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0. Preamble


In my recently completed The Seventh Book… I sketched out an overview of this topic titled ‘inter-ordered phenomena’ and it was my hope in this current book to merely detail what had already been briefly mapped out. The only complication was my discovery that in two different essays I had inadvertently supplied two different definitions of the ‘metaphysical’. However, as both these definitions were variants on a concept called ‘reduplication’ I had, more or less, merely restated the same ideas but from two different levels in generality and that all I then had to do was to demonstrate this isomorphism being entertained alike by both definitions. But, then, to these same proceedings I also wanted to bring a concept of ‘metaphysical engagement’ that lays out an epistemological basis for understanding the nature and expression of the concept of ‘existential engagement’. Completing this book by proffering a defense of the ‘metaphysical’ as needing not much more than a dynamic approach and appreciation of our relationships, albeit as seen from the overlooked dimension of an existential perspective. Genuinely believing that this short book, if it could be called that, would be completed well before my arriving at, say, fifty pages or so.  But what insight do I have? I am merely the author hunched over a computer trying to make sense of these few ideas I have been given to work with? (1)

For a start, one of my philosophical friends merely uttered a very simple observation that, again, caught me totally off guard. Given we are in an era of cultural and technological innovations then it stands to reason that society, in all probability, will have a new set of problematic issues to have to deal with in conjunction with those it has also inherited. It also stands to reason that we cannot assume we already have to hand a set of precedents with which to successfully address and redress such issues. Therefore, it must follow that a responsive and responsible appropriation of such issues will most likely not be a state of affairs that can be immediately accomplished and will need time for us to both suitably respond to the same and be in a position to suitably appreciate the potential merits, or otherwise, of such responses. Indeed, that in order to achieve this successful level of responsible re(-)positioning implies that we cannot merely exercise a superficial appreciation and to this end we need an in-depth, suitably detailed appreciation of the social structures and functions in order to sufficiently understand the very contours of our responses and by what mechanism such responses could possibly resolve those issues and do so in a responsible manner… (2)

In other words, in a response to social and technological innovations a superficial appreciation of the social dimension will in all probability not help us in that regard! (3)

Armed with that simple understanding, that ‘deep problems demand deep solutions’, I almost immediately stumbled upon the work of the German sociologist Niklaus Luhmann (1927-1998) often placed in a contrasting juxtaposition with the philosopher Jûrgen Habemas (born 1929). (4)

Luhmann notes that the complexity of society is constituted through a set of semi-autonomous, auto-poetic systems operating in an environment that is richer than any one systematic-like structure. As a simple observation, we can see about us a number of such systems (within what I call ‘the Political-Economy’, albeit when capitalized I am referring to this ‘systematic-background’ and not the discipline of ‘political-economics’ per se), and, without being exhaustive in a listing of these apparent systems, we would find, e.g., Academia; the Legal Fraternity; the World of Business; Political Establishments; Sports and Recreational Venues; the Restaurant Trade; and so on. I would like to nominate the Political-Economy as this much richer, complex background environment within which these systems are situated, where they are semi-independent, auto-poetically self-constituting, whilst also reacting with and communicating between each other, etc. (5)

So, e.g., to more fully appreciate a topic like ‘history’, say, ‘the writing of a biography’ or ‘exploring the evolution of the Russo-Ukrainian War’, we need to appreciate its systematic situatedness, to some extent, be that either de jure or de facto, as being primarily sited within the system of ‘Academia’ (with such systems will be capitalized). So, let us imagine a certain professor of history in a well-known university is writing a certain biography. Or, in a contrast, we could imagine a certain journalist writing a history of this war as was just cited. The latter, in doing their research, will probably find themselves continually alluding to certain prominent news aggregators involved in this business of assembling and assessing daily news items concerning this war in a pursuit I have discussed under the rubric of ‘doing histories of the present’
. Now, a point stressed in my discussion on these histories of the past, present and, future is that no researcher is ever alone, and that this observation is more formally attested to by Luhmann in his observation that (all) disciplines function within the embrace of such systems. Such an observation. I should quickly add, is ‘observational’ and has nothing to do whatsoever with misguided notions about so-called ‘absolute philosophies’ or the totalizing notion of a ‘systematic philosophy’, or similar.
 (6)

