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2D. Re-Seeing How Institutions (Re-)Constitute the Political-Economy
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…
 [0]


In the previous paper, I questioned the role Media played, in general, within the political-economy as schematic represented in the form of 3 x 3 matrix where the elements of this matrix were theoretical, practical and critical considerations of the theoretical-orientation of the political sphere, the practical-orientation of the economic sphere, and, the critical-orientation of the stylistic sphere… giving us nine headings. For a variety of reasons, I placed the Media in the theoretical-orientation of the stylistic domain. In this paper I will continue this process of fleshing out how the institutions apparently resident in the political-economy should also find a place therein and how their placement might be argued for. (0)

Under my innovative philosophical concept of ‘economic correlativity’ I would argue that all aspects of the economy in question should find some form of dialectical expression from all polarities and points of location within a relationship as represented by our depiction of that economy. In effect, predicating a form of economic holism and isomorphic transformational invariance underlying that economy being explored. However, in archetypal terms of reference, polarities would also take on an orientation in keeping with nature of the distinctive type of treatment being expressed from the location of that referencing being invoked. So, e.g., in the perceptual field, ‘focusing’ on all forms of focus invoke an analytical, retrospective, textual orientation, whereas, in contrast, ‘focusing’ on the background field imparts a synthetical, prospective, meta-textual orientation (with its co-associated consideration on genres, narratives, a recognition of distinctive types of con-texts wherein certain meta-textual conventions will find themselves being applied, and so on). Then, in a contrast to the former, we find the co-associate implication of a form of transcendental subjectivity in keeping with the nature of the intentional field being invoked (so, e.g., visual perception invokes a co-associated visual perceiver, and so on). Now, the point I wish to convey, through the argument being presented, is that in primary terms we get forms of distinctive presentation that allow us to ascribe a primary ascription to these poles and their finer representative distinctions exercised within a matrix whilst also recognizing that on a secondary level their influence is also economically expressed throughout the entirety of that economic field being philosophically explored through such forms of schematizational-representation. Thence this implicit argument in my previous attempt, through such reasoning, to locate Media within this matrix at the junction of the theoretical-intersection of the critical domain of the stylistic despite its operations at all levels and aspects of the political-economy (from the recorded verbatim reports of the debates within a parliament to texts of traditional newspapers to the presentation of company reports, and so on, and so forth). In this paper, in the light of this type of argumentation I will attempt to further ‘locate’ institutions and practices, such as, e.g., the business of the law, the military, police, lobbyists, etc., as well as incorporating my understanding of the economy of enacted-narration as introduced and explored in my introductory essay within the now crowded confines of this political-economic matrix…. (1)

In its broad features, the archetypal political-economic matrix:
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In this paper I will be arguing for a series of revisions and note their ramifications for this scheme (as a heuristic device for the more complex, schematic representation of the political economy). (4)
1.    Introduction

I will first re-present the final product of my reflections, by representing my placement of these institutions, etc., within this complex, schematic representation of the political-economic economy. I will then argue why such placement have been adopted and note the principles, as principle arguments, being invoked for making these specific assignments. To provisionally conclude, I explore the ramifications of this schematization and temper such findings as ‘provisional’, and, of course, as a ‘work still in progress’. (5)
The Complex, Schematic Representation of the Matrix of the Political-Economy
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Now, let me argue for each of these classificational assignments and, along the way, note relevant principles, ramifications, etc. (7)

Note, that in bold I have incorporated my current understanding of the economy of enacted-narration as an economy of enacted-dissemination; i.e., the active dissemination of political power. This economy of disseminated-power being the combination of a narrational economy (of, respectively, disciplinary facts, narratives and critiques) and an enacted economy of power (of, respectively, and in a parallel with the former economy, of passive political audiences, actively engaged political congregtionalists, and, forms of political agency, such as e.g., prime ministers, presidents, the heads of agencies and departments, those participants in Cabinet, etc.). (8)

