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[Appendix I]: Trans-Economic E/Valuation of E/Valuation*
0.    Pre-Introduction


In the following paper I ask “just how do we appreciate trans-economic valuational formation?”  Note that by ‘economic’ we should read ‘intentionally circulated ‘value’ in all its forms’. In more detail asking “how do we evaluate and value such evaluation and valuation?”  Trans-economic appreciation, as an act of judgment, is a two-edged sword with a certain palpable dialectical tension running between ‘the act of judgment itself’ and ‘the very delivery of judgmental content within such a process’. The word ‘judgment’ has both senses embedded in its non-contextually delineated overall sense of meaning. A critical philosophical approach needs to know when both senses either need to be distinctly differentiated or when both senses need to be accommodated in a more general sense of judgmental appreciation. In the context of this distinction and its accommodation we must also ask “just how is evaluation and its ensuing valuations to find critical forms of appreciation, and, just how do we determine whether that process of evaluation is able to discern an existentially oriented pattern of resolution from a relatively non-existential approach??” (0)

1.    Introduction


This exploratory paper is divided into three main sections, namely, Theory, Practice and Critique, and, concludes in a section titled Provisional Conclusions and Comments. (1)

2.    Theory

Basically, how do we critically appreciate a process of judgment, and, how do we critically appreciate the existential orientation or otherwise of either that act of judgment and/or its content prior to that act of evaluation? And in a process of intervention, to what extent an existential transformation has or has not occurred in the course of that intervention? E.g., President Trump has made a policy judgment that undocumented arrivals of adults with children at the borders of the US should see those adults and children separated. Given that most of those adults accompanied by children are the parent or parents of those children it obviously that this process of separation does not leave these relationships continuing to be enriched in any sense of that experience, but, rather, impoverished for all parties concerned. It is even a source of suffering for many if not most of those people who have been charged to enact this cruel policy. Moreover, it is always de-ontologically wrong to make people suffer as a means of deterrence since we need to ask why should a person have to suffer as a proxy for some other person or persons who may or may not have already committed a perceived offense or who may or may not yet have committed that same type of offense? Why punish a person who may or may not have committed a certain offense with the intent of deterring others when a punishment, if rightly called for, should fit the offense alone; i.e., be commensurate with the perceived misdeed itself. Obviously, Trump miscalculated by giving more weight to the pragmatic implications of such a policy and not taking into account the even greater de-ontological impact of such ruthless measures. Finally, he was forced to concede that he had made a profound mistake by countermanding his executive interpretation of that same policy, but, unable to learn from his previous mistake now compounds his error of judgment by not promptly returning those same separated children. (2)
*For the latest version of this paper: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html
So, in the light of these policy errors what questions should we be asking in order to better appreciate such evaluation and valuation, etc? Insisting on the observance of this policy that all undocumented adults seeking entry should be detained and that children accompanying those adults could not be detained with those adults it followed that those children had to be separated and not ‘detained’ elsewhere. But, separating children from their parents is just not de-ontologically acceptable and, therefore, in a clash of principles, no two principles ever being equal in weight or should be viewed as equal in different contexts, it follows that the more pressing principle should be given a greater weight while discounting all others. Without a doubt, the primary or principal principle here is ‘that children should not be unnecessarily separated!’ (3)

But, the strict promulgation of such an immigration policy is tangled nightmare given that expensive and time consuming legal redress is inevitably going to be pursued in its wake. Furthermore, the mere act of crossing a border, without suitable documents for doing that, should not be treated automatically as an offense given that refugees have the right to do so under international law and especially so for those countries, like the US, e.g., that have signed such a humanitarian convention. Not having a passport or a visa should not automatically rule out a person from being able to seek asylum should that be requested. Whether those who seek such entry are either ‘political refugees’ or ‘economic migrants’ is matter for courts or similar to decide, but, in either case the remedy should not be indefinite detention given that such ‘punishment’ is not properly commensurate and is only instituted, whether this be stated or left unstated, primarily as a covert policy of heartless deterrence. Not too long ago a young prince or king in the course of a process of tuition would have a ‘whipping boy’ who would be punished in lieu of having someone to punish the body of that royal person. If that noble were ‘noble’ they would improve their ways and ensure that this proxy would not have to suffer further punishment on their behalf. However, if the young charge took any degree of delight in having this proxy punished the point of this whole exercise would immediately be subverted. Should we assume that President Trump takes either a delight in inflicting such grief or just does not care through a lack of empathy for others? Either way, or in any other sense, this look, or this absence of ‘seeing others’, is not a good look, is certainly not ‘presidential’. In essence, such behavour is not existentially oriented and deserves to be called out. Indeed, many people close to this president or known by this president have remonstrated with this ‘leader’; a person who obviously appears to lack a moral compass and who, on innumerable occasions, stands in need of being re-directed to do the right thing… (4)

Just how do we evaluate and value ensuing valuational formation, and, how do we determine the relative existential merit of such judgment in both its senses; i.e., as a judgmental process and its delivery of judgmental content?? (5)
To explore this set of questions let me examine the phenomenal-phenomenological nature of judgment. First, let me outline that a judgment answers a question. Such questioning being explicit or implicit, either overt or covert in its formulation and dissemination. Now, the possibility of a certain judgmental outcome is predetermined by the restraints imposed by the expectational form of that associated questioning. E.g., the proposition ‘is this an apple?’ has predetermined, in our expectations for a reply, a bimodal reply when that response is thought to be fully determined; namely, ‘yes, this is an apple’ or ‘no, this is not an apple’. On the other hand, pointing to a piece of wax fruit in a bowl and asking the same question predetermines a different form of response. ‘Yes, it is apple-like, but, no, it is not a real apple’. Or, again, some questions have explicit or implicit tri-modal possibilities. Ask the question ‘are you manic?’ and it might be answered with a ‘yes’ or ‘no’ but, together, these replies could be construed or misconstrued to mean one of the following, namely, that this person could reply with either that ‘they are manic’, or, that ‘they are not manic’ and where the latter could mean either ‘they are depressed’ or that ‘they are neither manic nor depressed’. Then, again, some questions can have no answers or a single answer or could be resolved by presenting multiple possibilities for resolution. E.g., respectively, ‘infinity (as an unending process of finite number generation) equals which finite number’ has no solution; ‘for me to make my passage through this world of life, as lived, this world as lived must exist in order for me to make my passage through the same since its negation would remove that possibility of my being ever able to make this passage and even able to ask that question ‘does this world as lived exist?’; and, ‘in designing a garden for this empty back yard I have infinite possibilities for executing its design even though a final design is constrained by the fences on its boundaries’. (6)

Thence this pre-conditional intimate link between an explicit and/or implicit question-and-answer in this process of judgmental appreciation. But what distinguishes a critical process of appreciation from a process of judgment where its resolution is arrived at through some form of random selection (or pre-selection)? (7)


A definitive judgment, effectively, is the distinct and acceptable resolution of this process of enquestioning. Moreover, a critical determination is supported both pre-conditionally and conditionally (as well as post-conditionally). I.e., the pre-conditional type of critical response and the actual type of the critical resolution arrived at must be in some form of suitable alignment. E.g., is this apple edible and delicious to eat… can be confirmed on being eaten… yes, this apple is very delicious to eat. Hence the alignment being observed between the statements within this set of proposition and of that which they are imputed to represent. (8)

