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0. Preamble

By ‘relational simulation’ is meant the ‘simulated economy of relational representations in their apparent relational situatedness’; by ‘complexification’ is meant ‘economic (and semantic) complexification’; ‘simplification’ as ‘resolutional simplification of our intentional directedness’; and ‘induction’ as ‘suspensional induction’ as having its basis in economic correlativity. The primary objective of this essay is to explore the existential and non-existential ramifications of both the simulation and suspension of essential representations of our more important relationships as either a formal and/or informal pathway for critically instituting our existential reflections.
 (0)

1. Technical Introduction

Through economic complexification, as a form of semantic complexification, let me parallel re(-)presentational, textual (including non-textual simulation), and suspensional economies (in a horizontal format) complimented with (a vertical format) by a supplement of emotional, harmonic and ordered economies. By examining, in parallel, the so-called third archetypal moment through these six economies in a process of complexification we should be able to come to an understanding how intentional simplification is to be realized through forms of harmonic resolution that will have a complexion that is both non-chaotic and chaotic in tenor. That from the de-suspension of the suspension we should then be able to arrive at suitable forms of responsiveness that are responsible in the ensuing re-direction of an overall existential-consequentialism. The complexity of the extensive suspension being obviated through the induction of a sufficient suspension if any one aspect of the suspension is suitably represented and suspended given the dialectical nature of economic correlativity. (1)
2. Non-Technical Introduction


But, let me now introduce these technical terms individually and indicate through arguments how they contribute to this overall understanding as to how, in an engaged suspension, etc., ensuing responsiveness can take on the responsibility of an existential complexion.
 (2)
3. Exposition

I had hoped to write a relatively technical paper looking at economic translation, economic correlativity, economic complexification and other methodological techniques that we can utilize in the construction of a critical philosophy.
 However, in the context of this exploration we have, in effect, a situation that is more akin to a case study and that that type of approach would make better sense of how we might go about understanding the interlinked complexities of this topic which, admittedly, is both quite technical and hypothetical in its aspirations. But, ever the optimist, let me oversee the translation of such difficulties by an incremental approach that breaks down such intricacies through a more detailed sequential unfolding where these important pieces of this puzzle can be understood, one by one, and where through the form of a linear narrative
 both the problematic nature and resolution of this topic can be clearly laid out. (3)

First, let me deal with the methodological concept of ‘economic translation’. Elsewhere, I have argued that we need to rewrite all forms of univocal and bimodal language, schemes, theoretical constructs, etc., through the trimodal lens of a suitable economy. As a weak thesis we could insist, on pragmatic grounds, that by doing so we advance our philosophical and non-philosophical forms of understanding. As a strong thesis, I would argue that we can only have an intentional awareness of a certain topic, indeed, all topics, by virtue of a trimodal economy already in place regardless of whether those trimodal polarities that constitute the economic space of that economy are either overtly recognized and/or covertly overlooked. That without too much difficulty we could either find what needs to as present, if that economy is already present, or, needs to be found to hand in the construction of an economy required by such considerations. That in our being able to envisage such an economy means such tripolar factor, in a sense, are already to hand and only need to be noted as present given that ‘they cannot be too far away’. E.g., in using a temporal economy, we already have the use of ‘past, present and future tenses’, e.g. Or, in a philosophical critique of causation we should rewrite the bimodality of ‘cause and effect’ along the trimodal lines of, say, ‘pre-conditions, conditions and post-conditions’. Or, e.g., I have noted in a transformational philosophy of retreatment that in terms of ‘treatment’ we need to note ‘pre-treatment, treatment and retreatment’, and, in terms of treatment, itself, we only have three modes of treatment, namely, ‘nominational identification, predicational analysis and relational synthesis’. The reader, in this regard, might like to think about that last point. Can they serious contemplate any other form of basis treatment (other than as combinations of these three, which for simplicity, we might record as ‘nomination, analysis (or reduction) and synthesis (or reconstitution)(or, through the lens of the hermeneutical circle of comprehension, as ‘names [as wholes-and-parts], parts and wholes’)? (4)

Hence ‘economic translation’ involves little more than ‘noting three suitable poles, moments, polarities, dialectical contrasts, etc., for the more formal-like construction of the economy being envisaged’. Furthermore, as noted, I would argue that this task should not be too difficult to complete as such factors must already be to hand, in some form or format, given our ability to economically engage in that manner, itself, is already being something envisaged as being to hand. (5)