As for their ‘emplacement within a rich, inter-systematic environment’, I would merely like to nominate the ‘Political-Economy’ for this role, noting, that conveniently to hand, in Book 4, I have already a 3 x 3 matrix depicting the political economy.
 Furthermore, this 3 x 3 matrix used to intuitively represent the political-economy, can now be put on a much stronger theoretical basis in which these nine segments, divided between the three poles of economic correlativity, reflect a new way of viewing the overall economy of the economic, namely, as that being divided between the hyper-economic hermeneutics of habit; the economics of a phenomenology involved in a semantic mapping of our cultural world/s as lived; and the potential existentialism of a non-economically directed involvement and intervention within ‘this world as lived’, within ‘this world at large’ or ‘overall world-of-life’. (7)

A profound shift in direction has been undergone. As much as it is tempting to think along a priori lines and assume we can discover everything we need to know about an inter-ordered phenomenon like, e.g., history, and our inter-ordered treatment of it as merely the symmetrical reduplication of sixth ordered ‘facts’ without such systematic emplacements no disciplines and their topics could even be significantly thought through to begin with! Ask yourself the following questions. Merely thinking about the topic of philosophy could we have ever imagined the scenario where ‘natural philosophy eventually divided, historically, into science, psychology, and the discipline of philosophy as it is currently understood, more or less, in (various cultural representations of) Academia? Or, similarly, could we imagine the necessity for amalgamating both politics and economics within some form of ‘the political-economy’, as a discipline, indeed, as some systematic form of a representation of the Political-Economy (designated with capitals) in order to better understand the adverse dynamics and ramifications of the Neo-Liberal paradigm since this cultural phenomenon can never be sufficiently understood by merely persisting with it in either pure, political terms of reference or in just economic terms (given, e.g., the role played by various political alterations in legislation or the unintended political consequences of such policies in deconstructing democratic institutions, etc?
)? (8)

In effect, it is my aspiration to theoretically integrate a bottom-up approach (dealing with inter-ordered phenomena) with a top-down scheme (dealing with a systematic representation of its political-economics) along with the formation of a horizontal strand dealing with the relevant exposition in question, be those objectives dealing primarily with either theoretical (or hermeneutical concerns), practical (or phenomenological concerns) ,and/or critical/radical terms of orientation (in dealing with both non-existential and existential concerns). (9)

What is meant by my expression ‘inter-ordered phenomena’? I argue on (archetypal) economic grounds that we deal with six basic forms of judgment, namely, phenomenological semantics; aesthetical forms of integration; existentially oriented deontological e/valuational formation; pragmatical forms of e/valuational formation; hermeneutic considerations of possibility; and, factual concerns dealing ontically with positive forms of truth determination. ‘Inter-ordered’ merely refers to the fact that these basic types of judgment can be reduplicated symmetrically or find forms of duplication that are non-asymmetrically oriented. E.g., the facts of facts, through reduplication, gives us the topic of ‘history’, whereas, in a similar symmetrical fashion, the possibility of possibilities gives us the topic of a science. In contrast, the non-symmetrical duplication, say, of a ‘history of science’ is not to be confused with, say, a ‘science of history’ given that these operations are not commutative. (10)

Now, let us go for a quick guided tour of this triple scheme that attempts to both represent and explicate the political-economics of disciplines, within an ‘open’ Political-Economy, in and through their utilization within their various systematic forms of cultural situatedness. E.g., the discipline of history as situated either within Academia or situated outside Academia but facing inwards or towards it so to speak (in a non-de jure sense). (11)

