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Part XLVI: The Existential Economy!

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

The Intentional Economy?*

0.    Preamble


In this inquiry we need to ask a series of questions, namely, does the intentional sphere exist; can the intentional economy circulate as an economy; if so, how; and how might it be better facilitated; then to what end or to what purpose, i.e., for-us with what value; and with what critical import in the course of our daily lives?  Hence these six problematic question concerning existence, economy, enaction, efficacy, e/valuation and existentiality. (0)

1.    Introduction


Let me answer these six questions. In the process let me explore how the intentional economy can take a moral turn, and, how our treatment of the intentional economy (based on the enacted dynamics of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension, etc.) allows us to adopt a constructor position. Thence our treatment of the intentional domain as a field of information utilizing, as it does, our appreciation of the iterative nature of intentional ideation, etc. (1)

2.    Intentional Existence?


We think. We think ‘we think’. We think ‘others think’. We are immersed in a world of language, or, rather, languages. We perceive. We think ‘we perceive’. We think ‘others perceive’ and ‘can perceive us’. We have some apperception of our ‘thinking’ and ‘perception’, etc. All of this can be modeled on an intentional model. If you have another ways of doing this then let us see how you would model it otherwise… or is your ‘otherwise’ merely a theme and variation in this same regard? My intuitive approach to this conundrum is that there is one theme and many variations and that that theme can only be approached through those variations. But that being the case then given such thematic unity we should be able to transform one viable variation into another, and v.v., and, that being the case our best critical criterion is how ‘valuable’ is the current variation under examination in comparison to other variations? Or, how richly endowed is the potential value formation associated with that point of view given that all metaphorical modeling is productive of an existential excess in value but, and this is the important point, not all models are equal given that some forms of modeling are much more productive of an existential excess in value formation and co-associated insights, correlations, alignments… and facilitation of our passage through this world as lived… Thence the implicit critical dimensions of this project: defining a more productive form of intentional modeling…. (2)

*Latest version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html

My approach is to adopt and adapt (the genre of) a transcendental phenomenology as initiated by Edmund Husserl. However, I treat the central transcendental suspension as an overall transcendental suspension along tripartite lines that equally invoke the polarities of Object (point/s of focus), World (field/s) and Ego (intentional subjectivity) which, through subtle privileging also gives us the semblance of a phenomenological discipline, a hermeneutical discipline and an existential discipline respectively. All three disciplines when conducted under the auspices of the overall transcendental suspension then taking on a critical, transcendental complexion. That the combined dialectical interactions between these three poles simulates the phenomenal-phenomenological processes currently under such scrutiny. Such scrutiny being critical when this suspension, and, all subtle and non-subtle forms of privileging, are able to be continually suspended through the suspension of the suspension, etc. (3)


The intentional has two senses that need to be dialectically engaged, i.e., both distinguished and accommodated, namely, the intentional act’s disposition of intending towards the intentional object under such focus, and, the intentional motivation behind such intending in the first sense. So, e.g., I intend to eat an apple… the apple is the intentional object in this first sense and the desire to eat that apple is the intentional motivation behind my ideation towards that apple as perceived. Let us just say we cannot have one without the other. I could look at an apple and not desire to eat it, but, I did focus on that apple and so did desire to see it in this more neutral sense, etc. Now, I am embodied in this body, embedded in a world of the other, and, embanked in a world of time and space. This is my current emplacement. If I were to desire an apple in that fruit bowl and those apples did not belong to me and felt I should not steal one this potential difference or discrepancy between the ideal and the currently real leaves me with a sense of displacement (given, further, that our intentions in both senses cannot be enacted immediately, and, in the longer term may not be successful or with the consequences initially intended). The ongoing amelioration of our displacement is continually intended and an appreciation of the distinctive nature of this lived-process defines us at least to that extent we understand such relational dynamics as simulated intentionally. (4)


Now, simulation has two senses, one possible and one that is impossible to realize. The realm of the intentional does not discern a difference between my world and your world, only, a difference in perspective and access to our intentional machinations. However, through intentional iteration, i.e., retention, all simulation is already of that being simulated through such iteration. Therefore, there is this postmodern sense of simulation where simulation is always a ‘simulation of the simulation’ and never the simulation of that which is not simulated being pre-simulation or before that act of simulation, etc. Simulational recognition is also a filling in of intentional expectations (determined through an appreciation of meta-textual genre) and thence the parallel importance of protention. The intention under focus being a dialectical mix of retention, protention and ensuing intention. The ongoing balance of all three aspects being one way to model the overall transcendental suspension, and, can be read as a method for its instantiation though reading such a description in a qualified prescriptive mode. (5)