As stated, in a so-called ‘horizontal’ format I will attempt to run three economies in parallel in order to enrich our understanding of the so-called archetypal ‘third moment’. Those economies are re(-)presentational, textual, and a suspensional economy of the ‘overall transcendental suspension’ (at the core of my exposition on the complex, hierarchically enstructured nature of the extensive suspension and which can also be read as the ‘interrogational economy’). (6)
First, let me reintroduce the nature of the archetypal economy (using a gestalt lens for modeling). Then, let me individually introduce these three economies, and, third, let me run them in parallel in order to arrive at a more complex understanding of that archetypal third moment as refracted through these three economies by this process of economic (and semantic) complexification. (7)

I have argued throughout the course of this Pursuit that intentional fields, and all other aspects of conscious experience, are functionally-structured in an archetypal fashion along the lines of our appreciation of a gestalt field. I.e., that we need the requisite background field in question, an ability to focus on a foregrounding of that field, and, that our appreciation of this relationship between field-and-focus induces a sense of transcendental subjectivity in keeping with the nature of that field. So, if I am entertaining a series of perceptual experience of a visual variety, e.g., then I am acting as a visual perceiver. Or, e.g., if I am hearing a person talking to me then I am acting as an intentional subject who is hearing a person talking to me. Or, e.g., if I were to combine both of the former examples, we could say, as an intentional subject, I am seeing and hearing an empirical-like object talking to me that I interpret to be another intentional subject like myself, and so on. My apparent (self-)possession of transcendental subjectivity merely accepting the experiential fact that I can function as person with intentional subjectivity given that I can appreciate, reflexively, this same experiential fact about my apparent subjectivity in the world at large both with(-)others, and before(-)others. I.e., in my intentional subjectivity I appreciate the intentional constructiveness of intentional consciousness, etc., whereas, from an imputed transcendental perspective (merely to be read only in trans-intentional terms of judgmental appreciation) I also get to appreciate this intentional subjectivity qua intentional subjectivity (and at no stage should this necessary imputation of transcendental subjectivity be read to imply any extrapolated form of a reified or hypostatized imputation of such impossible, non-economic entities like, e.g., ‘soul’, ‘self’, ‘discrete agency’, and so on!). Thence the archetypal economics of fields, focuses, and frames of reference in which the former are actively framed (by the intentional nature of the overall intentional field/s in question). So, e.g., referring to the first example, we would note the three economic relationships being entertained between a visual field, a visual object-state and visual perceiver, which, being co-defined through their economic correlativity, can only imply that each dialectical moment can only be treated as a polarity or pole of relational treatment to be relatively preferenced or not so relatively preferenced. Those three economic relationships being field-focus/focus-field, field-framing/framing-field, and, focus-framing/framing-focus. Dialectically, we can say these relatively polarized expressions are mutually correlative through a joint negation of their polar-contrasts. So, e.g., framing (of intentional-transcendental senses of subjectivity) can be treated as the joint experiential negation of both field and focus, etc. Where all three economic parties have the same mutual economic correlativity arrived at through a joint negation of the other two economic poles or moments, etc. Moreover, we should also note, that a requisite sense of an economic suspension is also to be arrived at through a joint, dynamic balancing of all three economic polarities with respect to each other (and in this regard we could imaginatively visualize, a sense of a polar current, or currency, taking place in both clockwise and anticlockwise directions and where this sense of an ongoing balance induces a corresponding sense of suspension. So, e.g., in this regard, treating perceptual content only as an appearance in effect creates a corresponding interpretative sense of an apparitional suspension in that visual field.
 (8)

