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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


The expression ‘Inter-Ordered’ explicitly refers to the meta-philosophical, metaphysical treatment of a certain (ordered based) topic, and, where in this instance the Political-Economy, from a meta-philosophical, inter-ordered perspective is also conducted within a ‘metaphysical perspective’ as arrived at through the ‘reconstitution of a non-traditional metaphysics’. Furthermore, the expression ‘Political-Economy’ more correctly refers to the ‘political-economy’ as ‘refracted through the third and fourth inter-ordered orders, namely, of ‘political-enaction’ (32) in which we find our ‘abilities, both individually and socially, to intervene in the world at large’, and, the arena of such interventions, namely, the ‘enacted-economy’ (42) which could also be viewed as ‘the overall economy of politically interventions in their enacted economies that generally forms and informs the perception of an instantiated political-economy associated with either a particular state, collection of states, and/or a political region as situated within a global political-economy (where the latter has been referred to elsewhere as ‘The Political-Economy’, designated as that intercultural space that entails all social organizations in which disciplines find their supervision, etc., in accordance with the customs of their situated regions, etc.
). Given that these ordered bases deal with the reduplication respectively of the existential-deontological types of judgment and the non-existential
 pragmatical forms of expediency (where the latter falls under a category like, e.g., the effective, the efficacious, the economical, etc.), it follows that the ensuing political-economy, as the ‘politically-enacted establishment of the enacted-economy’ could be conceived of as being primarily predicated on a world of compactual-contractual interactions, and so on. Then, within this overarching framework we find social organizations that interculturally-culturally supervise a range of disciplines that either fall primarily within and/or outside as secondary sources of political-economic authority and through which, together, the affairs of a certain political-economy is somewhat regulated to varying degrees (often reflecting the form and degree of political integration either present or absent from the organization of such a polis, and, at the same time, reflecting the current, apparent existential integrity of that overall society in question). That, within such a framework, various anomalous types of social experience will be thematized through various forms of narration in which such problematicity is expressed with the aspiration for some form of resolution. That, ideally, on an economy-wide scale, such resolutions, although defined in aspirational terms, as patterns of resolution would need to take the form of a process of arbitration in which the resident communities will need to resolve such problematic issues both within and between the relevant social organizations and their co-associated range of disciplines, business practices, modes of critique and compliance, educational methods and establishments, projected fiscal viability, policy formations, budgets, potential for research and channels of dissemination, and so on. Hence the primary raison d’être of this essay is to explore such widespread problematic issues from the involved ‘metaphysics’ of an inter-ordered perspective. (0)

To commence this essay I will first explore both political enaction and a need for its progressive re(-)existentialization. (1)


Second, I will explore the socially organized geography of the politically enacted economy that results from the enacted behaviour of such political directedness. (2)


Third, I will outline how these two spheres mutually overlap in terms of a compactual-contractual realm involving the recognition of the establishment and maintenance of relatively mutual promises, obligations, dutiful expectations, existential anticipations, etc., on a cultural-intercultural scale of dissemination.  (3)


Fourth, I will list and introduce various problematic issues that appear in parallel on the current horizons of seemingly similar political-economic concerns as primarily appear to co-occur in Australasia, the Northern American Continent, and the broad European Sphere of Influence, and elsewhere. Such issues to be noted will include the so-called ‘obesity epidemic’
 and the co-related so-called ‘epidemic of diabetes type 2’ and other co-associated metabolic disorders, e.g., like non-alcoholic fatty liver disease, etc; a serious re-thinking of penal reform; addressing and redressing the worldwide problem of a systemic homelessness; the possible formulation of a broadly acceptable philosophy of taxation; a rethinking of democratic governance, problems in Media and Social-Media, and a short segue into a re-examination of the philosophy behind the necessity for a humane respectfulness in dealing with issues concerning diversity, equity, and inclusion; the empowerment of communities to institute apposite patterns of re(-)self-organize in such a manner so as to render their communal spaces as more liveable and sociable, as more conducive to the advancement of their citizenry, through a qualitative enrichment of their local environments, etc., as engineered through suitable modes of social re(-)self-organization, and so forth, that need not directly co-opt the expenses that would be involved if conducted through accessing the services of an official bureaucracy. (4)


Fifth, I will explore how such problems might be re-formulated in a narrational form as refracted through an aspirational perspective. (5)


Sixth, I will then argue that such issues will then need to be re-formulated through a suitable form of an overall arbitrational agreement in which such problematic issues would need to be more successfully addressed and redressed. (6)


Seventh, such approaches will then be conducted through an inter-ordered form of appreciation in the hope of finding a better understanding as to how such problematic issues could be both more deeply understood and better managed from the perspective of the political aspect/s of the political-economy that should be held responsible for such issues given their overseeing such managed forms of resolution along with the additional recognition of unintended consequences, how such resolutions, both critical and radical in complexion, might be better evaluated and, therein, suitably re(-)appropriated, modified, rendered more effective or efficacious, and so on. (7)


To end, I will proffer a set of provisional conclusions on the reasons why this approach to the political-economy has taken a ‘metaphysical turn’ and the potentially positive ramifications of a ‘metaphysical return’ to the shared-realities and lived-experiences of the residents who cannot escape the restrictions and constrictions of their political-economies, but, can be better represented through forms of aspirational amelioration and advancement within the necessity of the restrictions of such social confinement.
 (8)

1. The Politically Enacted Dimension


To begin, let me proffer a brief statement of intent in order to orient either the reader or audience to the following essay as a discourse being disseminated primarily as an exploratory, working paper seeking to outline the more prominent features of this landscape when viewed through the general, abstract lens of the ‘political-economy’ and its inter-ordered review. A concept that is being re-conceived here through an inter-ordered lens (arrived at through the symmetrical reduplication of six distinctive types of ordered judgment). Albeit primarily through the interactive conjunction of the reduplication of existentially oriented processes of a political nature centered in a non-ideological deontological perspective, to some extent presenting a compactual dimension, dynamically interrelating with non-existentially oriented processes with a pragmatical disposition, effectively presenting a contractual-like dimension, exhibiting more an expedient character as the disseminated responses individually and collectively ensuing form such political or political-like acts of intervention. Although arguing, at the very least, for the necessary residue of an existential core at the metaphorical ‘center’ of all enacted patterns of behaviour this does not imply that the overall totality of a specific pattern of enacted behaviour, and its political implications, is being disseminated from an existential authenticity of intent. At the same time, the non-existentially oriented aspects co-associated with the delivery of such intent should not be necessarily viewed in a completely negative manner given the potential range of either a positivity, neutrality and/or negativity of the ensuing ramifications of such disseminations whilst recognizing, at the same time, an inescapable degree of social cooperation is also required in the realization for the vast majority of enacted intent. That the permission for such disseminated enaction is usually granted and conducted in the expectation of sharing in a certain degree of a relatively unequal distribution of a positivity or non-negativity in e/valuational formation.  Regardless of whether such intent is either delivered with or without the full co-operation
 of others, or is arrived at through unintended consequences, or more formally through policy directives, or as actual instructions delivered and entered into, say, by executives or management, workers, students, academics, neighbours, representatives of various organizations, and so on, we remain both individually and collectively beholden to the net consequences of such patterns of behaviour. Against this theoretical backdrop I will argue that societies are organized around various forms of social organization in which most disciplines function either within, between, and/or outside such centers of formal identification. E.g., an historian either functions within Academia or outside the same, but, in wishing to be seen as disseminating their research in a reputable manner, and being regarded as a ‘serious historian’, would generally seek to be seen emulating the best of practices as already pre-established by Academia. Now, once that is understood, it will be my argument that prominent problems discerned within the political-economy, as expressed through various types of narrative, and their aspirational commentaries, are to be better understood as occurring either within these social organizations and/or between these social organizations. Furthermore, such problematic concerns can be formulated and discerned in terms of an aspirational economy and expressed, therein, through various forms of narration, in the form of distinctive differentials as ‘ideals’ presented through that mode of economic dissemination. I.e., between what is publicly to be desired in ideal terms versus what is understood as currently present in more realistic, personal terms. However, the resolution of such problematic features, and the ensuing diminishment of such distinctive differentials, must be undertaken through the implicit intersubjectivity of an arbitrational economy and not through the natural circumscriptions of the aspirational economies used to express such social concerns since both individuals and societies function primarily through modes of arbitration that are accessible in both private and public terms of reference. Furthermore, this inter-ordered relationship between political enaction and the business end of such forms of intervention must also observe the compactual-contractual-like nature of the relational dimension already in place between the-political-and-the-economical and, consequently, proposed patterns of resolution will need to be both practically and pragmatically formulated in such terms. That, given this envisaged backdrop of the political-economy as ‘the inter-ordered conjunction of political-enaction and its enacted-economics’, etc., this form of understanding implies the theoretical, practical, and critical necessity for the adoption and adaptation of this reconstituted, non-traditional style of metaphysical treatment in order, hopefully, to better expedite this type of research into these political-economies, their narratives, their expression of problematic issues along with their aspirations to oversee the successful resolution of such social issues through a reformational re-organization of their co-associated arbitrational domain/s. I.e., persistent problems will often be primarily narrated in aspirational terms, but, redressed through suitable forms of arbitrational intervention, hopefully, with both a mutually augmented positive non-existential complexion and an enhance positive existential complexion. (9)


In summarizing this brief (statement of intent), the intentions behind this working paper, it is obvious that a certain number of economic approaches will be introduced and utilized, namely, economies of the political-economy, inter-ordered interactions, and specific economies that, in acting in parallel, are disciplinary, narrational, aspirational, arbitrational, compactual-contractual in character, to name some of those economic approaches already referred to. As tools for research, they will be introduced on a need-to-know basis over the course of this set of complex arguments whose primary raison d’être is demonstrate an overall approach as to how to better resolve those more pronounced social problems that beset the politics of our political-economies… all too often in interminably controversial terms of reference... (10)


In working through this complex style of discourse, I will also be attempting to demonstrate a philosophical method that dispenses with the speculative impossibility of positions, and their pointlessly argued processes of positioning, and, in their place, substituting the overlapping of economically formulated approaches where, through ‘economic complexification’, productive processes of ‘economic parallelization can also be insightfully observed’. E.g., between, say, this ‘inter-ordered approach to the political-economic’ and ‘the compactual-contractual domains’, and, the overlapping of economies like the narrational, aspirational, arbitrational, and so on. Admittedly, such an approach is ‘complicated’ but, in my estimation, well worth the effort to continually run these parallel forms of commentary. A process whose net impact should also demonstrate that there exists a certain degree of thematic simplicity in how we interact with the re-iterated variations on an all too often interconnected
 variety of themes that collectively appear to continually re-constitute the general pragmatics involved in the evolution of our social patterns of understanding. I.e., social forms of cultural-intercultural appreciation arrived at through an apparent evolution of a social consensus that should form the requisite bedrock for well-functioning social democracies that, hopefully, are more beholden to the requirements of its overall population/s rather than the prevailing of those excessive, Neo-Liberally inspired, economic pressures naturally devolving for the differential benefit of the more economically fortunate, and so on…
 (11)


Now, with such introductions, statements of intent, etc., out of the way let me get started. (12)


As argued elsewhere, the ‘political-economy’ is hyphenated on the understanding, e.g., that a close scrutiny of the role played by economic ideologies, say, Neo-Liberalism or a Socialistic Command Economy, etc. cannot be properly appreciated in either merely political or economic terms of reference alone. As a case in point, how could we come to appreciate, say, the role being performed, in the expedition of democratic governance, by the use of political donations in the expedition of a general Neo-Liberally oriented policy formation if our disciplinary sights were just set merely within either political or economic terms of reference alone? (13)


Then, it is my belief, from a cursory examination of those patterns of behaviour that prove to be successful in this world at large, that the successful delivery of our intentionally re-directed aspirations, more often than not, is only effectively discharged through the cooperation of others, be that, generally, though either relatively more mutual patterns of co-operation and/or relatively less mutual patterns of co-option. A few moments of reflection should reveal the apparent truth of this observation that we are practically beholden to the diverse efforts of others despite this attitudinal illusion, or rather, delusion, that we are ‘the absolute masters of our own destinies’. We live in buildings built by others, we walk along streets made by others, we head to the High Street to buy a simple cup of coffee, already there almost waiting for us, facilitated by a cast of unknown thousands, and so on. Or, as well-motivated student we are taught in schools and, perhaps later, in tertiary institutions, again all supported by a cast of unknown thousands. Yes, as a university student we may well study hard, do all our assignments, successfully sit exams, but, none of that would be possible without this world of arbitration that, generally, anticipates the co-performance of our projects and programs. Of course, we may well head home after completing our shopping and cook ourselves a meal, but, again, none of that would be possible through our own efforts alone. Furthermore, consider all your many aspirations you would like to see enacted, and, then, honestly, reflect on how many of those plans you could successfully put into practice entirely through your own efforts alone. As will be later remarked, we can understand social problems in aspirational terms of reference, but, only in and through arbitrational terms can those problems be both practically and pragmatically addressed and, hopefully, oversee their being successfully redressed.
 (14)


It is in view of this nearly complete and thorough dependence we have on others, in order to expedite but a small fraction of our intentional aspirations, that gives a political-like complexion to this world of arbitration that mediates the apparent incommensurability between both a public domain and a private domain (that so bothered the pragmatist Richard Rorty, as so persistently revealed in his book Contingency, irony, and solidarity, 1989). That, given this overwhelming dependence on others, let us view all patterns of enaction as basically situated within a political domain in which we seek the cooperation of others, be that through a mix of either co-operation and/or co-option.
 Where, for all intent and purposes, we all share in this political aspect of the political-economic economy, both individually and collectively to various degrees in accordance with the nature of our interactions with others, be they either directly and/or indirectly entered into, etc.(15)

Now, as noted, I would contend that we can express problematic features in and through an aspirational economy, but, that in practical terms we would need to refract the same through a more encompassing arbitrational economy. What is entailed in an arbitrational economy? But, first, how do I conceive of an aspiration economy? (16)


