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12Q. Reflections on the Phenomenology of Subjective Experience*

With every phenomenal-phenomenological field we inevitably find 

Its co-associated sense of intentional subjectivity…

Hypothetically, or theoretically, a phenomenology of intentional subjectivity might be thought of as a contradiction in terms given that the phenomenological orientation is on the archetypal Object moment and subjectivity is oriented on the archetypal moment of Ego along with its sub-disciplinary focus on an existentialism (primarily in its non-systematic orientation).
 However, with every phenomenal-phenomenological field
 of focus invariably there is co-associated with the same its corresponding sense of subjectivity. Furthermore, from the perspective of an overall economic correlativity there is also an underlying isomorphic transformational invariance along with the recognition that no economic polarity can be either attained nor obtained in its own right, i.e., that it is impossible for anyone economic moment (and likewise any one non-economic moment or hyper-economic moment) to be appropriated other than as an approximation, or representation, or simulation, etc. Within the parameters of phenomenal-phenomenological research let us explore the phenomenon of a co-associated sense and semblance of subjectivity in all it multi-variability. (0)


As a guide to its introduction, this essay will follow the interactions of a series of concepts in order to better delineate this seemingly contradictory phenomenon of subjectivity given that a phenomenology, primarily, is an analysis of intentional objectivity. (1)

That metaphorical focusing is not merely focusing in the field of intentional objectivity, as occurs in the visual field or when we attempt to delineate a stream of sounds, say, as a conversation, when being issued from a certain location in a three-dimensional/four-dimensional space (with or without a background of other voices). (2)


Just as when we look at a visual background knowing that there is neither a pure, sheer point of focus nor the mere focusing on the entirety of that visual field is possible except in relative terms of reference. Therefore, as we can relatively focus on either the relational relations between apparent points of focus or the background field in a similar manner, then, how might we focus of any co-associated sense and semblance of subjectivity? (3)


As if a certain type of subjectivity threads the identity of that imputed sequences of events? (4)


Knowing that any orientation in economic correlativity is the joint negation of the other two economic correlatives it follows that in order to focus on intentional subjectivity we merely need to jointly negate the polarities of both foregrounded phenomenological objectivity and backgrounded hermeneutical interobjectivity and intersubjectivity. So, the question now becomes, how is such a ‘joint negation’ to be arrived at? (5)


A similar question arises in an ordered philosophy (relating to the genesis of the six distinctive forms of e/valuational formation, etc., that are imputed to arise within a certain epistemological aspect or level of epistemological organization). Just how does a process of a subtle preferencing or de-preferencing operate in the conceptual terms of some apposite form of epistemological modeling? By treating a process of relative suspension as the means of negation, and, the automatic delivery of the preferencing as arising through the ensuing de-suspension! (6)


So, similarly, bipolar suspensions deliver the relativity of unipolar forms of epistemological focus. Therefore, this ability to relatively focus on the co-associated semblance of subjectivity is arrived at though such a process of suspension-plus-its-de-suspension. I.e., the relative suspension of both the intentional foreground and background. (7)


In a harmonic frame of interpretation, we can read relational-subjectivity as an orientation concerned more with ongoing resolution. Since the definitive resolution of the relationship is the metaphorical ‘death’ of that relationship, and, no process of ensuing resolution equals the absence of a relationship. (8)

But, economic ideas of relational genesis by themselves cannot account for the unilateral directedness and re-directedness of both causal and existentially oriented patterns of intervention, etc. (9)


Hence the necessity to invoke the counter-idea of the ‘non-economic’. Reading ‘resolution’ associated with the Ego moment as also a moment of economic irruption. This non-economic ‘focus’ being delivered through a suspension of both Object and Ego moments and the de-suspension being delivered ‘non-economically’ through the moment of Ego. (10)


So, we can also impute a non-economic sense of self. (11)


Moreover, the relatively-radical nature of such an irruption (and not any radically-radical presentation) must be received in relatively observable portions that have micro-incremental terms of reference. Otherwise, it could not be appreciated in what must be hyper-economic terms of reference. Implying, furthermore, that a co-associated sense of a hyper-economic sense of subjectivity must also be inferred. (12)


Hence the non-virtually modeling of causal intervention through an alignment with the virtual initiated through such non-economic irruption. But, the question to now be posed is how could we differentiate relatively existential behaviour from relatively existential behaviour in such irruptive terms of reference? (13)


The tentative resolution of this puzzle is to impute the unilateral redirectedness of the non-ongoing ‘last’ moment versus the unilateral re-directedness of the ongoing ‘first’ moment. I.e., the one-off issuing of a unilateral causal redirectedness versus the ongoing re-directedness of a more existentially aligned state of relational affairs. Implying, the imputation of relational re(-)direction through relational empowerment (as will be explored in scrutinizing the genesis of the relative presence of existential sentiments and expectations (and the co-associated relative absence of the relatively non-existential sentiments, etc.). (14)


That granted, just how do non-economic and hyper-economic senses and semblances of subjectivity manifest themselves over the course of everyday experience as we live our lives in this world at large, and, what consequences has this for the inferred ‘supervision’ of our secular existences? (15)


Now, the following re-use of current modeling might be summoned to account for the above, namely, treating the economic as subjectively oriented, treating the conventionalizing tendencies of the hyper-economic as intersubjectively oriented it would follow that if we were to suspend both (in a state of balanced apposition) then the automatic delivery of the ensuing de-suspension through the non-economic moment could be envisaged as taking on a relatively existential orientation (in its existentialization of the relatively non-existential in the form of the suspended apposition). (16)

