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


� 	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.