I have argued elsewhere that a question is a rhetorical or dis-conjunctive suspension (of the ‘either/or’) and its reply or resolution is primarily a metaphor that may or may not be treated in a non-metaphorical sense. A metaphor being a conjunctive suspension (where we have ‘both like and not-like’ operating together). E.g., ‘is that John, our mutual friend, over there?’ ‘Yes, looks like John’ and ‘that person is John’. A positive confirmation indicating that the resolution of this question goes beyond the merely analogical. I have furthered argued that a dynamic balance of the rhetorical suspension and the metaphorical suspension open us up to an existential dimension, albeit of a non-systematic sense; i.e., with indications and characteristics of the existential whose existential tenor or otherwise is determined through the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension when we invoke a tripolar economy of metaphorical, rhetorical and a balance of the former as dialectical and modal constituents of this overall suspension. This (ongoing) balance of the metaphorical and the rhetorical suspensions we can call a (non-systematic) existential suspension. The overall suspension finding its critical voice through this economy of these three suspensions all entertained in and through an ongoing, dynamic balance in such an equilibrium along with its ensuing transcendental productivity realized in and through the ongoing suspension of this same overall suspension. So, an economy of these three suspensions (of the metaphorical, rhetorical and existential) is an ‘overall suspension’. In turn, that suspension is suspended (in a metaphorical breaking of its near perfect symmetry), and, that, in turn through resuspension, gives us an ‘ongoing overall suspension’, etc. (9)

Hence a small indication of the covert dynamics behind this process of judgmental appreciation. But, through such a mechanism, albeit metaphorically modeled, how do we account for processes of either apparent alignment and/or non-alignment? (10)

‘Is this an apple?’, and, ‘is this apple delicious to eat?’ ‘Yes, this is an apple’, and, in eating it can confirm ‘it is a delicious apple to eat’. Alignment can be inferred between its ‘questioning-and-answering’, and, between ‘our virtual expectations and its non-virtual experience’. Even if that apple were sour to taste we could rewrite the enquestioning proposition in a parallel format of confirmation (of that disconfirmation). ‘Is this apple found to be sour to taste?’ ‘…yes, it is sour to taste’, and, therefore, ‘not delicious’, etc. The discernment of non-alignment and a rectification of our representation in that regard restoring this sense of alignment through realignment. Then, on occasions, through incremental realignment a more radical process of chaotic re-alignment can occur. An example that occurred for recently me might exemplify this last point. I am an inveterate mushroom collector whenever the occasion should arise. I went mushrooming with my family and my father often said “if you are not sure do not eat it.” In a churchyard nearby a circle of white mushrooms was in full bloom. I pounced but, although they looked very much like horse mushrooms, by intuition was alerted to a few subtle differences. Still, I picked them, took them home and prepared them for cooking. They smelt slightly different and slightly unpleasant, they had a touch of yellow on the base of their stems and a touch of brown on their otherwise white skins. I googled them on my mobile and soon determined they were agaricus zanthadermus, yellow staining mushroom. Some people can eat them without complaint, but, for most, they cause a non-lethal upset stomach, etc. Thankfully, this set of propositions become re-aligned as a set of statements. As a result, my behaviour also became re-aligned with this re-aligned set of statements and these prepared mushrooms were immediately binned. Even when compared with mushrooms bought in a supermarket once prepared it was very hard to tell them apart except for a slightly unpleasant smell although not unlike that of commercially cultivated mushrooms. Thankfully, I was very observant, somewhat suspicious, and, followed by father’s oft repeated injunction, as quoted, in this type of situation. (11)

So, we can argue that ‘alignment’ is arrived at through ‘either realignment and/or re-de-mis-alignment’; when we find we have to rework our set of propositions, and, that through reiteration ‘moments of re-iteratively re-directed re-alignment may also be at work’. (12)

In our philosophical and non-philosophical explorations, and, in seriously avoiding the mistake of invoking any form of an absolutized and absolutistic first philosophy, this working process of alignment is a prime phenomenal-phenomenological tool we have at our disposal. Such exploratory practice also needs to critically invoke hermeneutic process of accommodation and (non-systematic) existential processes of chaotically oriented transformation and non-chaotically oriented transitions. Through their collective use, critically observed (through imputational adjustments of alignment, accommodation and transformation/transition) this world as lived can be better explicated under the headings of phenomenal-phenomenological sense (in a semantic mapping of our cultural world/s), hermeneutic meaning and (non-systematic) existential meaningfulness. That such judgments are trans-economically delineated and exercised through the auspices of a suitable ongoing, overall transcendental suspension, and, critically observed through the critical observance of the requisite ongoing, overall transcendental suspension. That, in this regard, I perceive evaluation as operating as an amalgam of these three forms of valuation. I.e., seeing evaluation as delineating either a valuation of identity and/or function (as a form of work) and/or value (in this more narrow, non-systematic sense). Of course, existential determination, in its systematic overall sense, is going to impute a more collective sense of harmonic resolution in which all these factors enter into its establishment as a form of e/valuational resultant. In a process of existential determination, be that directly interacted with or non-systematically engaged, such intuitive determinations are hopefully going to accurately mirror the lived reality of such interaction as jointly encountered, recognized and engaged. An existential imprint imprinting itself on its associated textual formation and where through critical appreciation such imprinting can be critically observed in such entracement being explored in that light. (13)

Such discernment might be difficult to determine or it might be so evident that no unfeeling person cannot perceive either its existentially oriented imprinting and/or its non-existentially oriented imprinting. In Trump’s dystopic vision of America, you only have to listen to one recording of such inhumanly inflicted suffering on those separated children to know how the exercise of that ‘immigration’ policy should be critically reviewed and self-evidently judged. (14)

So, if we are to determine and differentiate degrees of existential orientation in both judgmental process and/or judgmental content, imprinted as texts in some form of circulation, how do critically go about this process of appreciation? (15)

To answer this question, I envisage some form of trans-trans-economic appreciation, i.e., some form of meta-trans-economic appreciation, of such already presented trans-economic appreciation. Judgments delivered can always be revisited, but, such revisiting is usually done in the context of reassessment, verification or a discerned, deeper need for a more critical process of re-appreciation, etc. Such reappreciation can metaphorically be seen as a process that reassesses alignment, i.e., the degree of alignment being entertained in all relevant aspects of that revisited reassessment. In this regard prior judgmental acts and content can be reappreciated. This is no esoteric form of reflection but an everyday occurrence. (16)

We could say that appreciation is an appreciation of our alignment with a certain state of affairs as either explicitly and/or implicitly represented in a set of propositions. Moreover, we could say that our critically conducted appreciation of a certain state of affairs, as represented in a certain set of propositions, not necessarily enumerated but more likely left open, arises through our critical determination of that apparent or presented alignment. I.e., that being critical can be seen as a refinement of our appreciation of such alignment. That, as already noted, realignment is realized through re(-)alignment and re-de-mis-alignment through, respectively, a refinement of truth values and a re-refinement of what counts as true in and through such re-defined alignment. A relatively more radical approach of rectification invoking re-alignment rather than mere realignment. (17)