At the bottom, we have the economics of the topic as they fall under the rubric of inter-ordered phenomena. (12)

The topic sets the exposition which will hopefully be subjected to fruitful processes of transformational retreatment. (13)

All expositions are situated both contextually and systematically. The topic could be history. The exposition could be in the form of a biography about a certain person P. The situation is contextual to the extent that the cultural world of that individual P is being historically explicated. Systematically, the exposition is also seen to be situated within some form of reference to Academia even if that relationship is either formally constituted de jure, as an academic dissemination, or, established with more independence through some form of a de facto stance vis-à-vis the simulation of some form of an academic-like background in which that history is being both formed and informed through such interactions among those relevant like-minded individuals that share that same milieu. (14)

Then, from a more systematic point of view, we can argue that the hermeneutical nature of hyper-economic productivity is more conventionally oriented and seeks, primarily, to merely ascertain those relevant of genres of behaviour deemed to be either relatively viable or potentially viable. In this regard we delineate the systematic segment in which this exposition appears to be primarily located. Noting any migration from one Political-Economic sector to some other Political-Economic sector as a process of segmental progression (and in which we invoke the suitable application of transformational rules that would allow us to do those types of cultural manoeuvre). (15)

Now, at a first glance, all this might sound far too complex to understand let alone take up from a more practical point of view? However, we can also run the argument that we have two degrees of simplification with which to render the evolution of such an exposition, namely, the fact that the topic is basically invariant topologically once its nomination is adequately delineated. Similarly, the hermeneutical pre-occupations of the overall economy of the economic (as it entails the hyper-economic, the economics of the topical content) can be relatively overlooked in a similar manner to the conventional nature of the former. That, through economic correlativity, the relative suspensions of the hyper-economic and the economic should, then, be able to allow us to promote productive forms of textual formation and complete the formation of the exposition within the confines of a more orthodox regime. Where the formation of the exposition then acts as a discourse with co-associated discursive ramifications. In each and every economy, I have repeatedly argued that through economic correlativity each and every moment is equivalent to the joint negation of the other two moment. So, in the relative fixing or freezing, or suspension, of both the hyper-economic and the economic we should find ourselves in a position to pursue the transformations of the non-economic text as it propels the effective narration of its involved involvement in the formation of this exposition as currently being reviewed to hand. Hopefully, seeing the formation of an exposition, as a one more discourse, that throws light on whatever we are finding, currently, to be either problematic or potentially problematic (and which responses are more or less suitable). (16).

Let me diagrammatically represent these three levels of explication (in their increasing level of epistemological organization and complexity starting with the Topic):

Systematization (semi-systematic contextualization) – Hyper-Economic
Exposition (narrational transformation as discourse) – Non-Economic
Topic (Inter-ordered stability defining discipline) – Economic (17)

This time, let me travel in the opposite direction, starting from systematic segments or sectors and ending with the relatively invariant nature of the topic plus, hopefully, the formation of an exposition in keeping with the aspirational objectives as already voiced? In effect juggling these levels in ascending levels of intentional focus starting with the systematic-context or situatedness; moving on to the economics of the discipline; and, thence, to its execution of a topic as the exposition which, through narration, then takes on a certain range of discursive functions as a certain type of discourse by virtue of its systematic situatedness both historically context-wise and system-wise). (18)

