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0.    Pre-Introduction


Treating the political economy as hyphenated, namely, as the ‘political-economy’, recognizes the intimate relationship between these two spheres without reducing either domain to the status of the other. However, in this era of neo-political hegemony, it allows us to better see just how this relationship between these two sub-disciplines within the discipline of the political-economic interact. E.g., could we argue that the political sphere is being colonized by the relative hegemony of the economic as organized along neo-liberal modes of ideologically oriented dominance? Given this interactive ‘economy’ between the same, it is natural to ask just what third party is also present in order to account for the economic nature of their economic interactions? By ‘economic’ I mean a ‘tripolar arena of interaction that has its own relatively unique ‘economic’ characteristics’. A few years ago, I proposed that this third sphere as a ‘stylistic domain’ wherein critical processes of resolution are more directly supervised. However, in recently asking the question ‘what role is played by the Media in the political economy?’ I have been forced to conclude that it plays an essential role. So, where in this tripolar scheme should it be positioned (on this schematic page so to speak)? After some considerable reflection, I am going to add the Media as an important feature of the Stylistic domain under the theoretical heading (noted by the ‘*’) in a matrix 3 x 3 as just depicted below:
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Rewriting the category with ‘**’ as ‘Media, Critics, et al’. (1)
In this paper I will be arguing for this revision and note its ramifications. (2)
1.    Introduction

This paper will now be given its exposition under the following eight headings: Raison d’Etre; Information; Regulatory Interaction; Factual Economies; Narrational Economies; Critical Economies; Critical Insightfulness/Insightful Critiques?? And, Provisional Conclusions, Comments and Observations. (3)

2.    Raison d’Etre

Why this scheme? As a heuristic device, its represents the political-economic world without claiming to do that in any absolutistical sense.
 But, in some strange sense, our tools do picture the world, and, our pictures of the world can and do act as tools, given that they deal with this world appropriated through such devices, and v.v. Just as a spade digs the world, so, too, the world is a place that can, in certain parts, be dug. Thence the inescapable omnipresence of this active-pass*ive interactive relationship. (4)

For a start, as argued, the political-economy needs to be understood as an emergent discipline from the integrated-and-differentiated interactions of the political and the economic. The political depends upon the economic in order to enact its policies. As a pre-condition for economic stability there is a cultural need for the requisite degree of political stability, and v.v. Then, as argued elsewhere, politics is not a business as the political realm should not be primarily either operated for a profit or run by a family or a wealthy oligarchy for their own profit. Similarly, business is not a political pursuit as no company should never have as its primary mission of running a country when its prime raison d’être is to create, preserve and conserve business value, i.e., the central value of that business company is to be in the business of creating value, preserving value already gained, and, through an expansion of value conserving the same through such enrichment of its value as an institution. Some would add that businesses are also in the business of engineering an exponential expansion of conservation that I have termed the imperative of observing a process of ‘meta-conservation’.
 I.e., the exponential creation of value rather than the mere incremental expansion of conservation. (5)
3.    Information 


Given the disparate contours of the overall political-economy (as hyphenated), in reflecting on how such an apparent phenomenal-phenomenological entity could operate we must speculatively impute the existence of various mechanisms for informational transfer and the enaction of instructed processes of transformations through the overseeing of certain constructive and productive patterns of re(-)direction. On the principle that institutions persist because of an existential core that oversees such preservation, despite possible non-core, non-existential processes also working to undermine that institutional preservation, we must surmise that through requisitely suitable processes of ongoing resolution overall that that institution can persist in that current environment through the relative suitability of such ongoing processes of adaptation. That the ‘observance’ of such informational transfers must be enacted in both passive and active modalities of uptake. Consequently, and subsequently, the persistence of a recognizable identity is realized through such existentially grounded transformations. However, this existential attribution does not necessarily apply to relatively less central activity enacted in and through that institution in question. Whether this relatively existential versus non-existential contest is operative or not, still, the question must remain what are the more important types of informational flows that one might surmise as operating within the political-economy? (6)

