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Program 
All sessions take place in E15.39/41, fifteenth floor, Erasmus Building, Erasmusplein 1, Nijmegen. 

Day 1 
09:30 – 09:45 Arrival and coffee 
09:45 – 10:00 Opening 
10:00 – 11:00 Erik Kuravsky – Ontological Creativity and Experiencing the Real 
11:10 – 12:10 Tim Miechels & Arjen Kleinherenbrink – What Kind of Thing is a Thing?  
12:10 – 13:45 Lunch 
13:45 – 14:45 Mehdi Parsa – “Everything is a Machine”: The Outlines of a Machinic Ontology 
14:55 – 15:55 Andrea Cimino – Brentano’s Inductive Metaphysics 
15:55 – 16:15 Coffee break 
16:15 – 17:15 Sjoerd van Tuinen – Continental Modal Metaphysics: from Leibniz to Agamben 

Day 2 
09:00 – 10:00 Arrival and coffee 
10:00 – 11:00 Niels Hexspoor – Why We Have Never Been Post-Human, and Why That’s a Good Thing  

When it Comes to the Climate 
11:10 – 12:10 Aldo Kempen – The Matter of Form: Karen Barad’s Performative Metaphysics and Analytical  

Philosophy of Science 
12:10 – 13:45 Lunch 
13:45 – 14:45 Niki Young – Passion and Allure: On the Mundane and the Disruptive in Lingis and Harman 
14:55 – 15:55 Fridolin Neumann – Phenomenological Realism and Heidegger’s Appropriation of Kant 
15:55 – 16:15 Coffee break 
16:15 – 17:15 Iris van der Tuin & Simon Gusman – Integrative Ontologies: Things and the Philosophy of  

Interdisciplinary Studies 

Day 3 
09:00 – 10:00 Arrival and coffee 
10:00 – 11:00 Simon Weir – Ontographers: Narrative Epistemology and Surrealism’s Double Veil 
11:10 – 12:10 Michael Ardoline – Meaning and Event: A Modal Argument that Finitude Overcomes  

Nihilism 
12:10 – 13:45 Lunch 
13:45 – 14:45 Shajara NéeHilan Bensusan - Memory assemblages and the dismantling of presence:  

Addition, Verweisung and δύναμις 
14:55 – 15:55 Lucie Wezel – The Critique of Correlationism: Adorno and Speculative Realism Confronting  

the Kantian Legacy  
15:55 – 16:15 Coffee break 
16:15 – 17:15 Deborah Goldgaber – Ultra-transcendental Realism and ‘Dark Phenomenology’ 
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Abstracts and speakers 
Erik Kuravsky - Ontological Creativity and Experiencing the Real 
My research proposes a non-subjectivistic account of creativity, framing it as an expression of the world’s 
ontological structure and as a condition of understanding in general and genuine self-understanding in 
particular. The project develops a "polysemic ontology of intelligibility," exploring how the world is 
inherently intelligible prior to human conceptualization. Thinkers like Heidegger, Gadamer, and McDowell 
suggested non-idealistic accounts of the world as being fundamentally thinkable and interpretable, with no 
ontological gap between reality and thought. However, it remains unclear how the world can be intelligible 
in ever-new, creative ways—beyond merely adding information or refining concepts. 
 
Contemporary theories of creativity either adopt a representationalist-subjectivist view, denying the 
objectivity of new intelligibility, or rely on 4E cognition, attributing creativity to novel embodied interactions. 
Neither approach situates creativity as intrinsic to the world’s subject-independent intelligibility. My work 
addresses this gap, arguing that such an ontological creativity is essential for understanding human 
cognition. 
 
A deeper issue lies in the status of the “real” for human self-understanding. On one hand, being-in-the-world 
provides an unprethinkable horizon for experiencing reality. On the other, the mind’s creative openness to 
the real resists formalizable epistemic standards for distinguishing coherent distortions of self-
understanding from actual events. Namely, simply relying on “one’s  (and other’s) best judgement” would 
work only in a naively realistic or in a Hegelian rationally-algorithmic universe, but not in one determined by 
ontological creativity. This tension suggests that ontological creativity entails specific existential conditions 
for experiencing the real, which my research seeks to uncover. 
 
