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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


With this Pandemic seemingly ‘celebrating’ two years of world-wide disruption, and given the variety of recent adaptations imposed upon us in the train of those new variants designated as Delta and Omicron, I feel it is an apposite time to review just where we seem to be in the midst of such a crisis both as Australian citizens and as members of an International Community; albeit as an assembly of disparate nations of which none have been spared from this form of global adversity. Hence the motivation behind this epidemiological and philosophical update (although, in this essay, with an emphasis more upon the latter). (0)

The world has been beset by what I term ‘COVID contestment’, namely, ‘disagreements about the existence, nature, responses, risks, reactions and reappraisals entered into by epidemiological specialists, health professionals, politicians, representatives for both employers and employees, members of the public including concerned seniors, families, children, and, not to mention anti-vaxers, internet ‘researchers’ working in a social media awash with misinformation, disinformation, mal-information and relatively neglected islands of varying degrees of reasonable information’; although such presentations in the market place of dissemination all equally deserve reasonable forms of debate and discernment before being ‘bought and sold’ or ‘passed over and rejected’. It could be said that information ceases to be ‘information’ if ‘it’s not further disseminated or ‘is not being positioned in such a manner that it could be re-disseminated once again, and so on’. Then, one must wonder if such information can be called ‘information’ if disseminated narrational facts and narratives, as ‘misinformation’, etc., are out of an alignment with the lived-reality of lived-experience (and where the internal critiques of such narratives are rendered as impotent through a lack of suitable treatment through ideological pressures to maintain an over-commitment to certain idealizations along with the relative absence of critical suspensions, proportional considerations, suitable forms of supervision, consequential analyses, demonstrable indications of perspicacious insight, and so forth?)? (1)

To survey this topic of ‘contestments over various interpretations dealing with the nature of this current pandemic and how we might respond to such a situational crisis’ this essay has been to designed to essentially, and briefly, explore aspects of this phenomenon under the following headings: Professionals versus Politicians; Apparent Differences and Similarities of the Two Variants Delta and Omicron; Critical Reflections on the Overall Australian Response Delivered in Hindsight; Contested Points of Intersection from a Hyper-Disciplinary Perspective;
 A Disquisition on the Social Phenomenon of Freedom; A Prospective Point of View; and, Provisional Conclusions, etc. (2)
1. Professionals versus Politicians 


It is normal for a group of disciplinarians to contest features both within and between major and minor discourses as entertained and disseminated within their respective disciplines. It could even be argued that the current state of an overall understanding of these more prominent points of contention in a discipline reflects the net history of contestment currently arrived at in that disciplinary tradition.
 This is quite natural. Imagine a room full of philosophers nodding their wise heads in a continual state of agreement with each other. If I were in such a room, I would be quickly heading for the exit. On the other hand, in the formation of a working detente and accord between politicians and health professionals we would hope for a certain consistency of heath messaging over the duration of this pandemic or over the course of any other serious health concerns. If the meteorological bureau were to issue a storm warning, we would hope that politicians did not interfere in the dissemination of that advisory by either exaggerating that coming storm or by minimizing its dangers. We would also hope that the public would take notice of such advice. Imagine an incoming tsunami and people on the beach were deaf to all such warnings… (3)


A classic example of the undermining of heath advice was that continually exercised by Trump and many of his political appointees (that even reached down to the rewriting of CDC guidelines… and in the process sowing further distrust in an institution that had served Americans in a most trustworthy and professional manner). This ‘genius’ for corrupting all manner of institutions on some occasions gave unsolicited health advice that had to be very quickly countermanded lest those trusting, non-distrustful members of his audience would actually try following such instructions, which, on some occasions, were sometimes bizarre and on other occasions outrightly dangerous or deliberately misleading (as when he disseminated the meme that ‘COVID is just like a cold, a bad dose of the flu’, when it has been demonstrated by Bob Woodford he knew otherwise
). We only have to think of his promoting hydroxycholoroquine and his speculative use of bleach.
 Unfortunately, even after Trump has lost his second term as president this desire to seek magical and crazy substitutes for well-tested, well-proven and quality controlled courses in vaccination, etc., has continued unabated; as exemplified in social media presentations promoting ivermectin (a de-worming medication with both human and veterinarian use), viagra, drinking your own urine, dry mists, and a weird assortment of other nonsense. I would contend that many such unconventional points of dissemination have arisen in a Right wing media often in the misguided and dangerous context of a Right wing in politics seeking a defining contrast through identifying themselves with politically adopted flashpoints whose controversial nature is arrived at through a de-legitimatizing the role to be played by such measures and instructions such as, e.g., the use of masks, vaccines and boosters, vaccine mandates, vaccination passports, etc. (along with a number of other highly contested, almost symbolic, references like Critical Race Theory, the recognition and rights that should be afforded Trans-individuals, and so on
). Can I seriously suggest at this point, given one of the complications of a COVID illness is dehydration, that drinking lots of water might possibly be a better idea should you get COVID if you were unvaccinated or were experiencing a breakthrough form of that illness? (4)

Are we any better in Australia? All too often the health advice of medical professionals has found itself undermined by politicians pushing contradictory messaging and signaling. On occasions, even the most polite of medical commentators has tried to rewrite a balance in such issues given that politicians want to paint a more hopeful, rosy, less damaging picture as we are about to go into a period of national electioneering (although such contestments between professionals and politicians is not just a federal affair given that, in Australia, the states have been also given a much greater role in the management of this specific crisis
). (5)

Quite recently, we have had the Coalition government of Scott Morrison, e.g., vehemently deny the accusation that the Federal government in league with the NSW state government, had and expressed an attitude towards this very recent Omicron outbreak of just ‘letting it rip’. (6)

It has been reported that Prime Minister Scott Morrison has rejected ‘suggestions’ put forward by the Opposition Leader Anthony Albanese and some health experts that his government had decided, with the advent of Omicron, to “let the virus rip” and that he has said, instead, he is all for “pushing through”... (7)
Now, for a start, ‘pushing through’ is definitely not some form of medical advice by any stretch of the imagination, other than as a rather rough and unprofessional way of giving vaccinations, and, is nothing other than political advice. As to what this advice might mean, beyond a general statement of encouragement, an exhortation to struggle on, it has nothing in the form of detailed plan to offer. Perhaps, on balance, this is just as well. (8)

As reported, the PM states:
The PM has denied Australia is in the ‘let it rip’ phase of the pandemic, saying we must ‘push through’ Omicron.
“I don’t accept that analysis because that’s not the approach that the government is taking at a Commonwealth level or in the states and territories,” Mr Morrison said.

“If Albanese thinks that the answer is to put Australia back into lockdown, then I don’t agree with you.”
But Mr Albanese said Australia was now in the third year of the pandemic and Mr Morrison “still thinks it isn’t a race”.
 (9)


On a number of occasions Dr Norman Swann has expressed the view that NSW let this Omicron variant rip in December, 2021:
He (Dr Norman Swan) criticized politicians for simply ‘letting it rip’ and easing border controls and restrictions, saying it had actually hurt the economy by leading to thousands being stuck in isolation, as well as causing ‘unnecessary deaths’.

Instead the top doctor said the country should have slowed things down in December to ensure hospitals were well-equipped for another variant.
He revealed the people who were dying with COVID were likely aged 60 and over and who had received two AstraZeneca does early in 2021.
 (10)

This same article also quoted Dr Swan’s warning about ‘two Omicron myths’:

Dr Swan has slammed Australian politicians for pushing what he deemed ‘two Omicron myths’ – that the strain is mild and that it can prevent reinfection.

…‘There is this myth that this is a mild virus. You hear it all the time from politicians. It is not a mild virus,’ the doctor told the panel.

‘Now Delta was a virulent virus, yes, it is less virulent than Delta, but if you compare it to the Wuhan virus, is just as virulent as that. That is why we are seeing deaths.’
 (11)

In Australia, having the states and territories as individual governments leading in this crisis situation has presented the country with almost eight laboratories to test various policies and policy settings. It will be interesting to see how the Western Australian experiment travels with the delay of their border re-opening that had been planned for February 5.
 (12)
2. Apparent Differences and Similarities of the Two Variants Delta and Omicron


It is understandable that both health professionals and politicians have different agenda, but, it would have been better for the public if they had stayed more on message. A problem, however, that was exacerbated by frequent changes in such advice from ATAGI and elsewhere.
 I pity businesses who have had to closely read what they now can and cannot do even though it would be better if the spirit of such decrees were observed. Now it is the tasks of schools and parent to be better informed and I suspect many parents with children still waiting for their first or second vaccinations, or their boosters not yet due, that they might just prefer to keep their children at home (as happened at the start of this outbreak when authorities realized that proactive parents had nearly halved the school attendance before they moved to institute home schooling via Zoom, etc.). Different states are trialing different policies in this regard and the consequences of such different policy settings will make for an interesting area of future research. (13)

In broad terms, in the eastern states of Australia, etc., just what can we to expect to occur given such a relatively sudden, liberal attitude to this epidemic now more aptly titled ‘riding the wave’, or, as the Prime Minister keeps reminding us, that we ‘must push on through’. As a mindless slogan, I do not think this is going to improve his chances in an election that has to be called no later than 21 May. (14)


In the form of a summary just what can we say about Delta and Omicron? These two variants of the initial Wuhan virus are the result of mutations that have followed different and separate pathways. Without a doubt the Delta variant is both very virulent and infectious. Even the momentary passing by of an infected person has proven to be the point of contact (contrary past definitions of what has constituted a so-called ‘close contact’ defined as a much longer period of proximity, say, fifteen minutes). In contact tracing, at the start of a Delta outbreak, one set of follow ups speculated that the only connection one patient had with a known source was possibly occasioned by their merely passing an infected passerby whilst shopping inside the Bondi Mall. The Delta strain has proven to be even more infectious than earlier variants whilst the Omicron variant appears to be off the charts. In that regard, the latest advice is now to wear a properly fitted, close-fitting N95 mask; as well as the required social distancing and the observance of no singing and dancing. I suspect many people, especially the elderly, will naturally shop less and eat outside if they were to attend a restaurant (or, instead, patronize such a venue by going for a takeaway option). Many shops have remained open unless closed because of staff having to isolate (according to messages attached to the doors of such closed premises). In the supermarkets there is a run on certain items, especially meat products and did not realize mince was so popular in this time of a pandemic. Thankfully, the opportunity shops have remained open. (15)

Genomic sequencing has shown that both Delta and Omicron have arisen along separate mutational trajectories.
 Catching previous variants of COVID-19 has not conferred automatic immunity for catching Delta, and, catching Delta does not prevent you from catching Omicron. With the vaccines being first used in Australia, there was some decreased immunity with Delta but the severity of the illness was much reduced. After five months there was no immunity from Omicron but, again the severity of the illness was much reduced for those who had been immunized. However, if you had a booster
 your immunity went up from zero to around 80-85 percent which still means breakthrough infections are a possibility.
 The interval of time needed after a booster, or ‘third vaccination’, after receiving it being viewed as one to two weeks. Again, fortunately, the severity of illness is generally much reduced although for a certain percentage there will be no noticeable symptomology at all. I have read that an unvaccinated individual is twenty times more likely to infect a vaccinated person and instigate a breakthrough infection than a vaccinated person with a breakthrough period of infectiousness. The myth that Omicron is just a mild variant of this illness has some passing validity to the extent it seems to be more of an upper respiratory illness than, say, Delta where the latter appears to attack lung tissue much more successfully. Moreover, given high rates of vaccination the severity of this illness is generally much reduced, but, not always given everyone’s physical constitution differs in a number of respects from genetics to immunological responses to underlying health issues and the extent a person, themselves, can recover from the attack upon the body unleashed by our own chemical defense mechanisms (such as a ‘cytokine storm’, etc.
). Interestingly, the Omicron variant is also having people needing to attend hospital for a variety of conditions other than an overt COVID-19 symptomology. It has been reported people have reported with heart attacks, strokes, liver and kidney aliments, exacerbations of a diabetic condition, besides serious deterioration in lung function.
 (16)

Why get ourselves vaccinated? It minimizes the possibility of a severe illness and possible death. In a severe illness, it should be realized that besides feeling ill and at death’s metaphorical ‘door’ you will also be gasping for air and literally ‘drowning’. If the hospital is adequately staffed and au fait with a range of best nursing practice you might be subjected to proning (prone positioning) where you will be periodically placed upon your stomach to help oxygen uptake. A difficult procedure for a busy staff to supervise, I might add, especially if the patient is either overweight or very frail, and wired up to various forms of tubing and other instances of medical intervention like a ventilator. The use of a ventilator is an indication that the illness has advanced to a critical stage for this form of intervention (when the mere delivery of oxygen through a mask is no longer adequate). Light anesthesia is probably required, there can be complications like infections and delirium (with patients also trying to remove items of tubing, etc.).
 (17)

There can also be a need for some form of genomic sequencing or differential test to distinguish between these two strains, i.e., Delta and Omicron. E.g., in the use of monoclonal antibody treatment older medications, more effective with Delta, e.g., have little or any efficacy in dealing with the Omicron variant where new medications are now being used with some success.
 A range of new anti-virals is also being developed to curtain and diminish the severity of a hospital admission (or possibly prevent the necessity for an admission to a hospital). In Australia we have had two oral, anti-viral COVID-19 treatments recently approved by the Therapeutic Goods Administration, namely, molnupiravir and a combination of nirmatrelvir + ritonavir.  (18)

Delta proved to be more infectious than previous variants (and easily exposed the weak points in a poorly thought out system of hotel quarantine for overseas travelers entering Australia).
 However, the Omicron variant was even more infectious
 (and I believe that spelt the end of a mandatory period of quarantine in a designated hotel at your expense without, it is obvious, any clear-cut form of a transition, hence the ensuing recent chaos over a testing system unprepared for the high volume of tests needed to manage that transition using both PCR testing
 and rapid antigen texts [abbreviated as ‘RATs’]):
The lightening-fast rapid speed of Omicron can be put down to its ability to evade either vaccination or past infection, says Emily Bruce, a virologist at the University of Vermont in Burlington.

…found that five days after an initial positive test for Omicron, about half of the tested individuals had viral loads high enough that they were probably still infectious.

Such results are concerning… because guidelines published by the US Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) allow people infected with their virus to end their isolation after five days after either testing positive or experiencing their first symptoms. The guidelines specify that people who have exited isolation must continue to wear masks…
 (19)

And Australia has a similar problem with guidelines that seem to have been bent in a direction that ostensively seem to be less disruptive of business, supply-chains, an promoted an early returning of workers in the health system, etc., that may not be wholeheartedly sanctioned by properly thought out medical advice (if suitably freed from what I would suspect to be government interference and its ensuing instance of certain potentially risky compromises given that not all people will maintain an exactly similar infectious profile). As noted here, another issue is the ill-thought out proactive recognition of an ensuing high volume of testing that would be needed to manage any form of an outbreak as one of the more important tools for managing this pandemic on a more local scale. The government had a good year to ponder such deliberations. This lack of testing has also spilled over into how arrivals at our international airports were required to find their own rapid antigen testing one day after arrival in Australia when such a test should have done and noted before exiting the arrivals terminal!
In line with current NSW rules, passengers were told to do a rapid antigen test within 24 hours and isolate until they got a result.

But, as is the case almost everywhere in Australia, there were no RATs available at the airport.

…”Seems pretty crazy. I thought they would be handing them out to everyone disembarking.”
 (20)

In other words, this policy ‘let the virus rip’ may not have been formally established as such but it was most certainly the direct consequence of this degree of mismanagement, non-proactive anticipation in the light of reasonable expectations, a non-federally organized set of standard procedures for arrivals from overseas, and so on. It is no wonder, then, that the Western Australian Government has delayed its 5 February date for reopening of its borders with the rest of Australia. (21)

It has been announced by Pfizer that an Omicron specific vaccine, currently undergoing trials, will be released late March 2022.
 The Australian government has announced that it has orders in for the same (but no date for distribution).
 (22)

For those who are interested in the symptoms associated with COVID-19 the following link is supplied.
 As for ascertaining the possible incidence of long COVID from Omicron we will have to wait.
 One study suggests that people more prone to experience long Covid have a distinctly different profile in their nature of their immune response:

The most glaring [difference that was observed] was how the immune systems in patients who went on to develop long Covid initially reacted to the virus.

Such patients in Boyman’s study showed marked decreases in levels of two immunoglobulins, IgM and IgG3, which are antibodies that the immune system produces to fight infections. In healthy immune systems, levels of these immunoglobulins tend to rise when faced with infection.

Those antibody levels, when combined with other factors, such as middle age and a history of asthma, were 75 percent effective in being able to predict long Covid, Boyman said…

“These individuals might have a disadvantage form the start, “he said, “and then due to their asthmatic background, they might also react slightly differently to viruses, which then leads to a misguided immune response.”
 (23)
3. Critical Reflections on the Overall Australian Response Delivered in Hindsight 


We could say, in hindsight, with some degree of impartiality, that hotel quarantine in Australia, to begin with, was a qualified success, but, ended as an unmitigated disaster. I would contend that this policy should have been thoroughly thought through and acted upon in a proactive fashion (as I am about to explain). (24)

Policies that were designated as a ‘suppression of this virus’ almost became rebadged as its ‘elimination’ (along the lines successfully instituted in New Zealand where elimination was the primary objective until partially disrupted first by Delta and, then, later by Omicron). However, with the advent of Delta followed by Omicron this qualified success (with very expensive intermissions when this virus ‘escaped’ hotel confinement) was unceremoniously scrapped with no well-thought out period in the interim following its collapse… and that this ensuing chaos we are still witnessing today from December 2021 and onwards, throughout most of Australia. The current exception being Western Australia with its borders to remain closed to the rest of Australia (with rare exceptions along compassionate grounds) (where we must await the results of that ‘political-social experiment’). (25)

Hotels were not designed for the containment of infectious viruses.
 A proactive government that took the lead, in consultation with the states, had plenty of time to transition out of hotel quarantine system to a specifically designed facility or set of facilities. Ideally, it needs to have been near an international airport in Australia, near hospital facilities able to look after severe incidences of illness both COVID related and not so related. Those criteria rule out the detention facilities on Christmas Island. Technically, that should have ruled out Howard Springs in the Northern Territory unless Darwin could have been remodeled as an international airport and an enlargement of hospital facilities were also to hand if needed. I do not believe that Howard Springs, refitted for that use, was ideal either? Hopefully, studies will be conducted to evaluate the success or otherwise of that version of quarantine (which may well have performed better than the hotel version overall?). (26)

I would envisage the following: Either in at least two cities like Melbourne and Sydney, or possibly Perth or Brisbane, with purpose-built facilities with an eye on their being able to used as a venue for many other purposes
 after this pandemic has run its course and before the next one.
 Then, redesigned as fit for this overall purpose, the requisite re-modelling of the nearby airport would also be needed along with a fleet of transport vehicles where the drivers are completely separated from potentially infected passengers. Provisions for such a ‘sealed’ complex would also need to be taken into account and delivered in a manner that does not expose those workers to this infectious disease, and so on. ‘Sealed’ rather than contained within a prison-like form of confinement where the clients (rather than as patients) consent in writing to such confinement with a waiving of the costs of this form of accommodation that would be incurred if they intentionally broke the conditions of that agreement. Needless, to say such a complex should not look like or feel like a ‘prison’ especially as these premises should also be designed with a range of commercial possibilities when not being used for a high level of safe and comfortable degree of isolation needed to prevent the introduction of this type of a pandemic especially in period when there are no vaccines along with sufficient time for their effective uptake. (27)

The basic principle behind such purpose-built infrastructure is a surgical like separation of overseas passengers from local inhabitants with practically zero possibilities for transmission, etc. (on the understanding that the wider community would be guaranteed to be free of such infections). Local people working in such a facility being outfitted with full PPE protection, being tested every day, and being better paid for such potentially dangerous and skilled work. Accommodation should also be able to be arranged in flexible compartments in order to localize outbreaks within that facility. With a removal of such barriers when those units have demonstrated no incidents of further infection or have successfully seen through a safe period of quarantine. I also believe that when a government mandates such periods of isolation that it should pay for such confinements. Ideally, in the handling of food, refuse, cleaning, transport, the movement of supplies, etc., that precise policies be worked out to the last detail to ensure that these people are comfortable; that they neither infect each other nor the staff; that those who do get sick, for whatever reason, get the best care possible; and, that visitors are not to be discouraged to visit but in a manner that permits neither contagious nor infectious modes of transmission.
 (28)

All quite simple. The enactment of such a vision would have needed only a proactive imagination and good political leadership. Preferably constructing such facilities in a form that could continue to pay for themselves should this initial use be no longer needed. Given this pandemic will have played out over two years or more there would have been more than enough time to plan and implement such a scheme. (29)

If we are to perform certain important tasks, then we should do them properly! The other breakdowns, in safeguarding the Australian public, etc., especially post December 2021, are to a considerable extent have demonstrated a lack of federal leadership (which was handed over to the states which, at least, for a long period of time, until recently, have seriously tried to look after the people of their jurisdictions. Unfortunately, in a political system as presently constituted, key people it would seem, yet again, have gone missing in action). (30)
4. Contested Points of Intersection from a Hyper-Disciplinary Perspective 

A number of other features have also fractured leadership in Australia, namely, a certain degree of public polarization and this is reflected in demonstrations of discontent and other forms of contestment. Let me explain. (31)


