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XIIE. (5.) The Discovery of the Non-Economic (and the Super-Economic)
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


If any moral, at all, is to be taken onboard from reflections upon my transgressions as outlined in this essay then it could well be our taking on notice that if are going to stake out any form of a philosophical position, or similar, then we need to account both for its positive contours and what it cannot be, and, importantly, to what extent the latter might also powerfully contrast and reconstitute the former. A metaphorical observation to the effect that ‘if we are going to lock the front door then it would also be advisable to lock the back door as well’. Or, in other words, we need to define both the extent and context of our topic by both positively and negatively setting out to clearly articulate its limits whilst also noting how that working definition must also be brought back into this world-of-life, this world at large… since if we do not pay enough attention to these facets of our discourse then we leave ourselves open to having more holes in our argument than a Emmental-style cheese or trying to sail the seven seas in a leaking sieve….(0)


Over a lengthy period of time, I was slowly brought to a point where I had to recognize the apparent universality of what I have designated as an ‘economic sense of perspective’, i.e., that all value formation (in a double process of e/valuation
) necessitates a circulation of value that cannot be unimodal or bimodal in orientation but must be trimodal and, yet, where tetramodal formations, etc., can be read as complex forms of the trimodal, and so on. So, everything is economic and trimodally constituted! Without trimodal circulation of e/valuation there would be nothing real to see here. To insist otherwise, would be to talk nonsense, demonstrate the impossibility of either your shorter-term projects and your longer-term programs. Nothing else to do, nothing to see there, best we move on. Unless, through engagement, if we were bothered, we set out to demonstrate a deconstruction of your opponent’s positioning which in all probability would be a waste of time especially if they were over-committed to such nonsense and could not see the obviously error of their errant ways. Sadly, such engagement is more often than not a counter-productive exercise for both parties… although the more optimistic might hope otherwise. So, surprise of surprise, when I discovered the need to also discuss and contrast the ‘economic’ with the ‘non-economic’ (in a similar manner I should add to how, for quite some time, I had contrasted the textual dimension by also including the simulated nature of the relatively ‘non-textual’ coincident with the so-called ‘third moment’). (1)

As an introduction to this essay let me meander my way through the following themes, namely, a confession along with an explication of this concept of the ‘economic’, the potentially endless nature of economic circulation; introduce the concept of ‘conjectural chains’ through the utilization of ‘sets and series of conjectures’; the introduction of counterfactual and counter-counterfactual counter-sets and counter-series of conjectures, etc; the relatively definitive nature of judgmental decisions as moments of non-economic resolution; and, how a non-economic philosophy needs to complement an economic philosophy and be constructed from conjectural sets, etc.,  starting with the latter and find ourselves effectively arriving at a working understanding of the former’. In the final section dealing with provisional conclusions, I will outline the ramifications of this economic philosophy along with the necessity for a complementary philosophy of the non-economic. (2)
1. Transgressions

But, first, what sins or transgressions must I confess to, as having committed, as will be described in this essay, and, of course, have been long since retracted although given that the human condition is to be ever short-sighted the regular reiteration of our confessions should remain a life-long preoccupation? Making, from time to time, some hopeful progress as we stumble towards a more fruitful sense of direction... (3)


Picking up on this motif of ‘stumbling in the right direction’ let me recount the following anecdote. As a teenager I visited a maze. In a joyful sense of play, seemingly letting my intuition direct me through its contorted corridors, I stumbled out in under ten minutes. One of the young people in charge of the site had the perfect response to my surfacing so quickly, “see if you can do it again.” In hindsight, I should have retired on my laurels but, unwisely, took up the challenge. This time I had a reputation to defend and it was now something of a chore. Thankfully, I did not need to be rescued but this time luck was not so much on my side. In some respects, this maze can be used to focus our attention on the nature of circulation. (4)


I guess our probable and actual passage through that maze could be written as series of choices where the minimum number of choices rightly made would get us out of that maze with the least effort in such decision making. On the other hand, theoretically, if we were to keep making wrong choices then we could never exit that maze. Then, again, we might also suppose that you would have to be very lucky to just continue to make right guesses, and, conversely, you would have to be very unlucky to continue to make just wrong guesses. Therefore, we might suppose that operating with a random mix of choices that the average time a person with an average run of luck would, in all probability, end up inhabiting that maze, say, for half an hour. Furthermore, a more fiendish form of maze would be constructed if our choices at each internal juncture involved more than a simple binary ‘yes’ or ‘no’. (5)


