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XIIC. (3.) Moving from an Aspirational Economy to an Arbitrational Economy
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


Once more I am recounting my previous sins, namely, two missteps in this instance, although, already some time ago retracted, and long since suitably modified or ‘re(-)normalized’.
 First, I admit to an imperfect modelling of the aspirational economy where I misidentified the so-called ‘third economic moment of correlativity’, i.e., the ‘(non-systematic) existential moment’, with the idealistic moment of ‘why’ instead of its correct identification with the pragmatic moment of ‘how’.
 Second, in resolving a certain conundrum posed by Richard Rorty, amongst other things, realized that an aspirational economy, although valid in its own terms of reference, must be understood as being completely subservient,
 in practice, to the economy of arbitration. As we observe the origins of our freedom through(-)others, and not just through our own efforts, contrary to the ideological dictates of a rampant neo-liberalism, along with a mis-assortment of other pernicious ideologies, it behooves us to re-identify the more usual source of our human sense and semblance of freedom as being primarily through our relationships with others and not just through the superficial and parasitical misplaced competitive actions enacted merely through our own efforts. Of course, we need to act responsibly, and we do need to make an effort in such matters, but, only through the auspices of others can such aspirational ideation be mutually assisted in realizing but a small fraction of those desires and ambitions we entertain. That, simple reflection should reveal the lived-realities of this market-place where through such arbitration some of our intentional-objectives can move from the virtual sphere to a more non-virtual, actualized form of instantiation. Unfortunately, so beholden are we to certain cultural myths and major discourses in this regard that people continue to mistakenly wander around thinking that they have to act and behave like ‘a stranded Robinson Crusoe who merely rises or fall through the efficacy of their own efforts’. As helpless babies we are born into the lived-reality of this world at large, but, throughout the course of our existence we are not that far removed from such powerlessness if we were to reject the ministration of others. A world, e.g., where a cast of thousands invisibly work for us just to deliver a simple cup of coffee in a café. (0) 


In the light of this Pre-Introduction, as an Introduction, this essay is divided between a recounting of these two missteps, ending with a provisional set of conclusions, etc. (1)
1. The Aspirational Economy


An intentional economy consisting of intentional motivation (centered on the background moment of ‘World’), intentional objectivity (centered on the foreground moment of ‘Object’), and intentional subjectivity (in keeping with the overall intentional field being focused upon and centered in the subjective moment of ‘Ego’) can be translated through the lens of aspiration in the following manner, namely, under the simplified rubric, respectively, of ‘why’, ‘where’, and ‘how’. At least, that is now how I would translate this translation, through alignment, between the intentional economy and the aspirational economy. Let me explain (using the following diagram):
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In traversing an economy of aspirations, as with intentional objectives, we need to know (first) ‘where’ we are in order to then move from that point to a where we might wish to arrive which is tantamount to exhibiting ‘why’. To complete this economy, we invoke the third step in this argument through the import of ‘how’ since this will inform us as to ‘how we progress from where we metaphorical are to where we metaphorically wish to arrive’. (3)


Seen as set up here, it seems obvious that, as constructed, the existential orientation of the ‘Ego moment’ must be aligned with the moment of ‘how’ if we have pre-allotted the moments of ‘World’ and ‘Object’, respectively, with ‘why’ and ‘where’. So, to render such assignments in a less ad hoc manner, how do we account for such allotments? (4)


First, granting the more fundamental prerequisite of the trimodal constitution of all economies, and, similarly, our mapping of the same, we can safely keep to a collection of three moments in the formulation of whatever economy that is desired where, pragmatically, we hope that that heuristic device, as a ‘heuristic device’ is suitably and profitably capably of discharging the specificity of its mission. In this instance, namely, an outlining of the arc or trajectory of aspiration (where we set out to realize a certain set of intentional objectives, say, going shopping or the seeking of the attainment of a certain degree from a certain university, etc.). (5)


Given such implicit simplicity, why did I misidentify the ‘existential moment’ of ‘Ego’ with ‘why’ and not ‘how’, and, misidentify ‘how’ with the idealistic moment of ‘World’. In the latter it seemed obvious to identify the functionality of the hermeneutic moment of ‘World’ with the pragmatic ‘how’, and, perceive ‘why’ as suggesting a motif or motifs for the coursing of the aspiration. Somewhat understandable, when explained in that manner. However, realistically, we need to know where we are (in a phenomenal-phenomenological sense) and where we are heading in an idealization of the aspiration, but, the moment of ‘how’ connects the same and, therefore, must be the so-called third moment of the ‘existential’. An insight further clarified by insisting on a pragmatic take on such proceedings. Where the resolution of judgment (non-economically) delineates the perceived, or apperceived, ‘manner’ of its realization, i.e., ‘how’. (6)