Thence the basis for the intentional economy. (6)

3.    The Intentional Economy


The interaction of these three polarities gives us the intentional economy, and v.v. But what circulates in such an economy given the intentional product is thematized moment though iteration, reiteration and chaotic re-iteration; being arrived incrementally through reiteration ‘externally’, and, each moment ‘internally’. Let us say, in our modeling, that each moment in its internal entirety is arrived at through chaotic re-iteration, whilst, externally appreciated changes are arrived through re-iterational re-direction is arrived at in and through points of bifurcation met in a sequence (series and/or set/s of bifurcations in a series of reiterations as viewed externally).  By such modeling we can say that in each moment the intentional idea is chaotically re-gestated and that in the ensuing sequence/s apparent changes in intentional direction are arrived at in our perception of such an external perspective over time. Hence chaotic re-direction moment by moment ‘internally’ within the apparent thought product-process whilst more apparent shifts in value, i.e., sense, meaning and meaningfulness, appear in the coursing of that intentional product-process as ‘viewed’ from an external perspective. In economic terms we can say each moment is chaotically engendered whilst more evident shifts in value, i.e., intentional direction through re-direction, occur in the apparent sequence/s as observed from a trans-intentional perspective. Relatively immanent ‘internal’ chaotic bifurcation moment by moment, and relatively transcendent ‘external’ bifurcations that redirect ongoing patterns of intentional formation already in progress whilst patterns of re-direction are overlaid on the same from time to time that allow the thought process to intentionally evolve, head off in new directions, return to older sequences, memory traces, etc. Thence the intentional economy in immanent and transcendent terms of reference. An overall transcendental suspension seeing the balanced suspension of both streams of intentional formation. Information occuring through the transcendent re-directions imposed upon its momentary immanent propagation. (7)


All modeling is problematic since we cannot go beyond the limited limits of the analogy though noting the fallacy of the over-extended analogy. The moon might look like a blue cheese but we cannot eat it even if we were in a position where we could. So our economic modeling, like the use of all language, all intentional representation, is likewise limited. There is also a dialectic in play between the relative continuity of the meta-textual domain of genres and the momentary, sequential fluidity of textual formation (i.e., intentional product-processes and their parallel trails of textual deposition). The textual, in a sense, is the sequential reading of the collective meta-textual instructions entailed through the adoption and adaptation of the relevant (nested set of) genre(s) invoked in that specific intentional process. In some respects we might envisage the meta-textual invocation to be as if a constructor and the text to be the information emitted in the productive course of that interaction based upon the enaction of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension, whereas, we might be on safer grounds to see the constructor as being exercised through the enaction of that ongoing suspension in and through its overall integrity and continuity of intentional formation? That, in essence, intentional subjectivity acts as a constructor in this regard; constructing identities whilst maintain its own simulation of ongoing continuity in identity formation. (8)


Given this ongoing semblance of simulated subjectivity how is intentional agency enacted? (9)
4.    Intentional Enaction (and the Simulation of Intentional Agency)


In our modeling of the intentional process how do we explain active intentional agency and not mere passive intentional receptivity? Through the internal and external chaotic re-direction of intentional formation and active enaction through the ongoing suspension of the overall suspension (and hence its title as an ongoing overall transcendental suspension rather than a static momentary overall transcendental suspension). Then, given such apparent agency, how are we able to enter into a state of reflexive appreciation of the same? By the same means but raised in meta-status by one degree. Although, in keeping with our exposition of a transformational treatment-retreatment philosophy productivity higher by one degree can be retreated on par with its initial meta-level of presentation, etc. (10)


To some extent, in some measure, subjectivity is a dialectical dance between intentional formation, enaction, consequential analysis, value amplification and critical review of the same, etc. – ensconced in the epistemological hierarchy that constitutes the embodied, embedded and embanked subjectivity of the simulation of the agent (without ever having to supply an absolute nominative, or accusative, in that regard). Given emergence, we can safely everything, the entire world is simulated for-us, by-us, without invoking an absolute dichotomy between our own intentional subjectivity and the semblance of a world or the world of others. Because although embodied we are also embedded and embanked, etc., and, that the same can be said also for both our embeddedness and embankedness. Thence the positive, active enaction of transcendental-intentional agency of the apparent phenomenal-phenomenological subject! (11)