Now, one of the most important principles guiding this assignment of these emplacements is that institutions, through their representatives, can interact with minimal constraints and protocols along the horizontal axes of this schematic matrix; have more constraint but the freedom to interact vertically; and, should meet severe restraint on diagonally indicated forms of interaction, and, equally, on those that cannot be arrived at by taking a straight direction. So, e.g., politicians as representatives of passive political audiences are expected to interact and represent the same (within his same division within this matrix); can interact relatively freely with economists, treasury (although once its independence is guaranteed), lobbyists (assuming a transparency of interaction), political scientists, all manner of cultural critics, etc. However, politicians should not be allowed to interact directly with business executives who operate day to day, or the operatives of their political parties (except in the acceptable forms prescribed, etc.
), or business managers who operate over a longer time scale, etc. For such interaction, politicians must delegate this implementation of either their policies and/or legislation to civil servants, or political consultants who have the requisite degree of separation from the business world, etc. Similarly, lobbyists should not be lobbying civil servants directly but could find some form of transparent interactive connection arranged through politicians, or, passive members of a political audience, say, through the instigation and presentation of petitions, etc. Or, e.g., active political agents could directly interact with Media (either horizontally from their chambers or second political home, or, vertically from their first political home in the executive situated in the Stylistic-Critical section of this scheme. (9)

Let me now work through this Matrix and present my arguments for the assignment of such placements. (10)

Under (theoretical orientation of) the Political Domain,
 let me explore its First Theoretical Division, its Second Practical Division, and, its Third Critical Division. Continuing in the same vein, let me then explore under (the practical orientation of) the Economic Domain, the Fourth Theoretical Division, the Fifth Practical Division, and, the Sixth Critical Division. Similarly, under (the critical orientation of) the Stylistic Domain, let me note the Seventh Theoretical Division, the Eighth Practical Division, and, the Ninth Critical Division. In this process, let me refine this scheme, and, successfully integrate this economy of disseminated-narration, i.e., this economy of political power, in order to insightfully demonstrate the economic nature of its circulation. Moreover, in this process, hopefully, this will suitably provide a theoretical-practical-critical basis for the existential rectification and renormalization of those global political-economies currently suffering under rampant, barely checked forms of neo-liberal ideology. (11)

What follows are a series of argument for preferentially locating different aspects of the overall political-economy within the 3 x 3 space of this schematic matrix. On one hand, this matrix is just an heuristic device, but, on the other, to some extent, all tools also reflect the constitution of the world. Just as, e.g., a ‘spade’ tells us that the world, among an infinite number of things, and with an assortment of qualifications, is ‘something that can be dug’. From a pragmatic perspective, when we need a spade, we seek one out, but, once the required digging has been completed, we move on to the next task in the coursing of our intentional lives. In the utilization of any heuristic device, and our language falls into that category too, the value of its utility is both in the tasks we wish to complete and whether this device or that device is better for that type of task. So, let me demonstrate the utility of this schematic representation of the political-economy. (12)
First Division: (TT): Politicians, Audiences, Second Home for Political Agency

This element of the matrix is political-theoretical in its orientation. The political, itself, is being treated as ‘theoretical’ in orientation. Why? I perceive the political dimension as not as practical as the spheres of business nor as critical as the stylistic dimension likewise. In this theoretical orientation there is a focus on policy formation. Ideas are debated, policies are presented, and so on. Hence this theoretical orientation. Then, once policies are formulated, it is not the task of politicians to implement the same. The civil service is this vehicle for their translation primarily to the more practical world of business. It should not be the task of a politicians to tell the world of business how to run the nature of their businesses. Moreover, in the hands of the civil service in the public realm, or accredited consultants in the private realm, either or both being charged to perform a similar service, namely, to liaise with the world of business, and so on. In other words, metaphorically, to give flesh or put flesh on such policies and, therein and thereafter, allow them to enter the non-virtual world in a form fit for purpose. (13)

Into this element or compartment in this schematic matrix I also put passive political audiences. In many ways this makes sense, as politicians are meant to represent both their constituents and their country as a whole besides also standing, usually, as members of a political party. In this regard, there is a direct, interactive relationship, at least in theory, between politicians and their audiences (to whatever extent they are being represented or misrepresented, etc.). (14)


Now, as paradoxical as it might seem, on a number of counts, I put this compartment as the second home of actively engaged political agency. As will be discussed in greater detail, the first home of the active political agent in charge of a political entity is in the ninth category of the stylistically (critical)-critical. There, power is actively disseminated by political leaders, cabinet, the managers of nominated agencies like finance, homeland security, foreign affairs, and so on. However, in a parliamentary system, the politicians in charge are a drawn from this pool of resident politicians in contrast to a presidential system where these lines are more deeply drawn. Now, the following implication can be drawn. Should a politician take on a more active political role as an agent invested with a certain role and degree of political power then their activities are essentially relocated to this ninth category. Hence, e.g., the privilege of confidentiality usually afforded the inner machinations of such cabinets, counsels, and the like. (15)