As previously conjectured, I proposed that a central mode of informational transfer is centered in policy formation. I.e., the theoretical formulation of polices, primarily as a political activity; the execution of those policies primarily through the business of business conducted as an economic affair in its traditional meaning of the financial, etc., and, the critical appreciation of the former through the dissemination of critics, but, also through the medium of the Media in all its variety. However, the commentary provided by the latter through a tendency for mere iterative redirection may lose its critical edge. On the other hand, given its projection through a mix of narratives the critical import of the choices being adopted and adapted in the formation of those narratives may well supply an unintended critical edge be that arrived at either advertently and/or inadvertently. Moreover, such an aspect is also capable of supplying an appreciation of this dimension of the critical is what must amount to the supervision of some form of a meta-critique where a critical or non-critical set of narratives are themselves looked at more closely, etc. That such oversight, then, itself, may well contribute to an insightful process of critical re-direction be that, too, arrived advertently or inadvertently. Such ‘re-direction’ taking on a chaotic completion through crossing a point or a series of points of bifurcation that contribute to such ensuing insight should such insightful expansion of our awareness of the phenomenological, hermeneutical and non-systematic, existential dimensions co-present in this process of appreciation. That, properly directed through the requisite suspensions, either advertently and/or inadvertently, a systematic experience of the existential should also ensue from such close exploration of that situation in question. (7)

Hence both the importance and relevance of policy formation that is preferably enacted from a relatively existential perspective.
 (8)

However, a number of other mechanisms exist that are capable of transferring information, namely, money, financial instruments (such as credit, debt, bonds, shares, etc.), disseminations via Media in all its forms, verbal instructions, sales, voting, and, statistics relating to any of the former, etc. (9)

In a previous paper I have indicated how donations in a political system can distort the expression of relative political autonomy and expose it to forms of neo-liberal colonization and hegemony, etc. (10)


Interestingly, the evolving relationships between these various mechanisms can informatively provide various forms of insight into the economic currency of that political-economy subjected to such scrutiny. (11)


To a great extent, the success and failure of policy formation is dependent upon the assistance of such circulations in order to support, enact and realize those policy objectives apparently intended in the execution of such official instruments. (12)

Thence the need for a comprehensive exploration of all such relevant mechanisms in a specific political-economy; recognizing that all such political-economies are also internationally embedded, to some degree or other, within a global political-economy. (13)

In this exchange of information, we can now appreciate the import of Media as an unofficial means for supporting or de-supporting the official enaction of policy formation. Hence the need to recognize the role played by Media, in all its forms, within the political-economy. (14)

The question to now ask is why this specific situation in this schematic matrix? First, let me redefine this role of the ‘re-directionist’ as a ‘re(-)directionist’; i.e., either advertently and/or inadvertently critically commenting on the rest of the political-economy (or its own directedness) through a mix of error corrected re-de-mis-directedness, iterative redirectedness, and, re-iterative re-directedness. In this schematized category let me include Media, critics, social commentators, novelist reflecting society with a pointedness to their social mirroring, other artists either advertently and/or inadvertently attempting to express the spirit (zeitgeist) or ethos of the present time. (15)

Just as politicians (in a theoretical-theoretical category) are treated by myself as promoting theoretical formulations of policy through political debates, deliberations and declarations of intent, etc., so, too, current commentary on the directions either already undertaken, are being taken, could or will be taken all deserve to be commented on, therefore, the pronouncements of the Medial, etc., as be theoretically viewed as potential processes of re(-)direction, be that exercised in a more relatively conservative redirection or a relatively progressive re-direction can be seen to be commenting on such information flows as occur within that political-economy. And where all forms of comment can be seen as critical in some form or other (by virtue of the narratives chosen to express such comment). (16)