 On one side, we have health professional covertly, sometimes more overtly, contesting these issues with politicians, and v.v. As well, both these disciplinarians are also contesting among themselves as to which possible trajectories are to be preferred and where consensus, quite naturally, must be arrived at through some degree of compromise. On the other side, so to speak, we normally have the greater mass of the general public who usually will follow sensible directions in the hope of realizing the co-associated objectives laid out as accompanying those directives that from an imputed initial consensus, at least, are seen as both desirable and as that which would be aspired after by the general public. However, embedded in this general mass of the public you will always find varying proportions of people who hold sets of miscellaneous, distinctively constructed, contrarian views which could well be deemed to be only ‘minor viewpoints’ (in so far as many of those viewpoints will never be able to successfully take on a major discourse and, then, in deconstructing the same, continue on to assume a major status in their own right). From observation, a reading of history, reflections on sociological opinions, etc., for convenience, as a heuristical device, I would like to divide people with contrarian opinions into ‘progressives’ (as ‘front runners’ who may well be able to take on a major status or at least may alter the future trajectory of a major discourse that seeks to accommodate their points of view
); ‘retrogressives’ (as those conservatives who wish to preserve either a current form of conservativism, or a relatively recent major discourse, or some past incarnation of a discourse that once possessed a major status [and where such preoccupations are often centered around or politically linked to a pronounced set of religious customs ‘officially’ setting out to preserve a preselected mix of those older, or archaistic, attitudes and practices, rituals and routines]); ‘libertarians’ (who promote a very individualistic attitude towards the imposition of all manner of regulations, and, sometimes, also exhibit a very limited vision of freedom as the sole preserve of the individual alone); and, ‘relative anarchists’ (who happily do not believe in anything other than countering the status quo and whose views themselves are inclined to collectively run amok without necessarily translating into senseless acts of violence). Now, all four of these political divisions have their good points, possessing connotations that are both positive and negative. That sometimes these divisions overlap, and, on other occasions will selectively join forces to promote their own causes (through this common political phenomenon of ‘renting a crowd’
). I suspect that as far as a Left-Right political spectrum can be read, progressives and anarchists
 might be more inclined to congregate on the Left, and, retrogressives (or strong conservatives or staunch retrogrades
) along with libertarians would congregate more naturally on the Right. I am also preserving this Left-Right sense of a spectrum among contrarians, to a certain extent, as indicative, respectively, of a parallel sense of an orientation towards either a sense of the collective good versus the welfare of the individual, and, that this same parallel is preserved in my treatment of the general public (where, by its sheer cultural ‘mass’, would normally subsume these minor fraternities just enumerated).
 (32)

Ok, so much for this provisional theory that attempts to understand contrarian behaviours in the midst of the mass, and inertia, of public opinion that could be read as swinging between a certain degree of either a relatively non-polarized or relatively polarized positioning also on a Left-Right continuum, but, certainly over time, more or less evenly split in terms of political allegiances to either a Left or Right. Segments in the middle can be viewed as independents, and, we can also perceive a certain percentage of hard-core believers on either side of this political spectrum (either as members of the general public and/or as contrarians) who would rarely change their historical forms of allegiance and who observe and perceive that same continuum, therefore, as relatively discontinuous (rather than as a perfect political continuum). I.e., that these member in society will rarely change their political opinions and allegiances, whereas, in contrast, more moderate forms of membership might well be more flexible.
 (33)

Now, on numerous occasions, for a wide variety of reasons, I have found myself taking on a contrarian point of view and so am very sympathetic to this relative non-conformist segment of the population. But, one should be a ‘contrarian with a point,’ or ‘with a sense of purpose’, and, that that point, or series of points, should be an objective, or a series of objectives, that primarily benefits society as a whole, rather than just the individual or an individual community, race or elite, and, therefore, should try to be ensconced in a potentially obtainable set of objectives that are relatively consistent, coherent, coordinated and non-contradictory and which express this aspiration for a more positive, enriched sense of e/valuational formation. Now, here, I would never argue, nor could I argue, that people are perfectly consistent or inconsistent. We all have our blind-spots, prejudicial prejudgments, points of over-commitment or under-commitment, and in our thoughts and actions we are never entirely consistent on a wide range of issues be that either wittingly and/or unwittingly enacted. The sheer fact that we have to compromise with both ourselves and society is enough for us to realize that there are these various tensions that are either finding a reasonable degree of resolution, are maintained without finding either too much resolution or too much non-resolution, and those relatively unresolved tensions that are becoming more pronounced and could well take on a more worrying dimension with a quite a different set of ramifications.
 (34)

These envisioned divisions are not completely set in stone and may well fluctuate in line with shifts in public sentiment. With this provisional backdrop in mind, just what issues are being raised as contentious? They would appear to be centered around a number of issues that the general public appears to generally support but that contrary minded segments of the population, for a number of reasons, may well find to be either too onerous or intrusive to accept. In no particular order, e.g., vaccine mandates, vaccination certificates or passports; the general wearing of masks, mandated mask wearing, appropriate wearing of masks; opening schools/closing schools; travel restrictions; locking down/not locking down, partial lockdowns; venue restrictions like nightclubs, churches, etc; imposed isolation, mandated isolation in hotel quarantine; self-imposed isolation, an inability to properly isolate for whatever reason (e.g., your family or flatmates are positive and you are not; homelessness, etc.), etc. (35)
Now, some of those potentially controversial areas of concern in Australia have recently been taken off the table, e.g., re-imposing either a general or local lockdown (or lock out as being entertained in Western Australia). Without adequate quarantine of overseas arrivals and strict policies for isolation in the community the public and politicians have now sensed that to be, ultimately, a failed policy in the light of the advent of Delta and especially Omicron. More vulnerable people, when they are in a position to do so, are adopting what I would call a ‘lock up’ (locking down in their homes with occasional visits to do their shopping but not much more). A milder form of this is seeing restaurants doing more of a takeaway trade rather than serving people who desire to dine within the premises, or outside, if viewed as ‘too crowded’. Travel restrictions in Australia now no longer apply (except if you wish to travel to Western Australia). Some countries might well be difficult to get to (and I suspect other countries you might not want to travel to at this current point in time, and v.v. Indeed, a very recent US travel advisory lists travelling to Australia as not currently advisable). (36)

Now, I suspect contrarians (of the four nominated classes as denominated) rarely capture the general sympathy of the public unless the public itself swings behind issues that transcend just a contrarian basis. On such occasions these contrarians might be part welcomed, for their attendance, but, not so welcomed for their other causes they will celebrate at the same time if the general public is not sympathetic to the same. Unless a public is sympathetic, on the whole these fraternities will have to demonstrate by themselves, disseminate their political messaging through social media alone or through word of mouth, friends, etc. On the other hand, if there is a more general mood of discontentment and disenchantment, for a variety of reasons, say, poverty, inequality, excessive social restrictions (as imposed during extensive lockdowns) then their apparent number and semblance of influence may well rise through various forms and degrees of recruitment. In the US setting, e.g., we might be wondering if the Alt-Right is going to forge some form of a more coherent coalition of the disgruntled in being able to unite various disparate forms of extremism as disseminated, say, along racial lines,
 around vaccines, gun ownership, the position of a pro-lifer, and so on? If the underlying drivers of such discontentment, in the forms as hypothetically imputed, are not satisfactorily addressed, as seems to be the case, then that question would seem to remain open? In the concluding sections of this essay such considerations that appear to be motivating discontentment and its connections with populism will be briefly addressed. (37)

The issues that appear to remain and to be somewhat ‘live’ in my opinion are vaccine mandates, and mask mandates, and, I suspect the issue of whether schools should be opening with the cohort of children not yet anywhere near the requisite level of double vaccination (let alone being in a position to receive a booster as well)? Let me look at the last issue first. Then look at mandates (before then taking a more philosophical tack on these contested topics and the dynamics of contestation itself). (38)

As far as general form of a common anxiety might be reasonably entertained by parents is their attempting to understand, first, whether the levels and forms of vaccination for their children are adequate, and, second, how safe or unsafe the school environment will prove to be or not prove to be? However, there is already a prominent fault-line in place between children 5 to 11 years of age versus children 12 years to 15, and older, given different times for the introduction of these courses of vaccination. The older cohort of children are generally much better vaccinated. In a recent statement
 put out by Greg Hunt, as the federal Minister of Health, on the 21 January 2022, he notes that over 73% of children aged 12 to 15 are now fully vaccinated. He conveniently does not mention how many children aged 5 to 11 have even had their first vaccination but does note that there is to hand 3 million pediatric doses for this younger cohort for their first vaccination and whose numbers are about 2.3 million individuals and where vaccination has just started for this cohort. Obviously, for children aged 12 to 15 the overall level of risk is quite different from that that might be experienced by this younger cohort. Would it be better for the school year to be have been delayed or shifted by two or four weeks, at least for this younger cohort?
 To what extent will parents be proactive and not send their children to school until they at least get their first vaccination? In the state of Victoria, remote learning is seen as a last, local option but is in place should it be needed, and, the plan for the reopening of schools does seem to recognize that in the inevitable advent of outbreaks there could be school closures (and the informing of all relevant parents as to what has happened and is to happen). Furthermore, as in NSW, etc., it is mandatory for all staff and ancillary staff to be doubly vaccinated. Schools are also being supplied with air purifiers, and free surgical masks (that, to be realistic are no longer recognized as effective in a Delta or Omicron outbreak) along with rapid antigen tests at least twice weekly. Should the parents of all school children be worried? That would be quite understandable. Especially in light of some of the comments made by the Victorian Premier Daniel Andrews that there will be no general school closures if outbreaks occur and if a shortage of teachers should also occur (although the last option of remote learning is in place must recognize that this reopening might not be without its fair share of problems). Interestingly, the plans for school reopenings as released in both Victoria and NSW are practically identical. One can only speculate how this came about? I suspect in an eagerness to reopen and knowing there will be criticisms, be that either before, during and/or afterwards, that both states, one currently Labor and the other Liberal, have decided to wear what criticisms do arise in an equal fashion without certain members, acting either as in power or from an opposition on either a state or a federal level being able to leverage the success or failure of their joint acting upon such a ‘common plan’ even if separately released with only minor differences?
 Are we seeing the makings of real leadership here, or, a folie à deux with these two commanders capturing only a possible campaign marred by chaos that might have been more effectively fought if re-openings had only been postponed for a few weeks or a month? Watch this space. Let us hope a seemingly premature return to the school, at the normal start of the school year, is not an unmitigated disaster? On the other hand, it does appear to have been well-thought out and well-supplied with measures for testing such as RATs, etc.
 (39)

The next areas of concern could be lumped under the concept of ‘mandating a certain form of behavior’ that could be described as ‘instructions issued by the relevant authorities that proscribe the non-performance of distinctive patterns of behaviour in a certain pre-understood setting or situation’. In a stronger format than mere prescription it articulates what should happen rather than what would or could happen in that type of situation in question. So, when on public transport in NSW you are currently required, indeed, compelled by law, to be wearing a mask, i.e., that non-mask-wearing is banned. It would be nice, for the general sake of the community, that wearing a mask did not just mean tickling your nose or acting as a chin diaper (for those who might have an occasional tendency to dribble?). However, we could also be skeptical about the efficacy of such a form of compulsion given that the official advice is that we should be wearing a P95 mask, or a mask with an equivalent standard, given the highly infectious nature of both Delta and Omicron variants. (40)

It is often pointed out to people who object to mandates that our lives are full of such beneficial restrictions, but, it seems we have got used to them and generally overlook the existence of such regulations. Not too long ago, wearing seat belts was mandated with, as a consequence, a correctly predicted diminishment in the number of fatal car crashes. No distinctive shift in human habits is ever achieved without some degree of an opposite and almost equal reaction. In some ways, that is healthy. Just because a governmental body mandates some behaviour does not mean the public should necessarily come on board and slavishly do as commanded. In politics, new policies, or, rather new policy directions, need to be well-argued for and the reasons for their implementation also need to be widely disseminated; preferably in a manner that gains the co-operation of the public and not just their co-option. But, that said, resistance for the mere sake of resistance seems a pointless sort of unthought-out reaction and one must wonder that when logically reasonable mandates are clearly argued for, and, hopefully, based on evidence-based policy settings, and instituted, that it might be better for acts of protests to be directed in more meaningful directions when worthy causes ever surround us… if we were but a little less self-centered and just a little bit more perceptive of others. Indeed, we might argue that this absence of a deep concern and care for others, this reactive tendency to just fashionably oppose the ‘latest set of cultural flashpoints’ without seriously scrutinizing whether such injunctions authentically demonstrate the well-meaning and well-thought out efforts of others, ostensivley acting on our behalf, is evidence of a general lack of insight (or oversight or foresight
). Being more indicative of the fact that such ‘merely fashionable protestors’ are just not able either to suspend their beliefs, all too often expressed as indignant articles of faith, or, to suspend their disbelief that their own articles of faith may not stand them in good stead, indeed, might work against the welfare and wellbeing of both themselves and others! Given such an apparent lack of either personal self-reflection and/or social empathy, it can only mean a general inability to practice the art of the suspension where belief and disbelief both equally deserve to be bracketed, put out of action, closely inspected, counter-balanced, inspected for consistency, coherence, non-contradiction and whether such behaviours are actually consonant with causal effectiveness and efficacy, could exert, on balance, a benefit to both oneself and others? The suspension of one’s own beliefs, along with the suspension of a non-suspended sense of disbelief, does not mean we have to jettison our attachments to such guidelines that seem to define who we are, but, it does mean that we should put aside both over-commitments and under-commitments in order to walk a more balanced and nuanced path between the attractions and repulsions that might upset that sense of an equilibrium. It is my understanding that as every suspension is automatically and immediately de-suspended we need have no fear that we will lose sight of who we are, but, instead, we will be returned to directly confront the sheer, insistent specificity of a life-world that will be ever enriched through the profound openness to be discerned by(-)us through such (existentially oriented) engagement.
 (41)

Before tentatively taking a hyper-philosophical perspective on such issues let me address a number of concepts that might help us to unravel this complex problem of what motivates ideologically driven forms of behaviour and its co-associated lack of an insightfulness to the extent we find, either ourselves or others, as both relatively incapable of reflection and self-reflection. Just what is it that can distort our ability to run insightful forms of a self-narrative that can progressively engineer an alignment between our versions of a lived-reality as entertained and engaged in our ‘reading’ and ‘writing’ of lived-experience? (42)

In arguing for an informative processes of self-reflection I am not entertaining some grandiose philosophical narrative but merely trying to account for the normal course of an apperceptive-perception when and where what was not seen is then quite ‘suddenly seen’ – as if in a form of ‘re-seeing’ – as if seeing something ‘overlooked’ – as if in the form of an ‘insight’ when two or more ideas find a meaningful semblance of a link whose ensuing e/valuational formation is greater than that invested in the form of its initial close reading. To reinforce the mundanity of this point let me recount one of my more vivid memories. When I was living in Wellington, Aotearoa New Zealand, very early on one cold Winter’s morning I was suddenly woken up by a very sizable earthquake and in rushing out of bed I stood under the doorway shivering for about a minute before I realized my dressing gown was hanging right beside. All I had to do was reach out for it and then put it on. Such ‘apperception’ or ‘re-seeing’ being no more than seeing connections and alignments, noting inconsistencies, incoherencies, contradictions, adverse causal consequences, beneficial courses of enaction, and so on. Of course, such intuitive re(-)arrangements, such re(-)adjustments, re(-)connections, re(-)alignments… may or may not seem like revelations at the time, but, in their sudden re-direction of behaviour, may be found to have an importance that cannot be reduced to ‘that merely invested in the linear nature and course of their sequentially organized inputs…’ (43)

At this point, let me introduce three concepts and then combine them in order to frame a way of better understanding the nature of motivation that then might be found useful in a phenomenological appreciation of intentionally directed behaviour (as could be viewed through a hyper-philosophical form of exploration and scrutiny). (44)

These three concepts are ‘cognitive rifts’ (as drivers in an aspirational economy), (reflections on the hypothetical nature of) ‘cognitive dissonance’, and the ‘affective intensification of intentional directedness’ (as a necessary ingredient in the ensuing enaction of such intent [and as a mechanism to intensify points of mutual insight?]). (45)


More years ago, than I am prepared to admit, I worked on a model of religious change centered on my vision of a ‘cognitive rift’. If you come to admire what someone else has then you might aspire to possessing the same. If you do not have a concept and name for this form of objective admiration then you will probably import the same into your vision of the world, albeit from you own sense of a cultural perspective. In such appropriation, we may well, to some extent, inevitably mis-appropriate that same form of objective admiration. Fashion operates along those lines but as an artefact of our own culture, as an artefact of a culture similar to our own culture, appropriation, therefore, is more likely to be more appropriate and less mis-appropriated. As an illustration of this ‘cultural rift’ I am reminded of a birthday cake ordered by one of my Chinese-speaking friends for one of the members of our party when we were travelling in China. From the distance this superb cake looked like it had Xmas decorations in green and red on the surface of its white marzipan icing. On closer inspection I saw that the cake decoration consisted of small cherry tomatoes and parsley (which I still find quite amusing on my recollection of this instance of cultural mis-appropriation). Now, the point of this particular concept of a ‘cognitive rift’ is that even in our own culture we are ever exposed through advertising, e.g., to items that we might find desirable but also know we cannot obtain given other priorities, lack of money, a poor paying job, unemployment, an expensive price tag, or just out of reach because of our status or, rather, lack of status, or a lack of opportunity or the skills to obtain such aspirational objectives, and so on. So, under those circumstances, either wittingly or unwittingly, we may feel the ‘absence’ of such objectives, in our not being able to meet the immediate, or successfully mediated, presence of our obtainment of such objectives. In essence, experiencing this rift between our aspirational desires and their non-obtainment as a form of ‘frustration’. Moreover, from this further frustration of ‘never being able to realize such aspirations’, meet, instead, a certain level of disgruntlement and disenchantment given the seemingly ineffective nature of our emplacement in this overall world-of-life in light of our currently limited embodiment, embeddedness and embankment… in which we have in this inability to de-displace such perceived forms of displacement in which these forms of aspirational ideality are just not to hand, and never seem able to be found to hand. I.e., an aspirational economy in which the obtainment of such forms of objective admiration are effectively thwarted and cannot be satisfactorily realized. In this regard, we do not have too far to look to understand that for many people the neo-liberal distortions of our economy may promise much on a communal level but on an individual level deliver a lot less, indeed, may well reward such failings with no more than the entrenched perception/apperception of an inevitable succession of further failures. In confronting this specter of a cognitive rift just what forms of behaviour might follow on its wake. Perhaps a renewed determination to succeed, by hook or crook, or, a disaffected acceptance that either disaffectedly dwells on the past or blithely attempts to ignore such permanent disenchantment altogether (which as strategies will also fail given the continual over-dissemination of ideal forms of consumerism that ‘informatively’ saturate the commercially colonized expressions and performances we have allowed to distort the ongoing re-constitution of our Contemporary cultures
). (46)

In detailing the reach and ramifications of a concept of cognitive dissonance we need to note, first, that dissonance is only dissonant when cognitive experienced as such. However, when experienced, the semblance of a cognitive rift is then observed as that psychic space being entertained between ‘the reality of that which is dissonant’ and ‘the dissonance of that reality as lived’. Or, the tension that is to be experienced between ‘the apparent reality of their situation’ and ‘the ideality of how they might prefer their situation to be re-entertained’. In this ‘gap’ or ‘rift’ we have a wide range of negative emotions that might be identified there, such as, e.g., guilt, shame, fear, dishonor, being inadequate, hopelessness, feeling stupid or not worthy, considering oneself to be unlucky, and so on. However, let me repeat the observation that cognitive dissonance is only experienced as ‘dissonant’ when it is cognitively able to be directly observed as such. (47)

In effect, two discordant elements in a propositional representation of a certain situation need to be cognitively appreciated in order to be experienced as ‘dissonant’. Moreover, the psychic center of such cognitive dissonance could be the consequence of a mix of those elements inducing either ‘affective dissonance’, ‘cognitive dissonance’ and/or ‘judgmental dissonance’. Of course, in view of my definition, that cognitive dissonance can only be appreciated as ‘dissonant in cognitive terms of reference’ let requalify what is meant by these additional contributions to these forms of dissonance. ‘Affective dissonance’ is seen, by myself, as reinforcing and intensifying the experience of dissonance albeit in cognitive terms of reference. However, the appreciation of the cognitive necessitates a trans-cognitive reference frame, i.e., and act of judgment. That, in this regard, we might say, it’s trans-cognitive judgment, therefore, that effectively, and correctly, declares a certain instance of ‘cognitive dissonance’ to be present as that which  is ‘cognitively dissonant’. Now, I would also like to argue that a prospective judgment is rendered more probable as an occurrence, and ‘stamped’ with a definitively formed sense of judgment, through the affective intensification of that which is cognitively dissonant albeit as appreciated from a trans-cognitive perspective. In other words, an affective aspect able to intensify the dissonant aspect of the cognitive material to hand is more likely to be experienced and appreciated, as ‘cognitively dissonant; from the perspective of this more epistemologically organized level of the judgmental (should that act of review be directly entertained). Hopefully, over the course of this process, being able to muster the means for a resolution of that dissonance. Otherwise such dissonance effectively will persist in that type of iterated experience and either subsists in that relationship or ends in destroying that same relationship. Now, ideally this gives us three possible options to consider although it is the middle option that is usually taken up (i.e., the partial, ongoing resolution of dissonance sufficiently and adequately able to contribute to the ongoing, historical persistence of that same relationship in question). Those three options, namely, are where dissonance destroys the relationship; where some form of a mutual or non-mutual accommodation between the relationship and its dissonance is entered into; and, where the dissonance is completely resolved ending the historical formation of that co-associated semblance of a relationship. Hence this Goldilock’s resolution of this state of affairs when and where, otherwise, too much or too little dissonance dissolves that relational state. Implying that in the harmonic progression of a harmonic economy we need the ongoing persistence of the right proportions of a general, consonant sense of a background; the particular proportions necessary to establish the right degree of dissonance as neither too much nor too little; and, the right proportion of an ongoing resolution of both the former in order to oversee the historical persistence of that distinctive specificity of the relational being observed (in these three senses of the observational, respectively, as an active form of (hermeneutical) observance, a passive form of (phenomenological) observance, and an engaged, pro-relational (existential) sense of an observance). (48)

Now, we can amplify this experience of dissonance by proposing that ‘affective dissonance’ is ‘that experience entertained between either two or more discordant emotions and/or impressions and/or moods that are refracted through a cognitive format as ‘emotions’, etc.’  E.g., having to smile when feeling very sad. Or, finding enjoyment in a film whilst you are also struggling to stay awake, etc. (49)

Then, judgmental dissonance could also be registered, e.g., when you find a court of law not being equitable in its judgments, in permanently favouring a wealthy elite or a certain powerful family, etc. I.e., in our perception of that which is unfair, unjustifiable, inequitable, etc. Or, in our relationships with other people if we were to find a certain individual is not trustworthy, is unfair or continually lies, wallows in alternative facts, is seen as inauthentic, and so on. (50)


In the light of the above, just what is involved in an affective intensification of an intentional directedness? (51)