Now, that granted, what are the ramifications and limitations of this economy? (7)


Put simply, it charts a need to know ‘where’ we are in this world at large in order to travel effectively to our identification of a workable goal that is capable of attainment. That goal of ‘why’ being delineated in terms of its intentional motivation, hence its need to be read as ‘why’. E.g., I need to eat tonight and intend to have a meal cooked rather than eating out. With that intentional objective in mind, I decide to go shopping at the local supermarket nearby. Now, there would be no point in my shopping if once I arrived I had actually forgotten why I was shopping there in the first place. But, then, furthermore, in order to have an evening meal cooked rather than eating out I need to know how I am going to orchestrate this process given constraints on time, location, money, cooking skills, and so on. Thence this additional need to know ‘how’ these different events and considerations will be supervised in order to eat that cooked meal this evening. (8)


But, such considerations are superficial when we realize that every step in this progression will be assisted, either directly or indirectly, by the necessarily arbitrated ministrations of others! E.g., I walk towards the supermarket upon a street already constructed to that supermarket already constructed. My desire to purchase the foodstuffs chosen for the evening meal are already anticipated in the marketplace by world of arbitrated interactions. As noted, ‘casts of thousands’, through their collective impact of their intentionally directed efforts, I am able to buy the ingredients of this anticipated meal. Then, once home, through the use of electricity and water, etc., that meal is brought to fruition through the practically invisible efforts of others. Hence this critique of the intentional economy as a mis-focusing on the apparent efforts of the subject when a less superficial understanding would recognize the role played by the placement of the aspirational economy within the necessary and inescapable confines of the arbitrational economy. (9)


Obviously, an aspirational economy is necessary for the realizing the formulation of our intentional objectives, etc., but, without the presence of this world of arbitration none of those plans could be put into effect. (10)

2. The Arbitrational Economy


Initially, ‘the economy of arbitration’ was developed as an (economic) proposal to resolve a tension in Richard Rorty’s ‘arguments’ in his book contingency, irony, and solidarity, 1989, that an incommensurability exists between the public sphere and the private domain. In a phenomenological perspective, etc., it is my belief that such an incommensurability exists, i.e., is apparent, but, common sense would tell you that it must also be a ‘relative incommensurability’ and most certainly not an absolutistically impossible candidate. (11)


Just as there is a relative incommensurability in natural languages between first person, second person, and third person; between singular, dual, and plural formations; or, for that matter, as well between tenses be they both simple or complex.
 (12)


But, that on economic grounds, and grounds of observation, we have to seriously override any inherent ‘irony’ or suspected forms of transgression in our movement from one arena to the other or in our acting as if in both dimensions at the same time. For a start, it simply is the case that we appear to be able to communicate within ourselves and with others over our situation within either dimension or in the straddling of both dimensions at the same time. Although we can consider the bimodal-like functioning of our thinking about the public sphere from the private domain, or v.v., still, our ability to appreciate either possibility would suggest the economic need for a third dimension given this ability to appreciate such shifts in perspective, and so on. Where this approach is in line with my conjectural speculations about how we perform bimodal operations albeit in the context of their economic settings. With this economic conjecture in mind, I proposed the third dimension of arbitration as setting a mediational context where we could entertain both private-arbitrational interactions and public-arbitrational interactions. With this aspect of mediation in mind let me introduce my working concept of an ‘arbitrational dimension’ (as encapsulating this interactive ability to interface both private and public dimensions). (13)


First, this dimension is very much overlooked, and, usually, is not directly taken into account. However, for all this lack of recognition, still, is persistently consulted as we make our passage through this world at large, both individually and collectively. (14)


