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‘Breaking free’ means ‘being rescued..?’

0. Pre-Introduction & Introduction


The irruptive concept of the ‘non-economic’
 is designed to explain how we can escape the endless deferral of ‘our needing to exercise a definitive sense of resolution’ when that is to be observed as a distinctive phenomenological characteristic of the intentional life of the person? If economic circulation were to occur only within the psychological extent of an economy, how could that economy influence the course of our being in this world at large beyond the mere limitations precisely entailed in that very same economy? (0)

In addressing the non-economic ramifications of the conjectural economy, as representative of all economies, let me first address the reasons why such a concept needs to be invoked. Then, let me introduce the ‘overall economy of the economic’ with an in-depth exploration of its sub-economies, respectively, of the hyper-economic, the economic, and the non-economic in that order. Ending with the usual provisional set of conclusions, etc., where the ramifications of this concept will be further explored.  (1)
1. The Problem of the Economic and its Resolution through the ‘Non-Economic’
The raison d’être of the irruptive concept of the ‘non-economic’ is put forward as a solution to the problem ‘how do we escape endless cycles of circulation involved within the imputed functioning of any economy when it is obvious, under normal circumstances, that we can do exactly that, namely, in a certain situation we entertain the possible exercise of various decisions and, then, for the most part, duly discharge those decisions we prefer for whatever reason or reasons. (2)
This necessity for an escape from the endless deferral of internal circulation was brought home to me in the work of François Laurelle
 and modelled on ‘non-philosophy’ (later rebadged as a ‘non-standard philosophy’) I have chosen to nominate this ‘irruption from endless circulation’ as ‘non-economic’ which, as a concept, is not to be confused with those attempts to be ‘philosophical’ or ‘disciplinary in a manner that is just not economic, not economically possible. This other concept of the ‘not being economically possible’ being made to apply to all strong ideological forms involved in proposed styles of philosophical positioning pertaining to all impossible forms of unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism and relativism. Included in this prohibition, as caught in this net of the economically impossible, we can cite ad nauseum all strong(ly over-committed) ideological forms of realism (and anti-realism), empiricism, idealism, rationalism, dualism, and so on and so forth. (3)

On balance, phenomenologically, we see a densely intersecting world of non-circulating value, or at least instances of value formation that could be circulated but certainly issuing forth in a definite sense that indicates no intent to circulate. A bit like tossing a coin into a sacred well or river, making a wish, and not expecting that coin will be ever circulated again. In a stark contrast, metaphorically, circulating value is not so much directly perceived since in being recycled behind the scene, so to speak, it does not bring itself to our attention. We are more inclined to see the exhibition of intentional behaviour through sudden shifts or distinctive alterations in behaviour and not so much through the mere reiteration of some pattern of activity. As annoying as a wayward car alarm can be, still, if it is in the distance and does not stop for a lengthy period of time it is a if we cease to hear it, especially if we are engrossed in tasks that demands our full attention. (4)

These non-iterated, linear-like, non-circular irruptions of behaviour can be thought of as ‘definitive responses’ or ‘distinctive respondings’. Since they come to our attention through alterations of our lived-landscapes then to that extent they can then be referred to as ‘definitive responses of the last instant’, citing that moment they were either noticed or were imputed to have arisen. In previous essays I have also expanded this terminology to also include ‘definitive responses of next instance’ and ‘definitive responses of the first instance’ in order to distinguish in conjectural terms, respectively, ‘the irruption of a non-existential cogency (that could have also have an overlooked co-associated existential complexion)’, the irruption of a relative existential cogency seeking permission for us to respond in the next instance, and, where we have existentially responded to that call by setting forth a series of existential responses whose consequences and ramifications now obviously take on an existential complexion regardless of whether some other witness of such a response is sufficiently attuned to either recognize, encounter and/or engage with an existentially oriented form of response that they, too, would deem to be relatively existential in orientation. To illustrate the difference between these three expressions, imagine, a friend drops by our residence and we just automatically make them a cup of tea or a cup of coffee – an action we might deem to be not much more than a conventional-like response of the last instance. However, on this occasion we understand they have been travelling all day and no doubt will be very hungry, where this understanding of ours could be perceived to be an intuitive perception or response of the next instance. So, without asking, we make them a substantial sandwich which we might think of as a response of the first instance (to the extent the ‘next’ invitation to respond accordingly is taken up and duly acted upon), and, where we see a spontaneous voicing of gratitude at our having enacted our interaction with them with such due concern and care. But, with the solving of this problem another problem now appears… (5)

2. The Overall Economy of the Economic

The invocation of this concept of a non-economic irruption that escapes a period of mere circulation in the exhibition of a moment of e/valuational formation (i.e., in the expression of a definitive resolution in the non-calculative emission of a trans-intentional judgmental evaluation and its intentional delivery of a one-off, unique cognitively understood form of valuation)… now begs the question ‘as to how it will be comprehended, if at all, should it completely escape from all forms of economic comprehension?’ A bit like an actor on the stage with their back to us whilst just whispering their lines. For this actor to be heard, they need to turn around and face their audience and merely simulate the whispering of a conversation rather than set out to actually whisper as if to themselves alone. So, metaphorically, an ‘audience is needed’, a process of reception that can make sense of the seeming uniqueness of such an utterance. Hence the additional invocation of the ‘hyper-economic (sub-economy) in which the relatively-radical nature of that utterance, that response of the last instance, can be duly appropriated. I note here ‘relatively-radical’ and not a ‘radically-radical’ response of the last instance. (6)