In contrast, I have preserved the critical-practical classification as the province of the re-director which I now perceive to include either managers re-directing businesses over the longer-term or those who invest their time in processes of reform in whichever domain such a critique is being critically re-directed. (17)

I also will rely on a second type of argument based on the original use of this scheme which was to demarcate whether these nine classes of professional or amateurs should be allowed to directly relate to each other in a formal capacity. Thence this second argument from regulatory interaction. (18)

4.    Regulatory Interaction 


Originally, I argued that in this scheme, reflecting more traditional norms, that it was not generally acceptable to interact on the diagonal (or through a mix of two difference directions within this scheme). So, in the context of this revised scheme, e.g., on a horizontal level, politicians could formally or informally meet with either economist and/or members of the Media, critics, etc. Or, politicians could formally or informally meet with civil servants or overseers conducting commissions and other forms of official political scrutiny, albeit in and through traditions norms in that same respect, and, hopefully, in a fully transparent, well-documented manner. In contrast, politicians as politicians should not be meeting directly, e.g., on the diagonal, with neither business people (lest influence be bought, donations sought, corrupt favours be exchanged, etc.) nor those charged with the overseeing of regulatory forms of compliance, say, in health and safety, etc. In a similar manner, it would follow that Media, e.g., should not be directly interacting with business people nor those commission charged with overseeing political process from those people on august bodies like Royal Commissions and on down to Senate committee, or similar, etc. Of course, non-in-depth forms of interaction would be acceptable as long as they conform to customary norms and are fully transparent, like, e.g., a politician opening a new factory or the Media officially reporting on the functioning and findings of, say of a Royal Commission or some other official enquiry. Where in this regard ‘reporting on’ and ‘interacting with’ are to be seen as two quite different types of phenomenal interaction. The implications being that civil servants, or properly authorized consultants, should be conducting the implementation of political policies and not politicians per se. Hence this regulatory ruling that all horizontal and vertical interactions should be closely prescribed whilst all diagonal and non-direct forms of interactions should be basically proscribed. So, as noted, politicians, e.g., could discuss political policies with economists (in the practical-practical category) and with Media, etc., (in the theoretical-critical category), but, should not be dealing directly with business people, accountants, compliance officers, and re-directors (as people re-directing the longer term goals of companies or overseeing the institution of reforms anywhere in the political-economy). In this same regard, executives of a company’s day by day operations can interact with accountants in the manner as formally prescribed whereas those on the company board acting as long-term re-directors should have no formal or informal interactive contact whilst operating in those distinct capacities. Obviously, if a certain accountant had a certain friend on a certain company board then that friendship is acceptable as a friendship, but, as soon as formal proceedings were to occur between them, in their official capacities, then one or other of them would and should recuse themselves. Hence normal observance of this type of regulatory occurrence would suggest that for this scheme to preserve this observation Media, etc., would have to be classified under a critical-critical category. (19)

In all nine sections of this schematic matrix depicting the political-economy under the three divisions of the Political, Economic and Stylistic sub-disciplines distinctive sets of narratives will be operating whose interactions will be normally controlled by meta-textual conventions already in place for just such interactions. (20)


Professionally, the meta-textual genres of such conventions should be observed before being subjected to re(-)directional transformations in the re(-)formulation of such conventions. To do this in an existential manner, disciplinary facts, narratives and critiques need to be suitably represented and suspended, in processes of careful deliberation, etc. (21)
5.    Factual Economies 


Just what counts as a disciplinary ‘fact’, either within the political-economy or relatively outside the same in some other relatively independent discipline (all of which are to be found situated in the relatively secular vision of the overall life-world)? (22)

