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Retrospective Preface to Book 10 – Part I
The first ten essays in this Book 10 are miscellaneous essays, whereas, the next ten, in Part II, are concerned with an exploration of the re-constitutional of a non-traditional metaphysics. 

These first ten essays, respectively deal with a workshopping of the following, namely, polarization in world politics; the problem of labels; the virtual invitation of my favourite philosophers; an exploration of the non-successful referendum on ‘The Voice’; taking a non-ideological stance; a critique of multi-culturalism, etc; the changing nature of contemporary warfare; just who is a afraid of gender; being happily ‘woke’; and, some reflections on the nature of a political conservatism.

It was with pleasure that these various essays were both written and workshopped, and, it is my hope the reader might also find something of value within the same…








Noël Tointon, Penrith, 18.2.25.
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X.1 A Working Paper Dealing with Polarization as a Trend in World Politics*

0. Preface

This brief paper is merely meant to carve out the contours and parameters for how the ensuing discussion might evolve, either in a support of the entailed observations and arguments, or, in a successful rebuttal of such evidence exercised for the directions taken in my interpretations. (0)


In the promo to this discussion I noted:

An Open Forum: Are all Political Parties on a One Way Path to their Inevitable Deconstruction?

Is the Trajectory for Western Democracies to Continue to Polarize and then Ultimately Deconstruct??

In view of recent developments in the US political system, and elsewhere, are Western democracies going to further polarize and ultimately be unable to govern? A general discussion on such issues. All contributions welcome. (1)


But, we have one very small technical hitch, namely, ‘why does this polarization seem to much more affect the Right-hand side of politics and not the Left, say, as in the US, where Congress, currently, cannot even elect their own speaker in order to resume the business of that house?’ Of course we could argue that there can be no absolutistical equivalences between Left and Right, and, that in a deferral to a second term for President Biden there is no need for the Democrats to overtly demonstrate their own possible degrees of dysfunctional non-governance. Of course, in the untimely demise of President Biden, things could be a lot different and, if we wish, let us return to this anomaly at the end of this working paper and seek its resolution in the light of my following proposals. Having exposed this apparent anomaly, let me now move on to postulate eight tentative reasons why there is this degree of increased polarization despite such possibly temporary appearances as to why the Democrats might equally be just as fragile and riven with internally polarized factions despite current appearances of a strategically disseminated ‘aura of a harmony, sweetness and light...’ (2)

As a first point, let me appeal to an authority on this matter. A few years back, in a televised interview, with President Carter, he very clearly opined that donations were not only polarizing the distance and differences between major parties, but, that this same dynamic was also at work in the (major) parties themselves. Mega-donors were calling the tune and if their overall motivation itself was polarized what hope had those parties themselves when, over time, incrementally, more and more polarized candidates would be more likely pre-selected and ultimately selected. Another dynamic at work here, but not in all instances, is how well candidates in Western democracies excel as fund-raisers, the harvester of such donations (once deemed necessary in order to out-advertise your candidacy over all other contenders
).
 (3)

As a second point, let me argue that if a representative democracy is too beholden to the corrosive and murky world of donations then it incrementally ceases to suitably represent those electorates of ‘ordinary voters’. That, in such a process, a green-light can be metaphorically envisaged as ‘progressively’ polarizing the financial markets at the overall expense of the population who will and have suffered an insidious decline in their relative standards of living, especially in the demographics of a Middle Middle-Class, but, even more so in the Lower Middle-Class. Such trends do not instill faith in our political systems if it becomes increasingly obvious that the Neo-Liberal ‘winners’ are not reaping rewards purely through the mythical ‘merits’ of their own unaided efforts.
 (4)

As a third point, this increasing inequitableness of the labour markets, etc., has spilled over into an increasing distrust of both politicians and the political systems. E.g., if big businesses can also thwart constitutionally acceptable protests by having the money and power to subject (as in recent protests over the fossil industry in Western Australian) then even the appearance of democratic governance, and its constitutional rights, are seeming being eroded, increment by increment, further increasing this social perception of an increasingly unjust society far too beholden to the so-called ‘big-end of town’. (5)

As a fourth point, it is but a small step for a populous politician to skillfully capitalize on such disenchantment and disgruntlement. Thence the increasing dysfunctional governance through the non-traditional introduction of populist or autocracies as a consequence of the watering down and erosion of traditional politics and its natural boundaries in the form of self-rectifying, semi-autonomous institutions. (6)

As a fifth point, in this seemingly unstoppable descent to some form of a political Hades, no doubt donations will swing behind these new centers of power at the continuing expense of a tradition political world seemingly held together with the strength of political institutions still able to resist such political and legally organized forms of an institutional  onslaught. But,’ even a well-battered gate will eventually collapse’. (7)