About the speaker 
I am postdoctoral researcher at the University of Vienna, funded by the Austrian Science Fund. Before that I 
did postdoctoral research at the University of Erfurt, funded by the Minerva Stiftung. I am the author of 
Transcendence in Heidegger’s Early Thought: Toward Being as Event (Palgrave Macmillan, 2023) and an editor of 
upcoming anthology The Mystery of Being: Reconsidering the Mystical Element in Heidegger’s Thought 
(Bloomsbery Academic). My research explores the potential for self-fulfillment in human life, examining the 
ethical, epistemic, and existential dimensions of an individual's ontological transformation. Due to its 
interdisciplinary nature, my work has been published in Research in Phenomenology, Religions, Sophia, 
Open Theology, Journal of Humanistic Psychology, Gatherings, and Circolo Rivista di Filosofia e Culture, as 
well as in various books on phenomenology and the intersections of philosophy and religious thought. 
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Tim Miechels and Arjen Kleinherenbrink –  

What Kind of Thing is a Thing? 
What are we talking about when we philosophize about things? Instead of trying to determine the (single) 
right answer to what things ultimately are, we here explore the space in which proposed answers to that 
question tend to be situated. More specifically, we discuss the possibility space for theorizing things beyond 
direct human experience that has opened up with the emergence of new materialism, speculative realism, 
new realism, and related theories.  
 
There are several ways to get a better grasp on the texture of that space. Our approach here will be 
historical, because we think that large chunks of this possibility space are structured by the enduring 
influence of two thinkers: Martin Heidegger and Gilles Deleuze. By taking a closer look at what both have 
said about the nature of things, we show how much contemporary debate is already foreshadowed by 
tensions internal to their respective theories. 
 
About the speakers 
 
Tim Miechels is lecturer at the department of metaphysics and philosophical anthropology of the Radboud 
University in Nijmegen. He finished his dissertation From Nature to Phusis in the summer of 2025. His 
research is focused on the criticism of naturalism formulated by phenomenologists Edmund Husserl and 
Martin Heidegger. 
 
Arjen Kleinherenbrink is associate professor in metaphysics and philosophical anthropology. His books 
include Alles is een machine (2017), Avonturen bestaan niet (2018, with Simon Gusman), Against Continuity: 
Gilles Deleuze’s Speculative Realism (2019), and De constructie van de wereld: de filosofie van Bruno Latour 
(2022). He coordinates the Dutch master program in continental philosophy at Radboud University and 
directs the Dutch research school of philosophy. 
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Mehdi Parsa –  

‘Everything is a Machine’: The Outlines of a Machinic Ontology  
 
This seminar introduces the concept of the machine as a philosophical tool for examining the nature of 
existence. Building on Deleuze and Guattari’s understanding of the machine in Capitalism and 
Schizophrenia as an open system of flows, the seminar argues that machines are distinct from objects, 
structures, and organisms. This distinction challenges key schools of thought in contemporary metaphysics, 
including Object-Oriented Ontology (OOO), Structuralism, and Organology or Organism-Oriented Ontology. 
 
The seminar will focus exclusively on how machinic ontology stands in opposition to Object-Oriented 
Ontology, critiquing thinkers such as Graham Harman, Levi Bryant, and Arjen Kleinherenbrink. While OOO 
emphasizes the irreducibility of things to relationality, machinic ontology would replace the passive 
closeness of objects with the productive openness of machines. It will be argued that the flat ontology that 
the mentioned thinkers propose overlooks the critical Kantian insight that illusions of reason (common 
sense, ideology) must be reduced in order to approach the things in themselves.  
 
This critical perspective leads us to assert that machines are inherently heterogeneous, distinct from 
ordinary nameable objects, and the logic adhered to such an ontology must be the logic of pure 
multiplicities. In our view, OOO reduces heterogeneity to mere extensive distinction between static 
enumerable objects. While OOO asserts that the things in themselves are ordinary things considered in 
themselves, machinic ontology claims that machines as things in themselves are not objects, and an 
ontology of machines demands a modelling of reality that is not based on listable things. 
 
About the speaker 
I earned my first PhD in philosophy from Allameh Tabataba’i University (ATU) in Tehran (2013), where I also 
worked as an associate professor from 2014 to 2018. My dissertation was published in Persian under the 
title Derrida and Philosophy (Elmi, 2014). I received my second PhD in philosophy from the University of Bonn 
in 2021; the dissertation was later published as A Reading of Gilles Deleuze’s Logic of Sense (Palgrave 
Macmillan, 2023). I am currently not affiliated with any academic institution and am conducting independent 
research on a project titled The Cinema of Thought. The research underpinning the proposed seminar will be 
published as a monograph titled Machinic Ontology by Palgrave Macmillan (forthcoming, 2025). 
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Andrea Cimino – Brentano’s Inductive Metaphysics 
My presentation centers on the problem of the legitimate pursuit of a rational-scientific inductive 
metaphysics. Is the metaphysical ambition of philosophy legitimate or a mere illusion? And, more specifically, 
is metaphysics, whose apodictic laws can be inductively (and deductively) inferred and grounded in empirical 
evidence, ultimately possible?  
 
Addressing this question through the lens of Franz Brentano, I will attempt to show his remarkable attempt 
to combine the Greeks and the Moderns. For Brentano aims to reform Aristotle’s metaphysical project with the 
aid of the new theoretical resources provided by modernity. As a critical recipient of both an Aristotelian-
empiricist lineage (e.g., Aristotle, Bacon, Descartes, and Hume) and empirical positivism (e.g., Comte and 
Mill), Brentano not only identifies an array of meanings connected to induction but also deems experience 
the necessary foundation for metaphysics and induction as a valuable instrument for the metaphysician.  
 