The way I map an ‘aspirational economy’ is to note that it is ‘one-part realism (where), one-part idealism (why), and one-part pragmatism (how)’. Let me explain. In the simplistic version of a subjective modelling of intentional enaction I first proposed the need for a certain realism. We need to know, phenomenologically, ‘both where we are in this world at large and with what do we already have to hand that might expedite our personal desires and ambitions’, and, more importantly, ‘what else we must also do in regard to those social obligations, etc.’, that are and will be imposed upon us in order for ‘us’ to expedite not much more than a small fraction of our many desired intentions (as ‘intentional object[ive]s’). Second, we need to invoke a certain degree of idealism, hermeneutically, in order to ascertain just which genres and sub-genres, etc., will be invoked in order to assist us, hopefully, in realizing the specifics of our current quest. Third, we need to invoke a certain degree of an existential-pragmatism in order to meaningfully link these first two economic correlatives in an apposite manner that successfully allows us to productively match both our realism and our idealism in such matters.
 In a simplified format, we have a ‘where’, a ‘why’, and a ‘how’. Find all three factors together, and we have a map that, hypothetically, might just get us to where we need to successfully arrive at in order to realize that mix of intentional objectives, motivations, and subjectivity. Of course, as already outlined, the aspirational economy is more a pre-condition for its expedition given its necessary refraction through the more encompassing embrace of an arbitrational economy, given this necessary reliance on the ’cooperation’ of others in order to facilitate the making of our passages through this world at large, both individually and collectively. I.e., in moving from ‘where’ to a realization of the ‘why’ we have to also proceed through ‘how’ and that will inevitably involve the cooperation of other in a mix of both direct and indirect patterns of arbitrated interaction. (17)


The ‘arbitrational economy’ is ‘one-part personal, one-part inter-personal, and one-part of an almost covert unseen subjective-intersubjective domain of multi-transactional processes of arbitration pre-established through conventions, habits, contracts, payments, etc.’ By ‘arbitration’ is also meant ‘those conventions that are to be availed of in our pursing a process of cooperation with others’.  It also points to that ‘domain that has perpetually prepared itself in such a manner so as to more likely be able to expedite the expected and anticipated demands of both the private and public domains’. Dealing with expected demands by preparing for such expectations, and, dealing with the immediacy of their anticipation by having been already pre-prepared and in a position to now await such instructions. Let me exemplify what has been outlined here in the much-used example of mine in the simple request for a cup of coffee that is being bought in a café.  Only in warm climates can coffee be grown successfully, and a certain number of years
 are needed before a coffee plantation is commercially productive. Then those coffee beans need to be picked and processed, then transported and roasted, then distributed to venues that sell coffee, where the barista awaits your imminent order whilst, at the same time, the people who have invested in various aspects of this enterprise hope to make a profit somewhere all along this chain of necessary interconnections. Then, we had people building such venues, manufacturing cups and saucers, or disposable containers, supplying the milk (of various descriptions), sugar, the various forms of food that might also be sold in that venue, and so on. Of course, the wages of the barista need to be paid and no doubt a variety of banks will be inserted in a variety of positions along the extent of these many supply chains. Metaphorically, ‘behind the smiling face of the barista’ is a veritable cast of thousands toiling away unseen making, say, the contractual request for a five-dollar cup of coffee seems to be relatively cheap if we had to employ and pay all these thousands of workers whose cooperating presence ensured the successful functioning of these many supply chains that would need to be involved either directly or indirectly. (18)


Of course, when we enter a café with the intention of ‘buying a cup of coffee’ we usually assume that that will not be problematic. On the other hand, near the time when that venue will close, we will observe the usual signs that it is about to close if not already having done so. But, during the normality of business hours we usually realize our intention of buying ‘that cup of coffee’. Although this intention is personally formed by the individual themselves, still, it is not something the individual can realize by themselves. Thence this necessary encompassing of the aspirational economy by this much overlooked domain of what I refer to as a domain of arbitration. Where this arbitrational economic domain, in turn, is encompassed by the world of the politically-economic. I.e., this somewhat bifurcated world of the politically enactive and the business end of its politically directed processes of enacted behaviour. Thence these inter-ordered interactions between the ‘political’ and the ‘economic’ in labyrinthine workings of the political-economy as found already to hand. (19)


At the root of the very functioning of the political economy we can also envisage the operations of a compactual-contractual economy. When we walk into, say, a coffee shop, the expectation is that we will need to pay for the product and service required in fulfilling that contractual request asked for by that customer. These expectations are both compactual and contractual. ‘Compactual’ in the sense ‘that we will honour our contractual obligations just as we expect the contracted product and service will be delivered by the barista in line with our reasonable expectations’. Without such compactual expectations, no contracts would be ever entered into, but, given the interrelated exigencies of our existences, our world of lived-experiences is an interweaving of such obligations given our inescapable dependence upon others for this necessary modicum of freedom that we share with others through this complexity of overlapping obligations. One more reason why the pragmatist has to recognize the necessary existence of this deontological role being played by this compactual dimension in the very operability that needs to be envisaged behind our contractually organized interactions with others. Admittedly, this contractual aspect is more visible through the various conventionally arbitrated exchanges being entered into in order to expedite such interactions. On the other hand, there are occasions when the existential character of the compactual domain will metaphorically ‘shine forth’ so to speak. E.g., when a much younger person gives up their seat on the bus for a more elderly person or a person who more obviously has a greater need for that seat. E.g., when a person is unaware of having dropped their wallet or having left their purse or umbrella behind, and, a nearby person points out this form of oversight. Or, e.g., perhaps more dramatically, helping people at a road accident, diverting the traffic, getting involved from calling for an Ambulance and the Police, to just being there with someone in distress. As a simple thought experiment, if you were to observe a child about to fall into a pond or fast flowing river would you just stand back and let that happen if you were in a position to avert such an accident before it happened.  I must assume that you would not just stand back and let such unfortunate events simply unfold. Or, in the same vein, we could imagine a compassionate barista who knows what it is like to be homeless perhaps in recognizing a fellow traveller in that type of predicament, giving such a person a free croissant with their coffee or even the occasional free coffee. Some restaurants even seek small donations to assist in their dispensing a free coffee for the less-well-off. Recently, a working friend of mine mentioned that the barista in a place they regularly patronize gave them a free bagel at the end of the day and I could not resist, in joking, say that this barista must have though my fiend may have looked ‘homeless’. We both laughed, but, this anecdote does indicate that that there does exist a dimension beyond the merely contractual where such gestures are made from one person or group of persons to another person or group of persons beyond the confines of contractual conventions and that such spontaneous recognitions of the other person as someone to be valued in their own right are to be both fostered and savoured even though there are some short-sighted people who just cannot see beyond the transactional demands of the contractual aspects of a relationship and who cannot see that the relational domain more correctly emerges above and beyond such materially bound dictates and expectations. (20) 


As noted, without a compactual dimension, a contractual domain just could not function. In regard to such an imputed observation, I would like to contend that the political-economy as an economy, at least in part, is predicated on the existential necessity for this compactual-contractual interrelationship acting as working-basis for the overall functioning of the political-economy as an ‘economy’. Moreover, for this compactual-contractual economy to operate we should also note the relational role being played by the hyphen in this expression, and the extent this third aspect of the inter-operability between these two aspects to function as if the so-called third moment in the dialectical-like functioning of this economy itself.
 To my mind this dynamic interrelationship between these two domains can be even more overlooked than the predication of the compactual domain or orientation itself. In some philosophical-like sense, ‘everything has to be paid for’, and, yet, the ‘free dispensations’ and the ‘freedom’ to be co-associated with this compactual dimension only emerges in and through the totality of the overall working economy itself.
 I like to illustrate this with the fact that many parks and recreational spaces in a city that are open to the public are ‘free’ and, yet are also paid for by that public be that through taxes, council rates, or sponsored by certain benefactors or commercial businesses either seeking to be seen as ‘good citizens’ or ‘socially minded organizations’ or who just want to contribute without publicly advertising the fact that they have made such contributions. Yet, despite such free venues being paid for, somehow or other, still, the overall benefits enjoyed by that public who can avail themselves of such advantages, is worth much more than those budgets being balanced through various forms of contractual arrangements that ensure such facilities remain both open and free. Rhetorically, could we put a price on the happiness of those families that picnic in that public park or those who walk their dogs there, or those busy people who, in passing, still know that at some other time they could freely visit there? (21)


Sadly, some people, who see some form of a profit to be made from rendering such spaces in a contractual mode, are keen to ‘colonize such compactual spaces’ and the public, quite rightly needs to be vigilant in their opposition to such commercial transformations. The world at large needs such compactual spaces in our cities and villages, where the creation of such places can further the richness and enrichment of our cultural-intercultural interactions without straitjacketing all our interactions through a contractual contraction of our limited freedoms to be in this world at large. A freedom, sometimes, only duly observed in the imposition of its absence. Just as in the spirit of a solastalgia we regret and learn to mourn what a minority has taken for themselves when prior to such misappropriations the contours of a wider world were able to be more shared with others... (22)


With an appreciation of these overlapping economies what is to be gained from such an understanding? That the problematicity of the political-economy can be written in aspirational terms, but, needs to be resolved in and through processes of arbitration. That the very political-economy itself, non-reductively, can be approached through this lens of the compactual-contractual without re-writing the immensity of such an inter-ordered vision of the world through the narrow confines of such an overall approach. Rather, as one more tool, as an heuristic device, whose future usefulness is to be pragmatically judged by both what can be said and what one need not say in the context of current circumstances... (23)
2. The Economically Enacted Dimension


Obviously, the ‘business end’ of such political-like patterns of enaction is productive of a diverse world of multi-various social organization where, both within and between, a near endless array of disciplines are to be found ministering to a secular world shared by both secularists and religious alike. (24)

Furthermore, this compactual-contractual relationship is also already preconfigured in the existential-deontological nature of the third trans-cognitive order and the expedient character of the pragmatical nature of the fourth trans-cognitive order. Where, through inter-ordered reduplication the nature of this relationship is basically preserved. Hence this reduplicated functioning of the enacted economy along with its overlapping social organizations like the world of business, the business of the legal profession, the world of publishing, food industries, and so on, along with those social organizations entailed within such apparent monoliths such as e.g., agriculture and the food industries and the medical profession, and so forth, and, the multi-various disciplines falling relatively within, or in between, or outside such social organizations. Thence the landscape of the enacted economy and the forms of political behaviour that constitute such similarities in social organization and distinctive differences between disciplines.
 (25)

Now, let us look more closely at the interactive nature of the political-economy in its linking both relatively political and non-political aspects, as facets and features, together under the auspices of this expression ‘political-economy’ (as a state of interaction further facilitated through active forms of ‘inter-operability’, within and between disciplines, in the form of a conceptual extension which I will soon introduce as a process of ‘corporation’ [under the guises of both ‘incorporation’ and ‘re-incorporation’] where either disciplines or sub-disciplines appropriate the disciplinary observations, methods, and insights, etc., from some other discipline/s or sub-discipline/s). (26)

3. The Interactive Nature of the Political-Economy


In my three critiques on Neo-Liberalism (2016-2018)
 it became obvious that in order to better understand the relatively adverse features of this style of political-economic philosophy one had to do so through the lens of the ‘political-economy’ itself, with an obligatory hyphen, since to do so through either a political philosophy or an economic philosophy would be to overlook the more wide spread nature of the ensuing cultural-intercultural ramifications that would incrementally devolve from the re-directed style of its policy formations. Where, through the ongoing incremental instantiation of new neo-liberal policies there would eventually and inevitably result radical disruptions to the functioning of democratically oriented political systems given the wealth transfers to ‘worthier’ recipients closer to the apex of the economic tree, be that observation neither discriminating between corporations nor high high-wealth individuals and families deriving their wealth through the former, and v.v. Moreover, given the ability of such corporations to become trans-national organizations able to negotiate within and between nations and their states or provinces economic power would naturally gravitate to such trans-national institutions at the expense of those political organizations being negotiated with. By various mechanism, from political donations to forms of negotiated political leverage, this balance would inexorably move towards such international players even if based in certain countries that one would expect to be favoured by this ‘illusion’ of their official residency. However, the net impact of such incremental policy shifts has been the external empowerment and internal enfranchisement of such trans-national companies at the relative expense of the middle Middle Classes and lower Middle Classes along with the sometimes near-complete overlooking of the Lower Classes unless acting as a source of cheap labour in Third World countries although, at the same time, not without its share of a certain degree of an advancement of such locales in a removal of large segments of such populations from an otherwise inescapable poverty. Like a two-edged sword that can cut both ways, empowering some Third World nations but at the expense of an evisceration of the Middle Classes in more established First World nations along with a concomitant disgruntlement and disenchantment with the democratic system responsible for such disempowerment and in which demagogues and populists, autocrats and fascistic elements appear to be profitably harnessing to their own inevitable, nefarious ends given that segment of the political elites more working for the advancement of themselves will be at the general expense of the rest of society, itself, despite endless proclamations that they are out to ‘advance the nation as a whole’.
 As all too often, in our reflections upon such observations, ‘watch what such politicians and their enablers do rather than attend to what they might say usually to the contrary’. (27)

This expression of mine that refers to ‘the economy of arbitration’, is much like an iceberg of which only the tip is apparent. When we walk, say, into a coffee shop or restaurant and expect to buy a coffee or partake a meal we are exposed to but a fraction of the supply chains necessary for the successful enaction of such requests. The vast majority of the conventions and practices needed to effectively enact such a nearly invisible economy is not something we have to usually think about or have to deal with. Our interactions are only on a needs-to-know basis. What service and/or product do we wish to purchase, do we have enough money or credit to complete that transaction, what other demands do we have on our limited resources that might also need to be attended to, say, the payment of our rent or mortgage, the payment of a credit card or money owing another person, and what might be on our shopping lists, and so on? But, such calculations are nothing in comparison to what is actually occurring within the arbitrational economy, day by day, year after year. Although I chose the expression ‘arbitration’ because we enter into processes of arbitration as the endpoint of such negotiation between both private and public spheres, say, in the requests we make of the barista or the restaurateur as representatives of a public organization, still, arguably, there is such arbitration all the way up and all the way down such a world of negotiations. Indeed, very much in the form of arbitration, or rather ‘arbitrage’, given that everyone is making bets that certain outcomes will occur and they can eventually profit, if not actually profit now, from such speculations. So, e.g., the owner of a coffee plantation are hoping people will want to drink coffee in five-year’s time, if not in ten-year’s time as well, given that such plants only start to produce coffee beans after five to eight years. Such farmers, whether as owners or as managers, have to wait years before seeing the profit of either their investments and/or labour. Perhaps they have borrowed money from a bank or some other financial institution, and in that regard, that bank or financial institution is also ‘placing a bet’ and hoping to profit along the way. In this respect this world of arbitration is very much one of ‘arbitrage’. An almost invisible world connecting future expectations and current anticipations predicated on the successful functioning of this compactual-contractual world underlying the functioning of the political-economy on all levels and aspects of this nexus of negotiations entered into between people and institutions, between the private individual and their movement through a more public arena, over long periods of time that, in some instances, will well exceed the lifespans of those people making such decisions within this overall economy of arbitration. (28)