What else could we say about mazes? That in entering such a device if we continually make wrong decisions then we do not get to leave. I would like to use this as a double metaphor for the philosophical idea of the ‘economic’, and, without recognizing, first, the significance of the ‘economic’ and, second, the limitations of such an idea, that in overlooking the ideas of both the ‘economic’ and the ‘non-economic’ we will be entertaining a double transgression. Let me explain. (6)

What is meant by this philosophical expression ‘economic’, why my insistence on this approach? Then, how is this approach to be approached, and then ask ‘that if this approach is able to be ‘entered’, how do we ‘exit’ from such an orientation?’ (7)


I use this expression because without a circulation of evaluative judgment no evaluation could be formed, no evaluation would mean there would be no valuation, no valuation would mean there would be no value, and life as a consequence would be impossible and, indeed, without value in all senses of that expression. Now the idea of ‘circulation’, itself, suggests a circling and not merely a going back and forth, or, for that matter a merely standing still on the same spot or a simple rotation of an object upon a fixed axis. The implication being that a space of circulation, as a metaphorical space for circulation, would needs to be in place that, at a bare minimum, would demand at least three points. We can also think of these three points as correlatives (which mutually co-define each other through their joint negations
). (8)


Of course, this way of attempting to appreciate this concept of the ‘economic’ is problematic given that no analogy can be treated literally and remain an analogy because to do so is either impossible and/or we would no longer be dealing with the metaphorical. E.g., the Moon might look like ‘a big blue cheese’ it cannot be viewed as a cheese versus that person looks like ‘John’, and, indeed, ‘is John’. (9)


Then, somewhat of a refrain in this set of essays, ‘we should endeavour to move from the relatively ad hoc to the relatively less ad hoc’. (10)


We can approach this movement in conformation under the three headings of the Descriptive, Prescriptive and Proscriptive. Under the first heading, we should note how all enterprises of e/valuation on closer scrutiny all appear to be trimodal in orientation. So, e.g., the trimodal nature of time into past, present, and future; the three axes in three-dimensional space; that in archetypal terms treatment is either synthetical, analytical, and/or nominational; the three persons in grammar; either implicit or explicit use of singular, dual, and plural cases; how in the world of particle physics we need to note in relations to charge the three possibilities of positive, negative, and neutral; and so on. (11)


Taking a prescriptive stance can see us taking a universal approach to such triplicities in order to explain why ‘the economic circulation of e/valuation appears to always take a trimodal format’. E.g., we could invoke a harmonic approach and note its linear sequentialization as ‘consonance, dissonance, and resolution’. And that granted, then attempt to better understand this apparent universality of the trimodal by supplying a gestalt model as the basis. Let me elaborate on that last point. (12)


In a (harmonic and) gestalt modeling, based on a gestalt appreciation of the visual field, we note the tripartite formulation of a (consonant) background field, the (dissonance of) foreground focus, and, an appreciation of this relationship in the (harmonically resolved) formation of a co-associated sense of (visual) subjectivity. The implication being that all three correlative aspects need to be co-present for a process of (visual) appreciation. In other words, without the relativity of consonance, dissonance and harmonization there would be no process of appreciation. That in principle this tripartite formulation applies to all other forms of (gestalt-oriented) appreciation. By such means reinforcing this ‘economic conjecture’ by rendering its general formulation in a relatively less ad hoc format. (13)


Given this conjecture of ‘economic correlativity’ what ramifications follow from its postulation? (14)


That, from a dialectical (and pro-relational) perspective it can be argued that all correlatives have to be present in real time, and, that they mutually define each other through their joint negations. So, in a harmonic reading of the economic we can say, e.g., ‘that the relativity of consonance is relatively neither dissonant nor harmonized or resolved, etc.’ The implication then follows that we cannot separate, except in qualified provisional terms of reference, the relativity of consonance from the relativity of both dissonance and harmonization and where the latter is realized through a process of ongoing resolution. (15)


As a process of resolution, we can say harmonization immediately ceases once that resolution is effectively instantiated. The implication can then be extended to infer that if a relationship is in experiential existence, through ongoing resolution, then that relationship ceases to be experienced once resolution is definitively realized. (16) 

But, we love our relationships, especially our narrated or narrational relationships, so it is obvious that we must prefer ongoing relationships being realized through ongoing resolution rather than relational cessation being put into effect through definite forms of relational resolution. In other words, metaphorically speaking, definitive resolution is relational ‘death’. E.g., pay the plumber in full and your relationship with the plumber, and their relationship with you, will come to a harmonious termination (which might explain why we could also tip a person for their service as a way both of recognizing the quality of their service and but also as a way of signaling to them our possible desire to avail ourselves of their services in the future should that occasion arise). (17)