Thence the enactions of an apparent intentional agent…. (12)

5.    Intentional Efficacy (of the Intentional Subject in the World)

Possibilities of enaction must be both conceivable and be judged as more or less applicable given our current circumstances. Since context is going to declare what possibilities co-exist with that type of situation. If you are going to the beach you expect to find sand (unless told otherwise). Hence the counter-factual nature of such information given resolution must take a definitive form that either asserts or denies the information as intentionally enacted. Do I want to eat that delicious looking apple in the fruit bowl? Yes or no! Do I want to steal that apple that I would like to eat? Yes or no! Should I ask the owner of that bowl of fruit if I may eat that apple I would like to eat? Yes or no! A decision made on each of these three questions then creates a definitive field of possible responses mapped out by noting which of these counter-factuals is adopted and exercised. Once decisively enacted the action or non-action posited by the decision being in no way a ‘little bit pregnant’ so to speak. A potential mother to be is either an actual ‘mother to be’ or ‘not a mother to be’! It reminds me of a discussion had over a particular Sung dynasty tea bowl about to be auctioned as to whether it was genuine or not when my friend noted it to be “a wee bit suspect”. I reminded him it couldn’t be both as it had to be either genuine or not genuine. (13)


Given the definitive nature of textual formation it follows that efficacy is in equal measure to the definiteness of the ensuing resolution enacted. Because that apple so much admired by me is not mine and the owner is not currently to hand I won’t reach out, take it into my hand and eat the same. Or, may be I will, if I see nobody looking? E.g., a decision postponed is only enacted as ‘a decision postponed’ whereas a decision decisively enacted is a decision enacted. Efficacy being that information actually enacted in a counter-factual sense. In contrast the value of an enacted counter-factual state is dependent upon how we read its contextualization. (14)

6.    Intentional E/Valuation


Appreciation always demands higher meta-terms of reference by one or more meta-degree although the treatment of that process and its products can be retreated on par with the initial meta-level subject to such treatment. As outlined in a transformational treatment/retreatment philosophy as noted elsewhere. (15)


In evaluation we arrive at the apparent value of that under such examination. I.e., its counter-factual profile as to what has been enacted one way or the other. Upon this scaffolding our current perceptions of value can be intuitively evaluated and tested along with those possible transformations in value that might arise or could have arisen through a re-organization of those counter-factual assemblages whether considered in non-virtual and/or virtual terms of reference. Although all modeling of our lived reality is value positive, some arrangements will be found to possess a much greater comparative sense of an existential surplus in valuation and against that backdrop some adverse forms of positioning will be found to be relatively negative in those more narrow terms of reference. So, e.g., the death of a person, who we are close to, is a loss in value formation for those other people who value that relationship. Thence the value usually associated to the preservation of relationships in general. The same argument applying to the conservation of relationships through their potential amplification in value formation, i.e, through positive processes of non-chaotic augmentation and/or chaotic enhancement. Hence the quantitative assessment of our determined counter-factual enstructuralization of our relationships along with the qualitative assessment of the contextual value realized through such the non-chaotically oriented transitions and/or chaotically oriented transformations of such structural-processes and products engineered through those delineated intentional interventions. (16)


What is evaluated is value formation, and, this is done in a counter-factual setting. Would I be better off or worse off if I were to purloin that lovely apple in that fruit bowl? Obviously, our intentional economy and its possibilities of enaction are being registered in and through the deliberations of a moral economy. I.e., noting its de-ontological value, its pragmatical value and the aesthetical value produced through a relative harmonization or dis-harmonization of our emplacement and its relative amelioration or non-amelioration/dis-amelioration of the overall value flowing through such a conjunction of factors. As argued elsewhere, we have genres and meta-genres of behaviour, etc., to both define the relational problematicity of that relationship in question and how such problematicity can resolved through processes of ongoing, engaged patterns of resolution that assist in such de-problematization of that specific situation under review. A determination of a comparatively greater value formation, in counter-factual redetermination, being seen as more existential in orientation especially if that determination is relationally re-determined in and through that relational setting. (17)

