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 Part XXIV: The Existential Economy!

The Transformation of Value, and, the Value of Transformation:

The Competitive 'Depth' of 'All' Frames of Reference*

0.    Preamble


Normally, a transcendental phenomenologist, as a transcendental philosopher, has a healthy suspicion of depth. Only the surface of simulated phenomena are there for us to investigate and all talk of the hidden depths of reality, behind so-call appearance, is a recipe for a total philosophical waste of time that, at best, is a mere distraction, but, more likely, a recipe for pursuing impossible cultural ghosts that can only distract them from profitably practising their chosen profession…. (0)

1.    Introduction


In this essay-paper I will argue that all frames of reference can be shown to intersect and intersect in a competitive manner, but, that not all forms of such intersection profitably engender processes of insight that deliver amplified forms of value formation. That, such intersections can contribute to a phenomenological sense of ‘depth’ that augments or enhances our vision of the world as lived. In order to demonstrate and  examine this thesis let me investigate just what is entailed in this approach. (1)

First, let me introduce and examine the significance of this expression ‘frames of reference’. (2)

Second, let argue for their ultimate intersection and that all frames of reference intersect with all other frames of reference… in varying degrees of value formation… be that relatively valueless or valuable for processes of existential insight. That, effectively, some perspectives are more productive in (non-ultimate) value formation and that these relationships should be more fostered. (3)

Third, let me introduce a scheme for evaluating the potential profitability of such intersection/s. (4)


Fourth, let me outline in the light of he above, how we might critically go about our appreciation and assessment of this process of profitable intersection. (5)


These investigations terminating with a series of provisional conclusions. (6)

*Latest version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html
2.    Frames of Reference and their Intersection


A frame of reference is a specific, particular or general perspective on phenomenological simulation and has its co-associated sense of field/s established in the epistemological hierarchy of the psyche… a fact also reflected in language (that, theoretically, can be examined in and through an appropriate process of hermeneutic treatment entertained in parallel to the same). (7)


A ‘frame of reference’ is a perspective and as a perspective it will find its associated field of intentional formation in keeping with the same. The aspect of a field is arrived at through the subtle privileging of the hermeneutical at the expense of the phenomenal-phenomenological and existential (the latter in its non-systematic sense, i.e., as the third moment of our overall transcendental suspension/overall hermeneutic circle of comprehension, etc.). Our non-virtual and/or virtual engagement with a certain field is arrived at through our encountering and finding a recognition of the objectivity and subjectivity associated with the same. Now, neither mere possibility nor pure actuality therein can be contemplated. (as argued elsewhere). Consequently, such engagement is guaranteed transcendentally through the constitution of such possibility-actuality, i.e., this spectrum where all possibility is actualized in some form or other and where our engagement with the relatively actual is allowed to take on a sixth order status when this form of modal complexion is rich enough to register this form of relative recognition and confirmation. Given that all forms of engaged spectrums must be constituted in and through the epistemological hierarchy then it follows that all forms of spectrum must coincide in this epistemological hierarchy and be centered in and through intentional formation given this coincidence of the existential economy to simulate such relationships in cognitive terms along with this transmutation of value that emerges therein and thereafter (in the form of entracements). Moreover, having its basis simulated between these three polar moments implies a profound commonality. Hence the intersection of all frames of reference (even if most intersections are relatively meaningless and devoid of existential significance or seemingly unobtainable for entertainment be that subjective and/or inter-subjective in orientation). (8)


I.e., given the fundamental centrality of the overall transcendental suspension and its ensuing productivity in value formation it follows that all forms of perspective must coincide, in some manner or other, to some degree or other, within such intentional formation as thematized within the psychic confines of the epistemological hierarchy. Thence this intersection, hypothetically, of all frames of reference given their intentional formation within and between these Cognitive and the Transcendental Aspects within this epistemological hierarchy, etc. Or, put another way, in the simulated thematization of intentional patterns of iteration all forms of objectivity and subjectivity must possess the same, overall, inherent modal complexion despite the uniqueness of its configuration and reconfiguration in each and every moment of thematization. I.e., in its active exhibition of its then current modal configuration as grounded in and through that specific representational economy. (9)


In essence, in other words, therefore, all existential descriptors, e.g., (whose sense uniquely identifies the history of that nominated), e.g., in their generality must have the same open structure that reflects the phenomenal-phenomenological basis of such identification. That all intentional constitution has the same basic modal complexion despite the ongoing uniqueness of its ongoing re-configuration. Thence this hypothetical intersection of such as presented through its perspectives of presentation. An intersection that is also rendered non-hypothetical to the extent all objectivity, all subjectivity and all relational forms of engagement are not constituted in the isolation of pure identity. (10)