That just as definitive resolution is not usually the intentional objective we have in mind so, too, must we desist from performing an inadequate and ineffective degree of ongoing resolution at the same time. I.e., neither over resolving nor under-resolving the situational dynamics as discerned through our representationally understood mapping of the essential, relevantly important features of the relationship being experienced. But, we can also extend this Goldilocks; approach to resolution, as a process that can be neither over-done nor under-done, through its application to these other two correlative aspects of both consonance and dissonance given their mutual co-definition of each other through the relativity of their joint negations. I.e., neither insisting on a perfect sense and semblance of consonance nor an imperfect sense and semblance of consonance, nor, insisting on a perfect sense and semblance of dissonance nor an imperfect sense and semblance of dissonance. Or collectively, that we can neither have perfect consonance, or dissonance, or resolution nor an imperfect consonance, or dissonance or resolution should we desire to oversee either the creation, preservation and/or conservation(al expansion) of the (non-existentially oriented) relational richness and (existentially oriented) enrichment of our relationships. Thence the necessity for processes of ongoing relational resolution in order to create, preserve, and conserve our relational interactions, etc. (18)


However, we have a considerable philosophical problem, namely, if resolution is co-defined through its correlativities of both consonance and dissonance then how is resolution to be put into effect in relatively definitive, non-virtual, causal terms of reference if this process of economic correlativity persists? (19)


Hence these to two transgressions of not recognizing our entry into a trimodal world of economic circulation, and, then, our not recognizing that we must also exit from what otherwise would be an endless process of recycling!
 (20)

2. The Philosophical Problem of the Endless Nature of Economic Circulation 

Just as when wandering in a maze, make wrong decisions at any juncture and we would never reach the exit that we know must exist (if only by virtue of the fact that we were able to enter that maze in the first place). (21)


Or, when applied to a series of conjectures, we would not reach a provisionally valid conclusion, or set of conclusions, if the decisions adopted and adapted are not suitably formulated and applied. I.e., conformal competence necessitates the suitable application of hermeneutical mitigation of genres and facts; phenomenal-phenomenological remediation through deconstructive and reconstructive patterns of treatment; and, ongoing transformational processes of re(-)normalization in both relational, non-existential and pro-relational, existential orientations. (22)


On a more intuitive level of understanding, we might well ask the questions, ‘how do we enter into a process of economic circulation, and, more importantly, how might we exit from the same lest we be trapped in an experiential maze that proffers no exit? (23)


That these concerns mirror exactly the anxieties raised by the application of a working suspension and would naturally lead us to ask the obvious question would, or should, our access to the economic domain be put into effect through the auspices of a working suspension? And should you run this parallel or relatively isomorphic conjecture, then we must answer in the affirmative. (24)


Then, in the light of concerns raised by the possibility of an endless, non-decisively terminated process of the suspension we must also answer this second question, ‘how do we exit from this possibility of an endless circulation?’ In reply I answer, as noted by myself on numerous occasions, namely, ‘through a suspension of that suspension itself’. I.e., ‘through a suspension of the process of that suspension!’ Indeed, I would argue that the suspension, itself, automatically invokes its own ‘de-suspension’. Thence our exit, under normal circumstances,
 from what could have been an interminable process of circulation, although we could also argue that there can be no real ‘entrance’ or ‘exit’ since the automatic de-suspension automatically reintroduces another suspension, and so on, that may or may not indicate a newly directed line of intentional objectivity given the chaotic nature of the suspension to either reiterate a current sense of intentional direction or initiate a new directedness through a chaotically oriented process of re-direction, and so forth. (25)


Now, this conjecture of the ‘de-suspension’ proffers an introduction to the complementary conjecture of the ‘non-economic’. Rather than enduring endless cycles of circulation the process of resolution, entertained in a virtual, non-causal orientation, can now take on a non-virtual, causal direction. Whereas, before, we could only understood the harmonic moment of resolution as inseparably co-occurring only with the co-occurrence of the relatively consonant and dissonant, now, both hypothetically and theoretically, we have a mechanism for conjecturing how resolution could enter non-virtually into an observable moment or period of real time.  At the same time, supplying information as to how to differentiate the relatively ‘economic’ from the relatively ‘non-economic’. I.e., wherein the non-economic, in contrast to ‘endless circulation’, can now be seen to possess a definitive sense and semblance of a decisive, unilateral directedness that does, indeed, accurately mirror the contours of how intentional judgments are actually exercised in theoretical, practical, and critical terms of reference. Hence by borrowing this stye of nomenclature from French non-philosopher
 François Laurelle who prompted me to appreciate how this positive aspect of the non-economic differentiates so succinctly the contrasting phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented characteristics of both economically oriented experience and non-economically oriented experience. (26)