We could recycle, and repurpose, the dictum – ‘that it is the economy stupid!’ by now arguing that the non-economic irruption from within the economic sub-economy and now expressed through the non-economic subeconomy is, then, immediately, or momentarily, re-appropriated within the hyper-economic sub-economy, and, therein and thereby, find our faith in the world of the economic restored through a trimodal economy of economies. Thence this third, additional conjecture of an ‘overall economy of the economic’ consisting of these three (trimodally constituted) sub-economies of ‘the hyper-economic, economic and non-economic’ (with each sub-economy being trimodally constituted in their own right). (7)

Let me diagrammatically represent this scheme of ‘the overall economy of the economic’:
Overall Economy of the Economic

Non-Economic Sub-Economy

Economic Sub-Economy

Hyper-Economic Sub-Economy (8)

With respect to this diagram above, imagine a dialectically promoted process of resolution is entertained within the economic sub-economy that then provokes the non-economic sub-economy to momentarily irrupt non-economically that is then immediately absorbed and re-appropriated within the embrace of the hyper-economic sub-economy. Therefore, metaphorically, resolution in the economic sub-economy is non-economically expressed and momentarily re-appropriated within in the hyper-economic sub-economy. All quite simple, really, and a solving three problems all at the same time, namely, the escape from economic circulation in the economic sub-economy, its manifestation as an irruption within the non-economic sub-economy, and its instantaneous re-absorption, or re-appropriation, within the hyper-economic sub-economy, and, where, by such a process, the overall economy of the economic is made whole once again. (9)
But, if the non-economic irruption appears only in the blink of an eye, how would we register the irruption of the non-economic? Through its representative trace or manifested entracement, much like particle trails seen in a cloud chamber where those particles, themselves, are not actually seen, only their imputed ramifications. Moreover, through iteration we can could establish and reinforce this trace, this entracement,
 to that extent it could persist long enough to rise p and be registered before our intentional awareness… where this iteration of irruptions, in turn, would need to be continually re-appropriated and hence its ongoing reiteration through this process of re(-)iteration. Thus, at last, the complex problematicity of this explanation can be suitably accommodated by the integrated nature of this scheme. (10)

Schematically we could depict this overall process as:

circulation/resolution–iterated irruption–iterated re(-)appropriation = entracement. (11)

Where, by such dialectically constituted means, a virtual process of resolution can be given a relatively less virtual complexion, if not a non-virtual complexion, that can be registered as a response that may or may not elicit a co-associated sense of an existentially oriented responsiveness. (12)

Where this tripartite scheme, to a considerable extent, echoes the tripartite character of my ‘extensive suspension’ (as a relative systematic reading of the transcendental suspension as first systematically explicated in the form of the overall transcendental suspension as modelled on the interrogative economy (and its three economic moments of the rhetorical, metaphorical and the apparitional).
 Once we understand, first, a need to take into account the role of the automatic invocation of the de-suspension, given the invocation of the suspension (as explicated in the ‘extended suspension’), and, second, the necessary implication of a co-associated causal implications (as then fully encompassed within the explication of the ‘extensive suspension’). Side by side, we could diagrammatically compare these two schemes:
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3. The Hyper-Economic Sub-Economy

In the previous diagram, I am basically invoking a form of ‘hyper-economic complexification’ by paralleling the three sub-economies of the extensive suspension with the three sub-economies of the overall economy of the economic. At the same time, this process can be treated as open-ended, E.g., the hyper-economic sub-economy can be seen as paralleling the hermeneutic sub-economy (within the overall economy of the philosophical); the phenomenological sub-economy as paralleling the economic sub-economy; and, the non-economic sub-economy can be seen as paralleling the (non-systematic) existential sub-economy. With these forms of complexificational identification to hand, we can now extend this process of hyper-economic complexification by merely referring to other forms of economic complexification (as tabulated, e.g., in the comprehensive dictionary of complexification as presented in The Seventh Book…, and Book Nine). (14)

Let me now continue and explore, in closer detail, how I envisage these three sub-economies of the overall economy of the economic might function within this same scheme. (15)