Imagine our history professor has written his biography of a certain notable or interesting person P, and, now, they wish to publish this book. Publishing is a business and is not directly the business of Academia even though many universities also have publishing houses associated with their institutions. Quite rightly, these publishing ‘businesses’ will be run as ‘businesses’ and not as ‘faculty departments’. In others words, I am making a rather mundane observation. This academic has to metaphorically remove their academic cap, so to speak, and put on a business hat instead. In effect, performing a segmental progression, as a migration or translation in their location within the formal constitution of the Political-Economy as currently understood in institutional terms of reference (and not here as a discipline for academic study called ‘political-economics’ also with the hyphen). To illustrate this progression let me map the formal Political-Economy whilst understanding that, informally, it cannot be closed and must remain open to its immanent depths and transcendent structures hitherto beyond current levels of cultural comprehension by definition). In this simplified mapping I shall re-organize this scheme in terms of its apparent relativity of power structures with the hyper-economic, as both hermeneutical and theoretical in orientation, on the bottom rung; with the economic as both phenomenological (semantical) and practical in orientation on the middle rung; and, a more powerful level of interventional dynamics on the top rung representing the non-economic manipulation of causal processes taking on either a critical and/or radical orientation correspondingly that, in my estimation, is a mix of both non-existentially and existentially oriented phenomena. For convenience, these sectors or segments are numbered. Academia, along with the legislative functions of politicians, etc., in sector 1. In order to publish this biography, metaphorically, this author ‘travels’ to sector 5, namely, the world of business activities, i.e., the World of Business.
Schematic Representation of the ‘Open’ Political-Economy
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Exemplifying these Political-Economic Segments or ‘Sectors’
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Disciplines and Professions in their Primary Sectors
Segment 1:
Political legislators, representatives.

Academics

Policy planning (on a theoretical level)

Segment 2

Policy planning on a more practical level

Economist (operating outside their discipline)

Segment 3

Social critics and cultural commentators

Media and Social Media.

Segment 4

Civil Service.

Segment 5

The world of business,

The business of political parties.

Legal business

Segment 6

Management (on a day-by-day basis).
Segment 7

Committees of enquiry, political or otherwise.

Segment 8

Compliance officers

Police

Segment 9

Presidents and Prime Ministers, the head of ministries, politicians on afront bench,

Business executives
Judges (21)


Interestingly, in order to demonstrate the inequality of power relations across this formalization of the Political-Economy we can use the following ad hoc illustration as follows. Let us, on an ad hoc basis, merely ascribe one unit of power to the level of the hyper-economic, two units of power to the level of the economic, and three units of power to the level of the non-economic, and, supplying the same distribution of power units to the vertical columns in a similar manner. The ensuing intersections, through multiplication, then gives us the following ad hoc map of relative power relations:
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I note this simple, admittedly contrived, illustration in order to point out, e.g., that politicians, as legislators, in this ad hoc scheme, get one unit of power, whereas, civil servants receive two units of power which might explain why they seem to be paid a lot more than ordinary political representatives. Obviously, those who exercise the most power in society find themselves paid, to some extent, proportionally. Hence the pay of prime ministers and presidents, judges, etc., compared to humble representatives and legislators. Although the exorbitant pay of certain CEOs would seem to suggest a certain power imbalance with respect to those who are a natural member of this ninth segment or sector? (23)
Using this same scheme let me exemplify its schematization of disciplines:
A Simplified Representation of the Political-Economy
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Returning to our history professor and the publishing of this biography of person P. As noted, they travel from sector 1 to sector 5, namely, the world of business. The interesting content of their soon to be published book is the ‘exposition’. Their ‘topic’ is history, and in particular, takes a biographical approach, and, it is surprising that over the ages this topic of ‘history’ is as recognizable today as it would have been in the time of Herodotus and other historians. Of course, in how this exposition finds itself resolved naturally takes into account various recent stylistic developments concerning our appreciation of this topic of the historical (as also explored by myself in various essays when dealing, say, with histories of the past, present, and future, etc.). (25)

In the same vein we can also note the relative inter-ordered stability of the topic of philosophy despite its recent historical spin-offs into science and psychology. Again, I put this down to the relative stability of its inter-ordered constitution. An observation that is just as prominent in our ability to naturally differentiate, say, ‘science’ from ‘history’, and the ‘history of philosophy’ from ‘philosophy’ per se. Also it will form one aspect in my defense of a resuscitated, and radically reconstituted, metaphysics as the phenomenologically distinctive ‘philosophical appreciation of the philosophical’ (which cannot be reductively dismissed as being merely philosophical in tenor, tone and temperament even though through transformational retreatment the overall topic of philosophy can reappropriate the sub-topic of metaphysics as a sub-discipline within the overall world of philosophy per se, hopefully, of course, without confusing the discipline with its sub-discipline in that inter-ordered regard!). (26)