At this point let me introduce and integrate two ways of seeing intentional behaviour (as viewed through the construct of an intentional economy). (52)
On a somewhat horizontal plane, we can propose three ways of defining intentional processes, i.e., in three different senses, namely, in a first sense as ‘the intentional directedness towards the intentional object(ive)’; in a second sense as ‘the motivational functions or ‘intent’ that is driving such apparent intentional objectivity;’ and, in a third, sense as ‘the appreciation of those functional-structures (as correlatively expressed in the first two senses of the intentional) through some apparent, co-associated form of (transcendental-)intentional subjectivity? These three senses, in the same order, can be nominated, namely as (foreground) focus; (background) field; and intentional frame or framing representing the type of intentionality being exercised (e.g., as a visual intender, or as a thinker or as a speaker, etc.). Let me represent this horizontal intentional economy in the following diagrammatical format:

(Transcendental-)Intentional Subjectivity

3. Frame/Framing

2. Field






1.Focus
(Background) Intentional Intent
(Foreground) Intentional Objectivity (53)
But, given appreciation demands a higher level of epistemological organization then this horizontal scheme we can now also migrate to a vertical format where the focus on intentional objectivity is ascribed as a phenomenal-phenomenological orientation; where intentional intent (in its second intentional sense) is hermeneutically ascribed with a relatively affective semblance; and, the apparent semblance of a more epistemologically organized self-expression of an intentional subjectivity (in the third intentional sense) is given a more ‘elevated’ positioning on a trans-cognitive/trans-intentional
 level of judgmental re-deployment (in view of its more complex form of epistemological organization
). (54)
Therefore, in terms of increasing epistemological organization, we have the imputation of a pre-cognitive level of a more practical, motivational level of employment, as an affective ‘substrate’ (in the metaphorical ‘relativity’ of these levels of increasing epistemological organization); a ‘higher’ level of cognitive deployment; and, a more ‘elevated’ trans-cognitive judgmental level of re-deployment. In this scheme (through economic complexification
) we have the following parallels:
Trans-Cognitive, Judgmental, Critical, Re-Deployment = Existential Dimension
Cognitive, Intentional, Theoretical, Deployment = Phenomenological Dimension

Pre-Cognitive, Affective, Practical, Employment = Hermeneutical Dim.
 (55)


This vertical scheme for the overall intentional economy (including affective and judgmental levels of organization) can be presented in this diagrammatical format:

Trans-Cognitive (Judgment) 
=  Existential Considerations

Cognitive (Intentional)
=  Phenomenal-Phenomenological Considerations  

Pre-Cognitive (Affective) 
=  Hermeneutical Considerations
 (56)

Now, recognizing that these two schemes both deal with intentional phenomena, albeit as built upon affectively oriented pre-intentional material/s (that contribute a forceful sense of intent) refracted through the re-directional processes of judgmental discernment (in its appreciation of differentiated textual distinctions, meta-textual accommodations [as fields], and ‘simulated’ non-textual transformations that can enforce processes of intentional enaction) with an intentional form that can be cognitively focused upon we must now ask how intentional objectivity could ever be achieved if it were not for processes of resolution allowing such objectivity to be intended, i.e., enacted? (57)
Let me re-pose this question in a metaphorical form to make this same point. Given a ‘well-built, muscular, heavy body, dressed in the requisite clothes to go out in’ then find that ability to ‘pass through the doorway of their home to then go out on the town’ so to speak? I.e., how can a weighty thought dressed with certain clothes be able to make up its mind to head off in a certain direction in order to get out in the manner as desired in the manner as indicated by that type of clothing? Or, in unpacking this metaphor, we can interpret it as follows: an intention needs to be ‘weighty’ enough to be noted and this metaphorical ‘weight’ is supplied affectively, say, through mood, or emotions, or impressions like pain or pleasure. Hence this concept of the ‘intensification of the intentional’ through appropriate forms of affective motivation that give weight to the ensuing intention. But, now, the thought is ‘all dressed up with no where to go’ until judgment decisively re-directs it in a process of chaotically oriented re-direction that allows the intentional thought to then be enacted, hopefully, in a suitable manner. Or, in other words, this metaphor can be read to note that a thought process needs to have the necessary degree of ‘weight’ to be ‘noticed’ let along to be then ‘acted upon’; that the thought needs to be cogently thought out and thought through in a consistent, coherent and non-contradictory fashion, and, where an act of judgment allows it to be enacted through the ensuing impetus of such a distinctive sense of re-direction supplied only through that act of judgment(al resolution). It is in this context, as a theoretical backdrop, that I can now reintroduce this concept of ‘intentional intensification’. (58)

Affective intensification of the cognitive intention brings to our attention the cognitive form of that intention along with its appreciation as possessing just such a ‘form’ as ‘apperceived’ through this perspective of its trans-cognitive judgment. Now, that cognitive form can be either non-cognitively dissonant and/or cognitively dissonant. That that which is cognitively dissonant is then either to be reviewed as such or through the non-utilization of a series of suspensions conveniently overlooked and effectively not directly recognized as ‘dissonant’. Understood in this manner, implies, through adopting and exercising these various attitudes towards cognitive dissonance, either its complete overlooking (for whatever reason or reasons which could include the epistemological fact that that thought is metaphorically ‘underweight’), or, in a partial review of such cognitive dissonance whilst also partially overlooking the semblance of potential conflicts, etc., or, the full review of that which is seen and fully ‘feels’ to be cognitively dissonant. (59)


This outlined basis for such intentional modelling can also adopt the paralleling of a harmonic economy (through economic complexification). Let me explain. (60)


The modelling (somewhat entered into) on a horizontal level is based on a gestalt economy. Fields are regarded as a relatively consonant backgrounds where the introduction of material to be focused upon presents an automatic sense of difference or that in competition with the co-associated background, i.e., with a presentation that is relatively dissonant. In their interaction, between background with foreground, a process of resolution is then (dialectically) entered into that is appreciated from higher epistemological terms of reference, namely, in an act of judgment. This trans-intentional ability to appreciate the intentional then portends the co-associated semblance of a ‘transcendental illusion’ in keeping with the intentional nature of that being appreciated. So, e.g., if the intender is dealing with a visual field then, in the third intentional sense, we find the co-associated manifestation of a co-occurring semblance of a visual perceiver. Similarly, if the person is thinking then in their observing and appreciating the relationship between that intentional objective and its background of co-associated origination, etc., then through such appreciation the thought then arises of their entertaining such a thought process as that thinker in question, and so on across the entire board of intentional experience. (61)
Having outlined such modelling, concepts etc., let me now take a hyper-philosophical tack in order to philosophically focus more clearly on these issues associated with the contestation of sensible mandates, the more rational decision to proceed with vaccination, and other related issues of contestment.  (62)

Philosophically, how might we address the resolution or the non-resolution of these various forms of contestment? (63)

Let me redefine the philosophical economy as a composite of three sub-disciplines, namely, the hermeneutical, the phenomenological and the existential, being either overtly invoked as such or invoked unwittingly through the taking up of an unrecognized orientation towards those economic polarities (which, through economic complexion can also be described as focusing on the economic aspect of textuality, namely, and respectively, the meta-textual, textual, and ‘simulated’ non-textual). (64)

Moreover, let me invoke a secular-disciplinary triangle of empowerment-disempowerment. At the bottom run, virtually disempowered directly (although capable of being indirectly empower politically through either patronage and/or democratic vote capturing). At the apex of the triangle we have the near theoretically impossible position where all power, and wealth, is entirely and completely taken into the form of just one person (or one family or organization). Coming down an imagined vertical axis is an empowerment of the community or nation (or world) as a whole. On the left side of the triangle we can imagine a more collective-leftist style of political preoccupation, and, on the right side we can imagine a more individualistic, rightist-oriented form of political organization and affiliation. On the bottom run let us imagine, going left to right, these relatively disenfranchised divisions of the anarchists-progressives-retrogressives-libertarians. Next, the level of the general public in which everyone can belong even if they should feel as if they do not belong in such a world given their affiliation along more contrarian lines. Then, above the general public, imagine the disciplines as being more enfranchised and empowered, if only through being better paid, and in their being co-opted by the state to act as advisors, the formulators of policy, members of a civil service, etc. Now, the object of this exercise is to imagine a point of general empowerment somewhere in the middle of this triangle, leaning either Left or Right and either rising or falling within that space as a general reflection of a communal-personal empowerment and (internal enfranchisement for the type of community they represent be that as either a passive reflection and/or as political representative of that community in question). The entirety of the triangle represents the secular world, and where the center of power reflects in what manner the disciplinary sense of world has been coopted in the exercise of that power by its political representatives (representing, in turn, a semblance of personal-communal empowerment which is a reflection of the two sides of that triangle, representing on the Left that which is a more communal-collectivist orientation, and, on the Right that which is a more personal-individualistic orientation as also reflected along the bottom rung). To complete this picture, we can imagine the general mass of the public floating just above that bottom rung and then just above them the world of disciplined praxis somewhat co-opted by the state and sharing in such greater empowerment but only to that extent political power is relatively democratized and not solely the preserve of any one person or family or social group. Let me present this in the following diagram:
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Now, some observations about this scheme. Co-option is seen as empowerment through an arbitration of which freedoms will be either relatively taken up and for those relatively lost, but, where, on balance, there is the general perception of a net gain. So, work, as paid employment, can empower the worker (as long as it is not a form of slavery or de facto slavery). So, health professionals taken on as advisors to the political powers that be are relatively empowered but it will be those politicians that decide which advice will be disseminated or not disseminated, etc. Similarly, a public is co-opted by the institution of rules and regulations but the expected trade off is a certain set of freedoms envisaged as being able to be realized by their permitting or acquiescing in the commission of such forms of arbitrations, say, seat belts, inoculations for children… and on to vaccine certificates and mandates, etc. (66)

In this scheme political power oscillates up and down, and, Left and Right, and with respect to the horizontal axis, we should also note (across time) the relative degree of current polarization or relative non-polarization being entertained in this otherwise quite traditional representation of the Left-Right political spectrum. The vertical movement is a general loss of empowerment and would be reflected in increasing inequality as ‘power equals wealth’, and v.v., when this empowerment is acted upon as such by those elites able to empower themselves in that relatively anti-democratic fashion.  Moreover, as a general rule we could say that political divisions on the bottom rung can only gain empowerment through either grabbing it (in, say, a revolution or insurrection) or through some form of donation (symbolic or real, say, when politician want the votes of your specific life-world and bestow various sums of money towards the causes promoted by that division or life-world, or, through patronage, either non-virtual or virtual in its extended manner, e.g., as when president Trump told the Proud Boy to both ‘stand back and stand by’ and therein extended a form of virtual or de facto patronage.
) (67)

This bottom tier can also be influential when their ideas are supported by either the general public and/or the disciplinary world, or, preferably, both the general public and the disciplinary world. E.g., as occurred in the political emancipation of women and the extension of the vote to all members of the general public over a certain age or without members of the public first having to own land in order to vote, etc. (68)

As a general rule we could say that political agitation on the bottom rank stays there unless the fraternities in question can appropriate political power, are patronized by the political powers that be and/or their ideas find a home in the both the general world of the public and the disciplinary world (if they were able to successfully disseminate their ideas to both the general public and relevant, or prominent, disciplinarians found to be sympathetic to such causes, and, where their enshrinement may then find the requisite forms of legal codification when legislated by politicians). (69)

With this heuristic device, from a philosophical point of view, the philosopher can now scrutinize the phenomenon or phenomena being focused upon through the pretreatment of a hermeneutic recognition of the genres in question that are being analysed through the critical treatment of the phenomenal-phenomenological forms of analysis that appear to properly and profitably focus such research, and, the potentially radical responses that could arise through existentially appreciated forms of transformational retreatment that could be further profitably entered into. Hence the outlines of a philosophical economy (that would also present its distinctive philosophical differentials through noting respective those forms of meta-differences, differences and non-differences (as found being simulated) (through certain forms of resolution initiated through invocation, evocation, convocation, provocation, and so on). However, for a deeper exploration of the philosophical economies representing these apparent phenomena in question we would also need to import a hyper-philosophical perspective (although correctly such an economy must already be in place for the very articulation of the philosophical economy in question given the correlative functioning of an economy also implies its hyper-economic contextualization). However, this does not mean an endless iteration of higher meta-levels of explication given that in this instance the focus of interest is philosophical and not hyper-philosophical and that through transformational retreatment all research ends on an object level, in meta-status, with an ensuing complexion reflecting our preferencing of either its deployment, employment and/or re-deployment, i.e., on, respectively, either a theoretical level, a practical level and/or a critical level of exercise).(70)

Hyper-philosophically, we can now speculate, and ask just what drivers might be motivating contestment over certain issues like ‘vaccine mandates’, the ‘wearing of masks’, and so on? In this regard, we have textual reports directly emitted by such representatives and as reported in the Media, social media, etc. Indeed, in this regard, social media, e.g., can now supply us with more direct forms of access to that extent such proceeding are disseminated in a public format. That, pre-critical pretreatment proffered in a speculative form (and format) can then be taken up and, through statistical appreciation, more firmly establish a representative sense of intent apparently being formulated behind the dissemination of such reports (that can possibly be hermeneutically argued for along statistical lines of iteration). That, with such material/s the philosopher might then be able to speculate, hyper-philosophically, as to what motivations are being implicated in the emission of this type of textual disseminations. Then, through further research, critically test such pre-critical suppositions of a pretreatment orientation in and through the requisite forms (and formats) of critical treatment able to discern such now apparent modes of motivation being reiterated in those types of context. Is such a short-term project or long-term program possible? Let me now tentatively suggest some possible drivers of such evident discontentment and disenchantment, apparently driving contestment in order to provisionally explore these possibilities (which we might regard as ‘imputations’ derived from a ‘mix of either empirical observations, interpreted suppositions and/or logically integrated conjectures’). (71)

Quite recently we have had a succession of death-bed confessions, conversions and recanting of an anti-vaccination stance by a number of prominent media presenters who now, recognizing the gravity of their mortal situations and the lethal consequences of their regressive stands, are now urging others anti-vaxers not to make the same mistakes as they had, or rather, did (now that we know that they have finally passed on). (72)

Of course, there may well be a few, who knowing their firm decision made not to undergo a course of vaccination, will just stoically accept the consequences of their action or inaction however painful and with whatever suffering might be involved.
 But, as a flood of confessions and recantations has shown, it is obvious most people may not be as stoic as those who fully embrace the consequences of their actions or inactions or indecisions. Faced more directly with their own mortality, to the extent they can reflect upon this seeming inescapable event of their now immanent death, in the midst of such suffering, and realizing this fact that they have come too late to an understanding that they will have lost their ultimate freedom, namely, being able to live life itself, many have renounced such ill-informed or misinformed positions that led to their refusal to take up a course of vaccination. But, even though such recantations were uttered in the hope of persuading others not to follow their former previous stance as anti-vaxers it appears such calls may well have had little effect on those who are all too ideologically overcommitted to this ‘ill-formed or misinformed attitude’. Such ideological intransigence, in my opinion, could well be being indicative of a ‘pseudo-psychotic’ attitude towards those ‘heated’ or ‘pointed’ topics in question when found, and experienced, by both those individuals themselves and their interrogators, as just too highly contentious even for such over-committed people to confront by themselves.
 But, at the very least, they, themselves, exercised the freedom of that choice not to get vaccinated. Or did they? Are such decisions ever entirely personal in their genesis? To what extent are we influenced or not influenced by the decisions made by others even though, ultimately, at least legally and morally, we should be held responsible for those decisions seemingly enacted by ourselves? Or, is it the case that we are never in a position of being perfectly informed, and, that some of us are more informed and others are less informed, and that if a decision were made with either defective information and/or with a faulty form of fallacious argumentation and/or we arrived at an incorrect or impossible conclusion to what extent are we then culpable… could or should be held responsible? Or, is it our responsibility to be sufficiently well-informed in order to then take up new forms of ‘responsible re-positioning’ as we change ‘direction’ in our passage through this world at large? Or, in the same vein, to what extent should any form of re(-)positioning also reflect our social ‘concern and care’ for others in the formulation, enactment and dissemination of such personal re-positioning? Or, if we were ‘blinded’ by our ideological positioning are we then incapable of asking questions other than through this ‘blinkered’ frame of reference? That, in order to be responsible, therefore, we need to suspend all our frames of reference, ideologically oriented or not so ideologically oriented, as well as opening ourselves up to a ‘social care concern for others’ just as, hopefully, there will be others who will demonstrate their concern and care for us… in this relational world of such non-contractual, unsolicited reciprocity that constitutes a compactual world whose existential e/valuational formation cannot be reduced to the mere acters and actors that only appear to perform as the material participants in the enacted living of our relationships… when our responsibility should be to those relationships, themselves, to that extent they personally and culturally emerge above and beyond the sheer, psychic emptiness of this physical stage.!? (73)
‘Choices’ involve ‘genres of behaviour’ where ‘a certain predefined set of decisions are already inter-subjectively mapped out through the commission or omission or deferral of those specific patterns of enaction entailed in the performative-instructions of such meta-textual devices’. ‘To get vaccinated’ or ‘to be an anti-vaxer; are two contrasting genres of behaviour centered around the same genre of behaviour, namely, this ‘act of vaccination’. We could say that, for us, the initial value of this type of act is neutral and that it is only when we preference or discount this genre of behaviour, either with good reason or without good reason, that this process of e/valuation commences. I.e., through those attitudes brought to bear upon its uptake or dismissal or deferral, that it can then take on a co-associated value, which on balance, in the overall light of those attitudes now directed towards this genre, is arrived at through either such preferencing or discounting or deferring of that same genre. Moreover, given genres are already predefined, intersubjective patterns of behaviour we must also acknowledge to what extent others are influential in our decision making; i.e., either inspiring us to either take up such patterns of behaviour or are instrumental in our avoiding the same. Such self-questioning, in effect, asking of us ‘are we in an informed position that would, or, indeed, should allow us to either remonstrate or not remonstrate for or against this specific pattern of performance whose informed representation is currently being entertained in this particular suspension being subjected to such explorations and scrutiny..?’ (74)

Genres of behaviour may be ‘out there; already, so to speak but they do not arise in a manner that is sui generis, as if from nowhere. Historically, we can safely argue that the phenomenon of this genre of ‘refusing to accept forms of vaccination’, either mandated or non-mandated, was already in existence before this COVID-19 crisis. I would contend that if we were to look at the rates for the mandated vaccination of children we might be upset, if not horrified, to see that their uptake in Australia is not 100%, not even 99%, but more an annual oscillation around the 95% mark.
 One must assume, therefore, that the five percent of children who do not get their mandatory vaccinations must do so for a reason and that an inability to access medical facilities for vaccinations may be one reason, but, I must presume as more likely that a certain number of adults, through some form of deliberate commission or omission or deferral, are not observing these mandated requirements. Moreover, given that vaccination rates in Australia seem to be approaching the 95% mark that that last five percent might well represent the effective level of either indecisive vaccination hesitancy or an outright refusal to get vaccinated in any form? (75)

As suggested, genres of behaviour are intersubjective affairs and, it may well be, that so-called decisions we, ourselves, individually seem to make may well be quite influenced by the choices exercised by others. That, in this regard, the genre of ‘refusing to be vaccinated in any form’ has its roots in these earlier expressions of this same phenomenon and that more publicly, disseminated forms of this pattern of contestment, and finding themselves sympathetic to its propaganda, have inspired a further resistance in those people now identifying with this form of a behavioural attitude. At the same time, we should also differentiate a short period of vaccine hesitancy as quite normal, as a reasonable reaction given the dissemination of some horror stories about vaccine side-effects resulting in death and the fact that these anti-COVID vaccines, from the time of their development to their utilization has occurred over a much shorter interval of time in comparison to all other developmental programs for the creation of vaccines. On the other hand, given the advertised ‘rampaging’ of a pandemic in both the Media and Social Media, that for the more rational person it is a bit like a Hobson choice as we ‘weigh up’ a potential death by COVID of say a ‘generous’ 1% of the population versus those unlucky individuals who end up experiencing serious side-effects that could be experienced, say, by 1 in 100,000 that then might involve the death of only 1 in 10 of those who are so adversely affected. So, in this lottery, if you do not buy a ticket or two or three… the death rate over the course of this pandemic might be close to 1% (1 in 100) versus those people investing in this lottery when you might experience a 1 in 1,000,000 chance of death. So, those are the odds, more or less of an order of magnitude of 1 in10,000, and most of the public have entered into this inescapable lottery by siding with the latter option by becoming vaccinated.
 A decision perhaps facilitated by thought that we are also doing this for others as well as ourselves, and, in the hope, too, of shortening this pandemic through the existence of a higher uptake of such a course of vaccination? (76)

On television, when watching the new, I have seen, from time to time, an anti-vaxer being interviewed in this country or elsewhere proudly state ‘they were against vaccination and that was the reason why they were protesting’. A defense of that positioning often takes the form ‘I do not believe intrusive medical interventions should be given without assent of the individual concerned, and, I should be free to choose or not to choose this form of medical intervention’.  Very occasionally you might find someone being interviewed who proudly states that ‘they are of course vaccinated’, and, in the very next breath, unsolicited, also tell you that ‘they are boosted’ or ‘have booked in to be boosted on such and such date’. Is there a moral equivalency here between these two proudly uttered statements on this topic of vaccinations in this COVID-19 pandemic, for example noting these two alternative options – “Yes, I am vaccinated” and ‘No, I am not going to get vaccinated’? (77)

As serious philosophers, you will probably suspect where this exploration is heading. But, let me press on and in this process of discovery let us see what details we might find along the way. (78)

First, let me propose, as a form of consequential analysis, a ‘consequential flow chart’ that looks into the probable consequences of a certain course of action or inaction or a deferral of decision making. Then, let me discuss a ‘differential consequential flow chart’ that can highlight probable differences in behavioural outcomes (by subtracting one chart from the other). Third, in an exploration and scrutiny of such differential outcomes let me attempt to understand the ramifications of such differences, and, hyper-philosophically explore some of the more interesting strands to be found in the prominent philosophical contours of such research. (79)


How is a consequential flow chart to be constructed? First take a certain genre, as a distinctive pattern of behaviour, and note its relative presence or relative absence be the latter arrived at through either omission or deferral (and for the current moment treating deferral, be it either temporary or permanent in scope, as an ‘omission’). Once the genre of behaviour in question is decided upon we then attempt to understand what outcomes are likely to occur and then re-focus on those outcomes that are considerably more probable  (in effect, by overlooking less likely occurrences unless more naturally reweighted by the potential severity of their ensuing adversity, e.g., death) as a matter of convenience (so we can more economically focus on that which is more relevant in the context of the objectives of this type of research [which, in this situation, is the determination of a distinctively differentiated consequential profile should one exist]). (80)
A Consequential Flow Chart for a Typical Subject Who Is Vaccinated:


