
Part VI: The Existential Economy!

The Transformation of Value, and, the Value of Transformation:

Can Judgment Be Self-Referential?*

0.    Preamble


Is it possible for judgment, exercised in and through an act of judgment, itself be subject(ed) to judgment, in and through an act of meta-judgment? In effect, can judgment, itself, be critically re-examined? If judgment can be critically re-examined then how is such appreciation to be conducted that our inspection of the same would permit us to say that a critical dimension has been achieved and entered into? (0)

1.    Introduction


Just how do we judge whether judgments made or being made have been properly conducted? Or, the judgments of others are critically enacted? Let me return to examine various contragrams in the hope of shedding some light on this semblance of reflexivity. (1)


Then, let me examine the concept of the critical, and, re-examine the same under the headings of the theoretical, practical and critical. In the process asking how contragrammatical treatment might be of assistance here (in our examination of the dialectical interactions, e.g., between 'the theory of critique' and 'the critique of theory', etc.) might be able to cast some further light on this topic? (2)


Next, let me invoke a transformational approach by invoking some of the insights developed in a meta-transformational treatment-retreatment philosophy (from a contragrammatical point of view). (3) 


Ending this essay-paper in a set of provisional conclusions and noting to what extent critical theory can be centered in a phenomenal-phenomenological treatment of the overall transcendental suspension, etc. (4)

2.    The Critical Nature of Reflexive Oversight


The nature of our topic is effectively bounded between 'the appreciation of judgment' and 'the judgment of (such) appreciation'(?) However, the equivalence is rather strange if it were to be treated in that light. A recent documentary aired on SBS in Australia invoked the following contragram: 'the history of science' and 'the science of history'. Although related we could argue that we have two different disciplines, namely, the progressive history of scientific development (with the obviously accumulation of scientific insights into the way the world appears to work and how it might be scientifically tweaked in our favour), and, the use of the scientific discipline in our examination of historical developments in order to more accurately depict and chronicle such developments. However, various links can be formed between the same to the extent that both of these disciplines of history and science stand to be strengthened through their mutual cross-fertilization. (5)

*Latest version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html

In the previous set of essay-papers, titled Re-Self-Organization, etc., I noted the concepts of insurance and assurance where with the former we can trace back mistakes to the point or points at which they were advertently or inadvertently commissioned, and, by reversing our focus could then find some degree of assurance through a rectification of such sequential errors. Looking more closely at this concept of insurance let us ask by what possible mechanism or mechanisms errors could be noted and rectified? To this end let me proffer the following classification: errors that result from incorrect application of recipes; incorrect application of principles; incorrect conventional scoping of competing principles and unconventional approaches to the supervision of non-error formation and/or rectification.  In all instances of application (through adoption and adaptation of meta-textual conventions/genres) we can note the implication of error formation be that in terms of content, structure, process or the relatively more integrated processing of processes(, etc.). (6)


Let me illustrate the above. If we were to bake a cake and we trust the recipe and find the end product does not meet our expectations then we would suspect that we had not followed the instructions properly. Essentially, we would find we had committed one or more sequential mistakes (as discussed elsewhere). We may have put too much or too little of a certain ingredient in, put our ingredients in the wrong order, used the oven at the wrong temperature or used it for too long or too short a period of time, etc. (7)


In the application of a principle or set of principles we need to conform to those guidelines associated with the same. E.g., we drive on the left-hand side of the street but there may well be occasions when we cannot or should not drive on the left hand side for a variety of possible reasons... that side of the street could be flooded, there could be an injured person there receiving medical care, etc., etc. That the relevant principles should be applied unless strong reasons counteract their application, etc. (8)


Where there is one principle there could be, and usually are, more principles. Competition between principles needs to be regulated and thence the invocation of meta-principles. Usually, meta-conventions would already exist for this form of arbitration (and if no well-formed principle were formulated it would behoove us to adopt and adapt other similar principles relatively close to hand that might be able to resolve that type of impasse. One technique (when we have a controversial clash of principles) is to scope the same by discounting some principles and promoting the use of others. (9)