In a representational economy, or more accurately a ‘re(-)presentational economy’, where the hyphen indicates the economic nature of representations as taking place in a tripartite format. I.e., not just representations per se in whatever way they find themselves being ‘perceived’ and philosophically approached. However, in this regard, I run a more Husserlian approach. By ‘representations’, through mere iteration, I understand a meta-textual sense is being arrived at through protentional expectations along with the subsequent formation of genres, etc. By ‘presentations’, that become retained through retention, I am taking a more textual approach. Last, by ‘re-presentations’ I am implying (by this use of the hyphen) a more chaotic, re-directed sense of non-textual simulation. Hence, in this introduction to the re(-)presentational economy I have noted these economic distinctions of ‘representations, presentations and re-presentations’ as well as paralleling these dialectical moments or polarities with the way I usually approach a textual economy where, in parallel, I have equated, respectively, ‘meta-text, text and non-text(ual simulation)’ with ‘representations, presentations and re-presentations’. Or, in effect, this economy of the re(-)presentational is being more refracted, and, therein and thereafter, better understood, through its parallel association with a textual economy. Let me now focus on the formation of this textual economy (as interpreted by myself)(as a commentary on the re(-)presentational economy whose wider understanding is being already arrived at through this use of such complexification). (9)

‘Texts’ can be defined as the ‘advertent or inadvertent deposition of our intentional formations upon the face of our world at large’. A ‘classical text’ is ‘a text that is more meant to be read, being something that has been deliberately written to be read as such’. In contrast, we can define a ‘non-classical text’ as ‘that text that has more inadvertently been written and not so much meant to be read much more than the fact that it is being treated as an intentional deposition if it were to be perceived as such’, i.e., as just an intentionally formed artefact. However, these two latter definitions can and do overlap (being very dependent upon the meta-textual perspective of genre/s being adopted and adapted). E.g., a trail of footprints on a sandy beach is inadvertently and inescapably left in the enaction of the intentional process of walking. However, if someone were fleeing, say, from the Police along a deserted beach in the early morning, they might decide to walk backwards in order to make the impression that the were travelling in the opposite direction. However, this would not fool an expert tracker as the impression of the heel would be relatively deeper if one were to be walking backwards.
 (10)

This very ability to distinguish between a text and a natural object or natural state in the world means we have to hand and are already using a very basic meta-textual genre of what it means for a text to be deposited upon the face of this world at large. I.e., this ability to distinguish between what has been rearranged by a human subject or group of human subjects. Although, sadly, it is becoming increasingly more difficult to find something that hasn’t been altered by the proliferation of texts disseminated by the profligate, and ever busy hands of mankind in some form or other. (11)

Now, our ability to see a text qua text is already achieved through bringing the relevant meta-textual genre, series and/or set/s of genres to hand that allow us to do this type of reading. Through the invocation of genres we discriminate and discern the relevance of the texts to hand in the light of the relevance of the genres being invoked. An appreciation of the ‘mutual relevance’ here is ‘productive of an existential surplus or excess of valuational formation over that merely invested in this process’. So, e.g., this piece of paper that I can see has been left upon my writing desk, in the distance, is merely seen as a piece of paper in the form of a sealed envelope. On closer inspection, I see that someone has written to me and that this letter, in its envelope, has been left on my desk by the person who had collected the mail from the letter-box. On the back of the envelop read the name of the person who sent me that letter now found enclosed within that envelop. Even before I open that sealed envelope, I have tuned into the genres of what is expected when confronted with a letter addressed to yourself. Reading a letter, say, is different to reading a novel (although a novel, with some difficulty, could be written in the form of a series of letters). Or, reading a shopping list, or the price tag on a piece of merchandise, or the inscription on a tombstone, and so on. However, all such writing is perceived as writing to be read, having be written, inscribed on the face of this world, to be read. In this regard we can see such genres having two modes, namely, something that has been written, and, that that writing, as a textual inscription, is to be read. Economically, we might also invoke these dual processes as writing-and-reading/reading-and-writing given that writers, hopefully, read what they have written (especially in the light of this modern phenomenon of prescriptive writing where our texts are automatic rewritten and where rewriting has a very good chance of disrupting our relationships, perhaps, even starting another horrendous war between nations
). (12)

This meta-textual dimension informs us as to how to write and how to read the intentional performance/reperformance of a text. Without this meta-textual dimension, we could neither read nor write. Only with an adequate understanding of the meta-textual aspects of a text can it be either adequately read and/or written. Moreover, as we might have already surmised, the meta-textual nature of genres is hierarchically structured in how it informs such writing and reading. Obviously, a letter is an intentionally formed artifact. Then, as a letter, normally, we would expect it to be addressed to some one person or persons, as having been sent by some one person or persons, as having been conveyed in some form or other, say, by the Post or maybe electronically, in the form of an email or similar, etc. Then, we have a wide range of genres in the formation of a generic letter, e.g., a business letter, a love letter, some form of advertisement, a letter between friends, etc. (13)