It is that territory where the working world anticipates those expectations as voiced, e.g., in commerce. So, we have a cast of ten thousand people to bring us the delivery of a coffee in a café. Or, build and mend our roads, houses, buildings, and all other forms of infrastructure, etc. It is where our public genres of behaviour, involved in the both the ‘writing’ and the ‘reading’ of intentional behaviour, have imprinted subtle forms of behavioral nuance perhaps barely even thought about let alone recognized, encountered and /or engaged. That, with such an inventory of covert behavioural prescriptions to hand, through the force of habit we act as if we don’t need to overtly entertain such features, such fine details in the organization of the behaviours in question. On the other hand, as much as this sausage-making may be concealed from us it is only in our continual arbitration with others through this aspect of economic behaviour that we can find the forms of freedoms our location within The Political-Economy
 permits us to exercise and both suffer and enjoy the ensuing consequences of such arbitrated behaviours. (15)


That, on economic grounds, given the conjecture for a trimodally constituted economy, we must argue for the trimodal mediation of the relatively incommensurable dimensions of the private domain and the public sphere through the conjectured supposition of an arbitrational arena where the complexities of personal-interpersonal interactions are effectively mediated (non-existentially), and intermediated existentially (through ongoing suspensions of the textualized representations involved in such private-arbitrated-public interactivity).
 Hence its forming of a location for the existentialization of behaviours through interventions capable of enriching relationships be that through either the positive creation, preservation, and/or conservational expansion of the e/valuational formations of our relationships along with their non-existential patterns of richness-formation as would be discerned through corresponding processes of mediation
). Or, more simply, an economy has to be present and as we have already to hand the two parties of a private domain and a public sphere, so, therefore, it only behooves us to outline the missing third party, namely, this arena of arbitration. (16)


Then, invoking ideas of economic complexification, where, in archetypal terms, threefold economic modalities of one economy can be aligned with some other economy, additional conjectures can be reasonably entertained through discerning these parallel forms of commentaries, a process considerably short-circuited through invoking an already prepared parallel dictionary
 able to further define, say, this third dimension of the ‘arbitrational’. That, in this regard, we can note, e.g., that this so-called ‘third moment’ of the arbitrational aligns with, say, the stylistic aspect of the political-economy, the domain of the critical (as an entry into the relative-radical), as having a(n non-systematic) existential complexion, as having a coincidence with retreatment, non-continuities, the simulated non-textual aspect of the textual economy, etc., etc. (17)


At this point, I would like to introduce two arguments, back-to-back, namely, the Wittgensteinian argument contra a private language and my (economic) argument that, likewise, we cannot run a perfectly pure public language either. (18)


Non-ironically, a private language cannot be contemplated, therefore, the pure experience of a private domain, likewise, cannot be contemplated! So, a pure, completely incommensurable domain cannot be posited, except, ‘ironically’ (in order to salvage this conformally valid observation that private experiences do seem to be quite different, but not absolutistically different, from public experiences, i.e., as seemingly experienced from a public perspective given such phenomena as, e.g., our very abilities to debate, to oversee a pattern of consensus formation, the continual re(-)visiting of consensus, and so on). (19)


Now, in a reversal of this argument as just noted, namely, contra a private language, I would like to turn it on its head and also argue for the ultimate impossibility of a purely public language, making an argument that would be defined and designated as contra a pure public language.
 (20)


Basically, without private input into a public language the continuation of a public discourse would eventually cease to make sense other than as an analytical-like collation of sentences with less and less relevance to the positioning of any person in this public sense and semblance of a world at large. Let me illustrate this contention. (21)


Recently, one of my essays was fed through an AI program in order to summarize its purport. This was an interesting experiment from my perspective as the program very authoritatively spat out a summary of ideas that superficially read well in English. However, in closely paralleling my text with its summary it quickly became obvious to me that one of my context-dependent expressions with both a negative sense and a positive sense, that I was at pains to clearly demarcate, namely, my ‘non-economic fork’, was being completely overlooked by this program. It seemed to understand the negative sense of this expression, but, could not comprehend at all that it had another meaning and that which was being pointed out to through context in its positive sense (as ‘an irruption of resolution informing a definitive series of responses of the last instant, etc.’). Therefore, understanding this current defect of that AI program could mean, in a far broader context, that if the very basis for text generation relies on the ‘digestion’ of an open infinitude of texts and that that depository of texts were going to be added to by unrestricted AI processes of generation then, ultimately, such textual formation would look more and more like those texts as digested and as a consequence, less and less like any meaningfully aligned representations of informal reports and formal reportings purporting to be ‘representing’ (an alignment with) the world per se. An argument, whose universalization, would seem to suggest that without relatively private inputs, an ensuing ‘public discourse’ would reflect less and less on a world at large and more and more on a bland meaninglessness representing the over-proliferation of such textual production itself. Hence, by implication, the absolutistical incommensurability of a public sphere as a concept would self-deconstruct if followed to its logical conclusions and, correspondingly, should be suitably deconstructed and duly disposed of. That, at the same time, we are also presented by a qualified argument for the relative ability on our part for constructing, simulating and disseminating working ‘representation’ of this world as lived if only to the extent that we find a conformal degree of assurance within and between statements purporting to be representative of such discerned alignments and non-alignments as long as they are economically and conformally contained with their respective conjectural economies, or their close equivalents. (22)


