1
7

Review, Overview and Preview:
Recent Essays, etc., Completed or Intended

On the Discipline of Disciplines: 

Private Ambitions versus Public Aspirations

Mini-Conference Essay 2016*

0.    Introduction



Today, I am going to take my own advice. I have often suggested that a short presentation can be done on a project you would like to complete but have not yet properly started. However, to preview what I would like to write soon, perhaps next year, namely an extended essay titled: An Existential Re-Construction of the Political-Economy through Engaging its Malcontents and Promoting its Progressive Proponents, I need to make some sense of the trajectory I have been recently traversing. Through a review of work done I can then form an overview that will then let me situate the apparent intent behind the motivation for writing this prospective essay. (1)


In an alignment with my title this essay will be divided into three sections, namely, review, overview and preview. (2)

1.    Review (of Recent Collections of Essays)

In December 2003 I finished a first volume of essays titled: Finding a Place for the Idea of God: Volume I: A Set of Essays Exploring the Possibility of a Theological Dimension in Our Phenomenological Investigations of the Life-World. There I took a meta-philosophical perspective in order to investigate whether the concept of God, neutrally treated as the Divine, made philosophical sense, and if it were to make sense, within what parameters this might be observed? My conclusion was that a process theology might be one avenue a theologian could travel down if it were to be situated in a holistic vision of the world where forms of non-reductive emergence could emerge/be engaged, etc. These and other tentative possibilities were then examined in a second volume of essays titled: Finding a Place for the Idea of God: Volume II: An Extended Essay Exploring Theological Identity, Work and Value In Our Phenomenological Investigations of the Life-World. I started this extended essays in 2004 and stopped in 2009 without completing it. Then in 2014 I restarted and finished in 2015. In the interim I worked on a paradox between the apparent spontaneity of value formation and apparent non-spontaneity of its circulation and did so in three collections of essays, namely, A Series of Papers on the Apparent Circulation of Value (2009-2010), Transformation through Re-Self-Organization? The Beneficial Engineering of Social Change (2010-2013), and, The Existential Economy? (in three volumes) (2013-2014). (3)

*For the latest version of this paper: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html
In restarting that essay, or any essay for that matter, after a hiatus of five years, one could well say that much water would have traveled under that bridge. Indeed, my emphasis shifted from a meta-philosophical, or meta-theological, perspective to one where I re-focused on the general discursive nature of that type of discourse seemingly exhibited in that type of tradition as a discipline qua discipline. To orchestrate this transition I used an approach used earlier in this essay where I had invoked a difference between the world view of a theologian or theist and a secularist. Let me briefly explain this transition and the ramifications it has for our treatment of a discipline, indeed, any discipline from that of a professional philosopher to that of a humble shoe shiner… (4)


From a meta-philosophical or meta-theological point of view we could claim that a theologian or theist sees this world in a different manner to that of a secularist or non-theist. In many respects they see the same world but the theologian or theist invokes a theological difference or supplement whereas the secularist or non-theist wold deny the existence of this additional aspect. For the latter the world is merely the world. Whereas for the former we have the ‘world plus this theological supplement’ as a theological difference. Now, we can claim that the primary job for the professional or amateur theologian is to argue, first, what this difference is, and, second, how its relates to this world as lived. This relationship to the world is a necessity for the theologian for otherwise their discourse on the nature of the Divine being would have no ‘religious’ relevance for the theist. In essence this meta-observation answers a question “what difference does this theological difference make?” which it must for the theologian to claim they have a meaningful discourse.
 Hence this additional meta-theological difference. But, in a relationship between two difference types of logical entities or states we must also invoke a non-difference upon which these two different states can interact (if only in intentional terms of reference). E.g., a chair is not a person but a chair and a person can interact by virtue of the fact that both states are embodied in this world as lived and by such a commonality we can see chairs and sit on them, etc. Hence we can also invoke a third aspect in this relationship between a theological difference and the value of that difference, as a meta-theological difference, namely, this necessary semblance of a non-theological difference that would allow the Divine, in whatever meaningful manner it were to be defined, to interact with the world of the relatively non-Divine, namely, ourselves and all that can be intentionally engaged therein. (5)


But this same type of a tripartite formula can also be applied to the intentional nature of all disciplines (given that, effectively, we are working with what could be called an aspirational economy). Let me explain. (6)