As a sixth point, let me note another observation. We might conjecture, that between traditionally belligerent nations, through a variety of mechanisms, e.g., donations, populist politics, opportunistic inequalities in comparative power relations, a diminished presence for conflict resolution exercised through forms of traditional diplomacy, etc., we might find, as I would like to argue, incremental processes of polarization on the international stage as well see a polarization of their foreign policies reflecting such an increasing divergence in and a diminishment of reasonable forms of a more traditional process of consensus. (8)

As a seventh point, I would like to comment that although we might perceive the more prominent dissemination of the perspective that ‘the world is also becoming further polarized’ it may well be also true to say, without the fear of a contradiction, that we also live in a very fragile multi-polar world where international conflicts have the unfortunate propensity to de-stabilize even local, relatively stable forms of political practice. As a case in point, let me cite the recent brutal and barbaric incursions of Hamas into Israel. Unfortunately, for both Israel and many supporting Western democracies, should Israel eventually lose the war of public opinion, as it seems bent on doing through exerting traditional forms of historically based revenge, then support for Israel could well unravel at a rate of knots. Between public and political statements of unwavering support at the national level and serious expressions of concern on the party level we could well be witnessing the deconstruction of such expressions of such a hitherto untrammeled support. Reading between the lines, it is my relatively unsubstantiated interpretation that Israel has been politely read the riot act by a number of government on a non-public diplomatic level, but, as its political establishment is increasingly becoming beholden to its Right-hand side of the political spectrum, through the increasing power of Orthodox religious parties, the voices of settlers on the West Bank, military hawks baying for some form of revenge, or however you might wish to call it, and so on. In the US there have been expressions of discontent among the democrats over the seeming unqualified support extended to Israel both political and militarily.
 Similarly, in the Australian Labor Party levels of discontent have surfaced. Even the Teal candidates, who recently won a swathe of wealthy seats on the Right-hand side of Australian politics, appear to be perfectively riven on just this issue ‘whether unqualified or qualified support should be given to Israel on this very contentious topic’. My point being, that even overseas issues, have the potential for the additional polarization of a local body politic with the induction of a further deconstructive influences on what might be an already fragile political system, especially if such issues are recycled in forms that appear to have no acceptable forms of resolution.. (9)


Now, even though I must confess this is well beyond my current paygrade, it seems to me that even a philosophical ‘blind Freddie’ were to look at and chart the statistics of this decades long, non-resolved conflict, it would soon become obvious to them now, if not years ago, that the disastrous curves in this conflict were going to iteratively breakout in elevated degrees of conflict. Not too long ago only a few hundred rockets, now thousands of rockets. And let us not look at the continuing Russo-Ukrainian war and the advent of very sophisticated forms of drone warfare. Imagine if you would this terrifying thought experiment which I feel must be proposed if only to illustrate such ‘extrapolated insanity’. Between belligerent countries, one party could send a small group of drones over, say, a very popular football match, and in a noticeable explosion above the arena release clouds of a very finely milled flour, perhaps dyed for greater effect. I know if I were to witness this type of event, as a spectator, I would want to leave this stadium at the very first opportunity... and, you can well imagine the horrendous consequences that would be instilled in the ensuing panic...
 (10)


Perhaps through wiser back-channels, reason might eventually prevail. It is time for seriously negotiated gestures of goodwill (even if broader issues will not be currently explored for the moment or for the foreseeable future). It is a war crime to collectively punish a community for the sins of some of its members.
 Water and power has to be returned to what has been described, rightly or wrongly, as the largest open-air prison camp on this planet. Hostages have to be unconditionally released. The political hawks also need to back-pedal a so-called invasion of Gaza as it is obvious this military and political objective cannot succeed. The Palestinians have had years of rebuilding kilometers of tunnels. With years of military backing, from both Iran and Russia, inter-urban warfare, furthermore, is not an easy prospect to contemplate to say the very least, a fact well-known to the Israeli armed forces who, I would argue met a comparable force in their similar conflicts with Hezbollah in southern Lebanon. Tensions need to be quickly defused lest the Israelis also find a three-pronged conflict with Hezbollah and Fatah on the West Bank. As I chatted with an Arabic barber some years ago, the word ‘Hamas’ could be read to mean ‘the intelligent use of violence’ in contrast to the Malaysian word ‘amok’, as ‘in running amok’, which means the exact opposite. Indeed, it might also be an apposite time to also demonstrate some ‘non-violent non-violence...’
 (11)


Now, why have I belabored this last point? As indicated, polarized issues in a multi-polar world can also have local consequences as being seen playing out, e.g., in Australian and the US political scenes, and elsewhere, and potentially acting as additional fractures in an increasing fragile political landscape? (12)

As an eighth point, I would like to merely note that the accumulative and deleterious ramifications already at play in the collective impact of such issues... in a  world both paradoxically divided and, at the same time, through the positive use of Social Media and the democratization of travel, and so on, more closely connected that ever before...
 