By unconventional approaches we can include whatever doesn't fall easy into the former three categories although it is also true to say that conventions on a meta-textual level of application cannot be absent in the reading, writing, re-reading and re-writing the operation/s of such procedures. That their appropriation/re-appropriation is a transcendental necessary feature for any form of intentional engagement regardless of whether that is passive or active in orientation. (10)


Reflection, in effect, is a balanced mixing of different time period simulated in representation. This was 'done' and this 'doing' is being reflected on 'now'. Such oversight allows us to some extent to attempt to appreciate how a certain simulated constitution is put together. Hopefully a constitutional 'skeleton' of that under such review is sufficiently evident and transparent to resolve the intent being exercised behind such scrutiny. Such enquestioning finding resolution when the answering meets the reception of an adequate solution. Given that all value (i.e., sense, meaning and meaningfulness) is relationally generated and thematized it follows that a certain relational space must be generated in order to find a fulfillment of the value being found situated in such a 'space'. If we were to ask how many apples inhabit a certain fruit bowl then this bowl must be first located. In a similar fashion this 'area of focus' needs to be articulated in order to 'find' what is to be found there under such focus. I would like to argue that one way of attempting to understand this 'space' of enquiry is to appreciate the nature of contragrams as introduced in the previous essay-paper. Let me explain this point in more detail. (11)


A contragram has the form “'the a of x' related by r to 'the x of a'”. E.g., “'the history of writing' and the 'writing of history'”. As noted in this previous essay contragrammatical competence arises when the binary relations embedded in each half of the contragram don't occupy an object status in meta-level depiction in our initial considerations and that the generality of the two items are not equivalent. This difference in generality can also be generated through a process-content distinction. E.g., the history (as a process) of writing (the content considerations of that process of doing history). By 'writing' we could mean either 'literature' or 'epigraphical considerations'. In contragrammatical equivalence we ask what phenomenological aspect or aspects are maintained across the contragram. In the example noted it would be the phenomenon of writing. A field of endeavour given a dialectical richness or depth by virtue of the space carved out between the contragrammatical contrasts. By such means, e.g., the phenomenal-phenomenological process of writing is presented as the fulfillment of that metaphorical space created between those contrasting contragrammatical idealities or polarities. (12)


In some of my earliest philosophical investigations I discussed a concept of the minimal central condition for meaningfulness, namely, the possession in a sentence or sentential equivalent with at least one (explicit or implicit) process component, as a verb, and one (explicit or implicit) subject or object component (either nominated as a noun or denominated as a descriptive phrase of some sort). In a later preference for triplicities (over duplicities) we could invoke an additional gestalt field as an experiential context for such a relationship, in effect, the sentential embedding and context of that minimal sentential structure and its emplacement in a gestalt field that goes beyond the mere totality of the sentence in order to take into account its reflexive embedding. All dual relationships are in some sense commutative given that relationships can only exist when the act of relating is exercised through an act of relation between both parties from the perspective of both parties. A structure that exemplifies this type of dialectical 'space' is expressed through this use of contragrams. (13)


