequate acquisition of all relevant facts and an avoidance of all so-called ‘alternative facts’. To indulge the latter, one should expect a ‘smacking’ of the proverbial nether regions, and, an avid adherence to such a lack of a conformance to our lived-reality one should only expect an eventual, more intense metaphorical form of ‘comeuppance’. Hence the subtle relationship between virtual correlations and non-virtual causal interventions along with their overlapping through well-formed and well-informed suspensions. Thence this necessary interconnection between truthful conformance and existentially oriented performance!
 (367) 


This necessary interconnection is the raison d’être of the secular economy now reconstituted as paralleling the aspirational economy. If we do not know ‘where’ we are, do not know ‘why’ we wish to go where we intend to go, and do not know ‘how’ to get from one to the other why… then bother to travel in the first place. In this regard, the sanctioning of alternative facts, either directly or indirectly, is counter-productive both non-existentially and existentially! That to disseminate such disconnections with lived-reality is also morally reprehensible. We may not decide to ‘travel’, but, to disrupt the ‘travel plans’ of other is ethically despicable… (368)


Economic necessity necessitates economic triangulation of perspectives (not the unobtainable illusion, and delusion, of so-called positions. However, even we cannot escape implicit forms of triangulation give the economization of our intentional objectives and their trans-intentional judgments, etc. Thence our reference to an ‘overall perspective or perspectives’ or an ‘effective perspective or perspectives’, or, even, an ‘overall, effective sense and semblance of perspective’... (369)


But, given such complex theoretical constructs, how is such an overall philosophy rendered in the simplicity of a pragmatic philosophy, albeit preferably as an existential-pragmatism or pragmatic-existentialism? (370)


Because a non-economic interpretation presents us with unilateral decisions of the last instance, etc., rather than endless processes of economic circulation that would never find the requisite degree of a provisionally formulated degree of resolution capable of presenting working truth values, responsive patterns of responsible enaction, etc. (371)


Where, through the suitable exercise of well-formed and well-informed suspensions along with their automatic de-suspensions we can truly find such relatively less distorted non-economic clarity… and, therein, intervene in this world at large on the existential behalf of our relationships. (372)


Appreciating the living-reality of our situated-relationships through the dynamic balancing of their relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational inputs in the working outputs of their ongoing re(-)presentations. (373)


Where the relational conventionally reviews the imputed pretreatment of both objects and subjects, both inter-objective spaces and intersubjective spaces along with their relational distinctions, accommodations, and their transitions and transformations, etc.
 Where, through transformational treatment, we review the apparent pro-relational integrity of our situated-relationships along with their remediation, consilience of perspectives, salience of a ‘final’ pragmatical form of enactive functioning, and the standing of the ontical, etc. Then, through transformational retreatment we then encounter the concrete historical specificity of our existential engagements, etc. all in all, finding patterns of resolution and resolve, non-existential responsiveness and existential responsibility in the ongoing, mutual enrichment of our relationships. (374)


Fortunately, for ourselves, whether as philosopher, metaphysicians, disciplinarians, and/or secularists, the pragmatic can be found in ordered terms of reference as being centered within the deontological complexion of the third trans-cognitive order, but, as also spilling over into both the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical (as adjuncts). (375)


Confusing not the much broader nature of the pragmatic with the mere confinement of the pragmatical operating only within a fourth trans-cognitive order of the functional along with its minor imperatives of the effective, efficient, expeditious, expedient, efficacious, and so on. (376)


That, although the pragmatic is centered in the midst of deontological imperatives still, the pragmatic per se cannot be reduced to just the deontological per se. Where the pragmatic entails the pragmatical, but not v.v., even though they both overlap. (377)


Where this vision of the deontological need not consider any form of a religious dimension although, at the same time, it need not be excluded for the religiously oriented person as long as all parties suitably utilize well-formed and well-informed working suspension, etc. Where ensuing de-suspensions definitively disseminate, on our behalf, responsive patterns of responsible behaviour whose interventions are exercised through suitable processes of arbitration, etc. (378)


Such ensuing patterns of economic representation, presentation, and re-presentation, as thematized in and through an ongoing economy of re(-)presentation, can be deemed to also be anti-representatively-representative by virtue of the fact that in our dealing with economic correlatives, ordered correlatives, parallel correlativities, etc., can only mean our wholehearted acceptance of a dialectical-logic where no identity can be positioned as obtainable, attainable, as able to be appropriated in mere logical terms of reference. Hence the acceptance of a positive nihilism that finds a middle path between the impossible extremes of a dogmatic absolutism and a sceptical relativism, along with all impossible forms of a unimodalism, bimodalism, and a closed trimodalism… (379)


Indeed, only through an identification with a positive nihilism can such simulated-simulations
 take on a relatively non-simulated sense and semblance of identity through distinctions, accommodations, transitional-transformations, consilience, salience, and propinquity through the requisite degree of relational standing required to directly ‘enter’ into those relationships in keeping with their more interactive forms of a required overall causal-correlation, etc. (380)


A positive nihilism, as realized through, say, the triangulation of a weak idealism, a weak realism, and a weak pragmatism, and so on and so forth, as refracted through the aspirational nature of the secular economy, etc. (381)


A negative nihilism (and its usual lack of commitment), in contrast, is as impossible to imagine as a dogmatic absolutism (and its over-commitments) given that all economic thinking is dialectical, but, never at the expense of the logical. (382)


That, through non-economic reduplication, we have the parallel formation of a non-traditional metaphysics as entailed in a critically approached categorical metaphysics (12), the dis-continuities, non-continuities, and continuities of a psychological-sociological spectrum (22), the political-like enaction of power be that either initiated or merely re-disseminated (32), our suffering the imposition of all overlapping, political-like forms of dissemination within the political-economy (42), sciences (52), and histories of the past, present and future (62). (383)


That the role of the re-constituted metaphysics is to conformally discern the distinctions, accommodations and transformational-transitions of the relatively non-critical, the relatively critical, and the relatively-radical as well as appreciating the secular inputs of our relational situatedness through consilience, salience, and propinquity through standing in this world at large. (384)


That, through transformational retreatment, ordered complexity can be conformally refracted through a philosophical economy, etc. (385)


Where, hopefully, through the apposite suspension of well-formed and well-informed conjectures, etc., through the de-distortions of the de-suspension, we can find more existentially attuned senses of both an atonement and an at-onement with this world at large, this overall world-of-life. (386)

Vocations take a philosophical turn when viewed in and through a meta-disciplinary lens. Even the secular perspective on the world becomes philosophical in orientation when viewed through a meta-secular lens. (387)

However, a critical philosophical perspective more correctly implies an inter-ordered metaphysical dimension through critically appreciated processes of reduplication, etc. (388)


A critical triangulation of perspectives, etc., along apposite patterns of economization, should oversees patterns of alignment that either conformally reinforce our disciplinary progress and/or demand suitable forms of amendment. (389)


Thence the anti-representational nature of our philosophical economies, etc., given our concern only with these conformally reiterated patterns of co-alignment themselves, and not anything else. (390)


Refining and redefining such co-associations be they conventional, historical, scientific, categorical, perspectival, economic, secular, ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, super-ordered, etc. (391)


Recognizing the relatively-radical in their non-economic settings, its hyper-economic re(-)appropriations in the super-economic, its existential invocations for enaction, and so forth. (392)


Understanding the non-economic irruption of the relatively-radical through the ironic non-finality of so-called ‘final vocabularies’, ‘definitive histories’, and so on. (393)


Re-appreciating the role of working suspensions without overlooking, at the same time, the relevant importance of the de-suspension. (394)


Discerning apposite motivation through requisite emotions, intentions, and their suspended judgments… (395)

Critically harmonizing philosophical, metaphysical, disciplinary, and secular inputs. (396)

Recognizing the role of the non-economic outputs in the formation of unilateral decisions of the last instance, etc.
 (397)


Understanding that an ongoing de-distortion of unilateral decision-making permits us to existentially intervene on the behalf of our relationships should we both mindfully suspend and de-suspend the apparent delineations of their evolving simulations. (398)


Conformally recognizing, encountering, and engaging with this world at large in and through our interactions with(-)others, before(-)others, and finding a mutual arbitration of our existential freedom through(-)others… (399)

Now, let me re(-)articulate these interconnections between the secular, disciplinary, philosophical, and metaphysical spheres of lived-experience in the following comments constructed as a summary Digest, and, in the process, re(-)explore the relational parameters of a working pragmatic philosophy that is also conducive to viable forms of consensus building in conjunction with concomitant forms of an apposite, evolving, existentially inspired democratically expressed form of political governance..!! (400)







           Noël Tointon, Penrith., 7.7.25.
Section D: Postscript: How Does this Eightfold Path 

Re-Direct a Radical Review of the Philosophical Landscape?

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


In this current essay titled Conformalization: An Exploratory Appreciation of Conformal Truth Determination I proposed the following heuristical device of an Eightfold Path as here outlined:

I. Virtual Intervention

1. Problematization

2. Economization

3. Complexification

4. Conformalization

5. Re(-)Conformalization

6. Simplification

II. Non-Virtual Intervention

7. Interventions

8. Ramifications. [17] (401)


This scheme also outlines a method for doing philosophical work. [180] (402)


Let me briefly define and describe what these terms mean within this heuristic device, their implications for a radical review of the philosophical landscape, and then let me somewhat creatively explore these headings in greater depth in a relatively non-technical language through the use of analogies, examples, anecdotes, and so on and so forth. (403)


Everyone has problems, experiences the problematic. Previously, I claimed the philosopher either finds a philosophical problem already to hand or problematizes a certain issue in and through a certain philosophical frame of reference. However, this is what confronts either the secularist in their daily life or the disciplinarian over the course of their vocation. Instead, I now propose taking a metaphorical ‘step back’ and looking in and through the problematization of the apparently problematic. More or less, by our deliberately taking a meta-problematic type of stance we ask, ‘why is this problematic problematic?’ (404)

In effect, by adopting and adapting a meta-disciplinary perspective we commence our philosophical ‘work’ within that sense and semblance of that chosen philosophical perspective. That within that philosophical economy we can then employ a number of sub-philosophical economies, etc., from the logical to the dialectical, from the pragmatical to the deontological, from the pragmatic to the metaphysical, etc., etc.
 (405)

One way to approach the problematic nature of that which is found to be currently problematic is to utilize my interpretation of an ‘interrogative economy’... but let me deal with that shortly. (406)

Already I have referenced the idea of the ‘economic’, namely, ‘the trimodal nature of economic circulation in e/valuational formation’ since I would argue that it is demonstrably clear that both the world operates and ourselves think through the use of such economic triplicities’ and, equally, can neither operate nor allow us to think otherwise. E.g., space has three dimensions; time has its past, present and future; in terms of logical treatment, we can only invoke the analytic in the isolation of a deduced distinction, the synthetic accommodation of an induction, and the nomination of logical subjects through abduction; and so on. (407)

As critical philosophers rather than let ourselves be unwittingly beholden to de facto economies, instead, let us clarify our argumentation by articulating their inescapable presence in our disciplinary conjectures. Rendering the relatively covert in a more overt manner. ‘Inescapably ever-present’ except, I might add, in the non-economic resolution of our interrogations in the relatively definitive formation of the unilaterally decisive... when and where we no longer have to countenance an endless circulation of economic considerations when we witness the breaking of such symmetries, in forms of both resolution and resolve, that seem to have immediately simplified our appreciation of where we are on this review of this current landscape as previously held before that non-economic moment of resolution that had been somewhat in contention. (408)


Translated into relevant economic languages we can then use these translations to enrich, through complexification, the detailed constitution of our problematic by noting their economic relations and interactions. In this regard, economies are either entailed as sub-economies, paralleled, found to overlap, form converse counter-parallels,
 or are enveloped in the embrace of relatively super-economic enlargements of the relational landscape. (409)


In seeking to conformally appreciate whatever landscape is to hand we would find that truth determinations are both ever-present and somewhat already to hand. No two facts are ever equal in the degree that they are being conformally appreciated as valid. By ‘conformal’ is merely meant ‘our ability to iterate, demonstrate, replicate, and critique all forms of truth determination. Sensible historians, however, would be reluctant to question if ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon’, whereas, in asking what Julius Caesar might have had to eat for breakfast that day of his crossing, if he had breakfast, must remain a matter of contention, probability, opinion, and, currently, a lack of conformal conformation.
 That it is with such conformal traces to hand that the disciplinarian, etc., finds their work already to hand. (410)