Another less recognized feature of this economy of arbitration, operating in a compactual-contractual sphere of concern, at the very center of the political economy, is the emergence of forms and degrees of e/valuational formation more indicative of an existential dimension and orientation. As a trite observation one could say, e.g., that ‘when we buy a coffee, we do not just buy a cup of coffee’. In an open-ended list of observations, we could say, that besides the meeting of our desires for a coffee, we perhaps find a few moments of relaxation in doing so, a time to share our thoughts with another person or reflect on the course of our day, watch others doing similar things, indulge in a few moments of forgetfulness, find the time to formulate the latest philosophical problem to ponder over if so inclined… (29)


That, in effect, we can either elect or through happenstance initiate a more existentially oriented course of enaction… as a process of furthering both a non-existential richness and an existential enrichment to the benefit, either directly and/or indirectly, of both our own selves and others… In effect, as if a cultural-intercultural cornucopia able to catalytically enact patterns of incremental, non-chaotic augmentation and non-incremental, chaotic enhancement, hopefully, of a more positive tone and tenor… in which through emergence more is to be gained than that seemingly sacrificed in the process..? Indeed, in a process that can re-occur across time a long time after its responsible authors have ceased to be present to also partake in this recurrent emergence of e/valuational formations. Witness, e.g., the roads and buildings erected by our forebears that we can still enjoy today, and so on, without even mentioning the instigation of those policies and procedures that can continue to benefit the overall population for the most part unaware of this dimension of the arbitrational... (30)


We could jokingly compare the world of lived experience to one vast casino with everyone casting bets as to which decisions might present them with relatively more beneficial outcomes. Of course, such a system could not operate on luck alone and there is an even greater dependence on conforming, for the most part, to those conventions that have already proven their worth. However, at various points in time there is a need for the radical to irrupt before us and then choices are no longer conventional, and will no longer be seen and treated as responses issued in a manner as expected by others. This can be seen as disconcerting by all parties. On the other hand, superficially, most of our existence before others does not appear to be beholden to the vagaries of chance and this need to continually place our bets. When we walk, e.g., into a coffee shop we do not make a bet with ourselves as to whether ‘we will be able to get a coffee or not?’ Although we are invoking forms of arbitration, by observing the local conventions in how we purchase that coffee, still, our very ability to effortlessly arrive at a successful realization of our aspirational intentions is a testament to the successfulness of all the bets that were placed and successfully realized along the way that allowed us to arrive at this simple endpoint of just ‘getting a cup of coffee’. As trivial as this observation is, that our reasonable aspirational projects can be so easily obtained this efficiency of obtainment however does belie the fact that most of our longer-term aspirational programs are not so quickly realized and most certainly cannot be attained through our own efforts alone. Even that simple ‘cup of coffee’ employed a cast of thousands, but, once this arbitrational background was in place then the discharge of such intent appears to be not much more than a self-directed process demonstrating the apparent autonomy of the individual. Sadly, this simplistic notion of personal freedom is disabused when we find our favourite coffee shop is closed that day or, much worse, has permanently ceased trading, and so on. Yes, we do experience a sense and semblance of freedom, say, in our ability to choose between a coffee or a tea or a fruit juice and/or a mineral water, but, without this sphere of the arbitrational we could do little but breathe, walk around for a few hours before, sit under the shade of a convenient tree, and, dare I say it, expire! In the modern world we cannot all act like Robinson Crusoe, or his prototype in history, Alexander Selkirk, and just harvest nature’s bounty on a deserted island. Of course, we could get together, with other people, and attempt to find this freedom to survive through the cooperation of others, and, obviously, this precondition is already in place through the overlooked existence of this sphere of the arbitrational… (31)


Hence this observational maxim: that although problems can be defined through the parameters of an aspirational economy, in a rectification of such problems we need to avail ourselves of an arbitrational economy, through our working with others. That without understanding this fact of our existences all talk about personal freedom is not worth the air it is shouted out upon or the cost of the paper should such ideological, short-sighted nonsense gets committed to the form of a more persistent text. Unfortunately, all the debates about the presence or absence of a personal freedom and freewill are a waste of our time should they be simply refracted through the illusory nature of an aspirational economy. As noted, such an economy can easily formulate what is problematic, but, in order to successfully address such issue those problematic features need to be resolved through both shorter-term projects and longer-term programs designed to be incorporated within the compactual-contractual environment of the arbitrational economy… at the economic center of the political-economy… (32)


With these more informed understandings now to hand let us review a small selection of such problematic issues through this inter-ordered lens formed through the reconstitution of this non-traditional metaphysical approach and the apparent inter-operability (and the incorporation/re-incorporation
) of its sub-metaphysical disciplines, namely, a categorical metaphysics, a psychological-sociological spectrum, the compactual-contractual nature of the political-economic, the world of sciences, along with histories of the past, present, and future. (33)

4. Prominent Problematic Issues in the Political-Economy/Political-Economies


First, let me revisit the so-called ‘obesity epidemic’ in order to clarify how this process of meta-philosophical re-contextualization can operate in these inter-ordered terms of reference and where such apparent ‘insights’ can profitably act as a template for other forms of enquiry. (34)


Then, let these additional enquiries explore a working philosophy of penal reform; homelessness; democratically oriented political and taxation reform; and, the problematic features of media in general, and, the ensuing reforms associated with various business and industries associate with the growing and processing of food, medical issues, the practice of law, the building of residences, politics and taxation, etc; and other issues like the necessity for a serious re-framing of policies concerning the three interconnected issues of Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion,
 and so on. (35)
5. The Aspirational Re-Reading of Our More Problematic Narratives


I used the example of the obesity crisis elsewhere to illustrate the point that in an interaction between social organizations, say, the business world at large, and the food industries in particular versus and the health industries and the specificities involved in the exigencies of people being overweight we have to realize that the source of those problematic interactions can be a product of causes that could be either within and/or between such systems.
 E.g., the food industry, in cutting corners with costs, etc., appears to have lowered the percentage of protein in fast foods or highly processed foods with the consequence that people feel they have to eat more in order to acquire the requisite quantity of protein the body and its sensors appear to dictate. So, if calorie rich foods are relatively deficient in proteins, then the person is ‘told’ to eat more. Therefore, we could easily imagine that if the caloric budget is 200-300 more calories per day than is required then those excess calories are stored as fats, etc., and not duly metabolized if the overall food budget were to be in a state of balance. Obviously, the medical instructions to ‘just count calories’ is useless advice especially in light of the fact that the accelerating percentage of overweight people effectively has not declined for decades…
 (36)


Om a recent two-week holiday in Japan, one day I was struck how everyone looked so thin and its immediately reminded me of how people once looked in Aotearoa New Zealand in the 1950s. Being short-sighted and not wearing my glasses might have helped create this ‘retrospective illusion’. Being exposed to Japanese food on almost a daily basis and noting the wide range of vegetables that went into its preparation, often vegetables that once were eaten in European cultures but now long forgotten, it seems an obvious step to take in surmising that this highly vegetable oriented diet had a role in the obvious existence of this more heathy way of life? I also noted, contrary to the current fashion for fast-food Japanese style, that the rice came out at the end of the meal and most diners were sufficiently satiated to not actually want to eat it. Then, when I next travelled to Korea I noted a subtle difference, namely, that although a large percentage of the population had a comparable Japanese-like physique there were more people with a current Western-like build which I then put down to perhaps the eating of a diet more rich in meat although, in hindsight, I might amend that to the partaking of a more Western fast-food style of food preparation? (37)

The New Scientist
 recently noted: that US obesity rates have fallen for the first time in decades, but, the reasons for that decline were put down to a mix of recent COVID deaths that adversely differentiated those of an overweight disposition with co-associated medical conditions along with their co-associated co-morbidities), and, the use of the new weight loss medications of Ozempic and Wegovy (whose active ingredient is semaglutide that can help people to lose up to 15 percent of their body mass). This same article noted that obesity rates in the US started to rise in the 1970s. That between 1976 and 1980, fifteen percent were considered obese, but, by the year 2000 that figure had risen to 30 percent, and now stands around 40 percent. A trend over five decades that had not stopped until the year 2023 when it dipped ever so slightly, probably for the reasons as cited in this article. Again, obviously, the advice to count and cut calories had absolutely no effect on this disturbing trend, along with the other fashionable diets forever disseminated in ephemeral magazines and now also promoters through influencers on Social-Media. (38)

 In aspirational terms it is obvious we have a problem in regard to this disturbing trend in becoming overweight. Plainly stated, “I don’t want to become overweight, and, I am sure others do not want to become overweight also.” Now, this is not an exercise in so-called ‘fat shaming’ but merely an observation that there is a trend that the average weight of populations all around the world has been increasing for many decades. Furthermore, that with this trend there also appears to be a proportional correlation in co-associated metabolic disorders, like, e.g., diabetes type-2, non-alcoholic fatty liver disease, etc., and the co-associated morbidities from such disorders that range from abnormally high blood pressures to adverse cardiovascular conditions, from increasing rates of cancers to the increasing incidence of dementias (despite a flattening or reversal in the rates of mortality), etc. Now ‘correlation does not mean causation’, but, given the linkage of the increasing incidence of metabolic disorders in a proportional ratio to the degree that that person is comparatively overweight it would be natural to draw the conclusion that such a correlation is indicative of some adverse form of corelated causation. Moreover, it would be logical to assume ‘that if people were to eat less, in a counting of calories, in a controlling of their daily caloric intake, that weight would not be put on, indeed, could even be reduced’. But such a priori thinking has obviously failed generations of aspirationally, well-motivated ‘dieters’. That deeper reasons must be in place why this simplistic remedy just does not work and where nutritional scientists have failed to properly understand the mechanisms behind a properly understood science of eating. (39)

AI is much touted at the moment and I would like to contend that we have a problem here that if all the relevant information were to be consumed and processed by Large Language Model, and so on, we might have made progress in this field much sooner? Admittedly, in a simplification of the overall resolution of this complex problem my solution merely notes ‘that we have protein sensors that will inform us when we have had a sufficient intake of protein, but, if the food we eat has relatively reduced levels of protein we will then feel the need to eat more until we reach that requisite level of protein repletion. That it is in those excessive calories, on a reiterated basis, that contributes to an incremental trend of putting on weight’ (although it would also be true that such modelling merely takes on board cultural prejudices already co-associated with that type of topic and it would need a more perspicacious program in order to successfully differentiate and appreciate those more radical approaches that would be inevitably outweighed by that already defective degree of social consensus). Here we have an idealized model that can be applied to a population as a whole that is exposed to protein deficient foods. The primary food I have chosen as prototypical of this relative deficiency in protein is ‘bread’. Where it has been cheaper for the food industry to cut corners and lower the percentage of proteins in its processed foods. Now, breads need more than 6 percent in order to prove and bake properly. Many bread products inhabit the range, say, of 7 to 8 percent where higher quality breads, like e.g., some sourdoughs, can be as high as 12 percent protein content. Given that most bread products are packaged it would be nice for the protein content to be advertised as a percentage rather than in terms of grams per serving, or similar. Running the implicit argument that what has happened to bread generally applies across the board to all varieties of carbohydrate rich foods, etc. (40)

So, the recommendation that follows ‘is to eat carbohydrates with higher levels of proteins’ (and naturally reverse this trend in the over-consumption of carbohydrates). (41)

Admittedly, my simplification of the aetiology of the obesity crisis is a vast simplification given that many other factors are also most probably involved, namely, eating too much sugar; not eating enough fibres both soluble and non-soluble; eating processed foods that contained highly processed products that collectively contribute to a diet not exposed to the many natural compounds that would be eaten in a less processed diet, like, e.g., flavanoids, anti-oxidants, vitamins and minerals, etc., along with a concomitant exposure to the many chemicals that would not be in a more natural diet (let alone the many other chemical contaminants now ever-present and widely spread in our eco-sphere). (42)

As much as I would like to see the successful reversal in the underlying trend characterizing the obesity crisis the primary point of my explorations is to produce an ideal template that demonstrates that in general terms problematic features of the political-economy have their basis either within and/or between social organizations in so far as certain disciplines or sub-disciplines either demonstrate defective patterns in their functioning and/or in their interactions with other disciplines or sub-disciplines! (43)
With such an observational-insight in mind, let me draw the following provisional conclusions, as a heuristic structure or device, in order to articulate how, despite such apparent simplicity, the effective solution, and a more important efficacious resolution of such social anomalies, will depend more on our exercising cooperative processes of resolution on the appropriate levels of systematic functioning within the embrace of the overall political-economy in question. To this end, let me propose the following six ad hoc tiers, as a heuristic device, where different patterns of resolution would need to be invoked in order to proffer an aspirational amelioration of such social anomalies. (44)


On a Tier 1, we have the relatively overt presentation of social anomalies that find themselves aspirationally defined by the residents of that specific political-economy. E.g., the statistical evidence for the so-called ‘obesity epidemic’, etc. Or, more directly, from comparable observations of the everyday. (45)

On a Tier 2, we have the demonstrable articulation of relatively covert pre-conditions and conditions that realize those post-conditional anomalies. E.g., the excessive processing of certain classes of food with diminished protein content, etc. (46)

On a Tier 3, we have to consult the relevant arbitrational mechanisms that either oversee both the functioning and possible mal-functioning of those disciplines or sub-disciplines along with the functioning and possible mal-functioning of their interactions on the compactual-contractual stage of the political-economy. I.e., the recognition and articulation of disciplinary imperatives, differential price changes, profit reports, volumes in sales, shifts in consumer patterns, alterations in supply chains, etc. (47)

On a Tier 4, we need to review or oversee, on a politically oriented basis, either the direct and/or indirect interactions between appropriate representatives of those disciplines and sub-disciplines implicated in the aetiology of that social problems being addressed, and, hopefully, successfully redressed through apposite forms of both non-existentially and existentially oriented modes of resolution. (48)

On a Tier 5, we note the holistic nature of the political-economy, and all relational phenomena, in order to discern a deeper commonality in problem causing factors that might contribute to the overt expressions of such social anomalies. E.g., noting that different disciplines and sub-disciplines operate with different imperatives and how the excessive implementation of the same can be instrumental in contributing to the formation of such social anomalies. E.g., the imperative in the business world to achieve a profit may well be expedited in a manner that has adverse consequences, either intended and/or unintended, for other disciplines and sub-disciplines, etc.  (49)