How does this understanding contribute to an appreciation of the critical dimension? By noting the depth and complexity of such appreciation. In scrutinizing our intentional constructions we need to do some form of an apposite functional-structural determination. If there is a bowl of fruit on this table in the dining room let us ask how many apples reside within this bowl at this moment of time. The logical structure of this determination necessitates various preconditional levels in presuppositional struture. To adequately answer this question we need to determine, presuppositionally, where this dining room is located and whether it is the one being referred to, whether there is a table in this dining room and whther there is a bowl of fruit on that table? Then the fruit in this bowl need to be filled with a certain number of apples in order to answer this question in the affirmative and in a completely determined form. By means of various strategies we can check this number of apples in order to re-determine the correct number in that bowl, a form of quantification that can be checked by a number of critical routines, e.g., by re-counting them. Or, finding out how many were initially placed in that bowl and how many were removed. Or, by weighing the bowl filled and empty and then dividing the difference in weights by the average weight of an average apple. Or, getting someone else to also count them and then compare your findings, etc., etc. The point being made here is that evidence when evidentially evident or available can be checked and rechecked by a number of alternative strategies. We could look at that bowl and visually count them. Or, we could take these apples out of that bowl one by one and count them. This could be done without reference to the visual sense-field. Or, with ourselves blindfolded, they could be lined up for us on the table where with our nose we could individually count them as we move our nose along that row of apples. Obviously, evidential certainty is reinforced when we can avail ourselves of a number of evaluative and error-correcting strategies, and, find ourselves in a position to compare, hopefully, their apparent isomorphism. The demonstration of such isomorphism reinforcing any evidential claims associated with the same. (14)


How does this cast a light, in general, on a critical reading of that to hand? Critical treatment would appear to invoke some form of a duplication and a comparative investigation between the same. I said there were six apples left in that fruit bowl on the dining room table this morning and as no one else has had access to same I assume the same number of apples is still there. Can I be sure of this number? I can go and look at this fruit bowl and then count the number of remaining apples left within its confines. I could ask someone else to do this counting for me if I were not in a position to do this myself, etc. (15)


What counts as evidence is assumed to be isomorphically stable? I.e., by what ever strategy is adopted the same evaluation should surface. Or if the evidence is not in accord then we would need to invoke some form of a narrative explanation and resolution in order to understand the discrepancy should one exist to that extent this is possible to be convincingly addressed. (16)


Can evidential claims be put in a contragrammatical format and form? I left six apples in that fruit bowl and when I returned I counted them and found six still remained. In representing both this evidence and its verification, by meta-transformational rulings we have elevated the material to a higher meta-level. So, 'in this bowl I left six apples' and on my returning home 'I counted six apples' in that same fruit bowl. By treating the apples in an active format and in a passive format we could rewrite this in a contragrammatical form along the lines of the following. 'six apples were put into that bowl' and, later, 'in counting found six apples remained in that same bowl'. Then, at the end of the day, transformational retreatment would have us treating those 'apples' as real apples able to be eaten. Now, all we need to show is that the transformation from 'I put six apples in that bowl' to my later counting them as those 'six apples found in that same fruit bowl', and v.v., is open and isomorphic to then go one and make an evidential claim that 'in that fruit bowl there are six apples'. Implying that an evidential claim is one that is contragrammatically reversible and then isomorphically stable. Or, if this claim is not completely reversible then incremental factors could be appositely and adequately added or subtracted in such a manner so as to create an proper, appropriate and valid claim with the requisite critical force able to resolve the discrepancy in the earlier narrative through its replacement with this more complex, appositely resolved narrative. (17)


Thence this claim: that critical appreciation either is contragrammatically isomorphic or able to be rendered in a contragrammatical form through some form of narrational rectification. Such a narrative needing to convincingly demonstrate why apparent discrepancies need not render our critical investigations in a non-contragrammatical isomorphic form. I come home and find only five apples in that fruit bowl... then realizing I took one for lunch with me on leaving that morning. Or, I thought there were six apples in the bowl when I left that morning but find seven when I get home and make the assumption I had miscalculated how many were left when I left this morning, and, in correcting myself, maker the assumption that there were actually seven remaining in that bowl. (18)


Appreciation can be seen to be rendered with a critical edge when this process of checking is able to be applied. Almost as if doing mathematics, our equations need to be able to withstand critical scrutiny. Thence the nature of critical appreciation wherein the judgment to be appreciated, in turn, is judged, and, where the affirmative is able to be realized then we accept that some form of isomorphism can be demonstrated contragrammatically... at least intuitively... and, perhaps, through some form of rectificational resolution that addresses, in the form of a narrative, such minor degrees of partial non-isomorphism.... (19)