But, as philosophers, we do not merely take these current truth determinations at face value, but, through an economy of ongoing re(-)conformation, we re-consider the validation or invalidation of such prior judgments along with the re(-)e/valuation of the ramifications of such re-considerations, etc. (411)

Then, hopefully, through some apposite form of non-economic decisiveness we find the simplification of our problematized-problematic through the recognition of a plausible resolution of what had been potentially discerned as anomalous. Where, in effect, non-economic simplification can take a form that is either virtual and/or non-virtual in orientation (and where either form is a form of enacted intervention). (412)


Then, either in that process of simplification and/or through some form of a process of a self-initiated permission our cogitations move from intentionally formed correlations to enacted patterns of causal intervention. Such interventions taking either a relatively non-existential complexion and/or a relatively existential complexion, although, more correctly, as orientations, both types of output must co-occur to some degree or other. (413)


Under the last heading of ‘ramifications’, we now do a consequential exploration of our reflections... which, hopefully, would form a provisional conclusion to such philosophical and non-philosophical deliberations given that the philosopher is as much in this world as any other disciplinarian, metaphysician, or secularist. That through such reflections we can further assist both ourselves and others through existentially acting on the behalf of our relationships. (414)


Now, let me look more closely at how the philosophical landscape can be radically re-shaped by this sequential series of methodological approaches... (415)

I. Virtual Intervention

1. Problematization


Let us question the question, interrogate the interrogation. What are the imputed economics in the simple asking of a question or, more complexly, in the questioning of any question being posed? Is there a difference? Basically none, except for a need to both separate and integrate different meta-levels of explication.
 Other than that, the economics are the same, especially in light of the fact that the economics of all economies reflect the archetypal nature of the archetypal economy, namely, some form of intentional focus (Object), an intentional field (World), and a co-associated intentional subjectivity reflecting the intentional nature of the relationship between former (Ego). Thence the trimodal nature of any heuristic device creatively designed to translate the distinctive nature of that economy both currently to hand and in question... (416)


To some extent, all modelling of reality has a certain reality of that being modelled. All tools picture the world to some extent, but, in a manner in keeping with their enacted simulations. So, e.g., a spade spades, and a hammer hammers. Our tools must tell us something about the world without committing us to a traditional form of metaphysical representation. Then, such apparent, interactive access is a mix of either the relatively direct and/or the relatively indirect in character, and, is perspectival and where no one perspective can be fully obtained or exhausted, and where there will exist an infinitude of possible perspectives, but, where more relevant perspectives stand to proffer a degree of e/valuational formation greater than that invested in. Moreover, our experiential access to such reality, as lived, depends closely on our standing (or propinquity). In the very act, say, of having a coffee with a friend, this state of affairs finds us having a cup of coffee ‘together’. Being contiguous, we can converse (without needing an electronic device). In contrast two friends could not have a cup of coffee together in a certain cafe if they are currently situated in two different cities. On the other hand, if they are speaking to each other through the use of a mobile telephone then that is the type of an aligned standing they currently share if and when they are able to mutually speak to each other in that manner. The nature of a relationship reflects this consideration of standing. Moreover, the shared value and validation of the relationship is forever a pragmatic affair, but, not something that can be reduced to just non-existential, pragmatical considerations of a utilitarian type of e/valuational formation. Indeed, through lived-relational emergence, no relationship can be nor should be reduced merely to material ‘footprint’...  Because pure material embodiment would make no sense (economically, etc.). Now, such qualifications signalled, let me outline one way to model an interrogative economy. (417)


A well-formed question is rhetorically cast as an either/or, i.e., in the form of a dis-conjunctive suspension. E.g., at this moment in time, the question, ‘is my cat on the mat in front of the fire?’ if it were a valid question to ask, then it would be answered as ‘either my cat is either on that mat in front of the fire or it is not on that mat in front of the fire’. But, I confess, sadly, I do not currently have a cat nor do I operate a fireplace. So, more correctly, since that question is without factually instantiated indexicals (of a cat, mat, fireplace and fire) it cannot be answered (given that question cannot be posed in that precise form). On the other hand, we understand what is meant by this question, and we also understand that it has two possible answers, i.e., ‘yea’ or ‘nay’ should we be in a position to definitively answer one way or the other (otherwise we must either declare this question to be an inappropriate one to ask or that if we are currently not in a position to decide one way or the other it must remain suspended). This consideration, in going about the making of a reply, brings me to the following reasonable ‘speculations’ that in making a first reply we do so metaphorically, and, in the form of a second reply, the symmetry of the metaphorical is broken to land on either a literal positive affirmation or a literal negative affirmation, i.e., e.g., the cat is on the mat or the cat is not on the mat (should the question be appropriately asked and we have the requisite standing to decide one way or the other). E.g., without my glasses on, short-sighted as I am, in the distance I might see a person who looks like my friend John. So, the question I ask myself, ‘is that person John? My first answer, in a metaphorical mode, is that that person does look like John! Now, in a metaphorical mode the use of like is both like and not like. E.g., ‘that the Moon looks like a big blue cheese’ here means that ‘it is both like and not like a big blue cheese’. So, I then put my glasses on and realize that that person is indeed my friend John. I wave at them and they wave back, and we get to chat for a few minutes. So, the interrogatory economy, on the strength of the sequences in this short narrative, is, first a rhetorical either/or (as a dis-conjunctive suspension), a first reply in the form of a metaphorical affirmation (in the form of a conjunctive suspension of ‘both like and not like’), and, in this instance, a literal affirmation (that that person is indeed my friend John). Of course, I could have been mistaken and, in that case, the second reply takes the form of a definitively literal negative non-affirmation or negation (when and where that person was not my friend John). I define this third phase as ‘apparitional’, where we can make a literal determination one way or the other, treating the referent as simulated given that the answer of some questions is not necessarily something that can be literally pointed out in historical time and space, etc. (418)


Now, in preferring to treat a question, e.g., as ‘economic’, say, through the lens of this interrogative economy as here speculatively interpreted by myself, then we would need to supply those trimodal aspects that would pragmatically allow that overall economy to function in a manner in keeping with what would be productively required for that process to act, and in this instance, as a question. In my opinion this has been achieved. That such an achievement, through this process of economization, where we proffer a trimodal interpretation, I would argue can supply a much greater degree of philosophical, and disciplinary, rigor to our philosophical research and its subsequent explorations, and so. (419)


By problematization of the questioning of our research we are inviting a deeper, more philosophical set of possible solutions, with the ramifications that follow in the wake of the same... (420)

2. Economization

I am strongly of the belief that all forms of research need to be cast in suitable economic terms of reference. Hence this concept of ‘economization’ when ‘we translate either the problematization of our questions and/or question our problematic concerns in suitable trimodal terms of reference. Now, I do not and would not expect people to automatically accept this methodological conjecture, but, would argue, on pragmatic grounds, that this approach would be evidentially found to be more productive in overseeing that process of possible resolution. I.e., as more likely of providing a relatively critical, insightful avenue through those explorations with the additional possibility of the potential advent of a relatively radical re(-)appraisal of such research. Hence the observation that there is a need to both differentiate and accommodate the relatively non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical...
 (421)


More an artform than a science, there are a number of ways to delineate potential trimodal candidates as facets of any articulated economy, but, at the end of the day, a comparative pragmatic appreciation is better called for. What works, works. What doesn’t work, doesn’t work. Although, to be charitable, all forms of modelling have something positive to say about the world, it is just that some forms of economic modelling are much more successful in supplying the required degrees of insight, a better resolution of the problematic, discern how an existential approach could positively transform the enrichment of our relationships, assist in recognizing the limits of our enquiry and, therein and thereafter, ensure we do not  transgress such natural limits, and so on and so forth. (422)


Often tripolar terms of reference can be found bundled together, like the differentiation of time into past, present, and future. Or, when only two parties are found in a contested apposition, then, we only need to creatively discern a third party by either finding some covert form of mediation or by just running a conjunction of the same, although, preferably in a negated form. In any economy, these trimodal aspects are only correlative aspects given that they have no discrete existence in themselves, by themselves, or through themselves. Indeed, they mutually co-define each other through their joint negations. So, e.g., ‘past’ is ‘both neither the present nor the future’, etc. (423)


Then, once we have tentatively outlined our working economy, we can subject it to processes of complexification in order to further enrich our understanding of our evolving imputation of its structural-dynamics, its possible functions, the potential ramifications it could have if we were to enact that economy, transform its virtually oriented intentional characteristics into non-virtual, causal forms of actualized intervention, and discern, both therein and thereafter, its non-existential and existential ramifications. etc., what differences ensue in both relational and trans-relational terms of reference. (424)

3. Complexification


Because economies, through comparison, are either relatively entailed, can be paralleled, or found overlapping, or have taken inverse forms,
 or are enveloped within super-economies then, when more productively aligned, they can mutually comment directly one upon the other, and v.v., or indirectly commentate through the mediation of a third economy. Where an alignment is intuitively appreciated in terms of the archetypal economy of intentional focus (Object), intentional field (World), and intentional subjectivity (Ego). Where this can be seen to be mirrored in the philosophical economy defined, by myself, as one-part phenomenological analysis, one-part hermeneutical synthesis, and one-part (non-systematic) existential nomination (of logical subjects, etc.). Then, should we run a temporal economy past the two former economies, already in an archetypal alignment, we would eventually note their alignment, respectively, as past, future, and present. Hence this putative alignment between ‘intentional focus (Object)’, ‘the phenomenological sub-economy (within the philosophical economy)’, ‘analysis’, and ‘the temporal past’. That, theoretically, this list could be endlessly extended by invoking any other number of correctly aligned economies. Then, to make things even easier we can tabulate parallel dictionaries with such alignments and then merely refer to the same in this quest for seeking a greater degree of economic enrichment through these processes of parallel complexification.
 (425)


The practice and appreciation of this radical method has profound consequences for advancing a more critically composed form of an exposition, with an explicated resolution, be that either philosophical or disciplinary in orientation, etc. (426)


So, e.g., ‘analysis’ needs to be primarily co-reviewed as ‘relatively retrospective in temporal orientation’, as analytical and deductive, as phenomenal-phenomenological in orientation, and so on. Enriching, through such mutual comparisons, the current understanding of our current topic to hand. (426)

4. Conformalization


By clarifying the apparent nature of our research, we should find ourselves in a much better position to determine the co-associated truth values of both our overall topic and its component parts… given that our intentional formations are both produced and reproduced, more often than not, with the ever-present indication of their current truth values. (427)


Conformal truth determination can be described as usually indicated, reitereable, demonstrable, and being economically multi-perspectival, and, therefore, able to be cross-referenced and find, thereafter, forms of either further conformalization or dis-conformation. What ramifications can be apperceived as stemming from our observations of such a distinctive phenomenology? (428)


Thence the basis for the application of the twin methodological concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’. Should we come to a point of doubt in our researches then we have the insurance that we can retrace our steps in order to reach a point of greater assurance, and, then, from there, we can re-proceed until such a point in our argued conjectures that we again could feel that we need to question our conformal concerns in that same regard. Indeed, the idea behind this concept of the ‘conformal’ is this ability to generally find a continual re-affirmation that finds either a re-confirmation in real-time and/or re-verification retrospectively besides also finding forms of conformal alignment through economic correlatives, parallel forms of economic complexification, etc. Hence from the observations of a co-associated conformal appreciation thence to a testing of our appreciation of its continuing re(-)conformal re(-)treatment. (429)