Now, accusations of fakery, deceptiveness, fake news and the like can be disseminated through either calling out a process of deception as ‘deceptive’ or ‘calling out’ a process as ‘deceptive’ regardless of whether, critically, that is the case or not. This insight demonstrates, first, that we can either regard and state that both a true or a false state of representation, in its apparent alignment or non-alignment, as either being either ‘true’ or ‘false’, i.e., be ascribed with these four possibilities, and,  second, that we can call truth values as either ‘true’ or ‘non-true’ for either the totality of a certain set of propositions or only in regard to some section or aspect of the same. As a simple illustration of some of these points we could argue that President continual claims that the press, more notably those media critical of himself, as fake news should be read, at face value that either that is the case or that this claim of fake news is itself ‘fake news’. Given that the authenticity of testimony is intimately bound up with the authenticity of the person giving such testimony one must wonder why such pronouncements themselves are not more often questioned as dubious and motivated for reasons other than proffering a public service in this regard. Such closer scrutiny may better explain why such pronouncements are so often iterated along with an appreciation that the selective targeting of such claims is usually to reinforce his shrunken political base rather any audience who would dismiss such claims as ludicrous. Furthermore, the media are only too aware that mistakes they make in their truth claims will be called out and seized upon as evidence that ‘fake news is alive and well’ when the quantum of such oversights, more often than not, barely supports that hyperbolic claim. At some point, surely, such overall exaggerations will need to be seen as generally not credible and to be discredited. In which event, a person who all too often calls our so-called ‘fake news’ is then seen themselves as ‘fake news’ or as a ‘faker of the news’. An event that can only take place when a person’s mind-set no longer affirms the authority of that person making such pronouncements when, perhaps, the tide of official opinion goes out or the public dissemination of unsealed indictments finally disestablishes such authorization? On the other hand, an ever-faithful loyalist might continue to confirm the persisting value of their previous mindset and enter territory of a denialist or, in this case, as a non-denialist. (18)

So, all truth claims can be ‘disputed’ either with evidence and argument or even without such critical intervention. Moreover, truth claims can be reversed if some part of that truth claim is generally rendered as no longer true and, now, as false regardless of the impact that form of revision has or does not have on the overall veracity of those over-arching truth claims. Given this minefield, this thicket of claims and counter-claims, etc., just how do we critically navigate and negotiate such territory? Or, to the same effect, just how do we critically assess and reassess such ascribed or mis-ascribed truth claims? I.e., just how is truth to be critically assessed and reassessed, etc? (19)

Indeed, is it possible to formulate, albeit provisionally if need be, a systematic-like theory of truth determination that could assist us in critically assessing and reassessing truth claims? (20)


This insight that overall truth determination is dependent upon the apparent integration of a hierarchy of contributing truth claims is a point of view I would like to explore through the lens of an ordered philosophy as recounted elsewhere but which will need to be here revisited. The primary point of this reexposition is to formulate, in this instance, a relatively systematic theory of truth determination that notes these contributing truth determinative inputs and their collective contribution to an overall presentation of ‘apparent’ truth determination. By ‘apparent’ is meant ‘that which can be demonstrated through direct and/or indirect phenomenal-phenomenological encounters, and, also, hermeneutical recognitions and non-systematic existential engagements along with a set of arguments that validly reinforce such truth determinations both individually and collectively’. (21)

An ‘ordered philosophy’ is so-called because as a scheme it claims that a certain order, in both a linear and in a circular perspective, is necessary in order to proceed to more epistemologically organized levels of thematization and truth determination. So, e.g., a ‘round square’ is a first order ‘concept’ that can never be integrated as a second order concept, and, therefore could not be conceived in any integrated form nor found in a visual perceptual field (because such a prospect can never be encountered, recognized nor engaged, and, so furthermore could never be envisaged as a possible factual-like state of affairs or even, characteristically, as a fact confirmed directly or indirectly though lived experience, etc.). Then, in a circular formation between these six orders facts that are not found in lived-experience can have no direct representation in a first order, etc. On the other hand, yet which reinforces this determination, we could also note that the only factual state of affairs in regard to square-circles is that, in experience, they cannot be conceptually integrated, etc. I.e., only as an impossible concept to envisage, etc., can they find a sixth order actual factual representation, namely, as an impossible state of affairs that can only be entertained as an ‘impossible state of affairs’. So, in terms of the truth determination of a square-circle we can say it only has a first order existence as a non-integrated, impossible to integrate representation whose sixth order factual status can only be as a thought that cannot be integrated. (22)

But, in contrast, let me go through these six orders with a first order concept that seeks to integrate the conceptual components of a ‘red-square’. Now a square can be perceived with colour, namely, in this instance of redness. So, in effect, because the semantic concept of a square can be painted with a certain colour then a first order ‘red square’ can become a second order conceptual thought of a ‘red-square’. So, with this notation, using the ‘-‘, we can say, strictly, a ‘square circle’ can never be a ‘square-circle’. Because a square cannot be circular at the same time, or, a circle can never be square in shape at the same time. On the other hand [-(square-circle)] can be thought and the fact of such non-integrated negative thinking can be registered as a sixth order fact albeit as an impossible state to interact with. However, with a first order ‘red square’ we find we can envisage its semantic integration without difficulty and this allows us to entertain a second order (red-square) which, obviously, can be conceived as such as a third order idea, which, moreover can be visualized either in the imagination or perceptually should a red square be pointed out. Thence its fifth order possibility and its sixth order factual status when an actual red-square is pointed out or recollected or referred to, etc. (23)

Let me diagrammatically depict this ordered sequence, on cognitive and transcendental trans-cognitive, judgmental levels of explication plus noting their descriptive structural depictions from first order non-integrated to integrated subsistant
 thoughts; existent field/existent focus; non-integrated to integrated subsistant facts:
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Note: this linear depiction can be treated as a circular structure by linking an essentialization of facts in either a first order pre-essential or second order essential form(at). So, e,g., treatment of a unicorn as mythical creatures secures its first order/second order semantic essentialization as an integrated second order thought of a mythical creature (since a horse with a long horn projected from its forehead is both perfectly conceivable and perceivable even if only determined as a factual possibility and not as a factual actuality through its normal treatment as mythical in status). (24)

Looking closely at this scheme we can see a progression of judgment types upon which a final state of overall truth determination will be built. So, e.g., to argue for a certain red-square to be truly depicted as a fact we need the pre-essentials of redness and squareness, their integration as a thought of a red-square, etc., and on to finding their depiction as a certain fact in the world (of confirmed facts) be that through direct observation, testimony and/or inference, etc. (25) 

Looking closely at this progression of truth determinations we can see, for a start, first order determinations are basically semantic and arrived at through correspondence and forms of formulaic interconnections in potential strings of equation. E.g., the planet ‘Venus’ can also be called ‘The Morning Star’ and ‘The Evening Star’. We can also perceive ‘Venus’ to be a ‘planet’ in the ‘Solar System’ and can be observed in the ‘sky’ as ‘star-like object’ ‘close to the position of the Sun’, etc. Such determinations are semantic and arrived at through equations of correspondence, etc. Hence truth determinations arrived at through considerations of correspondence. (26)


In contrast, second order determinations are arrived at through processes of integration that effectively are arrived at through coherence. Hence coherent truth determinations. (27)