Where, basically, ongoing resolution is experienced through an ongoing expression of a decisiveness that could not be anything else other than the relatively non-economic (as understood in its positive sense). (27)


In this same regard, I will also conjecture that we can come to understand a differentiation between non-existential and existential forms of e/valuational formation as follows: that the de-suspension can enact a definitive moment of resolution whose potential phenomenological characteristics are ensconced in ‘the definitive response of the last instant’, and, where through engaging an existential potentiality we then perceive it as ‘the definitive response of the next instant’, which, if its existential complexion is suitably acted upon, then becomes ‘the definitive response of the first instance’… upon the understanding that a relatively existentially oriented complexion is now being initiated and disseminated therefrom and thereafter. (28)


In effect, also assisting us in our being able to clearly differentiate responses that remain relatively non-existential in orientation in comparison to those responses that take on a relatively existential orientation. (29)


That, to a considerable extent, this circular vision of the economic versus the linear response of the non-economic is also to be found mirrored in conjectural sets versus conjectural series. Let me explain. (30)

3. Conjectural Chains 

Some years back, I was told that I was going to be responsible over a few days for the care of our dog, a very friendly, somewhat large Pomeranian called ‘Ramesses’. Now the weather was hot, and whilst I was wondering whether I should have another drink of water, and looking at the dog, I was wondering if he was thirsty too? His wistful eyes looking at me earnestly, and didn’t seem to be too energetic like he usually is most of the time. I then glanced over to his water bowl and was horrified to see it was now empty. I immediately filled it and the dog went over to bowl and started lapping up some of the water for about a minute. Then he returned to his previous position, slumped down looking a lot relieved and went into a semi-sleep position albeit with one eye left trained on me no doubt, I am sure, that he was wondering when we would be going for his obligatory evening walk before he took his evening meal, which would be his main meal of the day. (31)


Now, I mention this event, another confession to illustrate a conjectured difference between somewhat ‘virtually entertained conjectural sets’ and ‘non-virtually entertained conjectural series’. I mentioned earlier how in a virtual mode economic correlatives are more dialectically entertained simultaneously, as if in a set of concurrent conjectures given that they all mutually co-define each other through their inseparable joint negation. Of course, individual thoughts are sequentially entertained, but in a set such ideas are more reflected as if they had occurred with a non-sequential status. So, e.g., ‘I noted the weather that day was hot; and was wondering if I was thirsty, and should drink some more water; and was wondering if the dog felt the heat and was also thirsty…’ where any of these individual thoughts, as active ideas, could have been entertained in any sequence or rearrangement of such ideas. On the other hand, in noticing the water bowl of the dog to be now empty I would now be entertaining a more linear, sequential set of ideas, namely, the series of thoughts that went ‘I see the dog’s bowl water bowl is empty; am horrified at my care-less neglect; realize it should have water in it; that I had better immediately fill this bowl; then see the dog go over to the water bowl and drink; now note that the dog looks most possibly relieved; that he then settles in for a one-eyed rest whilst continuing to watch me, no doubt anticipating that at some time soon I would be walking him…’ (32)


Given that no economic correlatives, in each and every trimodal economy, can be entertained separately we could well conjecture, as a form of qualification, that both sets and series of intentionally entertained ideas, as conjectures, are actually co-entertained despite our thinking that they might be entertained, say, alternatively. Moreover, in entertaining the apparent specificity of a conjectural economy, say, in exploring the ramifications of a certain philosophical position or in entertaining some form of a disciplinary performance in line with the specificity of its own genre dictated performances we can attempt to representatively map the conjectural elements of our conjectural trajectories in argumentation in a similar manner, i.e., through their representational mapping accordingly (despite the dialectical-like impossibility of representing such entertainment in anything other than a vast simplification of such economic complexity and its potential non-economic perplexity arising from the actual choices adopted and adapted by ourselves in the enacted enaction of such e/valuational formations. (33)