As you can well see, I have my work cut out for me in patiently orchestrating the coherent formation of this Book 9. Even after writing a few sentences, I have had to travel in new directions. Indeed, it is already quite an adventure. (27)

But, let me rhetorically ask, is such ‘travel’ necessary? Would it be better to just jettison this intellectual baggage and merely procced on the way of common sense given, at least, the recognition of our social problems is a start, the first few steps already being undertaken, that will inevitably lead to their eventual resolution? (28)


I certainly do not wish to dismiss common sense. But, an appreciation of the complexities of the Political-Economy along with its plethora of social problems cannot be so easily dispensed with. Despite performing a series of executive decisions as to how these various levels in textual formation are constructed and performed at the end of the metaphorical day, in a clearing of light, I find all this preparation actually makes life a lot simpler given this schematic clarity being brought to bear upon the nature of the overall economy of the hyper-economic, economic and the non-economic. Let me briefly illustrate an exemplification of this observation. (29)

Systematic contextualization of the hyper-economic conventionalization of political-economic functions is basically a hermeneutical type of process. I.e., the rules of prescription for dealing with how these systems run their own epistemologies and ontologies, pursue their own practices and priorities, ply their own forms of intentionally directed investment and seek forms of co-associated profitableness. Often, simple conventions that are clearly understood and exercised by its membership. (30) 
Similarly, topical stability is observed through historical forms of inter-ordering that distinctively and distinctly establish the phenomenological-semantic rules for the formation of such topics. When an academic, say, is doing history, they are ‘doing history’, and, when they are doing science, they are ‘doing science’, and, usually, all of this is non-problematic. (31)

Of course, the important aspect of a text is its ‘exposition’, ‘just how should we read what that text appears to be saying?’ Here the philosopher needs to point out that the rules that should not be broken should not be broken, and, the rules that need to be applied need to be applied. Along economic lines, we have to rule out all forms of intended or unintended uni-modalism, bi-modalism, absolutism, and relativism…in which the collective force of argument itself is seriously undermined. At the same time, let us observe those short-cuts that safely take us to the relatively conclusive-conclusions set up by such expositions, be they either formal or informal in orientation. Availing ourselves of transformational retreatment, various economic methods for economic simplification… (32)
This brief conference paper has outlined the four key components that have come together in the evolving motivation behind the formation of Book 9. To list them we note:
1. Inter-Ordered Phenomena (expressed as the topic)

2. The Repurposing of Metaphysics as an Example of the Former

3. The Political-Economic Embedding of Disciplines with Semi-Autonomous Systems

4. The Non-Superficial Resolution of Traditional and Non-Traditional Social Issues. (33)


The ‘disciplining of disciplines’ is just a polite expression for acknowledging the fact that ‘disciplines have a place’, and, ‘that they should know their place’, namely, that they are embedded and bound, to varying degrees, within these semi-autonomous systems as located within and intermediated between different segments of an open-ended Political-Economy that effectively constitutes for-(-)us this overall world-of-life, this world at large -  no more, and no less! (34)

Concern was expressed with all new genres of behaviour, along with their cultural and technological innovations, that it stands to reason, as with all such two-edged swords, that we will be faced with a succession of novel situations that will need to be both suitably addressed and successfully redressed. That confrontation with Contemporaneity accepted, and understood, how might we more appositely go about such processes of cultural resolution? 35)