Brentano’s project seeks to develop a metaphysics that rejects speculative and dogmatic approaches, is 
firmly grounded in experience by means of a theory of evidence relying on assertoric truth of perceptually 
given phenomena and systematically adopts “the natural-scientific method: intuition, deduction, and 
induction” (Brentano 1987, p. 303). In particular, the presentation will focus on the pivotal role of induction 
in Brentano’s project, where induction eminently functions as an epistemic operator that connects factual truths, 
obtained through direct perceptual intuition of individual facts, to the universal laws that govern all 
phenomena (or everything that is). 
 
About the speaker 
Having received my education at the University of Parma (B.A. and M.A., summa cum laude), I pursued my 
doctoral research at Boston College and Karl-Franzens-Universität Graz supported by several grants, 
obtaining my Ph.D. at KU Leuven (summa cum laude). During my academic training, I developed an interest 
in Metaphysics, Epistemology, Philosophy of Perception, and Philosophy of Science, focusing on 
Phenomenology and 19th-20th Century Philosophy. 
 
My primary interest lies along the axis connecting ‘perception’ and ‘metaphysics’, as exemplified by my 
doctoral thesis, The Darkness of Non-Being. A Husserlian Phenomenological Clarification of Illusion and 
Hallucination, defended in September 2021 (summa cum laude). In 2021, I also successfully obtained the FWO 
junior post-doctoral grant (2021-2024), focusing on Edmund Husserl’s analysis of induction and empirical 
justification.  
 
Since October 2024, I have continued my research at KU Leuven on a project on Franz Brentano’s rational 
scientific, inductive metaphysics as the recipient of the Post Doctoral Mandate (2024-2025). Most recently, I 
was also awarded the FWO senior post-doctoral grant (2025-2028). I presented my research findings at 
several conferences, invited talks, and workshops across the USA, Japan, and ten European countries. 
Moreover, I authored several articles in journals, including Synthese, British Journal for the History of 
Philosophy, The Southern Journal of Philosophy, Phänomenologische Forschungen, Phenomenology and the 
Cognitive Sciences, Journal of Transcendental Philosophy, and Husserl Studies. 
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Sjoerd van Tuinen -  

Continental Modal Metaphysics: from Leibniz to Agamben 
Starting from an observation made by the Italian philosopher Giorgio Agamben, I draw the outline of what 
could be called a 'continental modal metaphysics'.  
 
Agamben suggests that the difference between analytical and continental philosophy goes back to the 
unresolved tension between the logical notion of modality (the four modal categories of necessity, 
possibility, contingency, impossibility that quantify the reality of some quidditative thing) and 
the ontological concept of a mode that is itself real yet not like things, and that is more fundamental than the 
distinction between essence and existence.  
 
My argument consists of two steps. First, I discuss two problems in the dominant form of modal 
metaphysics, analytical modal logic and its Aristotelian antecedents: the problems of the indeterminacy of 
the possible and its exhaustion by the actual.  
 
Drawing on Souriau, Simondon, Deleuze, Latour, and others, I then develop a concept of mode of existence 
that revolves around difference rather than identity. I argue that we must modalize the relation itself 
between the possible and the real: what passes from potential to actual is not an essence mirroring 
existence according to varying degrees of perfection, but the modality or sense in which existence – or the 
phase space of being, supersaturated and incomplete – alters itself. Accordingly I argue that continental 
philosophy defends a sense of possibility that is, firstly, not separate from the real but strictly a part of it, 
and secondly, that is more rather than less than the actual.  
 
About the speaker  
Sjoerd van Tuinen is Associate Professor of Philosophy at Erasmus University Rotterdam. After his PhD 
(Ghent 2009) on neo-monadological accounts of the production of subjectivity, he has had visiting 
affiliations with universities in London, Berlin, Vienna, New York, Princeton and Lisbon.  
 
His work is in social and political philosophy, metaphysics, aesthetics and the history of philosophy. Recent 
monographs: The Dialectic of Ressentiment: Pedagogy of a Concept (Routledge, 2023) and The Philosophy of 
Mannerism: From Aesthetics to Modal Metaphysics (Bloomsbury, 2022).  
 