But, what emphasis should we put on this aspect of the conformal given a world awash with misinformation, disinformation, mal-information, dissimulation, obstruction, inauthenticity, and so on? An overlapping of cultural-intercultural spheres of influence dispirited with misguided souls who, on one side, are over-committed to the preaching of absolute truth versus the under-committed on the other side, who, as apathetic relativists, are just as ideologically contaminated as those aforementioned dogmatists. However, just pause for a few moments and reflect, that, given the economic limitations to be experienced in this world as lived, attitudes that are either over-committed or under-committed can only put such adherents in an untenable position of either believing the impossible or not believing what is possible. A few seconds of self-recollection should demonstrate that truth is everywhere, albeit provisional, and sometimes inaccessible, but, more often than not, staring us in the face. All experiences are constituted with a certain semblance of lived-reality, as conformally entertained experiences that are stamped with a clarity of hallmarks that vividly tell us just what types of experience we are exactly experiencing. When I look at the apples in the fruit bowl, which I recently bought from the local fruit shop, I do not question their reality! Just as when I look at the wax apples on the tazza, in the dining room, I do not question whether they look like apples or not, they look like apples, even though I also know that they are merely decorative and purely ornamental! Our experiences are stamped with their very distinctive originations in their intentional formations and their distinctive forms of trans-intentional appreciation. I might admire the ‘apples’ in the dining room, but, still, I do not salivate at the thought of wanting to eat one of them. An ongoing truthful assessment of our experiences is almost a continuous affair that we do not need to give our second thoughts to. Unfortunately, with things that are not so much directly seen but are more indirectly discussed, like social events, political scandals, the latest movie, celebrity gossip, conspiratorial speculations, and so forth, those waters can be successfully muddied by both vested interests and useful idiots. The latter unwittingly disseminating the fabricated misrepresentations and propaganda of those in a position who should know better than let their short-sighted self-interests dominate and diminish their concern and care for the interests of others when it is only through a mutual truthfulness before-others that purchases a greater degree of freedom for all parties. Our personal aspirations need to be refracted through a world of arbitration in order to find some small degree of instantiation. That only through existentially enhancing the relational richness of our relationships can this existential freedom, as so evidently found through others, be inaugurated and mutually enhanced. Thence this living-necessity to observe an existential alignment with the truthful lest falsely fabricated, alternative visions of the world seductively lead us astray and commensurately reduce our freedom to find a more productive and fulfilling passage through this overall world-of-life. ‘Filling our stomach with bread adulterated with sawdust’ is never as fulfilling and hunger-diminishing as our eating real, wholesome bread that has been properly constituted and correctly baked! (430)


Absolute Truth cannot be economically thought, and, therefore, can be neither recognized, nor encountered, nor engaged. Equally, an absolute lack of truth cannot be economically thought, and likewise, can be neither recognized, nor encountered, nor engaged. All else, that is neither dogmatically entertained nor skeptically entertained, in principle, should be able to be economically perceived and apperceived, obviously, in reference to the nature of our current standing (propinquity). When in the kitchen, I am able to perceive those apples in the fruit bowl. When I am not in the kitchen, I can only think about those same apples being remembered through the virtual powers of my imagination. Now, the eating of non-virtual apples can reduce pangs of hunger, whereas, the simulated eating of an imagined apple will not reduce those same pangs of hunger. Perhaps, for a short time, I could imagine the satiation of those pangs of hunger as an illusory phenomenon, still, as an embodied person we cannot forever think of ourselves to be as if disembodied when the inevitable result of such total disregard would be to reduce ourselves to the inanimate status of our own corpse. Thence the living of our lives in this in between world where some truth is ever to hand and where more truth might be reclaimed should we be well-motivated enough to manoeuvre ourselves towards a more favourable position, in standing, for such relative truth-finding and its subsequent truth-telling. Where our ultimate appropriation of the truthful is neither possible nor required, and, where our ultimate shedding of the truth is also equally impossible and pointless t the same time. (431)


Hence this necessary preoccupation with an ongoing discernment of the truth, as a provisional world in progress, without over-committing to what cannot be economically known nor under-committing to what could possibly be known through the successful application of working strategies. (432)


In regard to this middle path between dogmatism and skepticism, let me proffer the following three observations. (433)

First, in my redefining of the conjectural economy, I noted the roles played by the analytical nature of deductive certainty, the synthetical nature of inductive probability, and the apparent plausibility of adductive reasoning. Now, these three factors might give the illusion of a transparent certainty, but, merely being certain does not require any degree of absolutistical certainty. Deductive certainty merely restates what has already been said, and, saying something is true does not make in true in literal fact. Inductive probability is not much better. What has been true in the past does not automatically make it true in the future. Similarly, abductive plausibility only argues what might be more plausible not what must be non-provisionally plausible beyond some process of comparison. Collectively, a well-formed and well-informed conjectural economy only allows us to pick up on what conformally appears to hand and then move somewhat further towards the more truthful and away from the less truthful, which is all that we need in our arbitration of shared experience. (434)


Second, it is true that perceptual experience is already stamped with the lived-degree of a lived-reality already being found to hand that is hard to argue with unless marred by defective patterns of thinking that will also be stamped upon the fabrication of such experiences. On the other hand, indirect experiences in their virtual simulation do not have that same degree of assurance as had in coherent, ostensively wakeful, non-virtually oriented experiences. Still, they do possess pockets of a perceptual stability that can be referred to, such as, e.g., an accurate accounting for place, agents, texts, reiterable arguments, innumerable forms of economic cross-referencing and co-alignments, and so on. The point being made is that even in our simulated apperception, entertained through narratives, we still will have directly perceived grounds that are validly ascertained, etc., to successfully work with in order to establish a certain demonstrable degree of factual accuracy. (435)


Third, the conjectural weight of supporting contentions creates the emergence of a degree of truthfulness that could not be merely accounted for through the sheer counting of facts alone. In the same vein we have to give credence to the fact that not all facts are equal, indeed, some facts are better not contested lest we distort the lived-reality already so persistently found to hand. Still, on the other hand, in order to suspend the same, as must occur in all acts of judgmental appreciation, we can equally read all facts as if disposable even if instantly regained through the suspension of the suspension, in and through the automatic force of the de-suspension. (436)


Then, to such observations, let me add the additional point that in this no man’s land, in between an impossible dogmatism and a self-defeating relativism, we can always, in principle, either work towards the relatively more truthful, labour away at the pre-conditions that might eventually contribute to the same thing, and/or reconsider our past findings in terms of their reiteration through a suitably constructed dialectical-logical-conjectural economy in the aspiration of finding, therein, an even greater degree of assurance than that initially commenced with. As already remarked, absolute truth cannot be interacted with, and, the complete absence of conformally valid truth values could not be possibly contemplated in lived-experience. Therefore, let us have faith that truth determination, as a work in progress, is always already to hand, and, through suitable patterns of reiteration the apparent onslaught of misinformation, etc., can be duly suspended, both deconstructed and reconstructed in a manner more successfully aligned with the economic constraints of our interrogations. (437)

5. Re(-)Conformalization


For what reasons should we be optimistic that our conformal explorations might be successful? Because a start has already commenced and no final end need be arrived at. That, what is already represented to hand can be re(-)represented through working suspensions in and through processes of re(-)conformalization. (438)


Through an economy of re(-)conformalization both the discerned validity or invalidity of individual truth determinations can be re-tested… building on what surrounds such issues, noting what has gone before, be that dissemination culturally or interculturally inspired, be that disquisition subjectively or intersubjectively oriented, and, if that reporting can be recognized as somewhat distorted then it can possibly be de-distorted by retracing our steps, questioning its authority, ‘bringing what else is needed to the table’, and so on. Because our overall truth determinations can never be totally affirmed nor disaffirmed… thence our commencement is ever a form of re(-)commencement.
 (439)


A bit like the smelting of auriferous ore in the refining of its gold. The gold is already there, and, furthermore, although gold can never be absolutely refined it appears as if perfectly refined even though, as well, in its use, through alloys, such perfected purity of refinement is rarely needed. Thanks to deductive certainty, high degrees of probability, and the pressing demands of comparative plausibility through the unilateral decisiveness of non-economic resolution we must accept the fait accompli of truth revealing itself in what is either perceived and/or apperceived, contrary to the false claims of both skeptics and dogmatists. (440)


A metaphorical ‘one hundred and one’ techniques and strategies can be developed to clarify that which stands in need of such conformal clarification. Merely hinted at through transformational retreatment; through forms of metaphysical scrutiny via ordered progressions, inter-ordered and extra-ordered transformations and ‘final’ forms of retreatment; through mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization; through forms of pragmatic-existential re(-)e/valuation; through insurance and assurance; through the running of well-formed and well-informed conjectural economies, along with suitable patterns of problematization, economization, complexification, etc. Maintaining a less crooked path by adhering to an anti-representative- representation, discarding all forms of ideological extremism through the utilization of working suspensions, provisionally accepting a positive nihilism through wholeheartedly discarding all positions and replacing the same, through economic triangulation, with overall perspectives or effective perspective as pragmatic perspectives cognizant of an existential complexion, and so on and so forth. (441)


Understanding aspirational behaviours need to be suitably refracted through an arbitrational economy be such intentional objectives either philosophical, metaphysical (understood as meta-philosophically inter-ordered in their trajectories, etc.), disciplinary and/or secular in orientation. Where such definitive objectives are further refined through the relatively distinctive, unilateral nature of an ongoing non-economic resolution and its ensuing senses and semblances of progressive patterns of simplification… given that conformal appreciation can be both non-chaotically and chaotically dynamic in its moving us from the relatively non-critical to the relatively critical and thence, on occasions, to the relatively radical… (442)

6. Simplification


Thankfully, such simplification is a fact of a life well-lived, for without such simplification life could be neither intentionally directed nor re-directed, neither perceived nor apperceived, and so on and so forth. Where economic simplification is either formed, virtually, in economic terms, and/or, non-virtually, in non-economic terms, etc.
 Let me explain. (443)


A problem tentatively solved is only economically resolved in virtual terms of reference, but, when definitively resolved it then takes on a causally disruptive, non-economic tenor in the form of a unilateral decisiveness that is no longer dependent upon the continuation of its prior, unresolved economic patterns of what otherwise would be an endless processes of an indecisive circulation. So, even though all intentionally appreciated things, as nominated entities, predicates and relations, and so on, can be economically articulated, for non-economically oriented enaction to occur the symmetries of the economic must be both simultaneously broken in radical terms of reference and re-appropriated once again in critical terms of reference. Thence this shift from the correlations of virtual patterns of enacted intervention to the causal instantiation of unilaterally decisive patterns of an observable process of non-virtually enacted intervention… (444)

II. Non-Virtual Intervention

7. Interventions


Our interventions in this world at large are inescapable regardless of whether our responses are acted upon, non-acted upon, or deferred for whatever reason or reasons. I.e., our decision to act or not act, or defer such decisiveness, in any specific situation that we have standing, indeed, in all such situations, are all forms of intervention whether we accept that fact or not. That the implication of this understanding has moral ramifications to the extent that we are totally involved in the workings of this disordered semblance of a world regardless of whether we sincerely take such responsibility or not. Thence our ongoing intervention in this world has both non-existentially oriented ramifications and existentially oriented ramifications, where such orientations are never equal nor necessarily more one way than the other. (445)


Merely eating a sandwich is not necessarily an existentially oriented act given its positive non-existential amelioration of our hunger, our need to eat on a daily basis. However, to merely eat one more sandwich, knowingly, in front of a starving person would be morally reprehensible. Indeed, in that situation, the fact of your not eating that sandwich, and then giving it to someone in greater need of sustenance than yourself, would be relationally called for. Indeed, the expected pattern of behaviour if you were to existentially operate on the behalf of that other person, entering into patterns of enaction from the trans-relational perspective of the relationship you have with that other person given your current standing in such matters, i.e., having a form of food you could offer that person more in need of something to eat than yourself. Just as a mother is deontologically driven to feed her charge, or, as beholden, as we should be, to prevent an unaware and unsupervised child from falling into a fast-flowing river or pond, and so on. In effect, accepting a relational ethics where the decisive factor is either the perceived or apperceived creation, preservation, and/or conservational expansion of the relational richness of that relationship in question, albeit as also appreciated in its apparent relational situatedness in the world. Certainly not an ethics based on principles of some form or other, although a relational ethics need not be immune from cultural-intercultural forms of intuitive appreciation summed up in the form of certain ethical guidelines, moral instructions, provisional rules of behaviour, and so on. (446)


Now, causal patterns of interventions, whether acted upon or not acted upon, through unilateral forms of non-economic resolution can be also further viewed as unilateral decisions of last moment, the next moment, and/or the first moment. That, given all behaviour potentially has a moral dimension, consequences that impinge not only upon ourselves but also others, indeed, the very world itself, then it behooves us to be ever mindful of both the nature of our intent and the apprehended consequences behind such intentional patterns of deposition. So, this implies we must move beyond the mere material confines of our responses to determine their relational impact should that be found to be substantially evident. I.e., in moving to an appreciation of the unilateral decisiveness of the so-called next instant we attempt to existentially divine the causal ramifications of such a response, and, if it existentially behooves us to moderate that response then we would invest our re-directed efforts in the unilateral responsiveness of the first instance to the extent that we then initiate that new, re-directed pattern of enaction, be it through action, non-action, or even inaction if that, too, were being ‘called’ for. Thence this imputation of an existential progression from the unilaterally decisive decision of the last instant, to the next instant and its existential instantiation as the first instant in which the point of both demarcation and embarkation… (447)