The facts chosen by a certain discipline reflect the disciplinary difference or differential as already introduced elsewhere. So, e.g., the philosopher deals with ‘philosophical facts’. I.e., the philosophical treatment of factual-like material as currently found relevant within the confines of that specific discipline. Just as an economist will deal with economic facts like industrial production, the rate at which money is circulated, considerations of the GNP, and so on. On the other hand, it would be normal for an economist as an economist qua ‘economist’ not to be interested, for obvious reasons, in the theoretical configuration of a super-large black hole at the center of a galaxy or the sex-life of the common earth worm, and so on (even if they were to be interested in such extra-curricular topics). By various means, an observance of such relevance can be noted through the descriptive use of the conventions that are utilized, the delivery of additional value through the adoption of the requisite materials suitable for such circumscribed deliberations as prescribed, by noting which materials are proscribed, etc. (23)

Or, put more simply, disciplinary ‘facts’ are and remain in close sympathy with the disciplinary differential that can be delineated for that discipline. Given the take on that discipline is further defined through the mix of narratives utilized then it follows that only those facts that are sympathetic to both that discipline and its narratives will be selected for use. Hence the observation that unsympathetic facts within a certain narrative complex will be either ignored, misunderstood, or misinterpreted, etc. On the other and, sympathetically observed facts can be subjected to processes of error correction through processes of re-de-mis-direction given that that is the primary mechanism for the phenomenological treatment of facts regardless of whether that is recognized or not. (24)
6.    Narrational Economies 


Similarly, narratives can be characterized by an observance of the meta-disciplinary difference or differential in question. I.e., just what value is to be sought and expressed through the use of those disciplinary conventions in question. I.e., what are the meta-textual conventions that better or best express those disciplinary expectations. (25)

At this epistemological level of interaction our expectations find forms of confirmation through iterative redirection. Whereas, in contrast, the immediacy of confirmed anticipations is realized at the non-systematic level of the existential in a harmonized meeting and matching of facts with narratives, and v.v. (26)
7.    Critical Economies 

Similarly, again, critiques can be characterized by an observance of the non-disciplinary difference or differential in question. I.e., just what objectives are to be realized and expressed through those modes of resolution to be used in the exercise of that discipline in question. Or, as another way of putting this, we have already noted that critiques are designed to evaluate to what extent co-associated narratives meet their expectations in a suitable matching of the requisite disciplinary facts that could decide such issues, should the ideality of that state of affairs be able to be realized. Let me look more closely at these assertions. (27)

A ‘critique’ can be defined as ‘an e/valuation of the meeting and matching of facts and their narratives wherein recognized anomalies, found therein and therebetween, are de-anomalized’. In other words, an ‘e/valuation’ that measures the ‘successfulness of such harmonization’ as defined by the primary narrative in question. At the critical level, confirmation, and verification, are observed through relatively radical re-direction when and where that should be discerned, preferably from the pro-relational perspective of the primary relationship in question. (28)

But, given the represented reality/realities of this heuristic device, and, that all nine sections of the schematic treatment of the political-economy will have their own narratives how is it possible for these narratives to ‘talk together’ in order to arrive at the relatively harmonious functioning of the overall political-economy given that objectives formulated within its confines, and disseminated by the translation of policies, are intended to be realized? And where such realization is expected to be a product that is either effectively, efficiently and/or efficaciously realized to the extent of successfully addressing and redressing the intentionally formulated problems currently in question? (29)

Just as these distinctive narratives are formulated within their respective sub-sub-disciplines it follows that their interactions are also conventionally pre-charted through access to those meta-meta-textual meta-genres as conventions for expediting such interdisciplinary interactions both within sub-disciplines and between sub-disciplines as entertained within the overall embrace of the overarching discipline of the political economy per se. So, e.g., in conducting a political debate on television certain rules and expectations are already in evidence when people are either annoyed or pleased when certain expected conventions are either transformed or traduced.
 Thence, by such an observation, we can make this case, generally, that such meta-genre conventions surround genre conventions, and so on. That by such means we can conduct processes of navigation around problematic concerns, negotiations over problematic concerns, and arbitrations between problematic narratives and trajectories, etc., through the resolution of factual or methodological disagreements, the definition and thematization of objectives, the manner of the type of expedition about to be exercised, etc. (30)