I have already indicated that this incremental process of re(-)appropriation within the hyper-economic sub-economy can only deal with the ‘relatively-radical’ and not the ‘radically-radical’. Let me explain. (16)
Basically, innovations are arrived at through micro-incremental shifts in the construction of the apposite hermeneutically appreciated meta-textual genres of behaviour and given that they are directly involved in the parallel performance of both writing and reading. Therefore, for either the creation and/or reception of a certain innovation the co-associated genre needs to be adjusted accordingly, and in its wake, everything else that would need to be similarly rearranged. Thence the possibility for both the creation and reception of an innovation needs to be ‘relatively-radical’ and not ‘radically-radical’ since the latter could be neither hermeneutically recognized, phenomenologically encountered, and/nor (non-systematically/systematically) be existentially engaged (from a relatively pro-relational sense of positional appreciation). To illustrate this understanding let me invoke the innovation of sliced bread. Obviously, we must be referring to the genre of bread-making in a commercial setting. However, rather than just making a loaf of bread we also intend to machine slice that same loaf of bread after that loaf has been made but before it is put out for sale to the public. Quite simply, we might think, that the next step is just the addition of a slicing process. However, in order to sell to the public, such sliced bread then needs the additional innovation of being suitably wrapped. But why stop there? Such wrapping can be labelled; and that labelling can then be deployed as an exercise in branding; and governments can step in to insist that the contents and country of origin, etc., also be duly announced, and so on. In other words, with the simple innovation of the additional increment of a slicing of the bread, for the convenience of the public, at the relative inconvenience of the baker, additional value has been added to that product that the public will no doubt be successfully charged for that will then provide an additional profit to that baker in order to well compensate them for the inconvenience of their needing to buy machines for this process of both slicing and packaging, etc. To a considerable extent a series of innovations that could be judged to be a win-win for both the baker and their customers. (17)
Now, the point of this illustration is that innovations are usually micro-incremental in dimension, often occur in a sequence, and to fully appreciate the often quite radical impact of such micro-innovations they need to be also sequentially appreciated, and thereby collectively understood, as well as contextually re-evaluated since this specific innovation meant bread-making could become a major commercial enterprise at the expense of small traditional bakers (and that it has taken a couple of generations for traditional bakers to re-establish a lucrative niche once more in this type of market through the marketing of so-called ‘artisan breads’, etc.). (18)

But, on a deeper level, the philosophical point of this anecdote is to transmit the understanding that innovations re-construct genres of behaviour more on a micro-level of reconstruction, often in a sequence of micro-alterations whose reconstructed instructions inform both the parallel ‘writing’ and ‘reading’ of such co-associated patterns of behaviour, and, where these patterns will often involve a series of micro-sequences that also need to be comprehended, and, where these micros-shifts in performance can initiate consequential macro-shifts in behaviour sometimes out of all proportion to the extent of the innovation or innovations enacted in the first place. That, moreover, this dimension of innovation is primarily hermeneutic in orientation given this attention required to comprehend this process of meta-textual re-construction involved in the re-writing/re-reading of such genres of behaviour. That, under these conditions as spelt out, it is now obvious that the radically-radical could not be appropriated as it stands given that that its radical reconstruction of genre performance would invite either an act of non-reading or misreading. On the other hand, if the radically-radical innovation were to be broken down into a readable sequence of minor innovations and that sequence could be appropriately followed then the radically-radical could then be re-appropriated as a series of relatively-radical innovations, and so on. (19)

Therefore, in the light of this metaphorical modelling, the irruption of the non-economic needs to take on board a relatively-radical complexion and not the impossible or difficult to read presentation of the radically-radical. That its re-appropriation would need to be micro-sequentially appreciated, and, therein, correctly re-sequenced in accordance with the general rules as already outlined.
 (20)

Also implied is an element of the chaotic. The economic can be read through a harmonic lens. Harmonic resolution is viewed as a potentially chaotically oriented process with a ‘resolute’ sense of re-direction being taken up rather than the mere reiteration of a result more in sympathy with the reiteration of the consonant background. A reiteration, more or less, of the same results in a semblance of a consonant background. On the other hand, the introduction of the radically different is not going to be registered against this psychic background whereas something that is similar, neither the same nor radically different, will be registered as an experience of dissonance that is consequently foregrounded through its relative, non-radical semblance of difference… where its re-appropriation, thereby, is therein harmonically engendered as a consequence. Thence this linear, harmonic reading of the gestalt interactions between a consonant sense of a reiterated background, a relatively dissonant iteration, and the harmonization of the dynamic relationship between the former through a process of re-iteration that is also co-associated with a sense and semblance of subjectivity reflecting the intentional nature of that harmonic field. (21)

Now, having a fine theory of economic resolution is one thing, but, witnessing no intentional resolution in this non-virtual world at large would be quite something else altogether. However, we do ‘see’, if nothing else, these choices exercised through these definitive responses of the last instance, etc. So, therefore, we must assume that between economic resolution and the world at large that processes of resolution can be irrupted out into this world beyond the confines of the economic, in what must be this ‘non-economic’ form of a transformation, now no longer merely confined within the virtual embrace of that which was just economic in this obviously a very primitive form of conceptualization. But, no one should ‘throw out the baby with the bathwater’, neither literally nor metaphorically. Rather, we should be called to continue to work with that which still seems to work and build upon that core of resilience that which might become even more resilient. This is how the world works in an epistemological sense – not through an accumulation of individual statements but through the formation of a body of statements within a deeper body of statements, and so on. Finding evidential conformation through a broad sense of the pragmatic that is open to the diversity of judgmental-types that collectively constitutes our ongoing appreciation of this world at large, this world to hand, equally this world of tools that will also equally reflect and represent just what type of a world we live within… (22)