So, just how are the possible ramifications of our enacted interventions to be suitably appreciated? (448)

8. Ramifications


‘Ramifications’ as a broad concept can be viewed under the temporal headings of ‘present implications, future consequences, and the relevancy of past recollections’. (449)


Now, how is it possible to determine the consequences of our enactions given that even an appreciation of our present situatedness may well involve the difficulties of a considerable struggle? (450) 


But, to obviate these perceptions of difficulty we only need to recognize the holistic nature of our relational involvement in order to find what is more currently to hand than what we might have suspected otherwise. The world is not viewed as if a disconnected series of photographic snapshots. E.g., our intent is intentionally objective, indeed, channelled through an ongoing economy of re(-)redirection, i.e., through hermeneutic redirection, phenomenal-phenomenological direction, and non-systematic existential form of chaotically oriented re-direction encompassing both the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential. As well our understanding is represented through a parallel economy of re(-)presentation, i.e., through hermeneutic representation, phenomenal-phenomenological presentation, and non-systematic existential form of chaotically oriented re-presentation encompassing the e/valuational formation of both the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential in complexion. (451)


Each moment can be seen as a complex crystallization of such forms of directedness acting harmonically through moments of resolution and where some of which will find non-economic forms of expression through the unilateral decisiveness of the last instant, and so on. In effect, a dynamic, relational expression of the relationship in question, albeit as found in its current relational situatedness. Indeed, a representation of which can be found through the working suspension of its evolving expression, where through the working suspension of its overall, trimodal intermediation a holistic set of trajectories can be identified and potentially re-directed should we feel this to be suitably applicable, should we permit such devolvement, be that either existentially and/or non-existentially oriented in complexion. In other words, from a suitably perceptive, or, rather apperceptive, relational perspective or set of perspectives, relevant to the intentional discharge of our current objectives, we usually find ourselves in a position with the requisite degree of standing, the prerequisite of an aesthetic integrity of consilience, and the required degree of a pragmatical salience in order to both better facilitate and expedite that current form of intervention (in what, effectively, is the tacit narration of a secular economy that through forms of contractual entertainment also allows us to access an existential-compactual economy paralleling the philosophical, etc., given that the suspension of the secular economy is the philosophical economy, and v.v., and, where both working suspensions and their automatic de-suspensions allow us to transform our overall considerations, and, by such means, also oversee them taking on an existential complexion through such permitted patterns of both responsive and responsible non-economic resolution, etc., as discharged through those unilateral moments of the first instant). (452)

II. A Summary of these Radical Ways of Re-Seeing Philosophical Discourse, etc.


In the form of this heuristic device, this Eightfold Path, not only do we have a general method for approaching a better understanding of conformal truth determination, but, also, a radical way of better understanding the very nature of philosophical discourse itself where each one of these eight steps has an innovative take on how we might better review and (existentially) engage the overall philosophical process. (453)

So, to demonstrate this the validity of this opinion let me now briefly re-articulate the radical import of these eight novels ways of doing philosophy, in the relative perfecting the performance of this ‘working philosophy’. Of course, whether I am successful or not successful in discharging this intentional objective I will leave to others to decide should they first critically navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate such philosophical complexities... (454)

1.
Philosophical treatment, primarily, is neither the reviewing of a certain philosophical problem nor just the mere problematization of some anomalous issue, but, rather, the problematization of a certain problematic. An approach that can be better translated, say, through the invocation of the interrogative economy under its headings of the rhetorical, the metaphorical, and the apparitional, and where the latter eventually leads to the literal non-economic decisiveness in our conformal deliberations as ‘finally’ arrived at through a process of a double negation,
 etc. (455)


Such an attitude is meta-philosophically inductive of a metaphysical stance (through differentiating processes of reduplication from duplication, etc.), albeit in marked contrast to both a traditional metaphysics and its post-modernist forms of critique! Arguably, this re(-)oriented attitude is instrumental in how we might better review the advent of the Contemporary era.
 (456)

2.
Under the heading of ‘economization’ we accept an economic translation of the economic nature of all lived-experience and all attempts to non-economically resolve those anomalous forms of philosophical concern that have invited our philosophical care. (457)


By such translations, we critically rewrite the relatively non-critical in relatively critical terms of reference with the optimistic expectations that such concerns could also potentially transform into relatively-radical of doing a definitive philosophy (on par with out doing, in ironic terms, so-called ‘definitive histories’, ‘final vocabularies’, ‘fulfilling the end of science’, etc.). (458)


That, through such economic translations we can more critically represent the contours and confines of our current topic for exploration and find it already ina form that can be subjected to working suspensions, etc. Moreover, through this critical articulation of the relevant we will also find ways for critical forms for self-re-assessment through self-re-organization, which might also include, e.g., error correction, mitigation, remediation, ongoing re(-)normalization, retreatment, etc., as discussed elsewhere. (459)

3.
In a conformal approach we understand that truth determinations are already to hand and only invite a more careful form of concern, a more concerned form of care. (460)


That truth is ever-present and is not something to be denied, and, neither is it to be dogmatically over-asserted nor skeptically under-asserted. That even though all truth is be viewed provisionally it can also be relatively reviewed as definitively iterated through unilateral decisions of the last instant, etc., as instigated though non-economic patterns of resolution we can provisionally accept until such a time we have better reasons for modifying, and only modifying, our preferred representations on that specific topic. (461)

4.
Complexification can take an economic form between entailed sub-economies, parallel economies, economies that overlap or are inversely converse, or are enveloped within more encompassing forms of economic appropriation. Furthermore, complexification can also take other forms that concern alignments entered into both within or between ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, super-ordered formats, etc., and their various     forms of transformational retreatment. In effect turning a static metaphysics, e.g., into a dynamic, holistic appreciation of the relatively non-existential, the relatively consequential, and the relatively existential, etc., and, therein and thereby, articulating a viable, pragmatic variety of a relational ethics. (462)

Complexification involves the observed imputation of an alignment within and/or between economies in terms of either their relatively ‘internal’ economic correlatives and/or their ‘external’ economic correlativities. Moreover, complexificational alignments can also be entertained processes of transformational retreatment, transformations of an ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, super-ordered complexion, etc. By such means adding a greatly enhanced richness of detail to our economic sketches. (463)

5.
A conformal theory of truth determination must be reiterable, demonstrable, and able to find the requisite degree of a pragmatically inspired consensus required for its eventual acceptance, albeit as ‘provisional’ despite possibly requiring modifications. (464)


Incremental modifications can transform the relatively non-critical to the relatively critical, and, then, further increments could transform the same along more radical lines of innovation. (465)

6. 
Thence our optimism that the critical re(-)iteration of re(-)conformal approaches can eventually obtain the requisite modifications required to better facilitate our passages through this world at large as exercised both individually and collectively. (466)


Such conformal modifications finding re-validation through successful modes of re-iteration that indicate and re(-)establish the viability of such relative, incremental transformations. (467)


That, through working suspensions, etc., the pragmatics of a working truth need not be denied as long as we neither over-commit to some extremist, impossible form of an absolutistical dogmatism or the under-commitment of a relativistical and skeptically articulated negative nihilism. On the other hand, through ongoing suspensions, and so on, the fruitful productivity of a positive nihilism of a middle path is expressly declared and both consistently and persistently re(-)iterated. (468)

6.
Through the resolution of non-economic simplification intentional correlation are virtually enacted and, through either non-permission and/or permission, can also be causally enacted in non-virtual terms of reference. (469)


Thus, the economic is qualified by the non-economic and immediately, in turn, critically re-appropriated hyper-economically within the super-economic, which, when all is subjected to transformational retreatment, can then return us to the initial terms of reference originally commenced with. (470)
7.
Through non-economic resolution we can causally enter into forms of intervention, hopefully, with an existentially oriented complexion. (471)


Enaction being either actively engineered, non-actively disengaged, (and/)or postponed or deferred through inaction. (472)


Where an existential complexion can be exercised through a holistic appreciation of the relational ethics to be discerned in and through a relational economy, i.e., noting relational content like objects and subjects, etc., a pro-relational appreciation of the intentional integrity of our relationships, and the trans-relational specificity of our concrete, historical nature of our lived-relationships, in an alignment with the degrees of standing, albeit as also found to be relationally situated in this world at large, in the overall world-of-life. (473)

8.
Thence the necessity for a consequential appreciation of the ramifications of our relational interventions be they either primarily non-existential in orientation and/or existential in orientation. (474)


Where the relatively existential is duly arrived at through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential… (475)


That the holistic determination of such consequential appreciation is indicative of a radical philosophy that is not historically beholden to any ideologically over-committed form of speculative thematization without, at the same time, also recognizing the role being played by such provisional transitions expedited through such an overall historical understanding. (476)

III. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


In summary, we could ask, “how could this ensuing philosophical disquisition be even more radical than as it now stands?” In innovatively pursuing a problematic-problematics; insisting on economic translations that set us up for more detailed forms of complexification, etc; where conformalization is accepted and through ongoing processes of re(-)conformalization our working truth determinations are continually tested; where through non-economic resolution we enter into processes of unilaterally decisive patterns of simplification able to induce existentially informed patterns of intervention in which we duly observe the nature of its ensuing ramifications, consequences that direct the four fields of the philosophical, metaphysical (as the meta-philosophical), the disciplinary, and the secular that entirely constitute all modes of engagement in this overall world-of-life, preferably, with the requisite degree of an insightfully overseen existential concern and care..!! (477)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 12.7.25.

Appendix A: An Alternative Twelvefold Path
An alternative reading of the eightfold path was contemplated in this twelvefold format:

I. Virtual Intervention

1. Problematization

2. Economization

3. Complexification

4. Transformation

5. Conformalization

6. Re(-)Conformatization

II. Non-Virtual Intervention

7. (Non-Economic) Simplification

8. Consequentialization (Interventionalism)

9. Existentialization

10. Re(-)Normalization

11. Validation

12. Re(-)Validation (478)


In this scheme, simplification take on a more active role (of not just fnding non-economic resolution in virtual terms of reference but also in non-virtually enacted terms of reference). (479)











   N.T., 7.7.25.

Appendix B: The Secular Economy as a Suspended Philosophical Economy, and v.v.


In my book titled Reconsiderations
 I recount a number of those occasions where I have had to admit that I was wrong, or, rather, somewhat incorrect in my reasoning, but, had since revised such ideas through suitable forms of modification given that no one can be completely wrong about anything. Just as the absolute lie, itself, is a lie. One of these relatively-radical emendations is that concerning the ‘secular economy’, and its slow thematization as an ‘inverse economy’, along with its parallel economic correlates, e.g., in the form of the ‘aspirational economy’, the ‘contractual economy’, and the ‘narrational economy’. The mistake being to unilaterally shoehorn all economies through the exact lens of the archetypal economy not that it does not play a role in its inversed enstructuralization. Let me explain. (480)


I correctly conceived of the ‘aspirational economy’, e.g., ‘as one-part ‘realism’ of needing to know where we are in this world at large, one-part ‘idealism’ in maintaining the integrity of our aspirational goals, and one-part pragmatism in practically working out as to how we might connect the former in an aspirational realization of such an intentional objective, and/or series and/or set/s of intentional objectives’. My mistake was exactly aligning the above with the philosophical economy (based on the archetypal economy) when the ordering should have been inversed in ordered terms of reference. In running an ordered translation of the above we would note that the realistic moment of ‘where’ would more naturally coincide with the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical or factual, as actually established facts. Then, in turn, the requisite integrity of aspirational ideals ‘why’ would better coincide with the second trans-cognitive moment of the aesthetical. Last, the linking moment of ‘how’ would find its coincidence with the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical. (481)


In a similar manner, in the inversed economy of the narrational we would find narration facts would more naturally coincide with the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical rather than being wrongly assigned a hermeneutical, fifth trans-cognitive order. Then, the function of the narrative would naturally coincide with the pragmatical, fourth trans-cognitive order. Similarly, the integrity of narrational ideals would find a coincidence with the aesthetical, second trans-cognitive order. Indeed, such a realization had already occurred when the process of retreatment was given a hexmodal, ordered interpretation when in passing form the fifth trans-cognitive order of hermeneutical pretreatment we needed to travel through the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical in order to arrive at the first trans-cognitive order of the semantically-phenomenological in order to then commence an analytically oriented process of treatment (elevated by one degree in meta-status through metafication). I.e., where those facts that are needed to flesh out the detail of our analysis obviously need to be supplied in sixth trans-cognitively ordered terms of reference – implying a non-identity between the hermeneutical fifth trans-cognitive order of possibility and meta-textual genres of behaviour and this sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical. (482)


