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On a Virtual Life in the World as Lived: Part III

Authenticity Through the Simulation of the Overall Transcendental Suspension?*

0. Pre-Introduction


 In the first essay-paper I spoke about authenticity ‘in the midst of simulation’ functioning through the broad-spectrum conversion of the virtual into the non-virtual, and, in the second paper looked at the ‘simulation of authenticity’ versus ‘the authenticity of simulation’. On first appearances it might seem that I am arguing for two different versions or visions of authenticity? However, in both essay-papers it was intimated that the apposite and adequate utilization of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension was central and crucial to the instantiation of an authentic attitude to this world as lived. Let me examine the ramifications of such a ‘transcendental position’ in order to demonstrate how we arrive at an amplified instantiation of an authentic orientation along with its advanced formation for clarified insight and skilful oversight. (1)

 In other words, let me demonstrate how the conversion of the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual and the promotion of the overall transcendental suspension are two sides of the same coin in our coming to understand (the phenomenal-phenomenological nature of) authenticity. (2)

1. Introduction

It was suggested in the second paper that the contragram of ‘the simulation of authenticity’ versus ‘the authenticity of simulation’ (or any other contragram for that matter) was a useful way of viewing and instantiating the overall transcendental suspension. Let me examine the nature of a valid contragram in this light, as a tool, to help us understand what needs to be understood in the appropriation of this important complex concept of the suspension, be such uptake enacted wittingly or unwittingly. (3)


Then, let me demonstrate how this practice of the relative instantiation of the orientation of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension is instrumental in the promoted formation of a clarified insight and skilful oversight as we make our way through this world as lived through more insightful and skilfully enacted patterns of navigation and negotiation. (4)


Then, I will examine the ramifications this sense of an existential re-positioning has through noting how an understanding of this complex concept of this global suspension would re-present our understanding of theoretical, practical and critical dimensions in philosophical thought (and, by extension, in the reflections, etc., of other disciplines). (5)


Concluding this essay-paper, and this series of three essay-papers, with a provisional set of conclusions in our investigations of these interrelated concepts of authenticity, simulation and the overall transcendental suspension. (6)

*Latest version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelsrelphil/html
2.    Conversion versus Simulation?


In the first paper I argued that authenticity involved the conversion of the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual and that this positive amplification of identity and value formation should also be a broad-spectrum process of transformation. By ‘broad spectrum’ meant, simply, a full expression of all forms of identity and value relevant in that situation, and, in more detail, a fully ordered approach where identity and value formation in all six orders was effectively and efficiently expressed within the full relevance of that specific situation to hand. I.e., e.g., that when de-ontological value should take a precedence it should be allowed to be so expressed in enacted oversight, or, when pragmatic consideration should be given precedence then they are prioritized, or, when both de-ontological and pragmatical considerations both need to be prioritized then forms of arbitrated negotiation should proceed along such lines (through the apposite and adequate use of such meta-genres found to hand, etc.), etc. The six orders, as noted elsewhere, being judgments of identity and value concerning, respectively, the pre-essential, the aesthetical-essential, the de-ontological, the pragmatical, the hermeneutic-potential and non-virtual factual modes of discernment. (7)


A ‘simulation’ can be viewed as an intentional process with intentional content arrived at through an ongoing synthesis of intentional pre-conditions (like perceptual inputs, etc), intentional conditions (of operations concerning correlations, alignments and transformations, etc.), and post-conditional conditions (of judgments and the ensuing ramifications of insights, enactions, consequences, critiques, etc.). Simply viewed we treat ‘simulations’ as ‘intentional processes with intentional content’. (8)


I argued that this positive, broad spectrum conversion of the virtual into the non-virtual constituted an expression of intentional behaviour that was relatively more authentic if such e/valuation before such transformation had been less positive or negative in an overall, impartial assessment of the same. It was more implied than argued that promotion of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension was instrumental in this positive shift in authenticity (i.e., from the relatively less authentic to the relatively more authentic, and, from the relative authentic to the relatively more authentic). (9)