In accepting a full course of vaccination, the suitably vaccinated subject is highly unlikely to experience serious side-effects; less likely to get infected; but, if they experience a breakthrough infection they are then less likely to be as infectious as an infected, non-vaccinated person (by perhaps being 20 times less infectious), and, therefore less like to infect others; moreover, they are less likely to experience an exacerbation of an underlying illness; less likely to need hospitalization; less likely to need a bed in ICU; less likely to need the use of a ventilator; less likely to need a lengthy stay in a hospital bed over the duration of this illness; less likely to die’; and, less likely to get long COVID. (81)
A Consequential Flow Chart for a Typical Subject Who Is Not Vaccinated:


However, in not accepting a course of vaccination, the unvaccinated subject is much more likely to get infected, in practical terms, as a near certainty; but, if they were to experience such an infection they are then more likely to be much more infectious than a vaccinated person experiencing a breakthrough infection (by perhaps being up to 20 times more infectious), and, therefore more likely to infect others; moreover, they are more likely to experience an exacerbation of an underlying illness; more likely to need hospitalization; more likely to need a bed in ICU; more likely to need the use of a ventilator; more likely to need a lengthier stay in a hospital bed over the duration of this illness; much more likely to die; and, more likely to get long COVID (given that this condition occurs in 10-30% of unvaccinated patients who get infected). (82)

Therefore, point by point, in this instance, it becomes very easy to depict a differential flow chart given that it reads exactly as its consequential flow chart. Furthermore, given the elevated infectiousness of both Delta and Omicron (in both versions ab.1 and ab.2) we should assume for practical purposes that an unvaccinated person, on balance, will get infected (and maybe more than once given that a prior Delta infection confers little or no immunity for the prevention of an Omicron reinfection?):
A Differential Consequential Flow Chart for a Typical Subject Who Is Not Vaccinated:


However, in not accepting a course of vaccination, the unvaccinated subject is much more likely to get infected, in practical terms, as a near certainty; but, if they were to experience such an infection they are then more likely to be much more infectious than a vaccinated person experiencing a breakthrough infection (by perhaps being up to 20 times more infectious), and, therefore more like to infect others; moreover, they are more likely to experience an exacerbation of an underlying illness; more likely to need hospitalization; more likely to need a bed in ICU; more likely to need the use of a ventilator; more likely to need a lengthier stay in a hospital bed over the duration of this illness; much more likely to die; and, more likely to get long COVID (given that this condition occurs in 10-30% of unvaccinated patients who got infected). (83)


In the stark and sobering light of this differentiated flow chart we must wonder if being ‘proud’ and ‘defiant’ are apt descriptors of this relatively unwise cohort of unvaccinated people? Given that they permit a pandemic to continue to course through a community as a highly infectious vector for the transmission of this disease we much wonder if ‘pride’ is the right description and whether ‘arrogance’ is a better descriptor? ‘Defiant’, on the other hand, would definitely describe such a person who ‘defies’ the taking up of a very simple, quick and efficient procedure, namely, subscribing to a suitable course of vaccination (which for the vast majority of people is relatively unproblematic). (84)

How can we better understand this repetitive phenomenon of a re-iterated ‘proud defiance’, or, as others might see it, as a ‘misplaced selfish arrogance’, given what we already know to hand, namely, that an unvaccinated person is more likely to transmit this very infectious disease and, therein and thereby, contribute to the further suffering of others? (85)

One would normally suspect that the ensuing cognitive dissonance of an unvaccinated positioning, alone, even on reflection upon a small fraction of this starkly differentiated profile, would inspire one to change direction and take up a course of vaccination. However, as this dramatically re-directed shift in the trajectories is often not observed among the resistantly non-vaccinated, we must ask why is this imputation of cognitive dissonance so seeming absent for these ‘proud cultural warriors’ (many of whom will tell us that they have done their Internet ‘research’ on this topic and are convinced that this a rightful course to adopt. It is true, they do certainly seem to take some ‘pride’ in this distinctive form of contrarian positioning)? (86) 

So, how do we explain this anomaly? For materials, that should be cognitively dissonant, to be experienced as ‘dissonant’ then they would need to be consciously ‘framed’ in such a way so as expose those dissonant features. They would need to be framed, therefore, in a narrative that exposes those internal anomalies, tensions, conflicts, points of dissonance, adverse consequences, etc. We might argue that the narrative needs to be changed. But on what grounds could or should we proffer this counsel that there is a need, this imperative, to change such narratives? We could comparatively conduct the differentiated treatment of that type of narrative in the context of supplying a narrative that, at least to the provider, seems to be more beneficial, less adverse, and so on. Of course, being resistant to vaccination such people would not be expected to adopt some other narrative even if were to demonstrate a considerable advantage to themselves.  Or, instead, we could set out to deconstruct their original narratives by pointing out how their narrational facts are ‘wrong’ or how they just ‘misinterprets’ such narrational facts; how the premises of their narratives are just not coherent, consistent and free from contradictions, etc; how such narratives, from a critical perspective, have relatively adverse consequential outcomes, etc. But, in hitting a pseudo-psychotic ‘wall of resistance’ it should soon become apparent that such efforts are usually futile. However, in dealing with an adamant supporter of an over-ideologically committed sense of positioning we would most likely also be dealing with a person who is either pseudo-psychotic or psychotic in their intentional disposition on this particular type of topic, or, is just totally unreflective or incapable of the intellectual work needed to fully appreciate the relatively self-evident gravity of their misguided decision making. Now, let me be clear, most anti-vaxers are obviously not psychotic, but, there will be a few psychotic people who might gravitate to the contrarian nature of this type of positioning. On the other hand, it is my experience that when people are ideologically over-committed, to a certain form or style of positioning, they take on what I have described elsewhere as a ‘pseudo-psychotic complexion’. When we question the over-committed ideologue and we come too close to certain points that these people feel are just too contentious (for them to contemplate in any form of an alternative reality to the one they can only envisage) then we get a reaction very similar to that as presented by a psychotic person, with delusional thinking, when they are questioned, namely, an intensity of a counter-reaction where the person vigorously asserts we are just wrong through, more or less, the sheer strength of the affirmation itself without proffering viable evidence or a non-fallacious argument that would meet a conventional assessment as evidential, as self-supporting, consistently reinforcing such a tenaciously held set of claims, and so on. Through this process of over-commitment, that person now so strongly identifies with their tenets of their positioning that its seems to them, and to the interrogator as well, that you, the interrogator, is making a personal attack on the very nature of their being. Their ‘resistance’ to such interrogation, only in regard to these points of contention, being equal to if not greater than the intensity or forcefulness of the focalized act of the interrogator, eliciting, as noted, this particularly psychotic-like profile that is completely absent when questioning them on unrelated, non-contentious issues. In all of this, there seems to be present an inability for such a person to suspend judgment on those contentious points in contrast to a non-pseudo-psychotic person’s responses to a similar style of cross-examination where it is felt that the other person is at least considering such counter-possibilities without this semblance of an equally reactive ‘resistance’.
 It is just a different kind of experience for the interrogator and one in which it becomes quickly evident that these people, for the moment at least, are ‘not for turning’. In dealing with people who are not ideologically over-committed, it becomes a more relaxed affair, with a more mutual give and take, with a flow of both arguments and counter-arguments conducted more on their merits and where both parties seem able to entertain each other’s positioning even if they do agree or find sufficient grounds for some current form of consensus. Indeed, it is quite possible in this type of disputation for both parties to score points or at least grudgingly, or not so grudgingly, admit the probity of the questioning or point out its apparent defects, and so on. However, in interacting with a pseudo-psychotic opponent on their specific points of contention becomes an almost an impossible task, indeed, it becomes an unpleasant one if you were to disagree with their tenets. That, in this type of situation, for most people it is just easier to skirt around such topics once they know not to push these hot button topics, trigger these potential flashpoints… where an escalation in tension can easily transmute into some form of violence. Should the interrogator persist, but, in a manner that de-escalates such elevated tensions then they should be prepared either for a long lecture as to why such a position is being vehemently persisted with (in the hope that you might come on board and agree with them), or, or you will just witness the sudden cessation of this interview as they storm off in an indignant manner that will clearly display, in no uncertain terms, their total disdain in having to deal with you. The type of phenomenon is often demonstrated by ‘the controversial or corrupt politician who dramatically terminates an interview in the face of the not unreasonable questions being asked’. The appropriate termination of an inappropriate interview being a different matter entirely and one which can be clearly differentiated from the former phenomenon
).
 (87)

In my opinion, a pseudo-psychotically adopted positioning is either a cause and/or an effect of ‘an inability to conduct an appropriate suspension of both belief and disbelief’ vis-à-vis certain points in positioning that that individual too highly over-identifies with. For a start, they seem incapable of suspending their beliefs, and, second, they also seem unable to suspend their own disbelief when very unlikely or impossible events are described and recounted either by themselves or by others who are also fervently aligned with their own ideological positioning. This is not an unusual phenomenon to find in many religious settings where impossible paradoxes, contradictions, aporias, unlikely occurrences are presented and insisted upon as important articles of faith, and so on. Indeed, there are many parallels. Dealing with such a person to get them to change their mind is often practically impossible. Just as in religious settings, some people would rather be killed than demonstratively give up their beliefs even if they could make a mental reservation to the effect that what they are doing was imposed under the pressures of such duress. On the other hand, one way is to accept this person’s positioning is being genuinely held, but, to ‘up the ante’ by ‘making them put their money where their mouth is’ so to speak. In effect, exercising a skillful method where the enacted consequences of their actions take on some form of a proxy that becomes very expensive to continue to disseminate, in a process that might incur some form of a cost equal to the tenacity they hold a certain position, were they still willing to express that view in keeping with their positioning but which they must also now pay for the privilege of continuing to espouse such unacceptable views. So, e.g., if a person vigorously believed in holding and expressing unacceptable anti-Semitic views, then a court of law might considerably fine them every time they were to disseminate such unacceptable declarations. Or, if people were offended, threatened or harmed by such proponents or protagonists then they might sue their organizations and, therein, find forms of redress in the liquidation of the estates belonging to such organizations. In the US this is one technique that has been used for successfully dismantling organization violently espousing, e.g., white supremacy. Or, much less dramatically, by invoking a similar principle, in regard to those who continue to insist on not being vaccinated, by refusing them entry to restaurants and cinemas, and similar ‘non-essential premises’ through the use of a vaccination passport or vaccine certificate.
 Or, insist that they pay more for their medical insurance. Or, if admitted to hospital they will pay a certain proportion of their treatment for a COVID illness or COVID related condition, or, be prepared for being refused certain forms of medical care, especially if the hospital were to be in the dire situation of having to ration medical care (just as there are protocols, either official or unofficial in existence, for refusing lung transplants to those who smoke, or give antibiotic to the very elderly who are dying, or just pass over those who are more old for those who are younger or have a family, etc.). (88)

Some people who are anti-vaxers are also people who promote the non-wearing of masks (although, you would think, logic would dictate that these people would need to be more careful and be more assiduous in the wearing of masks in public). Currently, on public transport in Australia, mask wearing is mandatory. I was met recently by one elderly gentleman, as he was about to leave the train without a mask on, who, no doubt able to read my disdain under my mask, said to me ‘we are all going to get COVID’ and that ‘that mask is not going to help you’. I kindly reminded him that I was wearing my mask more to protect him. Obviously, this free thinker had bought into the propaganda of the freedom loving fraternity without realizing that mask wearing is not just a one-way affair. However, since the masks that most people are still using are either surgical or fashionable homemade cloth ensembles, and not the recommended N95s or their equivalent, he may well be right in that we may well be all exposed to COVID in some variant or other even though the current course of triple vaccinations can prevent 80% breakthrough infections for those who have wisely taken up these triple vaccinations. (89)

A defiance of well-thought out series of mandates, e.g., masks, vaccines, restrictions on the numbers of people congregating in certain spaces, etc., appears to be the collateral damage in some political quarters where certain politicians, mainly on the Right, now wear such anti-social behaviour as if were a badge of honour.
 The inauthenticity of such a lack of concern and care must eventually reap, surely, a harvest in keeping with the confected tenor of their dishonest dissimulations? Hopefully, such political misfits will be voted out of their electorates, or, in seeing the writing on the wall written by a more sensible public, do the right thing and resign. Sad to say, even Australia also has its (un-)fair share of such pseudo-populists (prepared to sacrifice both their reputations and careers by buying into such anti-social sentiment). (90)

Hyper-philosophically, how might we sum up the distorted, anti-socially oriented thinking of this somewhat libertarian contrariness that appears to be politically promoting issues that are not necessarily overtly political, certainly not at the level of the general public and would not normally infiltrate a disciplinary world (including the disciplinary world of politicians)? Just what have anti-mandatory attitudes and practices, for a start, got to do with a Right-wing politics? (91)

In my heuristic device of the diagrammatically depicted triangle of political power and empowerment-disempowerment I display contrarians as beneath the general public and where both levels in relative disempowerment are placed below disciplinarians (treated as marginally more empowered given their acquiring a relative political status generally commensurate with their greater financial remuneration although it is also true to say that certain sections of this disciplinary-marketplace disproportionally remunerate their disciplinarians through market distortions, e.g., through over-paying and over-privileging certain CEOs and, all too often, e.g., under-paying and disenfranchising most members in academia). Of course, among the ranks of the disciplinarians I also include the profession of the politician, and, that a select few from the ranks of all politicians are given the maximum power that can be currently afforded them given the contemporary configuration of the political stage upon which they work, ostensively, in their working on our behalf, be that political setting either democratically oriented or not so democratically oriented. Now, re-cast in this reference frame, the former philosophical problem becomes redefined along the following lines. We may surmise that progressives would not be generally supportive of a policy that is skewed along the lines of an anti-mandatory positioning? However, we might surmise that an apparent ‘coalition’ of the libertarian-minded, anarchists and some retrogressive might be in favour of such policy orientation should it be successfully rebadged as asserting ‘our natural rights and freedoms’ along with an emphasis on a so-called movement for ‘small government’ and a stated ‘downsizing of an otherwise ongoing political intrusiveness into the lives of ordinary citizens’. Then, add the factor of a political polarization of the political spectrum with a commensurate evacuation of a sensible middle (along with its swinging voters, independents, center parties and those parties that are Left of center and Right of center) we might see forms of political patronage on the extreme Right aiding and abetting such a contrarian coalition, and v.v. Or, to get to the very center of this apparent political anomaly we might surmise that the political drivers of such anti-mandatory sentiment, etc., may well have their origins in a set of circumstances that have noting directly to do with such issues per se (merely tapping into such previously disempowered fragmented outliers whose issues had little noticeable traction with the general public, etc., before being promoted by populists or, rather, pseudo-populists
). I.e., those factors like either the perception and/or reality of an increasing inequality; a general suppression of wages (especially for the middle of the Middle Class and lower?); rapid shifts in vocational opportunities as older forms of labour are being rapidly replaced by the relatively sudden advent of new forms of labour; along with a whole raft of reasonable anxieties over a decreasing accessibility of education and medical services, neo-liberally oriented shifts in work practices (like modularization of contracts; episodic redundancies, downsizing;  a proliferation of consultancies and services in conjunction with a politically orchestrated decline in governmental services and institutions; exporting industries overseas; increasing regulatory hurdles to just getting to the stage of being employed or being able to open a new business; diminished access to education, retraining, unemployment benefits, a living wage, and so on, and so forth). In effect, the continual creation and intensification of points of social stress along with periods characterized by a diminution in opportunities for the less skilled
 along with non-commensurate forms of remuneration may well be driving such an appetite for attitudes that are anti-institutional, anti-governmental; in an environment where the political discipline, itself, is no longer held in high regard, indeed, with increasing levels of suspicion and considerable distrust? So, given these imputed drivers of this more superficial attitude that is increasingly anti-mandatory, despite high levels of a general public consensus otherwise, we may well ask ‘what might be driving those drivers (as contradictory as such a question might first appear
)?’ (92)

In my explorations of the neo-liberal paradigm
 it was my opinion that such over-competitive trends, etc., had reached a point where they needed to be stopped and reversed. Indeed, such forces were proving to be incrementally anti-democratic, and more inclined to promote a pro-populist form of political sentiment along with a potential diminishing or fracturing of major parties with nothing in the political arena to replace their continuation of political traditions, in conjunction with political instability and a loss of political abilities to head government in more productive directions and more socially acceptable regions of endeavour through the necessary implementation of much needed reforms.
 Therefore, let me very briefly re-explore this area of concern in order to proffer the following considerations. (93) 
 
Earlier in this essay I introduced the concept of ‘intentional intensification’ implying that for a thought to arise before a form of intentionally focused consciousness, and a potential preparation for a process of trans-intentional judgmental appreciation, it had to have the requisite degree of pre-intentional ‘weighting’ that essentially was pre-cognitively affective in orientation.
 The mind has to filter out what is not relevant and has a natural tendency to not attend to both pre-cognitively and cognitively ‘unweighted’ material. E.g., stick a pin into someone and the painful reception prompts, mediates, our immediate awareness of the painful pricking of that sharp implement. In effect, a ‘thought construct’ needs a certain semblance of ‘psychic weight’ to become an ‘idea’ that can then become further intentionally focused upon. Now, without running with this metaphorical approach in either a too extreme or literal fashion, given its economic origination,
 we could cautiously argue that this ‘energy’ or ‘weight’ or ‘hyle’ or ‘virtual matter’ or ‘mass’, etc., is something that appears to be somewhat disconnected from that to which it can become attached to and therefore could be referred to as relatively or partially unattached or transferable, but, needing attachment or transference to an ideational situation fostered, no doubt, through the co-associated context of a convenient narrative. This argument then continues to note that if a certain affective state, say happiness or sadness, relaxation or frustration, or whatever, is over-iterated without an adequate, ongoing level of resolution that we might then surmise that there arises a distinctive surplus of this ensuing affective non-directed ‘charge’ that then attempts to discharge itself through forms of a narrative that assist in focusing such hitherto undirected surpluses of happiness or sadness, relaxation or frustration, or whatever. Then, through a reiteration of this affective attachment or transference channeled through a convenient narrational situation for this type of affective directing we may well then find certain genres continually being reinforced through such affective re(-)investment. It is my suggestion that like the fashionably co-authored nature of hysterical phenomena (running without evidential foundations, e.g., with current ideas on alien abductions, satanic masses, child sacrifices, unsubstantiated sexual child abuse, false memories, mass fainting fits, and similar) that we have a similar phenomenon in the aspirational form of a selectively desired up-taking of a social approbation for certain forms of personal self-identification. A seeking of an affirmation of self-identity from a selected community that in this instance chooses to prefer unconventional, conveniently topical genres to hand like, e.g., an attitude that favours the non-wearing of masks, prefers an avoidance of vaccinations, and so on, as a distinguishing motif or as de facto identificational ‘badge’ for general membership in this form of contrarian self-expression. It is sad to say, but, with an attitude that refuses to wear a mask you will probably find, not too far away, the expression of a sentiment that favourably supports the attitude that either promotes the non-uptake of vaccines or at least the right of people to refuse such a course that involves such social and medical forms of intervention. Then, often, with the latter, we are probably also not that too far removed from being regaled with a raft of various conspiratorial memes. A strange concatenation of ideas whose juxtapositions might very easily strike the relatively ‘neutral’, non-over-committed observer as if bordering on the bizarre if not as outrightly unhinged. Indeed, meeting with an assortment of such presentations, each usually, if not inevitably co-associated with their own anti-governmental or anti-institutional messaging, that, quite rightly, stands in need a full dose of a ‘suspension of disbelief’ to just to begin to remotely entertain such ideas as seemingly credible.
 Although it is also true to say that the mere reiterations of such a ‘creed’ can render such ideas more amenable especially for those who have already subscribed to a suspicious attitude towards governments and institutions, that, I might add in itself, is not an unhealthy point of view (given the default setting for most governments and institutions to non-responsibly hide behind a wall of non-transparency lest the general public get to see either a corrupt, corrupted, corrupting or potentially corruptible process of political ‘sausage-making’ besides the usual negligence or carelessness, incompetence or other seemingly inexplicable examples of misgovernance).
 A list of disconcerting ideas that just get recycled and each time you hear or read about them they seem to have somewhat shifted to some extent with the addition or substitution of new materials and interpretations. That, then, the reiterations of such iterations become treated through the lenses of the adopted and adapted narratives that claim such ‘narrational facts’ to be ‘self-evidently factual’; ever insistently seeking their reaffirmations as ‘facts’ that are both ‘genuine’ and ‘true’… especially if the ‘authority’ appealed to for such claims is being promoted by some prominent and sympathetic conspiratorial exponent that then gets taken up, recycled and discussed by either social media and/or the Media. Given that some platforms of dissemination appear to lack certain standards for discriminating between the dissemination of information and the non-dissemination of misinformation, disinformation and mal-information, often in settings with quite different agenda, it is understandable that some people will indiscriminately take up such unsifted ‘information’ as a ‘source’ all too often ‘consulted’ by such claimants in the course of their very non-skeptically conducted so-called ‘(Internet) research’ or through discussions with like-minded individuals and their communities, etc. However, in my opinion, non-believers approach these relatively non-Earth based ideas from the wrong direction, in the wrong order.
 For believers, these ideas are already so ‘true for them’ that they are merely seeking forms of testimony and confirmation, regardless from which direction that apparently evidentially construed support may appear to emanate. Similarly, for a religiously oriented person who is a theist, for them there is no need to prove that God exists, but, rather, they seek to find forms of substantiation that demonstrate and instantiate the veracity of this belief, whereas, for the not so committed, such claims are seen primarily as arguments that set out to establish the objective form or content of their disquisition and, consequently, do not focus on its co-associated truth claims as forms of validation and self-validation. A bit like a young child starring out at a starry sky on a Christmas Eve in the hope of seeing Santa Claus travelling across the night sky. Of course, for them, Santa Claus exists, and they merely want to see for themselves, in the very here and now, this ‘bringer of gifts who they know is travelling from one residence to the next on this very special night of the year’. (94)

