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[Appendix G]: The Problematic Nature of the Self-Rectification 
Of Our Relationships
And its Resolution through the Restoration of a Full Relational Economy*
0.    Pre-Introduction


In the two previous papers in this series, on trans-economic e/valuation, it would appear that I have implicitly argued for the existential self-rectification of our relationships on the apparent assumption that an existential relationship engendered within such a relationship, in and of itself, is able to promote this process of self-regulation. Be that either through its own efforts or our efforts; should we be receptive to its existential demands and enact them accordingly. However, such relational self-re-direction, through the chaotic re-direction of processes of re-self-organization, whether engineered alone by that relationship itself or otherwise, need not necessarily be realized in a mutually beneficial manner. Witness, e.g., the inevitable need for processes of intervention in a national marketplace, etc. Alter the environmental parameters of an economic system and one cannot assume that their ‘invisible hand’ will induce forms of self-restoration to a degree that oversees a mutually renewed and further amplified ongoing re-self-enrichment of that relationship in question. With this philosophical problem in mind, let me resolve this question: just how can we argue for and guarantee that an existentially oriented process can insightfully oversee a course of interactions that positively promotes its own further self-re-e/valuation? (0)

1.    Introduction


This exploratory paper is divided into three main sections, namely, Theory, Practice and Critique, and, concludes in a section titled Provisional Conclusions and Comments. (1)

2.    Theory


Other than the dissemination of impossible ‘imputations’ of non-virtual and virtual relationships without the joint presence of both subjectivity and inter-subjectivity all relational forms of interaction, for-us, must entail agency. (2)

But, e.g., the relationships between a chair and table within the same room can be entertained given their intentional emplacement in a perceptual field, or, on the plans of a designer, or, in the childhood memories of an adult, etc. (3)


So, for-us, all intentionally formed imputations are and must be enstructured, directly or indirectly, through the conceptual cognition of intentional consciousness. (4)


Thence its appreciation must be trans-cognitive, and, so, both trans-conceptual and trans-perceptual in orientation. (5)

*For the latest version of this paper: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html
Texts, both classical or non-classical in orientation, are economically circulated. (6)

Our appreciation of texts, therefore, must be both trans-textually and trans-economically oriented given the epistemological fact that appreciation is initially enacted in terms of reference higher by one meta-degree. (7)

E.g., we look at a chair, and for all those knowing the phenomenological nature of a chair, each of them can appreciate (the relational nature of) its ‘chair-ness’. (8)


Therefore, appreciation must be pro-relational, primarily judgmental; and not cognitive per se, and, thence, trans-perceptual, trans-conceptual (given that the nature of judgment is arrived at ‘within, between or through concepts’). (9)


Texts, through both inscription and interpretation, are circulated. (10)

Our interaction with texts, classical or otherwise, intuits both their intentionally and non-naturally oriented origination and presentation. (11)

Our appreciation of the circulation of texts, therefore, must be trans-economic. (12)


Judgmental, trans-economic, pro-relational consciousness, etc., is defined as ‘transcendental’ given the trans-cognitive, trans-intentional nature of the act of appreciation. (13)

For philosophical completeness, ‘transcendental necessity’ is either the transcendental possibility of the Life-World itself along with its possibilities as found entailed therein, or, transcendental actuality of the specificity of this world as lived as encountered, recognized and engaged (and this expression ‘transcendental’ is usually used in this latter sense). (14)

Therefore, read ‘transcendental’ in this philosophical sense as equal to ‘trans-economic’, ‘pro-relational’, ‘judgmental’, ‘trans-intentional’, and all other forms of transcendental equivalence, etc., (and not in any mystical sense). (15)

An economy, whether intentionally oriented subjectively or inter-subjectively construed, is indicated through a circulation of texts. (16)

Hence our entertainment, e.g., of a series of thoughts, ideas, aspirations, etc., or, interactions with letters, currency, our meeting with other people, etc. (17)

All economies are tripolar in their experiential constitution being that intentional-trans-intentional space emergently generated between gestalt ‘focus’ (on intentional objects, etc.), ‘fields’, and, ‘fielders’ (as aspects of transcendental subjectivity). (18)

Focus is the phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented encounter and appreciation of intentional objects, object-states (e.g., complex situations like witnessing a concert), objectives (as relatively abstract intentional objects such as, e.g., metaphors, rhetorical tropes, etc.), subjects (individually or collectively in organizations like, e.g., families, organizations, communities, nations, etc.). (19)


Fields are the hermeneutically oriented recognition and appreciation of intentional backgrounds in which co-associated forms of focus can be exercised. (20)