In cognitive terms of reference third order processes are controlled by the constraints of conceptualization. On a trans-cognitive level, I have proposed de-ontological forms of truth determination (where various types of personally oriented imperatives are observed). Hence, on a judgmental, transcendental level, we observe de-ontological forms of truth determination.
 (28)

In cognitive terms of reference fourth order processes are controlled by the constraints of conperceptualization. On a trans-cognitive level, I have proposed practical forms of truth determination (where various types of socially oriented imperatives are observed). Hence, on a judgmental, transcendental level, we observe pragmatical forms of truth determination.
 (29)

Fifth order trans-cognitive judgments, in my estimation, are hermeneutic and deal with meaning and the probability that such discerned ‘meanings’ are more probable than some other possible possibility, etc. E.g., if I were to use the word ‘judgment’ in the sentence ‘the judgments of the High Court enlarge a body of precedents’ then I am more talking about ‘judgmental content’ albeit delivered through such deliberations of that High Court. On a cognitive level we are more interested in judgments of possibility, probability, potency of being more easily realized, etc. Thence determination through their amalgam of hermeneutic probability of possible meanings. (30)

In sixth order determinations we are determining the factual status of a fifth order possible state of affairs be that on a cognitive level of meaning or on a level of relatively settled factual determination. In other words, their integration within a cultural body of facts considered, within that culture, as relatively settled. Of course, all facts can be questioned, but, it is also true to say that rewriting some facts in a converse sense will also damage the interpretations of their surrounding connections. Whether Julius Caesar, on that famous day of his crossing the Rubicon, had gruel for breakfast or not is neither here nor there, but, to deny he crossed the Rubicon is to rewrite much of that book of history
 itself… recount a tale that happened in some alternative universe… and certainly not this one! (31)

As intimated, it is not too difficult to imagine this linear progression also taking a circular format. E.g., it is a fact that in the English language we talk about the current President of the US, unicorns, Father Xmas, the city of Sydney in New South Wales, etc. Such facts, be they only fifth order possibilities or sixth order actualities is duly registered in their semantic location in our cultural mapping of the world. So, e.g., ‘Sydney’ is equated to be ‘that city that is the biggest in population in the state of New South Wales’, in Australia, and an array of established co-associated epithets can be seen to semantic define its sense, etc., and, such linkages become treated as connected parts of its open essence. On the other hand, unicorns are culturally defined as mythological creatures and this limited sixth order status becomes part of its semantic essence and mapping in this same cultural world. So, we can talk about both names but we do not mistake Sydney as a mythical city, or unicorns as creatures that could be put in a zoo or in found in a museum of fossils. The definition of such sense noting that although ‘unicorns’ are ‘animals’ they are also ‘mythological creatures, etc. Hence the hierarchical structuralization of this sematic world of sense and its intimate linking with phenomenal-phenomenological encountering whilst also participating in a textual economy, etc., with necessary hermeneutical and non-systematic existential inputs. (32)
I have argued elsewhere that the phenomenological-epistemological process of judgment has one deep form, but, that through subtle forms of privileging/de-privileging of the dialectical tripolar aspects within the textual economy, etc., we arrive at these six forms of ordered judgment. It could also be argued that, to some extent, all six modes of judgmental determination are resident in each and every judgmental act, and, as well, an overall act of judgment is also supplied with an overall truth determination. Then, given this (transcendental) ‘unity’ of this trans-cognitive basis we should be able to account for overall truth determination in and through an overall assessment of these six forms of ordered determination, and v.v. E.g., for a horse x to be a fact it has to be an historical fact, while, in contrast, for a unicorn y to be a fact it can only be as a mythological fact (i.e., in a certain mythology unicorns have a recognizable existence there as distinctive mythological creatures with certain features that distinguish them as such, and, in this mythological world we would find y there). (33)

As a rule, we can say the type of primary truth determination currently in question, in an overall sense, is with that we are intentionally preoccupied with. So, if we are out walking or running then this is where our psychic center of gravity is. Or, whilst running if were thinking about a movie just seen the night before then our mind has recentered itself in such memories and interpretations. Or, again, if we were feeling strong emotions then our basic orientation in our overall epistemological hierarchy would now be affective. However, we must also note that truth determination, correctly, cannot be in physiological, affective or cognitive terms of reference. The stick in water may look bent but we know we put a straight stick into that water. Truth can neither be seen in perceptual terms nor in conceptual terms. What is seen should not be immediately read as true, although it is true ‘this, as it is seen, is what is being currently seen’. Similarly, thinking something to be ‘true’ or ‘false’ does not make that something ‘true’ or ‘false’ through the sheer act of such thinking it to be as such. Truth determination is conducted as an appreciation of the cognitive presentation and, therefore, must be trans-cognitive, i.e., transcendental (in this sense of transcendental actuality
). By ‘appreciation’ is meant our ability to look at that being examined in higher terms of meta-reference (through a metaphorical ‘standing back’ or ‘looking down’ or ‘looking at our looking’ in this sense of apperception rather than a more straight forward sense of perception or conception. Although, of course, perception could not be enacted without some input from conception, and to some extent, v.v., and, judgment must also figure in both realms. That, what is more meant is to what extent our epistemological ‘orientation’ is taking a pre-cognitive stance, a cognitive stance and/or a trans-cognitive stance. The rule of thumb being that our preoccupations mirror where we are oriented in this epistemological hierarchy of consciousness, and, this should find itself reflected in our current use of language and all forms of ensuing textual deposition, etc. (34)

In the same manner, our current existential orientation should also find itself reflected in our behaviour and its ensuing textual deposition; our appreciation of such deposition utilizing the explication of the interpretative language associated with an existential frame of reference in order to appreciate the same. By such means, through noting forms of iteration, etc., discerning to what extent a pro-relational language is being utilized, and, to what degree it appears to be present, etc. A pro-relational orientation being discerned through the apparent presence or absence of relatively distinctive features, indicators, characteristics or hallmarks that have been previously discussed under the four headings that focus on spatial, temporal, subjective and inter-subjective categories. I.e., e.g., finding a relatively existential orientation to be present when a limited sense of geographical space appears to be transcended; temporal aspects seem to focus on elements of spontaneity, synchronicity, simultaneity, a sense of the eternal moment; a non-egoistical sense of self empowered through insight and oversight; an ability to identify with the primary relationship in question; along with the semblance of an existential richness and enrichment,  harmonization, relational resolution, etc. All in all, a very distinctive difference that once encountered, recognized and engaged, as an existential orientation qua existential orientation, will never be forgotten, overlooked and not sought out and left uncultivated. This existential difference is a surplus or excess in valuational formation, enriching identity, functionality and values… which collectively emerges through the relational embrace of our relationships in and through an attitude open to our embodiment/s, embeddedness/es, and, embankment/s as we live with-others, before-others… through whom and only through whom the resolution of the competing imperatives of our personal ambitions and social aspiration are cooperatively harmonized and engineered…. (35)

Such an existential attitude cannot be exclusive since it is only through the existentialization of the relatively non-existential that this semblance of a positive excess in valuational formation arises, and v.v. I.e., that the relatively non-existential is the result of the de-existentialization of the relatively existential. Moreover, all relationships are perceived to be created, preserved, conserved, meta-conserved, etc., by virtue of some degree of ongoing relational resolution implying that no relationship could be without some degree of existential valuation at the living core of its relational domain. That in the rectification of our relationships it is this core that needs to be existentially enriched and expanded, etc. (36)