In the second essay-paper I argued that actively examining the contragram of ‘the simulation of authenticity versus the authenticity of simulation’ was one way of understanding both the insightful nature of this global suspension and how it could also oversee the enaction of positive forms of transformation instrumental in this promotion of authenticity. (10)


A contragram is of the integrated form “‘the x of a’ versus ‘the a of x’”. In effect a contragram gives us the intentional (time-and-)space in which intentional processes-and-contents have their ability to find a cogent form of phenomenal-phenomenological (self-)expression. (11)

A valid contragram is a working contragram that allows this reversal in symmetry.
 E.g., we can read the contragram ‘the simulation of authenticity versus the authenticity of simulation’ as revolving around an intentional process-content distinction. I.e., we can read it along the following lines: ‘the process of the simulation with an apparent authenticity of content versus the authentic process of simulated content (wherein such content is phenomenologically read for what it correctly is in its experience as a phenomenon or set of phenomena)’. (12)


In effect, a valid contragram defines a representative space in intentional consciousness that expresses a relation or set of relations between correlative polarities (which could be dual, tripartite, etc.
). In a duality, say between process and content we can do this because there is an implicit triad of process-and-content, process and content. As mutual correlatives we can say the joint negation of any two tripartite orientations privileges the third member of that triad, and, v.v. (in relative acts of deprivileging). So, e.g., ‘content’ could be defined as ‘not-process oriented and not content-and-process oriented’, etc. (13)


Seen this way, in the relations between mutual correlatives, we are given a representative method for viewing, appositely and adequately, the global nature of an ongoing, overall transcendental suspension. This suspension is ‘global’ by virtue of its centering of the entire psyche through the ‘adequate’ exercise of this suspension. To be effective it must be ‘apposite’ to the topic in question and ‘ongoing’ in order to expedite an ensuing economy. It is ‘overall’ because it engages all relevant aspects in an act of suspension, namely, the (conjunctive) analytical or reductive suspension/s, the (dis-conjunctive) synthetical or integrative suspension/s, and the balanced suspension/s of the former (as the conjunctive-and-dis-conjunctive suspension/s). This global suspension is ‘transcendental’ because of its trans-cognitive/trans-intentional formation in the form of a judgment exercised on its intentional process-content. Judgment of the intentional process-content in question demands that it be delivered through such treatment in a trans-intentional format and form. So, we get acts of ‘judgments’ delivered in ‘judgmental processes’ that can then be treated as ‘judgmental content’ when represented in cognitive-intentional terms of reference. This suspension ensures that the judgmental appreciation of intentional content must primarily be trans-intentional, i.e., ‘transcendental’ as defined. We are not looking at something that is purely transcendent (or purely immanent
) nor something that is mysterious or mystical (although its existential character can be read as ‘spiritual’ by a religious existentialist)! (14)


As noted elsewhere our six orders (and their six relatively distinctive forms of judgment) can be accounted for through the instigation of a subtle process of privileging/de-privileging of these three polarities or moments (that dialectically constitute the economy of that in question). So, e.g., the phenomenal-phenomenological formation of pre-essential identity is realized through the relative privileging of the reductive moment or aspect of the overall transcendental suspension (and the relative de-privileging of both the balance of the reductive-and-synthetic suspension and the synthetic suspension). Or, in contrast, de-ontological identity and value formation can be seen to arise through the privileging of the balance of both reductive and synthetic suspensions, etc. (15)


In spite of such a complex understanding of the tripartite nature of this global suspension how can a simple reading of a contragram be one way into conducting an apposite and adequate overall suspension along with its full realization of its ensuing insights and oversights? (16)