Van Tuinen has edited over two dozen books, special issues, and films, including Deleuze and The Fold: A 
Critical Reader (Palgrave Macmillan, 2010), Speculative Art Histories (Edinburgh University Press, 2017), The 
Politics of Debt (Zero Books, 2020), and a series of interdisciplinary theory books with V2_Institute for 
Unstable Media (Rotterdam/NAi Publishers).  
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Niels Hexspoor - Why We Have Never Been Post-Human, and Why 

That’s a Good Thing When it Comes to the Climate 
The climate crisis challenges humanistic perspectives on values, which rely on distinctions between humans 
and non-humans, between culture and nature, to resolve value conflicts. Post-humanist thinkers reject 
these distinctions and instead reconceptualize the relation between humans and non-humans. Theories like 
the Actor-Network Theory (ANT) develop a flat ontology in which all entities are considered to be equal in 
terms of existence and agency (Latour, 1991, 2005). Although post-humanism is a progressive field of 
research and provides promising strategies to address climate change – ranging from a more-than-human 
perspective to the parliament of things – we believe it is time for a critical question: can these theories 
provide us with normative guidance with respect to the value conflicts that result from the climate crisis?  
 
Although we see the advantages of a post-humanist perspective, our hypothesis is that flat ontologies 
cannot offer us such guidance, because they commit to a descriptive bias due to their ontological reduction – 
ANT’s flat ontology reduces all entities to actors in a network – while normative guidance requires 
ontological difference. First, we will demonstrate that, because of this ontological reduction, post-humanists 
are unable to think human responsibility, since they reduce humans to parts of a network. If challenges like 
climate change are structurally embedded in networks, how to identify a particular agent to be the cause or 
to be responsible to address this challenge (Blok, 2021)? And, secondly, we will show that they are unable to 
critically evaluate the use of disruptive technologies as they eliminate the distinction between culture and 
nature, and willingly or unwillingly commit to a technophilic agenda (Neyrat, 2018). Although we will focus 
on the deconstruction of flat ontology as a way out of the climate crisis in this paper, we do not argue for a 
return to anthropocentrism (Hamilton, 2017).  
 
Instead we argue for the rehabilitation of an ontological difference that builds on Heideggerian concepts like 
World and Earth on the one hand, and the more-than-human perspective of post-humanism on the other, 
that can give normative guidance with respect to the value conflicts that result from the climate crisis. 
 
About the speaker 
Drs. Niels Hexspoor is a philosophy teacher at ALASCA, an interdisciplinary secondary school in the 
Netherlands. He completed both his bachelor's and master's degrees in philosophy at the Vrije Universiteit 
in Amsterdam, with a focus on the work of Martin Heidegger. His academic interests lie at the intersection of 
continental philosophy and education. In 2025, he was awarded the NWO Teachers Grant to conduct 
research on the development of ecological ethics and it’s integration into secondary education curricula. In 
addition to his teaching and research, he translated Object-Oriented Ontology by Graham Harman into 
Dutch for Boom Uitgevers. 
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Aldo Kempen - The Matter of Form: Karen Barad’s Performative 

Metaphysics and Analytical Philosophy of Science 
This paper examines the methodological dimensions of Karen Barad's agential realism by reading it 
diffractively through developments in analytic philosophy of science. While both traditions have converged 
on scientific pluralism—analytic philosophy of science moving from unificationist ambitions toward 
acknowledging irreducible diversity of scientific practices and new materialism shifting from critique toward 
constructive engagement with situated natural scientific fields—they diverge fundamentally in their 
metaphysical methodologies.  
 
Through close attention to the formal strategies in Barad's writing—including its web-like structure, cross-
referential architecture, and strategic deployment of neologisms—I demonstrate how Barad's work doesn't 
merely articulate metaphysical propositions but performs a distinctively different philosophical practice that 
critically dialogues with Derrida’s problematic of the end of metaphysics. Whereas analytic pluralists like 
Hasok Chang and Stephanie Ruphy maintain univocal representationalist commitments while describing 
scientific practices as plural, Barad's writing attempts to enact the entanglement of epistemology and 
ontology it theorizes. This distinction reveals how critical misreadings of Barad often stem from evaluating 
performative philosophical strategies through representationalist criteria. Moreover, it illuminates a strain 
of new materialist metaphysics as neither a simple naturalization of ontological inquiry nor a reductive 
scientism, but rather as a reconfiguration of metaphysical practice itself.  
 
As such, by attending to these formal dimensions, I argue that what appears to critics as metaphysical 
inconsistency in Barad's framework is better understood as a deliberate reconfiguration of what 
philosophical positioning entails. This analysis highlights the relationship between metaphysical 
commitments and methodological practices in new materialist research, while demonstrating that 
continental and analytic approaches to scientific ontology diverge not merely in their substantive claims 
about reality but in their fundamental conceptions of what constitutes philosophical inquiry itself. 
 
About the speaker 
Aldo Kempen is completing his doctoral dissertation, "Praxis at the Limits of Metaphysics: Form, Method and 
Science in Derrida, Malabou and Barad," under the supervision of Eddo Evink (Open Universiteit) and Ian 
James (University of Cambridge). His research traces the metaphilosophical legacy of Derrida's challenge to 
metaphysical practice, examining how this inheritance continues to shape the formal strategies and 
methodological development of contemporary philosophy's engagement with scientific discourse.  
 