So, I have argued that our intentional pre-occupations are entraced in trails of intentionally formed deposition, and, that a skillful hermeneutic reading of the same should indicate just what those more prominent preoccupations were. This would be done through a close reading that notes which textual processes, content, types, etc., more often than not, are either iterated, reiterated and/or re-iterated; noting the manner of those iterations; noting what purport is present or absent; what moods, ambitions, aspirations, etc., are indicated as statistically more prevalent; to what extent an apparent process of existentialization is relatively present or absent, etc., etc. Hence our ability to intuit which (cognitive and/or trans-cognitive) orders more prominently figure in the formation of their ensuing economies of textual deposition and circulation… and, therein and thereafter, giving e/valuational formation an historical role…. (37)

By such means connecting an overall truth determination of a certain relational state of affairs with a determination of the more prominent ordered concerns as found evidenced in our intuitive reading of that text, series and/or set/s of texts, and, critically reinforced, or otherwise, through a closer trans-economic reading whether that be though a simple or complex lens of phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical and/or (non-systematic) existential frames of reference. (38)

But, such abstract modeling is better illustrated through an exploration of its range of critical applications, etc. (39)

So, given the dialectical oscillation of judgment, between trans-economic process and economic content, just how do we practically approach this topic of the ‘e/valuation of e/valuation????’ (40)
3.    Practical

Just as aspiration is a product of realism, idealism and pragmatism in observing the expedition of our personal ambitions and social aspirations, as discussed elsewhere, to some considerable extent, by such extension, we can view our philosophical and non-philosophical explorations as a parallel tripolar economy of theory (realism), practice (pragmatism) and criticism (ideality, given that this aspect outlines the standard or standards to be sought and, hopefully, arrived at, and, therein and thereafter, sets that critical benchmark against which all similar concerns should find their relative measurement and evaluation). (41)

In distinguishing ‘evaluation’ from ‘valuation’ we note the former is interested in making a delineation of value with associated truth determinations, and, that the latter is concerned with the richness and enrichment of value. On the other hand, evaluation can be valued, value can be (re)valued, value can be (re-)evaluated, and, evaluation can be (re-)evaluated… indicating that these distinctions are relative and can be fluid in a change of trans-economic emphasis. (42)

So, given this flexible framework, just how do we appreciate a process of evaluation and the delivery of value therein and thereafter? (43)

Truth determination is an appreciation of alignment within the terms of its relational confinement. If I were walking up a certain street on the footpath on the left-hand side of that roadway then I would see that street from this pavement being walked along. I might be passing odd numbered letter boxes and surmise that on the other side of the street that they have even numbers. Therefore, it is true for me to say that I am on the left-hand side of this street passing odd numbered letter boxes implying that it would also be false for me to say that I am on the other side of the street passing even numbered letter boxes. (44)

Alignment can be the alignment within or between correlations, accommodations and/or transformations.
 E.g., ‘Venus’ correlates with ‘The Moring Star’ which also correlates with ‘The Evening Star’. It is accommodated in the category of ‘planet’, and, in terms of transformation we note it orbits the Sun in 255 (Earth) days, happens to be in the sky at this point moving towards that point in a certain space of time, etc. Hence alignment is of that represented, and, as it might find itself non-chaotically rerepresented and/or chaotically re-represented. Bringing water to the boil would first be a matter of rerepresentation, before the water reached boiling point, and, when it boiled, on reaching boiling point, we would need to re-represent this relational situation through re-noting a re-alignment in our reading of that relational situation (involved in our boiling this water). (45)

Relational situations can be re-contextually expanded or contracted in the light of our intentional objectives. So, e.g., in an ideologically set neo-liberal mind-frame discussions on the privatization of a certain government service might automatically be regarded as the best way to go by all the parties concerned in that process taking along with them a public uncritically informed about the ramifications of this shifting of governmental services to the private sector. However, a more critical historical point of view might demonstrate that without adequate regulations, etc., such a process is just one more big tax on the public purse given that inadequately regulated companies are wont to purse a range of commercial imperatives listed by myself as ‘creation, preservation (financially breaking even), conservation (making a profit), meta-conservation (making an even greater profit year in and year out), etc.’. (46)

We could note here that re-evaluation or re-valuation, etc., basically involves wider terms of reference in order to trans-economically appreciate the economies in question. Such extensions, or contractions, have the potentiality of altering overall truth determinations although it is more correct to say that all truth determinations are relationally bound to current terms of reference, and, that by altering such terms of reference we automatically alter their truth determinations even if such outputs effectively remain invariant. In this regard we could say that relative invariance of truth condition, across frames of recontextualization, is one way to test the veracity of those same truth conditions. E.g., I am currently living in Sydney. It must also be true to say that I am currently in New South Wales, etc. (47)

Alignments between correlations, accommodations and transformations can also been seen as a type of correspondence theory, but, rather than the impossible claim of positing a one to one correspondence between ‘ideas and images of the world’ and a ‘world in itself that cannot be engaged either conceptually nor perceptually’, instead, we merely seek a concordance between intentional objectives with the same epistemological status in phenomenal-phenomenological terms of reference. So, e.g., ‘Venus’ as a name, in an astronomical setting, is semantically identified with ‘The Morning Star’ and ‘The Evening Star’. As proof of this concordance we invoke astronomical evidence argued for in a theoretical astronomical setting. It is not immediately obvious that the so-called The Morning Star will eventually re-appear as The Evening Star, and v.v. But that is theoretically settled. Scientific consensus is that they are one and the same thing, namely, the planet Venus. (48)

We have this set of semantic correlations associated with the planet Venus, but, how we must ask is this set to find a positive truth determination in terms beyond its mere nominal equation?
 We could claim any one thing is equivalent to any other thing by a sheer act of fiat that makes that declaration of equivalence, and, perhaps, reinforce that claim by making a spurious and fallacious argument. We could claim, e.g., that ‘Father Xmas is the Tooth Fairy’ because they both give presents. But in semantic terms of reference these two mythological characters are not normally equated. What else is required for us to correctly make such connections, and, hopefully, what might be publicly considered to be a true connection? Let us examine, e.g., the observation made by someone who tells us that that person over there is called ‘John’. Now, I might know this person and also know that their first name is exactly that; i.e., that, indeed, they are called ‘John’. Or, I could go over there and, after introducing myself, or being introduced, ask this person what their name might be. If I am told ‘John’ then I must surmise that they are called ‘John’, or, very unlikely, that both of these people are in some form of a conspiracy and that ‘John’ is an alias and for some reason or reasons would like me to believe that this person is called John. Or, if I were a member of the Police, or someone empowered to demand valid forms of identification, I could ask for their ID. Or, I were to discreetly walk behind this person and softly say this name ‘John’ then, from the sort of a response I might or I might not get, I could find myself in a definitive position to confirm or disconfirm this form of nominal identification. Now, from this simple example we might like to draw a small number of conclusion. For a start, nominal identification is rarely arbitrary, randomly arrived at, or, if that were the case we are usually aware that those are the current condition for such nomination. So, e.g., we believe a lottery winner is meant to be picked at random, and, that a novelist has many cultural names to choose from for their assortment of characters in a specific culture or set of interacting cultures. Moreover, naming is usually an iterative phenomenon, and, so, such identifications are reinforced in and through those processes of reiteration. Otherwise, such names are lost in the mists of history. Furthermore, the usual existence of a richness of interconnections between other similar and dissimilar named objects, object-states, objectives, etc., also reinforces such nominal attribution. Then, we can further strengthen such interconnectedness by noting evidential support and theoretical interpretations of such evidential reports as collectively reinforcing the nominal claims being made, etc. Normally, a rich nexus of such nominal iterations, etc., mutually supports the confirmation of such identifications, etc., and, the richer that nexus of interwoven interconnections the more likely we are to find a mutual confirmation of such nominations and their other nominal attributions along with their phenomenal-phenomenological characteristics, etc. (49)