Our tools will also reflect the world they are used within through how they are both used and not to be used within their appropriately utilized aspect of this world as lived. So, a spade presents a world that is ‘spadable’, when, e.g., I dig the garden, but, also, a world that is ‘not spadable’ when I hit a bedrock that is just rock that cannot be dug up with this simple spade. Still, the world as a whole is more than just the sum of such limited picture-tools. The world as lived is not lived within just one perspective. Nor could that same limited sense of a world be exhausted by that single perspective, indeed, given an infinity of perspectives each of which, in turn, could never be exhausted. That, given this infinity of opportunities, it behooves us to choose those more relevant frames of reference than deliver a greater degree of significant valuation rather than go down, e.g., those bottomless rabbit-holes whose value, being conspiratorially created, can only recreate a conspiratorial sense of containment along with the shallow and bitter enticement of their beaconing entrapment. Hopefully, with enough reflection, and self-reflection, we can inoculate ourselves against such relative impoverishment… given that we have the entire world of experience to appreciate in all its existential richness and enrichment. (23)

As I have argued at length, this ‘variety of judgments’, from an ordered perspective, takes six and only six types of basic expression, but, from which, the immense perplexity of a diverse world of complexity devolves and can, through quite small, relatively-radical increments, be sensibly appropriated in and through an ongoing enlargement of our body of knowledge as intersubjectively embedded and shred through our genres of involvement, semantic mapping, along with an open pragmatic and existential awareness, that then allows us to proceed through this shared semblance of a world, step by step, admittedly, on a basis of our only needing to know just what currently needs to be known should we be able to avail ourselves of those tools, already formed, that are recognized as ‘already there to hand…’ (24)


Now, in order to better model this concept of the non-economic, as economically operating with this overall economy of the economic, let me briefly introduce these six orders just alluded to; demonstrate how through processes of preferential suspensions and de-suspensions we arrived at specifically ordered phenomena; and, then, simplify this scheme under the headings of Intra-Mediation, Mediation and Inter-Mediation along with the conjectural supposition that through the latter, as a process of resolution, we might finally understand the role played by such resolution in the formation of intentional ideation and motivational intent. Such intent being those intentions that are conducive to a non-virtual, causal, non-economic transformation in an irruptive expression of such resolutely re-directed intent that allows us, and not otherwise, to make our passage through this overall world-of-life. Where such irruption theoretically breaks the economic conjecture of a trimodal economy, albeit for the briefest fraction of a moment, before being reinstated within the broader economic terms of this overall economy of the economic. Much like the idea in quantum physics where certain rules of engagement can be broken but must be completely repaired, i.e., restored, with the time span of the Planck moment itself. (25)

This harmonic reading of the economic, namely, ‘consonance, dissonance and resolution’ mirrors a subtle process of epistemological or psychological or intentional-like preferencing being sequentially placed upon, respectively, a background sense of a field or World, a foreground sense of an apparent pointedness of focus or Object, and the resolution of the same experienced through a form of perspectival framing or Ego. From a philosophical perspective I have defined the ‘philosophical economy as superimposing on these three economic correlativities the corresponding sub-disciplines of hermeneutics, phenomenology and a non-systematic version of the existential’. Thence, in an accordance with this scheme, our attention directed towards, say. a hermeneutical approach would arise from the subtle preferencing of the moment of World, i.e., when we basically direct attention towards the background nature of the gestalt field in which we are currently operating. Likewise, in their own manner, the other two sub-disciplines. (26)

I refer to this subtle process of directing the balance of our attention towards one of these economic correlativities, basically, as a process of ‘intra-mediation’ in which directedness is facilitated by enacting a form of suspension that is suitable to establishing this balance of our attention on that co-associated economic correlative. This expression ‘balance of our attention’ is used to indicate that no correlative, no pair of correlatives, nor an entire economy of correlatives can ever be either absolutistically attained and obtained, i.e., appropriated in itself, through itself, from itself, and so on. Thence this use of the expression ‘subtle’ because any use of a non-subtle approach, in all probability, would oversee the effective deconstruction of that same approach given the dialectical and relational nature of its engendering. In economic terms, all three correlatives must be taken into account, in some form or other, lest we economically deconstruct and destroy the ensuing economy through attempting to entertain its impossible representation through such economic mistreatment. (27)

‘Orders’, I am going to argue ‘arise through the subtle preferencing of a qualified form of relative preferencing or relative de-preferencing or one or two of these economic correlatives (as signified by these terms of World, Object, and Ego)’. That when one of these three correlatives is being relatively preferenced, through this balance of our attention, then the other two correlatives, effectively, are being relatively de-preferenced, and v.v. That when one corelative is being preferenced, we have a process of mediation reflecting the type of correlativity being overtly preferenced, through its de-suspended preferencing, as a result of the covert suppression or suspension of its two other correlatives. In contrast, we have a process of ‘mediation’ when two correlatives are being preferenced simultaneously through the imputed force of a de-suspension of the remaining economic correlative being subjected to a process of suspension. That, here, for theoretical completeness, I would argue that a simultaneous suspension/de-suspension of all three moments would realize a relative process of intermediation along with its apparent revelation of a pragmatic-existential dimension should we be receptive enough to appreciate the distinctive form of this type of occurrence which will be looked at more closely later in this essay. (28)