Hence this series of economic argument for the contention of an arbitrational dimension which I would posit has an existential orientation, is non-economically expressed through the forcefulness of the de-suspension whose productivity reflects on the quality of our working suspensions, and so on. That we find this arena of interaction between both the private and public dimensions through its pre-constructed inventories of mechanisms that oversee the anticipation of our contractual and compactual requirements as we make our passages through this world at large, both individually and collectively. That through its relative existential complexion we find the very basis and expression of our freedom to be in this world, both with(-)others passively and before(-)others in a more dynamic sense of interaction, and, that together, through both mediation and inter-mediation, there is generated both non-existential and existential patterns of e/valuational formation (and where our freedom to be ‘free’ is primarily enhanced through apposite forms of existentially informed patterns of intermediated engagement
). (23)


So, this sense and semblance of an arbitrational arena accepted, if only hypothetically, what ramifications might we envisage through entertaining this form of economic positioning (of a private-arbitrational-public economy)? (24)


Through, hopefully, an insightful process of expedited revelation, a pandora’s box of problematic issues will be summoned forth through these reflections on this overlooked dimension of the arbitrational economy. (25)


For a start, as this economy can be treated, in turn, as three sub-economies, let us ask how this might be structured should we seek to discern what might already be to hand in this regard. (26)


I would like to argue, e.g., that the public sphere could be represented by The Political-Economy (and its 3 x 3 matrix as briefly referred to in the previous essay and in Book 4, etc.). I.e., as possessing the three facets of the political, the economical (as a World of Business, etc.), and the critical.
 (27)


In a similar manner we might suppose that the private domain can be modelled, say, by the intentional economy (of intentional motivation, intentional objectivity, and the intentional subjectivity), or the representative economy (of representation, presentation, and re-presentation), or, if currently apposite, the aspirational economy (and its three poles of an initial weak idealism [why], a weak realism [where], and a weak pragmatism [how]. (28)


That, in focusing on the sub-economy of the arbitrational, what might we find already to hand in order to profitably establish a working model of the same? Here, I would like to suggest that prior references to the contractual and compactual dimensions at work in the arbitrational sphere could well be taken up as two key economic correlatives in this regard and that the inter-contractual-compactual interactions between the same could well be postulated as one way to further explore the workings of this sub-economy having already ascribed an existential dimension to the compactual, and finding the contractual aligns with the phenomenological, leaving the inter-compactual-contractual orientation by default aligned with the hermeneutical orientation, etc. (29)


With the sub-economy of the arbitrational being predicated on contracts and compacts, along with their necessary modes of interaction, we can already see how society endeavours to anticipate the expectations of its citizens. Furthermore, these institutions of a very wide variety of agreements would seem to suggest, moreover, that this sub-economy of arbitration could very well act as that psychic location for consensus formation itself? If not ‘the’ place then certainly ‘a’ place for dealing with these more complex forms of negotiation that fall under the rubric of ‘arbitrations’. Modes of agreement, as forms of consensus, that to a great extent must already be in place for us to be able to access the advantageous nature of their pre-employed establishment. Whose uptake and exercise foster the amplified orchestration and enhancement of an existential sense and semblance of freedom that can only be beneficially engineered and expedited through the auspices of others. Let me illustrate this conjecture by what is implied in a student pursuing a university degree or diploma or some other form of instruction and possible certification. (30)


Let me first visit the concept of a so-called ‘free education’. In my opinion there is an inherent confusion in how to understand what might be meant by the expression ‘free’. Now, I believe part of that confusion arises from a confusion over differences in contractual and compactual senses of that term, in the overlooked world of arbitration that need not be at loggerheads on this particular issue. Let me explain. (31)