His work focuses specifically on the performative techniques and formal experiments through which 
philosophers navigate the intersections of ontological speculation, scientific practice, and standpoint politics 
in a (post)metaphysical context. Previously, Aldo was a Fulbright Fellow with Karen Barad at UCSC and a 
Descartes Fellow at École Normale Supérieure (Paris-Ulm). Aldo lives between Berlin and Amsterdam. 
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Niki Young - Passion and Allure: On the Mundane and the 

Disruptive in Lingis and Harman 
This paper analyses Graham Harman’s and Alphonso Lingis’ views on the nature of experience, focusing on 
their shared emphasis on the difference between mundane experiences and disruptive states. The paper 
further delves into how Harman’s Object-Oriented Ontology and Lingis’ phenomenology of substances 
similarly highlight the excess and mystery present in both objects and experience.  
 
Despite this shared emphasis on rupture, Harman and Lingis are shown to diverge in their views on the self; 
Lingis sees the “I” as emerging only through passion, while Harman posits a continuous, though often 
muffled, self across different states of experience. 
 
About the speaker 
Niki Young is a lecturer of Philosophy at the University of Malta. His philosophical interests centre around 
20th and 21st Century Continental thought, with a special focus on the incorporation of 20th century ideas 
into contemporary fields of research such as those of Posthumanism, Animal Studies, as well as New and 
Speculative forms of Realism and Materialism. 
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Fridolin Neumann -  

Phenomenological Realism and Heidegger’s Appropriation of Kant 
This paper develops a proposal for a position which I – following Keiling (2015, 2019) – call phenomenological 
realism by examining a historical constellation centered on Heidegger’s early phenomenology and its 
relation to Kant. Heidegger maintains Kant’s transcendental turn by replacing a first-order metaphysical 
investigation with an inquiry into the subjective conditions of intentionality. This yields a transcendental 
ontology conceiving of entities in correlation to the agent. Yet Heidegger resists the slide into transcendental 
idealism by attributing what I call ontological normativity to entities: although entities are only accessible via 
transcendental conditions, these conditions must be answerable to the entities they disclose.  
 
This normativity can assert itself in experiences of ontological failure, where – given certain epistemic virtues 
on the part of the agent – the conditions for encountering entities may collapse in response to entities. The 
transcendental is thereby bound back to what it conditions, transforming a one-way dependence into a 
reciprocal or circular relation. This constellation has several upshots for how we should do ontology:  
 
1. We should not fall behind the transcendental turn but conceive of entities in their correlation to 

subjectivity in order to capture their phenomenal complexity.  
2. Such correlationism need not entail a diminished form of realism or a confinement to a merely 

subjective reality, for entities can trigger ontological failure and – this is the central claim of 
phenomenological realism – are the very measure of ontological claims.  

3. We should follow Heidegger in affirming ontological pluralism and ontological freedom, acknowledging 
the diversity of entities and considering ontological claims provisional as well as falsifiable.  

 
About the speaker 
Fridolin Neumann is a PhD researcher at the University of Warwick, working on a project tentatively called 
‘Heidegger, Kant, and intentionality’. His publications include articles on Heidegger, Gadamer, and Kant in 
European Journal of Philosophy, British Journal for the History of Philosophy, Fichte-Studien, and Zeitschrift für 
philosophische Forschung. 
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Iris van der Tuin & Simon Gusman - Integrative Ontologies: Things 

and the Philosophy of Interdisciplinary Studies 
 
Interdisciplinary collaboration is an important facet of research. In order to tackle the many urgent 
problems that our world plagues, and understand the many phenomena our world is rich, researchers from 
all kinds of disciplines must work together. This involves the collision of different perspectives, as each 
discipline has its own way of seeing, interpreting and giving words to the world. Disciplines all have their 
own implicit or explicit ontologies, which shape the kinds of questions they ask and the methods they use to 
answer them. How can vastly different perspectives still be used to generate new knowledge?  
 
The answer to this is either have them adopt the same ontology, or abandon the idea of a shared ontology 
altogether. The first can be found most commonly in the call to ‘naturalize’ disciplines, the second can be 
found in perspectival approaches that reduce knowledge to ways of seeing the world. 
 
In this presentation, we would like to propose that new materialist and contemporary realist approaches 
can be used to form a third way, one that roots the possibility of interdisciplinary integration in the things 
studied, without disregarding the embodied and situated perspective of the scientist or scholar. 
 
We will do this by drawing from Anne-Françoise Schmid’s critique of hierarchical relationships between 
disciplines from an ontological perspective (2023); and Donna Haraway’s idea of situated knowledges (1988). 
Besides an intervention in interdisciplinary studies, this paper is an attempt at giving more explicit attention 
to Schmid in the evolving new metaphysics. 
 