Now, each correlative is suspended in accordance with its own type of suspension, and, where the mapping of these three types of suspension forms the heuristic device of the overall transcendental suspension. Early on in my evaluation of the inspiring work of Edmund Husserl I soon realized that the concept of the transcendental suspension effectively takes a variety of different forms. ‘Transcendental’ being reinterpreted as ‘trans-intentional’ and as falling within the Trans-Cognitive Aspect in our mapping of the ’epistemological hierarchy’ or ‘psyche’ of the person., i.e., on the level of judgment (which being about concepts also had to be trans-conceptual in orientation, etc., although the judgment once delivered would be intentionally delivered in a conceptual format, etc.). Hence my formulaic expression ‘e/valuational formation’ where the ‘value’ of the judgment would be delivered in a form of cognitive valuation. Where the e/valuational formation of the ‘transcendental’, trans-intentional judgment delivers a certain intention or intentional complex in a cognitive form of valuation.
 (29)

As a model, the overall transcendental suspension analogues the economic sphere as entailed specifically within the overall economy of the economic and, in more general terms, the hypothetical functions of any economy. Invoking the interrogative economy, the rhetorical moment of World invokes a dis-conjunctive suspension of the ‘either/or’. The metaphorical first reply is construed as a conjunctive suspension based on ‘like’ (as ‘both like and not like’). Then, with respect to the so called ‘third moment of the apparitional’ I invoke a mediation of the former as a balanced suspensions as pertains to a dynamic balance of these moments of World and Object. Then, treating the ensuing complex suspension as an intra-mediational candidate (despite its mediational origination). Putting all three suspensions together then gives us, as an inter-mediational candidate, namely, the overall transcendental suspension. Subjecting this complex suspension to the overlay or undelay of de-suspensional economy gives us the extended suspension, and, subjecting this virtual domain to a non-virtual sphere of influence then converts this more complex sense of a suspension into an ‘extensive suspension’. As noted, I have already compared this tripartite structure of ‘the overall transcendental suspension, its de-supensional treatment, and its causal implications’, under the rubric of the ‘extensive suspension’. (30)

Now, through various combinations of de-suspending one or two corelative moments, as a form of subtle preferencing, we automatically de-preference the other parties through their distinctive forms through their single or double suspensions, and, as a result, we have defined the six orders (be that in an intentional Cognitive Aspect or in a tans-intentional Trans-Cognitive Aspect). In earlier essays I have charted this 3 x 2 matrix with its six ordered possibilities. (31)

However, by another route, we can obtain the same result through the use of these concepts of intra-mediation and mediation. (32)


In an act of intra-mediation on the moments of Object, Ego, and World, respectively, on a trans-intentional level of judgment, we get the first order of phenomenological (and semantic) evaluation; the third order of deontological evaluation (as refracted through a pragmatic-existential lens); and, the fifth order of hermeneutical evaluation. Alternatively on a mediation of Object-Ego, Ego-World, and World-Object, respectively, we get the second order of aesthetical evaluation; the fourth order of pragmatical evaluation; and, the sixth order of ontical or factual evaluation. The implicated suspensions being those that solely apply to Object, Ego, and World moments, respectively, a conjunctive suspension; a dynamic mediation conjunctive and dis-conjunctive suspensions; and, a dis-conjunctive suspension. (33)

By such measure of mediation and intermediation I have, in effect, outlined the murky dimensions of the hyper-economic sphere of influence with its pre-occupations on these six types of functions able to deliver these six distinctively ordered forms of e/valuational formation, namely the first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenologically-semantic; aesthetical; deontological (as viewed both pragmatically and existentially); pragmatic expediency; hermeneutic potentiality; and ontical factuality. Where in this domain of the hyper-economic, a hermeneutic orientation is more presupposed. (34)
4. The Economic Sub-Economy

In a revisiting the economic sphere of influence, we basically return to Economics 101 (albeit as understood in its philosophical sense as constituted under the economic conjecture of a trimodal economy whose correlatives, as correlativities, can be neither attained, nor obtained, nor appropriated, etc.). (35)


In effect typified by the archetypal economy (based on a gestalt reading of that economy), the interrogative economy, the functions as entailed within the overall transcendental suspension, etc. (36)

Let me diagrammatically represent this ordered sphere of the economic:
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5. The Non-Economic Sub-Economy


In examining the non-economic sphere of influence, we are basically exploring the economic process of harmonic resolution. (38)

That, in this regard, the irruption of the non-economic is indicative of a prior process of resolution that has set up the expression of that definitively distinctive type of occurrence. (39)