As a metaphor, I would like to suggest that the more we come to better appreciate the nature of the ‘cultural terrain’ the better position we should find ourselves in in attempting to resolve those discovered anomalies that come to be defined by that ‘landscape’ and come to be experienced in and through such complex systematic terms of reference. Complex issues deserve to be resolved as complex issues, but, where forms of simplification can be equally applied to both context and topic then it behooves us to adopt and adapt such strategies. What we must avoid at all cost, however, are those superficial, cultural modes of simplification that cannot but fail despite our susceptibility to their facile promises as the expected path to be trodden when needing to resolve such issues. In other words, novel modes of resolution will need to be exercised that can demonstrate their philosophical utility and ensuing productivity! Part of our agility in such matters is being cognizant of the landscape upon which we have to traverse in order to proffer workable solutions that can defuse that range of ensuing issues to some degree or other. Put more simply, without some understanding of the social systems of thought that constitute the general trajectory of our cultural world as lived we simply stand to inevitably misconstrue all such anomalies should such issues become problematic for us. So, that granted, just what social systems are there and how do they individually and collectively frame these topics of research? But, let me explore such issues in this book itself… (36)


Hence the primary points and preoccupations of this Book 9, that, ultimately, seek to better understand this world at large in the hope that we can existentially augment and enhance the quality of our relationships and, therein and thereby, help ourselves to enjoy a better and more meaningful standard of life… in our being in this inescapable world with(-)others, before(-)others, and, as well, find a greater expression of an overall freedom through(-)others..!! (37)






    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 27.10.23.
Postscript


I cannot stress enough how the expansion of these four themes are intensely interrelated. From an inter-ordered perspective, we observe the topical stability of disciplines. From a systematic perspective we observe their emplacement within and embracement of the Political-Economy along with their auto-poetic stability historical-wise. In our appreciation of the unfolding of expositions, as narrated forms of discourse within these various systems of enfoldment, we are, in effect, taking a positive metaphysical stance in our appreciation of these inter-ordered phenomena as they are to be found in the uniqueness of their historical specifications. Then, with an eye on their potential existential enrichment, we should also find ourselves in a better position to deal with the flood of cultural and technological innovations which, I believe, to date is a fraction of what is about to be unleashed.
 That, collectively, these ideas are my small contribution to what is needed in order to survive such political and economic dislocations about to be seen in the wake of such innovations. That in preparing for such changes we at least put ourselves in a better position to deal with the inevitable reconstitution of our world and where our voice is better to be heard lest in not being heard these changes will be imposed upon us by others rather than being self-imposed through the collective reflections of our communities in which those who are deemed to be responsible need to existentially accept such responsibilities in all seriousness on our behalf..!! (38)

 N.T., 3.11.23.
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html� 


The initial emphasis of this Book 9 was to map out in more detail the nature of inter-ordered phenomena (including ordered, inter-ordered, and hyper-ordered phenomena) as first sketched out in The Seventh Book... But, as noted, the center of gravity has shifted to the political-economic embedding of semi-autonomous systems and their cultivation of inter-ordered disciplines along with transformational possibilities of communication between the same. That the development of this infrastructure was necessary in order to provide the groundwork for the more effective resolution of social anomalies both Traditional and Contemporary (where the novelty of the latter could only have arisen through recent cultural and technological transformations of the marketplace, etc., and which, obviously, need our non-superficial awareness as to how we might be better able to deal with whatever is found to be problematic there, and so on.


� 	The reader can refer to apposite essays on this topic in Book 6.


� 	Working somewhat towards such an impossible goal could be relatively’ successful as long as we are insightful enough to realize the current limitations that are in place or to what extent innovative advancements can only replace and re-qualify the former extent of those limitations. Basically, the same attitude that is to be entertained towards economic correlativities, i.e., can be ‘moved towards’ but never attained, neither obtained nor appropriated.


� 	The reader can refer to apposite essays on this topic in Book 4.


� 	As discussed in my Three Critiques of Neo-Liberalism.


� 	Refer to the essay: Pursuit, III.7X: The Great Transformation aka The Great Disruption.