On a Tier 6, we metaphysically and philosophically attempt to better understand both non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented mechanisms in order to better understand the general, particular, and specific rules behind the advancement of our relationships in terms of a re(-)investment in both their non-existential richness and existential enrichment. (50)

Where the important observation to be made here, is that on different levels of resolution different approaches may well need to be thematized, articulated, disseminated, and successfully expedited. Hence the application of this scheme under theses headings, abbreviated as follows: Overt, and Covert; Arbitrational Mechanisms, and Political Representation; Holism, and a Deeper Philosophical Appreciation. (51)

On an optimistic note, we can also find evidence that the food industry has to some extent recognized this problem in so far as some varieties of bread are now well-advertised as being ‘protein enriched’. E.g., some white breads have the addition of ground up chickpeas and a number of brown breads use soya beans. However, although this is a step in the right direction perhaps the use of better genetic varieties of flour, with higher levels of protein, might be a more direct and advantageous avenue to proceed along?
 (52)

Apparently, such a problem, either created and/or recognized by the food industries, in part, is being rectified by the observance of an obvious profit to be made in the promoting of breads with higher levels in protein content. An example of one arbitrational mechanism in operation that might collectively lead to a reversal of this crisis and it adversely co-related range of metabolic disorders, etc. That in this same regard, hopefully, we can see and expect the successful co-option of market mechanisms in order to better facilitate, through a refinement of such arbitrational channels, this ‘progressive’ dissemination of healthier approaches through the use of price mechanisms, advertising, the promoted dissemination of evidence-based health information, better governmental regulations and enacted forms of compliance, and so on.  Where these positive alterations in perspective to the bread industry, themselves, are to be viewed as a template that could be enacted across the entirety of the food industries from agriculture itself to the processing of foods, etc.  (53)

In terms of this tiered scheme, we can see for ourselves, as an overtly recognized phenomenon (Tier 1), how these trends in weight are affecting people and, through anecdotes, widespread reports in the Media and Social-Media, etc., come to understand how the range of health issues co-associated with the same are being linked to these seemingly non-reversable trends. On a covert level (Tier 2), we know there must be phenomenal-phenomenological set of reasons why these trends are taking place (but, not necessarily that we have as yet a full understanding of such phenomenological mechanisms if the application of the corresponding solutions being proposed do not appear to yield a resolution of those co-associated set of problems?
). Moreover, as explained, such issues will then need to be suitably addressed on an arbitrational level (Tier 3) in order to be effectively redressed. This could well entail, in all probability, a political level of involvement (Tier 4) that oversees a positive re-direction in our cooperative behaviours, be that through co-operation in a dissemination of truly relevant and useful information, agreements to alter adverse behaviours and enact less adverse behaviours if not completely entertaining the uptake of positive, non-adverse behaviours along with possible forms of co-option enacted through regulations and the enforcement through oversight over the uptake of those same regulations, etc. From a holistic perspective (Tier 5), we can set out to explore possible and probable interconnections, parallels, prominent post-conditional phenomenal trends, and so on, between various other social anomalies that could well be predicated through the prevalence of similar cultural-intercultural pre-conditions and condition, etc. Finally, on a much deeper level of metaphysical, meta-philosophical, philosophical, meta-disciplinary, and disciplinary levels of appreciation (Tier 6) attempt to come to a better understanding of the relationships between the relatively non-existential and existential dimensions, the need for a dynamic equilibrium to be maintained between the compactual and contractual orientations, and why we need to discern the differential distinctions and accommodations between these working-concepts of the ‘pragmatic’ and the ‘pragmatical’,
 etc. That, with these observational insights, let us now move on to an exploration, to be possibly conducted along similar lines, of other adversely prominent indications of social anomalies in the overall functioning of the political economy that also deserved to be both addressed and, hopefully, successfully redressed. (54)


First, let us consider the problematic nature of penal reform. We seem to be locking up more and more people as a percentage of the population.
 Given this fact, as indicated in a proliferation in the building and use of prisons, it is quite natural to ask is this the right way to proceed? Indeed, if anything, questioning, ‘if this is good value for money spent?’ besides also asking ourselves, ‘is this the right way to go, are their better, more humane, alternatives to explore?’ (55)


On just this topic, David McDivivtt recently expressed in the form of an email sent to myself the following headings as to why and how prisons are being utilized for either good reasons or bad reasons, and where such apparent reasoning deserves to be suitably debated:

1. They remove people from society who cause harm

2. They provide society with a semblance of justice lessening the motivation for people to seek justice themselves, i.e., retribution.

3. They provide punishment (where this is similar to the second heading but is not identical).

4. They provide rehabilitation.

5. They provide job training and rehabilitation.

…and to the same I would like to add two more headings, namely:

6. That the very existence of such correctional institutions acts as a disincentive to the commission of crime.

7. That such institutions can symbolically punish those social miscreants it has not yet or cannot reach who also deserved to be punished accordingly. (56)

As noted, these now seven headings deserve to be well-debated, the sort of conversation that generally appears to be lacking given the uncontested building of more correctional facilities and the increasing incarceration of a prison population that was not in evidence, say, in the early 20th century. E.g., in Australia, according to an article in The Conversation:

Data from the Australian Bureau of Statistics shows prisoner numbers are growing in every Australian state and territory –except Victoria.

Nationally, our per capita imprisonment rate outpaces Canada, the United Kingdom and all of Western Europe. Annual operating and capital costs for the nation’s prisons have surpassed A$6 billion annually – more than double what they were a decade ago.

As of January, the Northern Territory hit a grim milestone. More than 1% of the territory’s total population is now incarcerated within adult prisons. This is the first time this has happened in any Australian jurisdiction.
 (57)


Now, according to this article, about 5,000 people were incarcerated in the 19th century and the first half of the 20th century.
 Now the figure is over 40,000. In this regard, this article notes:

Nationally, 0.07% of Australians were incarcerated in adult prisons in 1980. Today, that rate has more than doubled to 0.16%.
 (58)


This same article also notes:

This isn’t because crime is worse. The rate of murder and manslaughter – the most-reliable long-term indicator of crime – has almost halved.

In 1993, there were 1.9 homicides per 100,000 Australians. In 2023, there as one homicide per 100,000 people.
 (59)


This article also suggests some reasons for this proliferation in rates of incarceration:

For the most part, governments imprison more Australians because of changes to criminal law and policy. These include making bail harder to access or increasing the length of prison sentences.

One estimate suggests 77% of the increase in imprisonment in Australia since 1985 can be accounted for by these two reasons.

Governments could temper this punitive turn by reversing these changes and pursuing evidence-based alternatives to imprisonment, such as place-based initiatives that are led by First Nation communities.
 (60)


The first heading on David McDivitt’s list, to my mind, is relatively non-controversial. People who act as total miscreants in society would and should expect that society would desire to see them removed at least for the duration of their socially adverse behaviours, be that in a penal institution or a psychiatric institution. However, here I would suggest that such imprisonment be done properly, appropriately, and appositely, i.e., suitably. Moreover, such incarceration should be exercised humanely, in a civilized manner, in essence, existentially. I do not see the point in subjecting such inmates to a ‘continually sadistic parade ground of events that induce one long and permanently scarring traumatic stress disorder’. Indeed, the architects of such a program, either advertently or inadvertently designed in that manner, should themselves be seriously subjected to the same. How could the possibility of a rehabilitative regime be instituted if the prisoner is unconscionably subjected to that form of a de facto torture (just as we would not expect prisoners to be effectively rehabilitated merely through the applied use of torture). (61)


The second heading should also invite qualified forms of agreement? Imprisonment is one form of punishment, but, then it should not be invoked in order to protect the individual from retribution or for the application of unreasonable forms of punishment over the course of their incarceration. (62)


But, should it not be the case that a philosophy of punishment be clearly spelt out. If a so-called ‘ignorance of the law is no excuse’ is to be (impossibly) argued for, then, should not a clarity of corresponding judgments also be socially pre-understood? Here, in a confusion of penal philosophies much of the overall problem may well reside? Is the purpose or purposes of a person sentence either to remove evil, anti-social people from society, act as a form of punishment, and/or act as a tool of rehabilitation in some viable form or other. Begging the question ‘can prisons do some or all three of these objectives without deconstructing eventual viability of any one of these possibilities? Indeed, having to ask ourselves, can a viable penal institution operate with these potentially conflicting objectives, or, would it be better that different penal institutions operate with such distinctively different objectives… which, to some extent, may already be operating in those more specific directions? Where such objectives, however, need to be clearly articulated and instantiated despite the pressures of institutionalization (to operate primarily on the lowest common denominators) and the endless proliferation of additional rituals and routines that through their over-emphasis, on what I term as ‘meta-work’, would eventually intrude to such an extent that no reasonable objectives could even be successfully enacted let alone suitably commenced? (63)


The fourth and fifth headings speak of (psychological and social) rehabilitation and the supplying of work skills that could see them successfully employed when the prisoner is released. Undoubtedly, objectives that should be aimed for regardless of whether that form of success, ultimately, is individually achievable. At least those opportunities should be presented to the prisoner in the hope that they might avail themselves of such potentially profitable avenues in how their time during incarceration could be better spent. (64)


As for the last two headings added to this list by myself, for the sake of a possible completeness, should be totally discounted. First, it is obvious that prisons overtly do not discourage potential criminals from enacting patterns of crime, and, furthermore, do not seemingly discourage ex-prisoners from periods of further imprisonment. Then, as for the last heading, we must not advocate for the symbolic incarceration of any individual for the perceived crimes of others. If act x is a crime and fifty percent of a certain population from time to time also do x, then would it be fair to lock up any one individual for having done x as a symbolic form of communal punishment? We only have to think of drug laws and the so-called ‘war on drugs’ to question the existential propriety of such an approach. Perhaps, here, a libertarian approach is a more reasonable path to follow? It is all very well and good of society to protect individuals from the actual dangers of an unwisely enacted pattern of drug use, but, surely, there comes a point when people have to suffer the consequences of their own actions rather than being additionally punished on the behalf of others? (65)


I suspect, if broadly and deeply debated, that the institution of prisons, in a vast range of countries, if not all sovereign territories, well-deserves to be seriously re-explored. Alternatives to prisons, and the numbers of people being incarcerated in them, along with issues of whether such institutions are suitable instruments for legally dealing with the consequences of civil misdeeds and criminal acts should be issues that all reasonable and responsible people should engaged their due consideration and potential reconsideration. That some people may well deserve to be imprisoned does not mean that all people who commit a similar crime necessarily should automatically suffer the same fate given extenuating circumstances, potential for rehabilitation, the demonstration of contrite behaviour, the possibility for more positive ways for making more suitable forms of restitution to either the victims of those crimes and/or society itself. (66)


Over the course of my work as a psychiatric nurse I would often think, and occasionally tell my patients, that ‘society has a problem with you and hence your confinement under a schedule, but, that if you were less problematic before the sight of others you would not, in all probability, be now confined…’ Freely think whatever you wish to think, but, act in a manner that goes under the radar. Even lie if you have to. Encapsulate your thoughts and behaviours if need be. You do not need to tell the grocer that ‘the Virgin Mary told you to buy a large lettuce today’, so don’t. As with my mother’s advice, ‘what people don’t know, they don’t need to know’. And as far as medication goes, if it keeps you out of hospitals, then take it, if not so needed, then perhaps chose to not take it (since certain anti-psychotic medication, e.g., have been shown to shorten life expectancy). On the other hand, in some conditions, certain medication definitely need to be taken as ‘if taking a course of antibiotics’.
 Similarly, avoid the unnecessary taking of unprescribed drugs if you know they will make you psychotic or more psychotic. Then, lastly, the advice I give my friends, is don’t go to hospital unless you are really sick as such institutions, on occasions, can make you even more sick… for a whole variety of reasons. Of course, if you need medical or psychiatric help then by all means seek it out, and, hopefully, you will get the help you duly need, but, if you can do your research and use your intuition, and, if need be, seek a second opinion. Concern and care should issue from the triangulation of relevant approaches and not be set in the impossible concrete of a settled position! (67)


Can this tiered approach supply some metaphorical ‘light and clarity’ on this problem of the continuing existence of a generally confused and contradictory penal philosophy? In overt terms (Tier 1), the problem is an acceptance that the current penal philosophy, or conflicting penal philosophies, in a series of First World Countries appears to be poorly harmonized; that the practices of law have become too institutionalised with the excessive proliferation of penal institutions, along with the need to recognize their general failure in doing what they may have been set up to instrumentally orchestrate; and, an overlooking of alternative approaches, especially in dealing with the peoples of First Nations. In covert terms (Tier 2), with a general drop in key indicators as to the overall prevalence of crime one must wonder why the penal system has expanded when it has also been shown not to be part of the solution but, if anything, further contributes to the perpetration of crime by those who have been released from such systems? In terms of arbitrational phenomena (Tier 3), say, at the level of law courts, political legislation, Media and Social-Media campaigns for and against such institutions, etc., it may well be the case that it is not that we have more criminals but more judges who feel more often compelled by the institutionalization of the ‘system’ to sentence people to prisons, etc. Therefore, reforms will also have to be enacted on this level of disciplinary discourse, as to how these various discourses, both internally and externally, could be better harmonized? However, such arbitrational patterns of reform can only be enacted on a political level of discourse (Tier 4). On a holistic level of exploration (Tier 5) we might wish to entertain parallels, say, between levels of employment, the dominant character of current political discourse, whether various penal reforms are finding the requisite degree of traction, etc. Then, if we were to invoke this (obesity) template what commentary might this approach bring to these explorations? As a set of working suppositions, I would suggest that politicians are somewhat historically guilty of over-promoting a law-and-order approach to political discourse and have created a certain legislative pressure for greater degrees of incarceration and that this style of political discourse has not been relatively undermined or deconstructed by opposition parties, opposing voices, etc.
 Then, I am sure, at the same time, commercial interests that have an invested interest in building penal establishments would attempt to fill this legislatively induced demand and have duly done so. Personally, I would also contend that under an increasingly dominant Neo-Liberal style of discourse, as a major discourse, society has trended towards a more contractual approach in the co-option of a half-hearted, poorly designed, and an ineffective set of resolutions as a dominant, widespread political response to many of its social issues at the expense of a more humane, compactual orientation. Basically, being more ‘pragmatical’ than ‘pragmatic’, as I have defined these expressions and, consequently, being more ‘less wise’, so to speak, and more expedient in its investing in those solutions with disciplines more representative of the enacted economy whose basic disciplinary imperatives are profit motivated along with an over-emphasis on financially addressed, but socially mis-redressed sets of solutions, that may well do more long-term harm than the short-sighted proffering of a short-term gain. Indeed, a more perspicacious critic of this over-contractual orientation might well say that ‘building more universities of crime, i.e. prisons, only produces and releases more qualified criminals on to a long suffering market’. Sadly, such prescient voices do not seem to have been heard by the politically deaf (and whose selective hearing, as a speculative supposition yet again, may well be indirectly related to certain donations and influential donors?). Last, on a much deeper level of philosophical appreciation (Tier 6) we might like to envisage a possible series of radical proposals that could better redress such widespread, recurrent, and endemic institutionalization though suitable forms of redressement (but, at this point, let me leave this type of topic to the reader or audience in whose expertise and lived-experience may well be better able to envisage in just what manner such radical patterns of resolution might be suitably formulated and possibly expedited? I dare say, in this same regard, that advocates for First Nations could and should be allowed to explore and experiment in this domain and potentially envisage a better range of possible solutions given that their populations are more represented by those demographics of incarceration). (68)