A disciplinarian, e.g., a philosopher or a shoe shiner, etc., would or should claim that their distinctive approach to the world is that there is this shared vision of a world as lived plus this objective central to the discursive exercise of their discipline. E.g., for the philosopher that ‘there must be some notion of philosophical truth or similar’, and, for the shoe shiner that ‘there are people who wear shoes who will pay to have them cleaned’. In seeing ‘their’ distinctive vision of the world in this manner they invoke a central condition of their discipline; as a discipline that reflects this disciplinary difference. (7)


Then, we can ask what value does this disciplinary difference have, i.e., or what difference does this difference make? I.e, through such necessity (to survive as that disciplinarian) we need to ask (of them or have them ask that of themselves) “what is its meta-disciplinary difference?” (8)


But, of course, the relevance of that response is grounded on the formulation of a non-disciplinary difference in order for that disciplinary difference can be found to make that difference (as argued for through the necessary relationship that needs to exist between the disciplinary difference and its meta-disciplinary difference). (9)


In the second last section of this re-started essay I looked at philosophy as a discipline. That not only does this approach re-form our appreciation of the discipline in question but is and must also be reformational in orientation. In this reformational light I outlined the discipline of philosophy as one that should not appeal to so-called first principles, but, as one that looks for correlations, alignments and transformations through the respective lenses of the phenomenological, the hermeneutical and the existential. In many regards, our dealing with what we already have to hand rather than dealing with imputations that are not to hand and could well be never to hand (given the impossibility of our engagement with the same if formulated as things that were impossible to engage)! (10)


Then, in the final section I took this reconstituted vision of the philosophical as one the theologian could also adopt and adapt in order to redefine their topic and the nature of its imputed relevance (be that in meta-/theological or meta-/philosophical terms of reference, etc.
). (11)


But, what are the ramifications of this tripartite approach to re-defining the nature of a discipline, indeed, any discipline? In this regard, for myself, the metaphorical ‘train’ has left the station… and we now need to be onboard. As a philosopher all disciplines are now fair game for this line of research. (12)


In December 2015 finished the first essay in a set of eight in the ‘discipline’ of political philosophy titled: Politics as the Art of the Realization of the Possible. (13)


Then in March 2016 finished a set of four modules looking at a philosophy of economics (again through the lens of seeing this topic as a discipline): What Profit Profit? The Commercial Realm of Business: The Business of Business , or, The Politics of Business and the Business of Politics? (14)


I argue in both sets of sets of essay that ‘politics is not a business’ and ‘business is not in the ‘business’ of the political governance of a country’. The central condition or objective of politics is ‘social betterment and the promotion of greater individual opportunity’, whereas, in contrast, business is ‘in the (creational) business of a company being created, its (preservational) survival, its (conservational) profitablity and its enhanced (meta-conservational) profitability year in and year out’.
 (15)


My next project was to write an extended essay examining the nature of the distortions that arise in an over-neoliberally influenced economy. I was inspired by an essay by George Monbiot that I had read in the Guardian. The title of this essay finished in July is: At What Cost? The Political Economy: An Extended Introduction: A Criticism of Neoliberal Ideology, and, An Existential Re-Construction of the Political-Economy. (16)


Interestingly, there is this dialectical like paradox: politics and economics have to cooperate even though both have different central conditions or objectives. Politics is not in the business of making a profit, and, governing a country is not nor should be a business. But neoliberal ideology not only suggests otherwise but seems to be driving much of politically oriented policy formation in this direction of business. Thence this need to re-consider the apparent functioning of the political-economy as also a disciplinary sphere of operation in its own right that cannot be reductively reduced to either a realm of politics or a commercial realm of economics. Hence the importance of the hyphen here. Therefore, within this discipline of the political-economical we have the distinctive sub-disciplines of politics and economics. (17)


In this world of the political-economic I am forced to see policies as central; as the central instruments that connect the political and the economical realms. In examining this role I wrote the small book titled: Do You have a Policy For That? Existential Policy Formation: A Brief Philosophical Manual for Overseeing Existential Policy Design (7.8.16). (18)


Policies I perceive as being politically thematized and economically implemented. But, policies should also critically evaluate both in regards to their thematization and implementation, and, in this respect, need to be critically re-evaluated apart from their thematization and implementation. Thence my observation of a need for a third sub-discipline which I have called ‘stylistics’. That, in effect, the discipline of political-economics is an amalgam of the sub-disciplines of politics, economics and stylistics. (19)