This in this first compartment we find politicians assisting in the process of policy formation, passive political audiences being represented in some sense by the former, and, this second home for active political agents albeit for those in a more parliamentary system. (16)

Now, from previous ideas formulated in my Three Critiques (of Neo-Liberal Ideology), I proposed that interactions in the political-economy, as viewed through the lens of this scheme, have varying degrees of restrictiveness and propriety or suitability of engagement. That horizontal interactions were relatively non-restricted, vertical interactions were more regulated, whereas, in a clear contrast, diagonal interactions (and those non-direct interactions that also involved a diagonal element) were to be practically prohibited or at least highly regulated. So, politicians should not tell business what to do, e.g., direct factories to stay open or have insist they return to their country of origin, or, e.g., direct power companies to continue to use coal or gas, and so on. The detailization of this scheme has been re-formulated in such a manner so as to preserve this intuition about the convention nature of such interactions. As to why they are conventionally described, prescribed and proscribed in the manner they have historically carved out for themselves (apparently in order to preserve the good governance traditionally exercised in and through the overall body of the political-economy?). In this sphere we could also find a place for so-called ‘political-scientists’ although they could also be found in the seventh compartment dealing with the stylistically(-theoretical)-critical (along with their close cousins such as economist, etc.). (17)

But, as always, there is always at least one exception to every rule (if only through the form of its qualification/s) and these rules of interactive propriety, ostensively, do not seem to be observed in the exercise of political power as exercised in and through the enforcement of its disseminated-narration (being diagonally imposed and positioned in this scheme that is traditionally wary of all forms of diagonal involvement). However, I also believe that this type of exception is also insightful to the extent that in an economy, indeed, in any economy, it’s not the mere interactiveness co-occurring between its three poles that constitute its interactive nature of its lived space, but, that such distinctive interactiveness is also a testament to the apparent autonomy of such polar facets, albeit as limited and dialectically circumscribed within the confines of that overall economy. That, e.g., in a narrational economy, ‘facts’, ‘narratives’ and ‘critiques’ all have their apparent autonomy of presentation, and that this semblance of interdependence needs also to be recognized. Just as, e.g., the political economy is often easily misread as the mere collision between the separate worlds of the political and the economic. But, resolution of this dialectical tension within the economy of political power, and its ramifications, will be explored later in this essay. (18)
Second Division (TP): Civil Servants, and Certain Nominated Political Consultants

As noted, I placed civil servants, or their equivalents, in this second compartment. Such professionals are charged to put virtual policies into a non-virtual sphere of engagement. Hence their need to act as intermediaries between politicians formulating policies and the business of the world of finance, etc., in how they will be instantiated in practice. Such a practical approach should also be a barrier between the world of the political and the world of business in order to prevent one corrupting the other. However, unfortunately, counter-measure are all too often put in place to subvert this conventional attitude of a need for distance as can be found in the form of donations, discreet promises of board positions or consultancies after a politician apparently ‘leaves’ the world of the political, and so on. In this regard, it is acceptable for a politician to open a new factory but not for them to knowingly have shares in that same company or be given shares in that company by that same company, etc. Nor, for that matter neither should politicians, either politically active or passive in orientation, have the power and influence, under normal circumstances, to direct the management of a company or organization situated in the private sphere. On the other hand, the non-partisan, suitable formulation and exercise of laws, regulations, etc., applied in general terms of reference, is quite another matter (although individual companies and organizations, ideally, should be neither adversely targeted nor favoured in this same regard). (19)
Third Division: (TC): Overseers, Political Committees of Review

In the third compartment of the politically (and theoretically-)critical I perceive the formation of a third division or arm of a government,
 be that perceived in a de facto sense or otherwise, namely, the formation of committees with the ability to politically critique all manner of aspects to be found both within or outside the political-economy. Hence the instigation of royal commissions, bodies for oversight, the inevitable formal(-zed) presence of an Indigenous Voice here in Australia, various other committee of inquiry, and so on and so forth. (20)

Fourth Division: (PT): Economists/Lobbyist


In this division of the economic(ally-theoretical)-practical I would place theoretical concerns about the financial economy, those economies that are not embrace in the formulation of the gross national product (GNP), etc. As a business interested in promoting certain forms of business and political behavior I would also like to place the profession of lobbying. In this compartment of this matrix, it would be respectable for lobbyists to lobby as long as this is conducted transparently and within those regulations that are suitably constructed for enacting such behaviour. In the opposite direction, it would also be respectable for lobbyists to consult directly with all forms of media in order to advance their cause as long as transparency and full propriety, etc., are being duly observed, and so on. (21)
Fifth Division: (PP): Business Executives/Workers/Congregationalists