Fielders are the (non-systematically) oriented engagement with indications of the connectors of transcendental subjectivity and transcendental inter-subjectivity. (21)

Through correlativity of foci, fields and fielders all economics are met in interaction through the correlative co-association of phenomenal-phenomenological encounters, hermeneutical recognitions and (non-systematic) existential engagements. (22)

All imputations have the same economic basis, and, therefore, an imputation that is made without the direct and/or indirect connection/s with these dialectical moments, polarities or aspects is impossibly conducted and could not be enacted as such! (23)

Thence the non-existence of non-relative, absolute objects, fields and subjects treated either individually or collectively. (24)


Pure focus would be an impossible to experience point since we only experience the relationship between apparent points (as in the ongoing re(-)construction of perceptual experience); pure fields would be so infinitely extensive that we could not focus within them; and, pure subjectivity is a nonsense since we must think through the intersubjectivity of meta-textual concepts engendered through the entirety of linguistic interaction with other common language-speakers, etc. (25)

Through an intentional economy, etc., we have the ‘presentation’ of texts through the immediacy of their intentionally informed deposition, their ‘representational’ mediation through circulation and its appropriation, and, their ‘re-presentation’ through ahistorical appreciation… thence the representational economy. (26)

Other economies, likewise, can be perceived as being built upon an intentional economy. (27)

E.g., an aspirational economy is built on the tripartite moments of the realism of ‘where’ we are, the ‘why’ ensconced in the idealism of where we want to be, and, the pragmatism of ‘how’ we get from the former to the latter. (28)


An aspirational economy is also an economy of emplacement to the extent we are ‘emplaced’ in such aspirations, but, because non-virtual intentional realization cannot be immediately attained hence our simultaneous ‘displacement’, and, that only through disciplined practice can we meet, in time, hopefully, a state of ‘re-emplacement’ in and through the realization of our intentionally directed aspirations. (29)

That in suitably meeting our desired re-emplacement in our passage through the world we must also be cognizant of a relational economy whose insights and oversights entail the suitable observance of our embodiment/s, embeddedness/es with others, and, our embankment/s within this shared world at large. (30)

Recognizing that we can do nothing, except breath for a short period of time, etc., without the cooperation of others be that in a form either of co-option and/or co-operation. (31)


Co-option can be seen to be relatively contractual in orientation even if the least powerful party in that interaction appears to offer no input in the formulation of that contract since they can also exempt themselves from the same (even if that were to mean their death)… thence the democratic basis of contractual obligations (if only observed in theory). (32)


Contractual obligations invoke a compactual dimension since the formulation of the contract is constructed in a definition of that compactual space… since de-ontological obligations have the apparent (ordered) intention of being honoured. (33)

Now, relationships are primarily self-regulatory given their emergent integration and existential integrity. (34)

By ‘existential’ in its systematic sense we can read ‘pro-relational’, and all other forms of transcendental equivalence, etc (35)


This existential, transcendental, pro-relational dimension can be experienced in an existential, transcendental, pro-relational orientation and attitude. (36)


Hence our experience of the unity of apparent particulars and the apparent particularities of universals, etc., along with experiential forms of an existential excess in e/valuational formation because treatment, among other things, invokes an interactively emergent, hermeneutic economy between apparent parts, wholes, and wholes-and-parts. (37)

Thence the ongoing, overall hermeneutic circle of comprehension, and, its co-identification with the ongoing, overall transcendental suspension since treatment is realized through the trans-cognitive nature of judgmental appreciation and hence the full implication of the tripolar economy (in its integrated incorporation of all relevant tripolar economies). (38)

At root, all economies are realized through the harmonic interaction through and progression of the relatively consonant nature of fields, the relatively dissonant nature of foci, and, the harmonic resolution experienced through the inter-/subjectivity of fielders. (39)

As noted elsewhere, given their mutual correlativity, thence the need for an ongoing, dynamically balanced relationship between such consonant, dissonant and resolutional inputs because too much or too little of these correlative factors results in the immediate cessation or ‘death’ of that relationship in question. (40)


That the existential treatment of our relationships should ensure their relational enrichment (through modal intensity, broadening the spectrum of modal engagement, and, the re-interaction of a meaningful e/valuational formation). (41)


Thence the dynamic, existential nature of the relational economy; and all other economies. (42)


In theoretical terms of reference, it is my hope that a sufficient basis (as above) has been outlined in order to both describe this philosophical problem and prescribe a provisional, first solution to the same. (43)
3.    Practice


Neo-liberals and others invoke the guiding hand of the economy, but, so much for theory given the inevitable need for suitable forms of responsive and responsible market intervention. (44)