Now, some very interesting ideas are being put forward here. Let me unpack the ramifications of this somewhat complex set of arguments before I seek to fully demonstrate the primary motivation behind such argumentation. (95)

‘Intentional intensification’, as a concept, is being argued for in order to account for this observation or imputation that neo-liberal policy settings and other co-associated phenomena are polarizing the general public; further polarizing contrarian points of view; and, also infiltrating a small, often vocal segment of the disciplinary world that has become polarized in turn, be that as either politicians or scientists, social commentators or cultural critics, and so on. That the form of a general polarization of the polis is demonstrated in democratic elections being either equally divided and vehemently contested, or practically uncontested given a dominant party; along with the loss of a relatively sensible center given an obvious absence of parties or factions that once would have been described as either Center-Left, Center, or Center-Right; along with a noticeable loss of bipartisanship, etc. We could also say that polarization is also reflected in a decline in major parties, an increase in single issue protest platforms, along with a trend towards forms of popularism and demagoguery threatening, in turn, the advent of fascistic or other forms of ideological extremism (usually manipulated by an elite, advertently or inadvertently, seeking to further empower their own class at the expense of the general public). Such trends are effectively anti-democratic, both reflecting and being reflected by this polarization of the general public along with an increase in the concentration of effective political power in the hands of an elite who are, in turn, becoming self-defined in narrowing terms of reference (often masquerading behind a more acceptable pretense of democratic governance ‘elected’ to operate on its own terms of reference. Often voicing so-called democratic ideas, and using the ideals of such a language, but where their practical import has been effectively deconstructed
). (96)

Therefore, against this articulated backdrop, conspiratorial memes, anti-vaxers, anti-mask mandates, alternative facts, parallel universes, and the like, should not so much be seen as problematic political phenomena but, perhaps, more as symptoms of a more underlying process of polarization (for which such superficial phenomena as discussed should not be seen merely as instrumental in causing such political and social contestment but as salient indications of much deeper levels of disenchantment, disgruntlement, etc.). That, on an even deeper level of intentional-causal explanation, we should view the embanked consequences of increasingly adverse neo-liberal policy settings as one of the deep drivers of this political and cultural polarizing of the general public. That, in effect, social frustrations and anxieties are directly feeding into this phenomenon of polarization, and so on and so forth. The mechanism for this polarization being the intentional intensification of contrarian points of view, their widening uptake in the general public, and extending even to the disciplinary world of politicians where populists, or pseudo-populists, are ever prone to capitalize on such increasing disaffection if only to consolidate their own political futures (and enfranchisement, be that either through covert forms of corruption and/or more overt legal means for self-enrichment). (97)

Obviously, this deeper perspective granted, then we need to reverse political polarization by doing what is necessary to stop and reverse such adverse neo-liberal policy settings along the necessary extirpation of those political pre-conditions that incrementally advance, either wittingly and/or unwittingly, this ensconced bias for this entrenched major discourse of the neo-liberal paradigm such as, e.g., the wholesale removal of the obscene and corrosive nature of political donations, the instantiation of more transparent and responsible form of governance along with the discrediting of an assortment of other mechanisms that attempt, e.g., to play one aspect of society off against another aspect of the community, through accusations, often in the form of slogans repeated ad nauseum, e.g., of a so-called ‘class warfare’, that the other party are ‘raising taxes’, ‘debt and deficit’, ‘declarations as to who is either patriotic or the unpatriotic’, etc., whilst those that manipulate the distractions of such divisive discourses further entrench their own empowerment at the expense of the general public, etc. (98)

Now, I perceive intentional intensification can occur either through a natural resolution of that relational situation with the advent of a relatively pro-relational, existential sense of enriched e/valuational formation or through some form of either a general anxiety and/or social frustration being attached or transferred to those genres that, for the individual person concerned, seem to be the best directions to express either such anxieties and/or frustrations be this exercised either advertently and/or inadvertently. Of course, we should also recognize the ‘existential fact’ that our decision making is not and never is nor will be the sole preserve of the individual per se!
 Yes, we can appear to make certain small decisions like choosing in a café this piece of cake or that piece of cake or having an expresso or a café latte, but, to be acknowledged is the fact that such decisions are already being channeled through those genres of behaviour already pre-negotiated by your society, your culture in the midst of a world of cultures, and so on. Enter a café and request a hot chocolate flavoured with either vanilla or chili, as done in an Eighteenth Century manner, and you will meet with personal disappointment that this option is never available and a bewilderment on the part of the so-called chocolatier or barista or beverage manager who probably has no idea where this request is coming from.
 Society, through accumulative processes of arbitration, as instituted forms of embankment, has already pre-negotiated which genres are either currently available or acceptable and which genres are neither available nor would be acceptable, etc. Therefore, only through these intersubjectively oriented, pre-arbitrated genres of behaviour, as patterns of cultural expression, will you be able to pass through this world at large and, there in and thereafter, navigate and negotiate upon such a basis where you can do so almost entirely upon that pre-arbitrated basis. Thinking and feeling we are free to do what we please is an illusion fostered by various cultural myths that have also been successfully manipulated by the neo-liberal paradigm on the behalf of those who are out to seek ever more profitable ‘economic work units’ whose collective labour will differentially enrich those able to incrementally construct such a marketplace to preference the increasing empowerment of such a hierarchy of entitlement along with its co-associated enfranchisement of their own sense of place and importance in this overall political-economic life-world. Fortunately, as a species, we have somewhat tempered such exploitation through an existential balance, to some degree, of a parallel world of both contracts and compacts in which what freedoms we are able to muster need to be existentially expressed for the mutual benefit of both oneself and others, overseeing some form, and degree, of mutual advantage to both the underwriter of the contract and the person or person so contracted. (99)

In the form of a summary we could say that the seemingly relentless imposition of neo-liberally oriented policy settings are either over-driving certain patterns of behaviour and/or under-driving certain other patterns of behaviour, and, where the net ramifications of such practices, through forms of hyper-competitiveness, etc., are also effectively polarizing the political arena through their potential to increase both social inequality and certain forms of social inequity, and v.v.
 As a consequence of the maintenance or the increasing of such social stressors there is created or induced high levels of increasing degrees of social disgruntlement and disenchantment with governments, institutions, conventional forms of behaviour, and so on. This semblance of social unease usually finding a variety of ‘conventional’  expressions
’ often reflecting the metaphorical ‘company we keep’ be that, either inadvertently or advertently, with how we are inclined to see ourselves both individually and collectively in this plethora of life-worlds to be found subsumed within an overall life-world (as refracted through the lens of a political-economic life-world as also perceived both individually and collectively). In other words, a hitherto relatively non-discharged surplus of anxiety and frustration is channeled into forms of behaviour that could be either quite social or anti-social in orientation, either non-social or pro-social in their consequences, and so on. The following metaphor might be an apt illustration of this ‘giving direction’ to our rather ‘directionless affective energies seeking forms of effective, non-postponed modes of resolution’ be they either conventional or non-conventional in their ensuing expression. Imagine if you would, ‘magna’ from the political subconsciousness is bubbling up and finding areas of release (extrusion) that may seem to be disconnected when viewed from a more superficial sense of perspective. However, the root cause of the eruptions of these different forms of behavioural expression, whether considered either individually and/or collectively, can all be viewed as having the same set of root causes even if discharged over a wide gamut of experiential expressions. However, as humans and true to form, we are more inclined to imitate others and fall back on the reperformance of such habits (a process that further conventionalizes such disseminated patterns of behaviour). (100)

As an appeal to ‘freedom’ is often cited by exponents of those who are opposed to mandates for masks, vaccinations, and all manner of social genres of behaviour to be either disparaged or over-promoted, let me now briefly examine whether there is such a basis for their type of relatively anti-social style of argumentation noting, too, that not all forms of general social agreement should necessarily invite a blind conformity with such historically instantiated social practices (since we now no longer contest seat belts, non-smoking in restaurants and hotels, or the practice of slavery [although forms of de facto slavery still slip past us in the form of prison labour in our own countries and forms of labour exploitation overseas whose cheaper products we so happily continue to consume without too much thought or a fully considered sense of conscience?]).
 (101)
5. A Disquisition on the Social Phenomenon of ‘Freedom’ 


All too often we hear the seductive argument that continually states we should be ‘free to do whatever we like’. Or, as a subset of this theme, among a number of distinctive strands, we find an illustration of another principle, namely, ‘that, today, as medical interventions need consent, so, too, should people be able to give their consent or withhold their consent to a course of vaccination’ which, therefore, ‘should not be mandated by a government’, or, as well, alternatively or in conjunction with a vaccination mandate, it is ‘also wrong of governments to mandate access to those nominated establishments and services only for those who have the requisite vaccination certificates, and, by such indirect measures effectively mandating such medical interventions albeit by default’. We should also note, that such direct or indirect mandatory manoeuvres usually come with two qualifications, namely, first, exempting those with either a valid medical reason or a valid religious reason (which I find to be quite mystifying) to be excluded from receiving a course of vaccination, and, second, insisting that those who are not vaccinated or fully vaccinated do some form of an acceptable test to rule them out as not being currently infectious. Given the possibility of breakthrough infections such injunctions, direct or indirect in application, usually also come with a mandated insistence on a wearing of masks in our passages through enclosed public spaces along with social distancing. (102) 

Now, I do not see anything wrong with the contesting of such rules and regulations as long as such protests are peaceful and can limit their being taken over by people with other agenda who may well be out to disrupt such proceedings. ‘Renting the wrong crowd’ is not a great way to disseminate your cause especially if you genuinely believe it to be based on a valid (set of) proposition(s)’. In that regard, it is vital that spokespeople for your cause quickly disassociate themselves from such distractions that might weaken the perception that the motivation behind such protests is nothing other than the full concern and care of others. And, here, we have an immediate chink in the armour of certain causes because it is obvious to the general public that ‘this freedom to do whatever we like’ may well be ‘antithetical to the advancement of a general freedom for the general public’; given that it is also to be expected that the requisite concern and care should also be implicated in the applied exercise of such an intentional objective’. Now, some of the public can be fooled some of the time, but, most of the people can sense when a certain ideological position is contrary to their overall welfare and wellbeing. I am sure the recently vaccinated enjoyed the thought of going shopping in a confined space that only admitted fully vaccinated individuals with their certificates demonstrating their status and that mandatory mask wearing within such premises was also being duly observed. In essence, a microcosm of the macrocosm that the general public, in their common sense, saw was being collectively instituted to their general advantage. In effect, giving up a small freedom (not to be vaccinated) in order to gain a much greater freedom, i.e., in this instance, to go shopping in an environment that was guaranteed as being practically safe from the potentially fatal presence of this, otherwise, ever-present pandemic. (103)

On the other hand, when such measures continued to be mandated but become perceived as no longer having the desire effect, namely, the successful concern and care of the general public, then such measures would quite rightly, under such circumstances, then be seen more as obstacles to the general freedom of the public. E.g., in the advent of the Omicron wave, in Australia, with no well-thought out secondary, fallback plan, the insistence of state governments that travelers across their borders had to have a successful, non-positive test, caused more chaos than it was worth given a shortage of facilities needed for testing, all too often a shortage of materials being used by such facilities causing their early closures on a daily basis, or, just an inadequate supply of, e.g., Rapid Antigen Tests (RATs) (which also quickly ended up being sold on an a black market as an indication of a recognition of this shortage). So, understandably, the public were quite annoyed by the continuation of such regulations and oversights, etc. The end result of this period of transitioning to a new playing field was chaos, the confusing piece meal revocation of such regulations, and, contradictory positions like the fact that travelers to Australia from overseas had to find a RAT test by the day after their arrival in this country whilst also being in a state of supposed isolation in the interim until they returned a negative test was quite demonstrably both bizarre and practically an impossible state of affairs to legally insist upon. (104)

As I have argued on many occasions, individual freedoms, for the most part, are established and extended only through the auspices of others. Only on these grounds of a mutual respect for others, with the requisite degree of concern and care being shared, can such freedoms be extended, indeed, in a sense, be created and allowed to accumulate as a form of ‘freedom capital’ that can be utilized over the course of our passages, both individually and collectively, through this world at large. Only in our investment in others and their investment in us are we both able and capable of sharing in this phenomenon of a general sense of freedom based on such an accumulated sense of ‘capital’. Indeed, without such sacrifices enacted by others on our behalf, and v.v., there could be no society. Witness mothers looking after their children. Teacher instructing their charges. Nurses and doctors administering to the sick. Without such a society, we would all be Robinson Crusoes only able to survive on the vestiges of this capital that we mentally carried within ourselves. But, without such ‘capital’ being accumulated, and institutionalized through conventional forms of arbitration, we could not be free to wander as individual Robinson Crusoes as the world in such a form could no longer support most of us in our individual, anti-social wanderings… as if others did not exist. In this perspective, freedom is not so much a right, exercised either with or without social obligations, as a potential to be realized through communal forms of sacrifice that then extend to us, individually, through our intimate relationships, through our communities, organizations and institutions, through our local and state governments and the government of our nations this ability to ‘move through this world’ relatively less encumbered and enfreed through this accumulated sense of capital that allows us to think that ‘we are free’ and able to operate as if we did possess a certain degree of freedom. If everyone were free to do just as they liked, without the necessary arbitration of others, we would find that we would be left with little freedom indeed. It is because we live in this world of a cooperation enacted with others, expressed through our arbitration with others, that we can wander into a café and order a coffee, eat there something made by a bakery using a ceramic cup made by a pottery… all for the cost of a few dollars. This is how we find our freedom, moment by moment, by exercising such choices on the pre-conditional ‘backs’ of others who hopefully can exercise their freedom on the ‘backs’ of more others, including ourselves, and so on. Then, only on the basis of this pre-conditional world of arbitration can certain freedoms be dispensed albeit with all limitations that reflect the inherent limits created within this pre-conditional world of both pre-negotiated, re-negotiated and post-negotiated forms of arbitration. (105)

In essence, we depend upon this world of our relationships as entailed in that ‘economy of re(-)negotiated arbitration’
 in which, through a mix of contracts and compacts, we find an apparent ability to exercise those apparent choices that we assume can be so freely made by us when that ‘us’ has to be an intersubjective sense of subjectivity in order for ‘our individual exercise’ of personal options as found arrayed before us and defined, again, already, moreover, through the pre-selected conventions of such overall arbitration. (106)

I cannot wander into a café if there were no world of finance, no distant world of agriculture in the required environmental locale for the growing of coffee, no world of transport, no world that oversaw the roasting of those coffee beans, no world of the barista… if this collective coming together of the necessary pre-conditions for coffee making did not already pre-exist. And, such a social pre(-)structure is in place across the entire political-economy for without such forms of mutual cooperation there could be no political-economy! (107)

Or, without this political-economy we would be left with little in the way of freedoms other than an inherent ability to breathe, and walk a few steps, and, then, decide to  die under the shade of this tree or that tree, or upon the blinding sands of this beach or that beach, or, expire as we admire the view from the rocky sides of a mountain that happens not to be too distant... (108)

In other words, our freedoms that we so take for granted are granted through the kind auspices of others..! (109)

So, I can walk into a café and order a coffee because in my contractual understandings I know I am allowed to enter that venue, I am permitted to order a coffee, I understand I am buying a coffee and, in the execution of that contract, know I should also pay for the same and that the barista expects I will pay… before I leave those premises. Hence the operations of these overt contracts in a supportive, covert compactual environment where it is expected that all parties will conform to all relevant, pre-understood arbitrated conventions in which certain freedoms and obligations will be duly observed. That, in this world of accumulated psychic capital, in the collective formation of this limited world of freedom, in the way of a world of finance, a world of agriculture, a world of transport, a world of manufacturing and processing, in a world of services… in the coming together of these pre-existent social structures and functions an arbitrated sense of freedom will be duly disseminated as a set of possibilities that, through a prioritization of personal ambitions and desires along with the performance of the requisite social aspirations, that we can choose among those disseminated freedoms which ones we will avail ourselves of to that extent we are authorized to take up, and, thereby and thereafter, hopefully, find a successfulness of uptake to that extent we closely follow the sequentialization of behaviours entailed in the exercise of those genres that allow us to realize such aspirations.
 (110)

Rather than finding our freedoms, or our overall sense of freedom, as an already pre-existing set of ‘rights’, albeit with obligations, it is, instead, extended to ourselves by virtue of the fact that it is as an emergent artifact of our overall cultural interactions entered into by each and every one of us… as the net, accumulative result of all our enactions entered into, and ‘embanked’, be that either (passively) with(-)other, and/or (actively) before(-)others, and in and through honouring of our relationships in our mutually enacted engagements respectfully entered into through(-)others. I.e., through our mutually entering into contracts and compacts that basically respect the existential dimension of our relationships can we say, “yes, I do have a certain semblance of freedom, but, that the expression of such freedom can only be incrementally and non-chaotically orchestrated and non-incrementally and chaotically enhanced, hopefully, in a positive manner that oversees an enrichment of our relationships, through the resolution of those means that are instrumental to overseeing such outcomes. (111)

To some extent a personal, self-contained sense of freedom is a mirage, being only an important aspect, or emergent ‘artifact’, of an accumulation of our well-arbitrated cultural interactions and to think otherwise is to indulge in an illusion, or worse, a delusion, that has absolutely no basis in the lived-reality of our lived-experiences as entered into with(-)others, before(-)others, and in our mutual engagements through(-)others… no more and no less! (112)

So, seen through this existential perspective of our mutually arbitrated engagements entered into through this necessary world-of-the-other just where do our anti-maskers and anti-vaxers stand given this mutual world of arbitration? (113)

As those people who should be both admired, and, when and where suitable, duly condemned! Let me explain. (114)


It is good that people protest and refuse merely to conform to the full observance of past and present behaviours. Otherwise, without such contestation, we would still be burying people alive under the corners of our important building or painting our faces with woad and through continual warfare set out to enslave others lest we be enslaved ourselves! With a few moments of reflection, we should see that this edifice of civilization is a fragile house of being, but, one that has been patiently built up and knocked down over the centuries with a semblance of ‘progress’ having been made, and maintained, to the extent we no longer so openly ‘stab people in the back’, metaphorically speaking. (115)

As an observation, or, as or supposition, or conjecture… there is this imputation,
 or general rule, that can be validly laid out, namely, that ‘we should be free to do what we wish as long as it does not impinge upon the general freedom of others’… in a manner that is detrimental, say, to this mutual vision of this qualified ‘observance of progress’!
 How can the successful protest about ‘the wearing of masks and the imposition of either the direct or indirect establishing of mandatory or mandatory-like incentives to have a course of vaccinations’, that are proven to be relatively safe and generally efficacious, detrimental to the personal freedoms of those self-obsessed individuals when they incur, as collateral damage, the loss of freedom of others. What selfish, anti-social semblance of freedom is this when others pay for your freedom so you can do purely as you please, to run amok at the expense of others? (116)

As I have demonstrated, this emergent sense of freedom is the result of a world economy enacted through arbitration wherein, through investment, we get a return or dividend, hopefully, that is greater than the overall sum of that investment… (117)

I walk into a coffee shop and order a long black coffee, or, maybe an expresso, and for the parting of a few dollars I find myself indirectly supporting a world of finance, a distant world of agriculture, a world of transportation, a world of manufacturing and processing, and this world, directly in front of me, of the barista and their establishment… all for the cost of a few dollars. How could such a small sum of money do such an incredible feat of investment… because we live within and find ourselves mutually supported by this world-wide economy of arbitration in which we find an extended and extensive freedom to exercise an incredible range of choices that, otherwise, we would have no access to… being left stranded like a lonely Robinson Crusoe merely struggling to stay alive. (118)
All protestors should be supported, but, preferably, giving our assent and active support to those who actually set out to augment and enhance an overall world of freedom that is to be enjoyed by all others, by everyone, not just a few who feel self-entitled to basically trample over both the welfare and well-being of others… (119)

Forget, for a few moments, the universal operations of an implied categorical imperative… could you look into the eyes of a dying person you infected with COVID through your short-sighted desire to chase both an illusive ‘freedom’ and an imaginary ‘freedom’… as that person was struggling to catch a last, few breaths before finding such an imminent, merciful demise… sadly filled with such painful suffering as they so slowly continue to suffocate before you… until that last, final… gasp of breath..?!
 (120)
6. A Prospective Perspective in the Midst of this Pandemic
Just what can we expect over the course of this pandemic? (121)

Recently, all too frequently, we have been regaled with the fraudulent mantra of ‘we must live with COVID’. Now, it is true, through the advent of successful antivirals, that people can live with Aids, HIV, but, would you want to be someone who ‘lives with syphilis’… possibly infecting others, getting various secondary forms of ailment, and ending your days in a tertiary stage of delusional madness thinking you had a million dollars in the bank, or, that you are the real Prince Charming, or that you were the greatest philosopher ever to live upon this planet of such miserable philosophical upstarts, or, enter into the space provided your preference for……………. as some other grandiose fantasy that might be sought by your now delusional sense of self...?! (122)

From the earnest lips of those politicians who ever seek to think up and run with a succession of slogans, we have already witnessed a series of such failed mantras. Remember that chant that ‘we are to aim for herd immunity’… well, that did not last long as Delta came past, and then Omicron… and now it has been reported we have a stealth variant of the latter. (123)

The first Omicron variant, known simply for the moment as ‘ba.1’ ended up being more infectious that Delta but, thankfully, not quite so lethal, but, still on par with the initial Wuhan strain and its successive Beta variant.
 Then, this so-called ‘stealth’ variant of Omicron, known simply for the moment as ‘ba.2’, having taken over in countries like Denmark, we must assume it be more infectious than ‘Omicron ab.1’, but, thankfully, looking at hospital admission and rates of COVID mortality does not seem to be making much of a difference in that regard. What a relief, it seems to be only as ‘non-deadly’ or as ‘deadly’ as Omicron ab.1! (124)

Basically, we have had four waves spearheaded by new variants. For a new variant to successfully dominate the COVID landscape it has to be more infectious. In the US it is claimed that Omicron, now the dominant strain, represents 99% of all recent COVID infections. However, it is wrong to surmise that with each new strain the lethality of such a virus will be ever diminished. In the long term or, rather, over the medium-term, such an observation or imputation is most likely true, but, over the immediate short-term it has been pointed out that there is no correlation between superseding dominance and an automatic diminishment of lethality.
 Witness the temporary dominance and greater lethality of the Delta strain. Moreover, it is not the case that variants have all descended through the same lineage and in this regard, too, we cannot predict how lethal or non-lethal the next named variant is as its takes to the stage and dominates the current spotlight in this ever-recurring pattern of a human tragedy in a drama that has been witnessed so many, many times over the course of human history… (125)