Here, in this fifth compartment, this element of the matrix in question is concerned with the practice of the practical, the functioning of the financial economy, basically, the world of business, etc. I include all business operative, those who I perceive as relatively short-term oriented business ‘executives’ who will deal with the day to day operations of a business or organization (rather than longer-term business executives or CEOs who I term as ‘managers’). (22)

In this segment, imposed from the economy of disseminated-narration, or, i.e., political power, I would place those relatively politically active members of a party along with the formal executives of their respective parties (although both of these political categories are schematically separated from fully fledged political agents in either of their first and/or second homes, lobbyists and all campaign managers for the election or re-election of political candidates). (23)
Sixth Division: (PC): Accountants/Courts/Police/Army

Originally, in this division of the practical-critical, I had accountants who take a critical position on the functioning of businesses and other organization, be they for profit or otherwise. However, in re-constituting the political-economy, providing it with its full complement of its various organs (as in my earlier perception of the need for the role played by Media, e.g.), I will also add here the critical ‘businesses’ or ‘functioning organizations’, on the ground so to speak, of the Police, Courts, and the Army. (24)
Seventh Division: (CT): Re-Directionist//Media/Critics/Political Scientists

In this first section of the stylistic, being oriented towards the critical-theoretical, I have already located the Media in all its forms. We can also add all manner of academics, and social critics, especially those with a direct take on the nature and functioning of the overall political-economy. From this critical perspective within a stylistic dimension I have referred to them as re-directionists (as they re-direct the course of the political-economy, etc.). (25)
Eighth Division: (CP): Re-Director//Managers/Campaign Managers

In this critical-practically oriented element or segment or compartment of this matrix I place all long-term managers of businesses and organizations. Here. I also place campaign managers for the election or re-election of political agents. Ideally such a role needs to be separated from politicians, passive audiences, active congrreations and their committee executives as well as the political agents themselves. Obviously, in accordance with the rules for the propriety of political-economic interaction within this scheme, there is no relative prohibition for member on such a campaign from interacting with the political agents for whom they represent, the Media, fellow congregationalists and their committees. All such operatives being defined as re-directors (given their mission to change the course of an institution, etc., in a manner that might need to be chaotically re-directed, etc.). (26)
Ninth Division: (CC): Re-Correctionists// Executive-Agency/Legal & Police Reviews


This ninth and last element was inhabited originally by re-correctionalists who I perceived as those insisting on compliance in various regulatory aspects of the overall political-economy. To this compartment, I now also add all active political operatives or agents. This I perceive as the first home of such operatives seriously charged with the overall re-direction of the political economy. (27)
2.    The Resolution of an Apparent Central Anomaly or Dilemma


Now let me address this central anomaly as to how the economy of disseminated or enacted-narration is to be observed as an economy of political power given its diagonal placement within this matrix of the overall political-economy. (28)

Why is this diagonal placement deemed as both problematic, but, also perfectly acceptable? How should we navigate between these two possibilities? (29)

In all human interaction there is both a differential power relation and an integrated power relation. Difference is understood, but, absolute difference is impossible to contemplate being neither encountered, nor recognized nor engaged. Therefore, despite some form of a differential there must also be an integrated integral at the basis of each and every relationship (be that between persons, persons and the world, or, indeed, in world-to world relationships considered apart from direct human involvement). (30)


Moreover, all relationships should also be appreciated as economic. However, if the relationship per se is to be relatively appreciated, should that appreciation also not be economically appreciated? Yes, and, no. Economically, yes, but, in either economic and/or meta-economical terms of reference. No, when the term of reference, ostensively, are not economically constituted (as in those presentations, e.g., that propose either impossible external worlds and/or internal worlds, etc.).  The important implication here being that we can accept both the relatively economic and the trans-economic (as the meta-economical appreciation of a certain economy, etc.), but, that the impossible to contemplate ‘extra-economic’, the ‘pre-economic’, the ‘post-economic;, etc., just cannot be contemplated (as being ‘outside’ the sensible constitution of economic terms of reference). (31)

In other words, all value, all evaluation is economic and not otherwise! (32)