Given that narratives are driven by an objective to de-anomalize relatively sympathetically received forms of anomalization then we must ask just what types of anomalization should be considered? In ideal terms that could be anomalies as found discerned within the complex expression of a certain fact, series and/or set/s of facts; between simple or complex facts; between facts and narratives, between narratives, between narratives and critiques, within critiques and between critiques and meta-critiques, and so on if it were necessary to proceed further (towards meta-meta-critiques, etc.). However, usually, one would expect such competitive friction to occur in one prominent location or two at the most? That such a locus would normally define the problematic nature of that being questioned. (31)

So, given this economic understanding of the narrational economy and its epistemological levels in the relative form of facts, narratives and critiques just how should a critique be viewed and managed, reviewed and possibly transformed? (32)

8.    Critical Insightfulness/Insightful Critiques??


As noted, a ‘critique’ was defined, more or less, as the ‘appreciation of the degree of success being realized in the desired de-anomalization of those recognized anomalies apparently found driving either a certain narrative, series of narratives and/or set/s of narratives’. Just how might we go about such deliberations? (33)

The narrational economy is an economy, and, the economic value to be discerned is to be directly discerned within that same narrational economy. Therefore, either wittingly and/or unwittingly, the value of that specific narrational process must be discerned within on its own terms of reference. That, what might strike one as problematic, in resolution, will also strike one as either resolved, partially resolved or left unresolved and perhaps even exacerbated through not being suitably resolved in the first place. Or, we might come to a meta-critical appreciation that the resolution of the narrative under focus is not able to be achieved for a certain number of reasons. E.g., through inadequate facts being found to hand; defective narrational structural-process not being able to marshal such a definitive resolution; superficial critiques not capable of discharging their mission to comprehend the dynamics of the situation in question, and so on. In the philosophical discipline we behold a notorious list of narrated problems that either don’t deserve to be resolved or just cannot ever be resolved in the form those arguments currently stand. There are certain questions that just cannot be decided in any system and such narratives should be conveniently overlooked and relegated to a museum of defective ideas. (34)

One approach that might be able to better represent and provide this process of economic resolution in a certain narrational context is to employ those techniques centered on forms of harmonic exploration that proffer an insightful resolution of such anomalous situations, conundrums, crises, etc. E.g., the very nature of the problematic is such that it also contains its own appreciation of what might constitute the effective resolution of the same. Moreover, if a resolution were to be thoroughly successful then that narrative, effectively, would collapse. Indeed, the co-associated narrative, then, would now be both no longer problematic or held in a state of contemporary concern, being somewhat relegated to the museum of memory. Conversely, an unresolved narrative will still be experienced as somewhat unresolved, or only partially resolved, etc. (35)

In the light of this observation about the intuitive appreciation of narrational successfulness in addressing and redressing anomalies, just how might insightful resolution be accounted for in theoretical, practical and critical terms of reference? (36)


Given this narrational economy is realized between the simulated representations of facts, narratives and critiques, either wittingly and/or unwittingly recognized as such, then its follows that economic insightfulness is realized through a dialectical mix of re-de-mis-direction, redirection and re-direction that would be further reflected in a complex form of error correction, confirmation of narrational objectives driving the narratives in question, and ensuing patterns of transformation realized through such relatively radical processes of realized re-direction if and when the latter should occur.
 (37)

In this tripolar vision of the political-economic landscape, just what provisional conclusions might we find in exploring the role played within its confines by the Media in all its variety? (38)

9.    Provisional Conclusions, Comments and Observations

That the Media, in its commenting on the political-economy, in its default mode, must be critical in its attitudes. That to be otherwise must involve some form of effort to render that form of the Media from merely reporting in a critical modality. I.e., through censorship, company policies, interference from those owning or controlling such an enterprise, political supervision, etc. (39)