However, on a positive note, we might also run with the supposition, but not quite as a logically provable conjecture, that ‘in nature what witnesses a rapid ascent usually then witnesses a rapid decline with some degree of a preserved symmetry between the ascent and the decline’. In other words, in Sydney, and NSW, given the palpable suggestion of a decline in hospital admissions (since figures for daily infections and rates of infection are highly ‘contaminated’ by a current lack of a well-ordered realm of testing), we might surmise with some degree of reasonable optimism, that a rapid decline in infections might also be about to be observed? Remarkable as it is that this variant was only officially nominated as ‘Omicron’ on the 26 November 2021, we could say, as a rule of thumb, a wave proceeded through December and January but that in February and March it might have declined to such a degree that we could once again, have a stab at a so-called period of normality that, hopefully, is not prematurely truncated by a fifth wave (say of Omicron ba.2?)? (126)

Is there some basis to this supposition? Obviously, we must hope that Omicron ba.2 is successfully prevented from presenting a large number of breakthrough infections in the triply vaccinated (and that the numbers of those people who are triply vaccinated gets very close to the current high rates of double vaccinations). For those who only are doubly vaccinated they need to know that they have zilch immunity to the Omicron variant after five months, but, that a booster will raise this to 80-85% (although some figures have this more around 75%) and that if you are aged 65 or over, that you will now be only one twentieth as likely to die as a person who is only doubly vaccinated and who experiences a lethal breakthrough infection. Taking a discomforting comfort in such facts is how, today, we currently ‘live with COVID’. Fortunately, with trials already underway by both Pfizer and Moderna with Omicron specific vaccines we can possibly look forwards to being quadruply vaccinated in six months or so after having been triply vaccinated. Hoping, too, of course, that this vaccine is successful against both these variants of Omicron ab.1 and Omicron ab.2? Furthermore, we must hope that safe vaccines for children under the age of 5 will also soon be freely available… and, thereby, further reduce this pool of people open to infections and transmitting such an infection? If only for the sake of others… we should all get vaccinated… (127)

Another myth masquerades behind the word ‘endemic’. Until most of the world becomes triply vaccinated, if not soon qudruply vaccinated as well, COVID will not quickly become an endemic disease that occasionally just flares up from time to time in scattered locations no longer with a reputation for a degree of virulence that still entitles it to be viewed, currently, as a ‘pandemic’.
 (128)

Viewed as work in progress, how might we better read this extended essay? (129)

7. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

A space of two years now separates the beginnings of this pandemic, ostensively, having its origins in Wuhan, China, or thereabouts. Over the space of those two years I have changed some of my opinions and have refined others.
 (130)
For convenience we could divide this pandemic, as experienced to date, with the first year when we were without the use of vaccines, and, a second year, and onwards, when we can avail ourselves of a course of vaccination (that one might reasonably expect will probably become as routine as have yearly vaccinations for influenza, perhaps requiring a repeat every six months, although it is to hoped that a more universal vaccine
 might be developed in the near future that can deal with all or most future variants as well as possibly dealing with a range of other corona-type viruses?). (131)

Over the course of this extended-essay a wide range of topics were approached. Let me summarize some key points made during these exploratory ramblings. (132)

The major theme was COVID contestment, i.e., disputes, controversies, philosophical arguments over a range of responses and treatments proposed, and so on. (133)

I began by looking at the tensions engendered within and between the internal debates that would have been entertained by an assortment of health professionals, on one hand, and, on the other hand, those internal debates that would have been entertained by a range of politicians, themselves situated along a political spectrum of contestment. Given that we could not expect either set of disciplinarians to completely come to some form of definitive agreement, given the multiple moving parts that constituted the complex course of this pandemic that is still continuing, we should be grateful that official forms of advice were disseminated as coherently as they were in such countries like, e.g., Australia, the US,
 the United Kingdom, Europe, Singapore, Taiwan, South Korea, New Zealand, India, China, and so on. (134) 

With the further break down, e.g., of hotel quarantine in Australia under a wave of the Delta variant that kept escaping it was no wonder that when the even more infectious variant of Omicron arrived we would see the complete collapse, more or less, of this approach. An approach, unlike either Aotearoa New Zealand or China, e.g., that as a set of policies was badged as a ‘suppression of the virus’, as a ‘suppressing of the wave’, which at times was so effective its successfulness bordered on a near ‘elimination of this type of virus from national circulation’. In some respect we might opine that Western Australia is the last exponent of this approach in Australia, having recently suspended its prior announcement of a lifting of the barriers to travel across its borders (that would have commenced on the 5th of February, 2022). (135)

Subsequently, in Australia, the breakdown of this approach in late 2021 had various critics label the Prime Minister Scott Morrison, along with the Premier of NSW, as proponents of the doctrine ‘let the virus rip’. Although vehemently denied it might be argued that without a clearly thought out backup plan that such a de facto laissez-faire policy amounted to the same thing. (136)

It should also be pointed out that when circumstances improved on the health front, those short interregnums between escapes from hotels of this virus, the economy also did well (especially in the light of the strong financial support extended in the first year of the pandemic). All this is quite understandable, in the midst of a raging pandemic, people just do not go shopping, etc., as often as they would under a more normal set of circumstances. (137)
In looking at the differences between Delta and Omicron (and, by implication, earlier variants of this SARS-CoV-2 virus, more notably the Wuhan, Alpha and Beta strains) it was noted how more infectious Delta was compared to previous variants and how Omicron was even more infectious than Delta, but, on balance, that it was about as lethal as earlier variants before they were upstaged by the dominance of Delta (and masked somewhat by a population that had generally taken up this practice of being vaccinated). In late November 2021, Omicron had completely upstaged Delta. We now await the possibility of a second version of Omicron, seemingly more infectious than a first version which, probably means, it will most likely upstage this first version (Omicron ba.1). As to what consequential differences this might have for treatment with vaccines, etc., we will have to wait and see. It was also pointed out that different variants respond differently to different monoclonal antibodies, e.g., and where earlier examples of this class of medication no longer were effective with Omicron. As Omicron now represent 99% of current US infections it was necessary to withdraw the use of such earlier medications given that they were rendered entirely ineffective. Obviously, this pandemic remains a moving spectacle with a mind of its own. (138)

In a critique of the Australian response I noted, from a position in hindsight, that an integrated, proactive, properly designed federally organized policy of a purpose-built form of non-hotel quarantine might have saved Australia an enormous amount of money if it were to have effectively insulated this island-continent from the introduction of this virus brought in by travelers. As I noted, until the advent of the Omicron wave, hotel quarantine could be viewed as a ‘qualified success’ although too often breached by the escape of the Delta variant. However, with the advent of Omicron it became an ‘unmitigated disaster’. Again, in a federal failure of proactive planning, the recognition of the need for a high volume of testing, e.g., should have been anticipated. In this regard, Australia had a year to contemplate such issues should the use of hotel quarantine breakdown as it did on a number of occasions (given that such tools like, e.g., Rapid Antigen Tests had already been developed for some time before the advent of Omicron and although their sensitivity (in registering negative positives) and specificity (in registering positive negatives) was not as good as the so-called gold standard of PCR tests in a high volume of need they would have been worth their weight in gold. Indeed, such wide-spread testing could have created a smoother transition over the course of the holiday season, reducing hospital admissions, etc., when the lack of a set of alternative policies was clearly exposed). That with the use of such a tool in the hands of a generally very responsible public, and their free availability for incoming travelers at Australia’s international airports, even this Omicron wave would have been better navigated. (139)

In a fourth section, I took a ‘hyper-philosophical turn’ in order to examine ‘contested points of intersection from a hyper-disciplinary perspective’. I invoked a hyper-disciplinary perspective in order to proffer a critical (and potentially radical) hyper-philosophical appreciation of a number of philosophical ideas, such as, e.g., explorations into the possible motivation behind an apparently anti-social vision of freedom expressed in the highly contested fields of ‘mask wearing’ and ‘social inducements for a public to get vaccinated’, etc. I also noted that along with such attitudes, inevitably rebadged as exercises in the pursuit of a ‘freedom that should rightly belong to each and every individual’, there were also often, in full evidential display, a tendency to express certain preoccupations with a wide range of topical conspiracies, that more often than not, would also impinge on these attitudes towards mask wearing, etc. In exploring such a phenomenon, presented through the dissemination of such conspiratorial thinking, I set out to scrutinize the nature and motivation behind this co-associated conundrum that seriously asked ‘how is it possible that some people can also enter into non-conventional, non-evidentially based modes of thought with such a vehement sense of over-commitment to such seemingly bizarre forms of positioning that, if clearly looked at, also appear to be quite counter to the best interests of such ‘entrapped’ individuals and their similarly minded groups of fellow ‘conspirators’ (who no doubt would rather see themselves as ‘anti-conspirators’)?’ That central to such a project is an attempt to understand why there is such contestation of the responses and treatments of this pandemic as defiantly and vociferously voiced by this small group of overlapping contrarians (often at odds with the general level of common sense being exhibited by the general public). (140)

To deal with this broad area of contestment, I introduced a heuristic modeling of the political field along with various philosophical tools such as the delineation of the pseudo-psychotic condition; a consideration of cognitive rifts and cognitive dissonance through affective, cognitive and trans-cognitive perspectives; noting a clarity that devolves from a differentiated form of consequential analysis, the concept of intentional intensification in conjunction with non-resolved forms of affective anomalization taking the form of a public experience of a general disgruntlement and disenchantment with the political world and the powers that be induced, as I have speculated, by the adverse consequences of the over-instantiation of the neo-liberal paradigm and its highly competitive, contra-social, and anti-democratic policy settings along with an incremental, co-occurring empowerment of political elites enacted at the expense of the general public, and so on and so forth. (141)

In the form of a summary, as a tentative series of argued suppositions, it is my opinion that the contrarian position re an inflexible position on the uptake of vaccinations, etc., all too often borders on a pseudo-psychotic-like condition
 that should be clearly differentiated from the phenomenon of mere vaccine hesitancy (where the latter is both perfectly reasonable and understandable, but, should be amenable to good information and argumentation through well-constructed proportional arguments, differentiated forms of consequential analysis, etc.). I have also argued that the dissemination of such a stance and the further uptake of this form of contrary positioning has been promoted through a variety of pre-conditions that may well have their roots in forms of disenchantment and disaffection arising within the political-economy from the incremental advancement of those policy settings instituted under the adverse influence of the current major discourse entailed within the neo-liberal paradigm. That the ensuing ramifications of the implementation of this disruptive discourse has also overseen, I believe, forms of increasing political polarization, incremental forms of a perceived dis-empowerment of the general public, and a potential destabilization of democratically oriented forms of governance… (142)

Arguing by such means, that ideological forms of over-commitment do distort the way we see the world and how we might contest the ways we interact with others, and so on… (143)

Whether I have been successful or not in this exploration is to be debated, but, I am sure, at least, as far as I am concerned, that a start has been commenced that might allow us to travel further into the depths of this important topic. A topic that seriously engages more broadly with this problem of social contestment when such unresolved patterns of conflict have ramifications that border on the ‘problematic’ and could well threatens to spill over into the course of our daily lives. (144)

Central to this exploration is the delineation of this distinction between ‘carefully conducted processes of valid conformal truth determination’ (or, i.e., ‘truth’ with a small ‘t’) versus non-evidentially based truthy declarations that are subsequently mis-treated as self-evidently truthful’ (or, i.e., with ‘truthy reports’ seriously misread and mistreated as ‘True’ with a capital ‘T’), and, that people, either wittingly and/or unwittingly, decide to base their overall behaviour on either a critical, and sometimes radical, appreciation of the former, or, an uncritical acceptance of seemingly misguided modes of thought filtered through the deceptions of the latter but, obviously, are not so obvious to those who seek to live as over-ontologically committed and over-epistemologically committed adherents of such conspiratorial modes of thought. Noting, again, that such proponents might prefer to see themselves as ‘anti-conspirators’ who have invested in a project or program that, for them, we should also recognized, is determined as ‘benefiting others’ (despite the fact that the performance of such an approach all too often adversely impinges, consequentially, upon the freedom/s of both themselves and others!)… (145)

In a ‘disquisition on the nature of the phenomenon of freedom’ I explored the contention that freedom emerged through the cooperation of others and, therefore, was an extension of this social world and should not be reduced to a mere philosophy of ‘rights’ either with or without obligations. In the course of these explorations, I noted the role of both contracts and compacts and, by implication, that ongoing, dynamic, balance of both worlds would open us up to an existential appreciation of our relations in this world (as we find ourself embodied, embedded in a relational world of the other, and, moreover, embanked in an environmental and social world where the collective impact of our thoughts and actions has a profound role to play in our existentially considered ‘concern and care’ for others…). (146)
In a heading back to reality, and engaging our emplacement in the midst of this world of a current pandemic, I noted that Australia, once it looked seriously at the nature of this crisis, ran a set of responses that might be regarded as a ‘qualified success’. However, with the advent, first, of Delta, and then Omicron, in late 2021, this situation of ‘relative complacency’ has now completely changed and swapped for ‘a brave new world’ some might refer to as a ‘fraught complacency’… as people we know are stricken, hopefully, with a non-fatal instance of this illness and where, we must also hope, in a form that does not leave them with long COVID.
 Thankfully, in this second half of this current pandemic, at least to date, we can now avail ourselves of a course of miscellaneous vaccinations, certain medications, and other forms of treatment that now seem to promise us, or, at least most of us, especially the well vaccinated, a less displaced, less fearful sense of being in this world at large... (147)
Indeed, we should be hopeful, and grateful, that a safer course has been now charted that can soon lead us out of this chaotically confined wilderness of a shrunken world which, up till now, was without the promise of travel, sometimes, even just as far as heading off to a local café to have a coffee with a friend. In such anticipation, we await a longed-for return to some form of normality without, once again, meeting one more wave of infections stemming from the latest variant. When at last this disease will finally take a more ‘endemic’ complexion
 and ‘we can then live with this disease’ by adopting and adapting those novel measures that present all of us with an augmented and enhanced
 sense of a lived-reality, indeed, in a more directly re(-)engaged  experience of others; in an existentially oriented, pro-relational sense of a world,
 in a manner ‘that promotes the freedoms of others’ and where ‘we do not impinge upon the freedoms of others’, through our interventions,
 without also experiencing in lived-experience ‘the promise that oversees the delivery of a dividend in the form of a greater semblance of freedom….’
 (148)






        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 1.2.22.
More Recent Updates

1. A CNN report: As Ba.2 subvariant rises, lab studies point to signs of severity.

2. A CNN report: New studies bring BA.2 variant into sharper focus.

8. Appendix A: A Hypothetical Treatment Plan for the Pseudo-Psychotic Condition

The following is envisaged as a comprehensive way of treating
 the pseudo-psychotic condition once diagnosed, albeit from a hypothetical perspective in which the patient has consented to this program of a series of interviews within the parameters as laid out and to which they have also given their assent. (149)

As a preparation for a definition of this pseudo-psychotic condition let me note its negative differentiation, first, from classical forms of psychosis (meaning primarily a ‘cognitive psychosis’ given that previous classifications
 have also noted an organic psychosis [e.g., delirium, say, from blood poisoning or a withdrawal from an excessive and lengthy intake of alcohol]; an affective psychosis [e.g., an endogenous or reactive depression, an agitated depression, or mania/hypomania]; a cognitive psychosis [e.g., a schizophrenia, schizo-affective disorder, an excessive paranoid disposition]; and, a transcendental/trans-cognitive/judgmental psychosis including various forms of psychopathology/sociopathy {which I have further subdivided under the headings of simple, political and passive}]. Then, from a provisional definition of the neurotic condition as basically ‘maladaptively learnt behaviour that is both personally and socially disruptive’. Then, it needs to be differentiated from decisions made and firmly held to, whether enacted on a basis that is either well-informed or misinformed, but, without a demonstrable element of either ideological over-commitment or under-commitment (where the latter is defined as ‘to the extent an attitude of non-involvement is entered into by virtue of an excessive intentional focus of attention that is non-suitably directed elsewhere’). (150)

As a definition of this condition let me note its positive differentiation as falling within the following parameters, namely, an inflexible attitude adopted and adapted from a conventional genre of behaviour subjected to an ideological over-commitment (with features of an ideological under-commitment by virtue of this over focus of the former preoccupation) that indicates an inability to suspend the cognitive content, i.e., beliefs, entailed in that ideological preoccupation, nor an ability to suspend ‘the suspension of a disbelief’ also entailed in that same ideological preoccupation, and, where the interrogation of those ideological beliefs elicits a semblance of a counter-reaction equal to or greater than the intensity of that process of interrogation entered into around such points of contention at the center, as encompassed by those fixed beliefs, envisaged within that over-committed ideological attitude that this subject will neither currently nor presently consider as negotiable’. (151)

As preparation for a tentative process of treatment the two parties of the interviewee and the interviewer will not intrude upon the central beliefs of the party to be interviewed subject to a neutral translation of those central beliefs agreed upon by both parties. (Just as in a process of Islamic de-radicalization, e.g., it is neither necessary nor morally acceptable to alter that person’s primary beliefs as a person who follows an Islamic tradition [within the overall set of Islamic traditions]). (152)

Now, let this treatment plan deals primarily with the stance of the interviewee who is resistant to certain vaccinations (but consents to this series of interviews). (153)

To supply a neutral definition that might be envisaged as acceptable by both an anti-vaxer and the interviewer we might proffer the following, namely, ‘that a skeptical attitude to be extended towards the topic of vaccine hesitancy is to be accepted as quite reasonable’ and is to remain non-negotiable. (154)

However, hopefully, what might be found as debatable and negotiable are, first, the forms of rationalization supplied by the interviewee, in order to argue for their ideological stance, and, second, the differentiated forms of consequential analyses that would be supplied by the interviewer given the understanding that the interviewer is operating purely on the behalf of the interviewee (even if the interviewee wishes to also interpose forms of rationalization as arguments contra those consequences as laid out in that differentiated form of consequential treatment/retreatment. Such meta-rationalizations being allowed to fall within the first category of ‘rationalizations’). (155)

The interviewee also accepts that the interviewer will also supply them with a short series of statements in the neutral form of factual information on the subject of vaccinations which the interviewee is free to either read or not read this brief, succinctly spelt-out essential fact-sheet in their own time. However, as an incentive to have the interviewee read this essential fact-sheet, they might consent to be questioned on its brief overview and where the interviewer will also be paid $x for each simple question given the correct simple reply). (156)

Furthermore, it is to be understood that the interviewee or interviewer can temporally stop these proceedings at any time of their choosing, but, preferably, with the consent of the other party. (157)

Moreover, it is to be understood by both parties that the successfulness or unsuccessfulness of this arrangement is not the central objective of this process of interaction, but, hopefully, a mutual exchange of views where both parties will assist in helping the other party to better understand each other. Therefore, in this regard, the success of failure of these proceedings will just not be referred to at any point before, during or after such proceedings. That should the interviewee decide to get vaccinated, or have themselves subsequently vaccinated, they should not feel obliged to inform the interviewer that that course of action was undertaken. But, if this course of action were to be exercised by the interviewee then they could inform the interviewer should they wish. (158)

Moreover, over the course of these proceeding it is also to be understood that neither party is privy to bringing forth a perfect process of argumentation and that it is quite possible, from time to time, that either party could present a stronger argument or counter-argument, but, that the objective of these interviews is as already noted ‘a mutual exchange of views’, and, not a debate to be decided on a process of point-scoring. (159)
Furthermore, both parties should decide on a series of issues that they are also both comfortable to discuss and share, and that half of these proceedings will also be involved in discussing other issues that do not prove to be contentious or as contentious as these explorations of this attitude involved in the taking of a stance ‘that is against certain vaccinations from the perspective of an anti-vaxer’. (160)

That, in the light of the agreements entered into above, the interviewer is permitted to ‘deconstruct the arguments as used by the interviewee in order to rationalize the affirmation of their positioning’, and, the interviewee is permitted to ‘disagree with the non-differentiated and differentiated forms of the consequential analyses supplied by the interviewer’. (161)

That these proceedings are to remain both private and undocumented unless the consent of both parties is recorded as permitting them both to do otherwise. (162)

Now, the interviewer is to find the requisite philosophical and psychiatric/psychological training in order for them to creatively conduct the course of that interview in a form that might prove to be profitable at some unknown point in time. (163)

In this regard recognizing arguments being narrated in a form that is either improper, inappropriate and/or inapposite (i.e., as unsuitable); contradictions, incoherencies, that which is not relevant to the argument in question, factual inaccuracies, fallaciously argued, incorrectly conclusion, as consequential patterns of behaviour that have adverse ramifications when worked through in detail, etc. Praising those arguments that are sound, and, politely denigrating those arguments that are unsound, and so on. (164)

Perhaps introducing people that are no longer ardent anti-vaxers who are happy to discuss their conversions without imposing that expectation on the interviewee. Empathetic people who can also appreciate the social backgrounds of these interviewees. (165)

As a background to this program the interviewer should also note, if not already learnt from experience, that there is no point tackling such ideological proponents head on, such as, e.g., anti-vaxers; that ways and means might need to be implemented that diminish the social presence of such ideological over-commitment by remonstrating with Media and social media that they need to implement responsible policies for the dissemination of information on their platforms; that, at the end of the day it is probably more profitable to go after the ‘disciples’ rather than the ‘masters’ in the dissemination of these types of ideological over-commitment. Moreover, either within or outside the parameters of this type of interview, at no point should wayward statements be allowed to stand at face-value before a less discriminating public. So, if an ideologue argues that they are free by doing x point our to them, if it is safe for you to conduct this approach that interview, by noting that such ‘freedom’ is ‘hardly free if it means your death, or trampling on the freedom of others, and so on’. Similarly, if the interviewee should lie then point out that you do not accept that statement is a ‘statement’ given that it is a ‘lie’, and, therefore, ‘cannot be used as a statement of fact’. Should the interviewee, whether in these neutral proceedings or in real-life, wish to leave that interview then that should be accepted, but, do not merely continue with that  interview by not having pointed out that such freedom invoked is not ‘free’, or the lie that is uttered is not a ‘lie’, and so on. (166)

Of course, I wish the interviewer the best of luck as their task is not an easy one, indeed, may well prove to be impossible. Still, the value of the interview may well reside in the befriending of the interviewee who may well be feeling alienated for a variety of reasons by virtue of their current situatedness, besides the consequences emanating from the relatively unconventional, ideological attitudes being evinced, and, that all such interactions, conducted in good faith, should have an existential value for both parties. (167)










    N.T; 2/2/22.