Evidence is another layer of conformational stability in nominations, linking their nominal attributions and phenomenal characteristics, etc., and, because this nexus of semantic interactions reinforces this world of relations anomalies, therefore, can only be a relatively peripheral phenomenon; although more disruptive anomalies are less relatively peripheral and usually invite more concerted efforts to resolve such anomalies. We could also note that such serious anomalies usually involve conflicts between various operative paradigms and that a resolution of this conflict between interpretive frames of reference needs to be settled primarily in hermeneutic terms of reference. A classic example of this type of anomaly is found in physics in a current inability to integrate the macroscopic/microscopic fields of relativity and quantum phenomena (along with a host of other problematic fields in astrophysics such as, e.g., so-called dark matter, dark energy, inflation, etc.). (50)

Now, the problematic philosophical topic of evidence, etc., raises, for a start, the question of how we relate intentional objectives with different epistemological characteristics, different sets of attributions and linkages with a variety of phenomenal-phenomenological characteristics, etc?
 Just how do we interrelate names with predicates, qualities, relations, histories, narratives, etc? This type of philosophical issue has been dealt with by myself in a transformational philosophy dealing with processes of treatment and retreatment. Basically, I argue that in mentally transitioning from one linked state of affairs to some other aspect of the same, albeit with a different typology, we have to invoke some form of transformational invariance at the center of such cross-identification. E.g., I am different from when I was one year old or when I was ten or twenty, etc. Still, there is a link given that, in my overall existential description, such a range of evolving identities would all fall within and only within ‘my’ biographical history. Or, e.g., that the concept of ‘redness’ can be seen to apply to our ‘perception of a red apple’ even though ‘conceptual redness’ cannot be equivalent to ‘a specific perceptual shade of red’. On the other hand, to talk about the fact that such connections are impossible in a practicable, non-philosophical sense is to ignore the fact that when a group of people, who are not colour blind, see a fruit bowl filled with red apples they will described them as ‘red’ and not use the world ‘green’ and will question your lack of judgment if you were to say to them that they look ‘green’; most certainly telling you to your face that they are ‘not green’. (51)

In a transformational treatment/retreatment philosophy I would argue that relationships observed on a certain object level or meta-level of explication and treated to some form of nomination, analysis and/or synthesis, immediately raises that initial meta-level by one degree, and, that such a set of relations is true when such relational aspects remain transformationally invariant in our movement from that higher meta-level back to its retreated original meta-level of explication if that ‘downward’ transformation is duly observed in its entirety.
 In effect, I am epistemologically accounting for Tarski definition of semantic truth which could be paraphrased to state that a set containing x is true if and only if there is x as an instantiation of the membership of that set.
 The proposition that that bowl contains six red apples is true if and only if that bowl does have six red apples within its confines. Or, we could argue that in going from our perceptual appreciation of that bowl of six red apples to our conceptual appreciation of the same a certain distinctive semantic invariance is being observed, namely, the relations between ‘six red apples in a certain fruit bowl’. Furthermore, in reversing this direction of our epistemological attention we can observe the truth of this statement if we find the conceptual treatment of this situation sufficiently matches the corresponding perceptual treatment of that same type of situation. We could e.g., change those red apples with a different set of six red apples, and, the same truth conditions would be made to re-apply, namely, now, in this specific fruit bowl it is true that there are six red apples within that bowl. (52)

In other words, if the relational relations are preserved then the corresponding truth conditions are similarly preserved regardless of the type of transformations being invoked. (53)

In an ordered analysis, if the transition from one order to the adjacent order are observed then the corresponding truth conditions apply. E.g., a square circle cannot be thought as a coherent thought, therefore, a ‘square/circle’ cannot be thought in integrated terms of reference as a ‘square-circle’. On the other hand, a ‘fruit bowl with six red apples’, in a first order state, could be thought as a coherent thought, namely, as a second order ‘fruit-bowl-with-six-red-apples’ and so such a thought can be entertained as a third order conceptual idea. Moreover, in seeing a fourth order perception of a ‘fruit bowl with six red apples’ this would imply that it is true to say we could imagine a fruit bow with six red apples, and, so, this fifth ordered state of affairs can be treated as an actual fact if this possibility is actually observed as such. It would also follow that if I had never seen apples before that I would now begin to semantically understand just what type of fruit apples are especially if I were to engage with them on more than just a visual level of engagement. My concept of ‘apples’ being widened when shown immature fruit, unripe green apples, ripe green apples, yellow apples, get to taste this variety of apples across a spectrum from unripe to deliciously ripe to less deliciously over-ripe, etc. In this process of encountering, recognizing and engaging… learning what apples are as a ‘type’ of fruit, recognizing how we usually interact with apples as a ‘genre’ of behaviour by noting, e.g., that apples are picked on apple trees; and, can be eaten by eating the skin and flesh but not the core by biting them, peeling them or chopping them up with a knife or by just de-coring the same, etc; or, they could be cooked in some traditional or non-traditional manner, and, that our gastronomic ‘interaction’ can be judged to be successful if these eaten apples are found to be delicious and tasty when eaten. Obviously, even with something as simple as an apple we eventually arrive at possessing a very complex semantic field of interconnections as just demonstrated by some of the complexities to be found in our interactions with phenomenological type, genres of behaviour, and, satisfactory values to be experienced through engaged forms of interactions. (54)

Therefore, as illustrated, these different ordered forms of truth determination… where actual sixth order facts enrich first order semantic atomicity and can be observed to control coherent semantic molecularity, where only coherent thoughts and can be entertained as third order ideas, where only perceptually permitted ideas can be perceptually imagined and/or entertained, and, where the fifth order contents of such perceptions can be treated as possible states of affairs or integrated in our cultural mapping as actual sixth order facts, and so on… (55)

That on a trans-cognitive level a similar progression can be observed between the essential forms of valuation, aesthetical valuation, de-ontological valuation, pragmatical valuation, hermeneutical valuation, and, ontical valuation. (56)

But, given such ordered complexities, albeit simply integrated as a unified scheme (in either a linear and/or circular format), how do we account for an association with so-called evidence? By noting how such inputs affect ensuing outputs in required terms of their determined truth conditions. (57)


So, e.g., we see ‘fire’ if fire is clearly observed. Or, e.g., from ‘smoke’, that is clearly observed to be smoke, we can infer ‘fire’ even if that fire itself cannot be seen. Or, from a trusted eyewitness we believe ‘fire’ was seen as that process of burning had been seen by this trusted reporter and/or that which had been burnt had been seen after it was burnt and reported by this same or some other trusted reporter, etc. (58)