Although uniquely depicted, this same process-structure underlying intentional formation implies the transformational re-simulation of all forms of identity along with the reconstitution of all frames of reference associated therein and thereby. I.e., that all significance that can be simulated can be resimulated, and, that through incremental resimulation moments of re-simulation will also follow… both subjectively and inter-subjectively…. (11)


As noted already, pure identity cannot be engaged, i.e., neither encountered nor recognized. Subsequently there can be no absolute sense of self-identity nor any absolute sense of other-identity. The simulated representation of identity is realized between these poles with varying degrees of subjectivity and inter-subjectivity (dependent upon the degree of subtle/not so subtle privileging/de-privileging that is being entered into [as, in manner, illustrated in our order analysis]). (12)


What is meant by intersection. Some form of qualified co-alignment with a certain degree of transformational isomorphism at the metaphorical point/s of co-incidence. Let me illustrate with a few relatively simple examples in order to examine more complex forms of intersection. (13)


Two young guys are fishing for the first time. They have baited their hooks and have thrown their lines into the seawater beneath the wharf they are sitting on. Now they are waiting to see who will get to catch the first fish should one or both of them end up catching something. For a long time nothing happens. One guy decides to move his line through the water in a circular fashion and a few moments later has an insistent tug on his line. He slowly reels the fish in. Now, it is obvious to these two boys that one of them has a caught a fish and which one was the first person to do so. The looser concedes. They return to their fishing and before long the other youth has caught a fish too. All reports about these two fish caught, as to who caught a fish first, which fish was the first fish caught are non-problematic. These two people have shared the same intersection of perceptual fields in this regard. They see what the other person sees, and v.v. Thematically they were out fishing together. (14)


Or, a group of friends are having a meal together and are discussing the movie they have just seen together. They are joined by two more friends who have also recently seen this same movie. Varying forms of consensus are reached as to it virtues, defects, what really happened and why, etc. Again, this can occur because of an intersection of perspectives, namely, all these friends having recently seen this same film. But, can we go much further and insist on the ultimate intersection of all perspectives? Just what would be entailed? (15)


Even when people argue about their interpretations of a certain event, seen or unseen, seen by some or seen by no one, ostensively, they are talking about the same situation despite these variations in interpretation. Even if someone were to tell a lie a considerable degree of truthful verisimilitude must be in place for the actual lie to be told. (16)


Or, I look at a tree I planted many years ago and see, over the years, how it has grown. An appreciation of the existential descriptor of this tree. Others can see this same tree. They may have just seen it, or seen it grow over the last thirty years too, or, only be in a position to see it if they were able to travel to this place where it was planted. Neither pure possibility nor pure actuality can be engaged. Just talking about this tree, in essence, establishes it actualized-possibility for someone who has not seen it and may never be able to see it. But, could a person who died before it was planted see it? No, but they could have seen where it was to be planted. They, hopefully, had seen a tree and would understand what it would mean for one to be planted there, etc. The ‘etc.’ being important here… since we are not arguing for absolutely accurate reconstructions of perspectives in a state of coincidence, but, merely, that in some part they could be coincident… understood as coincident in part, however small that degree of shared isomorphism might be…? (17)


 Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon. No doubt he crossed many rivers before that moment and many afterwards, still, the consequences that flowed on from that defiant act are still with us today (through classical architecture, the Roman Catholic Church, ideas on government, etc.). (18)


But, could the intentional experience of Julius Caesar in crossing some other river be still appreciated today? Yes, as already embedded in this very same genre of ‘crossing a river’ (be it by bridge, fording it or by boat). The common genre of 'crossing a river' being still with us today even if this type of event is now usually a rather non-event with safe bridges, etc. Intersection, in some form, taking place even in the barest, most minimal sense of subjectivity (as in the development of a child, a person of much reduced intelligence, or, some one nearly asleep, etc.); this process of intersection being entertained by a person, consequently, as a ‘person’ by virtue of such subjective awareness however vestigial…. (19)


Intersections of perspectives taking place in perceptual fields, fields of memory, meta-textual genres, the appreciation of subjectivity and inter-subjectivity however vestigial, etc. A state of affairs guaranteed on transcendental grounds through the commonality of intentional formation; through the common, basic modal complexion of the intentional economy; ensuing similarities in value formation, etc. (20)


All of the above also being guaranteed on the grounds that neither mere potentiality nor pure actuality could be engaged. Consequently there can be no absolute division, separation and isolation of any one individual from another… implying that no one community can exist in absolute cultural isolation from another despite the difficulties of geography and terrain, cultural distance, temporal non-coincidence, etc. Of course most forms of coincidence will be minimal if not so tenuous and general in nature as to barely able register in intentional consciousness. And that is very much the point that also needs to be made, namely, that our lives are enriched through a fleshing out of those perspectives that can more fruitfully be mutually engaged, i.e., through forms of intersection…! (21)

