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Introduction*


Here is written a short book for ‘ultimately’ assisting the philosophically perplexed.


It is written from a meta-philosophical standpoint although meant to be applied in the critical treatment of a philosophical context whose topic deserves such respect!


Given the shortness of its statements, some will need a longer commentary and illustration… which can be disposed on when adequately understood.


Thence the brief exposition of this guide as a text. 


It is written as ‘an’ ultimate guide given its brevity and non-comprehensiveness on many technical issues.


It is my hope that it will be found useful when taken to heart!


Hence my recommendation…






   

         Noël Tointon, Sydney, 11.9.14.

*    For the latest version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html 

An Ultimate Guide to Meta-Philosophy

Philosophers and non-philosophers alike have been stumbling over philosophical issues so let us put them out of their perpetual misery through doing meta-philosophy! (0)

Philosophical issues occur when controversies, and the like, are experienced. (1)

But philosophers are entrusted to diffuse puzzlement - not create it. (2)

The controversial arises when resolution is not realized leaving consternation. (3)

Through mal-formed arguments, misinformed factual statements, unresolved contradictions, overlooking nested discourses, over-extended analogies and metaphors, mistreating polarities as non-polar and absolute, inappropriate rhetoric, or, trespassing by attempting to traverse the bounds of the philosophically impossible through our non-observance of our own natural limitations, etc! (4)

In essence, often conducted through a mis-apprehension of the limits of intentional thought and trans-intentional judgment. (5)

Meta-philosophy looks at the work of philosophical practice in order to delineate what does not work from that which might. (6)

The tools the meta-philosopher has to hand are the logical rules of philosophical debate; phenomenologically delineated categories; rules of hermeneutic application; a critical appreciation of existentially oriented value formation; techniques for disassembling controversial issues; and, an ability to phenomenal-phenomenologically clarify styles, information and arguments, etc., along with a transcendental appreciation of the role of judgment through its critical enaction by means of an appreciation of the central role performed or mirrored by an apposite and adequate ongoing, overall transcendental suspension, etc., at the center of the existential economy. (7)

Judgment is enacted transcendentally by virtue of its trans-conceptual orientation because judgment must be ‘between, within or through concepts’ and not otherwise. (8)

So, the ‘transcendental’ must be trans-conceptual, trans-perceptual, trans-cognitive and trans-intentional, and, therefore, is not directly concerned with the ‘transcendent’ in whatever form that might be defined or alluded to. (9)

So, let’s get started – how should we approach the philosopher and their non-philosophical associates? (10)

By taking their statements or propositions as arguments and first clarifying their logical and phenomenological form/s. (11)

By noting fallacious manoeuvres, mal-formed argument-trees, and, misinformed and misleading factual statements or terminological content. (12)

By demonstrating the limits of their arguments and determining what might be possible and passable otherwise. (13)

By running a consequential analysis in order to impugn the imputation of non-existential ramifications, i.e., adverse present implications and adverse future consequences. (14)

Noting pre-conditional, conditional and post-conditional ramifications along with intended consequences, potential unintended consequences, mis-intended and non-intended consequences (should the latter intervene). (15)

Under meta-textual style we note the propriety, appropriateness and general validity of meta-textual genres in the adoption and adaptation exercised in that questioned task, series and/or set/s of tasks, to hand. (16)

Noting a need to both critically differentiate and integrate nested discourses, etc. (17)

By noting the limitations of pre-intentional, intentional and trans-intentional thought, etc., along with the roles played by transformational treatment, retreatment, etc. (18)

By noting that gestalt fields can operate neither with a pure sense of foreground focus nor with a pure sense of background field identification nor with a pure sense of intentional subjectivity in an intentional/trans-intentional appreciation/s of the former. (19)

Given concepts need gestalt contrast to be made meaningful in our sense of world it follows that no one concept, etc., can be isolated and entertained in and through or by itself alone. (20)

Thus making the person who argues for such a scheme look totally misguided; would you believe a person who told you they were doing impossible things… at any time of the day! (21)

So, please, no absolute privileging or prioritization, and an ensuing proliferation, of universals, particulars, divine beings, souls, world or worlds, freedoms, causal determinations, any linguistically articulated entities, non-rational and irrational patterns of behaviour, etc., etc! (22)

Our terms are metaphorical approximations whose relative proximity or non-proximity should not be over-reached in their engagement given the qualified directness of all relational interaction and that all relationships are co-interactive in terms of their active modalities as simulated in and through the existential economy. (23)

Thus such polarities, as orientations, can be engaged in relative terms of reference, i.e., ontologically encountered and epistemologically recognized, as (presented, represented and re-presented) proxies, as relatively invariant patterns of information, without insisting on their imputed absoluteness and ensuing absolute impossibility. (24)

So, the meta-philosopher notes texts, meta-textual genres and non-textually derived value formations; noting distinctively (ordered) forms of value, etc., without absolutely privileging that which cannot exist beyond its apposite manner and degree of employment or deployment, and, existentially intervenes in a spirit of a transcendental reservation, i.e., on the behalf of all relationships as they stand embodied, embedded [with others] and embanked [in this world as lived]). (25)

So, philosophical progress is made when non-progressive philosophical nonsense is revealed as nonsense (and as a waste of our philosophical time), and, philosophical sensibleness is achieved when we obtain positive forms of insight through re-positioned re-direction into that to hand (along with forms of concomitant value enrichment in our intersecting relationships through preservation and conservation). (26)

From the ideality of our emplacement, through embodiment, embeddedness and embankment, the world has many issues that need to be seriously engaged through the reality of our displacement because our intended objectives cannot be instantaneously achieved, etc! (27)

Thence an ongoing need for a double displacement through exposing nonsense, clarifying sense, articulating and integrating desires, arguing for and enacting projects and programs that amplify mutual value formation, getting us to re-engage our moral compasses, creating deeper correlations and forms of alignment (through re-alignment) in our engagement with-others through this promotion of the existential economy that informs this world as lived, etc. (28)

Demonstrating and refining an ongoing existential orientation and defusing a non-existential orientation through existentializing such relative inauthenticity. (29)

Existentially engaging, therein, the other as non-other!! (30)

Here ends a book started on the 11.9.14 and ended on the 11.9.14
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