What are the ramifications of this rotation of the inverse economy by one ordered degree? Quite profound when considered in conjunction with this heuristic device of this eightfold path as will be exemplified in the penultimate section of the Meta-Postscript to this extended-essay. (483)


For a start, we can speculatively consider an ongoing resonance between the archetypal economy and its correlates, and, the secular economy and its economic correlates. In other words, we have a mechanism that supplies a dynamic basis for this previously imputed relationship between the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential in so far as the former arises as the ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v. Or, again, a similar arrangement between the contractual and the compactual can be envisaged where the apparent bimodalism of a compactual-contractual relationship is trimodally incorporated within the overall compactual-contractual economy itself. Where the so-called ‘third moment’, in this instance, can be fully accounted for through identifying this interaction, itself, as this required third party.
 But, in such matters, let my following Meta-Postscript speak for itself… (484) (15.7.25)

Meta-Postscript: Some further ‘Final’ Thoughts on these Radical Innovations


Briefly, let me again indicate where these relatively-radical innovations might be heading..? (485)


In further establishing this (meta-)discipline of the philosophical vocation let me note how a secular economy radically reinvests these innovations implicit in this heuristic device of this Eightfold Path in Conformal Truth Determination with its headings of Problematization (as a problematized-problematics), Economization, Complexification, Conformalization, Re(-)Conformalization, Simplification, Interventions, and Ramifications. (486)


Under the heading of Problematization (as a problematized-problematics) we note how the application, e.g., of the interrogative economy, in the simple asking of a question, must implicate a secular economy (along with the parallelization of its close correlates as entailed in the inverse economies of the aspirational, narrational, and contractual). (487)


In interrogating a text, in the simple asking of a question (or a series and/or set/s of questions) I proposed three economic moments of the rhetorical, the first reply in the form of its metaphorical consideration, and the second reply in the form of the apparitional (that eventually must leads to a literal reply in the form of either an affirmation or a dis-affirmation of the question as rhetorically articulated). But, the second reply must first land on the so-called third moment of the non-systematic existential. There we entertain the Boolean operator of Not in the proscriptive dominance of existentially oriented imperatives if correctly exercised through the suitable imposition of an overall working suspension. However, in order to get to a literal interpretation of our responsible-response to the interrogative question entered into we must subject that Boolean operation of Not, in turn, to the same operator, Not, i.e., to a double negation Dnot. Thus, the second reply, in effect, takes two turns through these sequential operators of, effectively, both Not and Dnot. Where, in the first turn, we may or may not find a suitable degree of relative existentilization, and, in the second turn, to an effective process of a double negation (Dnot). In others words in order to get a literal response from, say, the utilization of the philosophical economy, we also have to invoke the literalness of the inverse economy, and, therein, also enter the inversed sphere of the secular economy. By extension seeing the negation of the hermeneutical moment of Or as Nor, and, the negation of the phenomenological moment and its metaphorical implications, And, as Nand. (488)


The interrogative economy, when envisaged as requiring an oscillating resonance between the philosophical economy and the secular economy, therefore, gives us a pertinent basis for this imputed observation that the relatively-existential arises through the relative existentialization of the relatively-non-existential, and v.v. Where the existential potential of the philosophical economy impinges on the secular economy, and v.v. (489)


Now, with this intuition fully in place, we then find this accommodated-distinction both running between and across these same headings. (490)


What is the sequential rationale being utilized in the exposition of this heuristic device? By recognizing a problematization of a certain problematic we are distinguishing a philosophical problematic, effectively, as meta-disciplinary in orientation. Thus the scene is set for doing philosophical work, effectively, as the problematization of a philosophical problem already to hand or the imposed problematization of some aspect of the disciplinary or secular worlds, etc. Thence the utilization of the interrogative economy along with its apparitional literalism in the form of a double negation, etc. (491)


Then this problematized-problematic is given a suitable economic translation in order to more critically set ourselves up for complexification, etc. In effect, moving us from the relatively-non-critical to the relatively critical, and, thence, from time to time, to the relatively-radical. On the understanding that the relatively-radical can only be appreciated incrementally, in small incremental units of apprehension. However, that granted, small additions or subtractions in increments can initiate a process of chaotic re-direction that goes far beyond the complexion of that situation that initiated such a response.  Furthermore, the developmental thematization of an existential aspect can also set us up to both witness and experience the advent of the chaotic process of re-direction of the relatively-radical capable of making a detailed, existentially oriented contribution potentially far beyond the mere confines of the phenomenological characteristics initially being dealt with. Just like, as an example of a chaotic phenomenon, a struck match bursting into flame… (492)


Indeed, an economic translation can then supply the required critical treatment that allows us to move from the relatively-non-critical to the critical, and, from there, to move even more quickly to a relatively-radical reading of that same phenomenon or phenomena in question... (493)


Under complexification, we can supply a greater richness of critical detail that not only corrects the course of our disseminations, but, can also self-correct itself through processes of a representative re(-)self-organization initiated, and greatly facilitated, through the continual use of suitable working suspensions, and so on. I.e., through the utilization of a well-formed and well-informed conjectural economy, etc. (494)


Then, recognizing that conformal truth is everywhere to hand, deal with its ongoing validation through processes of re(-)conformation. (495)


At some point in our research, patterns of resolution could intervene to chaotically induce a relative simplification of our conformal appreciation, a non-economic process also capable of enacting the transformation of our virtual, non-causally oriented correlations into non-virtual causal correlations. Thence those ensuing interventions, which, given the speculation of this philosophical-secular resonance, must already possess an existential-non-existential complexion, potentially in parallel to its co-formation of a narrational economy through which this evolving dissemination can further transform, inviting consequentially oriented explorations of the ensuing ramifications that might well flow on from such patterns of enaction, hopefully, of a responsive-responsible complexion. (496)


Hence the envisaged trajectory of this heuristic device. That, at each stage of this eightfold path, an array of radical innovations awaits the perceptive researcher. Let me highlight some of these innovations. (497)


In the meta-problematization of the problematic considerations to hand to we note this invitation to also consider an overall relatively-existential reading in conjunction with an overall relatively-non-existential reading. Under this heading we might also be able to intuit whether the problematics under consideration need to be resolved, could soon be resolved, could be resolved with a much greater degree of effort, or, is in a form that could never be resolved (and where the resolution of that problematic issue is now in the very recognition that, in this instance, there can be no resolution). To indicate these potentially radical innovation along these sections of this heuristic device let me point out that a middle path is also being trod by virtue of the continual application of working suspensions, etc: (498)

Problematization: The application, say, of an interrogative economy then points out the resonance between the potentially existential and the actual instantiation of the relatively-non-existential.

Economization: That in accessing the critical we are in a better position to then access the self-critical through the re(-)presentative power of re(-)self-organization delivered through de-suspensions....

Complexification: As occurring through many levels of alignment with an underlying relative transformational isomorphic invariance reinforcing conformalization.

Conformalization: That, although the misguided notion of Truth is nowhere to be found, truth is to hand everywhere and in a form, hypothetically, capable of iteration, demonstration, and finding apposite forms of self-correction, etc.

Re-Conformalization: Hence the ability, hypothetically, of conducting ongoing processes of re(-)conformalization.

Simplification: Where non-economic resolution of virtual correlations can become instantiated as non-virtual patterns of causal correlation.

Intervention(alism): That non-intervention is impossible to engineer, and, therefore, our enacted interventions should be situationally responsive and responsible, and, therefore, in an alignment with consilience, salience and standing (propinquity).

Ramifications: That consequences are better re(-)presented through overlapping our histories of the past, present and future. (499)


However, the most radical insight to be thematized is the overlooked observation that most enterprises are relatively self-sustainable to some extent, given their conformal possession of a certain lived-reality, and that when this aspect is suitably fostered through well-exercised suspensions along with our appreciation of their subsequent de-suspensions, etc., then either their co-associated secularist forms of re(-)presentation, disciplines, meta-disciplines (philosophies), and/or meta-meta-disciplines (in the various forms of a non-traditional metaphysics) will also maintain an evolving, viable, both existential and non-existential, re(-)self-organized sense and semblance of conformance through the regular reiteration of self-correcting processes of mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization, etc. But, this is only a sketch of just some of the radical-innovations that could be found to hand through the suitable utilization and integration of such perspectives, in conjunction with well-exercised working suspensions along with well-formed and well-informed conjectures, and so on and so forth..!!
 (500)








          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 15.7.25.

A Double Commentary: The ‘Turning Around’ as the ‘Eternal Return’…


However, the most radical insight to be thematized is the overlooked observation that most enterprises are relatively self-sustainable to some extent, given their conformal possession of a certain lived-reality… in a lived-reality, entertaining the non-absolutistical divisions between either the epistemological and the ontological (as already reflected in our embodiment in this world at large) or the ‘subjective individual’ as a ‘person’ and ‘the world of the other’ as an ‘open community’, where, together, they collectively set the stage for us to re-envisualize our lived-relationships within this overall world-of-life, as an overall life-world, where our relation to the conformal truth of the lived-reality of our lived-experience implies our joint recognition, encountering and engagement with the same in a manner that cannot be just merely passive nor as just active nor as just without existentially oriented forms of engagement. Indeed, as a conformal world of truth that is self-sustained and capable of ongoing self-refinement. Thence it would be natural to assume that we would not be going astray, nor lead others astray to both believe and say that… Where the world, re(-)conceived as a living-re(-)presentation of itself, has truth truthfully seeking a truthful re(-)presentation of itself...
 And if that were to be the case then why conceive, as argued, that our lived-experience of the conformal could only be conceived of in merely a passive manner, i.e., as something merely observed? Hence, the rhetorical question… Given that conformal truth is everywhere we should then ask why read it purely through a passive lens?
 In addition we note that… Since the world can deceptively be neither a pure lie nor, thankfully, a perfectly formed re(-)presentation of itself… given that fortune eventually dances with misfortune and too much knowledge of that is better not sought.
 Tempering such insight with the understanding that a perfect form of insight would inform us of our fate and that most people would not be ready to accept such knowledge. The implications of this hypothetical observation also inform us that complete deception, as a universal lie, is just as impossible as entertaining the complete transparency of a naked world, and that such an understanding forces us to walk, and preferably uphold, a middle path. In this regard we are told that… that when this aspect is suitably fostered through well-exercised suspensions along with our appreciation of their subsequent de-suspensions, etc., then either their co-associated secularist forms of re(-)presentation, disciplines, meta-disciplines (philosophies), and/or meta-meta-disciplines (in the various forms of a non-traditional metaphysics) will also maintain an evolving, viable, both existential and non-existential, re(-)self-organized sense and semblance of conformance through the regular reiteration of self-correcting processes of mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization, etc. Obviously, the key to such insightful interactions is through the use of working suspensions, etc. Where by ‘etc.’ is meant the workings of a set of critical strategies that, on the whole, can be equally applied, albeit with some tweaking, to our secular lives, our pursuit of the disciplinary world, our metaphysical and philosophical spheres of concern. Three aspects of the philosophy of transformational retreatment are noted, namely, hermeneutically oriented pretreatment in the critical form of mitigation in which we refine our use, through accommodation, of the genres of behavior; remediation in the stage of treatment where we deal with the advancement of both deconstruction and reconstruction of our analyzed narrations; and, retreatment in the form of a non-economic resolution engaged through a process of ongoing re(-)normalization in which conformal approximations are rendered in more specific, concrete, historical terms of reference. Needless to say, that from an ordered perspective, we would need to add three more sets of critical techniques in order to progress from one order to the next. So, from the hermeneutical fifth trans-cognitive order to the phenomenological first trans-cognitive order we would need to travel through the sixth trans-cognitive ontical order by adding and overseeing a well-informed factual appreciation of that relevant to our researchers. Where form the first trans-cognitive order to the third we would need to also pass through a harmonic, integrated, aesthetical appreciation of the same, and, where the sequential transition from retreatment to pretreatment would require a pragmatical form of clarification. Of course, having established the archetypal economy we would then go on to observe inverse economies as a secular economy, and, where through reduplication we would find inter-ordered, extra-ordered, and super-ordered correlates to our initial ordered correlates, as well as noting their interactions through duplication. Given such complexities we might opine… The surfaces of the world have a profound depth given that our freedom to be, as found through(-)others, is to be engaged both individually and collectively.
 That, through processes of simplification, as the non-economic resolution of various varieties of contestment, we find the re(-)presentative simulations of our relationships… along with the observation that our freedom is better expressed in and through our cooperation with others, in and through a world of arbitration, and so on. That in this process, through conformal refinement, we move from the relatively non-critical to the critical, etc., and, observe, sadly more often than not by default, a middle path through this world at large. Hence… The complete absence of the critical cannot be encountered just as the radically-radical cannot be recognized thence the outlines of a middle path.
 Hence our inescapable movement overall from the relatively non-critical to the relatively critical, and, from there, to the relatively-radical. With the implication that… Where the critical engages with the non-critical and through the critical the innovative nature of the relatively-radical can be engaged.
 Thence… Thus what is beyond criticism is the relatively-radical, and, thereafter, its re-appropriation through the relatively-critical.
 That this question ‘what is beyond criticism?’ being answered by this reply of the ‘radical!’ further concludes… Thence the living-critique of theory as a living-theory on a path of critique...
 where living-experience can make no absolutistical divisions between either the concepts of the ‘theoretical’ and the ‘critical’ when sufficiently well-reasoned. Moreover, even if passively viewed, or actively reviewed, or existentially engaged (from an overall relational perspective) a reserved attitude of acquiescence is also outlined through the following injunction, namely… As long as we leave it unhindered, non-obstructed through the ongoing application of suitable working suspensions and operate with an authenticity of a suspended-desire enacted on the behalf of our relationships.
 At the same time, it is noted that such a practice is but a token of its lived-explication. Indeed, as noted…  But, this is only a sketch of just some of the radical-innovations that could be found to hand through the suitable utilization and integration of such perspectives, in conjunction with well-exercised working suspensions along with well-formed and well-informed conjectures, and so on and so forth..!! So… When the existential and the secular walk hand in hand... when critical conformance induces radical performance, and v.v...
 That, through ‘eternal’ re(-)iteration this conformal process is without limits other than those imposed upon life itself… in the process ‘turning around’ that which has been distorted through the relative non-application of working suspensions, etc. But, this is only a sketch of just some of the radical-innovations that could be found to hand through the suitable utilization and integration of such perspectives, in conjunction with well-exercised working suspensions along with well-formed and well-informed conjectures, and so on and so forth..!! Concluding with obvious comment… and what could be more radical than that..!!
 (501)
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Summary: Reconstruction and Ramifications of this ‘Radical Argument…’