About the speakers 
 
Iris van der Tuin is professor of Theory of Cultural Inquiry at Utrecht University, where she is also university-
wide Dean for Interdisciplinary Education. Recent publications in Continental philosophy include work on 
Susanne K. Langer, Michel Serres and the new materialisms. See https://www.uu.nl/staff/IvanderTuin. 
 
Simon Gusman is assistant professor Liberal Arts & Sciences at Utrecht University. As a philosopher, he 
combines existentialism, cultural inquiry and contemporary metaphysics to study socio-cultural phenomena 
such as adventure, alienation and ruins. He is also concerned with developing interdisciplinary education 
materials inspired by continental philosophy.  
 

  

https://www.uu.nl/staff/IvanderTuin
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Simon Weir – Ontographers: Narrative Epistemology and 

Surrealism’s Double Veil  
A work-in-progress text, The Ontographers, uses the narrative of a bush-walk to produce a unique 
perspective on art and architecture grounded in Object-Oriented Ontology and surrealism, and more 
particularly Graham Harman, René Magritte and Salvador Dalí. Rather than merely explain the nexus of 
OOO and surrealism, the book enacts it through self-reflexive narrative. The aim of the narrative is to guide 
the readers to understand how to manage the layered ontological, mereological and art-theoretical 
problems of both understanding and making surrealist art. 
 
Harman’s writings on metaphor, central to the aesthetics of OOO, were drawn from Spanish philosopher 
José Ortega y Gasset. Dalí and Luis Buñuel (who made the surrealist masterpiece Un Chien Andalou in 1929) 
both learned from Ortega in the early 1920s, while University students in Madrid. Harman’s reading of 
Ortega’s metaphor today offers an exceptionally clear explanation of the poetic mechanics underlying their 
systematic approach to surrealism’s visual poetry.  
 
Surrealism, I contend, proceeds from the idea that people are multiplicities, and should be spoken to in 
multiple ways simultaneously. Surrealist art speaks to its audiences’ consciousness and unconsciousness 
separately, giving different messages, creating tension. Artists craft these tensions carefully. Like magic 
tricks, some surrealist tensions are released when the poetic tricks are understood; Magritte called these 
mysteries du jour. In addition, there were mysteries de facto, ontological mysteries that surrealists all faced in 
the end.   
 
About the speaker 
Simon Weir is a surrealist artist and academic whose research explores the intersection of Object-Oriented 
Ontology and the history of Surrealism. He is Associate Dean (Student Life) and Senior Lecturer at the 
University of Sydney School of Architecture, Design & Planning. Weir has published two interviews with 
Graham Harman and four philosophical essays in Harman’s journal, Open Philosophy. A founding editorial 
board member of the International Journal of Surrealism, Weir has published in The Journal of Surrealism and 
the Americas and Dada/Surrealism, and to mark the centenary of Andre Breton’s first surrealist manifesto, 
published in 2024, This Is Not A Surrealism - A Manifesto For And Against The Simulacra Of Surrealism. His recent 
work examines surrealist objects as ontographic provocations, with a focus on figures such as René 
Magritte, Salvador Dalí, and contemporary philosophical aesthetics. 
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Michael Ardoline – Meaning and Event: A Modal Argument that 

Finitude Overcomes Nihilism 
Broadly speaking, many arguments in favor of nihilism conclude that because of either the lack of some 
infinite power or because everything is finite and will pass away, that therefore the universe and any event 
within it is ultimately meaningless.  
 
I will argue this is a mistake. Instead, I claim, it is the belief in the infinite itself that undergirds nihilism. Then, 
I will argue for an account of objective meaning given that two facts obtain, 1) there are only a finite (but 
greater than 1) number of ways the world could be otherwise and 2) what happens is retained as the past of 
what is. Both posits follow from accepting the modal category of the virtual as defended by Deleuze. 
Meaning, then, is produced by changes in what is possible. That is, if an event takes place, knowing what it is 
that takes place and what real potentialities it excluded from happening instead would amount to knowing 
the meaning of that event. Importantly, this does not establish a direct link between meaning and value. 
There are objective meanings in the world, but there is no necessary reason to prefer some to others. Nor 
should we expect the knowledge of such meanings to ever be complete or total. It is this state of affairs that 
makes human freedom and experimentation themselves meaningful. 
 
About the speaker 
Michael J. Ardoline is Assistant Professor of Philosophy at Louisiana State University. His work focuses on 
philosophy of science, mathematics, and technology in the continental and analytic traditions. He is the 
author of Deleuze, Mathematics, Metaphysics: Difference and Necessity, as well as articles and chapters on the 
metaphysics of science and mathematics, comparative philosophy between the continental and ancient 
Chinese traditions, and the ethics of digital technologies. He is currently working on a monograph titled 
Interiority Against Control: Deleuze and Confucianism on Becoming-Active in the Age of Information Technologies. 