7.    Existential Re-Determination versus Redetermination


Positive re-determination arises through forms of intervention that are done through the apparent agency of the relationship itself or on the behalf of that relational setting in a positively productive manner centered in a chaotic enhancement of value. In non-chaotic forms of amplification we find the mere deployment of redetermined forms of iteration that are on balance non-neutral and positively productive in value formation through such incremental addition in value addition. Both re-determination and redetermination can be instrumental in the formation of comparative negative value formation (through a registered loss in preservation and/or conservation). Usually, counter-factual speculation, sensibly conducted, in the light of recent history, etc., can minimize relatively negative periods in value formation. However, we are still at the mercy of mis-intended consequences, non-intended consequences, not intended consequences, etc., although we should usually have a certain window of opportunity before we experience the full impact of processes of re-direction/redirection should they have a relatively negative impact upon that relational situation in question. (18)


Interestingly, the non-virtual simulation, in the short term, often bears a considerable resemblance to non-virtual forms of simulation where counter-factual determination is proceeded with. E.g., if x were to kill y in front of a set of witnesses then merely entertaining that possibility might have redirected/re-directed them from following that adverse counter-factual course (where even a bare minimum consequential analysis should have shown them the likely errors of such a commission, namely, jail, a trial, loss of reputation, some form of commensurate punishment that may or may not include some form of execution, etc.). (19)


Assessment of surplus existential value formation is usually a non-difficult task given that we usually understand what excess value formation is expected and whether is would be arrived at. Furthermore, we speculate about such reception of value on the basis that we only tweak small end-point differences in highly possible enactive pathways in order to assess, in the light of such cultural expectations, the range of expected values that should be realized therein and thereafter. So I light a match in order to light a candle. In lighting the match we expect it to be lit assuming the match and the striker are not damp, etc. Then, holding the lit match to the candle long enough should allow us to light the candle. Now, although we could say all enaction has a moral dimension, given the exercise of subjectivity, still, much value formation might be considered to be relatively neutral in orientation. The mere lighting of a match might not have much moral implication but if I were to advertently or inadvertently be the cause of a forest fire with the eventual destruction of property and the loss of life my having struck that that match in question could then be seen to have a moral dimension retrospectively. So, how do we determine the particular ethical dimension/specific moral determinations associated with a certain situational event once a certain process of enaction is appositely and adequately appreciated contextually? (20)


Obviously, a solution to this puzzle is to assume all subjectively determined enaction (through both actions and non-actions) has a moral dimension (through the formation of value that has an orientation that is either positive, negative and/or neutral in value amplification), and, that there is a need to conduct a consequential analysis that would help us in this regard to the extent that we can then adopt and adapt those decisions that advance that relationship, series and/or set/s of relationships in question. As noted, this would entail outlining formally or intuitively a skeletal decision tree, noting tweaks in end-points of near end-points and assessing our expectations in regard to our expectations of the same. So lighting a match to light a candle might have little difference between our lighting that match and then lighting that candle, especially given in this instance the match is lit in order to light the candle. So, the expected value associated with the match is more associated with the lit candle. Unless I am careless with that lit match and burn a house or forest down inadvertently. The same considerations also applying to the candle in that regard. Lighting a candle these days is either to get light during a power outage or to accompany a romantic meal. The expected value of such commission arising more in and through the realization of those expectations, i.e., being able to see at night during that power outage or the enjoying a romantic meal in candlelight. The moral to be drawn here is that a moral dimension is more implicated if the moral value of the enaction, enactive act, as an act of commission and/or omission, is to be more derived in those circumstances we meet inflated positive or negative terms of reference. So, during a lengthy power we could give to a neighbour a couple of candles to help them see in the dark at night knowing they have no other form of lighting. No doubt an act of kindness that would be much appreciated especially if it were initiated by us acting on their behalf. So, in the light of the above, in our evaluation of value formation, what constitutes the viable contribution of a moral dimension or overlay? The formation of net value that is either positive or negative in overall orientation where by value is meant the interaction of second order aesthetical value (realized through processes of ethical enharmonization), third order de-ontological value and fourth order pragmatical value. Meta-genres, etc., being utilized in our assessment of the net overall moral value arrived at through such formal and/or intuitive determinations. Where, by ‘determinations’ is meant our existential appreciation of existential value flows and received intensities found experienced or to be experienced therein. Existential appreciation merely determining the relative excess or loss in value expected to be obtained prospectively and found to be obtained in its reception retrospectively. How might a constructor approach assist us in this regard? (21)