Let us now direct our attention to another pervasive individual and social problem, that of ‘homelessness’ and explore some of the pre-conditions and conditions that have exacerbated this phenomenon and may have potentially added to its apparent proliferation? (69)


Now, homelessness, itself, should be neither stigmatized nor criminalized. All of us, at some stage or other, will be technically ‘homeless’. We might be travelling or moving house, etc. Under such circumstances, we would expect to be neither stigmatized nor criminalized should we be technically ‘homeless’. I remember coming to Sydney, my first time overseas, as a committed economic migrant from Aotearoa New Zealand having already packed everything for shipping once I had an address to send it to. I arrived by plane in the morning and found a flat to rent by the late afternoon. Around 9 pm finally found some accommodation at Kings Cross after persuading the landlady whose residence was being painted, room by room, that the empty room could have a bed shifted into it and that as I could not start renting my apartment for a week, I would be staying for the entire week. I guess that explained by strange priorities that I sought a rental place first before finding a place to stay for the night. Fortunately, I had a job as a nurse after filling in all the paper work and a brief interview well before the end of that week and had to decline the offer of immediately going to work the next day since I thought it better to see some of the sights that Sydney had to offer first. Those were the days. Years later, in applying for the temporary position of a relieving nurse I found the quantity of the necessary paper work to fill out had considerably proliferated and the time that was taken before your final approval had considerably lengthened in a most inconsiderate manner. Indeed, one Nursing Unit Manager told me he migrated to Australia and had to wait, with his family, three months before being granted a final approval having already been approved unofficially before he left the UK. (70)


Now, I mention these anecdotes to illustrate how bureaucracies appear to have changed – becoming more bureaucratic; have witnessed the proliferation in their use of forms and the length of those forms that need to be filled out; where computers ideally should have reduced the paper-work but have ended up being used to reduplicate this proliferation; where the individual responsibility to approve important decisions has been diluted, delayed, and collectivized; where supervision has to be indirectly represented in lengthy textual trails of documentation; where institutions seems to cater for what I would refer to as ‘the lowest common denominator’ and effectively overlook or misdirect its attention towards those people who do not fall under this descriptor; where what I would also call bureaucratic ‘meta-work’ is intruding upon the time taken to do the real work; along with the multiplication of endless rituals and routines that do not directly contribute to the work needed to oversee successful outcomes as would be defined by that establishment, and so on and so forth. (71)


In summary, where organizations naturally seem to over-promote a proliferation of their rituals and routines, almost inevitably cater for their ‘lowest common denominators’, prioritizes meta-work over real work, and, in becoming ‘institutionalized’, if not reversed, end up taking a more contractual orientation at the expense of a more humane, compactual approach… (72)


Now, I have mentioned such anecdotes and observations, these social reflections, as an introduction to this social problem of homelessness. Obviously, it is a problem for the individual should they wish to have the privacy and security of their own space on this planet but find that factors basically beyond their abilities to intervene intrude on the realization of this natural need, if not something that should be seen as a human ‘right’. It would stand to reason, simplistically stated, that if we have only x number of surplus places available for people currently without accommodation to live in, but, the overall number of people currently requiring accommodation were to be greater than x, say y, then y-x people would be subsequently left without accommodation given the perfect matching of those people that were without accommodation with the limited accommodation that was available. Of course, things are always more complicated than the convenience of their simplification. Not too long ago, politicians were arguing that housing stocks in Sydney needed to increase when a large proportion of the buying population bought such residences but had no intentions to either rent them out or reside in the same. For such people, apartments and houses were an investment and it was in their interests to keep them ‘as if brand new’ and so had no intention in using them. Under such circumstances, the simple building of new housing stock, by itself, just did not resolve the issue to hand, namely, the demand for accommodation was greater than the stock of accommodation that was available to be either bought or rented for that precise purpose. That to further complicate such issues, it can also be demonstrated that housing affordability over the longer term has relentlessly declined decade by decade. According to a Google AI Overview: Housing affordability is Sydney has decreased over time with house prices rising faster than household incomes. This has made it more difficult for people to buy homes, especially first-time buyers and low-income households. In more detail, Google noted that in 1970, you could buy a house for $18,700, and in 1980, the average house price was around $78,500. By 1990, the average had more than doubled to $184,600. And in 2000, you needed about $312,000 to purchase a dwelling in Sydney, with the number rising to $575,900 in 2010. Today the median home price in Sydney is $1.4 million. For comparison, the most unaffordable city, out of 94 reviewed, was Hong Kong with Sydney scoring a second place. Vancouver was third with Melbourne coming in at number seven. Both Adelaide and San Francisco tied in ninth place. (73)


As a backdrop to this social issue of homelessness. it is obvious that in Sydney, e.g., housing unaffordability must be one of the factors contributing to this phenomenon. That the pre-conditions and conditions contributing to this phenomenon are also affecting a larger population of people than just the more overtly homeless. It would stand to reason that if we were to resolve these broader issues then we might be in a better position to resolve this visible problem, be it people sleeping on the streets or in their cars, or being taken in by family or friends. (74)


In addressing these issues of a housing shortage, we have both supply-side interventions and demand-side interventions. I.e., building more homes, especially fast-tracking and increasing the construction of affordable homes. Another solution is to implement broader inclusionary zoning policies where developers are incentivised, e.g., through subsidies, to allocate more units in new developments to those on low and moderate incomes.
 (75)


As a cost-benefit calculation it has been shown that it costs less to house homeless people that have to pay the full social costs involved in their not being adequately accommodated, e.g., medical bills, interventions by the Police, and so on. Given this fact, it behooves concerned citizens to lobby their local governments, etc., to both address and redress this socially created problem of homelessness. Perhaps financially assisting the functioning of already existent hostels; the building of new ones in the suburbs (where costs would be cheaper); subsidizing of hotels in suburban regions that are poorly patronized; the special zoning for smaller residences (which might also be of benefit to the elderly), etc. (76)


On reflection, from information relayed to me by my patients, I would like to see the building of small homelike units in which, should it be the case, that these residents were able to well look after their allotted residences that they, then, in time, would be upgraded to better premises, and so on. Admittedly, not all homeless people have the requisite skills and capacities to manage their prospective premises
 and, in such situations, some half-way house might better proffer a more appropriate form of accommodation. Here, I am not calling for the formation of dosshouses, or for their institutional incarceration in either prisons or hospitals, but, a call for a variety of modes of accommodation that reflects the aptitudes and motivation of their cliental. (77)


In more closely addressing this issue, we should also ask the homeless people themselves what they might better prefer? There may well be a few who just wish to be nomadic, nothing more and nothing less. Then, in passing such folk on the street, in a variety of cities, I can plainly see that a good number of them seem to be well-organized enough, in overseeing the continuing preservation of their gathered belongings and bedding, to manage their own homes should they be given that chance. Then, as a final observation, it appears to me, again, that we should not over-emphasize the contractual side of life at the expense of the compactual dimension. Societies can only be as good as their abilities to look after the weakest members of its fraternity. That such problematicity has its deepest roots across the entirety of society, and, that it behooves its concerned citizens to demand that the root causes of this problem and all related problems be suitably addressed on the behalf of everyone in an equitable manner… (78)


In hindsight, we could argue that the housing industry is at fault for not building both the required numbers and the requisite quality of housing demanded by the population per se. i.e., especially, say, for people with low-incomes, single parents, retired people wishing to live in those cities that they had worked in for decades, etc. Or, we might find fault instead in how governments have both abrogated their roles in their mis-managing their resources and in not suitably addressing and redressing issues arising from, say, inadequate wealth transfers, or similar, to their constituents in poorer demographics, and so on. Or, should we cast some degree of blame on the political class for not being able to fully comprehend the corrosive effects of a ‘progressively’ entrenched Neo-Liberalism, that, as a major discourse, prevents such representatives from even being to ask the right questions outside those already narrow and short-sighted terms of reference. Suffice to say, if your preoccupations are purely transactional, i.e., contractual, and you have no appreciation whatsoever of an existential dimension of the compactual, then, surely, at least eventually, such short-sighted actors would be forced to retire in favour of those who are more open-minded and better re-prepared to radically change course should that be politically necessary, and so forth.  (79)


Refracted through these six tiers, as a provisional ad hoc scheme, what else might we say in addition to the above? (80)


In overt terms of reference (Tier 1), when we see people that are homeless, in aspirational terms of reference, we might well comment to ourselves, ‘I am fortunate not to be in that position’. In a compassionate spirit, we might surmise, that that homeless individual might not elect to suffer that same fate, but, that given their current circumstances can either do nothing immediately about that state of affairs and/or is unable to do what would be required for them to leave such a state. On the other hand, should we ask, and we should ask, what that homeless person, themselves, is thinking and feeling about their current homelessness we might find ourselves in a better situation to understand why that same person is in this current state of homelessness. Here innumerable factors could be in play, besides an obvious shortage in various forms of accommodation, from problems with addiction to feeling fearful in these few hostels for the homeless where they have found themselves victimized by other residents, or, find such places too disturbing or noisy to reside within (one of my patients complained about the endless snoring), to how they would rather prefer to spend their meagre pensions on a good restaurant meal every day and a succession of movies (as recounted by another of my patients). From what I have been told, I must confess that there have been times when I have admired the homeless way of life when these proponents of this lifestyle tell me that they have discarded many of the endless rituals and routines of everyday life for what, in one respect, has been a significant simplification of their lifestyle, such as, e.g., eating what is to hand, sleeping when and where they feel like it, being no longer tied to people they don’t wish to know, no longer a slave in the workplace, no longer bothering about how they look, overlooking a need to regularly wash, and so on. On the other hand, various downsides to this nomadic lifestyle were also reported, e.g., the perpetual need to be wary of what might happen and a finding of a balance between those places that are dangerously secluded and those places that are too permanently busy, wondering if they will be in the right place at the right time to find something to eat, maybe endlessly worrying about their current addictions, dismissing those desires for a warm bath and warm bed especially on a long day of endless rain, entertaining thoughts that the world seems to be against them, and so on. (81)


On a more covert level (Tier 2), we could, on an a priori level of a situated visualization, say, complemented from anecdotes, personal observations, and research disseminated in the Media and Social-Media, surmise that there exists certain pre-conditions and conditions that induce both this complex phenomenon of homelessness and to some extent compound the increasing trend for this type of social anomaly. Anomalous, to the extent that, in comparison, most people are not homeless although the increasing precarity of modern life threatens many non-currently homeless people with that imminent prospect, especially for those who do part-time work; those who have recently left school and/or home; the elderly, especially middled aged woman who no long find themselves as able to compete in the workplace with younger employees; single people; recently divorced individuals; people who are migrating in the hope of finding better work prospects and have left their previous support systems with family and friends; the currently unemployed; students with insufficient funds to manage the increasing costs of accommodation, etc. Then, we have a residual memory of that last epidemic of COVID-19 (and when we had that reoccurring experience of people being seen on television, or in other media, in endless queues of cars lining up for welfare, food, medical tests, and so on, which was quite unlike the long queues of unemployed people we have all seen in the form of photographs from the era of The Great Depression). In this respect imminent homelessness, for people with a precarious connection to current accommodation, is a potential prospect that would worry a number of people larger than the numbers of the currently homeless, and, in this regard, is indicative of both the pre-conditions and conditions that have induced and promoted this phenomenon. To these precarious social situations, we can also add a number of other social problems like, e.g., issues with mental health, excessive demands in the workplace, increasing costs of living, problems with addiction, and so on and so forth… where the implication that should be drawn, I believe, is that all these complex issues must also be addressed if the root causes of this overt problem of homelessness are to be suitably addressed, etc. (82)


On an arbitrational level (Tier 3), conventional mechanisms will need to be either reviewed, i.e., adjusted, minimized, deleted, and/or added in such a manner that the net result of such interventions might successfully oversee the necessary existence of those pre-conditions and conditions that will both no longer induce this phenomenon and also assist in its reversal, and, therein and thereby, find, over time, this adverse social problem subjected to the requisite degree of amelioration. (83)


On a political level (Tier 4), society will need to politically engage with not only the surface expressions of this problem, in the form of homeless people, but also with the pre-conditions and the condition that both induce and exacerbate this social problem… as a problem on both an individual level and on a social level. I.e., therefore, this ‘political problem’ also needs a ‘political solution’ to be arrived at through the successful lobbying of politicians, etc., given that the more effective re-writing of arbitrational mechanisms often involves forms of a ‘political sanctioning’ of such changes, etc. (84)

To some considerable extent (from the perspective of a Tier 5), it is my belief, that the Neo-Liberal over-emphasis on competition, the short-sighted scapegoating of so-called ‘leaners’ versus the uncalled-for over-glorification of so-called ‘lifters’,
 is symptomatic of a current cultural-intercultural imbalance between the contractual dimension and the compactual dimension with an overlooking of the need to also foster the latter.
 A society is only as civilized as its ability to look after all those people who stand in need of our full concern and care, and a failure to recognize this aspiration is an indictment on all of us and will, directly and indirectly, affect all of us in some form or other. That the acceptance of such a predicament necessitates a holistic appreciation of the political-economy in order to better observe, in depth, how various pre-conditions and conditions appear to underly an adverse raft of different social phenomena. As intimated here, e.g., that homelessness is but a more extreme phenomenon in the precarity of modern life. That, therefore, this requisite recognition of such adverse pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions (Tier 6) calls for the aspirational arrival of suitable processes of existentially oriented intervention (i.e., as suitable forms of ‘redressement’)… (85)