9. Appendix B: ABC: 7.30 Report: Tuesday 18 January 2022:
Dr Norman Swan dispels some of the misconceptions around COVID variants Link (Expires 16.12.22): https://www.abc.net.au/7.30/dr-norman-swan-dispels-some-of-the-misconceptions/13719636?jsource=em 
Australia recorded its deadliest day of the COVID pandemic so far today with 77 deaths around the country, but political leaders and some epidemiologists also believe that the number of daily new cases may be peaking in some of the eastern states - though the impact of this will not be seen in the hospital system for some weeks. Some commentary even suggests that it could mark the end of the pandemic, and that we are now going to enter a relatively harmless – a so-called endemic - phase. As Norman Swan reports, that might not be the case. Transcript minus 
DR NORMAN SWAN, REPORTER: You'd think we should (be) able to relax after Omicron peaks. Soon well over 90 per cent of Australia over the age of 12 will be vaccinated. Many will have had boosters, kids are being immunised and it is estimated that millions of us will have been infected with Omicron. Professor Eddie Holmes helped to map the coronavirus genome and probably knows as much about the evolution of the virus as anyone on the planet. 
PROF. EDDIE HOLMES, UNIVERSITY OF SYDNEY: The critical thing now is that we're in a period where we are getting these new variants come on a fairly regular basis. And so far, what's been very obvious is that these variants have come often from places with very poor vaccination levels. 
JANE HALTON, COALITION FOR EPIDEMIC PRE‐ PAREDNESS: At the moment, in those lower income countries, we've got a capacity to have delivered about 200 million doses of vaccine a month but of course, that's variable across individual countries. We need to actually have about 300 million doses a month administered if we're to hit that 70 per cent target of people vaccinated. 
NORMAN SWAN: And some of the lowest levels of COVID immunisation are in Africa, where Omicron was first detected. There are African countries with as few as 1 per cent of their population vaccinated where the World Health Organization target is 70 per cent. 
DR JOHN NKENGASONG, AFRICA CENTRES FOR DISEASE CONTROL: There are several factors that account for this low coverage of vaccination in Africa. First of all, Africa do not produce vaccines, that is just clear that as a continent only 1 per cent of the vac‐ cines that they needed are produced on the continent, so it tends to import 99 per cent of vaccines. Second is that the mechanism that were set up, put in place was challenged in terms of delivering vaccines in a timely fashion when the vaccines were available, essentially, because vaccines that were available were actually bought by the more developed countries. 
NORMAN SWAN: The result of the low vaccination rate is that populations where the coronavirus is circulating freely and mutating, gives rise to variants. There are quite a few misconceptions about the evolution of the coronavirus. The first myth is that one variant leads to the next - when in fact it is not direct process.
 EDDIE HOLMES: Omicron we know did not come from Delta. So if you do an evolution, like a family tree, evolutionary tree, they are separate. And similarly, Delta did not come from Alpha. Okay, so there's not a simple progression at all. 
NORMAN SWAN: That matters because you can’t predict the next variant from Omicron. We can still be surprised in the months ahead. So the next variant can pop up anywhere, which leads to the second misconception which is that variants become less virulent or milder as time goes by. 
EDDIE HOLMES: Omicron certainly appears to be less virulent than Delta but it also appears to be perhaps worse than the original Wuhan strain. What evolutionary theory tells us is that virulence - how severe disease is - that has a very complicated characteristic. It could in time go down, could stay the same, or it could go up. 
NORMAN SWAN: And that brings us to the third and potentially most dangerous misconception of all because it could lull us into a false sense of security - it revolves around the notion of living with COVID. 
GREG HUNT, FEDERAL HEALTH MINISTER: The frequent but not the inevitable course of a virus is that they become more infectious but less severe and that's clearly what’s happened with the Omicron variant. Now it will move on all the advice we have from being a pandemic to what's called an endemic disease where it becomes a less severe but embedded condition in the same way that the flu has. 
NORMAN SWAN: This word endemic is much misunderstood. Many believe that when the coronavirus becomes endemic, we can relax - but that’s not necessarily so. 
EDDIE HOLMES: When people talk about endemic, what I think I mean is that the transmission is somewhere, globally, it's always there. It may not be in any country at any one time but globally, it's there. That does not mean though, very importantly, that the virus is mild or harmless at that time. 
NORMAN SWAN: For the next variant to dominate, it will have to be more contagious than Omicron which means it will probably be better able to evade previous immunity but it's impossible to predict its severity, its virulence. 
JOHN NKENGASONG: I think it is in all of our interest, and that this is an important point that I want to make that we strive to vaccinate at speed and at scale across the world so that we should restrict the ability for the virus to transmit. The common goal for all of us should be to vaccinate quickly so that we create a barrier for the virus to circulate across the world. 
NORMAN SWAN: One of the questions I keep on being asked is when and how will this end? Well, we can't even begin to think about that until the world is vaccinated and the virus slowed down. 
JANE HALTON: Australia needs to step up along with every other high-income country and every other country that actually has capacity in this area in order to actually get those vaccination targets realised by the middle, we hope, of this year, so we can bring down the risk of more variants and bring this pandemic to a close. 
JOHN NKENGASONG: We work collectively to scale up testing, we work collectively to scale up vaccinations and, of course the treatment program. If we do those three things then we have the right to be optimistic that we will begin to turn the corner in 2022. We will not eradicate the virus in 2022, but we can truly turn the corner in 2022
*	For latest version of this text: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html" �www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html�


� 	Taking up this approach from my exposition on the hyper-historical (and, by implication, the hyper-disciplinary) as recently developed in my extended essay titled: An Overall Philosophy of History (prescience7A), Parts I & II.


� 	Referencing a novel rereading of my more environmental concept of ‘embankment’, in effect, giving it a cultural overlay as a process of ‘cultural embankment’.


� 	A meme echoed by the Brazilian president Bolsonaro. Refer to Rage by Bob Woodford.


� 	It is to be hoped that Trump’s political fortunes (as the Insurrectionist-in-Chief) will see a downward political trend as he tries to stave off an inevitable, eventual decline in his political domination over the Republican Party given that he will be inevitably ‘crippled’ by court indictments and his political persona will be well-deconstructed in the court of public opinion especially from damaging testimony soon to be given in public hearings under the auspices of the January 6 Commission on a date about to be announced.


� 	Unfortunately, such controversial flashpoints in being unmoored from their supporting narratives are now functioning more like ‘factoids’ that get symbolically associated with ideological ideas that through ‘spin’ are spun often in a manner that is the diametrically opposed to their original, legitimate utilization. So, ‘mask wearing’ in order ‘to prevent the spread of possible infections from oneself to others, and, hopefully, v.v.’, and, thereby, ‘ensuring our collective freedom to remain well and not be burdened by illness’ is rebadged as ‘an issue of personal freedom that completely overlooks the collective preservation of the freedom of others’ where the substitution has the ‘assumed value of differentiating and promoting a Right wing (or Left wing form of differentiation)’ which is little compensation for you if you get sick or for others if you transmit your disease to those around you.


� 	That some might see as an abdication of responsibility. We saw the same phenomenon in the US where each state was left to fend for themselves when a more agile federal response might have been more proactive on a number of fronts (given the competition of the states for access to limited resources experiencing a high demand that would have been better apportioned on a basis of individual state needs professionally judged in real time). That a similar phenomenon has been observed in Australia from a tardy ordering of vaccines to disputes over rapid antigen tests (RATs) that Australia has had a good year to think through this issue (given that testing has such an obvious vital role in the work place, travel, determining the length of isolation, the ability for children to attend school, etc., and, that the more accurate testing procedures took so long and would easily break down under any increased demand for such services).


� 	The Australian Financial Review, article by Andrew Tillet, 10.January, 2022; titled: Morrison denies ‘letting the virus rip’ Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.afr.com/politics/federal/morrison-denies-letting-the-virus-rip-20220110-p59n3o" �https://www.afr.com/politics/federal/morrison-denies-letting-the-virus-rip-20220110-p59n3o� 


� 	Daily Mail, in an article by Olivia Day and Levi Parsons For Daily Mail Australia, titled: ABC’s alarmist medico Norman Swan blasts Aussie politicians for pushing ‘Omicron myths’ and says variant is Not mild – as Americans are warned to avoid all travel Down Under, 19 Jan 2022; Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10418401/Dr-Norman-Swan-slams-Aussie-politicians-two-Covid-Omicron-myths-virus-wreaks-havoc.html" �https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10418401/Dr-Norman-Swan-slams-Aussie-politicians-two-COVID-Omicron-myths-virus-wreaks-havoc.html� 


� 	In Appendix B I have placed a transcript of what Dr Norman Swan and a number of experts have to say about COVID in general and Delta and Omicron more specifically.


� 	Previous policies in Australia were titled ‘suppression’ but on a number of occasions practically bordered on ‘elimination’. Now, my reading of the situation is that this changed to a certain degree under the arrival of the Delta variant which I would surmise in Melbourne seemed to stay around the 1,000-2,000 daily cases and in Sydney around the 100-200 daily cases. Would a policy of elimination have worked with Delta? I believe it was proving difficult. Of course, Omicron blew that policy completely out of the water in both Victoria and NSW. Still, it took some time for Omicron to hit Victoria and this is evident in the curves remaining horizontal at the time when Sydney’s graph nearly went vertical. I believe it would have been possible to have contained Delta and perhaps de-accelerated the Omicron if hotel quarantine were better redesigned. For overseas travellers to have acquired COVID in the setting of hotel quarantine must surely render the Australian government libel to being sued. That such a setting was not safe was shown early on. Moreover, for half our registered Refugees and Asylum Seekers completely confined in hotel detention in Melbourne, to also catch COVID whilst being in detention (sometimes for up to 9 years) is doubly criminal and an unbelievable travesty of human justice! In October2021, effectively pre-Omicron, out of a total of 45 detainees 21 have contracted COVID-19. (The same hotel, I might add, where, a few months later, the tennis player Novak Djokovic, was detained). Refer to the following link to this ABC article: � HYPERLINK "https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-10-28/Melbourne-park-hotel-asylum-seekers-covid19-shared-facilities/100575692" �https://www.abc.net.au/news/2021-10-28/Melbourne-park-hotel-asylum-seekers-COVID19-shared-facilities/100575692� 


� 	‘ATAGI’ is an abbreviation in the form of an acronym of the ‘Australian Technical Advisory Group for Immunization’. This working group provides advice to the Government on the effective and equitable use of COVID-19 vaccines in Australia, as directed by the Department of Health. Obviously, in the light of new research, the reporting of waning immunity, the apparent need for the reiteration of vaccines, etc., such advice would need to change to reflect such shifts in understanding.


� 	Refer to Appendix B.


� 	Refer to the article: Your Life Choices, by Brad Lockyer, I January 2022 titled: Pfizer boss warns vaccines not effective against Omicron. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.yourlifechoices.com.au/health/covid19/pfizer-boss-warns-vaccines-not-effective-against-omicron/" �https://www.yourlifechoices.com.au/health/COVID19/pfizer-boss-warns-vaccines-not-effective-against-omicron/� 


� 	Refer to the article in Nature by Max Kozlov titled: How does Omicron spread so fast? A high viral load is not the answer. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-022-00129-z" �https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-022-00129-z� 


� 	The host immune response to SARS-CoV2 (COVID-19) virus is hyperactive resulting in an excessive inflammatory reaction often referred to as a ‘cytokine storm’ given the release of a large amount of pro-inflammatory cytokines.


� 	Refer to the article in the Guardian by Melody Schreiber titled: ‘I have no intention of getting infected’: understanding Omicron’s severity, 16 Jan 2022. This article notes that ‘it is more likely that COVID exacerbates another condition or causes a different illness to rise to the forefront… “This virus does things no other respiratory virus does,” Offit said. “You can have strokes, heart attacks, kidney disease, liver disease, then whatever long COVID is.” Link:


 � HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/jan/16/no-intention-of-getting-infected-understanding-omicrons-severity" �https://www.theguardian.com/world/2022/jan/16/no-intention-of-getting-infected-understanding-omicrons-severity�


� 	I have included the following link on what it is like to be on a ventilator (and being put in a prone position)? Yale Medicine: Ventilators and COVID-19: What You Need to Know. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.yalemedicine.org/news/ventilators-covid-19" �https://www.yalemedicine.org/news/ventilators-COVID-19� 


� 	Refer to the following article on this topic. NBC News; in an article by Kayana Szymczak, titled: Patients beware: Some states are still pushing outdated COVID treatments;  Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/covid-antibody-treatments-dont-work-omicron-still-used-states-rcna12990" �https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/COVID-antibody-treatments-dont-work-omicron-still-used-states-rcna12990� 


� 	In an article in the Guardian it was estimated that at the end of 2021 in Sydney Omicron was about 80% of infections in Sydney while Delta contributed about 20%. Refer to the article by Michael McGowan title: How Australia went from COVID-zero to COVID-central in just a few months; 31 December 2021. Link: 


� HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2021/dec/30/how-australia-went-from-covid-zero-to-covid-central-in-just-a-few-months" �https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2021/dec/30/how-australia-went-from-COVID-zero-to-COVID-central-in-just-a-few-months�  


� 	One currently unpublished study suggests Omicron is 2-4 times more infectious than Delta. When looking at the graphs of daily cases of infections, say, between, Sydney and Melbourne, before PCR testing broke down the sudden vertical take off in the Sydney figures certainly suggested that fact. I suspect NSW’s travellers to Victoria were early exporters of this same variant to Melbourne besides international travellers?


� 	PCR tests are generally considered better at detecting the presence of COVID-19 (technically designated as ‘SARS-CoV-2’) to be the gold standard for the diagnosis of COVID-19. Refer to COVID-19 testing in Australia - information for health professionals. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.tga.gov.au/covid-19-testing-australia-information-health-professionals#.Yet6Oekulk8.mailto" �https://www.tga.gov.au/COVID-19-testing-australia-information-health-professionals#.Yet6Oekulk8.mailto� 


� 	Refer to footnote no. 12.


� 	Refer to the online article from the ABC by Laura Tingle titled: So many of Australia’s COVID rules just do not make sense – and weariness with governments is growing, 15 Jan 2022. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.abc/net.au/news/2022-01-15/rapid-antigen-tests-covid-rules-australia-weariness-governments/100757486" �https://www.abc/net.au/news/2022-01-15/rapid-antigen-tests-COVID-rules-australia-weariness-governments/100757486� 


� 	Refer to the article on CNBC by Spencer Kimball titled: Pfizer CEO says omicron vaccine will be ready in March, Jan 10 2022. The article notes that this vaccine will be ready in March and is already being manufactured. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.cnbc.com/2022/01/10/covid-vaccine-pfizer-ceo-says-omicron-vaccine-will-be-ready-in-march.html" �https://www.cnbc.com/2022/01/10/COVID-vaccine-pfizer-ceo-says-omicron-vaccine-will-be-ready-in-march.html� 


� 	Refer to an article in the Business Insider by John Buckley, 17 January 2022 titled: Greg Hunt has asked Pfizer to ‘prioritise’ supply of its Omicron-specific vaccine to Australia as Morrison government gears up for re-election. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.businessinsider.com.au/greg-hunt-asked-pfizer-prioritise-supply-omicron-specific-vaccine-australia-election" �https://www.businessinsider.com.au/greg-hunt-asked-pfizer-prioritise-supply-omicron-specific-vaccine-australia-election� Of course, with Omicron seemingly peaking it could  be all a little too late for most people? Refer to also to an ABC article by Deborah Burnett titled: Will an Omicron-specific vaccine help control COVID? There’s one big problem. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.abc.net.au/news/2022-01-25/will-an-omicron-specific-vaccine-control-covid/100778152" �https://www.abc.net.au/news/2022-01-25/will-an-omicron-specific-vaccine-control-covid/100778152� 


� 	Refer to the article with the ABC titled: What are the symptoms of COVID-19 and when you should seek medical attention. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.abc.net.au/news/2022-01-19/what-are-the-symptoms-covid-when-to-seek-help/100763380" �https://www.abc.net.au/news/2022-01-19/what-are-the-symptoms-COVID-when-to-seek-help/100763380� 


� 	This condition per Wikipedia is also referred to as post-COVID-19 syndrome, post-COVID-19 condition, post-acute sequalae of COVID-19 (PASC), or chronic COVID syndrome (CCS).


� 	Refer to the article in NBC News by David Paul Morris titled: Who will get long Covid? Study may offer clues: If confirmed, the findings could one day lead to the development of a test to predict a patient’s risk. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/will-get-long-covid-study-may-offer-clues-rcna13436" �https://www.nbcnews.com/health/health-news/will-get-long-covid-study-may-offer-clues-rcna13436� 


� 	Refer to footnote no. 10.


� 	E.g., for housing the homeless, as accommodation for students, as a conference center with convenient accommodation (and another reason for locating such facilities near a major city).


� 	I am being optimistic, I did say only the next ‘one’. The World has had some close calls before this COVID-19 pandemic what with SARs, MERs, Ebola outbreaks in Africa, etc., and intermittent bird and swine flues (along with considerable animal culls as a response).


� 	Should I be consulted on the design and implementation of such a scheme, I would happily waivered my considerable fees.


� 	A topical case at this moment in time is whether the date for ‘Australia Day’ should be changed. Using this modelling of contrarian behaviour we could argue that aboriginal progressives have an increasing proportion of the general public coming on board in seeing their point of view that this day for them inappropriately ‘celebrates’ their ‘Invasion Day’. Since Australia Day should be a day all Australians could celebrate it would make sense to shift it, say, to some other date more worthy of celebrating as a country. As the Australian Federation was born on 1 January 1901 some other date would be more convenient. Say, the date of its proclamation by Queen Victoria on 17 September 1900, or, the first day the Australian Parliament sat, 9 May 1901? (Recent polling shows 60% do not want to change this date, but, for people under 35, it is currently more than 50%. Obviously, the writing is on the wall. Again, we have a call for reasonable leadership in this country that is so sadly lacking! Refer to an article in The Conversation by David Lowe, et al titled 60% of Australians want to keep Australia Day on January 26, but those under 35 disagree. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://theconversation,com/60-of-asustralians-want-to-keep-australia-day-on-jauary-26-but-those-under-35-disagree-175503" �https://theconversation,com/60-of-asustralians-want-to-keep-australia-day-on-jauary-26-but-those-under-35-disagree-175503� 


� 	I have witnessed this phenomenon myself when people with a different set of issues apparently join together at a political meeting to cheer each other on. It can be quite an impressive display since your opposition suddenly finds themselves confronted by this ‘illusion’ of a very united counter-opposition. But, more knowingly, you can also see through this illusion. A similar phenomenon has occurred, I believe, around anti-vaxer demonstrations when they have been joined from both Left and Right sides of the political spectrum, by libertarians and anarchists, members of other causes, and so on. Or, where union marchers have been co-opted by anti-vaxers, and so on. Now, for a certain degree of realism, in the latter type of march, promoting the causes of anti-vaxers, we must wonder, in future, how many people in that crowd would not be actually vaccinated? Currently, according to the Melbourne Institute, close to 90% of the population, able to be vaccinated, i.e., 5 years or older, are doubly vaccinated. They note that two weeks ago a hesitancy rate of 11.5% has now dropped to 9.6%. Currently, the percentage of people who have been boostered is only about 25%.  Unfortunately, it might be well into 2022 before this closely equals current levels of double vaccinations. To chart hesitancy rates in Australia the Melbourne Institute has a tracker. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://melbourneinstitute.unimelb.edu.au/publications/research-insights/ttpn/vaccination-report" �https://melbourneinstitute.unimelb.edu.au/publications/research-insights/ttpn/vaccination-report� 


� 	Some are of the opinion that on the Right we have anarchists who are only happy to see a disruption of governments as the validation of the thesis ‘that democracies are dysfunctional’. In an examination of the truckers protests in Canada in January-February 2022 refer to the video article posted on MSNBC, 10 February 2022 titled: Canada afflicted with right-wing American Covid conspiracy chaos. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.msnbc.com/rachel-madow/watch/canada-afflicted-with-right-wing-american-covid-conspiracy-chaos-132832325668" �https://www.msnbc.com/rachel-madow/watch/canada-afflicted-with-right-wing-american-covid-conspiracy-chaos-132832325668� 


� 	E.g., various forms and degrees of fundamentalism (that have preserved a major discourse from an earlier era, say, the Amish, strict Brethren, other religious denominations that reject current forms of social change, etc.).


� 	We could also argue for a parallel global-local sense of a distinction across the entire history of both Western and Ea633stern philosophy. E.g., Plato, Plotinus, Berkeley, Bradley, etc., versus Aristotle, Locke, Hume, Russell, etc., along with a set of contrarians in the middle setting out to either integrate and/or transcend and/or remove themselves from those previously polarized orientations, such as, e.g., Nagarjuna, Vasubandhu, Kant, Husserl, Wittgenstein II, Derrida, etc?


� 	Otherwise elections would be relatively pointless.


� 	A set of relatively unresolved tensions and pressures that people will respond to in a variety of different ways; from a general discontentment, disgruntlement and disenchantment that in turn might provoke either an increase in adversely oriented contrarian behaviours or inspire certain individuals and communities to ameliorate such expressed states of psychic and cultural non-equilibrium or dis-equilibrium through forms of cultural, political and economic reform.


� 	A question to ask is ‘just where are white supremacists in this set of divisions?’ Perhaps primarily as retrogressives, but, on occasions, as joined by libertarians and anarchists? The question to then ask if this crossing of these divisional lines will amount to a more integrated sense of a coalition (on the either the Right or the Alt-Right?)? Or, more specifically, just where and how are such (sometimes confected) issues almost symbolically codified as ‘Critical Race Theory’, ‘anti-Trans respectfulness’, ‘anti-abortionists/pro-lifers’, etc., co-opting whom and what merging of positions, if at all, underneath such calls for organization, asking what might be driving such motivation/s and directing or re-directing such responses? I will proffer some suggestion and observations in my final section titled Provisional Conclusion, etc.