Now, critical evaluation is the province of both the relatively passive critic (or re-directionist) and the relatively active manager (or re-director). ‘Stylistics’ is primarily concerned with resolution of problems, finding efficient and effective pathways for the realization of our political-economic objectives, etc. Importantly, resolution is also implicated in an existential approach to this discipline of the political-economic where we attempt to evaluate and appreciate cultural-situations in terms of a pro-relational stance; i.e., looking at the relationships involved through a lens that relatively privileges the relationship over the relational participants in that same relationship. I argue that taking such a ‘privileged’ perspective into account is necessary because all relationships are greater than their sum of their parts and their emergent formations cannot and should not be reduced merely to their participating elements (and in this regard the same applies to the political-economy where the same should not be reduced to either the political or the economic [or the stylistic for that matter]). In examining this field of research I am in the process of writing four small books under the overall title of Trans-Classical Stylistic Investigations. Currently, am working on the third book or Part III on the topic of existential management. By ‘trans-classical’ is simply meant looking at all forms of textuality from classical texts like, e.g., letters and essays, etc., to all forms of observed behaviour that do not directly involve written texts, etc. (20)

2.    Overview (Where Might One Be Heading?)?


As you might gather, this tripartite approach to the nature of disciplines has had me migrate from theology to philosophy to politics to economics to the political-economy and thence to policy formation, stylistic investigations concerning both criticism and management. Another theme running through these investigations is the development of an existential philosophy that is both informative and practical; i.e., both insightful and oversightful (as well as being able to supervize the political thematization of policies and their economic implementation, etc.). (21)


But, given a neoliberal distortion of the political-economy and distortions from other ideological influences such as e.g., capitalism, nationalism, communism, socialism, etc., along with the ongoing rise of inequality and its potential, if not current actuality, to destabalize both mature and immature democratic life-worlds I feel an urgent need to address such issues. When I have finished the projects earmarked for this year I intend to work on this new project titled: An Existential Re-Construction of the Political-Economy through Engaging its Malcontents and Promoting its Progressive Proponents. (22)

3.    Preview (of An Existential Re-Construction)


In this title the word ‘malcontents’ has various allusions and applies to both those people who have benefited from applying a neoliberal approach to the political-economy, namely, the so-called one percent of the one percent, and, those many more people that have suffered from such distortions. (23)


In my work on the economic discipline I examined the relationship between price and cost. In this new work I will be looking at the interactions between price (determined politically), cost (determined economically) and value (determined stylistically, and, experienced in relatively existential or non-existential terms of reference). (24)


The changing nature of work is also a theme that will be re-addressed. Just how should we re-see this imperative for ‘work’ in an economic climate that will see further disruption from automation, robotization, expert systems, additive printing, driver-less cars, etc? We will also need to re-examine important issues like privacy and security in this brave new world along with the interactive roles of governments, businesses, and other disciplines. Indeed, our cultural-intercultural world/s will stand in need of a radical re-constitution and it is my hope that such can be overseen in an existential manner. (25)


As you might gather, I am looking forward to the ensuing shape these investigations will take and what future papers will be spun off as a result. Whether this will be a ‘trick’ or ‘treat’ will be left for you to decide..?
 (26)


To conclude let me note a further dialectical tension in our world as lived, namely, the tension between private ambitions versus public ambitions. (27)


In the world of aspirations I have discussed how there is a need for a realistic approach to what we believe is present in the world, then idealistically thematizing our objectives in a manner as those that can be attained, and, finding pragmatic pathways for the realization of those aspirational objectives. But, as I would like to note, the dissemination of personal power is and can only be through others, so, quite naturally, we must also take others into consideration in the expedition of our own projects and programs. Hence this potential dilemma between needing to support both ‘private aspirations’ and ‘public aspirations’ (being the competing aspirations of others). E.g, a person might want to be a professional in a certain discipline and do what is needed to be recognized as such. However in the course of realizing this ambition and/or in the exercising of this discipline they might also find a form of personal-inter-personal disciplinary difference between a conservative take on the nature of their disciplinary difference, as the central condition of their discipline, and, how a professional, any professional, within that discipline (be they as a professional, as a semi-professional or amateur, or as a audience) might wish to ‘progressively’ re-define the central condition/s of that same discipline (rather than merely adhere to the reiteration of its mere redefinition). How might this tension be resolved? We can see a number of strategies being exercised on a spectrum of possibilities. E.g., personal silence; a small number of people being in like-minded social silence; tentative voicing of concerns to more public displays of concern, with institutional denial, obstruction, misrepresentation, (re-)engagement, forms of re-consideration, etc; to adoption and adaptation of the difference of a new position; etc. In the process overseeing a re-definition of disciplinary differentials (i.e., transformative re-definition of the core disciplinary difference, meta-disciplinary difference and non-disciplinary difference)… In effective, taking a more dynamic perspective on these disciplinary differences…. (28)