The successful integration of such relevant differentiation in details, contragrammatical comparisons, and narrative resolutions of discrepancies establishing the overall truth values in our appreciation of the transformation of such value formation resident in such critical discernment. Thence the appreciation of judgment/s and the (re-)judgment of such appreciations. (20)

3.    Differentiation and Integration of Theoretical, Practical and Critical Dimensions


What accounts for the integrity of such truth claims? This integration of such differentiations (contragrammatically entailed in such judgments, meta-judgments or appreciations of judgments, etc.). How then do we arrive at these distinctions of the theoretical, practical and critical, and, their integration when and where necessary? (21)


Looking at intentional constructions in functional-structural terms of their format gives us a theoretical sense of positioning. In contrast, looking at the historical ramifications of their utilization gives us a more practical take on such engagement. (22)


The critical dimension noting both a theoretical and practical dimension and a mutual harmonization of both within this critical framework. Thence this additional insight that the critical dimension is an amalgam of both the theoretical and the practical dimensions, and, at the same time, an ability to stand apart from the same. Thence the formula: that the critical dimension stands simultaneously 'both as a part and apart!' from the theoretical and practical dimensions (and what they can stand for, e.g., phenomenological and hermeneutical dimensions). (23)


What characterizes the intuition that one is being critical and in an alignment with the apparent reality of reality?
 That semblance of resolution that appears to have found a harmonization of the problematic state of affairs subjected to such questioning. Now trans-cognitive, transcendental resolution in an act of judgment is not initially delivered in an intentional cognitive format or form. In lived reality there is a difference between the delivery of an act of judgment and the  judgment as delivered (when re-expressed in cognitive, intentional terms of reference through such retreatment from the trans-intentional resolution of the judgment back into cognitive terms of reference). The act of judgment, in and through delivery, is an act of resolution that is characterized as spontaneous, enduring and synchronously mutually shared equally within the confines of that relationship albeit from the perspective of that participant or object/state in question, etc. Recognition of this spontaneity gives a critical edge to acts of judgment that appear to have resolved such issues in and through such enquestioning.  The  decisive delivery of  judgments that appear to have resolved the issues that engendered such responses, rightly or wrongly, adding to this illusion or perception of apparent truth determination. However, in this essay paper we are hoping to better understand how this illusion or perception of affirmative truth determination can, in turn, find a critical form of appreciation that reflects the degree of alignment implicated in such affirmation or affirmed negation. Hence our contragrammatical interest in this topic since, e.g., “‘the critique of judgment' and 'the judgment of the critique'” seems to capture the range of interest and concern being exposed in this topic of critical appreciation. How else are we going to make this level and form of evaluation, in critical terms of reference, without such a background and standard (as created between the semi-contragrammatical contrasts internal to the contragram in question and the central contrast within the contragram itself?)? (24)


Let us now ask how the theoretical can be focused upon and differentiated from the practical, and v.v? Such discrimination then letting us address a non-overall existential perspective through a balanced suspension of the former in parallel with the trimodal operations of the overall transcendental suspension/overall hermeneutic circle of comprehension). (25)


A practical orientation is a process orientation. A process orientation deals with processing content be that the 'content of a process' or a process itself being considered as the 'content of a meta-process of consideration', etc. A suspension is one way to fix that being placed under consideration; the nature of those considerations helping to differentiate the type of process being enquestioned. Isomorphic with the overall transcendental suspension is the  overall circle of hermeneutic considerations. Given that analysis is reductive and concentrates more on content then let us observe the relative obverse of this state of affairs by concentrating our considerations on the contrary aspect, namely, the act of synthesis as being dynamic and process oriented. Thence this focusing on the synthetic, integrity, meta-textual implications of genres, etc., in order to isolate this correlative aspect of the meta-textual and its representation of process , i.e., this aspect of the World moment with its concentration on the meta-textual and contextual. One way to concentrate our focus on this dynamic element of the meta-textual is to focus on a balanced suspension of the other two moments of the Object and Ego, etc. In other words a balanced suspension of the Object and Ego moments or orientations (of the textual and non-textual respectively) gives us the contextual element of the meta-textual and its emphasis upon the hermeneutic, explanation, meta-textual conventions... and upon this semblance of process, etc. (26)