That effective insight is also transformational? Finding forms of error correction in facts, the exercise of its narratives, critical appreciation of its critiques, etc. Finding forms of confirmation through merely iterative redirection, etc. Finding forms of transformational re-direction through exploring the (existential) specificity of the harmonic nature of the relationship engendered between facts and narratives if and when it should occur. Moreover, hopefully, discharging an existential complexion to such deliberations through the use of extensive suspensions, etc. That we might wish to re-define ‘verification’ and as the ‘appreciation of the existential specificity engendered in the harmonic de-anomalization of a narrative, etc.’ I.e., treating confirmation on the level of narrational expectations and treating (a relatively later) verification (of confirmation) as the existential anticipations that are duly met as such in the course of such deliberations.
 (40)


That there exists a relatively obscure argument from conventional regulations between sub-sub-disciplines within and between the three subdisciplines within the overall confinement of the discipline of the political-economic. Namely, that politicians, theoretical economists and the representatives of the Media can and should interact with each other, preferably in the observance of a transparent, existentially oriented attitude. That such re-directionists, i.e., representatives of the Media, critics et al, can and should interact with re-directors as representatives of upper management and those involved in the re-direction of serious reforms of the world of business, Media or politics, and, re-correctionists as those representatives charged with overseeing suitable forms of compliance, etc. On the other hand, Media should generally avoid interacting directly with business executives involved in the day to day direction of company business; accountants; civil servants; and, committees politically set up to formally observe forms of oversight. Of course, reporting on such sub-sub-disciplines is perfectly acceptable if conducted in conformance with the conventional genres that supervise how such interactions are to be suitably conducted. (41)


In its natural default setting, this category of the Stylistic-Theoretical (and its including Media, critics, reformers et al) could well be treated as inherently critical through its commenting on the rest of the political-economy as well as itself, should that be necessary… which may well be more often than we think. Given a current fashion for certain inept politicians to blame so-call ‘fake media’ for the representation of their faults and defects it is necessary for Media, e.g., to reflect upon itself in order to follow a middle path between such criticisms and pseudo-critiques. Such pseudo-critics are usually themselves purveyors of fake news themselves through their dissemination of lies, deceptions, mistruths, alternative facts, self-serving narratives, false narratives, the spin of political advertising, appealing to fraudulent critiques… before we even get to serious disinformation campaigns, business and government instigated forms of propaganda, deep fakes, and so on. Just how the Media, politicians, political economist, et al should deal with such a mine-field/mind-field is something that will need to be serious addressed and where past inadequacy of response will need to be suitably redressed! Should lies always be called out? I believe so. On the other hand, fact checking certain narratives hardly seems to put a dint in such alternative visions of reality. Just how philosophers, critics, politicians, representatives of the Media, etc., should deal with this type of topic is seemingly a work in progress that has a long path to travel?
 (42)

That in this paper I have had to address the problem of ‘where to put the Media on the page so to speak?’ In my schematic matrix of the political-economy, formulated in a tripolar modeling, I propose that Media, critics, reformers, et al, would neatly fall into the theoretical sub-sub-discipline of the sub-discipline of the Stylistic as it makes its disciplinary contributions to the overall discipline of the political-economic. (43)
    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 31.10.20.
�            Table taken from my Second Critique Striking Out, paragraph 434 & Third Critique, paragraph 5.





