1
2

Three Philosophical Experiments (& One Philosophical Problem)?
To be Used in Conjunction with the Open Forum: 

Democratic Dictatorship?*
1.    Seeing the same things differently?

We need a frame of reference to see. If we were to point to something we need to know what is meant by this act of ‘pointing’. So, in being seen ‘to point’ we need to realize that ‘I am pointing at something’ rather than ‘just merely stretching my arm and opening or closing my hand and extending a forefinger’, etc. (1)
So, in considering philosophical problems like why democracies don’t act or do act like dictatorships of the majority, why there is world-wide voter disenchantment with traditional politicians, etc., we need to find a frame of reference that could help us to resolve such problems, conundrums, apparent puzzles, etc. (2)
In this regard, therefore, we need to:

i.
Take what we already have to hand in order to find and define our problem in question, and, see if such a first form of framing does not quickly resolve our questions. In this regard the very perception of a problem means we have a frame of reference in which this problematicity is constituted. We can clarify that frame…. or transform it… so…
ii.
Re-frame it in a manner that we believe will help us to find a (better set of) solution/s…

iii.
Apply that refashioned frame of reference…

v.
Assess the relative merits of such a mode of re-interpretation by observing whether there is or is not a considerable improvement (in valuational formation) in arriving at this process of re-interpretation and resolution…

v.
And if there is no great improvement, perhaps start again…? (3)
2.    With same phenomena we should find interconnections between frames?

So, in looking at democratic phenomena we should be able to find connections between different frames of reference that are relevant; i.e., if they are found to meaningfully deal with the same phenomenon or set of phenomena? (4)
*For the latest version of this paper: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html
Therefore, different frames of reference dealing with the same phenomenon or set of phenomena should be able to comment on each other, i.e., relatively observe them in positive and/or negative light/s as to which apparent inter-connections appear to add value or detract from such valuation/s and/or may well overlook what has been highlighted by that other frame of reference, etc? (5)
3.    Imagining a Republic of Philosophers where Non-Philosophers Were Jailed..?
Just imagine if non-philosophers were locked up in jail, or worse, were shot. In the light of this possibility what comments would you add to this discussion in order to avoid such a fate if you were to live in such a republic of philosophers?! (6)
Hint: Comment on an observation you wish to note and, therein, invoke a meta-textual form of appreciation (which can be passed off as ‘philosophical’).
 (7)
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4.    An Additional Philosophical Problem


An additional problem presents itself, namely, what right have we, phenomenal-phenomenologically to say whether an associated set of phenomena is actually a phenomenon or merely an associated set of phenomena? E.g., are the distinctive characteristics of neo-liberalism an associated set of features or integrated aspects of the same phenomenon? Or, e.g., in a mature democracy is the détente between major and minor political life-worlds an accidental feature or a phenomenologically integrated aspect of the same phenomenon? I.e., phenomena (and/)or phenomenon? (8)


In an ad hoc manner I see the following types of non-exclusive explanations/descriptions could apply:

i.
An accidental or merely coincidental association,
ii.
A co-associated set of co-occurring features (like a syndrome),

iii.
An ideologically co-constructed co-association,

iv.
A product of resonance where identity oscillates between various polarities,

v.
A transformational co-association (where co-identification can be transformed),

vi.
Indication of a deeper phenomenon (shared by relatively commensurable forms),

vii.
Indication of a deeper phenomenon (with relatively non-commensurable forms),

viii.
Co-association through co-transformation of interpretative framing, etc. (9)

Neo-liberalism might be construed, e.g., through ii., iii., vi., and/or viii? (10)
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� 	So, hypothetically, everyone should be able to escape jail, or execution, in this republic of philosophers