On a contractual level, free education can be simply defined as ‘tuition fees are paid by either the state or, say, a wealthy patron or institution like a religious organization’. In the light of such a definition, the imposition of other costs and imposts could then render this overall process of free tuition to be quite expensive. Hence the understandable complaint that, ‘free education then becomes anything other than ‘free’.’ (32)


However, there is another somewhat overlooked sense with a compactual basis, namely, the recognition in international law that at least primary education should be free from tuition fees as a human right along with the obligations and responsibilities this imposes on all nations, the applicable educational institutions, and those primary school pupils themselves to suitably avail themselves of those entailed opportunities. In this instance, in this alignment with human rights, the word ‘free’ has more of a political connotation, say, as in being ‘freed’ as a slave, the right to vote, the freedom to assemble, and so on with the implication that this expression should not be merely reduced to its contractual definition of just ‘free tuition’ despite the near-inevitable proliferation of additional charges when this compactual space is under pressure form a contractual world in what I term to be a colonization of the compactual world by a contractual world. However, this pressure of the contractual world to colonize hitherto free zones of public discourse can be progressively remedied through periods of instituted de-contractualization which, as a politically organized process, is more likely to occur in relatively democratic settings rather than in relatively non-democratic settings unless such policy reforms are actually being instituted by the state or the relevant organizations in question. (33)


Even more important to note is that whatever is ‘free’ is never actually free in a wider context of appreciation, and, the evolving relationships between the contractual and compactual worlds may well have a greater relevance to the areas of concern concerning such issues. E.g., as I have pointed out on other occasions, parklike spaces in Australian cities are usually free to enter. However, the cost of running such amenities is paid for through the taxes, council rates, indirect taxes and governmental fees, and so on. So, ‘free is never really free’. On the other hand, with such a compactual dimension in play, freedom of free access, etc., differences in contractual power between public organizations along with representative individuals and the public per se is somewhat minimized contributing to this freedom of access unlike in London when parks around town squares were and are still sometimes owned by those nearby residents. A bit like people in a congested cityscape looking longingly out into those green spaces of securely enclosed golf courses knowing they could be held as trespassers if they were to cross such wide-open spaces. A point of contention for me as I remember as a child how the local council golf course in my hometown of Dunedin was not so enclosed and people could carefully wander through its confines without too much ado and would do so whilst also respecting the rights of the paying golfers and, usually, without injury from wayward golf balls. (34)


Now, back to how students might navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate the individual trajectory required to obtain a university education. An important aspect of this world of arbitration, as here being defined by myself, is that such a world sets out to anticipate expectations through the pre-employment of such mechanisms that will successfully cater for such demands. Go to a university, or more likely today, go online and you will find the requisite forms to fill out, the outlining of the criteria needed for admission, a spelling out of the obligation of the parties concerned, etc. In the face of this complex world of arbitration, negotiations by the parties concerned are more around the edges. If you fulfill the minimum requirements that institution will in all probability admit you unless they have to restrict the number of admissions for whatever reason or reasons. However, if large sums of money are required, I am sure some bending of the rules might well be applied. I have witnessed foreign students with poor English reading and writing skills struggling with their lessons, and, on other occasions when English speakers with inadequate intellectual skills are being given passes they do not deserve. Admittedly, myself, when working in such an institution was extremely reluctant to fail any of my students and never did, but, that different academics had different standards for marking, yet, still, those students who did fail in either their exams and/or course work probably stood out as students who were considerably not following the obligations expected of them. (35)


That the primary point of this excursion of an aspiring student seeking admission to a university etc., is to point out that as much as an aspiring student might like to succeed at obtaining a university education such aspirations are to be completely refracted through the forms of arbitration needed in which such aspirations might eventually succeed. Without an enormous degree of cooperation between that student and their institution, the facilitation of their trajectory through its institutionalized modes of arbitration no student, purely through their own efforts, could obtain any worthwhile form of certification, etc. That this intentional aspiration, like all other aspirations, has to be arbitrated through the auspices of others. Hence what expressions of freedom we do find in this world at large are considerably realized through such processes exercised in this much overlooked arena of arbitration that is neither public nor private in orientation although, at the same time, neither divorced from the public sphere nor the private domain. (36)