Seeing an intentional process as with intentional content, and v.v., allows us to juxtapose ‘process’ with ‘content’ given their contragrammatical symmetry or isomorphic correlativity.
 Given that the intentional process has intentional content and intentional content occurs in an intentional process it automatically allows us to compare ‘process’ and ‘content’ because of their inherent correlativity and isomorphism. An isomorphism that would be preserved in transformational treatment. So, we can also juxtaposed the apparent initiation of an intentional state of affairs with its ensuing treatment and final realization, be that provisional or non-provisional, on the grounds that the intentional process occurs with intentional content and the realized intentional state also occurs with intentional content, etc. But, what also emerges from such a suspension is an active and passive amalgam of insight and oversight. The former help us to discern with critical discrimination as to what is virtual and what is non-virtual, what is good and what is not good, what is useful and what is not useful, etc. The overseen enaction of such insight, hopefully, assisting us in the positive, existential transformation of identity and value formation in a form that assists us in our passage through this world as lived. I.e., in a proper, appropriate and apposite form that collectively gives us its passable form of identity and value amplification that would surely assist us in our passage through this World-of-Life as fleshed out through such existentially oriented engagement. ‘Existential’ because it is positive and promotes the course of our relationships with others through its pro-relational orientation when the relationship/s in question is/are promoted through such transcendental reflection/s. (17)


Because of their correlativity we can balance ‘process’ with ‘content’ in our suspended treatment of the same. In the performance of this suspension we also note the balance of objective, subjective and inter-subjective orientations, We also note the counter-writing of cognitive content through its simulated erasure to the extent we balance concept and/or image with its counter-concept or counter-image. Then, this overall suspension can be approached through the treatment of ‘simulation’ as ‘mere simulation’ be that it in local terms of the situation to hand or in overt or covert global terms where the entire world of ‘simulation’ is treated as ‘mere simulation’. The suspension of all things is merely a way of enacting the overall suspension by merely reading the ‘constitution of that simulation’ as the ‘mere simulation of that constitution’; i.e., as to how it presents in its constitution without verifying its ordered complexion (and, therefore, in such a non-ordered attitude we do not consider its non-integrity or integrity per se along with considerations of propriety, utility, possibility and non-virtual actuality. (18)


To what end, for what purpose do we observe such local or global suspensions? (19)


By simulating what happens in an act of judgment we open up the representations of our presentations to passive insightful and active oversightful processes of ensuing re-presentation. By ensuring we are open to all forms of ordered identity and value formation, therein and thereby, we don’t limit this type of judgmental process to a priori forms of mere redirection. That through receptive forms of re-presentation we then can render value positive, if not already positive, and existentially amplify the full value inherent in that relational situation currently in question. The apposite and adequate utilization of the well-informed ongoing, overall transcendental suspension also ensuring an apposite and adequate process of intentional re-direction wherein our representation of the situation to hand is allowed to re-represent itself in a responsive pattern that reflects a broad spectrum amplification of identity and value formation already implicitly resident in that situation to hand if to that point in time not currently explicit in expression. (20)


In other words, through the simulation of the situation to hand, as represented, we find in such a pro-relational stance the means for the resolution of our experience of difference is allowed to existentially emerge through responsive patterns of re-presentation, etc. Thence the formation of passive insight and active oversight in keeping with the nature of the relationship or relationships in question. Such re-presentations acting as new presentation in an ongoing economy of representation as fostered intentionally, through judgment of the trans-intentional, through aspiration, reflection, enaction, consequential analysis and critical forms of existential appreciation, etc. (21)
3. Insight versus Oversight?