The next two issues I would like to consider together, namely, governance and taxation. Without a well-ordered approach to money (or credit) or adequate finances, no government could ever successfully function, at least in a more civilized fashion in so far as it is there to be of service to its citizens. Consequently, there is an imperative for a well-ordered process of governance. To this end, governments need to apply those approaches that should ensure a better degree of governance for all its citizens… and not as a government acting primarily on the behalf of the few and solely for the benefit of the few. If elected individuals were, more often than not, just lawyers and others members of the legal profession we might well wish to complain that a better form of representation would also need to elect those who are not ‘lawyers or other members of the legal profession’. Then, too, why accept those invited into the halls of governance that, more often than not, are both unelected and incredibly wealthy. Surely, such a concatenation of wealthy people would be more interested in the concerns of wealthy people since they would so ably be seen there representing that vertiginous apex of the money tree and not so much the interests of the common person. Of course, this is not to automatically say that some of those individuals are not concerned citizen who would only act on the behalf of the country as a whole. But, if a preponderance of these ‘representatives’ are excessively well-provided for then betting odds are such that will undoubtedly look out for themselves. That, should such a political system favour such an entitled demographic would it not be the time for instituting serious reforms before it is too late (or would it already be too late?)? Given, e.g., that their political donations in support of their favourite issues would be returning to those same individuals now also in the very corridors of power itself. Indeed, it would be quite conceivable that governments might, then, instead, be merely out ‘donating’ to their favourite causes, namely, themselves. But, if time were to be at hand for instituting such political reforms, in what form and in what manner might they be more profitably organized? (86)


In the overall light of this potential imperative for political reform, just what guidelines might better assist us in such a transition? (87)


Some time back, I proposed (for all forms of good governance) the formula of ‘transparency, accountability, and responsibility’. Whilst later recognizing the sheer need for a non-transparency of deliberations in a presidential cabinet or for the front bench or the innermost workings of a ministry, still, for all elsewhere an openness and non-secrecy should be the hallmark of a suitably functioning democratic system. All lobbying, e.g., should be done through public submissions, public presentations, and not otherwise. Then, all policy formation should be signed off by those who contributed either in part or in whole. Last, responsibility should be taken, both individually and collectively, for the actual enactment of those policy directives, from the CEO down to all junior employees. They should all sign off, and stand by the post-conditional consequences and ramifications of their joint decision to collectively head in that direction… until such a time everyone signs new amendments, contracts, policy directives, etc. By such means lessening the opportunity for the importation of a corrupt culture or the fostering on one that heads in that direction. (88)


Of course, there are numerous other approaches whose overall triangulation should make for the delivery of a better form of governance. E.g., the general reduction in the obtainment and dispersal of donations. Perhaps only countenancing small contributions from small private donors not connected with large organizations, foreign governments, financial companies, the pharmaceutical industries, and so on. As noted elsewhere, excessive donations not only polarize the political spectrum but also the very parties themselves (an observation as noted by the late President Carter) as well instituting policy directions that, more often than not for some strange reason, appear more to favour those parties who gave donations in the first place. If large organization really want to give away large sums of money, then let then patronize those independent organizations whose work directly seeks to benefit those facets of society that stand in need of such patronage, be it from artistic endeavours to those organizations that seek to redress societies’ many problems, anomalies, etc., through those potential portals for social advancement, along with overseas aid, the mutual cooperation with other countries, those schemes that promote international education and vocational training,  and so on. (89)


Is there a need, today, for better governance, for a from of governance that is more able to proffer those directions, those policies, those practices, and so on, that both support and advance the general welfare of its citizens? My answer can only be ‘yes!’ All around us we have overt indications (Tier 1) that all things political, in general, are not well. The increasing polarization of the our political worlds, from the international level to the local level does not bode well for the average citizen, who, all too often, has become beholden to misinformation, disinformation, and mal-information; a raft of unsupported conspiracies, and then, in such a murky political climate, vote for plutocrats, oligarchs, populists, demagogues, fascists, potential dictators, and other riffraff so obviously more interested in their own interests and the interests of those who back and enable them. Sadly, it will not bode well and will all end in the courts… perhaps eventually making a difference in the courts of public opinion when, in all likelihood, the damage will have been done… and will take a much longer time to repair than the time it took to do such cultural-intercultural impairment. (90)


Like an iceberg, beneath obvious forms of overt disruption will be an even greater domain of covert suffering (Tier 2). Disseminating such voices will need to be orchestrated and one must hope Social-Media might perform this mission given that the traditional Media, or the so-called Legacy Media, seem to be beholden, for the most part, to their wealthy owners who now so evidently demonstrate a greater interest in the preservation of the rest of their financial enterprises other than preserving the positive traditions of their now much weakened media institutions (that a public now seems to be much less interested in patronizing?). (91)


Altering the conventional rules of engagement for the ill-advised differential gain of one class over another, and so on, in turn, will need the same to be undone in a similar manner (Tier 3). (92)

However, in order to catalyse and instigate such repairs will require suitable forms of political re-organization (Tier 4) capable of organizing these ‘reforms’, or rather, ‘re-formed reforms’ (whilst not forgetting the advice that when the word ‘reform’ is mentioned we should always ask, either the promulgators of such reforms and/or ourselves, ‘a reform by whom for the benefit of whom?). (93)


Taking a more holistic point of view, one might reason that prominent among the many adverse factors contributing to an apparent deconstruction of democratic governance has been the excessive implementation of Neo-Liberal policy settings that have moved the overall impact of a polarized political consensus towards an over-preferencing of the contractual domain at the expense of the compactual dimension (Tier 5). I would argue that the symbolic disparagement, say, of policies for diversity, inclusion and equity, and the complete overlooking the very raison d’être for such policies by an anti-progressive Right, is indicative of this manipulated, superficial and reactionary response to the ever-present need for an existential respectfulness of all individuals in our society, whether we agree with them or not, and, that such inflammatory and ideologically driven positions can only damage and disrupt the lives of all unthinking peoples behold to such simple minded slogans. We are all born into this world as leaners, totally dependent upon the loving support of our parents and society, and, when we die, I daresay many of us will also be similarly dependent upon the care of those who assist our inevitable departure. In between, we will be both lifters and leaners, both proffering help and receiving help, and, only in our helping of others can we expect to be helped in turn. A society that is not inclusive is exclusive in its orientation, and, should you fall and flail, find yourself in a category that gets excluded, then the help you might need might then be no longer there for you to avail yourself of. A simple case in point, being inclusive is being mindful that people with disabilities exist in our world, and in respecting the additional needs of such people the city of Sydney, e.g., has ensured that street corners have sections where wheelchairs, without disruption, can cross the road unimpeded by the barrier of the curbing. Or, similarly, when confronted by the obstacle of steps, ramps have better expedited such a passage. Or, again, at the railways stations recently installed lifts make it a lot easier for a wide range of people to access the platforms, and so on. Even after slipping over two years ago in a shopping mall, falling over a fallen sign, and tearing my meniscus of my right knee, I am still grateful, and daily reminded, that such innovations have made my life a lot easier and a lot less painful. I no longer need to negotiate steps with such difficulty, but, am ever grateful that such innovations have been put in place should I need to avail myself once more of such thoughtful adjustments made to our streetscapes and stations. For myself, it seems so self-evident that when we directly help others, we inevitably end up indirectly helping ourselves… be that perhaps at some future point in time. Or, rephrased, the only real freedom we have in this world is arrived at through the cooperation of others that is extended to us in the realization of some of our prioritized aspirations, and, how we facilitate, in turn, a small selection of the aspirations of others… But for the being there of others… we could do not much more than breathe, walk around for a short time, and then perhaps under the shade of a convenient tree… expire! (94)


In truth, and through reflection we should well test the validity of this deeper observation, that we ever remain both leaners and lifters, simultaneously, throughout the course of our lives. If no one was there-for-us we could not exist. We do not have the luxury of a desert island to harvest the riches of nature since this cornucopia has been replaced by the working-cornucopia of human-interaction whose innumerable innovations now allow us to support billions of people on the constricted confines of the wrinkled and watery surface of our planet, our only true home should we be completely honest with ourselves. For where else could we go? Indeed, there is no plan B, no planet B… and all people who suggest we should not treat this planet Earth with its due respect should be successfully remonstrated with or suitably ignored, their short-sighted arguments deconstructed, evidentially contested, or sidelined, and where such people without such insightful concern and care should not be voted for… Rhetorically, we should ask, “Would you vote for a person who so carelessly trashed your house and home?” (95)

6. The Arbitrational Re-Writing of Our More Problematic Narratives


In an assessment of what is seemingly problematic in overt terms of reference inevitably has covert complications, but which, when duly understood, is usually not much more than more of the same. However, when it comes to redressing such problematic features, we soon find that they need to be rewritten in arbitrational terms whether we are aware of both this more contractually oriented dimension and its compactual envelopment. Translated through the form of a narrative, the problematic is articulated in aspirational language, but, duly dealt with through a rewriting of those genres of behaviour that both define the problematic situation being aspirationally experienced and the manner as to how it will be re-written in arbitrational terms. On one hand, we might opine that ‘I would not like to be homeless and left to sleep upon these dirty streets’, but, at the same time, in order to address the exigencies of that type of situation we would need to invest in a different type of language that is more prescriptive and proscriptive rather than descriptive of those situations and these emotional reactions being experienced towards the same. What does this process of re-orientation entail? A complex sequencing and integrating of relevant genres of behaviour that should articulate in a more integrated fashion just which steps were needed and in which directions to travel. E.g., the homeless person might bed themselves down with a sleeping bag or a few blankets or some pages of a newspaper if they can find one. On the other hand, a concerned social worker would need to investigate the availability of a not-too-distant hostel for the homeless or a two-star hotel that might take such a customer or a possible hospital bed if that person is sick and not well enough to be lodged elsewhere. A process quite different, one that needs the required degree of negotiation, through a process of arbitration in which various meta-textual rules are manipulated in order to eventually achieve, hopefully, the desired outcome. Then, an activist in this field will inevitably need to lobby governmental representatives, secure funding agreements, along promises of cooperation between various parties that might include the gamut from city counsellors to property developers prepared, through various incentives, to include dwelling for people on lower incomes. Thence this evident difference between the relative simplicity of an aspirational language and the complexities of rewriting a relevant mix of arbitrational languages. (96)

I would also contend that overlying this process meta-philosophical, metaphysical, inter-ordered set of approaches would also be needed to more successfully orchestrate the response of a set of responsible solutions to the problematic situations originally articulated, without doubt, in a vivid aspirational language. Indeed, it is more than likely than a well-integrated mix of approaches would be needed in order to secure the observance of an incremental path that would oversee, in part or in whole, sooner or later, the types of outcomes desired in the aspirational descriptions of that type of problematic situation. In a reasonable reaction to the pre-conditions both creating and promoting the phenomenon of homelessness it could be pointed out that a cost-benefit analysis would show that it is cheaper to house people than leave them on the streets along with the inevitable overuse of public services co-associated with the precarious nature of this type of lifestyle, Or, again, the advocate might appeal to the social consciousness of the relevant parties and impress upon them in deontological terms that it is something that would be expected of us in so far as we demonstrate due concern and care. Then, perhaps, intimating that a profit is still to had by developers and hoteliers should they also include this end of the market in their calculations. Or, from a political perspective, that it would be a worthwhile pursuit for a vocational politician to focus on reducing the precarious nature of many less-privileged peoples on lower incomes and, in by doing so, earn both their present respect and their future votes. (97) 

Now, let me introduce another social problem, namely, our problematic consumption of information. Without minimizing an anti-representational-representationalism we could divide our appreciation of the presentation of information into somewhat two slightly overlapping categories of the ‘representative’ and the ‘misrepresentative’, and where the latter, as a spectrum, could be further subdivided into ‘mis-information’, ‘dis-information’ and ‘mal-information’, which, respectively could be seen as ‘mistaken representation’, ‘deliberately dissimulated information’, and ‘dissimulated information with malevolent intent’. By ‘slightly overlapping I am merely alluding to the fact that we can sometimes be mistaken and that we have no access to nor no need to have access to so-called ‘absolutistically indubitable knowledge’. But, at the same time, we must also recognize it is just as impossible for us to recognize, encounter and/or engage the absolutistically dubitable. Fortuitously we live in this ‘no-man’s land’
 (this land where all people reside) in this region in between absolutistical truth (and the impossible position of a strict dogmatism) and absolutistical non-truth (and the equally impossible position of astrict skepticism). I suggest this can be quickly established by virtue of the fact that a philosophy of lying, of mendacity, is necessary for the establishment of a conformal theory of truth determination. To be able to tell a convincing lie we must speak the truth and then only tweak one or two, or a few more elements of the same. That lies can be told is tantamount to saying that the dissemination of (conventionally accepted) true statements is not only possible but necessary in order to commit that successful act of verbal deception. That we can tell the same lie to another person and also perhaps get away with such a deception a second time means that the true statements needed in order to frame the deception can also be reiterated, or, this argument restated, the deceptive tweaking that is going to reframe the truthful framing is parasitic on the conformal framing of the basis of that deception without which there could be no mendacious act of deception in the first place. Therefore, the accepted possibility of deceptive ‘statements’ implies that relatively non-deceptive statements have a role to play in the dissemination of all verbally deceptive acts. (98)


So, far this argument implies that there can be both relatively true (complex) statements and relatively non-true (complex) statements, but, such an acknowledgement does not assist us in how we might go about determining the truth status of one from the other, as to how to separate the metaphorical ‘sheep from the goats’, so to speak. (99)