Now, for us to properly interpret a text we need to be fully aware of these meta-textual conventions being invoked in the intentional formation of its writing and are intended to be reinvoked in its intended reading. But, sometimes, such things are never clearly articulated or obvious, and so on. A classic example, cited by myself on a number of occasions, is the famous Minuet by Boccherini. However, in this instance, written almost one hundred years after the form of the minuet was first devised as a distinctive dance form this particular piece of music is more enjoyably played as a waltz even though it invokes the genre and title of a minuet. The point being made, through this observation, is that in writing and reading of texts there needs to a suitable degree of an alignment between both meta-textual and textual aspects in textual formation in order to successfully enact an adequate degree of a performative ‘inscription’/‘reinscription’ as a as a process of ‘transcription’ (given that the writer usually reads [back] their textual production and the reader imaginatively tries to understand the writer through what they have written through forms of creative reconstruction, etc. (14)

However, merely noting appropriate meta-texts in the writing and/or reading of a certain type of text barely bring us to an understanding of this phenomenon of writing-and-reading as a process of intentional transcription. The integrated economics of textual experience is more than just texts and their relevant meta-textual invocations. We also need to invoke the so-called third moment that I have designated as (relatively) ‘non-textual’ given its experience is engaged as a simulation and more experienced in an unhindered act of reading (or writing) without the direct intrusion of an egoistical sense of an intentional subject. To illustrate this essential aspect in an act of transcription we can make a number of analogies to illustrate this relatively intense absorption in this simulated engagement. E.g., a person could be closely reading a newspaper and when you call their name they do not seem to have heard you the first time, necessitating you to repeat their name perhaps a little louder, maybe requiring you to shout it if distant, or tap them on the shoulder if right beside them, etc. Or, e.g., in reading a wonderful novel that has gripped your imagination you forget you are reading a novel so absorbed are you in the sheer act of reading itself. Or, as an observation that never fails, I could be playing my harpsichord and start to think that I am playing a lot better than usual, and, where this type of thought is an inevitable precursor to my very quickly making a mistake. (15)

Now, this meta-textual dimension in our transcriptive interaction with a text is usually overlooked. However, this aspect is imprinted all over a text; indeed, is present from titles to footnotes, from introductions to conclusions, and all else of that referential nature in between. ‘Referential’ in the sense of ‘referring to the text in question’; i.e., as to how we should read it, write it, perform that type of textual manoeuvre, etc. But, when noting non-textual contributions to the performance of transcription, both philosophically and non-philosophically, this dimension is almost totally overlooked. In our rather materialistic, non-relational treatment of texts we are more inclined to believe texts are little more than inscriptions without understanding the necessary economics of transcription (as here to be understood through this economy of textual, meta-textual and non-textual contributions
). Just how might we better view this simulated non-textual aspect in textual formation? One way, already demonstrated, is through the invocation of relevant and suitable forms of complexification; by importing corresponding insights to be obtained in the running of other economies in parallel, a sense of potential parallelism guaranteed and reinforced if the archetypal economy, as a heuristic device, is also accepted as pragmatically useful in this regard. I.e., if economy B is treated as in an alignment with the archetypal economy A, and economy C is aligned with A, then, we can say that B and C are also similarly aligned with each other when referred via A. Or, once we understand the economic nature of an economy in general, we can then more directly align such economies in this process of economic complexification where we take corresponding semantic insights from one economy and combine them with their corresponding counterparts in some other economy. Just as I have discussed the chaotic nature of re-presentation as paralleling the third archetypal moment of intentional/transcendental subjectivity.
 (16)

In running this form of an aligned comparison (with or without direct reference to an archetypal economy) what insights might we obtain? In this regard, first, I would like to demonstrate that this re-presentational orientation of this third-moment is also harmonic in orientation, namely, has a turning towards a sense of resolution being present (usually in an ongoing sense of resolution given that a relationship ceases to historically exist if resolution should be perfected in time and space, etc., as argued elsewhere). To this end let me now introduce the harmonic economy (as mirroring the archetypal economy and, thence, all other economies). (17)