Furthermore, a relationship must be between either someone and/or something in reference to someone and/or something, either expressed with such circumscribed conditions or left in a natural state of open-endedness. Then, being mutual to some extent, implies some form or degree of commutativity. In a relationship x is related to y, implies, that y must be similarly related to x; even if this possibility is currently not encountered, recognized and/or engaged as such. E.g., if ‘I were to shake hands with Jim’, then, ‘Jim is shaking hands with me’ as an actively engendered mutual relationship. Or, e.g., if ‘I were  in a position to see Jim’ then it could be possible for ‘Jim to see me if the conditions for such sight were in place for Jim’, portending a passively engendered potential relationship. I.e., if I can see then the possibility must be in place that I could be seen. Then, given the natural presence of a power differential, we can also argue that relations can never be equivalent or equal. I.e., asymmetries in power relations will ever be the order of the day despite the necessary presence of some form of integrity also being in place upon which that differential can be either encountered, recognized and/or engaged (although, correctly, all three aspects of the phenomenological, hermeneutical and existential needs to be co-present in order to simulate such simulate relations
). (33)

In the light of such ideas, we must assume that the tripolar parties in a nominated or hypothetical relationship must be semi-autonomous in the nature of their economic interactions. That this observation needs to fits in with what is currently to hand. So, if we are dealing with an enacted-dissimulation, as expressed in an economy of disseminated power, then we must assume that the three parties being invoked must also be asymmetrically disposed in some form of a semi-autonomy that allows them to semi-independently enact this transmission of disseminated power. Indeed, there could be no dissemination without such re(-)dissemination.
 The ‘(-)’ implying dissemination through a mix of either re-de-mis-dissemination, redissemination and/or re-dissemination. So, in the dissemination of power, there is no dissemination without re(-)dissemination implying some form of semi-autonomy in those interrelated links, and, where this disseminated import transmitted through this process of dissemination is further enabled through such re(-)enabled dissemination. Of course, in the reproduction of such transmission forms of error can also be transmitted that are either relatively rectified in that process or are allowed to relatively persist giving to such relayed transmission a tenor of having been either re(-)directed, diverted, reinterpreted, misinterpreted, or, more or less, near-obstructed, and so on. Given that power is disseminated through such relayed dissemination it implies that the basis of human power relations is fundamentally democratic to the extent that such dissemination must be intentionally relayed at each point in that nexus of dissemination. However, the reality on the ground could be otherwise to the extent that any non-cooperative node could be bypassed if not eliminated. (34)

Now, given that power relations constitute the formation, etc., of the political-economy it follows that power must be disseminated in accordance with both its perimeter and the parameters that constitute such an enclosed public (‘time’ and) ‘space’. In other words, the dissemination of power must occur within its bounds. Given its representative depiction in the form of the heuristic device of a 3 x 3 matrix then we need to account for this economy within the economy of the political-economic as depicted (in that particular form). On reflection, I can see no other way to generally incorporate the former economy within the confines of the latter economy except on this diagonal axis of the matrix by invoking the political-theoretical/theoretical, the economic-practical and the stylistically-critical/critical (although  of course power relations between any two elements of this matrix cold be envisaged in such bimodal terms, as when, e.g., politician negotiate with civil-servants in order to ensure the practical execution of such theoretically formulated policies primarily created in the political sphere). As noted, to each of these three elements I apply, respectively, the economic concepts of relatively passive ‘audiences’, relatively active ‘congregations’ and political ‘agents’. Such an arrangement can also be argued for along the lines, e.g., that audiences are directly represented by politicians (without forms constraint of ether party other than the usual rules of normal interaction such as seeking an appointment, presenting a petition, asking your representative to lobby for you within the constituency in question, etc.). By right, such ‘audiences’ entail both ‘audiences and congregations’ given that representatives in a democratic system are to represent both those from their own party and those who are aligned with all other parties. Then, given that congregations are relatively more active politically it follows that centering their activities in the middle of the economic sphere as being the more appropriate. Then, given that political agents are able to politically critique a political situation then their placement within the stylistically-critical would make more sense. (35)

However, such a diagonal placement does not rule out the fact that all transmissive acts of dissemination need not be entertained as impossible. On the contrary, more demanding rules may well need to be in place in order to ensure that this transmission of power is successfully enacted. Moreover, this distinctive emplacement is also suggestive of a number of insights in either the description, prescription and/or proscription of political-economic behaviour. E.g., in a parliamentary system, it is obvious that prime political agents are drawn from the pool of politicians sitting in a particular house that constitutes that specific parliament in question. In contrast, prime political agents in a presidential system are located in the stylistically-critical compartment of this matrix. To account for this internal anomaly, I have proposed that political agents could have a first house in the stylistic domain and a possible second house in the political domain for those who are either drawn from a parliamentary forum and/or on occasion need enter their second home in a political house in order to address that house, etc. E.g., when the US president goes to The House of Representatives (Congress) to give The State of the Union Address. In this same vein, we observe that in the parliamentary system there is such a thing as executive privileges and cabinet secrecy, etc., suggesting that the deliberations of prime political agents are essentially conducted from a stylistic compartment and not from a more public forum in the political domain per se. (36)