Now, I am not downplaying the complexity of intentional ideation and trans-intentional judgmental appreciation, but, the main point I am trying to convey is that in setting out to map our ideational trajectories we can divide them in a representative form by noting the co-occurrence of conjectural sets and conjectural series and make the assumption that the former are relatively virtual and non-causal in orientation and that the latter are relatively non-virtual and causal in orientation, and, our representative mapping can take on this form of simplification. (34)


I.e., that a conjectural set is when and where a certain state of affairs is represented simultaneously, virtually and non-causally, and, a conjectural series is represented sequentially, non-virtually, and causally. (35)

4. The Use of Counterfactuals and Counter-Counterfactual, etc.


To compound both complexity and perplexity is the need to understand that in a full reading, e.g., of the interrogative economy, factuals, counterfactuals and counter-counterfactuals, etc., are all implicated in any pretensions towards realizing a literal reading through what I have defined as the so-called third moment of the ‘apparitional’, i.e., the ‘as-if, as-if, etc.’, or the ‘what-if’, and so on. (36)


Facts are assigned a hermeneutic orientation in conjunction with genres in pre-conditional phase of pretreatment in a process of transformational retreatment. Counterfactuals can then be assigned as vehicles of treatment involving both deconstruction and reconstruction. Last, counter-counterfactuals can be assigned a relatively non-systematic existential orientation on par with the proscriptive role of the existential in ethical determinations. Let me demonstrate this contention, this (apparitional) conjecture. (37)

E.g., we could run with the conjectural set of sentences to the effect, on a factual level, ‘it is hot; I am thirsty; most probably the dog would be thirsty?’ Then with some degree of counterfactual involvement we might well ask in a conjectural set ‘am I thirsty enough to go a get some water to drink; if the dog were thirsty it would go and drink from its water bowl’. But in a counter-counterfactual set I note that I am not thirsty enough to go and get something to drink, but, then also note the dog cannot drink because there is now no water in its water bowl’. In a conjectural series I note that even though I am not thirsty at this moment in time because there is no water in the dog’s bowl I should immediately get up and fill it forthwith’. ‘When I do so, I note the dog immediately goes over to drink, and then returns to his favourite spot, slumps down, and now appear to be resting more comfortably’. (38)

Now let me apply a similar format to the outline of a ‘joint economic-non-economic philosophy’. (39)

E.g., we could run a conjectural set as follows, ‘economic correlatives inseparably co-occur; as trimodal in complexion, that could be represented harmonically as background consonance, foreground dissonance, and subjective resolution’. We could also argue ‘that these correlatives are also simulating a dynamic suspension given that each can be defined as the joint negation of their partners, etc.’ But, given the relevant degree of ‘conjectural energy’ (read ‘emotional motivation’) we can now envisage the moment of resolution taking on, within a conjectural series, a non-virtual, causally definitive emission whose irruption is indicative of such a transformation. But what relevance has this transformational ‘entracement’ possess in retreatment if it cannot be relationally recognized hermeneutically, encountered phenomena-phenomenologically, and engaged in its non-systematic existential constitution of that event, or series of events, as this situation unfolds? Thence the necessity for a following conjectural series wherein we can proffer an explanation as to how the non-economic could suitably find these collective relational considerations of recognition, encountering, and engagement in the context of a non-economic overlay upon the original economy in question. (40)

In attempting to answer how we might formulate this last conjectural series let me creatively postulate the following conjectural scenario in order to resolve this problem of how the relatively-radical
 nature of the irruption of the relatively non-economic might be accommodated within wider terms of reference, i.e., within what cannot be other than the conjecture of a ‘super-economic context’. (41)


Let me sketch this series of conjectured postulations: (a correlative set entailing a virtual sense and semblance of economic resolution) – (a conjectured series entailing non-economic irruption where economic resolution is cast in a non-virtual and causal format) – (conjectural set entailing a conjectured appropriation of the non-economic via the conjectured auspices of the hyper-economic sub-economy within the super-economic economy of the overall economic) – (conjectured set entailing the now successfully attained re(-)accommodation of the non-economic). (42)


Broadly speaking, the causal transformation of a virtual economic sense and semblance of resolution once emitted is immediately re-absorbed via the hyper-economic sub-economy within the overall economy of the economic, i.e., super-economy. Where the trimodal constitution of the super-economic is constituted from its sub-economies of the hermeneutically oriented hyper-economic, the phenomenologically oriented economic, and the (non-systematic) existentially oriented non-economic. So, the moral of this scenario is that the non-economic exposes the limitation of the economic, but, that it is through economic appropriation within the hyper-economic that the non-economic can be ‘economically appropriated’. Where we must conjecture that this higher-ordered process of re(-)appropriation is incrementally conducted (given the conjecture that the radically-radical cannot be appropriated other than in and through an incremental appropriation of the relatively-radical). (43)