A harmonic reading of the archetypal or gestalt economies is one way to read the nature of their economic functioning. So, through mere iteration, without little iterative difference, we arrive at the commonality of a background sense of field. Against the blandness or relative consonance of this field, any form of focus will notice what is relatively different, i.e., dissonant. This is brought forward, metaphorically, before our attention. The sense of difference in this instance is ‘sheer’ difference, a veering away from the staid and merely iterative performance to be observed in our reception of the ‘merely’ consonant. The ensuing tension between the relatively dissonant in this relatively consonant field is arrived at through a harmonic process of (ongoing) resolution. In a process of resolution, somehow, something of the dissonant is reincorporated back into that field without returning things back to the way they were originally (which, through transformationalal change should be seen as an impossible proposition that can never be realized).
 Indeed, we could argue that this ‘harmonic difference’ can be identified with an ‘existential difference’ should the forcefulness of that resolution be seen to either newly create valuational formation or preserve or conserve the same, i.e., compliment or supplement the extent of valuational formation already present (and by such measures make a noticeable existential contribution to the valuational formation co-associated with the ongoing resolution of that overall relationship as found in its relational situatedness). (18)

So, complexification is a way of semantically enriching our understanding of a certain phenomenon or set of phenomena through running these forms of parallelism. Hence its important phenomenal-phenomenological implications (in our essential, passive descriptions of the semantic location of atomic and molecular units of intentional significance). Moreover, as a way of enriching our hermeneutical tools for meta-textually supervising the transcriptions of texts, textual performances, narratives etc., and, for promoting the existentialization of relatively non-existentially oriented experience. (19)

Therefore, in the light of the above, through complexification, we can note this so-called third moment to be ‘non-textual in orientation’, ‘intimates the relatively more simulated’, entails a ‘certain ongoing sense of harmonic resolution’, invokes a ‘sense of intentional/transcendental subjectivity’, is ‘relatively chaotic in the nature of its re-presentations’, etc. Potentially, this list could not be exhausted (and, by itself, one more reason to remain ever open to an existential attitude of non-closure rather than a relatively non-existential attitude of closure). (20)

Now, in the light of the above, I would like to explore this third moment in the context of a necessary process of intentional simplification. For all this complexity, our intentions could not economically proceed in their directedness (of either directedness, redirectdness and/or chaotic re-directedness) without some sense of ongoing simplification, integration of such differentiations, in essence, in and through an effective process of resolution! An arrow can only hit its intended target if a well-functioning bow, with its arrow, is pulled back, aimed and that arrow is released. With practice, we might even become skillful in that type of process. Or, instead, imagine walking without the intent to walk somewhere. Not impossible, but that person would more likely go in circles, or, find themselves distracted and head in that direction, or, be so distracted they don’t move at all (as if catatonic).  Or, again, imagine trying to walk down both sides of the street simultaneously, or, walking forwards and backwards, in opposite directions, at the same time. Obviously, intentions can only perform their intended functions if discharged in a suitable ‘direction’, if their intentional genesis is suitably resolved, allowed to take on a possible and practical sense of resolution, etc. This counterbalance to complexity I refer to as ‘intentional simplification (through ongoing resolution)’. What are the philosophical ramifications of such an imputed principle? (21)

For a start, the apparent integrity of non-textual simulation would not be possible without this form of intentional simplification. Moreover, we could not entertain the apparent unity bought to a judgmental situation without this process of intentional harmonization. So, with this ‘principle’ in mind, let me explore just how the dialectics of the harmonic process engineers the productivity of each and every economy through none other than the dynamic fruitfulness of the extensive suspension.
 Let me explain. (22)

The topic of the extensive suspension has been explored… extensively. In this section of this essay I would like to explore a small number of interlinked concepts, namely, ‘economic correlativity’ as an effective access and basis for the ‘induction of a suspension’ as a form of ‘intentional simplification’ with potentially positive, with harmonically enacted consequences. (23)

Recently, I discussed the passive suspension as a pathway to phenomenological analyses; the active suspension and the utilization of deconstruction as a way to clarify our hermeneutical investigations; and, the engaged suspension as a portal to the existential dimension (in a harmonic movement from the non-systematic existential third moment to the overall sense of the systematic existential arrived at through an ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential). However, despite the theoretical complexities of this topic I believe that this aspect of experience, namely, the suspension, is something that underlies each and every moment of intentional consciousness, and its trans-intentional appreciation along with its harnessing of pre-intentional emotions, etc. Moreover, in practical terms, the suspension need only be well-invoked in one aspect (of the overall extensive suspension, or its containment of the extended suspension and its operation of the de-suspension, or, its inner most core of the overall transcendental suspension as has been exemplified through an economy of interrogation
) in order to induce a more totalistic sense of the suspension through such holism. And the prime basis for such an explanation (of this indirect observation that we fall in and out of the suspension each and every moment without any problem, and, that we can also intervene in this process of the extensive suspension)? Economic correlativity! (24)