‘Evidence’ being ‘the requirement that the requisite conditions for the stated truth determination were observed, i.e., found presented and were correctly expressed, i.e., represented, and, that reiteration of this same combination distinctly re-presents the same, i.e., invariant, valuational formation, and, by such means, frame this fixed conclusion of those explorations (preferably on the three levels of generality, particularity [of type] and specificity) until at such a time should wider terms of reference re-frame them otherwise, etc., and so on. Or, put more simply, truth conditions are suitably observed when there is a concordance with such represented alignments. E.g., I want the fire in the fireplace to burn a bit longer so I put another log on that fire… Or, e.g., I have been working hard today chopping wooden logs to fit in the fireplace over the coming Winter and know I will need to eat a bit more for tea tonight lest I be hungry again before going to bed. Or, e.g., striking a match will not light a log in the fireplace but by feeling the flames with chips and slivers of wood I will eventually get that log to burn, etc. (59) 


Of course, it also works in reverse, what is found to define those truth conditions can be treated as evidential, v.v. So, e.g., it is true that a single spark can light a fire, but, the conditions for that spark to light that fire also have to be in place. I.e., the presence of those relatively positive conditions that promote the condition of that state of affairs intended need to be present along with the relative absence of those negative conditions that would be inclined to counteract the condition of that state of affairs aspired after. So, a place for an intended fire is prepared with kindling, a spark or flame is arranged, and, we are sure that kindling is dry and not damp, etc. (60)

The philosophical ideas of causation are modeled, and, can never be read too closely; i.e., too literally! Similarly, all identity is framed and can never be framed too closely. Moreover, through emergence a process of reduction will soon miss that identity that emerges. Synthesis will surpass analysis, and, naming can never be exclusive. Hence the dialectics of correlativity since significance is found through a concordance of alignments within and between correlations, accommodations and transformations. No absolute points of focus, no absolute fields without points of focus, and, no absolute relationships between points or between fields, etc. Just as absolute subjectivity is an illusion, but, relative subjectivity is a lived reality for us, for-us! A forest is more than the mere sum of its trees, but, conversely, the forest has no existence apart from its trees. Society is not a mere construct, and, the person is not a mere construct. On the other hand, we live between such impossible absolutes. Our perceptions may privilege only our overall, individual sense of self, yet, only through inter-subjective genres of behaviour can we observe any form of identity whatsoever. Moreover, as argued and stated elsewhere, our private ambitions and social aspirations are individually harmonized and socially expedited through others, as, they, in turn, must work through us to expedite their private ambitions, etc. Forms of competition are entirely dependent upon this ‘natural lie of the land’. Mutual relations are not parasitic in this regard, but, all else may well be! (61)

All economic activity, in all its senses, emerges from other forms of economic activity. Just as the representational economy is dependent upon an intentional economy, and, the latter is dependent upon our being embodied, having consciousness, being able to pass judgment, etc., etc. (62)

A better way to explore, through general investigations, particular analyses and specific examinations, is to sandwich the level of exploration through those economies that are immediately immanent to and transcendent of that under the focus of your scrutiny. So, e.g., one way to explore the political-economic dimension is too explore these subdisciplines of the political, economic and stylistic within the confines of the evolving culture of that nation in question as it is found to be internationally embedded, etc. (63)

In this regard, we could examine through quantification and qualification, a topic like inequality in a specific political-economy as it relates to a variety of relevant major and minor-life-worlds and on a comparative international level. By such means noting disparity between the genders, generations, ethnicities, urban-rural divides, provinces or states, differing educational standards, vocations, etc., within a specific political-economy and between political-economies either in the same period of time or over various periods of time, differences in geography, political systems, etc. (64)

Looking more closely at professionals working within the direct confines of the political-economy versus those professionals and non-professionals not directly managing the same. (65)


Noting the nine divisions of direct political-economic management in regard to politicians, civil servants, and overseers in the political sphere; economists, executives and accountants in the economic sphere; and, critics, managers and compliance officers in the stylistic sphere. (66)

Noting, through a close observation of conventions, the apparently observed rules as to how these spheres internally operate, and, how they intercommunicate directly or indirectly with each other, and, how they should maintain some necessary degree of communicative separation when that is required. (67)

But, such rulings can be rendered more suitably proper, appropriately efficient and effective, and, existentially valid through a clarification of such rules, demarcating a raison d’être for such rulings, and, how such conventions might be more suitably exercised through either relatively conventional clarification and/or non-conventional innovation. (68)

At the end of the day attempting to observe a critical, pro-relational, existential attitude. (69)


Asking how critical observance through clarification and innovation can promote the enrichment of our relationships as we seek the e/valuation of e/valuation of that such under scrutiny? (70)

4.    Critical


The critical dimension, correctly, is one degree higher in meta-explication. (71)

But, at the end of the day, we need to return to work on the same meta-level of explication as where we began and/or where we need to return. Hence a need for critical retreatment. (72)


The critical aspect observes to what extent and in what manner forms of isomorphic invariance are being observed or not being observed. (73)


That truth conditions are determined through a confirmation of such invariance once correctly formulated. (74)


Thence also our ability to evaluate valuation and value evaluation, etc. (75)


So, e.g., the evaluation that ‘this fruit bowl has six delicious ready to eat red apples’ is to be valued for that correct assessment if correctly confirmed. Hence the continuing alignment in our assessments and their re-assessments. (76)

But, if little change, i.e., no non-alignment, is found between an assessment and its re-assessment there would seem little point continuing this process of re-evaluation since it would appear its valuation is seeming confirmed and currently fixed. (77)


On the other hand, a chaotic point of bifurcation is eventually reached through continually making additive or subtractive incremental points and seeming crossing that phase anomaly here a new set of incremental rules will apply. The predicted ramifications of such transformational-transitions either being replicated through their anticipated re-experience or unexpectedly being discovered through such incremental exploration. (78)

Hence a need to re-account for bifircaitons through a discernment of re-alignments between re-correlated correlations, re-accommodated accommodations and/or re-transformed transformations. (79)


So, being critical entails a representional economy in which we carefully represent, within the critical limits of theoretical deployment, practical employment and theoretical re-deployment those presentations, representations and re-presentations as discerned in that relevant frame of reference being adopted and adapted to best or better represent that current topic to hand. Hence, alo the implication of an aspirational economy and all other relevant economies able to enrich the discipline/s of that discourse, series and/or set/s of discourses being utilized. Thence the critical exercise of a relevant discipline, series and/or set/s of disciplines. (80)
5.    Provisional Conclusions and Comments


Obviously, therefore, critical truth determination is and should be exercised within the ambit of a relevant discipline, series, and/or set/s of disciplines. (81)

So, e.g., science is conducted in a scientific life-world unlike a pseudo-science (although what counts or does not count as science needs to be critically observed from a meta-scientific point of view even though the transformational retreatment of our results will bring us back to that scientific life-world itself) .
 (82)

What correctly constitutes a certain discipline is a fully functioning disciplinary economy able to apparently coopt such aspirations despite eternal deferment of a conclusive conclusion. (83)