8.    Provisional Conclusions and Comments


In the intentional field we are dealing with information and the assessment of that information. Such appreciation taking a moral turn when it concerns the positive amplification in value formation in a relational situation and/or its negative treatment and/or its neutral treatment. Other forms of appreciation taking an super-enactive frame of reference in the enaction of intentionally resolved decisions, consequential analysis (in an examination of the former), critical appreciation of these former forms of appreciation, a critical re-assessment of such assessments, etc. Hence this desire to treat these receptions of information along the lines of a constructor theory. Furthermore, given interpretative variance both within the same subject or some other subject or set of subjects, in the same period of time or in some other period of time, then there is also the obvious need for the discovery of forms of isomorphic invariance in order to re-normalize interpretative variance when and where that is possible (through the accommodation of commensurable systems of appreciation, etc.). (22)


If the intentional domain can be treated as an informational field just how is such information treated in this intentional field? (23)


Obviously such information is not digital and binary, yet, on the other hand, we have a fit entertained between text and meta-text where a match is either had or not had. The genre determines the parameters of that under focus whilst the text is the specific specification of those more particular rulings. Textual sense also maps out various non-absolutely integrated mappings of the psychic universe. When we match text and meta-text we have assumed a form of transformational fit to the extent that if we were to transformationally treat/retreat the meta-text we would find the affirmation or negation of the text, and v.v. We could secretely keep adding tiny amounts of salt to a glass of water. We could then ask someone to taste that water and tell us if this glass of water were salty to the taste or not? The answer to this question is either a “yes” or “no” or “may be yes or may no” with a temporary suspension of a decision in that regard until more definitive information lets us make a decision one way or the other like retasting that water or having a fraction more of salt added to it. However this fine territory between it is salty to the taste and it is not salty to the taste would be a very find distinction indeed. Once a determination of salty is made adding more salt merely confirms that determination already made. Effectively, a question like this in practical terms has a binary like nature between a 'yes' and a 'no'. Indeed asking the question has set the stage for just such a response. We know what a drink of salty water tastes like and so once our sense-tree is outlined the last tweak or branch to add to it is this determination of this question is that water salty or not. Our perception of it as brackish allows us to answer this question in the affirmative. So the meta-textual format parallels the textual form when we note that there is an affirmation to the effect the water does taste salty. The negation of this question implies we have a glass of water which does not taste salty or brackish implying this glass of water has no taste (or, i.e., tastes like water) or has some other taste but not a brackish taste. (24)


Our world is mapped phenomenologically through noting such 'bits' like glasses, water, salty tastes, etc. We further map the world through redeploying such binary distinctions. So, here, phenomenologically, we have another glass, and, it is filled with what looks like water and am told it is water, etc. Meta-rules tell us that 'glasses' can 'be filled' with 'liquids' like 'water' and water can either 'taste salty or not salty', etc.  By such means, through these sense-trees particular types of phenomena are noted and specific instances of the same can be engaged, i.e., epistemologically recognized and ontologically encountered. Our engagement taking on an existential stance in and through the use of the overall suspension, e.g., through balancing the recognition with its encounter; rhetorically treating that to hand through questioning; supplying a metaphorical-like answer; balancing these polarities of the text, meta-text, non-text etc.,  where the non-textual is the emergent result of the engaged interaction between text and meta-text – all polarities operating in the functioning of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension (and its suspension, etc.). (25)


Sense-trees are the result of the consolidation and extension of previous rhetorical patterns of treatment, continual acts of re-assessments and revisions, etc. We could even say that seeing the world is more of a habit than an actual 'seeing' as if the eyes were mere 'windows'. We have expectations and more often than not our expectations are met or only not met in some small end  branch segments of our world nexus as established through a relative integration of these sense-trees. So we find we end up mapping our general generic tree-ness, particular types of tree and our meet specific instances of the same where each of the latter are unique in time and space in and through their continuity of logical subjectivity (as an individual existential descriptor, etc.). (26)


The structures of our world of phenomenal-phenomenological sense, in the manner as described, are often binary in design. Sometimes answer take a tripartite sense of division. The question “are you manic” could be treated in a binary form or in a ternary form. Ask a person who has a history of bipolar affective disorder this question and its could be answered or answered for them with a yes or no (although a more subtle observation or reflection might note that they were heading in that direction or moving away from that direction). However, a person who has no history of this affective illness might better answer with the reply that this question is not applicable. Then, ask this question and if answered in the negative does this imply they are depressed. Almost as if a trick question. So, if you are not manic then you must be depressed might almost apply to an untreated manic-depressive (with little time spent in between) however if you are not manic does not automatically imply that you are depressed. In the same vein we might find trees with branches based on four possibilities. At the intersection the north-south road with the east-west road the person could have headed in one of four directions. However, the question did that person head north could be answered either in the affirmative or the negative. (27)