In economic translation I noted that we need to articulate relevant economies for the type of critical explorations being envisaged. I have also argued that much of this economic material is already to hand. Look about us and we will find these trimodal economic polarities all about us. Given that we can conduct certain types of explorations already implies the economic ingredients must be present for us to be able to do just that. Therefore, we only need to find these constituents by searching texts relevant to that topic. Now once found, we can support these tentative economic factors by running an economy with such fixtures and observing to what extent such modelling appears to be informative, insightfully productive of suitable explanations, can effectively deliver an economic surplus (and to what extent such a surplus is arrived in comparative terms of reference). Once such factors are in place, and well-established, we can then impute the necessary presence of an economic correlativity that must also be in existence between such polarities or dialectical moments. I.e., that a certain isomorphic transformational invariance ‘threads’ these same trimodal facets of this economy, giving the distinctive overall nature of this unique economy its distinctive sense of hallmarks (including its existential hallmarks). Moreover, each of these facets can also be treated as being defined through the joint negation of the other two moments. All of this indicating that the economy has a holistic complexion and that running through the entire epistemological experience of the same is the ubiquity of this suspension. That, by establishing the effective simulation of just one aspect of that suspension the rest of the suspension can be induced to become the full expression of its current, harmonically engineered trajectory. Then, by attending to the suspension of the requisite relationship or relationships in question we are then able to simulate a raft of more probable trajectories. Potential courses of action, with varying potency, that are relatively appropriate to that candidate or those candidates as perceived in their relational situatedness. In effect, collectively seen through those metaphorical lenses that focus the apparently required ‘care and concern’ to be discerned in respect to a resolution of the problematic forms of the apparent anomalization as found to hand. We then only have to understand how the suspension renders this relational simulation in a chaotic format through the flatness of the suspension and that through the de-suspension definitive forms of enaction, arrived at through the resolution of intentional simplification,  may well then automatically follow, or, at least, be existentially permitted to find some form of fruition in the manner outlined through simulation.
 (25)

But, given this current understanding of relational simulation. the remaining question to ask here is how do we engineer a sensitively attuned, pro-relational, existentially oriented process of enactive re(-)redirection able to positively enrich our relationships both individually and collectively? (26)

I could joke and say “that is something we cannot do!” That our simulated relationships do this form of mutual relational enrichment for us! However, dialectically, they operate on our behalf, whilst, paradoxically, to that extent we are open to the imperatives that allow us to operate on its behalf. Although there is more truth in this jest than otherwise, in truth, we can set up the pre-conditions for a more existentially oriented sense of observance and, in this sense, we do have a direct stake in such a process of existentially orientated intervention. In this regard, we could also invoke passive, active and engaged forms of the suspension to achieve this sense of a non-closed, open pathway to such relational enrichment by metaphorically ‘watering and weeding’ our relationships, i.e., giving them what they need, say, in the form of relevant information, etc., and, taking away, say, through deconstruction, etc., those elements that obstruct such responsive and responsible forms of re(-)direction in the trajectories to be observed in the ongoing course of our relationships as we find both them and us situated in the unique specificity of ‘our’ relational situatedness… (27)

In introducing this essay I also noted that this more detailed horizontal comparison of re(-)presentational, textual and suspensional economies (albeit the latter being only looked at through the lens of the interrogational economy forming an important way of looking at what I have referred to as ‘the inner overall transcendental suspension’) was to be ‘complimented with (a vertical format) by a supplement of emotional, harmonic and ordered economies’, where, in effect, we proceed through an increasingly more organized epistemological complexion in our experiential ascent within the epistemological organization as we proceed from the Pre-Intentional Aspect to the Intentional Aspect to the Trans-Intentional Aspect (but where similar recurring, constitutional structural-functions underlying the archetypal economy are basically preserved throughout such hierarchically stratified epistemological organization). (28)