If such an economy cannot be look after itself how can it be trusted to look after its participating parties within that same economy? (45)

And the same applies to all forms of interaction that isolate themselves within limits that prove to be too narrow; be that either by defect and/or by design… if not erased by the eventual adversity of chance. (46)

E.g., the heart with either a highly irregular rhythm or a rhythm that is too regular; the isolationism of a nation that diminishes the richness of its international interactions, etc. (47)

So, relationships can be self-regulating, but, unfortunately, they may find new forms of dynamic equilibrium that could well diminish their previous degree of experiential richness. (48)

Hence this philosophical conundrum that, although relationships are self-regulating to some extent, how are we to avoid their existential self-impoverishment? (49)

Given, that non-intervention, too, will eventually spell the inevitable death of that same economy? (50)


In this regard I would argue that a relationship with less or lessened connections is less existentially enriched through those relatively diminished connections, moreover, the effects of disruptions are usually magnified in a less connected environment. (51)

But, as we are all contained in this world as lived, how, then, is it possible to be more or less related both within a certain relationship and outside the same given our shared immersion in the same world? (52)

Because relationships are both lived and realized through an ongoing process of harmonization, and, such harmonization must be ongoing through a suitable, experiential mix and balance of encounters, recognitions and engagements. (53)

Hence the suitable promotion of an experiential mix and balance of phenomenal-phenomenological encounters, hermeneutical recognitions and (non-systematic) existential engagements. (54)
A dynamic mix and balance of the same both indicating and exercising a suitably exercised, ongoing, overall transcendental suspension; be such exercise either wittingly or unwittingly enacted. (55)
Phenomenologically, how might one describe a relatively non-existentially oriented relationship or a relationship that becomes relatively de-existentialized? (56)

Through noting the presence or non-absence of a set of non-optimal characteristics such as, e.g., relative non-existentialization; relative de-existentialization; the imperfect exercise of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension; defective processes of harmonization where judgmental discernment is not suitably exercised (in ordered terms of reference, e.g.), etc. (57)

By ‘not suitable’ is meant a mix or collection of improper phenomenological treatment, inappropriate hermeneutic treatment and/or inapposite non-systematic existential treatment. (58)

This can be outlined by noting disordered ordered treatment, on both cognitive and trans-cognitive levels of epistemological functioning, where these six orders, respectively, are pre-essential descriptions/pre-essential judgments, essential-asethetical descriptions/ essential-asethetical judgments, conceptual descriptions/de-ontological prescriptions and proscriptions, perceptual descriptions/pragmatic prescriptions and proscriptions, hermeneutic possibility/potential facts, and, ontical actuality (facts regarded as true)/positively treated factual judgments (accepted as verified).
 (59)

Hermeneutically, disordered ordered treatment arises through inappropriate meta-textual utilization of both genres (through dysfunctional formulation, dissemination and sequencing
) and con-texts (through inadequate formulation of representatively treated working descriptions/prescriptions of the relevant situations being enquestioned). (60)

Existentially, in a non-systematic sense, we have inapposite relations within the relevant relational economy. (61)

Hence, relative disharmonization in any economic setting, and, an ensuing disruption of the dynamic balance between embodiment, embeddedness and embankment in a relational economy, etc. (62)

By ‘etc.’, could be included the defective functioning of an aspirational economy, an economy of emplacement, an economy of consequential analysis, and so. (63)

The relative isolation and dysfunction of a relational economy arises within and between unsuitable forms of embodiment, embeddeness and/or embankment. (64)

I.e., respectively, with regard to ‘embodiment’, we must neither over-look through forgetfulness nor obsessively look over too much this element of our being embodied in this world as lived with-others, before-others; be that through neglect of self or neglect of others; not attending to one’s self or over-attending to one’s self. (65)


I.e., in regard to ‘embeddedness’, we need to realize that we are immersed in a sea of all relationships albeit with varying degrees in relational proximity, and, that no relationship is an island to itself nor should any relationship be treated in that manner… (66)

Therefore, in de-ontological compactual and pragmatic contractual arrangements, both individually and collectively, etc., we should be mindful that no relationship should be unduly over-privileged or under-privileged, etc., in this nexus of relationships. (67)


I.e., in regard to ‘embankment’, the world at large should be treated as our ‘home’ and more ‘value’ banked therein than that withdrawn in order to more firmly establish this environmental bank upon which we must reside with-others. (68)