Although, we can assume a process of resolution behind the expression of a definitive response of the last instance, etc., we cannot assume that that response was either inauthentic, neutral, or authentic; that such a response was either suitably proper, appropriate, or apposite), etc., without some form of a suitably contextualized conformal form of appreciation. (40)


That no form of appreciation is possible without running a suitable conjectural economy. (41)

Thence the necessity for well-formed propositions, well-informed statements, and well-expressed propositional-statement as conjectures. (42)


Where we might presuppose a process of hyper-economic and economic alignment in terms of an immanent resolution could set the stage for the definitive irruption of a non-economic form of an appreciated expression. (43)

Indeed, where an intuitive form of overall economic intermediation might allow us to travel from relative non-existential cogency to existential cogency? (44)

By such means, moving the non-critical to the critical, and, thence, to the relatively radical. (45)

Progressively rendering the definitive response of the last instance towards the existential ‘call’ of the definitive response of the next instance. (46)


Where through the assent of existential permission we then invite the performance of the definitive response of the first instance… given this unique moment of existential re-directedness. (47)


Opening ourselves up to initiating, from a pro-relational perspective, with a simulated sense and semblance of a trans-relational subjectivity, the ensuing mutual expedition involved in the fostering of the richness and enrichment of our relationships. (48)

By such means, through such existentially oriented intervention, in a refined attunement with our relationships, it is hoped that this non-economical dimension allows us to act on the behalf of our relationship/s in a most skilful and productive manner despite the limitations of our natural finiteness. (49)
6. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

To the best of our abilities, how might we better understand and appreciate the theoretical, practical, and critical-radical ramifications of this non-economic dimension in the delivery of both non-existentially oriented valuation and existentially oriented valuation?
 (50)

As already noted, non-existential valuation is necessary for a process of existentialization. Because relative existentialization is realized through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential. Moreover, we could surmise that the non-existential exists on a spectrum between the relatively inauthentic to the neutral to, perhaps, the relatively authentic at least in an embryonic sense. On the other hand, given the distinctive nature of the difference between responses of the last and first instances we would need to also assume some degree of a discontinuity between non-existential valuation in general and the re-directed presentation that is apparently existential per se. I.e., in a relatively existential sense of orientation, in a process possessing the characteristic of an ‘existential turn’… (51)
To mix two sayings together it could be argued that ‘we do not live by cake alone’. A life led pursing the purely existential is as bankrupt an existence as one that only pursues an inauthenticity in our relationships or merely just the non-existential anywhere on that spectrum as just outlined. (52)

In a contrast, if we were to meet a truly hungry person, regardless of who they are, and we know this state of affairs to be in all probability true, or even if we were to just suspected that that was the case, then, to the best of our abilities and resources, we should feel impelled to do something about that state of affairs. I.e., act on the behalf of that person in order to oversee, effectively, that they become suitably fed. Here there are no half-measures. Either we are concerned or we are not concerned… just as much as a pregnant animal or person is either pregnant or not pregnant, but, never half-pregnant as such a ‘possibility’ could never actually be even contemplated. Welcome to the seemingly black and white world of the relatively existential. Where, despite the dialectical nature of engagement the end product of such engagement takes on a relatively non-dialectical-like complexion and tenor. Just as, e.g., if we wanted to walk for some time upon a narrow beach, we either go ‘up’ that beach or ‘down’ that beach… (53)

On the other hand, once a decisive existential decision is made as to ‘if a certain decision is to be made, should be made’, then we are once more returned to the lands of the dialectical although it is to be hoped, again, that an apposite form of relational awareness of an infinitude of possible responses will see us, again, seek to triage this landscape of opportunities through both an existential and pragmatic lens. Still, to the hunger of a hungry person, whether they are given a well-made sandwich or a nutritious bowl of soup what they eat under those circumstances is neither here nor there as long as it is appropriate for them to eat that type of food under those circumstances.
 (54)

The third trans-cognitively ordered order of the deontological is considerably different from the fourth trans-cognitively ordered order of the pragmatical, and v.v. When applied to moral or ethical considerations they are a bit like chalk and cheese, or, perhaps, a bit more like apples and oranges. At least the latter are fruits, whose desired sweetness could be seen as something in common, and where both fruits could be easily combined in the preparation of some form of a dessert. Under the heading of the Pragmatical a number of epithets could be evoked, say, ‘expedience, effectiveness, efficiency, economical-ness (or parsimony), efficaciousness, expeditiousness’, and so on. On the other hand, under the heading of the Deontological what variety, if at all, might be found? Here as previously intimated, the ‘deontological’ is not to be seen as some set of traditional principles, perhaps fabricated in some account of a so-called set of First Principles, etc. Rather, I am more referring to a compactual realm, in distinction to a contractual realm, where, in the former, power relations are basically horizontal or flat, and, in the latter, power relations are never equal. Under a Compactual set of headings we could note promises, honouring of reasonable obligations, the treatment of others as equals, doing those forms of duty that are appositely expected of us, and so on. From a more traditional deontology it does preserve the notion of imperatives, but, imperatives whose force is relationally dependent and originating from the emergent representations of the relationship being simulated through such representational characterizations. Being pro-relational, and having a representative appreciation of the relationship itself, albeit in its perceived relational situatedness, we must understand such an attitude need have nothing to do with traditional notions of the deontological, such as, e.g., ethical principles, laws, merely following traditional or conventional forms of duty, idolization of a leader, and anything else that is even remotely related to any ideological form of overcommitment whatsoever, etc. (55)