‘That the re(-)living of lived-experience has its truth truthfully truth-seeking truly…’ (502)

If, and only if, negatively, it is relatively non-obstructed and suspended, and, positively, it is permitted both personally and arbitrated inter-communally. (503)


Because truth conditions are trans-intentionally stamped on all intentional formations to varying degrees. (504)


Because there can be neither pure deceptions nor perfectly perceived transparent states of affairs, but, equally, at the same time, our interacting within a world of the provisional that still finds both a working insurance and assurance. (505)


Then, given the non-absolutistical differentiation both between the epistemological and the ontological through embodiment and subjectivity and intersubjectivity through embeddedness, and, the transformational-accommodation of both in our embankment in this world at large, in this overall world-of-life we find through processes of transformation the dialectical pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions for an ongoing truth-seeking.... (506)


Given that dialectic is in place, then why just encounter truth conditions through mere observance when we can both also actively recognize the same non-existentially and as relationally engaged existentially? (507)


Where by ‘relationally’ is meant “‘relationally’ through ‘an inventory of its relational content’, ‘pro-relationally’ through ‘the integrity of the relationship in its relational situatedness’, and ‘trans-relationally’ through an existential appreciation of its concrete, historical specificity’”. (508)


That through a working suspension we explore this same dialectic between the archetypal economy and its complexified correlations and the working-re(-)presentations of the secular economy and it complexified correlations. (509)


On one hand the disciplinary, the meta-disciplinary (e.g., the philosophical), and the meta-met-disciplinary (e.g., the metaphysical, say, as either an inter-ordered categorical metaphysics, a psychological-sociology, a political-economics, scientific researches, and/or histories along with their retreatment philosophically and their further re-retreatment back to a disciplinary mode), and, on the other hand, through both suspension and retreatment the correlated re(-)presentations of the secular, and v.v. (510)


Where the suspension of the archetypal and its correlated economies reproduces a secular set of correlations, and where the suspension of those suspended correlations, rewrites those same archetypal economies.
 (511)


Where this ongoing existential-non-existential oscillation between the archetypal, etc., and the secular, etc., initiates the enaction of the transformation of the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual through the resolute irruption of the non-economic, and v.v. (512)


Initiating the unilateral decisiveness of the last instance, the next instance, and its permitted existentialization in and through the first instance, and thereafter, etc. (513)


Overseeing the critical re-appropriation, through the hyper-economic, of only the relatively-radical within the effective envelopment of the super-economic. (514)


Where the relatively-critical refines the relatively-non-critical, and the relatively-critical incrementally sets the stage for the chaotically re-directed advent of the relatively-radical, etc. (515)


Thence the inter-connected economy of the relatively-radical, the relatively-critical and the relatively-non-critical. (516)


That through the force of the de-suspension we find the expression of our relationships along with a harmonization of their distinctions, accommodations, and transformations. (517)


Thence the pragmatic requirement for well-formed and well-informed conjectures being subjected to well-exercised working-suspensions. (518)


That, in advancing the ongoing refinement of our secular re(-)presentations, we oversee the embeddedness of our relationships through a harmonization of consilience, salience, and standing (propinquity). (519)


Over the long-term, we can pragmatically observe a progressive optimism, whilst, over the short-term, we must attentively circumvent, both personally and communally, through amelioration, the non-remediation of all non-democratically inspired reasons for a current pessimism, etc.!!
 (520)


But in further detailing of these connections and interconnections we would need the suitable, expert explication of an open book on this topic of the ‘radical’…. (521)
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Section E. A Fifth Digest

That can be Appended with Previous Digests in The Seventh Book...


Existential conformance and performance go hand in hand! (1)


In explanation we can proffer the integration of the secular economy and the philosophical economy within the complex orbit of the ordered economy, and, the refraction of the secular economy as a contractual economy within the existentialization of the compactual economy within the complex orbit of the arbitrational economy itself encapsulated within an overall economy of the situated private, arbitrational, and public sub-economies. In whatever manner a conformal alignment is reiterated, without such conformal alignment our control over our relational trajectories knows neither where we have come from nor to where we might be truly heading, and, at the same time, no in-depth living appreciation of the here and now. (2)


Where the ‘secular economy’ can be represented by ‘one-part in a weak realism in our well-informed comprehension of our current ontical-standing (where), a one-part weak idealism of an aesthetical-integration of intentional objectives (why), and a one-part weak pragmatism in a pragmatical (how) that allows us to profitably link the former. Without an adequate appreciation of such alignments such linkages become fragile and fracture. Where, without sufficient standing, processes of navigation, negotiation, and arbitration lose their intentional objectivity. (3)


The existential economy is one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenal-phenomenologically semantic, and one-part non-systematic existential, and mirrors, among many things, a harmonic economy, respectively, of consonance, dissonance and resolution. (4)


The combination of the secular and philosophical economies gives us the basic ordered economy and its six orders which can be sequentially articulated under the headings of the ‘pre-conditional, integrated-conditional, deontologically-causal, pragmatical-temporalization, potential-probabilities, and consequential-declarations’. (5)


Reduplication is non-economic, and, duplication is economic in orientation. (6)


Economic resolution can be viewed either ‘vertically’ or ‘horizontally’. I.e., respectively, through reduplication and duplication. Where reduplication can be better understood as reformulating a non-traditionally reconstituted metaphysics under the headings of a categorical metaphysics, a psychological-sociological spectrum, political-like enaction, an enacted economics, sciences, and overlapping histories of past, present and future. (7)


Inter-ordered conformance through noting x2n is T iff xn, for n = 1, 2, 4, 8, (etc.), and, economic conformance through noting the evidential success of either ordered content under transformations or the evidential success of ordered transitions, again, both forms of appreciation as per Tarski. (8)


Where conformal truth determination demands reiterated demonstrations, evidential support (in both senses), and a consequential alignment with our better intentional objectives. (9)


And how are such aspirations to be achieved? Through the adequate performance of suitable working suspensions (extended suspensions/expansive suspension). (10)


In such an effortless-effort distortions are de-distorted and behaviour is invited to intervene through the force of de-suspensions in order to amplify relational enrichment through both non-chaotic, incremental orchestration and chaotic, non-incremental enhancement. (11)


Where such de-distortion is truly facilitated through an adherence to the spirit of a relational conformance... (12)


But also facilitated through those means that enact a well-formed and well-informed set of conjectures, etc. (13)


E.g., through hermeneutical mitigation, phenomenological, and non-systematic and systematic existential re(-)normalization. I.e., respectively, through refining our genres of behaviour, through parallel forms of deconstruction and reconstruction, and apposite patterns of re(-)iterational approximations, etc. (14)


As well invoking a secular contribution through our ontical standing (propinquity), an integrated aesthetic through consilience, and overseeing a relevant form of pragmatical salience. (15)


Observing internally to the economy in question phenomenological distinctions, hermeneutical accommodations, and existential transitions/transformations. (16)


With such methods to hand what need have we for so-called ‘First Principles’, or ‘Middling Principles’, and/or ‘Last principles’? None whatsoever! (17)


Noting, moreover, the suspension of the philosophical economy as the secular economy, and v.v., whilst also noting that the existentialization of the former is the existentialization of the latter, and v.v. Thence an explanation of the observation that the existential orientation is the consequential result of the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v. (18)


Redefining the conjectural economy, in the philosophical economy, as one-part inductive, one-part deductive, and one-part abductive, and, therein and thereby, linking probability, certainty, and explanatory fitness within the same logical frame of reference, albeit as interpreted dialectically. (19)

 
At the center of the cognitive economy, and its six cognitive orders, we have the tension between the conceptual and the perceptual. (20)

 
At the center of the trans-cognitive economy, and its six orders, we have a tension between the pragmatic and pragmatical, with the former taking a deontological perspective and the latter a more functional perspective. (21)


At the center of the inter-ordered economy, and its six orders, we have a tension between the political and the economical (understood more in a fiscal and business sense). I.e., a tension between enacted political empowerment and a non-enacted, passive, potential political disempowerment. (22)


Where the hyphenated political-economy is culturally and interculturally divided up between relatively distinctive, non-overlapping social organizations.
 (23)


Where the problematic nature of globally lived-experience within the political economy is all too often the product of problematic behaviours enacted either within and/or between these social organizations. (24)


Through existentially oriented retreatment all things come together, given the secular economy is re(-)presented through the suspension, say  of the philosophical economy, and v.v; be that from the secular to the philosophical, from the disciplinary to the metaphysical, and all else in between. (25) 

 
Facilitated through suspensions, etc., a pragmatic-existentialism as a pragmatic-existentialism is expressed through an existential treatment of conformal practice. (26)


Where we need to note the coincidence of a pragmatic philosophy with an existential philosophy, and the coincidence of pragmatic philosophy with a deontological philosophy along with its adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical... taking form through a positive nihilism that is anti-representatively-representative of lived-experience as we make our passage through this overall world-of-life both individually and collectively. (27)

 
An eightfold path for the conformal ascertainment was heuristically proposed under the provisional headings of the virtual intervention of Problematization, Economization, Complexification, Conformalization, Re(-)Conformalization, Simplication; and, the non-virtual treatment enacted through both Interventions and Ramifications.
 (28)


Valuing the re(-)e/valuational formation of both the suspension and the de-suspension with critical conformance hand in hand with radical performance, & v.v..! (29)


However, the most radical insight to be thematized is the overlooked observation that most enterprises are relatively self-sustainable to some extent, given their conformal possession of a certain lived-reality, and that when this aspect is suitably fostered through well-exercised suspensions along with our appreciation of their subsequent de-suspensions, etc., then either their co-associated secularist forms of re(-)presentation, disciplines, meta-disciplines (philosophies), and/or meta-meta-disciplines (in the various forms of a non-traditional metaphysics) will also maintain an evolving, viable, both existential and non-existential, re(-)self-organized sense and semblance of conformance through the regular reiteration of self-correcting processes of mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization, etc. But, this is only a sketch of just some of the radical-innovations that could be found to hand through the suitable utilization and integration of such perspectives, in conjunction with well-exercised working suspensions along with well-formed and well-informed conjectures, and so on and so forth..!!
 [500] (30)
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Thence, as an addition, let us add the following...