Given that intentional thought-content in an idea-process is transformationally constructed then it follows that a reconstruction of the same can also act as a representation of that intentional construction. Then, in a critical form of appreciation if there is a discontinuity in some form or other between apparent intent and its representation then it follows a form of misalignment is in play. A state of affairs that stands in need of some form of rectification that either addresses the anomaly or allows it to stand with certain qualifications. E.g., if a judge were to look at the statements made by various witnesses they should expect some degree of disconformity between the same for what ever reasons be they mistaken recollections, outright attempts to dissimulate, or, all other forms of discrepancy in between. Given this spectrum of possible intent the judge would suspend the veracity of each statement and look for some form of harmonization between the statements in order to ascertain the order of key, relevant events, etc. Or, .g., if we were told that a certain pie was an 'apple pie' and we were to find no apples in this pie then we would know there was a discrepancy between these statements and observations. In a similar manner discrepancies indicate some form of non-harmonize or mis-harmonized attribution, etc. E.g., the cook might state that they had intended to cook an apple pie but had no apples to hand and used pears instead. That, in effect, states of non-alignment or misalignment stand in need of rectification should such discrepancies incite such a search for harmonization. (27)


Just how are discrepancies phenomenologically experienced? E.g., we are offered a piece of apple pie and find it to be filled with pieces of pear. If it tastes wonderful we might not worry too much about it mis-identification. On the other hand if someone were allergic to peanuts, e..g, and they were present in an item of food without this declaration then such a small difference might well matter! Just how do we run two parallel texts in order to ascertain their similarities and potential differences? If the commercially made pie comes with an inventory of ingredients then we can both use our eyes to see if the pie is correctly described and then note just what ingredients it might contain. It might be a pear tart with peanuts used in the making of the pastry. If it looks like a pear tart then it probably is in which case it probably came from this box that also notes the use of peanuts in the pastry. How is all this information entertained? As various concepts with different degree in truth ascription in a hierarchy of association and non-association. So, this pie, a pear tart, looks like a pear tart; we can assume it comes out of this package; the package lists various ingredients. We note our guest cannot eat peanuts and so their presence in the pastry of this tart means we cannot offer it to our guest (who has reported this allergic reaction to peanuts). (28)


In our appreciation of this pear tart we note its ingredients. We noted our guest cannot eat peanuts and so realize this tart should not be offered to our guest. It is as if certain meta-textual rules have structured our relationship to such representations in such a manner that those same rules declare which texts and their representations will be dealt with and how we should treat those texts and their representations. The manner of our relationships being defined by such rulings. Parallel worlds being able to be compared through the use of these parallel structures. This ability to entertain in parallel being a feature of conceptually oriented intentional deliberation. An ability to some extent portrayed through the use of a contragram. Let me explain. (29)


E.g., “'the a of x' relates by r to 'the x of a'”. If this object a is a tart x then this tart x is that object a. If r then this relationship holds. Similarly for r' being a pear tart and r'' being a pear tart cooked with peanuts. But if a person p is not to relate to food containing peanuts then that person must not be related to food containing peanuts. So “'p plus f' -r 'f plus f'”, in other words this relationship should not be entertained.... (30)