  



15 
 

Shajara NéeHilan Bensusan - Memory assemblages and the 

dismantling of presence: Addition, Verweisung and δύναμις 
This is going to be about memory assemblages and how they require an indexicalist view of the past in 
order to dismantle presence. I'll refer to two gestures that are perhaps crucial in the history of taking being 
to be presence:  
 
1. The gesture of Aristotle in Metaphysics, θ, 3 in his argument against the megarics. There, δύναμις is 
postulated as something that is present when is not presented, as a presence that is not exercised, 
executed, at work or visible. Capacities are then postulated as something lying somewhere in a stable 
manner even if they are never mobilized or become active. I argue that this gesture is one of the important 
ones in establishing, within the metaphysical tradition, the ubiquitous character of presence. 
 
2. The gesture of Heidegger in Being and Time when he talks about Verweisung and Angewiesenheit - a 
deference to something else. This is a gesture that dismounts presence and has a huge impact both in 
Heidegger's project and in other deconstructive approaches. There is a sense in which the connection 
between the past, understood not as fixed traces but as a deictic position, and the insistent additions that 
are brought in with the passing of time require something akin to Verweisung as the content of memories is 
always deferred to the upcoming retrieval. 
 
I'll contrast presence understood in terms of these two gestures (an inaugural and a terminal one) with the 
idea of a diachronic memory assemblage. 
 
About the speaker 
Shajara NéeHilan Bensusan is currently changing his first name 'Hilan', of Israeli origins to its translation in 
Arabic 'Shajara' moved by the Israeli crimes against Gaza and the West Bank Palestinians. Shajara does 
philosophy and performance and believes in the interconnection between both. He currently researches 
and lectures at the department of Philosophy of the University of Brasilia, having held temporary positions 
at the universities of New Mexico, Veracruz, Granada, Paris 8, Brussels, Nottingham, Bristol, Chennai and 
Louisiana. Publications include Being Up For Grabs (Open Humanities, 2016), Indexicalism (Edinburgh 
University Press, 2021) and Memory Assemblages (Bloomsbury, 2024).  
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Lucie Wezel – La critique du corrélationnisme : Adorno et le 

réalisme spéculatif face à l’héritage kantien  
Note: the French texts here are the originals, the English translations on the next page are by the 
organizers, and the presentation itself will be in English 
 
Je propose d’examiner les convergences et divergences entre la critique adornienne de l’idéalisme subjectif 
et la remise en cause contemporaine du corrélationnisme par le réalisme spéculatif. Deux moments 
critiques de l’histoire de la métaphysique semblent ainsi entrer en résonance par-delà leurs contextes 
historiques distincts. 
 
Dans la Dialectique négative, Adorno développe une critique systématique de la réduction idéaliste de 
l’objectivité à la subjectivité constituante, dénonçant l’illusion d’une identité totale entre concept et objet. 
Cette critique anticipe remarquablement celle que Quentin Meillassoux adresse au corrélationnisme 
kantien, défini comme l’impossibilité de penser l'être indépendamment de sa corrélation à la pensée. 
 
Les convergences sont frappantes : refus de l'absolutisation du rapport sujet-objet, critique de l’idéalisme 
transcendantal, et volonté de restituer une objectivité non réductible à la subjectivité. Cependant, les 
divergences révèlent des enjeux métaphysiques fondamentaux. Là où Adorno maintient la médiation 
dialectique comme structure constitutive du réel, les réalistes spéculatifs prétendent accéder 
immédiatement à l’absolu par-delà toute corrélation. 
 
Cette confrontation éclaire les tensions contemporaines autour du « retour » métaphysique : peut-on 
sauver la métaphysique sans restaurer un dogmatisme pré-critique ? La dialectique négative adornienne 
offre-t-elle une alternative viable aux ambitions spéculatives contemporaines ? Je propose d’examiner ces 
questions à travers l’analyse comparative de textes centraux des deux corpus, révélant les enjeux d’une 
métaphysique post-kantienne aujourd’hui. 
 
About the speaker 
Lucie Wezel est agrégée et docteure en philosophie. Elle est chercheuse associée au laboratoire ERIAC (UR 
4705) à l’université de Rouen-Normandie. Elle est l’autrice d’une thèse intitulée « La métaphysique et la 
dialectique négative d’Adorno », rédigée sous la direction de Michèle Cohen-Halimi et soutenue en 2022 à 
l’université de Paris 8 Vincennes-Saint-Denis. Elle enseigne actuellement au lycée ainsi qu’à l’INSPE Rouen. 
Elle est l’autrice de nombreux articles qui portent sur Adorno et la théorie critique. Elle a co-dirigé l’ouvrage 
collectif Adorno contre son temps, paru en octobre 2019 aux Presses Universitaires de Nanterre, ainsi que 
l’ouvrage collectif Retour vers la nature : questions féministes, paru en janvier 2020 aux Éditions du Bord de 
l’eau. 
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[TR] Lucie Wezel - The Critique of Correlationism: Adorno and 

Speculative Realism Confronting the Kantian Legacy 
I propose to examine the convergences and divergences between Adorno's critique of subjective idealism 
and the contemporary challenge to correlationism posed by speculative realism. Two critical moments in 
the history of metaphysics thus appear to resonate with one another across their distinct historical contexts. 
 