 However, this overall a state of excessive polarization, in historical terms of comparison,  should, quite correctly, be discerned as both an anomaly and an indicator. I.e., that this level of anomalization has usually been accompanied by an assortment of political troubles, from civil wars to international wars, or worse.  I would also add, that ‘on balance’, the overwhelming negative use of Social Media, more often than not, is severely distorting many forms of public discourse. I deliberately use this expression ‘on balance’, because there is none. People may argue that ‘people have had such conversations before the rise of the Internet’, so, ‘nothing new to see here!’ But, unfortunately, this short-sights appreciation of the current landscape of Social Media is completely mistaken. Enormous amounts of finance and effort are being poured into this space by foreign actors who have no interest in creating a space for civil discourse, but, rather, the opposite. We just need to mention the daily state-funded cyber-subversion of civil interaction instigated by such bad actors as, e.g., Russia, Iran, China, and all other extremist organizations out to throw metaphorical ‘fat on the fire’, so to speak, to immediately knock that false conjecture on its head. Wittingly or unwittingly, people are being egged on by people who actually paid to do that. And, then perhaps, more likely,  not even people but ‘bots’, or, misguided and misinformed people merely citing such inadvertently read misinformation, or advertent disinformation, or, worse, are effectively acting as de facto foreign agents, or proxies, as they merely dissimulate such patently and blatantly contrived mal-information! Unfortunately, it must be said that angry people are less self-insightful of what to others is so obviously expressed (which, encapsulated in a nutshell, exemplifies why excessive polarization in the communication of both affective and cognitive content needs to be avoided!)!. (13)

As for the cited anomaly ‘that some political parties seem to be on path of ultimate inability to govern, especially on the Right, but, that the Left escapes this same trajectory’ what might we say? (14)

The Democrats in the US, at this point in time, are probably thankful that Biden is seeking a second term. In the upcoming primary season all they have to do is watch the GOP tear itself apart. Then, with the primary season looming and where Trump is the standout candidate we must be scratching our heads how a party could even contemplate this proven fraudster, about to lose his businesses in New York; was unsuccessful in a rape and damages trial; has 91 indictments; and perhaps even more looming possibly in a Colorado Interference case (similar to that in Georgia?); questions over how he has accumulated and spent monies raised through his various political fund raising entities. In recent elections, Trump’s nominations, election deniers have on balance being faring poorly, but, the GOP has yet to face the reckoning of a long overdue political post-mortem which, conceivably could be in 2024? (15)

Is the situation any better in Australia? Despite being trounced in the last federal elections, where the Right has moved further Right, they still very ably deconstructed the Voice Referendum. A cursory inspection of voting trends would seem to suggest it was a progressive policy ahead of its time given the inner cities voted for it. Interestingly, contrary to Darwin, the indigenous hinterland firmly indicated aboriginal support? Perhaps, an organized sense and semblance of a ‘Voice’ still needs to be put into practice, where, over time, people might get used to this idea and actually see it as a positive force in reducing the Gap (between the variance in key statistical indicators used in measuring the differences in the assessment of Indigenous and non-Indigenous peoples’ lifestyles, like, e.g., rates of mortality, etc.). (16)


So, in the ensuing discussion on this broad topic, what other ideas could we also bring to the table? As noted in the promo on the Facebook page for The Continental Philosophy Group, all additional contributions are to be welcomed. (17)

        Noël Tointon, Penrith, 20.10.23.
Those Eight Points Note:

1. Political donations not only polarize the political spectrum but also parties!

2. The Neo-Liberal directedness of donations further disestablishes political trust.

3. Neo-Liberal pressures eventually erode both democratic rights and constitutions.

4. Populous and autocratic politicians take advantage of the ensuing ‘chaos’.

5. Donations further fuel the advent of such populists, and autocrats.

6. Belligerent nations, with increased polarization, are more like to act belligerently.

7. Global conflicts easily spill over into a local setting upsetting forms of consensus.

8. These factors, plus negative Social Media, can further exacerbate the above. (18)
� 	* A link to the latest version: �HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html"��http://www.homestead.com/Noelshomepage/Noelshomepage6.html� 


This primary preoccupation of this essay is to describe this phenomenon of polarization in politics. A general perspective is taken, without seeking fine detail. At the same time, this attempt at ‘diagnosis’ does not come with any strategies for ways to resolve this problem as found being articulated. In this regard, the reader might refer to my Three Critiques of Neo-Liberalism which can be found on Page 4 of my Home Page Site as an indication as to how I might go about formulating required processes of de-polarization.