Where the world, re(-)conceived as a living-re(-)presentation of itself, has truth truthfully seeking a truthful re(-)presentation of itself... (31)

Given that conformal truth is everywhere we should then ask why read it purely through a passive lens? (32)

Since the world can deceptively be neither a pure lie nor, thankfully, a perfectly formed re(-)presentation of itself… given that fortune eventually dances with misfortune and too much knowledge of that is better not sought. (33)

The surfaces of the world have a profound depth given that our freedom to be, as found through(-)others, is to be engaged both individually and collectively. (34)

The complete absence of the critical cannot be encountered just as the radically-radical cannot be recognized thence the outlines of a middle path. (35)

Where the critical engages with the non-critical and through the critical the innovative nature of the relatively-radical can be engaged. (36)

Thus what is beyond criticism is the relatively-radical, and, thereafter, its re-appropriation through the relatively-critical. (37)

Thence the living-critique of theory as a living-theory on a path of critique... (38)

As long as we leave it unhindered, non-obstructed through the ongoing application of suitable working suspensions and operate with an authenticity of a suspended-desire enacted on the behalf of our relationships. (39)

When the existential and the secular walk hand in hand... when critical conformance induces radical performance, and v.v... and what could be more radical than that..!! (40)











 N.T., 16.7.25.
�	 * A link to the latest version: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html�


� 	We can also add hypothetical prospective reiterable re-determinations of conjectural plausibility.


Also refer to � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Pursuit.html" ��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Pursuit.html� 


�	 The nomenclature ‘(-)’ reads as ‘the ongoing economy of…’


� 	In a scientific use of a categorical metaphysics, we note the need to provide a number of axioms if only to be referred to in a covert manner, e.g., molecules of water on Earth are assumed to be phenomenologically the same, say, in the Andromeda Galaxy, and everywhere else.


�	 ‘Qualified’ by virtue of ‘its provisional status is such to that extent such effective, overall, and/or engaged approaches can be delineated’. Treating an economy of perspectives as entailing a hermeneutically oriented effective approach, a phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented overall approach, and a non-systematic, existentially oriented engaged approach (where these types of approach mutually co-define each other through their joint negations).


�	 One of the most obvious ramifications is that in the conformal truth determination, say, of ordered forms of productivity, there must be directly implicated a meta-philosophical and inter-ordered metaphysical dimension! Thence the necessity for the delineation, etc., of the metaphysical sub-discipline within the discipline dealing with of philosophically oriented experience. A second, less obvious ramification is that the conformal treatment and appreciation of inter-ordered forms of productivity must directly implicate an extra-ordered dimension as noted in sub-paragraph 3.63, etc.


�	 Pursuit, III.XII.20.Appendix C.


�	 I.e., more than that introduction as previously pursued in Pursuit, III. XII.20. Appendix C.


�	 The counter-economy of the 21, 41, and 61 I have named ‘the secular economy’ (on account of its collection of facts currently ascertained as true forming this world as lived, etc.). I do not see such an attribution as completely speculative nor as completely arbitrary, but, we can make of this what we will? This converse or inverse economy can also be seen paralleling the narrational and contractual economies.


�	 E.g., Pursuit, III.X.II.18.


�	 I am being more rhetorical here since all things cannot be equal since on one thing can equal to anything else except if legislated as such.


�	 On one hand, contra Nietzsche but, on the other hand pro-Nietzsche should we read his image of the eternal recurrence along these existential lines of interpretation, i.e., that in existentially reliving reiterations of our life-history we can either pursue the relatively inauthentic in its concentration on the relatively mundane or pursue the relatively authentic in its sacralisation of lived-experience. Here I am not proffering a strict reinterpretation of Nietzsche, but, rather, a relatively-radical re-interpretation, albeit one I would like to believe is in keeping with the spirit of Nietzsche’s parable. 


�	 The technical expression of ‘enaction’ indicating ‘either actions of commission, non-actions of omission, and/or the deferments of inaction’.


�	 I.e., phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical, and non-systematic existential in orientation.


�	 A religious person with theistic preference might want to add a fifth category here of the trans-inter-subjective-inter-objective, etc.


�	 As is often the case, how we interpret that floating ‘etc.’ is crucial to how our co-associated philosophy will or will not evolve, and so on. Just as the psychological-sociological spectrum implicates a relative non-impediment to mutual and less mutual forms of inter-subjective experience, and so on. I.e., the implication of an existential dimension that transcends the relatively personal, a return to the secular, etc. As a province that also needs to acknowledge con-textual contributions of consilience, salience, and propinquity, and all other factors relevant to such expanded forms of appreciation.


�	 Refer to my Homepage Site, Page 3: Philosophy of History (History of Philosophy), 2007.


�	 Which we can continue to refer to, more simply, as a ‘working suspension’.


�	 Where the first, second, fifth and sixth orders mirror somewhat the cognitive orders as the cognitive content of such judgments.


�	 Where a religious person might add the fifth category of the ‘trans-objective-trans-subjective’ and give to it either a spiritualistic or theistic complexion, and, where a secularist might wish to either adopt a spiritualistic or an emergent secularistic complexion imbued with potential agency but without overt subjectivity (and where, as an example of the latter, could be found concepts like ecological integrity, the Gaia hypothesis, etc.).


�	 Intentionally ambiguous, meaning, within the 3 x 1 matrix, any 3 x 2 matrix or the overall (3 x 2)3, etc. By ‘etc.’ we could also include the 3 x 3 matrix of the political-economy or a (3 x 1)3, and so on.


�	 I.e., in a second trans-cognitive order of aesthetically integrated products (which in the cited example, could be expressed in the following nomenclature – ‘a-glass-of-salty-water’).


�	 I.e., as atomic (pre-)essentials, molecular essentials, conceptual, perceptual, possibles and actuals (as positive factuals). The trans-cognitive orders also present judgments in a cognitive format. Hence the ensuing ‘valuations’ stemming from trans-cognitive judgments viewed as ‘evaluations’.


�	 ‘Complex’ in the sense of being re(-)iterated with the potential for relatively indivisible, non-incremental irruptions of a chaotic re-direction rather than the merely iterative nature of divisible processes of incremental redirection. In hypothetical-like terms we can envisage the tendency to just sum up such considerations as if the overall process were to be conducted in two phases, namely, metafication, followed by extrafication, or v.v., when, dialectically, such economically correlative processes would, more likely, be progressively entertained in spontaneous terms of reference?


�	E.g., when an historical character, say, Julius Caesar, as he approaches the Rubicon, needs to contemplate possible histories of the future when exercising a process of choice in the light of past experiences (as probabilistically simulated by a prescient historian as they attempt to conjecture what possible historical ideation would have more likely motivated those decisions reported upon by either themselves and/or other contemporaries�).


�	 ‘Corresponding’ can be defined as ‘possessing the same order when all productivity is reduced to its lowest ordered level through de-metafications, de-suspensions, etc.’ E.g., xn – x1, where n = 1, 2, 3. The product x0 being treated as having its cognitive correspondence.


�	 We can also view bifurcation, emergence and phase changes as part of the same phenomenon of chaotic re-direction especially if we disregard the so-called ‘arrow of time’.


�	 Along with the recent set of axioms being posted in this essay.


�	 E.g., the historical fact of ‘Julius Caesar’s crossing of the Rubicon’ and the implications of that politically provocative act, etc. A fact in which no living individual has direct standing, but, where the provisional standing of the historian is extremely dependent on the conformal validity of this near-certain occurrence. On the other hand, other historical figures and events can be called into question. E.g., did an historical Moses actually exist (before the Babylonian Exile if mentions of this mythical figure are only found far latter in time?)?


�	 The meta-appreciation of historical interpretations could be viewed as chronological (P3), whereas, conformal appreciation would demand extra-ordered terms of reference, (i.e., M2 as P4).


�	 Aristotle; Metaphysics, Book 2.


�	 The relations between the non-critical, critical, and the radical could be called a ‘critical economy’ (given the mediation of the ‘non-critical’ and ‘radical’ by the ‘critical’, although, equally, for other priorities it could be called ‘non-critical’ or ‘radical’). 


�	 Note, in line with recent reconsiderations, that being meta-philosophical is not necessarily being ‘metaphysical’ since the latter should be defined as ‘both meta-philosophical and reduplicated’.


�	I.e., approached hermeneutically, phenomenologically and existentially (in its non-systematic sense).


�	 In technical language the word ‘suitable’ has the force of implying ‘the recognition of a hermeneutical appropriateness, the encountering of a phenomenal-phenomenological propriety, and the engagement of a non-systematic existential appositeness.


�	 Directly referencing my interpretation of the interrogative economy (involved in the asking of a question, etc., and in this context of the philosophical as involved in the questioning of the question).


�	 Economic resolution cannot be other than non-economically emitted since endless economic circulation is just as defeating as not recognizing a role for economic circulation in the first place!


�	 Adding a textual economy in the form of a parallelization of ‘texts, meta-texts, and non-texts’ for reasons as explored elsewhere.


�	 To some extent the third dialectical moment is arbitrary since in the depiction of that economy we could start with the same and supply two other moments, or, instead, include it as the second arbitrarily ordered member in trimodal description of the economy in question, etc.


�	 The nomenclature ‘(-)’ is indicative of an economic form of treatment through reiteration that arises through ongoing processes of ‘representation, presentation, and re-presentation’, and, therefore, the expression ‘economic re(-)framing’ is correctly redundant since ‘(-)’ is already indicative of ‘an ongoing process of economic treatment’. Given that definitive resolution of a relationship is the metaphorical ‘death’ of that relationship and most of our relationships, and their narration, are preferred to remain as ongoing, then processes of definitive resolution are not usually sought.


�	 As first formulated in The Seventh Book... Pursuit, III.VII.III.C.A.


�	 As exemplified in the fire triangle (of fuel, oxygen and heat); the trimodal nature of Boolean Algebra (And, Or. and Not); the treatment of space as either a Riemannian manifold, or as de Sitter or anti-de Sitter in orientation, etc. Then, in the world of language itself, regardless of its cultural manifestations, we find the designations of relative ‘verbs, subjects, and objects’ being utilized in various sequential possibilities, etc., e.g., as noted in the English propensity for subject-verb-object sequences, etc.


�	 As explored in the recent essay Pursuit, III.X.13.23-40.


�	 E.g., as exercised through a dynamic transformation in an ordered reading of transformational retreatment. I.e., by noting 51 Mitigation - (61 Factual Ascertainment) – 11 Remediation - (21 Aesthetic Integration) – 31 Existentialization/Re(-)Normalization) – (41 Pragmatical/Posttreatment), etc. The sections in brackets referring to transitional-transformations between, respectively, pre-treatment and treatment, treatment and retreatment, and retreatment/posttreatment and its rewriting of our initial pre-treatment.





�	Refer to the footnote xx** in this essay.


�	 I.e., find relevant ordering, inter-ordering, and extra-ordering, along with relevant meta-ordering, meta-inter-ordering, and meta-extra-ordering. Thence the implication of philosophical-disciplinary levels of enquiry, at the least an implicit meta-philosophically re-constituted metaphysics, and an overall conformalization of process along with the retreatment of the same in the formation of a so-called ‘final product’ or ‘final determination’ (with both non-existential and existential implications, etc.).


�	 Through a process of transformational retreatment.


�	 I.e., e.g., as reviewed through a 3 x 3 matrix that notates how social organizations permeate the political-economy as historically described, etc. Such social organizations like, e.g., Politics, Academia, the Legal Profession, the World of Business (including Food Industries, etc.), Medical Industries, Media, etc., etc.


�	 I.e., through a pragmatic-existentialism, etc.


�	 A process of complexificational enrichment that could be either economic, ordered, transformational and/or political-economic in orientation. A ‘consequential-existential form of complexification’ could be added under the heading of the ‘transformational’. 


�	In an enactment of our intentions, we need to be able to choose one path for non-virtual intervention and not some other. Hence this necessity for a resolution of intent derived from this process of simplification realized through such apparent resolution.


�	 Where this same observational-principle must also apply to the potentially viable work of the theologian to the extent that ‘the Numinous cannot be completely other than a secular sense and semblance of world since what is not there for us is not there for us, and, importantly, if that were to be the case, then we need not be there for it!’ That the non-observance of this latter qualification would immediately render that theology as non-viable. That, furthermore, I would provisionally argue that tentative grounds for a viable theology might possibly be found in a philosophy that could successfully work with an emergent process, non-reductively productive of an ongoing existential excess in trans-subjective-intersubjective terms of reference? Leaving the onus on the theologian to work either with such pre-conditions or supply better conditions for advancing a viable theology in some suitably productive form or other. I.e., as satisfying the three requisites mutually involved in the delineation of a theological economy through the articulation of a proper theological difference, an appropriate theological meta-difference, and an apposite theological non-difference as explored elsewhere.