Bringing to bear these quite overlooked ideas on an arbitrational sphere of influence might also better explain somewhat superficial ideas on what could possibly be entailed in a so-called ‘freedom of political choice’ as exercised in a relatively democrat form of governance. In Australia, e.g., we have compulsory voting where people have to be both registered to vote and must duly do so lest they be fined if they cannot present valid reasons for not having done so. On one level, this looks like an infringement on our freedom through the enforcement of such compulsion. Of course, you can just pay the relatively minimal fine if your principles are against the expected enforcement of such compulsion (although if not registered you might fall of the radar for some time in this respect). However, from a deeper perspective we might understand such arbitrational requirement as restrictions on individuals to ensure a wider sense of freedom for society at large given that compulsory voting does mean the less likelihood of the demos being captured by ideological extremists on either end of the political spectrum. Perhaps paying a small price for the insurance of the maintaining a more permanent enjoyment of our relatively amplified current tranche of political freedoms? (37)

Hence the error of my ways to conceive of the aspirational economy as that sole vehicle that can adequately explain how our non-virtually oriented, intentional objectives can be realized in this world at large, in this overall world-of-life. That to more fully explain the trajectories of human nature we do need to account for intentional economies but considerably encapsulated by arbitrational economies comprising elements of the contractual, compactual, inter-contractual-compactual interactions, de-compactualization, de-contractualization, and so on. Then, to further complicate matters, we also would need to note the role played by The Political-Economy given that there is some truth in noting, ‘that without economic surpluses there could be no economies of choice...?’ (38)

3. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


What might we conclude? To a great extent, a comprehensive view of the world cannot be achieved through the simple construction of reductive forms of modelling. E.g., reducing the non-virtual realization of our intentional objectives merely to the orbit of an intentional economy, be it aspirational or otherwise, is not going to succeed be that either in theory or in practice or in a seriously conducted form of critique open to the influences of the potentially radical should such novel re-considerations also be called for. (39)


As part of this broadening of our understanding is this call for the recognition of an arbitrational arena alongside both the public domain and the public sphere. To a considerable extent this would resolve some of Richard Rorty’s concerns re the apparent and obvious incommensurability between these dimensions of the private and public. However, such concerns need not be taken too seriously given that the relatively incommensurable is not the absolutistically incommensurable. Furthermore, the seemingly self-contained contours of the private domain can be swiftly deconstructed through accepting the full implications of the argument constructed by Wittgenstein contra a purely private language. (40)

Perhaps, surprisingly, we can also turn this argument on its head and deconstruct a purely public language. Witness how AI programs in taking on board more and more AI reports, when accepted as more formal processes of reporting, becomes increasingly less and less representative of the social consensus citizen might actually wish to entertain if such AI acts of misrepresentative representations were not to be included in such public forms of dissemination. Indeed, imagine the embarrassment for a practicing solicitor or lawyer or barrister when confronted by the fact that they were using AI had generated case studies that did not exist.
 Or, the skewing of results in drug studies when AI assessments of certain drugs, e.g., neither takes into account those studies that did not prove efficacy or all other forms of treatment that might prove to considerably more effective if not actually also more efficacious. Sadly, it is true that we should recycle our trash, but, in the ongoing recycling of disseminated trash that trash becomes even less representative of the consensus formations that would normally be arrived at in this world of dissemination.  (41)


Meant as a minor criticism of Richard Rorty, he does not seem to outline how consensus formation is socially engendered and how it might be better served if we were to be more cognizant of its deeper social mechanisms.
 As indicated in this essay, it is my belief that it is primarily in this arbitrational arena that forms of social consensus find suitable forms of institutionalization, and when and where modes of transformation also need to be exercised if they should be called for. Arbitration, itself, it would appear, seems to be the result of an evolving concretization of consensus formation. (42)


Popularity-seeking politicians are often bemoaning the excessive degree of red tape institutions both institute themselves and are subjected to by governments. However, once we appreciate the mind-boggling complexities of the arbitrational world, we may well be grateful that such institutionalized forms of consensus are actually in place because without such an overall set of such mechanism we might find ourselves, instead, bemoaning the metaphorical or literal inability of ‘our favourite café to deliver our coffee of choice’. Of course, this does not mean we should not or cannot streamline some of those institutionalized conventions given the propensity for all organizations to proliferate an excessive production and dissemination of such rulings. However, it should also be noted that many of those calls for deregulation are sometimes backed by vested interests that may or may not be acting through surrogate parties in that same respect. Under the over-undue influences of the neo-liberal paradigm in policy formation, etc., all too often so-called ‘efficiencies’ are first called for in supervision and compliance with the public being less well-served in hindsight. (43)