Seen in these sets and series of conjectures, as a web of conjectures, the moment of economic resolution necessitates its implication in a causal dimension. That the trajectory of these argument is necessitated in order to cast economic resolution in a causal frame of reference and through the force of its argument hopefully assume a conformal status that is relatively less when pragmatically viewed as a series of solutions to a series of interlinked philosophical problems. But, then, what faith can we place in such a scheme? Accepted as a heuristic device my superseding argument would be to make the pragmatic point, in what way can we do better. By what, through that which can be found to hand, would more successfully allow us to resolve, in an integrated manner, these sets and series of problematic conjectural re-considerations? (44)

5. Non-Economic Resolution 

Let me reapproach this (positive) concept of the ‘non-economic’. In order to define the extent of the economic it is necessary to define what is not economic, i.e., that which is relatively non-economic, i.e., not directly involved in circulation per se.
 (45)


The dialectical nature of economic correlativity implies the necessary simultaneous co-existence of the trimodal correlatives that constitute an economy. However, in our observations of the economic we also discern processes of transformation that strongly suggest definite responses of the last instant, etc. In other words, we need to invest in forms of resolution of these conjectural sets and series where a conjectural economy also sets up a so-called third moment that integrates a composite sets-and-series form of intermediated conjectures coincident primarily with transformations along with e/valuational formations that entail both non-existential and existential patterns of transformation (through the mediation of the former). I.e., there exists a need for a dialectical interaction between both conjectural sets and series that can both present the distinctive nature of the non-economic along with the accommodation necessitated through its hyper-economic re-appropriation. Where the limits of both the economic and the non-economic exposes this implication of the super-economic, and, where the limits of any one economy exposes its appropriation within a more dominant economy in order for us to even be able to appreciate the former, etc.
 (46)


A non-economic aspect granted, hypothetically, what are the philosophical ramifications of a non-economic philosophy? (47)

6. A Non-Economic Philosophy 

Succinctly put, an economic philosophy is non-productive being only able to engender the virtual, whereas, in contrast, the non-economic engenders the non-virtual through some form of causal co-option. That one mechanism already to hand, theoretically, is the forceful role of the de-suspension. Let me explore this possibility. (48)


I have suggested, indeed argued, that the force of the automatic invocation of a de-suspension relatively privileges certain combinations of correlatives that in turn generate a corresponding sense of ordered e/valuation. Along the same lines we could argue that the sense and semblance of the non-economic has a similar genesis? So, e.g., a relative privileging of the moment of resolution might actually in relatively qualified terms effectively liberate this virtual and non-causal moment of resolution and oversee its non-virtual and causal transformation. Suffice to say that we have the means (the de-suspension), the motive (aspirational objectives), and the necessity to (productively) oversee such a phenomenon (given the relative inertness of the economic when superficially approached). Hence this conjecture of the relatively non-economic in order to resolve a series of philosophical problems and proffer a working model that can account for the nature of both non-existential and existential forms of e/valuational formation. (49)

7. Accommodation through ‘The Non-Economic Fork’

In Book 11, I introduced the concept of ‘the non-economic fork’ which operates as a ‘fork’ (in contrast with the ‘non-fork’ of ‘the non-pragmatic-pragmatical fork’). In its negative sense, it identifies the impossibility of those economic functions that cannot function in any economic context. E.g., the absolutistical isolation of an economic correlative in terms of its intentional functions or content or its ability to be appreciated in trans-intentional terms of reference. E.g., no visual image can be purely focused upon even though through our use of language it would seem that we would view it as separate and separated from its gestalt background and economic environment. But such language is provisional and uncritically constructed or ‘written’ and uncritically appreciated or ‘read’. A modicum of criticism should easily reveal that such language overlooks the manner of its relational genesis. Hence the negative aspect of this fork concerns itself with the impossible. Given that language compromises the lived-reality of such appreciation and, itself, cannot function in such impossible terms we end up dealing more with the relatively defective. In effect, where we say one thing, in attempt to describe what we might be doing, and actually do something else, etc. Hermeneutically, it should be possible to demonstrate such discordance, such relative non-concordance. Existentially, it is usually better to know what we can do and what we cannot do in the hope of realizing a more productive and conformal sense and semblance of a performance in such matters. A process clarified through remediation. Then, from a more positive sense of perspective we note the apparent creation, preservation and expansion to be arrived at in and through such e/valuational formation. Thence the positive productivity of the relatively non-economic where and when economic resolution is permitted to find a conformal, non-virtual, and causal manner of realization… along with all the possible positivity in consequences able to flow from such forms of enacted resolution. (50)

8. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


In this essay two more transgression of mine were duly noted, but, which, in the wider world are hardly recognized, namely, the necessity to see the world through an economic lens and, then, to just see the economic without also contrasting it with the relatively non-economic. But, I would argue that some form of salvation is to hand when we realize that both the economic and the non-economic have to be subsumed within the super-economy, the overall economy of the economic, through its envisaged appropriation within the conjectured auspices of the hyper-economic. Where, through intermediation, i.e., as an overall working suspension (as an extensive suspension), we have the means to overcome what otherwise might have formed a form of dualism, indeed, a potentially strong dualism between these modes of the economic and the non-economic. In the next essay, let me deconstruct all forms of strong dualism given that all forms of bimodalism, e.g., need to be economically circumscribed as well as being non-economically re-directed in a suitable manner able to proffer productive forms of resolution… (51)


Now, let me present a more integrated sense of a non-economic philosophy, etc., by running the following complex conjecture through invoking forms of economic complexification
 whose elements have already been noted in this essay. (52)


For a start, we have the outlines of the conjectural economy as explored in Book 11, namely, synthesis (in the form of putative factual statements), analysis (in the form of analytical propositions), and conjectures (in the form of propositional-statements). (53)


Then, I noted that conjectures appear to take the form of (hermeneutically oriented, historical) conjectural series, (phenomenologically oriented, ahistorical) conjectural sets… to which we can add (existentially oriented, specificity defining) conjectural-sets-and-series. (54)


Against the same, I also suggested paralleling fact(ual)s, counter-factuals, and counter-counterfactuals… (55)


That, creatively, although somewhat already outlined for us in the formulation of a super-economy, as trimodally constituted in terms of the hyper-economic sub-economy, the economic-sub-economy and the non-economic sub-economy… (56)


Next, and last, we can note tentative alignments between any other parallels we might wish to invoke by consulting a parallel dictionary for economic complexification as tabulated at various point in this Pursuit.
 (57)


Now, let diagrammatically present these instances of hypothetical economic complexification in the hope that their interactions can reconstitute and add a richer complexion to the theoretical intricacies of this topic:

World



Object



Ego

Hermeneutic


Phenomenological

Existential

Facts and genres

Arguments/Treatment

Retreatment

Synthesis


Analysis


Nomination

Statements


Propositions


Stat.-propositions

Conject. Series

Conject. Sets


Conject-Sets-&-Sers.

Fact(ual)s


Counter-Factuals

Counter-Counter-Fs.

Hyper-Eco.


Economic


Non-Eco. (58)

Make of this what you will, as a composite heuristic device, at the end of the day, it will either survive or be discarded, and, if taken up, then, inevitably, it will be emended, subjected to processes of re(-)interpretation, revised, built upon, and so on. Should any of the latter occur, I would rest with some degree of contentment although also somewhat unsettled through reflections to think that these strangely radical ideas, in part, could perhaps become in any sense orthodox? (59)


Life can be something of a ‘maze’. However, very rarely do we get to take an aerial view and map that maze in two dimensional terms that then allows our pencil or pen to work out to how to both enter and exit the same. For us, on planet Earth, this ‘maze is very much a four-dimensional construct of both our own individual and collective making. Within its confines we can imagine finding various rooms of various sizes with their own false windows, say, with their own libraries, too, and that when we enter a room to study that we then find our exits have been reconstituted in the process. A strange type of maze that, because it cannot be entered, correctly, also cannot be left, and, that when we sufficiently understand that then we should automatically find a certain freedom to both enjoy and suffer what this maze has in store for us. Indeed, a wonderful world that can be quite…
 (60)

Of course, we should also note a need to recant three sins in the light of this essay and not just two, namely, that both the economic and the non-economic should be recognized, but, that ultimately there can be no difference between them from a super-economic sense of perspective. Hence this third defective attitude that also deserves to be recognized, encountered, and engaged..!! (61)







         Noël Tointon, Wentworth falls, 4.9.24.
A. Appendix A: Ramifications of a Third Transgression:
 Overlooking the Super-Economic

Implicit in this journey from overlooking the economic... and then overlooking the non-economic... is the addition of a third mistake or transgression, namely, an overlooking of the super-economic. Briefly, what are the ramifications of this non-recognition, non-encountering, and non-engagement of this domain of the super-economic? (62)