How is it the case that insight and oversight can both emerge from the exercise of this overall suspension? As an ensuing state of affairs where an existential surplus of identity and value formation can find itself re-invested in a further process of presentation, representation, and re-presentation, etc. Passive insight and active oversight both being unleashed through the resolution of dissonance in its associated field of behaviour along with the emergence of a response more in keeping with the existential nature of the relationship/s in question. Thence the passive re-presentation/s of insight and the active instigation/s of re-presentations that constitute enactive forms of oversight. Thence ‘the insight of oversight versus the oversight of insight’ where the virtual elements of the former are transformed, when proper, appropriate and passable. I.e., enacted in the light of de-ontological propriety, pragmatic appropriateness and desired, achievable hermeneutic possibility. In other words, overseeing the insightful enaction
 of both identity and value formation. Processes of resolution presenting re-presentations that, in their own measure, signal the conversion of the virtual into the non-virtual, and, where a pro-relational, existential stance can insightfully-oversee such an existentially orientated process of positively amplified re-presentation. That, by ensuring an existential process of ongoing balance through this global suspension ensuing patterns of responsive and responsible re-presentation can insightfully oversee the relative existential re-constitution of that relationship or set of relationships in question. Thence this apparent ‘contest’ between insight and oversight and their mutual resolution through the correlative interaction of insight and oversight (given that we can treat them and do threat them as contragrams, etc.,
 participating in ongoing patterns of overall transcendental suspension
). (22)

That, authenticity, therefore, is nothing other than existentially oriented patterns of responsive and responsible enaction re-directed through insightful-oversight and its re-direction of a broad-spectrum conversion of the virtual into the non-virtual! (23)

4. Theory versus Practice versus Critique

At the center of all intentions, patterns of enacted behaviour, relationships, institutions and disciplines, etc. we have the tripartite nature of the overall transcendental suspension imprinted upon all textual deposition, etc. This same underlying pattern of resolution, through this suspension, in its tripartite nature, is also reflected in theory versus practice versus critique. (24)


We can treat these three parties to either dual contragrams or tripartite contragrams, etc. Hence, e.g., ‘the theory of practice versus the practice of theory’, or, ‘a critique of the practice of theory versus a theory of the practice of critique’, etc., etc. Therefore, as mutual correlatives we can say, e.g., that ‘theory’ could be jointly defined as ‘not practice and not a critique’, etc. Thence our inability to profitably transform theory into a form of practice or as a form of critique, and v.v., etc., if all such parties were treated as absolutely incommensurable. (25)

5. Provisional Conclusions


In the light of the above what can we say about authenticity, simulation and the overall suspension??? (26)

i.
That only through a suspended economy can we have a judgment of the intentional. (27)

ii.
That only through an apposite and adequately suspended intentional economy can we have an apposite and adequately enacted judgment of the intentional. (28)

iii.
Thence the transcendental orientation of trans-intentional judgment. (29)

iv.
This orientation is both existential and pro-relational. (30)

v.
An existentially oriented act of judgment is prepared for and executed through the apposite and adequately enacted ongoing, overall transcendental suspension. (31)

vi.
That authenticity is realized through the existentialization of the relatively non-existential (since the existential is realized through an existentialization of the potentially inauthentic). (32)

vii.
Authenticity insightfully oversees the aspirational economy in and through the resolution of relevant dissonance and its ensuing broad-spectrum conversion of the virtual into the non-virtual. (33)

viii.
Treating ‘simulation’ as ‘mere simulation’ instigates an overall transcendental suspension. (34)

ix.
That an enactive economy is realized through the suspension of the suspension of the intentional economy. (35)

x.
Thence the enaction of the aspirational economy. (36)

xi.
Reflection upon the aspirational economy results in an economy of consequential analysis. (37)

xii.
Reflection upon consequential analysis realizes a critical existential economy. (38)

xiii.
By reflection is meant both insightful-oversight and oversightful-insight. (39)

xiv.
Thence the relations between simulation, the overall transcendental suspension and authenticity, etc. (40)

xv.
Thence the correlation of the whatness of phenomenal-phenomenological theory, the howness of hermeneutical practice, and, the whyness of a critical existential critique.
 (41)
Noël Tointon, Sydney, 30.9.15; Re-edited, N.T., Wentworth Falls, 6.3.22.