�	 I.e., as phenomenological modalities, their discrete intensities, and the reiterative repetition of requisite tropes, which, when in line with conventional expectations, then allows us to decide upon the probability of whether that phenomenon or phenomena in that situated context, in all probability, is fully representative of that type of phenomenon, which, in this instance, is fully coincident with ‘apple-ness’. Thence there is no need for an empirical correspondence-type of theory other than in a matching of preformed phenomenological expectations with lived phenomenological experiences, and v.v. A suitable process of conformalized validation also demanding the requisite degrees of coherence, non-contradictoriness, and plausibility (through considerations of consilience between relevant perspectives, the salience of individual perspectives, and the requisite propinquity or standing [say, in my being in an apple orchard, or in fruit shop with apples for sale, or in my standing in front of an apple able to be seen, touched, smelt, and possibly eaten, etc.).


�	 By ‘etc.’ besides densities on a spectrum of modal possibilities, the registered intensity of those modal experiences (like sight, touch, smell, taste, etc.) and specificities that engage a specific array of apple-like experiences, still, we could also organize the same, respectively, under the general hermeneutic recognition of genres of experience involved in sight, touch, smell, taste, etc., being represented, the particular phenomenological experience of the apparent intensity of such modalities being presented, and the specificities of the existential uniqueness of the trans-relational, historically concrete re-presentations being experienced. Implying a non-traditional, anti-representational-representation in an economy of hermeneutical representation, phenomenological presentation, and non-systematic existential re-presentation as an ‘economy of re(-)presentation’. That, given no pure logical thematization of any one economic correlative, then our absolutistical inability to either attain, obtain, and/or appropriate any economic correlative or correlativity (where the latter is entertained in a process of relevant economic complexification). The very reason why a logic cannot be self-contained except in a provisional a priori like format and should also be viewed through a dialectical lens. That through a balanced suspension of both the logical and dialectical aspects we arrive at an existential perspective hopefully more in keeping with the uniquely natured trans-relational nature of its contextual situatedness. However, a relatively systematic existentially oriented experience is arrived at through the progressive intermediation of all three aspects just noted.


�	 To be understood as being in the plural and as collectively entailing histories of the past, the present, and the future although not curtailing a focus on any one history in any one of those three eras.


�	 Where, for completeness we note the extra-ordered dimension and also the non-reduplicated metafication of products as thematized and utilized in processes of comparison.


�	 I.e., respectively, in future expectations and the immediacy of an anticipated transformation in the current situatedness either in reference to or not in reference to the delineation of the recall of past forms of reiteration. E.g., from past recall we know we get wet when it sufficiently rains, that with the formation of dark clouds we expect a greater probability of rain. Should there then be lightning and thunder, we could well anticipate the imminent arrival of rain.


�	 Reading the nomenclature of ‘(-)’ as ‘the ongoing reiteration of the economy of ---'.


�	 	As including both back-to-back negative deconstructive and positive reconstruction.


�	 In the fourth trans-cognitive order of the ‘pragmatical’ we note the minor imperatives, e.g., of the expeditious, the effective, the efficacious, the efficient, the expedient, the economical (in the sense of the parsimonious), etc. 


�	 Of course, a deductive economy can be defined in suitable trimodal terms of reference, but, then, we must also recognize its entailment within the argumentative economy where it cannot stand alone which proves the same point. Just as, e.g., the contractual economy is hierarchically contained within the arbitrational economy along with the existential input of a compactual economic input, etc.


� 	A relative unimodal ‘intro-mediation’ is ‘the bringing to overt prominence of one economic correlative through the covert mediation of the other two correlatives by virtue of the force of the de-suspension’, and v.v. But, in order to activate the same, i.e., instigate the delineation of a process of economic resolution we must invoke a trimodal process of inter-mediation in order to activate a distinctively ordered, non-economic process of resolution through reduplication through the subtle intro-mediation of the desired order in question, albeit maintaining the subtly ordered bias in question within that same act of inter-mediation. Furthermore, its relative existentialization is induced through a working suspension of the representation of its relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational orientations also within a suspended representation of its apparent situatedness all perspicaciously framed within an intuitive consequential appreciation of the to-be-more-valued trajectories that could be better articulated through an existentially oriented process of intervention.


� 	Arguing, by implication, on intentional grounds, that we must have a relational form of subjectivity, a pro-relational form of subjectivity, and a trans-relational form of subjectivity, and, through inter-mediation of the same, a systematic sense and semblance of the existential as well. However, this exuberance is qualified by the observation that existentialization is in a dialectical relationship with the non-existential. Alluding here to Martin Buber’s important qualification that ‘the I-Thou (I-You) is an I-Thou-ing (I-You-ing) of the I-It’ and not ‘the I-Thou-ing (I-You-ing) of the I-Thou (I-You)’.


� 	Where a 62 status gives us a history, or, rather, a possible set of histories (that must also include histories of the past, present, and future).


� 	Where a 52 status gives us a set of sciences,


� 	If coherent, but contradicts an established history, then we have only the possibility of that situation or event, like, e.g., a current bald king of France. In comparison ‘a square-circle’ only has a first ordered status as a non-integrated set of pre-essential essentials; i.e., as failing to find an integrated, molecular status in a second order, etc.


� 	These three nomenclatures are noted here given their use in the past.


� 	Depending on the priorities of our research the philosophical economy can also be referred to as phenomenological sub-economy, or a hermeneutical sub-economy, or a non-systematic existential sub-economy. The de-suspension presents the suspended, and, de-suspension presents the de-suspension. So, e.g., the suspension of the third trans-cognitively ordered moment of Ego gives us the sixth order of the ontical (as entailed in the secular economy along with its sense and semblance of standing), and, the de-suspension of the sixth trans-cognitively ordered moment of the ontical gives us the third trans-cognitively ordered moment of Ego (as interpreted through a deontological, existential, and pragmatic set of overlapping lenses). 


� 	Given the negation of the three primary Boolean operators at the basis of the secular economy (and its paralleling the contractual, narrational, etc.) I am more than tempted to call it an ‘inverse economy’ rather than an ‘obverse or converse or counter-economic economy’.


� 	Mirroring p’ is T iff p.


� 	Questioning if we can go beyond or need to go beyond existential satisfaction imputed to arise in an integrated globalized form of a super-ordering?


� 	Where 32 and 42 encompass the center of the political-economy along with its social organizations, etc.


� 	I.e., as the initiated enaction of causal patterns of behaviour through such interventions and thence its political-like characteristics.


�	I.e., as the subsequent temporal sequences unleashed through the initiation of such causal patterns of enaction as they ripple through the metaphorical ‘body’ of the political-economy.


� 	Hence an intensification of our concern with distorted forms of dissemination through misinformation, disinformation, mal-information along with dissimulation and obstruction 


� 	As noted elsewhere, the spiritual or religious person might wish to include a fifth relational category of the trans-interobjective-intersubjective in a manner of their own interpretation.


� 	The x of x, through reduplication, is a non-x, not-x, or a meta-x. Here the simulation of the simulation is a relative non-simulation, through non-economic irruption, but, that non-simulation does not mean the pre-simulated or the trans-simulated, etc., as attempted to be impossibly conceived by a misguided, more traditional metaphysician, etc.


� 	Unilaterally decisive instances of the last moment, the next instance, and the existentialization of the latter in the form of the first moment.


� 	A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html�


� 	Implying an important distinction between the pragmatical, as a restricted type of judgment, and the broader issues devolving from the pragmatic nature of an existential-pragmatism as a pragmatic-existentialism.


� 	As will be explored in the recently re-considered nature of the aspirational economy and its co-association with the secular and contractual economies 


� 	Where through reiteration, confirmation is defined as the reiteration either of real-time confirmation and/or non-real-time verification, etc. By ‘etc.’ is implied all the other techniques we have to adopt and adapt in formulating a process of a relatively closed conformation or to the extent such considerations need to be left open as currently unresolved.


� 	Where, through transformational retreatment we will return from whence we came in meta-terms of reference, albeit as subjected to apparent processes of transformation as undergone as incurred through such patterns of treatment, etc.


� 	A need to differentiate these three forms obviously is necessary, but, accommodation is also necessary since they all co-occur together and enter into a collective process of thematization through the contributions of a transformation of the non-critical, etc.


� 	To be further discussed in Appendix B.


� 	As first formulated in The Seventh Book... Pursuit, III.VII.


� 	Thence our recommencement is ever a form of ongoing economic re(-)commencement through suspensions, reiteration, re(-)e/valuations, retreatments, re(-)problematizations, etc.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant, say, the dynamic progression of the economic to non-economic and thence to its critical reappropriation through the hyper-economic in the formation of the super-economic and its ‘final’ retreatment back to the economics of daily life; back to the representative expression of the interactions of our daily lives.


� 	The so-called ‘third moment’ of the non-systematic existential is arrived at through the Boolean operation of a proscriptive negation (Not), but, then an effective double negation (Dnot) brings us back to our literal standing from a lived, factual point of view.


� 	But such a discussion will have to be conducted on some other occasion.


� 	Pursuit, III/XII.Part 1.


� 	Just as in the ‘observation’ that even though most parks in Australia are compactually free, still, their upkeep requires a certain contractual basis with the obligation of payment through, say, council rates, government subsidies, etc.. Where the most interesting aspect of this relationship may well reside in those interactions conducted on this additional axis of the compactual-and-contractual.


� 	The making of a relatively controversial-non-controversial argument to the extent that we are both embodied and collectively live in this world at large, and, that it would make little sense for us to stray too far from the viability of our mutually lived-realities and the entertainment of their re(-)self-organized forms of self-correction, etc., even if such progressive processes of such rectification are imperfectly exercised within the limitations of our lived-experiences as shared within this world at large, this overall world-of-life. Relatively controversial in the sense that such a claim needs to be made at all, and, relatively non-controversial to the extent that we find this observation is concordant with our general appreciation of conformal experience.


� 	A double commentary to the extent it is both a commentary (in bold) on the preceding paragraph, and, where, within its midst, certain arguments are also being made (in italics) whose contractions in ten summations are added to the Fifth Digest that concludes this Book XII, Part III. Where the noting of this re(-)iterative economy, as an ‘eternal return’ also makes an allusion to Nietzsche, and, where the use of single scare quotes, in this instance, means that the metaphorical sense is being utilized and that it is not be taken too seriously or literally beyond those metaphorical terms of reference. I.e., without the implication, e.g., of a life after death, etc.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.31.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.32.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.33.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.34.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.35.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.36.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.37. Making the point that this linear progression also needs to be reversed and, by implication, is circular. Where, e.g., the relatively-radical needs to be critically re(-)appropriated through the critical, etc. Hence the imputation of the hyper-economic within the envelopment of the super-economic.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.38.


�	Pursuit, III.XII.E.39. 	


�	Pursuit, III.XII.E.40a.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.E.40b.


� 	Single scare quotes are used by myself to indicate a special meaning, namely, either a definition is in progress; or a non-literal, metaphorical sense is to be observed; or a quoted section of text is being referred to; or some form of emphasis is being suggested. A reading of the context in question should determine which meta-textual convention is being implicitly invoked. In this instance this entire section is going to define this sense, semblance, and significance of this expression ‘radical argument’.


� 	E.g., the philosophical economy, the re(-)presentational economy, the arbitrational economy, the metaphysical economy, etc. versus the secular economy including, e.g., the narrational, the contractual, etc.


� 	Alluding to Richard Rorty’s observation that pro-democratic forms of governance better facilitate social cohesion (along with the advancement of our existential freedom through the arbitration of others).


� 	E.g., Academia; Business World, and entailed, Food Industries, Medical Industries, Publishing, Media, etc; Politics; Legal Fraternity; and so on.


� 	Refer to paragraph 179.


� 	The making of a relatively controversial-non-controversial argument to the extent that we are both embodied and collectively live in this world at large, and, that it would make little sense for us to stray too far from the viability of our mutually lived-realities and the entertainment of their re(-)self-organized forms of self-correction, etc., even if such progressive processes of such rectification are imperfectly exercised within the limitations of our lived-experiences as shared within this world at large, this overall world-of-life. Relatively controversial in the sense that such a claim needs to be made at all, and, relatively non-controversial to the extent that we find this observation is concordant with our general appreciation of conformal experience.