Ideally, we could view this ‘third transgression’ as ‘the non-observance of the non-fork’ of ‘the non-economic-non-economic fork’ (which, admittedly, might be better signified as the non-‘economic-non-economic’ fork). On par with the non-fork of the ‘non-pragmatic-pragmatical fork’ where, basically, the philosophical distinctions surrounding the relatively incommensurable natures of the deontological and the pragmatical need to be transcended in an in-depth experience of such issues in lived-reality. I.e., in regard to the specificities of this non-fork, in a systematic existential reading of the situation, such issues are ultimately transcended in lived-experience. Thence the ramifications of overlooking this super-economic dimension are basically entailed in an overlooking of the systematic expressions of the existential. In recounting the ramifications of this ‘super-economic turn’, in a shift from both the economic and the non-economic, at the risk of resurrecting derivative metaphors that have died a thousand deaths already, we could say such a re(-)orientation entails ‘going with the flow’, ‘entering the zone’, ‘being in the here and now (hic et nunc)’, etc. Or, to import a theatrical analogy, it is ‘all a matter of timing’ when and where we need to be ‘in the moment at the right moment’. A bit like the Buddhist prescriptions or injunctions that a ‘perfect gift’ is ‘the right gift, given to the right person, by the right person, at the right time, in a right manner’, and so on. Undoubtedly, a topic where an entire set of volumes might need to be disseminated in order to barely approach an understanding of such subtle and difficult to express matters that fully deserved our deepest concern and care... besides our also being able to recognize, encounter, and engage such an overlooked dimension at the center of our being in this overall world-of-life, in this world at large ..! (63)









  N.T., Penrith, 9.9.24.

B. Appendix B: The Advertised Blurb Prior to Workshopping this Essay

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


� 	I.e., in a process of trans-intentional judgment with the delivery of that judgment in an intentional format. Hence the expression ‘e/valuation’ that could be read as ‘evaluation and valuation’. Furthermore, through the perspective of an ordered exploration of the six forms of ordered e/valuation I only perceive second trans-cognitively ordered aesthetical e/valuation, third trans-cognitively ordered deontological e/valuation, and fourth trans-cognitively ordered pragmatical e/valuation as more correctly deserving to take on this epithet of value (perhaps more along the lines of its normal usage?). Where, first trans-cognitively ordered phenomenological-semantic e/valuation, fifth trans-cognitively ordered hermeneutical e/valuation (of possibility), and sixth trans-cognitively ordered ontical (factual) e/valuation of relatively accurate factual assessment seem to fall outside this normal range of value per se? Rightly or wrongly, I attempt to preserve this distinction that value per se is more correctly the singular presentation or composite of the aesthetical, deontological and/or the pragmatical (to be further consolidated under a distinction between the relatively non-existential and the existential).


� 	E.g., we could say in a logical space S that with three specifically defined points that A is both not B and not C, etc. Or, as a metaphor, if a building has three doors that if you enter by door A that this implies you do not enter via either door B or door C.


� 	Indicating three stages, namely, no economic recognition; economic recognition; and, non-economic recognition. A fourth stage could also be envisaged wherein we no longer need to make such artificial distinctions given intentional consciousness is continually propelled, moment by moment, through both suspensions and de-suspensions, and so on.


� 	I conjecture that we can model a ‘psychosis’ on a ‘being stuck inside the suspension’, and a ‘neurosis’ on our ‘being stuck outside the suspension’ (and where both relative pathologies show different kinds of circadian rhythms, differences, disturbances, etc.).


� 	Although he later preferred the expression ‘non-standard’.


� 	‘Relatively-radical’ and not radically-radical given only the former can be incrementally appropriated in ‘bite-sized chunks’.


� 	Discounting the necessity for it to be re-appropriated hyper-economically within the economy of the super-economic.


� 	Invoking the same type of mechanism/s implicated in inter-ordered phenomena.


� 	A philosophical or disciplinary device where trimodal economies are run in parallel based on a putatively argued for alignment in gestalt terms wherein points of economic alignment can then act as commentaries, complements, supplements, qualifications, corrections, insightful digressions, etc.


� 	First noted in The Seventh Book... Pursuit, III.VII.III.C.A (Appendix A); Pursuit, III. XI.XIB.A (69), etc.


� 	Here, I admit, the reader has been set up to think… But, I leave it to the reader or audience to supply their own adjectives in this regard.