In my confession of past sins, what have I learnt in this process of retraction? (44)


To begin with, that our phenomenological experience of the deontological, existential, and pragmatic considerations of a situation have a very close, almost identical, epistemological and psychological connection that should also be carefully accounted for. That in this version of the aspirational economy, the existential is practically coincident with a pragmatic ‘how’ that is primarily centered in the third order of the deontological, albeit as complemented with both secondary aesthetical and pragmatical inputs that also should not be ignored. Second, that as attractive as a reductive approach already to hand might appear, as but one of the correlatives in the overall economy of any economy in question, we should also invest our interest in both emergently oriented and existentially oriented forms of correlative economic concern and care with the implication being that we need to correctly recognize the ‘scale’ of our current explorations and discern to what extent they might be better enhanced by expanding our current terms of intentional interest. Just as the archetypal economy can be reinterpreted in any economy from the aspirational to the arbitrational to the ordered, and so on; and, thence, to the inter-ordered along with its reconstituted metaphysical implications; and, thence, to the articulation and practice and critique of disciplines; that are then conventionally encapsulated within their respective social systems through the distinctive utilization of their disciplinary ‘codes’; and then their social ensconcement within the open-endedness of The Political-Economy. That, in effect, taking such reiterated forms of scale into account is crucial to the viability of the exposition being disseminated and the consensus that might form in its wake. (45)







       Noël Tointon, Wentworth falls, 13.8.24.
A.  Appendix A: Re-Defining the Compactual Dimension


In exploring the contractual-compactual economy, as noted in paragraphs 29-30, in its paralleling the sub-economy of the non-economic, for convenience, albeit framed in hindsight in this manner, the ‘compactual’ although termed as ‘existential’ would more correctly parallel our hermeneutic expectations for compactual behaviours to occur, whereas, the relationship between the compactual and the contractual, namely, the ‘compactual-and-contractual’,  is the ‘source’ or ‘center’ of the existential in these expanded, trimodal, economic terms of reference. However, even though the so-called ‘third moment’ is referred to as ‘existential’ it remains as a ‘non-systematic existential moment’. In a distinctive contrast, the manifestation of the ‘systematic sense and semblance of the existential’ arises through the overall intermediation of the working representation of the situation in question, i.e., in and through an overall working suspension (i.e., extensive suspension of the economy of the non-economic, etc.). Therefore, rather than rewrite this section, for convenience, let me through such pragmatic oversight treat the ‘compactual’ as ‘existential’ in orientation (although more correctly we should perceive it as the conventionalized, hermeneutic expectations that a relatively de-ontological, existential and pragmatic set of expectations should normally override contractual expectations. E.g., imagine the situation where someone walking in front of you is seen, by yourself, as dropping their rather fat looking wallet. Compactual expectations are such that people would normally view that as a situation where you would either tell the person that they had dropped their wallet or pick it up, summon the attention of that person, and then hand it over. Obviously, as well, we are not in a contractual relationship with this person, but. As a member of society, we are in a compactual relationship regardless of whether they see that to be the case or admit to themselves that to be the case or not. Now, a small number of people might see this as an ‘opportunity’ to simply acquire a wallet seemingly filled with cash. Admittedly, in this cashless era, such a ‘find’ is becoming an increasingly rare event. Putting that observation to the side, most people would probably view this situation where it is our compactual duty to immediately return this lost property without even needing to think about it. However, a less ‘observant’ person might simply ask themselves, ‘would I be seen both picking up this wallet and not returning it?’ or, they might simply tell themselves, ‘I don’t care what people think I will just take it and make sure I will get to keep it!’ Interestingly, if this theft if seen people may well object to such an occurrence and loudly exclaim that such anti-social behaviour is unacceptable. On the other hand, if the thieving individual looks too menacing then they might well say nothing and act as if nothing was seen, that there was nothing to see here. Anyhow, the point of this imagined scenario is that society does have compactual expectations besides contractual ones and, so, it would be more correct to view the compactual-contractual economy, equivalent to the contractual-compactual economy, in its trimodal exposition as having three economic correlatives, namely, a hermeneutic-compactual orientation, a phenomenal-phenomenological contractual orientation, and a compactual-and-contractual non-systematic existential orientation where the sense and semblance of the overall systematic sense and semblance of the existential is to be experienced through the intermediation of this economy per se (albeit as situated within the overall economy of the economic, i.e., the super-economic). (46)