A contragram also mirrors treatment-retreatment as discussed elsewhere in a philosophy of transformational retreatment. The treatment of a certain state of affairs (either through nominative identification and/or denominative analysis and/or synthesis) results in a product raised in meta-status by one degree from the initial product conducted in the relative object language. Then, through retreatment the treated product is returned, more or less, on par to the initial product/s in the relative object language. So the 'a of x' is retreated as the 'x of a' in the relative object language of a and x. So, e.g., a pile of bricks is re-arranged as a house but the house in treatment is now a 'meta-house' (through that denominative form of synthesis and nominative identification as a house), so, then, through retreatment we retreat the meta-house back on to the same par as those physical bricks (in the relative object language). A contragram, to some extent can be seen to mirror this, treatment and its meta-reversal through retreatment.(31)


With such concepts to hand so to speak (such as treatment-retreatment; contragrams; transformations, distinctions, operations, accommodations, etc.) we have the tools for dealing with hierarchical lists and forms of parallelism in the construction of a variety of possible worlds that, hopefully, bear some resemblance to that under investigation and able to assist us in determining states of discontinuity, etc., and how various processes of harmonization might be able to rectify such apparent anomalies. Our scrutiny of such hierarchically constructed possibilities assisting us in our appreciation of the ramifications of the enaction of such transformations (be that in virtual and/or non-virtual terms of reference).  (32)

4.    The Transformational Ramifications of Critically Enacted Appreciation 


We live in houses and not in meta-houses. How is it the case that the retreatment of the treatment does not result in a state with a meta-meta-level in status? Because, ultimately, alignment must be made with the meta-level status of the initial product/s. When dealing with the ascertainment of identity we would usually start with a number of possibilities and then whittle them down to focus on which possibility is in an apparent state of alignment with its own representation. (33)


Engaging various virtual possibilities (against a backdrop of non-virtual actualities) allows us to refine the nature of our investigations. In transformation all participants in that relationship of transformation maintain the same meta-status despite what occurs in our epistemological representations of the same. Hence this need for transformational retreatment   conducted in an intentional field of engagement and enaction. (34)


In our intentional engagement with the world as lived we find a plethora of texts; a zoo of textual representational parallelizations by virtue of the fact, for the start, that each and every intentional act deposits a parallel trail of textual formations even if such parallel texts are overlooked or cannot be noted. Then, in our intentional representation of such presentations each intentional act is the focal point for a veritable zoo of such parallelizations. This same proliferation proliferating at each and every point of intentional re-iteration. Effectively, we swim in a sea of such reduplicated value formation. These forms of parallelization being reinforced in those states that find our approbation and suspended, etc., when they find our disapprobation for what ever reason/s. How do we find our way through such a jungle of simulated representations? (35)


One might surmise that through some form of a Darwinian like field of evolutional contenders that the inherent competitiveness of such an arena might sort this our for us. Thence the ramifications of our tested representations, and, the enaction of those pathways intuitively judged to be more productive in ensuing value formation. In such assessment/s how are we to exercise a critical suspension both with respect to our simulated representations and their enaction? Through the apposite and an adequate utilization of the overall transcendental suspension, etc. (36)


How might these forms of assessment be critically enacted? Through the adoption and adaptation of those meta-textual conventions that appear to best assist us in this regard. Let me speculate on just what might be involved in such deliberations. (37)

5.    Provisional Conclusions


The world of sense (that locates identification, etc.) is already mapped out for us (through an interconnected realm of meta-textual conventions). In truth this world of sense is part of a three legged world instrumental in the formation of value along with the augmentation and enhancement of the same. The latter forms of enrichment taking on an existential complexion when conducted in that spirit of authenticity. In general terms, just how is this bewildering world to be approached in philosophical terms of reference? (38)


As simulations, as simulation of simulation; as simulations that are dissimulations, etc., etc! (39)


Our world of sense effectively maps out the phenomenal-phenomenological topography of that under examination and in the process gives us our access to what is to be judged as real or relatively more real pr less real. (40)


Given this intentional landscape, how do we determine alignment between our various textual representations of the same? Through an evaluation of the overall harmonization, competence and apparent value of the same, etc., as conducted under the auspices of the overall transcendental suspension, etc. (41)