The 'reality' of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension is left relatively untouched whereas textual formation and its depositions are indicative of the resolution, even if provisional, of a plurality of ongoing decisions. Sense-trees are continually extended. Our mapping of the world as lived continually enriched with further connections. Given such ongoing dendritic enrichment, and the impossible total denigration of the same, yet allowing itself to be suspended, both globally and locally, what is it about our appreciation of the same that allows us to move, e.g., to a moral frame of reference (or some other frame of reference such as entered into in a consequential analysis, a critical assessment/re-assessment of the same, etc?)? (28)


When that subject to assessment, in whatever form, is found to have some form of a positive or negative impact on our existential reading of that situational event/s under such considerations then we note we have entered upon a moral domain and its reporting through some associated form of moral discourse. Let me look more closely at this type of intentional appreciation. (29)


For convenience we could say that once a moral investigation is underway that its findings would be reported under the headings of being in either the  affirmative, or, being in the non-affirmative, or, being in neither of those two previous camps. Hence our attribution of 'positive', 'negative', or 'neutral' to our appreciation of those moral reflections and/or associated moral discourses. E.g., I could steal that apple from the fruit bowl. Or, I could ask if I could eat it, or, accept I already have permission to take a piece of fruit from that bowl in the kitchen. How are our affirmatives, etc., realized? By reference to the perception of an associated surplus in value formation that is either conservative promoting and/or preservative promoting, or, noting that the healthy conservative and/or preservative features of the relationship in question are not undermined, etc. Given this reply how would our critical appreciation be able to discern the presence or absence or non-presence/non-absence of this feature of an existential surplus in value formation? (30)


The presentation through iterational retention is represented. Incrementally shifted iteration brings us closer to chaotic forms of re-presentation. In reliving our sense-trees, especially at or near their end-points, allows us, given an accurate representation, something of the nature of the resolutions entered into in the formation and extension of the same. Thus this semblance of resolution, in a definitive direction, allows us to relive something of the resolution initially entered into in the formation of that established and consolidated field of sense. Furthermore, this semblance of resolution, whether simulated non-virtually and/or virtually, allows us to reparticipate in the dynamics of that form of resimulated value formation. Like (meta-textually) unlocking a locked (textual) door we then effortless move through the same and more note such phenomena when they present a semblance of resistance to our passage through this world as lived.... (31)


In this essay-paper I have dealt with the nature of intentional formation under the following six headings: existence, economy, enaction, efficacy, e/valuation and existentiality. We have answered in the affirmative that the intentional economy does exist and is an economy by virtue of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension, etc., and that textual deposits can also, in turn, be recycled. That these intentional dynamics would fit easily into a constructor philosophy, especially given that the nature of intentional determination is by nature information  (that can be transformed between various interpretations if some form of relatively central isomorphic invariance could be isolated in the basis of these transforms). That this economy is enacted through the ongoing suspension of the same. That the efficacy of enaction resides in this ability to make definitive forms of resolution in the coursing of our judgments from a trans-cognitive/trans-intentional perspective. Thence also the counter-factual nature of such information and its expression in the ongoing enstructuralization of our sense-trees (and the support they give to an inter-subjectivity of genres, semblance of world, objective-like transcendental determinations of our rhetorical investigations, etc.). Then, in e/valuation we note the formation of a definitive response to such rhetorical assessment conducted in and through the utilization of the ongoing overall transcendental suspension, etc. Under the heading of the existentiality of decision making we note the presence of an existential surplus in value formation and how a comparison of such formation allows us to make an assessment as to how well such determinations have been fostered albeit in and through the lens(es) our six orders. That the subjective implication in all forms of value formation implies that all enaction has an ethical complexion albeit under the headings of positive affirmation, neutral positionings, and/or negative non-affirmations or negations. That, normally, the ethical, and its specific moral instantiation/s, generally does concerns itself with stances of a non-neutral nature, namely, positive affirmation or negative non-affirmations in value formation. The emergence of an associated existential surplus or excess in value formation directing/re-directing us into the sphere of moral discernment with a moral economy (and that our appreciation of the same then directs us/re-directs us int the sphere of the existential economy). (32)

       






      Noël Tointon, Sydney, 20.8.14.