We may presume that emotions in a Pre-Intentional Affective Aspect are also economically structured in a manner relatively ‘grounded’ through its isomorphic transformational parallels the archetypal economy. Hence, e.g., backgrounded mood or affect, foregrounded emotional impressions and their evolving sense of emotional subjectivity, etc. But, emotions I would also argue supply a certain intensity to intentionally arrived at significance formation and trans-intentional valuational formation. That in channeling such intensities, through intentional translation and forms of trans-intentional resolution, we may well find ourselves as being more successful in realizing both our own personal aspirational goals and interpersonal communicative agreements. (29)


Hence the important role to be play by exercising either witting and/or unwitting forms harmonic resolution (in the creation, preservation and conservations of our relationships). (30)

In a trans-cognitive /trans-intentional form of an ordered analysis we note the six orders as distinctive types of valuational formation (being arrived at through forms of preferencing/de-preferencing of economic polarities. Then, in our existential preoccupations we are primarily conversant with aesthetical, deontological and pragmatical forms of e/valuation which have already been judged to belong, as explored elsewhere, to the second order, third order and forth order respectively. (31)

The important points being raised here are to note that we can add, among other things, harmonic, intentional and ordered contributions to our previous horizontal research given that the same general or particular type of archetypal economic parameters have an isomorphic corollary with more horizontal forms of research (when the latter operate within or between the same level or levels of epistemological organization). That in existential forms of relational transformation we need to take more note of these ordered forms of value formation that primarily concern aesthetical, deontological and pragmatical forms of appreciative assessment. Indeed, when and where positive forms of evaluation are mutually found to positively support this overall process of existentially oriented value formation then responsible form of enaction would naturally be relatively ‘grounded’ in such a productive matrix.
 (32)

Hence this mix of interlinked concepts concerning ‘economic forms of semantic complexification’, ‘intentional simplification through forms of ongoing harmonic resolution’, and, ‘induction of the functioning extensive suspension’ (through successfully invoking an aspect of the suspensional economy given economic correlativity and its relational holism simulated within and throughout the extensive suspension). (33)
4. Provisional Conclusions


In essence, through economic correlativity we have a holistic basis for the induction of the suspension. In the chaotic environment of the extensive suspension, through passive, active and engaged forms of exploration we may well engender harmonic solutions to the problematic questions being both asked and experienced (the latter being presented in the form of narrational anomalies). Indeed, in an integration and harmonization of the psyche we may well find that our emotions are successfully harnessed in order to energize ensuing forms of intentional formation in the expedition of continual readjustments of our re(-)formed aspirations in order to ably and successfully address, in relevant existential terms of reference, all the ensuing negotiations being enacted through forms of communicative agreement… both compactually and contractually expressed through such an existential appreciation of the relational dimension, better reflecting the unique specificity and integrity of our individual and collective relationships..!! (34)





        
      
          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 30.4.21.
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� 	Effectively, we have a hypothetical case study for exploring and linking these concepts as noted in the title.


� 	From a practical perspective it is suggested that the reader might find it better to start from paragraph 2 and only read the first two paragraphs on a second reading?


� 	Complexification, etc., as concepts, were introduced in Volume II. In Volume III refer to paragraphs 141, etc; 167; 641; 920; 992-995. Hopefully this paper will help the reader to better understand the import of these methodological tools. I do not make a distinction between ‘economic complexification’ and ‘semantic complexification’ other than to note that the former can be read through the lens of the latter.


� 	I have argued that narratives are engendered through an aspiration to oversee the de-anomalization of the drivers that provoke and promote the formation of that narrative in the first place. However, we should note that de-anomalization takes two forms, namely, complete resolution and destruction of the narrative in question or ongoing patterns of partial resolution that do not involve the complete deconstruction and destruction of that narrative, and may well involve the serious, ongoing reconstruction of that same narrative.


� 	Basically arrived at through a literalization of resident metaphors to the extent that that is permitted, and, without reductively treating such appearances to some form of closed, apparitional abuse when the simulated identification of that subjected to such abuse is scoped as no more and no les than that as it appears (overlooking the fact that in a direct engagement with reality such closure is both impossible to perform and dangerous to attempt in lived-experience [giving consequential rise to both philosophical and non-philosophical forms of abuse in the wake of such identificational mistreatment]).