3.    Ultimate Intersection – Non-Ultimate Value Formation 


The title of this essay-paper is The Competitive 'Depth' of 'All' Frames of Reference. By 'all' is meant not just frames that are competitive but that all frames coincide in some form or other. By 'form' is meant a set of levels of intersection finding their points of coincidence mapped in the epistemological hierarchy in either specific, particular or general terms of reference. Let me explain in detail the ramifications of this strange thesis. (22)


Obviously, more prominent forms of coincidence will figure in our appreciation and assessment of value formation arising in and through processes of 'competition'. However, for the sake of the argument we need to note how all frames in some form or other must coincide. In this let task us move back from mutual and the less rarefied forms of coincidence to the relatively rarefied and extremely minimal forms of coincidence. (23)


Our two young fishermen share the mutual coincidence of a perceptual world focused through a commonality of motivation, namely, fishing. The see and know when one party catches a fish before the other finds themselves doing so, and v.v. In this mutual activity they generally concur. This semblance of depth occurs through the existential richness that arises and emerges from their shared preoccupation of setting out to catch fish. They signal their perceptions to each other so when one is in the process of catching a fish he lets his friend know, and v.v. The same world as found seen through the perceptions of others enriches, in turn, our way of seeing that same world. Indeed, a much richer way of seeing the world. (24)


Our movie goers all get to see the same text. Discussion and interpretation of this text enriches the way these people get to address the same. Things overlooked by one party could be pointed out by another, etc. The apparent depth of this text (e.g., aesthetically, as discovered through provoking a deeper insight into human nature, etc., etc.) is manifested through such enrichment as realized through such processes of iteration when various element of that film are discussed and more closely interpreted. (25)


Julius Caesar crossed many rivers but not one as important as the Rubicon as it signaling that a civil war was now in play and he was out to win, which he duly did so. The ramifications of which still persist today. (26)


Julius Caesar no doubt crossed many rivers before and after his crossing of the Rubicon. In our understanding of what was meant by 'crossing a river' we find a corresponding form of coincidence on this meta-textual level of epistemological organization which implies to some extent a mutual form of coincidence even if only exercised on a meta-textual level of deployment. (27)


In phenomenological terms of reference we can have mutual and common frames of reference in perceptual terms of reference. In hermeneutical terms of reference we can have common points of intersection in texts, meta-textual forms of utilization, shared forms of motivation, etc., etc. In existential terms of reference we can claim a commonality in terms of a common sense of subjectivity as revealed through such a lens. Subjectivity can never be absolutely centered in the subject themselves. Thence natural room for a mutual coincidence with the other even if only on a residual or vestigial level of 'shared' intentional formation. Furthermore, on an even deeper level of epistemological organization we can claim that  all intentionality itself is structured in an identical manner (upon the generality of these three particular moments of the phenomenological, hermeneutical and the existential... as mirrored in the overall transcendental suspension/overall hermeneutic circle of comprehension, etc.). (28)


Subtle privileging/de-privileging of these three fundamental moments also giving us an ordered basis for a mutual coincidence in ordered terms of reference. (29)


Of course a mere coincidence in terms of having the same or similar intentional foundations alone is not much of a coincidence being neither 'competitive' nor supplying much in the way of 'depth'. The point being that all else in addition to the same will supply the corresponding degree of competition and depth. (30)


On the topic of competition we should also realize that the ensuing richness of 'depth' is to be realized through the ongoing resolution of such dissonance. Hence a measure of the value to be gained through such resolution is equally indicative of the semblance of ensuing 'depth' realized through the overall nature of such intersection. Thence this rule of thumb that seeks to divine the magnitude of potential value formation by noting the degree of apparent mutualness already in apparent operation, at the very least, between the relevant parties. (31)

4.    Evaluating the Potential Profitability of Simulated Intersection


The semblance of 'depth' arises through the intersection of all frames of reference, but, obviously, most value is to be realized through those frames of reference that mutually augment this semblance of coincidence through a harmonized resolution of the relatively dissonant, i.e., in an accommodation of the relatively competitive. Thence the simulated profitability in either potential terms of reference (through grounds for further resolution) or in actual terms of reference through noting those additional factors that already supply this augmented level of mutuality (as in the use of a common text, common motivation, meeting with points of pre-decided successfulness [like catching fish], sharing a similar ordered disposition, states of higher ordered exemplification like actual facts accepted as such, etc.). (32)


In the light of the above, we find phenomena in phenomenal-phenomenological experience is given a certain sense of depth in the light of such features that can be harmonically resolved and expressed through these various levels with their realized elements of the mutual. How might such 'mutuality' be evaluated? Through a determination of the apparent existential richness already to hand and to what extent its amplification could also be successfully realized! (33)