Valuational formation arising within and outside its circulated ambit given the immediacy of valuational presentation, its circulated representation of its deposition, and, an ahistorical sense of appreciation of its re-presentation (be the latter able to be re-iterated or not). Likewise, a disciplinary economy can be seen to function between the trimodal polarities of an unobtainable disciplinary difference, a meta-disciplinary difference and a non-disciplinary difference. (84)


All disciplines are set up like companies with a certain set of aspirational objectives. By such a difference that discipline divides the world between ‘a world with such a discipline and disciplinary point of view’ and ‘the same world without such a point of view’. Just as a theologian perceives their world to be a world plus this aspect of the Divine. Hence this theological difference that would be invoked by a theologian and their congregations/s but not by a person who subscribes only to a secular view of the world. (85)


But, a person who either subscribes or does not subscribe to that disciplinary difference can ask “just what difference does that difference make?” Hence the e/valuational significance of that discipline and its imputed e/valuational its associated and co-associated life-worlds; be they either major and/or minor in orientation. (86)


Such e/valuational formation leaving its trace on the entracement of all associated and co-associated forms of textual deposition and circulation. In this regard, all disciplines can be said to impart and existential surplus or excess in valuational formation. (87)


However, as always, the devil is in the detail, or, more correctly in the comparative detail. Since the realized value of a discipline, i.e., in terms of identity formation, functionality of genres and existential value formation, is just that, namely, to be assessed comparatively. E.g., even a placebo might be found to have some incidental or accidental medical value, but, a more efficacious medicine should be preferred. So, too, some disciplines are relatively poverty stricken in terms of their ability to create, preserve, conserve, meta-conserve, etc., valuational formation in terms of both a certain actual richness in associated and co-associated production and a potential for greater degrees of enrichment and re-enrichment of the same. (88)

However, the differential distance between a disciplinary difference and its meta-disciplinary difference should neither be too great nor too absent. Hence a goldilocks approach to a realization of a disciplinary (89)

Still, to be valued despite an ultimate deferral; given that harmony realization is ongoing and can never be realized through either over-presented or under-presented consonance, dissonance and/or resolution! (90)

That in e/valuational formation an existential orientation is to be preferred for obvious reasons, namely, ongoing pro-relational richness and enrichment… through ongoing re-enrichment. (91)


To what extent can we critically observe a pro-relational attitude? (92)


Through transcendental identification, i.e., trans-cognitive, judgmental identification with the phenomenal-phenomenological essence of that relationship as lived through our relational interaction with it through direct and/or indirect encounters, recognitions and engagements experienced with in its ambit. (93)

The transcendental dimension of the pro-relational attitude entered and left through the auspices of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension. (94)


Our direct experience of this systematic semblance of the existential being directly realized auspices of that relaitionship in question through being able to experience its simulation as found through our embodied, embeddedness and embankment with others. (95)


In existential terms, as the whole emerges beyond the mere sum of its parts, this existential excess as an existential surplus is able to spill over into the course of our existence with-others and direct our behaviour to create, preserve, conserve, meta-conserve, etc., such ensuing e/valuational formation… through living persistence and insistence of that primary relationship in question. (96)

Thence the invisible hand of our relationships… (97)


But, only if our we are existentially receptive to the pro-relational nature of our relationships with-others by metaphorically ‘watering and weeding’ those relationships as re-directed by that relationship through transcendental identification, etc. (98)

An existential aspect that must already be present in or relationships and only stands in need of pro-relational refinement given its self-delivey through our transcendental receptiveness, via the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension, to suitable forms of trans-economically enacted re-direction that further re-enrich the existential richness of our relationships. (99)


Hence the coursing of an existentially oriented trans-economic e/valuation (of e/valuation) in our relationships though a self-re-directed re-enrichment of the same..!!
 (100)
         Noël Tointon, Sydney, 8.7.18.

� 	‘Subsistant’ as the extracted content of an existant process, being either ‘thoughts’ or ‘facts’ in either integrated or non-integrated forms.


� 	Effectively, promoting the preservation, conservation, meta-conservation, etc., of our relationships from a variety of embedded points of view.


� 	Effectively, promoting preservations, etc., from a more social point of view. Reflecting the need to harmonize our personal ambitions and social aspirations in order to execute some form of a social compromise given that it is only through cooperation that such projects and programs can be realized.


� 	Or, a postmodernist, or a contemporary philosopher likewise, might prefer to say ‘books of history’ without contradicting this primary historical narrative of ‘Caesar’s crossing the Rubicon’ along with the political ramifications that followed on in its wake.  


� 	As contrasted by the concept of transcendental possibility. Admittedly, this latter concept underlies much of this ordered philosophy. So, e.g., for ‘the current king of France to be bald’ there must be ‘a current king of France’. But, because there is no current king of France, recognized both by the people and the state of France epithets, therefore, like baldness, etc. just do not apply, just cannot be applied, etc. On the other hand, the way we see the world and treat it in a factual sense, through the lens of a culture or mix of cultures, is also the way the ontological reality of the world imposes itself on the possibility of the essential possibilities we actually utilize in our language, thinking, communications with others, etc. In this regard, an ordered philosophy recognizes that the simulation of the world is simultaneously both built from the bottom up and from the top down without any ultimate preference for he epistemological or the ontological. Indeed, their ‘holding-hands’, so to speak, needs to be recognized (and hence my formula ‘phenomenal-phenomenological’ in dealing with our phenomenological treatment of the apparently essential in phenomenologically oriented experience). Another way of putting this ‘suspension’ of prioritization of either the epistemological or the ontological is to see the Life-World, our ‘one’ World-of-Life, as the realm of transcendental possibilities as found specifically ‘fleshed out’ in both our embodied-embeddedness and embodied-embankment with others in this ‘world as lived’. Philosophically, and correctly, a preference for either the epistemological or the ontological needs to be suspended within the auspices of the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension at the root of valid judgmental determination.


� 	This approach was first formulated in order to avoid a so-called ‘first philosophy’ based on absolutes, first causes, divine agency and the like. These three tools collectively sketching out a suitable economy for dealing with that which is non-philosophically and/or philosophically problematic or that which is non-philosophically and/or philosophically made problematic, Both approaches being exercised in order to more closely examine what is found to hand and test such evaluations, valuations, presuppositions, verifications, imputed truth determinations, etc.).


� 	I.e., in synthetic terms rather than in analystic terms of reference (where what is true is semantically pre-defined in some form of an equation).


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant scrutinizing an economy through the correlative lenses of the phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical and the non-systematic existential, etc; i.e., by whatever other means are found to enrich those explorations.


� 	Otherwise, truth is partially present or entirely absent within those limited terms of reference.


� 	Usually notated: p’ (the set p) is T (true) iff (if and only iff) p (whatever p is, is found instantiated). 


� 	So, astrology, e.g., of a certain kind might be ruled out as a ‘science’ and, therefore, rightly regarded as a ‘pseudo-science’, but, still such a blanket denial should not overlook aspects of this same topic that might be found to be scientifically valid when statistically evaluated and such correlations are found to be correlated as conjectured, etc. (albeit in those statistical terms of probability)


� 	By ‘self’ is primarily meant ‘the pro-relational perspective of the relationship itself’. By ‘self’ in a secondary sense is meant ‘subjective observance of passively intuited insight and actively enacted oversight where, either individually and/or collectively, we are charged to institute such re-direction’.