� 	This assumed, historical correspondence and expected political successfulness between the quanta of finance and the ‘equivalent’ saturation in all forms of Media, for some decades, has just broken down. A case in point is the Jeb Bush presidential campaign in 2016 that actually went backwards despite the disproportionate level of funding at his party’s disposal.


� 	E.g., Nancy Pelosi was ever championed as a brilliantly successful fund-raiser. Whereas, in contrast, Jim Jordan is not seen to be in her league. With holdouts to Jordan’s bid for speakership a Politico reporter quipped the GOP was a party of ‘vertebrates ‘after all. Unfortunately, or fortunately, his chances of continuing his struggle were very successfully dashed in a secret vote where he lost over 100 backers who had just earlier voted for him in public.


� 	In effect, the economic pie is not being redistributed in an egalitarian sense, indeed, quite the opposite. I believe statistical data can demonstrate this effect across the world, if not an actual diminishment at least a flattening of this curve despite the increasing financial demands of the Contemporary world. Something that the economic philosopher Thomas Piketty so prophetically warned us about. Despite the recent Australian Mining Boom(s), a recent trend in Australian economics? A phenomenon also present in both the US and the European Common Market.


� 	In terms of value for money, military aid extended by the US, so self-evidently, has never produced any form of a viable settlement between these belligerent parties.


� 	Although simulating toxic gases or very potent nerve agents, it is obvious that the primary intent behind the orchestration of this horrible situation cannot be deemed ‘innocent’.


� 	I have since found the following article in The Guardian, by Simon Tisdall, 22 October 2023, titled: Toxic Netanyahu could drag Biden down in his fight for political survival to be very well researched and presented. The links enclosed in the article are also worth following up. Link: https://www.theguardian.com/world/commentisfree/2023/oct/21/toxic-netanyahu-could-drag-biden-down-in-his-fight-for-political-survival?CMP=Share_AndroidApp_Other


� 	This derivation could be controversial, but, still, the point holds that very few political powers have willingly given up their political power without a fight. One exception comes to mind, namely, the ‘gift’ of democracy to Malta (especially as it suited the British to exit from many of their military bases in a policy titled ‘East of Gibraltar’). Sadly, it is true that democratic enfranchisement, union rights, regulation of the political-economy has not come about without various forms of a struggle with the vested interests opposed to such political empowerment? Now ‘hamas, in Biblical language has negative connotations of ‘violence’, whereas, in some Arabic readings we see it as synonymous with ‘zeal’, ‘bravery’, and associated with other similar epithets. Some might argue, in Indian politics, e.g., Gandhi’s pacifist policies were also matched by non-pacifist policies evinced and practices by other political parties and that this ‘good cop versus bad cop routine’ may well have much more successful. If anything, it is a sad indictment on the human conditions that all too often we have had to resort to intimations of violence, or violence itself, in order to produce a more equitable and egalitarian political-economic environment. 


� 	Now, we need to revisit the initial anomaly posted at the beginning of this essay, namely, despite expected differences between political-economic behaviour on the Rightwing versus the Leftwing, say, as currently exemplified in US politics, is it just as inevitable that the Left will also indulge in forms of polarization that will inevitably rendered that side of politics as equally vulnerable to this conjected phenomenon of political-economic deconstruction? The best that could be said ‘is that the jury is still out’.


� 	Now, on a possibly lighter note, let me outline the following evolution or resolution of a kind of thought experiment. Say you live in a very red section of the US political landscape and you want to cautiously advertise the fact that you are (now) a Democratic supporter without raising the ire of your neighbours. Just what slogan might you wish to put on a placard to be placed outside your house? In the recent referendum on including a Voice to the constitution many signs were stolen or defaced, e.g.  Here is my solution to this ‘problem’. “I Wish to Support the Party that Seeks Traditional Governance!” Now, less informed viewers might think this meant that that household was continuing to support the Republicans. On the other hand, informed Democrats might read between the lines and read otherwise. Then, again,, a more astute Republican supporter might wish to steal or deface that signage with the implied reading that they actually view the GOP, in its current incarnation, as bordering on the actual promotion of a dysfunction of governance. But, then in the heated nature of US politics it might be advisable to put no political signage outside you house less the wrong or right parties take some form of umbrage...