Although the non-apparent reality behind appearances has no part to play in such appreciation and assessment a metaphorical phenomenon of depth does come into simulated being through forms of resolution already in play and through those additional inputs able to orchestrate an amplification of the former.... (34)


In the light of the above let me now propose a general method for determining what is already to hand and to what extent its amplification is also possible. (35)

5.    Method(s) for Pre-Determining Profitability


If our two young fishermen seek to catch fish then the presence of fish caught would be one obvious indicator that that current relationship has a certain richness of intent and a meeting of its objectives. If the catching of those fish were conducted as a more cooperative event rather than as a competition to catch the first fish, to catch the most then we might consider this mutual index to have been augmented. We could envisage one fisherman using a line to hook the fish and the other fisherman using a net or spear to expedite this process of catching that fish... (36)


A richer text could also augment this mutual index. If our two fishermen were able to catch larger fish through their mutual cooperation, rather than their mere competition, then we might consider that to have been a more mutually enriching exercise. Or, if our two fishermen were well motivated and found they were never quite able to land a fish they might still feel as if they had a productive mutual experience through sharing this endeavour despite their failure to catch some fish. This element of competition not needing to be treated in a literal sense (and indicating only the existential richness that emerges from processes of resolution conducted with this nexus of interactions within such a complex set of the intersections). (37)


How might we organize this method? By lining up the epistemological hierarchy and noting to what extent (in specific detail, in accordance with a particular type or in general) we have an Affective coincidence, Cognitive isomorphism in intentional terms of reference (as would occur, e.g., when people are viewing the same perceptual situation), and, a mutuality in Transcendental terms of reference (be that determined in ordered and/or non-ordered terms of reference) as well as noting what is held in common and/or all successfully realized ramifications in regards to phenomenal-phenomenological texts, hermeneutical meta-texts and/or existential non-texts (which can be ascertained, e.g., in terms of the 'fit' realized between text and meta-text and which can be described, e.g., in terms of relevant existential hallmarks like mutuality, spontaneity, synchronicity, etc., as noted elsewhere). (38)

6.    Provisional Conclusions


'Depth' is a metaphor for the richness of experience that appears to be had or has been had as the result of a mutual intersection of relatively  more prominent frames of reference. 'Prominence' arising in terms of the richness of interaction between such active points of intersection (and hence our concepts of modal density, intensity, propensity for thematic iteration, etc. as noted elsewhere) . In this essay-paper I have argued that all frames of reference intersect each and every psychic point of interaction and that they do so in a competitive manner albeit in a more obvious fashion through those features that are relatively more prominent. Given the common intentional grounding of all phenomenal-phenomenlogical interaction along with the impossibility of either mere potentiality or sheer actuality it follows that all intentional experience must possess a certain richness by virtue of this common basis of origination. That, obviously, those forms of productive intersection will compound this sense and semblance of 'depth'. E.g., a rich text or set of texts, use of the same or similar genres, mutual motivation, indications of a relatively existential orientation through the presence of existential hallmarks, etc. (39)


In essence this depth reflects the extent harmonization has already been obtained through processes of resolution. A state of affairs compounded through mutuality of objectives, success in their realization, iterative maintenance of value formation, etc., etc. (40)


Although 'depth that cannot be observed' is not the province of our phenomenological investigations a psychic sense and semblance of metaphorical 'depth' is realized through the actual value formation already to hand and to what extent the same could be subjected to amplification. I have argued that this is the result of the intersection of all frames of reference, although, obviously, it is only in those frames of reference that are activated and harmonically treated that would be the more productive in the formation of this experience of 'depth'! (41)


Given this intersection of all frames of reference with each other, if only at the level of the tri-modal nature of the intentional, and as enstructured in the epistemological hierarchy, perhaps we should ask how is it possible that competition could raise its head? Through differences in this consonant background; as uniquely describe the distinctness of each and every moment with all other points of reference in the uniqueness of this world as lived (as grounded in transcendental possibility-actuality). Thus, despite iteration and retention, we arrive at the uniqueness of each and every existential descriptor along with the ensuing uniqueness of their interaction with both themselves over time and all other existential descriptors. Thence this ever-present element of competition; also known as difference, dissonance, distinctness, etc. However, despite such differentiation it is the resolution of the same in its co-associated fields that establishes the inter-dependence of relationships and their semblance of depth . The 'depth of such depth' indicating the richness of the resolution that has established that current relationship in question... Our appreciation of the effectively deeper/richer sources of value formation also reflecting our existential access to its simulated sense of relative presence/non-absence that arises in and through such iterated intersections..!! (42)



     




       Noël Tointon, Sydney, 17.1.14. 