A number of other observations can also be noted that seem to cement the utility of this form of schematization. Congregations, in the form of political parties, have separate committees from those agents exercising political power. Similarly, for the reelection of a political agent or set of agents we find campaigns tasked with such an activity occupying in a stylistically-practical aspect quite separate from both agents and their congregations (along with their separate political committees). Given the culture of donations, at least we can observe that lobbying occurs in an economic-theoretical aspect of this scheme. Such lobbying being suitably entertained, formally and in an alignment with political propriety by being vertically entertained by the party per se, i.e., its active members as represented by its committee(s). Then, lobbyists can employ suitable forms of Media horizontally, and, similarly, campaigns for reelection, etc., can directly deal with Media vertically. Ideally, political agents should not have direct recourse to either lobbyists or their party’s committees, except indirectly through intermediating representatives. But, on the other hand, campaigns for reelection, etc., need and can deal directly either with their parties and/or their committees, etc. Similarly, politicians and prime political agents can directly deal with Media (respectively, horizontally and vertically). Then, rules for the interaction between audiences/politicians and congregations also need to be suitably observed without being completely blocked. By either design and/or default, such relative autonomy (between these elements on this diagonal axis) imbues the economy of enacted-dissemination (power) with a more rugged strength necessary for the enacted-dissemination find its narrated voice on the backs of those congregationalists and their ability to find forms of alignment with voting audiences receptive to their forms of dissemination. (37)
3.    Provisional Conclusions


That, in essence, this diagonal emplacement gives both individual autonomy to these elements of agents, congregations and audiences, but, also a certain rigour and stability through the fact that such interactions have to be more carefully scripted; i.e., navigated, negotiated and arbitrated in suitable terms of political dissemination, etc., for the enabled enactment of political dissemination itself! (38)

In essence, the political dissemination of power, in and through an economy of enacted-dissemination within the political economy, needs to straddle all domains and compartments within the political-economy. In the manner as depicted, I believe I have a made a successful provisional start in attempting to better understand both the complexity and integrity of the political-economy as it must figure in the constitution and formation of our daily lives. Hence this attempt, within this brief essay, to better understand how political power is exercised, in general terms, within the political-economy…. (39)
    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 13.11.20.
� 	Paging the Media: O Where Art Thou? (Prescience2C).


� 	Assigning the primary location of Media, in all its forms, at the intersection of the Stylistic and Theoretical.


�            Table taken from my Second Critique Striking Out, paragraph 434 & Third Critique, paragraph 5.





� 	In a Westminster form of government in contrast to the first home of the political executive as ‘political agency’


�            Table taken from my Second Critique Striking Out, paragraph 434 & Third Critique, paragraph 5.


� 	First home for political agency, e.g., in a  presidential style of government like that found in the US. In a parliamentary system, the political home for the Prime Minister and their Cabinet.


� 	Hence the observation that all political parties have, and need, committees quite separate from their politicians and prime political operatives subsumed under the heading of political-agents/agencies.


� 	As a political subdiscipline within the discipline of the political-economic.


� 	0r, it could also be seen as a fourth arm of government what with the executive, a legislative body, the presence of a senate or upper house designed to scrutinize and check the former, and, this miscellany of semi-official bodies like royal commissions, etc.


� 	Where the ‘simulation of such simulations’ can be considered to be ‘not simulated’, as ‘no simulation’ or as a ‘non-simulation’. Just as the reflection reflected in a second mirror is the ‘reflection of a reflection’ and cannot, thereby, be a mere ‘reflection’ per se. Just as the memory of a perception cannot be a perception per se. Or, just as my ‘current perception of my memory of a perception’, equally, cannot be a mere ‘memory’.


� 	Directly invoking ‘alignment’ through ‘re(-)alignment’, etc. I.e., as a mix of (all three forms of) phenomenological re-de-mis-alignment, hermeneutical realignment and non-systematic existential re-alignment (read in a relatively more chaotic sense of re-direction).