� 	To clearly delineate this definition of classical texts from non-classical text is almost impossible, indeed, basically an impossible task. Take photographs, e.g. Some photographs can be set up with a certain degree of apparent deliberation, say, if they appear to be posed or appear to be telling a story or seem to be artfully contrived. On the other hand, merely aiming a camera and taking one more picture seems to present an image of what you see there is what is to be seen there, no more and no less. I.e., reading that photo would not be a productive exercise given the investment of psychic energy in doing so would produce little more information that what is to be seen as that which was to be seen there in the first place. On par, almost, with a security camera merely producing a series of photos. On the other hand, such photos might reveal something more of interest if given the right context for them to then be read but where what is then read is little more than the intentional traces left through saying walking along a street, or being seen to have assaulted someone. In effect the narrative is written upon or back into such an artifact through being read in that context rather than having already been written in such a manner rather than that relatively radical re-reading being imposed upon it retrospectively.


� 	In this regard am reminded that my mobile phone, in being used to text, would regularly change ‘Mts’ to ‘Mrs’. Or, a friend of mine, when shown a photo of a large Chinese-like rock in my garden, ‘wrote’ ‘move it’ when the text was meant to read ‘love it’. Given that typing on a mobile phone is not as easy as using a regular keyboard we should be grateful that no war has been inadvertently declared through such inadvertencies in textual formation. An interesting question to ask here is to what extent are mistakes also intentional? Apparently, rabbis in interpreting the Bible regarded even the apparent mistakes in that text as fully meant, as fully intended (which as a principle here might be seen as going too far?).


� 	I am sure there are many other ways of dealing with texts, but, for the immediate future, find me a more useful economic approach to this topic of transcription? Then, we can run with such economic schemes as ‘heuristic devices’ and argue for how close, if at all, they actually model (pragmatically) the world (of our interpretation of lived-experience) on some other occasion. 


� 	III.1N.8-9, e.g. In the same vein, I will align a ‘third moment’ (where the ‘thirdness’ of this moment is more a matter of the convention for its introduction and exploration) with harmonization/resolution, the non-systematic sense of the existential, as well as subjectivity, simulation, re-presentation, etc.


� 	One artist modelled this process for me, analogically, by noting that in a certain painting to the blue background they would introduce elements or flecks of red to mirror the relatively dissonant red foreground to which they then would add elements or flecks of blue, and, thereby, integrate both background and foreground in that painting with these blue-red – red-blue forms of resonance.


� 	I use the expression ‘principle’ more as a metaphor; being wary of how the misguided selective use of principles has a history of engineering disastrous forms of both philosophical and non-philosophical closure. Principles can be used as provisional guidelines, by avoiding closure, continually applying apposite suspensions, etc. In practice the use of principles should be scoped and ever qualified.


� 	In the asking of a question and the supplying of a first metaphorical reply and then a second reply in the form of an apparitional suspension (and when the metaphorical can then be literalized if and when appropriate).


� 	Here we can appeal to some form of transcendental, i.e., trans-intentional sense or semblance of intuition in an appreciation of the transcendental sensibilities and sensitivities to be realized through such existential awareness. By such means accounting for the phenomenological natures of relationally oriented experiences like, e.g., compassion, affection (love in all its forms), sympathy, empathy, solidarity with others, and so on? I have also made the suggestion that our pre-intentional emotions need to be harnessed in order to intensify the redirection of our motivation in order to then existentially oversee the performance of such receptive forms of relationally oriented enaction.


� 	Noting that these forms of value formation must mutually support each other. I have in mind here the possibility of a snuff movie or snuff play or snuff ballet being performed and where such deaths must undermine the e/valuation of such performances in existential terms of reference. On the other hand, we have the paradoxical contrast where the ‘simulated’ depiction of death, e.g., in a painting or play or movie, etc., may positively contribute to the existential e/valuation of that simulated simulation (given the different modal complexion of those different forms of simulation as would be present between a snuff performance versus a merely simulated version of dying). Of course, contextual considerations could also play an important role in such existential assessments along with relevant distinctions to be made between intentional and trans-intentional forms of discrimination (such as, e.g., in determining the intentional content of, say, a painting versus a more trans-intentional appreciation of its import in aesthetical, deontological and pragmatical terms of reference; where the latter category could include tendentious considerations and whether such tendentious use of messaging, etc., were to be judged as either successful or not in the private or public reception of that work of art).