� 	Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.health.gov.au/ministers/the-hon-greg-hunt-mp/media/australian-kids-roll-up-their-sleeves-in-the-fight-against-covid-19" �https://www.health.gov.au/ministers/the-hon-greg-hunt-mp/media/australian-kids-roll-up-their-sleeves-in-the-fight-against-COVID-19� 


� 	Currently delayed by two weeks in Queensland. Given the later spread of Omicron from, first, NSW, and then Victoria, such a delay (and a further two weeks extension?) seem to be eminently prescient given a pandemic wave that now has a track history of also making a rapid decline?


� 	Refer to the article in The Guardian by Justine Landis-Hanley titled: NSW and Victoria schools reopening plans focus on Covid surveillance testing but scrap contact tracing. 


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2022/jan/23/nsw-and-victoria-school-reopening-plans-focus-on-covid-surveillance-testing-but-scrap-contact-tracing" �https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2022/jan/23/nsw-and-victoria-school-reopening-plans-focus-on-covid-surveillance-testing-but-scrap-contact-tracing� 


3	A headline from the ABC: More than 20,000 students caught COVID in first two week at school. Should this return to NSW’s schools be judged a success? Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.abc.net.au/news/2022-02-17/covid-in-nsw-schools-over-20-thousand-cases-first-two-weeks/100837760" �https://www.abc.net.au/news/2022-02-17/covid-in-nsw-schools-over-20-thousand-cases-first-two-weeks/100837760�? 


� 	I.e., past insight, future foresight, and more immediate, or present, oversight.


� 	Re(-)engaging a more successful semblance of ‘self’ through an existential ‘re(-)forging’ the simulation of simulations as qua non-simulations able to be directly engaged through the auspices of this pro-relational, existential attitude entered into through such relational openness.


� 	Alongside a contractual colonization of the compactual world. 


� 	Defining trans-‘intentional’ as equivalent to ‘cognitive’.


� 	The argument here is quite simple. In entertaining an intentional act, a certain level of epistemological organization is necessary to reach that level of experience. Therefore, if we were to appreciate this intentional act per se, in a process of judgmental discernment, then this process must be more epistemological organized in order to accomplish this addition level of discernment (since it must also encompass the former level of organization). Hence the necessary recognition of such levels of complexity (as expressed, e.g., in their affective orientation, cognitive orientation, and trans-cognitive /judgmental orientation.


� 	‘Economic complexification’ argues that as all economies have the same gestalt structural-functions, parallel facets in different economies can be co-aligned when mutually relevant and informative.


� 	Note, in my vision of a philosophy of ‘transformational retreatment’ we have pre-critical hermeneutical pretreatment, critical phenomenological treatment, and potentially radical existential retreatment.


� 	‘Phenomenal-phenomenological considerations’ note that, although observed in a passive mode, as we do not have complete control over what is to be phenomenologically observed we must also be cognizant of that being observed from its own imputed sense of a ‘perspective’ or ‘point of view’. In other words, in phenomenologically analysing that to hand we cannot completely dictate what is to be observed and must be beholden to what there is to be observed under the ongoing framing of such selective scrutiny.


� 	In this essay I lump politicians in with disciplinarians even though I noted earlier that health professions would be outranked by politicians from time to time. We can also note that libertarians on the extreme Right (Alt-Right) may well be indistinguishable from anarchists on the Left who might well join them in either short demonstrations and more lengthy protests.


� 	I am arguing here that that recognition was perceived by this retrogressive group (promoting white supremacy and the entailed preservation of white privilege) as a form of encouragement (that was an influential factor in pre-organizational inputs that either were seeming co-opted and/or induced to join in the January 6 insurrection of the Capital). 


� 	We have the recent anecdote of a man in a US hospital ‘in need of a lifesaving kidney transplant being refused on the grounds that they were not vaccinated, and are refusing to do so This patient stating that ‘they live as a free person and will die as a free person’. But, it should be pointed out, ‘that a dead person has no freedom’ and that this course of behaviour will most likely ‘contribute more quickly to this relative loss of freedom’. This mantra of a so-called ‘freedom’ is ‘killing’ some of these ideological over-committed people. Just as those counties in the US that heavily voted for Trump have a death rate from COVID three times higher than those counties that heavily voted for Biden. Refer to the following three links: � HYPERLINK "https://www.complex.com/life/man-denied-kidney-transplant-refusal-to-get-vaccinated" �https://www.complex.com/life/man-denied-kidney-transplant-refusal-to-get-vaccinated� 


 � HYPERLINK "https://www.nbcnews.com/think/opinion/covid-vaccine-refusal-removes-boston-patient-heart-transplant-waitlisst-it-ncna1288226" �https://www.nbcnews.com/think/opinion/covid-vaccine-refusal-removes-boston-patient-heart-transplant-waitlisst-it-ncna1288226� � HYPERLINK "https://npr.org/sections/health-shots/2021/12/05/1059828993/data-vaccine-misinformation-trump-counties-covid-death-rate" �https://npr.org/sections/health-shots/2021/12/05/1059828993/data-vaccine-misinformation-trump-counties-covid-death-rate� 


� 	On a more detailed exploration of this concept of the ‘pseudo-psychotic condition’ refer to paragraph 87.


� 	As per The Australian Government: Department of Health in an article titled: Immunization coverage rates for all children. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.health.gov.au/health-topics/immunization/childhood-immunization-coverage/immunization-coverage-rates-for-all-children" �https://www.health.gov.au/health-topics/immunization/childhood-immunization-coverage/immunization-coverage-rates-for-all-children� 


� 	Obviously, is the death rate from taking a vaccine were to be, say, 1 in a 1,000 we might prefer to forgo vaccination altogether and attempt to lock ourselves away till the pandemic eventually burnt itself out?


� 	A psychotic-like ‘resistance’ contra Freud’s invocation of a ‘neurotically based form of resistance’.


� 	One rhetorical manoeuvre here is to turn around a reply that either is contradictory or bizarre or an outright confection or lie by asking what the person who emitted such a ‘statement’ would think if they heard such a claim? On the other hand, probing such a hot spot can also meet with a violent reaction that might be better avoided.


� 	Ex-president Trump is also a good exponent of this technique when he no longer wishes to deal with certain controversial issues. He just terminates the interview or just says “goodbye” and puts the phone down. Another person who comes to mind, in Australia, is Clive Palmer. Currently, it appears to be characteristic trait of rather unreasonable populists or demagogues leaning towards the far Right (or people with a pronounced pseudo-psychotic disposition who have bought into Trump’s big lie and have become staunch advocates of this unsupported positioning. Given that Trump is such an untrustworthy authority why anyone would believe him almost beggars belief. It is almost as if things are turned around. There is talk about election fraud, admittedly disseminated by Trump who even voiced such convenient suspicions before the 2016 presidential election such that certain people if so inclined, take that position as axiomatic and then turn around looking for such evidence that ‘must be out there’. The same sort of world-wide delusion, perhaps, in the ensuing kerfuffle over Saddam Hussein’s so-call weapons of mass destruction even though the United Nation’s weapon inspectors had earlier discovered and eliminated the majority of such devices. The moral being, for our own philosophical, political and physical health, that the world should not be viewed through indubitable axioms and that everything should be able to be entertained within the encompassment of a suitable suspension). 


� 	A technique recently invoked by the French President, Emmanuel Macron, where one word comes to mind, namely, ‘emmerdement’ (which has considerably suffered under translation to English… the use of the phrase ‘pissed off’ does not do full justice to this expression… the apparent intention of this leader in proposing a mandatory health pass that would allow you to dine in restaurants, etc., if you were suitably vaccinated and certified as such. The president having vowed to “emmerder” the unvaccinated).


� 	It was quite surprising recently to see Trump actually promoting not just vaccinations but boosters, and, then to be booed by his Right-wing audience having said that. Having unnecessarily bought into a politicising of this medical area of heath care, the Republican party in America seems to be tying itself up into an ever-tightening knot as it attempts to stare down this current Omicron wave in the continual unfolding of this four, or possibly five, act drama of COVID-19. As I have noted elsewhere, in those counties that Trump decisively won, Republican votes are about three times more likely to die from COVID than democratic voters in those same electorates. Need it be said ‘Political Lives Matter!’, and, ‘political lies have consequences!’.


� 	On the assumption the positions they are seen to disseminate are more engineered to garner the votes of the disaffected rather than to serve their countries with productively envisaged re-directions in policy settings designed to better benefit their disenchanted and disgruntled constituents. Therefore, operating under such false pretenses, as ‘pseudo-representatives’, they could well be referred to a ‘pseudo-populists’. Promising everything, but delivering very little, if at all.


� 	Despite the seemingly paradoxical situation where a pandemic has been considerably stressing the survival and profitability of small business, a loss of tourism, the pandemically induced decline in the number of students in the education sector, etc., we are witnessing very high levels of employment (along with a large number of people resigning and a high turnover of other workers seeking jobs with better pay and better working prospects). Then, on top of that, we can also have supply chain disruptions along with the spectre of a return to an era of very high inflation (potentially threatening to go even higher?).


� 	‘Drivers’ are ‘people who drive cars’ so to ask what drives a driver has no literal meaning, and, therefore, we must assume, correctly, that a metaphorical reading is implied.


� 	Refer to my ‘Three Critiques of Neo-Liberalism’: At What Cost? (21.7.16); Striking Out (27.6.17); A Manifest (19.5.18). Link: � HYPERLINK "https://noelshomepage.homestead,com/noelshomepage4.html" �https://noelshomepage.homestead,com/noelshomepage4.html� 


� 	In a neo-liberal setting, when the word ‘reform’ is more than likely being ideologically construed it is wise for the general public to ask the triple questions of ‘the reform of what by who for whom???’


� 	Describing here an ordered process where an integrated thought (in a cognitive second order) is able to be (transformationally) redescribed as an idea (in a cognitive third order). Dialectically, such sequentialization being more an artifact of the schema. We could also hear this expression of ‘weighting’ as ‘waiting’ given that we could also argue that a thought has to persist, through intentional retention, for a bare minimum of time before it can come ‘before’ intentional awareness (maybe, at least, one twentieth of a second, or, whatever interval establishes the momentary duration of an intentional stream of consciousness?).


� 	Arguing, economically, that the cognitive cannot exist without the correlative contrast of both the affective and the trans-cognitive. Implying, e.g., that the affective is already co-associated with both intentional expression (through conception-perception) and its judgmental appreciation (relative apperception).


� 	This aspect finding a remedy in a healthy suspension of a ‘suspension of this attitude of disbelief’. One way to do this is to turn such a ‘suspension of belief’ around by asking the person who seems to have ‘suspended a healthy dose of much needed disbelief’ by asking them ‘what do you think others might think if they were to hear this (bizarre) form of (conspiratorial) thinking just disseminated? This is best relayed in neutral language. Then, if the person questioned should, even for a moment, think through the eyes and ears of another person, say yourself or someone else (either nominated or left open), then the reply can often be quite revealing. They might say, e.g., ‘that others must think they were crazy’, and so on. A hermeneutic technique that should demonstrate that even the most insightless person has some residual insight albeit in a form that, currently, is neither integrated nor effective incorporated into the dialectical running of parallel narratives necessary for running suspensions, and, in turn, revealing relatively less distorted forms of judgment, etc.


� 	Although it is also true to say about the process of governance, in line with the adage, that ‘if you had to choose between a conspiracy or incompetence the latter is more probable’. Of course, on some occasions, there is no reason not to entertain both suppositions (and one suspects that the machinations involved in the January 6 Capital Insurrection, e.g., are an exemplary demonstration of the coincidence of both options 


� 	‘Believers’ is an apt word here since this analysis could also be applied to both non-mainstream and mainstream forms of religions ideology.


� 	E.g., in a communist regime that insists it is acting in the ‘democratic name’ of ‘the people’ but has its party membership merely rubberstamp commands emanating only from its central leadership if not the great leader themselves (where people, for obvious reasons, are not too keen to give ‘good advice’ and where ‘remonstration’ is entirely out of the question).


� 	An ‘existential fact’ being a ‘regular occurrence in the world at large by virtue of the general, particular and specific nature of the type of relationship in question as filtered through imputations derived from a mix of (factual) attestations, observations, suppositions, conjecturalizations, etc.’ E.g., it is an existential fact that as humans we also live in a cultural world and not just a physical world. Or, e.g., all cultural worlds inhabit an overall sense of a life-world that allows the inhabitants of one world to also live in another at the same time just as a chess competitor in a chess life-world could also be an inhabitant in a book reader’s life-world when they consult a chess classic on how to competitively execute a certain chess opening or conduct a certain defense. I would like to define a ‘conjecture’ as the ‘logical step or steps needed to adequately explain a supposition’. Defining a ‘supposition’ as an ‘interpreted observation’. Treating an ‘attestation’ as a ‘correctly interpreted observation’, i.e., a sixth order ‘actual factual’ or ‘ontical (-ly confirmed/verified possible factual)’. Defining a ‘full imputation’ as a ‘sixth ordered attestation (given that it ‘may not be able to be perceived as an attested observation’ whilst also being equally treated as a ‘provisionally treated conformal sixth ordered factual state of affairs’. E.g., from observations I might form the ‘supposition’ that ‘titles must misrepresent their texts to some extent’. This could be affirmed as an ‘attested observation’. On the other hand, to fully or, rather, adequately explain this conformal supposition we would need to supply a set of conjectures completely capable of explaining this particular state of affairs, i.e., why do titles misrepresent to some extent their texts and that a process of dis-conformal minimization is always a possibility. Refer to Pursuit III,7A/B, A Philosophy of History, Parts I & II.


� 	The point of this anecdote is that what choices are available in your overall world-of-life are only those, more or less, that your cultural world will give to you as dictated by fashion, commercial profitability, custom, demand, and so on. So, supermarkets are replete with yoghurts but rather deficient in, say, rennet or junket. The preparation of chocolate in the 18th century was quite involved but, initially, was in a form taken over from Meso-America. The pure chocolate after the requisite preparations would finally be served in a tall ‘chocolatière’ shaped pot, much like a coffee pot, but often with a spindle or ‘molinet’ used to froth the chocolate mixture. The Meso-American Indians used a variety of flavours to add to their chocolate such as vanilla, chili, etc. As you might guess I would like to try this way of drinking chocolate, but, at the end of the day, I will have to assemble all these different parts by myself rather than find them already prepared for me.


� 	Arguing (through the invocation of my heuristic device as depicted in my triangular political scheme in paragraph 65) that there is a strong correlation between social empowerment/dis-empowerment (on the vertical axis) and the polarization/de-polarization of the general public (on a horizontal axis) and that increasing dis-empowerment and polarization is also a recipe for disgruntlement, disenchantment, protestation and other possible forms of political disruption should the root causes for the same not be ameliorated. We could argue, I believe, for a ‘strong correlation’ but not a ‘complete concordance’ given political-economic exigencies like financial crashes, pandemics, droughts, famines, insurrections, coups, warfare, and invasions.


� 	Such expressions of behaviour cannot but be ‘conventional’, however, in an adaptation of such adoptions of these social genres to hand we might well find forms of expression that are given a relatively non-conventional sense of ‘spin’ or ‘re-formation’ with a subsequent and consequential sense of re-direction. Innovations only being able to be expressed through the alteration of certain sequences, basically, one micro-change at a time (much like the evolving mutations of virus, etc.). Refer to my paper on this topic titled: Philosophy of Innovation (24.4.18).


� 	We could redefine ‘slavery’ as obligated unpaid labour or very poorly paid labour be that performed through either co-option and/or co-operation’. Defined in this manner we might then perceive that much of the labour of women in all too many countries is effectively unpaid or underpaid, etc., and could be viewed as a form of slavery (that in my estimation should be recognized by governments as positively contributing to an expanded definition of the GNP). Refer to my essay on this type of topic: (Appendix D:) A Brief Sketch of an Innovative Approach to the Reversal of Indigenous Inequality as a Template for the Possible Reversal of Non-Indigenous Inequality, and v.v. (30.5.16).


� 	The nomenclature of ‘(-)’ indicating an economy, namely, in this instance of an ‘economy of arbitration’ through ‘ongoing re(-)arbitration’.


� 	We are virtually emplace in a world where, non-virtually, we are displaced by the existential fact that our aspirations cannot be immediately realized, and, where only some of our aspirations can be met through sequentially enacted processes of de-displacement as facilitated through this world of arbitration in which we must also balance personal ambition versus the performance of social aspirations as demanded of us by our over-lapping life-worlds.


� 	Refer to footnote no. 69.


� 	A qualified vision of ‘progress’, ever placed under a profitable suspension, as discussed in the extended-essays: A Philosophy of History, Parts I & II; Pursuit III.7A/B.


� 	Like all ‘progressive’ forms of philosophical research, as in other disciplines, every exposition is but a provisional text to begin with once again. In this regard, in these explorations of this phenomenon of freedom I have hardly touched upon ideas of personal integrity, authenticity, existential interventions, existentialization, the devolvement of a personal semblance of an existential freedom, and so on. I am hoping to further explore this topic in future essays (and currently continuing this theme in Pursuit III.9A, etc.).


� 	Refer to Appendix B.


� 	Ibid.


� 	Ibid.


� 	Views originally expressed in my three short papers on this topic. Refer to Pursuit, III.6A/6B/6C.


� 	Refer to, e.g., the CNN article on January 27, 2022, by Jacqueline Howard titled: A universal vaccine could be the future of the coronavirus fight: Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/27/health/universal-coronavirus-vaccine-explainer-wellness/index.html" �https://www.cnn.com/2022/01/27/health/universal-coronavirus-vaccine-explainer-wellness/index.html� 


� 	Referring more to the Biden era.


� 	In dealing with a plan of treatment for the pseudo-psychotic condition rather than subject it to the literary indignity of long and very lengthy footnote I have decided, instead, to marshal my thoughts on this topic in Appendix A.


� 	To see how well Australia has travelled through this pandemic, compared to other countries to date, check out the graphs of individual countries presented on the following Google website. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://g.co/kgs/46Hv7w" �https://g.co/kgs/46Hv7w� 


� 	For a discussion of this word ‘endemic’ refer to either Appendix B or the following article in The Conversation by Hassan Vally and Catherine Bennett, on February 1, 2021 titled: COVID will soon be endemic. This doesn’t mean it’s harmless or we give up, just that it’s part or life. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://theconversation.com/covid-will-soon-be-endemic-this-doesnt-mean-its-harmless-or-we-give-up-just-that-its-part-of-life-175622" �https://theconversation.com/covid-will-soon-be-endemic-this-doesnt-mean-its-harmless-or-we-give-up-just-that-its-part-of-life-175622� 


� 	In technical language as code where ‘augmentation’ is ‘the positive incremental non-chaotic orchestration of an amplification of e/valuational formation’ that also brings us to ‘the chaotically induced bifurcational points of either bifurcational fission or emergent fusion characterized, on balance, as ‘the positive, non-incremental, chaotic amplification of e/valuational formation’ as a definition of ‘enhancement’.


� 	The ‘existential dimension’ is defined here through equivalence as the ‘pro-relational sphere’ (of lived-experience). I.e., the existential sphere cannot be reduced merely to ‘the relational acters and actors that constitute the essential participants in that relationship’. By ‘acters’ is meant the non-subjective causal elements invoked in the course of relational interactions within the sphere of the relational and could include ‘food and guns’ to ‘animals and institutions’ (although the latter might be seen as emerging from the non-reductively treated collective behaviours of causally involved subjective agents).


� 	I have, until now, taken the position that there is a reluctance to intervene in the life of others, but, if the existential imperative arises that we should do so it should be conducted as a form of existential intervention, i.e., as an existentially oriented intervention (given existentialization is the result of an ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential) (and, by direct implication, forms of non-existential intervention, therefore, should just not be embarked upon). However, the truth of the matter is more that such interventions are inescapable given that our very being in the world with others is a form of intervention in its own right. That granted, then we must proceed in such a manner that observes the general ‘cooperation’ of others be that engaged through ‘either co-operation and/or co-option’. In other words, we can redefine ‘existential intervention’ as the ‘existentially conducted performance of either co-operation, that is directly shared with others and mutually assented to, and/or, an imposed form of co-option, where such assent is either unable to be obtained or not immediately requested and assented to’. So, rescuing a child from having fallen into a pond or the fireplace versus the immediate returning to the owner of keys or a wallet that was inadvertently dropped and where the owner was not currently aware of such a loss; the gratefulness of the owner on the returning of their property signally assent to this form of a prior, non-assented to mode of intervention. Of course, things become more complicated when modes of intervention have no prior consent and in the course of their execution are granted no mutual form of consent. Under such circumstances the test being as entailed in the last sentence of this essay, namely, where ‘we do not impinge upon the freedoms of others’, through our interventions, without also experiencing in lived-experience ‘the promise that oversees the delivery of a dividend in the form of a greater semblance of freedom… and where that last phrase means ‘for that party or parties whose general freedoms were being impinged upon in the first place….’ So, in this light, we lose a little bit of freedom to gain a greater freedom for both ourselves and others (and in the process balance deontological, pragmatical and aesthetical inputs, etc.).


� 	I.e., existentially oriented processes of intervention that impinge upon the freedoms of others can be defined as ‘existentially oriented’ if they also both deliver the promise and deliver on that promise of engineering either a positive augmentation and/or a positive enhancement in overall valuational formation, etc. Refer to the previous footnote for a supplied definition of ‘augmentation’ and ‘enhancement’.


� 	Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.cnn.com/2022/02/17/health/ba-2-covid-severity/index.html" �https://www.cnn.com/2022/02/17/health/ba-2-covid-severity/index.html� 


� 	Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.cnn.com/2022/02/23/health/covid-ba-2-omicron-studies-explainer/index.html" �https://www.cnn.com/2022/02/23/health/covid-ba-2-omicron-studies-explainer/index.html� 


� 	By ‘treating’ is here meant everything from interviewing a person regarded as falling within this classification to counselling to a form of behaviour modification from either that being self-requested or directed, say, by a court of law (and is meant to act as a hypothetical template for such interactions).


� 	The reader might like to refer to previous work of mine in the field of psychology: The Presuppositions of a Contemporary Psychology – Introduction & Text (1999); Interpreting Psychotic Statements (1.7.99/ 11.8.17); Insight (1993); Beyond Therapy: A Set of Essays on Miscellaneous Topics in Psychology and Psychiatry (2001-2003).