As noted, harmonization is realized through an experience of the non-discontinuity of that (set of) simulation(s) under investigation. This experience of a relative non-discontinuity in our mapping of our simulations affording us the affirmation of the apparent truth value of that under examination. (42)


Competence is a reflection of the overall construction of those simulations and to what degree they seem to function in the manner as intended (being also a reflection of their internal embodiment exercised in and through the constitution of their participants and as realized in the external harmonization of the relevant relationships embedded in an overall sense of relational embeddedness). Competence, in essence, is a reflection of the overall integrity of those simulations under consideration.(43)


Apparent value is a reflection of the overall value formation entered into through our engagement with that set of simulations in question. Value being that excess in valuation arrive at after invested value is subtracted from that as realized. This existential excess deciding whether a process of augmentation or augmented augmentation, i.e., enhancement, has, is or will be realized. A state of relative existential enrichment reflecting a host of considerations from harmonization to competence, from augmentation to enhancement, etc. This integrity of performance being approached theoretically, practical and critically through the auspices of the apposite and adequate exercise of a relevant, overall transcendental suspension. Thence the enaction of patterns of activity and/or non-activity that arise overseen to contribute to this patterns of embodied and embedded value formation (through the suspension of the suspension, etc.). (44)


In our understanding of the mechanics and dynamics of critical appreciation in what manner does an understanding of contragrams contribute to this sense of phenomenal-phenomenological understanding (in terms of enaction, appositeness, ramifications, a beneficial sense of the critical, etc.)? (45)


Contragrams intimate a dialectical like interaction and richness between a certain polarity whose differences contribute a semblance of identificational differentiation (contragrammatical differentiation and dialectic) whilst the overall field of concern implicates a particular phenomenal-phenomenological field of human experience (as a form of contragrammatical equivalence). Contragrams also implicate transformational concepts of treatment and retreatment (given that to some considerable extent we must live in the same world as lived with others). A contragrammatical perspective, in a complex mapping of simulated representation, also hints at modes of truth overlooked in more shortsighted, conventional forms of mapping. Our ability to entertain various parallel mappings accounting for our ability to make considered decisions as to the 'apparent' truth value and form/s of value engaged with in both our reflections and enaction of those engagements as well as our ability to entertain the potential and expected ramifications of such deliberations. That by such means we have the ability to entertain a critical appreciation of our judgments and form a critical judgment and assessment of such forms of appreciation. That through such transcendentally engaged-engagement, through the apposite and adequate exercise of an overall  transcendental suspension, we can critically travel in and through this one-world-as-lived as we stand before others, with-others...! (46)


The intentional nature of our thought processes is such that being constructed they can, in part, be deconstructed and reconstructed, and, by such means allow us to re-evaluate the merit of their thematic (meta-textual/textual) elaborations. Hence the concepts of insurance-this ability to return to a previous stage in its construction and assurance-the ability then to critically re-reconstruct those constructions in a possibly more acceptable form. As noted in this essay-paper, we have the ability to entertain parallel versions of the same basic text and through comparisons, forms of value evaluation, discernment of the harmony of such interpretations, assessment of competence, an appreciation of the existential validity of its specific embodiment/s and embeddedness/es in an informed state of transcendental suspension the critic has the ability to objectively evaluate such inputs and outputs, etc. Thence our ability to entertain the relative merits of our judgments and through such a practically enacted possibility re-entertain a critical appreciation of the same, etc. (47)