From such re-considerations we can see how disciplines both evolve and progress, or, de-evolve and undo what progress had been perhaps taken for granted. I am sure investigations into this type of phenomenon will be interesting to say the least… (29)


Thanking-you for your traveling along with me in this variety of investigations that hinge, in many ways, on their nature treated as ‘disciplines’…. (30)








       Noël Tointon, Sydney, 30.10.16.

Postscript:


Now that the neoliberal fox is in charge of the henhouse, so to speak, we will have to work even harder to rectify the increasing inequalities that have already landed unfairly on that part of the population that is neither the one percent of the one percent nor have been adequately compensated for their labour. My next research project, this essay titled: An Existential Re-Construction of the Political-Economy through Engaging its Malcontents and Promoting its Progressive Proponents has, unfortunately, for me, taken on a much greater sense of urgency; especially in light of the dislocations that are already taking place in our social experience of the changing nature of ‘work’, etc. In evidence-based medicine we must know the nature of the illness to be able then to more expertly treat that condition, equally, in an evidential manner.
 The world is in a state of malcontentment for a variety of reasons.
 Those reasons need to be clearly seen and responsibly dealt with. Only then can the democratic life-world continue to make progress in addressing and redressing the adversities and perversities of this world as lived. Where the dissemination of power is, and can only be, through others, and, where it is to be hoped, that such dissemination can be mutually approached. Indeed, better engaged for the advancement of the central, twin political objectives of social improvement and (providing better opportunities for) personal betterment, and, whose evolving instantiation will more successfully subvert the hollow power of demagogues and their easy delivery, in full, of false promises. Sadly, all too often more of the same, with a touch of nostalgia, presented by one more pathetic clown in a tragic wrapping… ever mocking and echoing, in an inverted and distorted hall of tall mirrors…the beautiful, heroic and heretical diversity of an inescapable Other..!! (31)

N.Tointon, Sydney, 10.11.16.

� 	Such a positive answer then answers another question, namely, should the theologian be paid? Refer to four essays: Should the Working Theologian Be Paid? A Working Paper in Meta-Theology in Four Parts: Evaluating a Meta-Theological Difference: What Difference Does a Theological Difference Make? Part I: Theological difference, Meta-Theological Difference, etc? (20.3.15)


Part II: The Complex Pre-Conditions that Enstructure Theological Possibility? (24.3.15)


Part III & IV: Reconstruction of the Western Philosophical Project? (30.3.15)


Summary and Supplement (3.7.15)


� 	In 2014 wrote An Ultimate Guide to Meta-Philosophy (11.9.14) and Commentary (8.10.14) and Sub-Commentary (27.10.14) dealing with this idea of ‘meta-philosophy’. 


� 	A good reason why government health services should not be outsourced to the private world (although not ruling out the possible co-existence of a parallel health insurance industry).


� 	Over the years many papers have been presented from these essays and others. The reader might like to refer to my homepage site for the noting of the same.


� 	Although it is true that ‘fire can be used to fight fire’ the further use of neoliberal solutions will not resolve the underlying problems that will continue to follow on in their wake. In this regard, e.g., the further lowering of companies taxes, never it seems ever paid in full, for a variety of demonstrable reasons, will not be a solution but a continuing exacerbation of the basic problem of increasing inequity.


� 	I am sure this list is open-ended, but, for a start, would add the following: inter-generational inequity (especially w.r.t. the cost of accommodation); refugees; economic migrations; declining standards in workplace conditions; diminished relativity in compensation for labour; neo-liberal workplace ‘terrorism’; high levels of unemployment or under-employment; workplace anxieties re job security; increasing education costs in the tertiary sphere; workplace anxieties over the changing nature of work through automation, robotization, expert systems, voice recognition, and so on, etc. Obviously, such anxieties need to be address, and, redressed urgently. To some considerable extent the very idea of ‘work’, as it has currently evolved, needs to be systematically revisited and re-fashioned in a positive existential manner that better facilitates this inescapable transformational-transition (and its inevitable discontinuities, disconformities, etc.).