  
  N.T., Penrith, 9.9.24.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html�


� 	‘Re(-)normalization’ is ‘that form of continual emendation that recurrently occurs through progressive processes, increment by increment, of both non-existentially and existentially oriented retreatment under the force of the de-suspension automatically invoked through the imposition of a working set of suspensions in conjunction with hermeneutical rectification of genres and facts in pretreatment and phenomenal-phenomenological remediation in treatment under the auspices of suitably delineated processes of transformational retreatment wherein is sought either intuitively delineated and/or deliberated upon forms of alignment within and between the same through overall processes of re(-)alignment, etc.(as explored elsewhere)’


� 	Hence my later identification of the ‘non-systematic existential moment’ with its being primarily centered in the third trans-cognitively ordered order of the deontological, where, along with its complementary or supplementary adjuncts of the second trans-cognitively ordered order of the aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitively ordered order of the pragmatical collectively constitute an identification with the ‘pragmatic’ (to be read as distinctively different from this more narrow usage of the expression ‘pragmatical’). Hence the designation of the ensuing philosophy as being an ‘anti-representational existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism.


� 	Admittedly a rhetorical flourish, but the point hold; responsibility is necessary just not sufficient ...


�  	E.g., between ‘he will’ and ‘he would’... If only on the grounds that we feel we can and need to make such distinctions, etc. I would also argue that, e.g., first person (singular) also ‘mirrors’ the ‘contours’ of the private domain whilst third person plural ‘mirrors’ the ‘contours’ of the public sphere. ‘Mirrors’ here being used to suggest a certain degree of relative transformational isomorphic invariance between logical subjects, etc., residing in those linguistic categories and finding, either correctly or incorrectly, various forms alignment or non-alignment.


� 	The open concept of ‘The Political-Economy’ is proposed as a super-social-system in which the disciplines, like, e.g., science, history, philosophy, metaphysics, etc., find their place in the social-system of Academia which is juxtaposed against other social systems life the World of Business, the Medical Sphere, the Political Legislature, Civil Service (or its equivalent in the form of government employed consultants, etc.), etc. Without capitals, ‘political-economics’ is a discipline that cannot be reduced to either politics or economics (and is the optimum discipline to better explore and understand neo-liberal policy formation and its pernicious influences on the disciplines and social systems that constitute The Political-Economy.


� 	Because the arbitrational economy includes the political sphere and the private domain it can also be equally designated as operating in both the political economy and the private economy. These three correlative facets of this economy can also be reviewed individually as sub-economies. Refer to paragraphs 26-30.


� 	So, e.g., when we are hungry, we seek something to eat (and therein and thereby enjoying a relatively positive form of non-existential valuation. In having eaten, we can then project our attention in other directions of intentional objectivity, etc. Or, if we see that someone is hungry, and duly oversee their being fed, should we be able to do that, then such empathetic acts of concern and care convert that non-existential process of ‘our seeking food and our eating it’ into a positive process of relative existentialization. 


� 	As exemplified in The Seventh Book… etc. E.g., refer to Pursuit, III.XIB.69.


� 	Titling this argument as ‘contra a pure public language’.


� 	Through an enhancement of the overall, ensuing, existential enrichment to be found in and through our relationships. Where by ‘inter-mediated’ we can read ‘an overall transcendental suspension’ or ‘series of working suspensions’, etc.


� 	Although this scheme would be further refined if the ‘economical’ were treated as ‘critically regulated’, and the ‘public sphere’ as potentially subjected to the re-occurrence of ‘radical forms of re-vision’, etc.


� 	E.g., a judge in Manhattan admonishes Michael Cohen for using a lawyer who inadvertently used AI generated legal case studies that did not exist in actual case law. This judge, Judge Jesse Furman noted that “His citations to non-existent cases is embarrassing and certainly negligent, perhaps even grossly negligent,” Furment wrote. “But the Court cannot find that it was done in bad faith.” Citing the New York Post, March 20, 2024.


� 	Rorty does clearly enunciate the direct relationship between democracy – social consensus formation – social solidarity – along with a better standard of living to had in the relative openness of the democratic sphere of influence (where, otherwise, non-democratically oriented politicians are more likely to favour certain classes and individuals at the general expense of the public at large). An observation explored in the essay: Imagining the Impossible: Part 1. Reinvesting in the Idea of the Economy (Pursuit, III.V.2I).