� 	An ‘absolute philosophy’, I would argue, as per my definition, ‘utilizes a centrally exercised extensive (transcendental) suspension’, be that either in an overt or covert format (and expressed form). An ‘absolutistic philosophy’, as a contrast, ‘has no central exercise of an extensive suspension’. My use of ‘absolutistical’ describes the latter. I would like to think certain deeper thinkers fall into the first categories, and somewhat charitably, would include, with many quibbles and qualifications, Plato, Kant, Hegel, Husserl… whilst avoiding all ideologically over-committed or under-committed philosophers that fall into absolutistical formats like realism, materialism, empiricism, idealism, rationalism, pragmaticism, foundationalism, psychologism, logicism, et al. Now, even a philosopher like Husserl, with his earlier conviction that we can find indubitable knowledge, becomes an absolutist and ceases to be an absolute philosopher where such predilections are controlled by being placed under a suspension of some form. That, once subjected to some form of a serious critique, then that suspension is automatically re-applied, and, the philosopher in question now returns to the fold so to speak (but, hopefully, not as a sheep that blindly follows any one other sheep let along all other sheep). The essential point being this: under a suspension, either explicit or implicit, no non-evidence-based forms of positioning should ever be argued for except tentatively and even well-formed, evidenced based forms of understanding need to be couched with necessary qualifications given that we are never in a position to absolutistically pontificate. On the other hand, this attitude that no statement should be read in absolutistical manner does not mean we are either relativists or that we have neither beliefs nor recognitions of truthful truth-determinations whatsoever.


� 	A very good reason why privatization of governmental services should be very carefully considered before committing to the same given that businesses have a priority or imperative to not only conserve their value but also meta-conserve the same!


� 	Refer to, e.g., Do You Have a Policy for That? Existential Policy Formation; 2016.


� 	I am thinking here specifically of the first political debate between President Trump versus Vice President Biden in 2020, along with the later need that was instituted for utilizing a mute button (as a result of the unconventional behaviour of Trump in that First Debate where he interrupted Biden over one hundred times). 


� 	Just as, e.g., in the called for addition of a mute button was successfully instituted in the Second Trump-Biden Debate.


� 	Noting distinctions observed in the course of Volume II, namely, future hermeneutical recognitions/expectations (and narratives) versus present non-systematic existential engagements/anticipations (and critiques) versus phenomenal-phenomenological past encounters/acknowledgements (as facts), etc.


� 	E.g., it appears from questioning that in the US, prior to the 2020 Presidential Elections, say, 67% or perhaps more of Republicans are worried that the election is ‘rigged’, and, that a similar percentage of Democrats feel the election will be ‘stolen’ if Trump were to win. Into this potential vortex of mistrust, how might one interact, say, with a committed Republican who seriously believed that the election could be rigged? Despite blatant attempts on both sides, perhaps currently considerably more by Republicans, of voter suppression, still, the statistics suggest that vote counting is extremely accurate and serious instances of voter fraud are almost negligible. In the light of such ‘facts’ how, hypothetically, might a neutral observer of the American electoral landscape, ‘persuade’ such a partisan of the seeming errors of their ways? Assuming the election is held in a reasonably fair and free manner, despite such obvious forms of voter suppression being in place, how should this Trump supporter who seriously believes the election could be rigged or was rigged be dissuaded from such notions? Now, according to my understanding, if a person fervently holds to a certain belief and is over-committed to the same, either ontologically and/or epistemologically, then they have what I would term a ‘pseudo-psychosis’ regardless of whether that belief was to be true or false. This excessive support for such a belief creates a certain degree of ideological distortion around that belief regardless of its veracity or otherwise. Unlike a psychosis that has a much wider field of distortion the pseudo-psychosis basically affects intentional content that effectively falls with its co-associated narrative. That this condition can be observed in the way conspiracies can be entertained by the over-non-discriminating and would be dealt with in a similar manner. A general consensus here is that confrontation is counter-productive. That such accounts are usually contradictory, have little use for evidence-based facts, can be somewhat incoherent when drilled down into, and so on. As a suggestion, I feel that the proponent of an ideologically distorted discourse should be helped to deconstruct their own discourse by sowing seeds of doubt. E.g., would you believe a person who persistently lies? Is president Trump being truthful when he continually describes the impending elections as rigged? Does he just claim that or does he have real evidence? Why does he make this claim when in the last election he actually won despite calling it rigged beforehand? Is he or the Republicans on his behalf rigging this election? What does he have to gain by making such a claim? Does this claim have institutional evidence that is supported by other institutions? If Biden were to claim that the election was rigged would he find this a confirmation of this belief? And so on…