However, we are still left with a very rarefied type of philosophical problem, namely, if treatment realizes a treated product higher by one degree in meta-status then surely retreatment should produce a retreated product higher, again, by one more degree in meta-status, etc? So, judgments about x are already on a meta-level in status advanced by one degree with respect to the object or entry level of x, and, our critical appreciation of these judgments will be higher again by one degree… and so on. How could we ever return to the object level in our discourse or the entry level at which we began or the exit level we might wish to leave? As already noted: We live in houses and not in meta-houses!
 In effect retreatment itself needs to be treated in such a fashion that our exit is from our point of entry or at least from an exit with the desired meta-status. How might this be achieved. By applying an overruling principle that says transformational products may phenomenologically be of a different meta-level, however, phenomenally, pre-treated products of a certain meta-level must remain in the same meta-level despite any form of enacted transformation whatsoever, and, that retreatment takes on this tenor when this principle is allowed to overrule all phenomenologically enacted transformational processes. So, e.g., bricks are turned into houses and can be entered and occupied as houses (whereas bricked cannot be entered, etc.). However, given that the phenomenal and the phenomenological are not mutually exclusive in what way does the phenomenological transform the phenomenal? By whatever forms of enacted intervention that are successful in inducing a chaotic process of transformational re-direction (through incremental additions or subtractions within a certain local system able to be influenced in that fashion) without violating our ruling of the invariance of phenomenal transformation. Lastly, we can note the influence of phenomenologically enacted  forms of intervention by stating that all intervention produces, reproduces and/or re-produces a change in the phenomenal-phenomenological reality of that reality as it is found to be invoked in experiential interaction and that given critical levels and modes of enacted intervention then such differences will finally mark the phenomenal aspect of such realities in a manner in keeping with the chaotic ramifications of such influences. In other words, all intentional acts of engagement will alter the phenomenal-phenomenological reality of that being entertained but that phenomenal processes of re-direction will only be successfully entered into when these incremental phenomenological iterations are able to induce a chaotic pattern of responsive re-direction.
 Thence the dialectic of pre-treatment, treatment, retreatment, and, phenomenal processes of re-direction given a critical degree of iteration in redirection. Thence our critical ability to both critically appreciate judgments and critically judge the apparent merits of such appreciations…. (48)

 







    Noël Tointon, Sydney, 13.8.13.
�	The apparent 'reality of reality' is a particular subclass of semi-contragram, namely, a semi-isocontragram of the form 'the x of x'. A full isocontragram taking the form, in this instance, of 'the (apparent) reality of reality' as the 'reality of (apparent) reality'. As noted elsewhere the x of x realizes a no x or a non-x or a not-x. In this instance the reality of reality is not reality per se. E.g., the truth of truth is not truth per se. One way of arguing this is to note that the truth of truth, in effect, is a meta-truth and truth and meta-truth are not equivalent (unless subjected to a process of retreatment that retreats meta-truth on to the same par as truth. But, then, retreated 'meta-truth' is transformed into truth albeit in accordance with the nature of that retreatment). 


�	 	Paragraph 33.


�	  		I would like to call this third principle Paul’s unique non-exclusionary principle in enactive intervention (i.e., each and every act of interaction will change the phenomenal-phenomenological reality of that to hand, but, only the critical bifurcation of intervention will actually change this phenomenal aspect in the  phenomenal reality of that phenomenal-phenomenological process of interaction without overruling a second principle as noted below. The first principle being that phenomenological treatment (either nominative and/or denominative in its orientation) always produces a set of treated products higher in meta-status by one degree, i.e., that treatment is higher by one degree in meta-status. Let me call this Noël's meta-rule of treatment That first principle in a transformational philosophy, in effect, calls for a meta-elevation through treatment by one degree in each and every act of treatment (be that through nominative identification and/or denominative analysis and/or synthesis). The second principle, concerning the phenomenal invariance of the pre-treated product, is that the phenomenal aspect of our interaction overrides all phenomenological treatment unless instigated through processes of phenomenal re-direction. I would like to call this second principle Francesco's overriding rule of phenomenal invariance (in contrast, as opposed to general phenomenological variance). So, in the light of this second principle or rule dream apples remain virtual apples and so-called real apples remain non-virtual apples, etc! We may salivate in our dreams over delicious dream apples, still, they cannot satisfy physiological hunger....