In this light we can now proffer this corrective, namely, that although existential sentiments and expectations can be treated as seemingly intersubjectively oriented, more correctly, they are both trans-subjective and trans-intersubjective, i.e., trans-relational to the extent the pro-relational emerges to inter-independently foster its own take on relational experience, ideally, for the enrichment of that relationship. (17)

Through such treatment we can now propose the relatively ‘horizontal’ economy of the economic and the relatively ‘vertical’ economy of the non-economic along with its necessary hyper-economic processes of critically received re(-)appropriation of the relatively-radical. (18)


Hence, the ongoing restoration of the existential moment occurs through the co-associated nature of the ongoing de-suspension. Thence the unilateral re-directedness of the first moment becomes, trans-economically, and existentially, the (ongoing economy) of the unilateral re(-)directedness of the first moment, whereas, in contrast, relatively non-existential behaviour becomes the unilateral redirectedness of the last moment. (19)


Assuming the potential serendipity of the existential moment can be recognized, encountered and engaged in micro-incremental terms of observance (along with either the possibility of the novelty of ‘final’ vocabularies, or ‘definitive’ histories, and so on. (20)


Invoking in relatively existentially oriented relationships the ‘toolbox’ of ‘creation, preservation and conservation(al expansion) in positive e/valuational formation. Extending the range of that ‘toolbox’ in toxic and relatively non-existential relationships through the addition of ‘de-creation, de-preservation and de-conservation’. Noting that non-existentially oriented aspects to our relationships need not be deemed ‘toxic’ since to live in this world at large we also need to observe the performance of relatively non-existential functions like eating, working, sleeping, and so forth. (21)


Therefore, although so-called ‘transcendental emotions’, i.e., ‘trans-intentional or existential sentiments and expectations’ have an intersubjective appearance, more correctly, they should be viewed as emergent aspects of our relationships that are represented by ourselves to ourselves through processes of imputed simulation. Whilst obviously having a subjective aspect through their being experienced by ourselves, and having an intersubjective directedness, their pro-relational locus is primarily trans-relational in origination. (22)


Such an insight better accommodates ‘the look of others’ as explored by Sartre. Since such experiences have an intersubjective orientation through the auspices of the trans-relational dimension of relational experience.
 (23)


‘Stealing something’ is one thing, but, ‘being seen stealing’ only compounds the complexity of the experience. Just as we might quip ‘that murder is a messy business’, but, ‘an even messier business when observed by bystanders’ since the latter might well wonder if they will also be added as collateral damage in that overall affair? Such considerations reinforcing this point that even if the relative presence of existential sentiments and/or the relative absence of the same is a trans-relational state of affairs it must also take on the appearance of an intersubjective orientation and complexion. (24)


So, we can conclude from the relative presence or the relative absence of existential sentiments and expectations that, whilst more correctly having a trans-relational expression of this pro-relational dimension, it also must follow that we can neither overlook its subjective implications nor its intersubjective ramifications.
 By those means supplying one more avenue to explore the hermeneutics
 of such intersubjectivity besides navigation, negotiation, and arbitration; along with the non-private nature of language and communication; observations that we cannot be absolutely ‘alone’; and so on and so forth. (25)


Thence the phenomenological complexity of subjective experience and its implication of intersubjective strands along with the pro-relational nature of the trans-relational dimension of existential experience. (26)

That without a suitable appreciation of the economic, let alone the non-economic and hyper-economic, how could either the philosopher or some other disciplinarian or, indeed, the secularist, critically and radically function in their appreciation of this world at large, this overall world-of-life? (27)
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� 	Basically, I will be arguing that in order to explicate the full range of the intentional, in the perspective of a phenomenal-phenomenological analysis, I will also have to defer to the parallel economic correlativity of hermeneutical investigations and existential forms of examination given this invariable economic co-association between the trimodal polarities of each and every economy.


� 	This expression ‘phenomenal-phenomenological’ alerts us to the fact that we are effectively agnostic as to whether we, alone, constitute intentional experience or our interactive relationships also constitute the detailing of our intentional experiences along with their trans-intentional forms of appreciation.  


� 	I.e., both subjectively and intersubjectively oriented experiences are refracted through the pro-relational emergence of the trans-relational nature of the primary relationship in question. Implying, therefore, e.g.., one cannot be purely in and of oneself in either an optimistic or trustworthy state, etc., given that both subjective and intersubjective experiences are refracted through this relatively existential dimension of the trans-relational!


� 	I.e., the current implications in present experience along its overall ramifications. Treating overall ‘ramifications’ as a ‘mix of the past sedimentation of dis-continuities, the present implication of both existentially and non-existentially oriented non-continuities, and the consequential investigations arising from (the speculation of) future continuities. Although the latter has been conventionally termed as ‘a process of consequential analysis’ the generality of its prospective orientation should ore correctly badge it as a process of ‘consequential investigations’.


� 	Hermeneutics is to be regarded as prospectively oriented. Since the meta-textual dimension in textual experience provides the framework for textual appreciation etc., through supplying the relevant genres of behaviour that also map the economic co-associated categorization of phenomenal-phenomenological treatment of natural experience. This will be briefly explored in the next set of reflections.