By being mindful of our environment, on all levels of interaction, since costs incurred may at some stage need to be repaid, if not by us then by others, and, e.g., no financial economy should overlook such obligations since the rectification of all economic dislocation needs the healthy balance of all three aspects. (69)

Similarly, in an economic embracement of our emplacement in this world with others as no non-virtual intentional objectives, as either personal ambitions and/or social aspirations, can be immediately realized it follow that we are also forever displaced from the lived realities of such unattained idealities be they judged as obtainable or otherwise. (70)


That the obtainment of such personal ambitions and public aspirations necessitates the suitable adoption and adaptation of those relevant disciplines and their associated genres of behaviour; be that through mere conventional reiteration and/or sheer innovative re-iteration. (71)


Being mindful, to that extent possible, of the ramifications of such enactions;
 i.e., present implications and future consequences, etc. (72)

By ‘consequences’ is meant intended consequences, and consequences that are misintended, unintended, non-intended (through neglect) and not-intended (through accidents of fate be they adverse or not adverse), etc. (73)

But given the argument that relationships can regulate themselves either through themselves and/or our ministrations through enacted interventions is it enough either for them or through our transcendental identification to ensure suitable forms of rectificational re-direction? (74)

But, even though it is true that the way of the world is such that limitations in our embodiment, our embeddedness and/or embankment may not allow us to find full relational rectification, still, we are obligated to seek such critical redressment? (75)

4.    Critique 

The critical dimension is entered through the non-systematically existential and prospers through the cultivation of a relatively more systematic sense of an overall existentially oriented being with-others… (76) 


A process of attunement expedited through the mindful exercise of a well-informed, well-formed, ongoing, overall transcendental suspension. (77)

By such means becoming more receptive of our relationships, and, hopefully, meeting their equally mutual receptivity of us. (78)


But, how can this be without going beyond either the illusion and/or delusion of a misguided personification of our relationships? (79)

Through emergence, relationships find their integration and integrity, and, from the devolution of an existential excess in e/valuational formation, they can act on their own behalf… (80)


A process of rectification better facilitated through transcendental identification of one or more parties in that relationship. (81)


The rectification of a relationship being a mutual benefit to all participants in a relationship albeit from their point of view. (82)

Because the essential nature of all relationships, in a pro-relational perspective, holistically permeates the entire gamut of that relationship, equally from all points within its ambit; albeit perceived to that degree that we have the ability to perceive the same. (83)

Therefore, through transcendental identification the same essential appreciation of that relationship is there for all cognizant parties to experience, so, it follows that any one party through transcendental reservation can critically act on the behalf of that relationship even if that meant defying the less informed court of public opinion. (84)

However, in venturing forth on the behalf of a relationship, mindful of its embeddedness before other relationships, how are we to we to correctly observe this critical dimension given its infinite complexity? (85)


By moving from the non-systematic sense of the existential to an open-ended, systematic experience that appears to confirm the suitableness of such enacted interventions through a mutual process of apparent re-self-enrichment of that primary relationship. (86)

Some people might perceive that sacrifice of self to mean just that, but, usually, a relinquishment of egoism pays a mutual dividend shared by all relevant parties. (87)


Pre-conditionally doing what is needed to promote an existential observance of this world with others. (88)


Conditionally, enacting an overall transcendental suspension that appears to enrich a relational economy, and v.v… and where an e/valuational profitability rewards such progressive interaction. (89)


Post-conditionally, noting the critical interaction of those factors that oversaw this progressive productivity that arose through a promotion of embodiments, embeddednesses and embankments. (90)

5.    Provisional Conclusions and Comments

That the advancement of the self-regulation of our relationships is promoted through a greater degree of inclusivity as it related to embodiment, embeddedness and embankment. (91)

That the promotion of the relational economy is the key to promoting the self-re-regulation of our primary relationships in order to reverse relational impoverishment and promote a greater relational re-enrichment. (92)

Usually this means the harnessing of the chaotic dimension through a positive re-direction of its transformational potential. (93)

It could be argued that engineering a positive change through an overall process of intervention involves the reversal and cessation of non-chaotic factors and the deconstruction and existential re-construction of chaotic aspects. (94)


Confirmation of such enacted transcendental deliberations is usually realized through a positive transformational dividend; i.e., equal to the degree and manner an existential excess is able to emerge from this embedded matrix of interaction. (95)


By noting an amplified richness of intensity, the relative broadening in the density of modal engagement, and, experiencing the iterated propensity of the re-iteration of suitable forms of existential insight and oversight. (96)

By reflecting on the amplified presence of existential indicators and hallmarks seemingly as the result of such existentially oriented interventions. (97)