Sadly, the ascertainment of the positive truth status involved in the relative presentation of non-deceptive statements cannot be ascertained at the level of the proposition itself, but, read through the lens of a conjectural economy, on analytical grounds it can rule itself out as contradictory (and where when those apparent contradictions cannot be satisfactorily resolved through some form of linguistic intervention). A trimodal conjectural economy being on-part analytical proposition, one-part synthetical statement, and one-part conjectural argument as a propositional-statement. So, e.g., ‘I went out into the pouring rain without getting my hair wet’ is a non-true proposition, from a conjectural perspective, unless I was also using a sizable hat or functioning umbrella. As a conjecture we could say that it is either raining or not raining, and, when it is raining you get wet; the weather outside is inclement; going outside into the inclement weather without a hat or functioning umbrella means ‘my hair will get wet’ (should I possess a head of hair). Through the triangulation of these three aspects of the conjectural economy when they align then we have a true statement exercised through their auspices. However, to render the truth status in a conformal manner (through reiteration) we need to be able to textually reiterate that form of an alignment. My hair is wet; I went outside into the pouring rain; when I came inside, I had to dry it with a towel; etc. Obviously, the reiteration takes place in a textual format. I.e., where the implied act of ‘representation’ is situated between forms of textual alignment and not texts entering into some form of an imagined alignment with the non-textual. At the same time, given the trimodal nature of the textual economy, in whatever manner it is constituted, alignments can also occur with textual facets that are not textual per se within that economy, e.g., with, say, either the meta-textual and/or the non-textual (etc.). Furthermore, the ascertainment of a true or positive truth status we need to invoke a Tarskian reading, namely, P’ is true iff p. I.e., the proposition is true if and only if there is evidence for p. Or, translated into a fully textualized format, this same formula is better read through a textual lens: the meta-proposition P is true if and only if the proposition p is evidentially attested. (100)


Thence this anti-representational reading of linguistic forms of representation when translated through a conjectural economy reviewed entirely in and through a textualized format. Now, the question becomes, how do we review the conformal status of propositions, etc., conducted through the suitable auspices of their resident conjectural economies? (101)


Quite simply, through suitable forms of representatively treated alignment as long as those potential statements do not contradict themselves internally or do not contradict other co-associated statements. The relatively hard part is assembling co-associated evidential statement and also applying a set of relevant economies like, e.g., transformational retreatment, interrogative, perceptual, a semantic library of statement acting as body of conventionally true statements that can be used to perform a conformal assessment. Importantly, this can be conducted through a narrational economy in which we either string statements together and dispense with propositions acting as ‘false statements’ (as a contradiction of the definition of a statement)… invoking the twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’. I.e., reversing our strings of putative statements till we reach a point of relative conventional assurance, and, then, re-starting this same process in the light of positive evidential requirements. But, as well, such a process can also be intuitively conducted through the auspices of a philosophical economy as one-part phenomenal-phenomenological propositions (viewed analytically), one-part hermeneutical statements (but viewed both meta-textually and synthetically), and one-part existentially as conjecturally coherent propositional-statements (also viewed non-textually as simulations). Further refined through inter-ordered and extra-ordered forms of treatment, etc., along with processes falling under the headings of either inter-operability and/or inter-corporability, etc. Let me explain. (102)


E.g., ‘the history of science’ remains a history’. Thence the inter-ordered orderability between the same where through duplication the topic of science is reviewed through an historical lens. Should the duplicated findings of that operation, or set of operations, be incorporated within the body of that specific history then that topic of science has now been incorporated within that specific exercise in historical research. Of course, this does not mean at some future date where that science, in turn, could not re-incorporate the findings of that historical research through a reversed process of incorporated duplication. Just as that which must occur, e.g., when the historically recorded findings of a set of experiments become incorporated within the course of the scientific interpretation/s being presented in order to more successfully account for such experimental data. Where, in turn, the incorporation of that experimental interpretations can be re-read in historical terms in order to possible refine such experiments, and v.v., etc. Where by a host of acceptable strategies, the conformal status of a set of statements can be successfully reiterated, etc. Where this same model applies to other forms of inter-ordered operability, ordered operability, and states between the same, etc. E.g., the historian might wish to re-ascertain the truth status of a putative set of statements and through the exercise of such intentions perform a factological re-assessment of such statements, etc., effectively, in the manner of a fact-checker, or similar. (103)


In other words, the disciplinarian usually has a set of well-tested methods and well-informed statements, etc., in order to go about this process of a reiterated (conformal) truth assessment of their putative statements, etc.  But, by whatever means, whether as a disciplinarian and/or as a secularist, they usually have to hand procedures that allow that person to come to conclusions that are conformally valid, and so on. (104)



Against such a backdrop of conformal discrimination, the disciplinarian or non-disciplinarian usually has the means for some form and degree of truth assessment, where, by such means both representative statements and misrepresentative propositions can be suitably differentiated. But, now, with this background hypothetically accepted, what can be profitably said about how the reasonable thinking person should go about this problematic assessment and differentiation, say, of non-conspiratorial presentations and conspiratorial presentations? (105)

Here, we need to reintroduce the tripartite scheme of direct evidential observations, testimonies by others, and, valid inferences. Where, ideally, we perceive/apperceive either the overt or covert presence of all three factors simultaneously. E.g., in the performance of the history of the present, say, by a collator dealing with the stock of current videos dealing with the Russo-Ukrainian War, as recently posted on Social-Media, we could note the typical contours and trajectories of the following. The person who collates their relatively informal report is someone we trust, and, hence, their testimony is weighted accordingly. Certain videos appear to show the same Russian oil installation on fire. Russian bloggers note that the fire was caused by Ukrainian drones. Hypothetically, if that facility X is on fire, then we could supply a weighted hierarchy of possible scenarios, e.g., an accident, sabotage, a drone attack, hit by lightning or by a meteorite. But a series of miscellaneous reports on this same topic appear to line-up, indicate a strong degree of alignment. So, e.g., Russian videos, filmed on their smart phones by Russians located near this installation, confirm that a fire has taken place at this facility in the last day or so. Numerous reports mention the sound of drones, their arrival and their apparent exploding when making contact with this facility. Although, as philosophers, and metaphysicians, we no longer subscribe to ‘positions’, still, in the assessment of this process of collation, through continually arriving at effective approaches or overall perspectives, as conducted through careful processes of triangulation, a report can be formed that represents an essential understanding of what is occurring, albeit treated as a simulated-simulation, i.e., as the simulation of a relative non-simulated state of affairs… given such continual re-assurance through effective textual co-alignment, and so on. In effect, the videos present a type of directly simulated evidence; the unimpeachable testimony of the collator is taken for granted given a history of such authenticity; and, putting all these texts together it is quite understandable that certain inferences can and will be made in and through the formulation of a well-conducted conjecture dealing with that same current topic being found to hand. (106)


Where, through this conjunction of the phenomenological, hermeneutical, and the existential, both individually and together, through the putative irruption of non-economic patterns of resolution in reiterable forms of a coherent narration representing the situation in question, albeit as contained within these anti-representational guidelines, will duly be formed and disseminated accordingly (should such transmissions not be interfered with from the perspective of their informational content, etc.). (107)


But, be that as it may, we now have a general problem where both legacy media, as Media, and Social-Media are all too often subjected to a variety of misleading claims, etc. Just how does the so-called ‘ordinary person’ navigate this metaphorical ‘minefield’/mind-field given, in this process of conformal differentiation (and integration), we inevitably find such widespread error, dissimulation, duplicity, and mendacity? Yet, arguably, at the same time, we also find islands of truth-seeking, conjectural demonstration, confirmation (in real time, and retrospective) verification (through forms of exhibited textual alignments, i.e., [hermeneutically oriented] realignments, [phenomenal-phenomenologically oriented] re-de-mis-alignments and [existentially oriented] re-alignment as forms of conformal affirmation, etc., as argued elsewhere), etc. (108)

Using this template model, we could ask ourselves are the current woes of Media, and the problematic nature of Social-Media, either an internal phenomenon, within the overall world of Media itself, or subject to undue influences from some other set of social systems along with their disciplines and sub-disciplines, etc., or also a problem through defective patterns of interaction on a more trans-disciplinary, inter-organizational level of interaction and confrontation??? Dialectically, we could always ague for all of the above. Interactions are, we could say, negotiations between different and dissonant forces, and, cannot be perfectly resolved because if interactions were to be perfectly resolved then those same relationships, and their reported narrations, would also be dissolved, perfectly deconstructed, terminated historically, and so on. Therefore, as ever, the answer is a matter of scale. To what comparative degree are problems internally problematic within a set of disciplines and sub-discipline co-associated with a specific or particular appreciation of a certain social organization; internally problematic on a trans-disciplinary scale between different social organizations, etc., or also problematic on the level of those system competitively interacting with the same. In this regard, let us assume (on a priori ground for the sake of this argument) that the level of interest in all forms of news dissemination remains the same across the last few decades and into the future to the same extent. Then, given the decline in overall subscriptions in traditional Media versus the increasing levels of subscription in Social-Media, admittedly from an initial baseline of zero, it would appear that these two worlds, in the overall world of Media in general, are obviously in competition with each other. And where readership, so-called clicks, advertising revenues, audience participation, etc., have followed suit, in this general translation of interest from Media to Social-Media. So, invoking this template model we can now ask ourselves what are the problematic features within Media, and within Social-Media, and, what is the problematic nature of this interaction between these two worlds of media, and, moreover, just how relatively problematic are these three fields of consideration? I.e., problematic in terms of their attracting audience participation, finding a profit, how they deal with conformal considerations in the dissemination of their content, and so on (assuming, for the moment at least, that we have no fourth field or other fields of contention although if we were to assume a general budget of ‘temporal interest’ we could also ask to what extent other fields of endeavour might also be contesting the time spent by audiences in their reception of media in general? Here we might tentatively ask if time spent playing e-games, e-betting, e-learning, emailing, blogging, zooming, skyping, having a coffee with friends, gardening, travel, work demands, etc., might also be impinging on the temporal consumption of media. Say, from the perspective involved in the dissemination of news, and similar forms of reporting. However, for the simplification of such considerations, these possibilities will be conveniently overlooked)? (109)


We can also argue, from the perspective of this template model, that all social problems at least fall within their respective social-organization, and, therein, in at least one, or more, of its co-associated disciplines or sub-disciplines. That granted, let us explore what appears to be problematic in both Media and Social-Media and the obvious contestment currently in place between the same in that same order. (110)


By certain metrics, Media is no longer the force it was a few decades ago. Readerships are down; many urban and rural newspapers have closed; e-subscription models, except for a few prominent forms of traditional or legacy media, have rarely compensated for the loss in so-called ‘real-print’; the numbers of journalist, etc., working in such establishments is a fraction of what was once employed; profits have shrunk; and the industry as a whole is in crisis both reported and self-reported. (111


Not too long ago ‘my ideal breakfast’ would have been ‘one croissant, coffee, and the reading of the delivered newspaper’. But, such deliveries stopped a long time ago. Now, I find it difficult to read a newspaper, whatever its size or format. Then, most of the stories do not interest me, what stories that do interest me are poorly written and concern news that are now relatively stale, having been informed already through Social-Media about the nature of these latest events with degrees of chosen commentary often superior to that as found in print. Not too long ago, I came upon a considerable pile of recent copies of The Guardian Weekly, which I used to happily subscribed to (until they dropped their feature of a regular chess problem), and find I just do not have the time to read and have kept the same only in order work my way through their wonderful chess problems (having restored this feature a long time ago). I mentioned I would be happy to pass the same on to a friend, but, even they declined for similar reasons. We all seem to be time poor these days, and, dare I say the obvious, Social-Media and its instant news gratification, has displaced our interest in traditional Media which can only compete, in part, by adopting this parallel model of Social-Media. But, given our free access to a wide range of Social-Media presentations, in a variety of formats, even their subscription model is generally failing and being undermined by this same world of Social-Media itself. (112)


Does the so-called ‘Legacy Media’, as Traditional Media, have something different and to be valued over Social-Media? I would answer with both a ‘yes’ and a ‘no’. Traditional standards were of such a high level that their dissemination of news would be once well-respected. The working-concept of ‘editorial independence’ served them well even through the political leanings of their proprietorship would have such publications falling on an understood political spectrum of the Right versus the Left. Still, disparate voices would also be present and some degrees of balance might be left in place. However, the working concept of a so-called ‘balanced presentation’ in news dissemination has retreated some time ago (although somewhat preserved in relatively non-commercial forms of public broadcasting, e.g., PBS in the US and the ABC and SBS in Australia). Unfortunately, the concept of editorial independence has witnessed a recent radical retreat when the proprietors of a number of prominent publications in the US
 refused to let their editorial boards promote the candidacy of Kamala Harris in the 2024 Presidential Elections in the US. This retreat appears to have been prompted by the signalled retribution that would have been delivered by a probable Trump presidency and given the wide range of economic concerns, besides media, controlled by such wealthy individuals (acting as virtual oligarchs if not as actual oligarchs) such expected traditional editorial independence was overridden. The reaction by a well-informed public was also swift with a disgruntled readership cancelling their subscriptions, or similar. So, what prospects has a traditional Media to look forward to? It would appear only in a much truncated form, with a much reduced level in investigative journalism (given its obvious expense), in a form that probably echoes its Social-Media dissemination along with an understood loss of editorial independence given the exigencies of the political-economy as refracted through the viewpoint of certain more important economic imperatives understandably being entertained by their proprietorship. (113)


What have we gained and what have we lost through this unstoppable shift towards Social-Media? (114)


On one hand, we are presented with an apparent plethora of possibilities, and on the other hand, much has also been lost. Traditionally, the Media had the role of the so-called ‘Fourth Estate’. I.e., that public expectation that Media would call political leaders, companies, prominent families to account for perceived or misperceived wrongs committed within the political-economy. A process (often referred to as a so-called ‘gate-keeping’) thought to be exercised somewhat without fear or favour although operating, generally, within the rules of legal propriety (as managed by the necessity of their operating legal departments used for vetting their copy before its dissemination). The ensuing reluctance to disseminate patent mis-information, let along dis-information or mal-information, is lost in many forms of Social-Media. On the other hand, some forms of Social-Media do pride themselves on having a good reputation and will go to considerable lengths to see that that reputation is well-maintained. However, just what might be meant by a ‘well-maintained reputation’ in this marketplace of Social-Media? Consider the following. (115)


There are a number of commentators or collators of information on the very recent events occurring in the Russo-Ukrainian War, that just do not get anything other than an occasional mention in Traditional Media, arguably behaving as ‘historians of the present, who go out of their way to suitably report of such event, even later apologising on those occasion when they find they have unintentionally misreported their interpreted versions of such events. Contrast, that if you would, by a popular YouTube influencer whose stock in trade is a seemingly veritable raft of conspiracy theories. If popularity were to be a guide, and a financial indicator of the potential profitability in performing such a commentary, well we might ask if ‘reputation’ is a key differential here? It could well be the case that the peddler of conspiracies has a more profitable ‘reputation’ than the hardworking YouTube collator commenting of that illegal war. Both influencers provide a service, but, if we were to salvage this expression ‘reputation’, in both its denotative and connotative senses,
 how might we differentiate the use of this expression in these two different types of ‘news dissemination’? How might we resolve this philosophical puzzle? (116)