As judgment issues from a ‘transcendental’, trans-intentional perspective through the auspices of an extensive suspension then this relational appreciation of the relationship in its relational situatedness means we are moving further away from both the pre-relational (worlds of the mythical and the irrational) and the relational domain (of all relational parties
 and their expectations of just conventional patterns of behaviour) to the emergent and emerging world of the existential in which our relationships are metaphorically ‘seen’ to have a metaphorical ‘life of their own’.
 A sense of the emergent that is highly dependent upon the nature of its origination without being impossibly reduced merely to the same or in a form that is totally independent from its own evolving process of emergence. That granted, we can impute an existential dimension possessing a dialectical relationship with the relative non-existential. Similarly, we could suppose a pragmatical sphere of influence where the exercise of our tools in a non-existential orientation is not absolutistically different from an existential orientation given the necessity for a similar degree of interdependent cooperation where the fruits of our operation in the world can be neither bound up in just our tools nor completely indifferent to the manner of their utilization. We have to hand what we have to hand, be it a stolen apple or an apple given to a very hungry person rather than, in not seeing this hungry person, and in overlooking them, we merely set out to eat that apple ourselves. (56)

However, the point I wish to arrive at is an understanding that from an existential awareness of the relational situation to hand that awareness of a ‘transcendental’ trans-intentional perspective of judgment should have an essential, holistic like appreciation of its own relational situatedness and its own functional responsiveness to the extent that we cannot make nor need to make a clear separation between the relatively existential and the relatively pragmatic, and, where this inseparable conjunction of perspectives is more likely to find for us those critical and radical innovations needed to further enrich the ongoing enrichment of our relationships through further engaging all suitable process of an ongoing re(-)enrichment.
 (57)

Hence the implicit wealth of ideation embedded in these notions of intermediation, mediation, and intra-mediation, etc. (58)


Now, as these irruptions of non-economic e/valuational formation are theoretically indicative of points of resolution, in varying degrees of a mutual alignment within the overall economy of the economic, we might further surmise that these responses of the last instance, etc., directly or indirectly tell us something more profound about the very nature of our relationships, their existential re(-)directedness, the mutable strengths and vulnerabilities of our relationships… perhaps as even points of leverage or catalytic promise where with less effort our existential interventions could become even more profitable in an existential sense, i.e., in furthering the richness and ongoing enrichment of those relationships through ongoing re(-)enrichment in a manner on par with our theoretical understanding of alignment as realized through ongoing re(-)alignment. I.e., in a manner that co-opts the reiterated rectification of hermeneutical genres of behaviour; pursues informative patterns of deconstruction and reconstruction through the re-de-mis-alignment of productive patterns of error correction; and, is open to an existential insightfulness through re-iterative process of re(-)normalization where we continually engage a skilful attunement to radical forms of innovation in the formation of an existential-pragmatism and a pragmatic-existentialism where, step by step, through insurance and assurance, through processes of conformation, we deftly adjust the manner of our interventions in this world neither acting on the behalf of our own senses of self nor on the behalf of other relational participants, but, on the behalf only of those primary relationships themselves… (59)

But, to what end? That through such refined processes of resolution we might be able to leave this world a better place than we found it. However, through the mutual co-option of others, admittedly through trial and error, we might collectively be able to leave this world an even better place given our aspirations, both social and personal, can only be realized, at the end of the day, through processes of arbitration be that with(-)others in a passive sense, actively before(-)others and where through(-)others, through relationally oriented engagement, do we find augmented and enhanced forms of freedom to be in this world-of-life, this life-world with an existential richness that will ever surprise us… (60)

Now, at the start of this essay, I noted that this expression of mine, the ‘non-economic’, although context-dependent, could have its negative sense confused with its positive sense, or v.v. However, rather than seeing this as a technical defect or liability let me profit from this potential confusion by proposing a new philosophical tool, namely, a ‘non-economical fork’. Quite simply, in our philosophical or disciplinary work let us rule a line through all constructions, either ours or those of others, that are demonstrably non-economic in complexion or tenor, i.e., impossible to recognize, encounter, or engage be that in either virtual or non-virtual forms of positioning. Where, through misguided forms disciplinary practice, we either advertently and/or inadvertently invoke ideologically over-committed forms of either a unimodal, bimodal, absolutist or relativist complexion or tenor as these mistaken souls walk forlorn, following in the historical footprints of a long line of such miscreants who have actually allowed themselves to think that they could actually be practising ‘realists’, or ‘idealists’, ‘dualists’, or other extremists of a similar ilk and who have persuaded themselves to think in such a ‘strong’ and fruitless fashion, when, only in ‘weak(er)’, non-over-committed forms of thinking can they possible do a small fraction of what they might claim they can do and have yet to be persuaded to leave a less fruitless legacy. (61)