6. Postscript


Should we be bothered by the proliferation of the virtual? Yes and no! Without discrimination between the relatively authentic and the relatively inauthentic or less authentic we stand to lose both subjectively and inter-subjectively through the consequential enaction of our aspirations. On the other hand, correctly perceiving the virtual to be virtual means we actually treat them as they present themselves non-virtually, i.e., as simulations of phenomena that don’t meet a full complement of expected modalities. In their true discrimination we can then transform those virtually oriented experiences into full non-virtually oriented experiences that can profitably and existentially be transformed, and, through such discrimination, leave to the side those representations that cannot profit from such intentional re-direction. Which, in effect, is what we already do, wittingly or unwittingly, in our passage through this world as lived. (42) (N.T, 30.9.15)
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E.g., I am hungry, I desire to eat.

What
=   food.

Why
=   hunger

How
=   eating

Also note that the dynamic balance of all three orientations is an overall transcendental suspension, and, the core requirement in the running of an authentic economy be our interest directed towards the intentional, trans-intentional (judgmental), aspirational, enactive, existential and/or consequential economies, etc. (26)

Also note that these three orientations of what, why and how, whilst relatively incommensurate, are commensurable on a deeper (transcendental) level of epistemological interaction (through the exercise of an overall transcendental suspension). (27)

That aspirational successfulness is essentially arrived at through the conversion of the virtual nature of the ideal aspired to through its existentially enriched transformation into the relatively non-virtual! (28)











      N, 21.9.15.

� 	So, e.g., we can rule out ‘the book of John’ as a potential contragram on the grounds that ‘the book of John’ versus ‘the John of the book/that book’ makes little sense or adds no value (unless John actually figures in the writing of that book and/or is the author of that book?). Or, similarly, ‘the bowl of apples’ could not be made a working valid contragram because ‘the apples of (or from) the bowl’ adds nothing to our examination of the same. On the other hand, we have ‘the simulation of authenticity (of a simulated situation/set of situations which may or may not be authentically oriented) versus the authentic simulation of a process of simulation’. Now, how would we read a simulation of authenticity’? As a process that looks authentic in its existential orientation but may or may not be. We contrast this with an authenticity of simulation which implies we see the virtual as virtual and the non-virtual as non-virtual as well as overseeing the transformation of the former into the latter in an authentic manner, effectively, as a conversion of the virtual into the non-virtual (which, in part, defines authenticity). 


� 	E.g., ‘the process of content versus the content of process’ as just noted. Or, ‘theory versus practice versus critique’.  Or, the expression of the overall transcendental suspension (as a global suspension) as the dynamic balance of reduction, synthesis and reduction-and-synthesis. Or, in a gestalt lens, as the focus, background and intentional subject’, etc.


� 	Although the ‘transcendental’ can be defined as an amalgam of an ongoing balance of both transcendent and immanent attitudes.


� 	Because we can meaningfully say, and add, the process of/within content versus the content of/within process. Or, given that ‘process’ is ‘process with content’ then we can relate it to ‘content’ given that ‘content’ is ‘content with(in) process’, etc.


� 	As noted elsewhere, enaction is the instantiation of patterns of either action and/or non-action.


� 	As ‘contragrammatical’ given the correlative interaction of ‘the insight of oversight versus the oversight of insight’ (and their resolution as insightful-oversight/oversightful-insight).


� 	Thence the transformation of emergent responsiveness into emergent responsibility through the utilization of a third order de-ontological lens and a fourth order pragmatical lens, etc. Oversight, hopefully, transforming, through insight, the virtual into the non-virtual, etc., along with the broad-spectrum amplification in relevant instances of identity and value formation.


� 	And a parallel between the three moments of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension and its reduction, synthesis and reduction-and-synthesis; as well as a gestalt parallel between foreground focus, background and intentional subjectivity; as well as texts, meta-texts and non-texts as examined elsewhere, etc.


� 	The intentional economy is noted in brackets.


� 	We can also run a meta-aspirational economy by asking “why do we eat food when we are hungry?” = in order to live, etc. Hence, e.g., ‘I am eating’, ‘in order to survive (and enjoy life)’, ‘in an apposite manner’.