Indicators being experience through observing existential characteristics like e.g., trans-temporal spontaneity, etc., trans-geographical apparent mutuality, the ongoing emergence of a positive existential surplus in e/valuation formation, etc., and, observing existential hallmarks apparently impressed on textual entracement through expressions noting mutual co-involvement of subjects, suitable forms of propriety appropriateness and appositeness, etc. (98)


By observing how a more connected, more fulfilled relational economy is better able to promote its own positive patterns of self-re-regulation be that either through itself and/or through the services of its participating parties. (99)

Thus, it follows, that our relationships need to be existential enriched in order to find greater degrees of positive existentially regulated self-re-enrichment..!! (100)
        Noël Tointon, Sydney, 24.6.18.
Postscript


In the light of these last three explorations of e/valuational formation what are the ramifications for a better appreciation of the political-economy and its good governance? (101)


One insight that came to the fore is the observation that the relative self-regulation of relationships is better fostered in a relational economy that is better interconnected. Moreover, the relationship in question needs to be conducted in such a fashion that embodiment, embeddedess and embankment all need to be privileged, not de-privileged, and, better balanced with respect to each other. Furthermore, embeddedness recognizes a profound need for a greater enrichment of our interconnections. All this is contrary to the neo-liberal ethos which is fundamentally destructive of relational richness and progressive relational re-enrichment realized through the mutual cooperation of others. (102)

In replacing such a misguided ethos, with its obsessive superficial mantras of self-reliance and competition, and, that winners deserve to be over-compensated for their mis-appropriation of a more socially arrived at forms of economic surplus, we must not take the opposite tack and over-promote the existence of the family or the community or some national or multi-national company, or, indeed, the state itself and its excessively augmented powers over the lives of individuals. In this and in all things, an ongoing balance is ever called for… (103)

On the question of promoting good democratic governance, politicians at the end of the day, in their own best interests, will have forgo the obscene sway of donations. As argued, politicians are ever listening to the concerns of their constituents, but, only hear the demands of their well-heeled donors; usually backed by business interests that continually hope to proffer greatly through such unfettered and non-transparent access. A consequence of this preferential treatment for favouring the endless imposition of neo-liberal policies is a further polarization of the political spectrum in line with the dictates of such influential donors; regardless on which side of the political spectrum they operate. Moreover, such polarization is also equally splitting parties… and the only winners will be populists and demagogues who revel in exploiting such disgruntlement and disenchantment. Then, in line with the headings outlined in the Manifestoes, as discussed in both the Second Critique and more closely examined in the Third Critique, politicians and the public alike are going to have to also promote relatively greater levels of transparency, individual accountability and collective responsibility… as well as reversing and ceasing the policy imposition of non-mutually oriented forms of contractual practice… and finding ways of both existentially deconstructing major discourses that ill-serve society and replacing such ideologies with less ideologically oriented forms of existential reconstruction. (104)

In this light, an enrichment of our relational economies, on all levels of personal and interpersonal interaction, would better serve the public at large. Today, an ever-enlarging morass of political nonsense is being disseminated, from accusations of fake news to the perpetration of a barely credible truthiness… but through the humming of this blithering and blathering we should pay more attention to a rumbling of a general discontentment that will not find a satisfactory salvation in the dishonest promulgation of such disseminated nostrums. In a diminishing window of political opportunity, we must stand up and call an end to such short-sighted dissembling… argue for and reclaim a social clearing that better restores a political-economy as the servant of the people and not its master… in a current dictatorship dictated by special interest groups only out to further their own objectives at the expense of a social cohesion that was once relished and cherished. But, I ever remain an optimist… for the good reason that ‘we need each other,’ and, ‘we need to witness that existential fact of our existence before-others, with-others..!!’ (105)







         N.K.T. 24.6.18.
� 	That, primarily, the phenomenological deals with first order pre-essential essential determination, and, secondarily, with sixth order actual factuality and second order essential-aesthetical integration. That, primarily, the hermeneutical deals with fifth order potentiality and possibility and, secondarily, with sixth order actual factuality and fourth order pragmatic considerations. That, primarily, the non-systematic existential deals with third order de-ontological determination, and, secondarily, with second order essential-aesthetical determination and fourth order pragmatic considerations.


� 	Dysfunctional sequencing being described elsewhere as a product of mis-sequencing (out of order), dis-sequencing (in order but imperfectly performed) and/or contra-sequencing (when we confuse sequences between genres).


� 	‘Enactions’ entail ‘actions deliberated upon, non-actions deliberated upon, and, decisions to pursue some form of enaction that is either not deliberated upon or is not sufficiently deliberated upon’.