In Negative Dialectics, Adorno develops a systematic critique of the idealist reduction of objectivity to a 
constitutive subjectivity, denouncing the illusion of a total identity between concept and object. This critique 
remarkably anticipates the critique that Quentin Meillassoux directs at Kantian correlationism, which is 
defined in terms of the impossibility of thinking being independently of its correlation to thought. 
 
The convergences are striking: a rejection of the absolutization of the subject-object relation, a critique of 
transcendental idealism, and a desire to restore an objectivity irreducible to subjectivity. However, the 
divergences reveal fundamental metaphysical stakes. Whereas Adorno maintains dialectical mediation as a 
constitutive structure of the real, the speculative realists claim immediate access to the absolute beyond all 
correlation. 
 
This confrontation sheds light on the contemporary tensions surrounding the “return” to metaphysics: can 
metaphysics be salvaged without reinstating a pre-critical dogmatism? Does Adornian negative dialectics 
offer a viable alternative to the contemporary speculative ambitions? I propose to examine these questions 
through a comparative analysis of central texts from both corpora, and in doing so reveal the current stakes 
of post-Kantian metaphysics. 
 
About the speaker 
Lucie Wezel holds the agrégation and a doctorate in philosophy. She is an affiliated researcher with the 
ERIAC laboratory (UR 4705) at the University of Rouen-Normandy. She is the author of a doctoral 
dissertation entitled Metaphysics and Adorno’s Negative Dialectics, written under the supervision of Michèle 
Cohen-Halimi and defended in 2022 at the University of Paris 8 Vincennes–Saint-Denis. She currently 
teaches at the secondary level as well as at the INSPE in Rouen. She has published numerous articles on 
Adorno and Critical Theory. She co-edited the collective volume Adorno contre son temps, published in 
October 2019 by Presses Universitaires de Nanterre, as well as the collective volume Retour vers la nature: 
questions féministes, published in January 2020 by Éditions du Bord de l’eau. 
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Deborah Goldgaber – Ultra-transcendental Realism and ‘Dark 

Phenomenology’ 
 
Phenomenology—particularly its classical formulations—aims to disclose the correlational character of all 
experience.  Indissociably, subject-world; “mode and manner of appearance” unfailingly correspond to “the 
things themselves.” 
 
It is apparently trivial to say that experience necessarily correlates to consciousness.  What naïve realism—
and the philosophers who seek to vindicate it—resist is the reduction of world to consciousness.  
Consciousness is at best part of the world, and not nearly so indispensable a part as correlational 
philosophies insist.   
 
Realist strategies premised on rejecting the phenomenological reduction are well known. Less known are 
attempts to develop forms of philosophical realism that first affirm the phenomenological reduction of 
world to givenness. I am not referring to assurances (e.g., Zahavi) that phenomenology is compatible with 
forms of metaphysical realism. I am referring to realisms that reject the apparently trivial claim that 
experience is correlated.  
 
According to philosopher David Roden, phenomenology itself evidences that there are uncorrelated 
contents “in” experience.  This shows that introspection cannot tell us what phenomenological “givenness” is 
about. Instead, it must be understood in realist terms.   
 
Roden calls the phenomenological evidence for phenomenology’s own non-intuitability “dark 
phenomenology.” I have argued that the latter shares critical elements with Derrida’s early critiques of 
phenomenology.  Indeed, I argue that Derrida’s “dark phenomenology” goes farther than Roden’s in the 
direction of an ultra-transcendental realism, which does anything but “save the appearances” of naïve 
realism.  In this presentation, I will attempt to share the outlines of this ultra-transcendental realism and 
sketch its prospects and challenges. 
 
About the speaker 
Deborah Goldgaber is Associate Professor of Philosophy and Director of the LSU Ethics Institute at Louisiana 
State University.  Her research is at the intersection of contemporary Continental philosophy (especially 
continental metaphysics), feminist philosophy, and philosophies of embodiment and emphasizes the plastic 
entanglements  between nature and culture, language and biology, and information and embodiment. Her 
scholarly monograph, Speculative Grammatology: Deconstruction and the New Materialism was published with 
Edinburgh University Press (2021) and her work has appeared in many peer reviewed journals including 
Philosophy Today, Open Philosophy, Parallax, and New Centennial Review. Her current research project 
seeks to develop a more philosophically nuanced concept of information that reflects how information gives 
and takes shape—prendre corps. 
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