On a more positive note, we can also invoke the other sense of the non-economic that is indicative of an irruption of e/valuational formation, from the relatively non-existential to the relative existential in both complexion and tenor.
 Where in instances of the last moment we might existentially discern definitive responses of the next instance which, if duly taken up, would become definitive existential responses of the first instance. Where through such a ‘pro-relational turn’ we take on board a relational perspective on our relationships from the perspective of our relationships themselves, tune into their existential surpluses and, therein, harness an emergent and emerging power from within the representation of our relationships in and through a direct simulation of their relational situatedness in such a manner that is capable of enacting for us the uptake of more beneficial trajectories to instantiate on the very behalf of our relationships. That these patterns of relatively augmented and enhanced insightfulness are also indictive of these co-associated points of resolution that, in their very own way, may reveal to us the very strengths and weaknesses of our relationships, and, consequently and subsequently, intimate how we might be able to enter into a more therapeutic attitude as to how we might better position ourselves within this overall sphere of the relational? (62)

Tentatively, it is my argument that, from the perspective of judgment per se, both the existential and pragmatic coincide. That, in this paradoxical cultivation of the non-economic, we can practically open ourselves up to new forms of innovation, new and ‘final’ vocabularies, definitive histories, novel forms of consensus, social solidarity, and more resonant and resolute forms of ‘resolution’. Thence the potential fruitfulness of this non-economical fork should we avail ourselves of its ability both to rule out the impossible and to rule in the ‘impossible’..?
 (63)


But, as to whether the existential ‘lie of the land’ takes this form or some other form is a judgment I would much prefer to leave to others more qualified than myself to both make and appreciate as to the existence or non-existence of such subtle distinctions… suffice to say to that, thankfully, we do not always merely go around in endless circles and, from time to time, can break free to enjoy a sense of freedom in the perception of a wider range of possibilities..!! (64)
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� 	Somewhat cryptic, but could be cashed out as follows: being within an endless circulation of value could be interpreted as ‘being trapped’… where ‘breaking free’ could mean ‘being rescued by either our own sense of self and/or by another..? The allusion being made here is to the otherwise endless circulation of value of any economic being freed through the irruptions of the non-economic that, in turn are rescued by the overall economy of the economic, i.e., primarily through hyper-economic appropriation of the relatively-radical, etc.


� 	My expression ‘non-economic’ is ambiguous. In a positive sense it refers to this irruptive reading versus a negative sense referring to that which is economically impossible to either recognize, encounter and/or engage both virtually and non-virtually (as explored in The Seventh Book…). 


� 	François Laurelle; A Biography of the Ordinary Man: On Authorities and Minorities; Translated by Jessie Hock and Alex Dubilet; Polity Press, 2018.


� 	As realized through an ionization of that gaseous medium.


� 	As explored at length in Volume II of the Pursuit. Note in this diagram above that I have paralleled the Economic Sub-Economy with The Overall Transcendental Suspension, etc.


� 	Paragraphs 16-19.


� 	Generally using the expression ‘transcendental’ in this ‘trans-intentional, trans-conceptual epistemological level as enacted within the Trans-Cognitive Aspect’ of this epistemological hierarchy. The six orders deliver six distinctive kinds of valuation, but, technically, refer to value as either second trans-cognitively ordered aesthetical value, third trans-cognitively ordered deontological value, and fourth trans-cognitively ordered pragmatical value (where I refer to the ‘deontological’ as ‘those apparent existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential imperatives as thematized, refined and defined by the emergent totality of the relational situation in question as situated in its relational setting or relational world without any reference whatsoever to so-called deontological Principles as might be discerned through the exercise of either a covert and/or overt extensive suspension! Please note that this re-purposed definition of the ‘deontological’ is ‘not be confused with tradition notions of deontological principles, etc.’


� 	A ‘better’ appreciation, as ever a work in progress, on the understanding that we operate within this all-person’s-land (no-man’s-land) between the impossibility of the absolutistically indubitable and the equally impossible relativistically non-indubitable.


� 	A starving person, as paradoxical as this may seem, should not be given, at first, too large a meal to eat. 


� 	Where by ‘parties’ is meant either or both relational participants and/or relational parts. I.e., the relational furniture of an intersubjective and inter-objective relational space as categorized under Subjective and Objective headings.


� 	To a certain extent reflecting the ‘facticity’ of those relationships, i.e., to what extent the relationship apparently emerges beyond its mere material instantiation; i.e., to that extent it cannot be reduced to that material embodiment (where embodiment, to various degrees, has the dual face of being both material and trans-material in line with the non-entropic degree of its epistemological organization.


� 	Implied, and later explicated, where ‘re(-)enrichment’ is to be treated on a par with (alignment through) ‘re(-)alignment’. Refer to paragraph 59.


� 	I.e., in both character (complexion) and in intent (tenor).


� 	Given that the relative-radical nature of innovation moves us towards a territory once thought impossible or even impossible to have thought about, and so on.