Clearly, we have to differentiate between reputation in terms of the reiterable expectation of popularity (and its financial correlates in terms of the profitability of its co-associated YouTube channel), and the expression ‘reputation’ in terms of its ‘expectation for a reiterable positive conformal status that can be relied upon to continue to operate in that same orientation’. In the first sense ‘the reputation of the reputation’ of that disseminator of conspiracies is quite different from ‘the reputation of the reputation’ seeming possessed by that effective historian of the present and I would like to hazard the guess that in the first instance we have a process of duplication and in the second instance we have a process of reduplication. Let me explain. In asymmetrical duplication we essentially have the ‘x of y’ to be read as an instance of ‘x’, and, the ‘y of x’ to be a type of ‘y’, and, where ‘x is not equal to y’, and v.v. On the other hand, in symmetrical reduplication we have the ‘x of x’ and the inter-ordered-like formation of ‘x2’, in the effective emergence of a different type of product altogether. Similarly, in regard to ‘y2’. Defining ‘x’ as ‘possessing a good an honest reputation (but not necessarily popular)’ and ‘y’ as ‘definitely possessing (only) a reputation to be popular’, and ‘x2’ as definitely possessing an honest reputation and ‘y2’ as ‘definitely possessing a reputation to be (only) popular’.  In other words, reputation in its positive connotation if present is not only confirmed by given a promoted (conformal) meta-status, as a form of alignment between this denotation and its connotation. Whereas, in the former instance, ‘reputation’ can only mean ‘the expectation for a continuing popularity’ and as not meant in its conformal usage. Or rephrased, less technically, ‘reputation’ in terms of ‘popularity’ alone is using this expression without any implications for its connotation of ‘being truthful and acting truthfully’, and so on. Or, more simply, although the same expression ‘reputation’ is being used the implied connotations are quite different if only to the extent that ‘being honest and truthful’ is considered to be more positive whereas ‘being popular’ has a relatively more neutral form of connotation. (117)


So, in the light of this analysis, in practical terms, just how should viewers of these two YouTube channels decide as to conformal reputation of these two quite different parties? By what methods, in ascertainment, are we to treat their content as either well-representative of lived-reality or only representative of a fictitiously lived life-experience (on the grounds of probability that most conspiratorial accounts are unsubstantiated or poorly substantiated conspiracies that never attain a level of evidential support that could eventually earmark them as ‘conformally valid interpretations of lived-experience’)? (118)


In reflecting upon this the necessity to perform this differential between the relatively conformal and the relatively non-conformal how might we proceed? Let me answer, as a defense of this non-traditional metaphysics,
 namely, meta-philosophically, on an inter-ordered basis, existentially, pragmatically and by all other modes of treatment that demonstrate a clear difference in this regard. (119)


Meta-philosophically, we can invoke a Tarskian approach. If what person A says is true then, on first appearances, it would appear that ‘they are being honest’, and, if what B says is not true or without evidence for being true then it would appear that ‘they are being dishonest if they do not qualify their putative statements as ‘speculative.’ Therefore, A can say X’ is true iff x, but, B cannot (currently) say Y’ is true therefore y if there is no current evidence for saying so. Meta-philosophically, we can also look at the requisite pre-conditions and conditions for putative truth values as a positive conformal post-condition (i.e., as evidentially present in some period of time). (120)


On an inter-ordered basis, we can invoke the sub-metaphysical disciplines that have a relevant impact for positive conformal ascertainments, e.g., relevant patterns of historical treatment, scientific treatment, categorical treatment, etc. (121)


On an existential basis we note the qualitative differences that would be made through the presence or absence of certain factors in our e/valuations of a certain specific form of relational situatedness. E.g., the hungry person was given food to eat in order to relieve their pressing hunger versus the situation where another hungry person ended up starving to death. (122)


Under the heading of the ‘pragmatic’ we note the findings of our prior explorations, namely, the deontological centering of the pragmatic disposition within the intellectual restrictions of a positive nihilism, and anti-representational-representationalism where representations, therefore, are only arrived at through forms of textual alignment, non-non-textual alignment; realignment, re-de-mis-alignment, re-alignment, etc. (123)


Then, to complement or supplement such proceedings we can note what roles inter-operability, inter-corporability, retreatability, and so on might assist us in these differential and integral deliberations. E.g., a history of x supports the contention of the existence of x, etc. Or, e.g., scientifically, we can interpret x as having a certain type of existence by virtue of those theoretical mechanisms thought able to be applied to x. Or x is evidentially valid given that the historical recording of x has existed in and from a certain period of time, etc. (124)


Or, returning to this issue of discerning a positive conformal reputation we can say that, even if only intuitively, we must have a reasonable level of access to certain differential characteristics, indicators, pragmatic considerations, conjectures, etc., that would allow us to make such discernments, given, arguably, that, to a certain degree, this would be necessary for our survival as a person, both individually and collectively, in order to remain for any length of time within this world at large. (125)


Now, given these varying degrees of a retreat, in general, by all forms of Media from this space of a relatively conformal delivery of a qualitatively well-informed informational content, how then does the viewer or consumer of the same come to a conformally valid appreciation of its current status? With the recent advent of deep fakes, AI generated content both summarized and/or presented as a form of ‘hallucination’ how is the consumer of such content able to conformally differentiate one presentation from some other? Either directly and/or indirectly through the application of these types of headings. Or, more directly, by assessing the reputation of the generator of that form of media and assessing whether that type and style of reputation, etc., is actually being lived up to or not, and so on. Invoking a range of methods from rejecting those reports or reportings that are internally contradictory and where and when those contradictions cannot be rendered as less contradictory if not non-contradictory, etc. Or, again, from a pragmatic perspective, albeit invoking more a pragmatical outlook, noting ‘that which does not work should be duly dispensed with’, and so on.  (126)


Such methods granted, for this differentiation and integration of both informal reports and more formal reportings, have we a more general approach that might render such ascertainment on a firmer footing and, therein and thereby, allow us either to affirm what should be affirmed and dis-affirm what should not be affirmed? (127)


Without a doubt, we have the utilization of working-suspensions, etc. The very ability to suspend such informational content should allow us to at least escape the ideological baggage entailed through the negative connotations of such denotations. Then, if correctly applied, through the auspices of sound conjectural economies, we should also find, on balance, that the automatic invocation of the de-suspension should also assist us in finding a more firm sense of footing in such matters… further assisting us in this necessary process of differentiation, etc. (128)


Applied to ostensively conformal information along with all other forms of information that are mis-informed, dis-informed, and/or mal-informed we should find the necessary methods to hand to be able to make our path through this otherwise veritable world of confusion, which, as an observation, appears to be something that the more perspicacious are able to do, but, where, unfortunately, the more impressionable do not seem to make such a headway. That, given such optimism mixed in with this dose of pessimism, it would appear that many people are still going to be swayed by such fraudulent forms of propaganda so much so that we might well ask to what extent authorities, reasonable people (and where these two categories we well know are all too often not be identical), etc., might feel the need, as a social imperative to intervene and protect society as a whole from the inevitable and inescapable adverse consequences that must stem from the broadscale acceptance of unsubstantiated, conspiratorially scenarios? Arguing, here, that our common cultural-intercultural survival depends upon having ourselves sensibly rooted in a suitably represented world of lived-experience, albeit within the confines of an anti-representational-representationalism, etc. But, then, either the not so skeptical religious person or the very skeptical non-religious person might well argue that social realities have bourn very little resemblance to the well-represented realities of their lived-experiences given that the over-prevalence of ideological distortions from a wide variety of cultural sources disseminating mis-information, etc., has been the traditional cours du jour (course of the day)? But, again, we could argue ‘it is all a matter of scale’, and, as to ‘where such ideological distortions are allowed to exercise their disturbing fascination…’ where traditional boundaries between the compactual and the contractual may well have proffered some form of protection, or insurance in such matters. Or, more realistically, we eventually ‘come to our senses’ (witness our moving on past so-called ‘witch trials’; the many cultural revolutions that different countries have had to endure; periods of iconoclastic reformation and counter-reformation, and so on?)… (129)


It stands to reason that if a certain social organization is experiencing internal problems that this template model, at the very least, can be brought to bear on such internally located problematicity. In our cursory inspection of the problems associated with the overall world of media we find somewhat different problematic considerations apply within the realm of Traditional Media in comparison to the relatively recent innovation of a Social-Media. In the former we find the breakdown of traditional expectations where we had once envisaged the so-called Fourth Estate would function as this Fourth Estate and hold the other three Estates to account. But, for a variety of reasons, from shrinking budgets to an erosion of editorial independence we can now no longer entertain such expectations. Then, in regard to Social-Media we find a somewhat different, but not a completely different set of problems, from questions of trust to a reasonable fearfulness that mis-information, etc., will further erode the continued functioning of a democratic consensus given the role that so-called ‘bad actors’ can effectively distort the functioning of our democracies through the over-promotion of populists, demagogues, oligarchs, fascists and other exponents of all other forms of extremism. Then, obviously, Social-Media is continuing its inroads into the provinces of a Traditional Media and it is reasonable to ask, in this regard, if this latter incarnation of media is able to perform some of the roles of the former. Can Social-Media call to account so-called ‘bad-actors’ if such bad actors are effectively using Social-Media to their own nefarious ends?
 But, let me leave this as an open rhetorical question which both the histories of the present and the histories of the future will, soon enough, decide for themselves… (130)

In hindsight, does this template model help us to disentangle the very problematic features of a complex set of social problems? In my opinion, at least it provisionally proffers a ‘map’ as to how we should approach and disentangle such features. It is safe to say, that no social organization, along with its various disciplines and sub-disciplines, is without problematic features; then, that no social system is an ‘island unto itself’; and, that those contesting social systems overlapping the primary social system under consideration, themselves, are not immune from an array of problems of both their own-making and other-making. (131)


Again, it is a matter of relativity and scale. Within which field do we find a greater degree of problematicity or is the problem primarily trans-disciplinary? In the obesity crisis, as simplified by myself, it is more the clash between social organizations that this crisis manifests itself, i.e., the shortcuts engineered by various food industries,
 with a diminishment of the levels of protein eventually impinge upon people’s health as both proactively and reactively looked after by the medical industries and whose disseminated solutions to date have totally failed given, after five or so decades, the non-reversal of those same adverse trends. Or, in the problem of formulating a coherent and consistent penal philosophy, given various potentially conflicting objectives, and a tension between the political executive and the political legislature along with differences between business aspirations and public aspirations both for and against such institutions we inevitably end up with the inertia of an institutionalization in the reiterative building of such institutions along with its proliferation of rituals and routines that, on balance, excessively migrate into form of meta-work until such trends are effectively disrupted (through the re-direction of radical reforms rather than non-radical redirection of minor reforms or pseudo-reforms). Again, in the building of enough residences for a certain population we find a relative deficit despite the current quantity of building stock that could theoretically house that population, but, where either inadequate and/or conflicting political policies all too often effectively obstruct a minimization of such a demand. E.g., in Australia, I am sure a quite considerable number of elderly people end up dismissing the mantra of ‘downsizing’ because they know that if they were to downsize the financial difference arrived at in the sale of their larger residence and the purchasing of small residence may well impinge adversely on the benefit of their pensions and may well feel it to be in the better interest to maintain their overall level of wealth primarily in the form of their own home given that in the advent of a sale the primary residence is neither taxed nor adversely affects a citizen’s access to their right of having a pension. Or, put another way, if the access to a pension were to be not qualified by such restrictions on the permitted levels of liquid assets, etc., there would be no unintentional consequences in the form a general reluctance to downsize in the manner as mentioned. Needless to say, a variety of other costs to be incurred and their unintended consequences like, e.g., the initial payment of a sales tax, a shortage of accommodation for elderly people, a reluctance to leave your area of residence, the additional costs of house sales, etc., also all contribute to this distortion in the market complicated by other factors like people buying residences and practically not using them, people have more than one home, buildings that are empty for a variety of reasons, etc. Reviewed in this light we might well, with good arguments, sheet the blame for such a crisis in housing affordability, and homelessness as part of this same crisis, along with the problematic and precarious nature of employment, to the intentional and unintentional behaviours of government, on all levels, and the general inertia to insist of fair and equitable reforms in a radical reconfiguration of this distortion of the housing market, etc. As for the multivarious problems both within and between Media and Social-Media we have the shrinking of the former and the relative non-regulation of the latter and subsequent problems ensuing from the dissemination of mis-information, etc., especially in the maintenance of our democratic way of life should our democracies be undermined by less democratic forms of governance, etc. (132)

Now, does this six-tiered approach proffer an additional ‘map’ as to how the aspirational writing and arbitrational re-writing might effectively be constituted? I believe this approach has some considerable merit if only by virtue of the fact that on these different levels different forms of interaction are involved and that we need to respond in an appropriate manner in different ways on these different levels of articulation, explication, and expeditious intervention, etc. (133)


Then, we should also ask, in the light of this non-traditionally constituted metaphysical review of the political-economy does such an approach proffer additional insights in how social problems might be more intelligently resolved and where subsequent radical reforms might be more successfully expedited? (134)

7. An Inter-Ordered Appreciation of Proposed Forms for Social-Re-Design


I have argued that in the meta-philosophical reduplication of philosophically envisage orders we end up with the replication of six metaphysical fields and their co-associated disciplines and sub-disciplines. Namely, a categorical metaphysics, a psychological-sociological spectrum/s, the political-economy, sciences and histories, and, that ‘doing metaphysics’ is primarily entertaining one or more of these metaphysical fields and their co-associated disciplines and sub-disciplines. (135)

Of primary interest in this essay was the reduplication of the existential-deontologocal style of judgment in conjunction with non-existential pragmatical judgments whose joint reduplication sees the putative formation of the political-economy. I.e., more or less, the reduplication of a ‘pragmatics’ versus the more limited expediency of the merely ‘pragmatical’.
 A relationship mirrored in the predication of the basic compactual-contractual characterization of the overall political-economy. (136)

Although not focused upon in this essay, were the concepts of ‘inter-operability’ and ‘inter-corporability’. In the former we note the differences between duplication and reduplication. In the latter we note how the wholesale processes of duplication, when one disciplines operates on another can lead to the further incorporation of such operational research, and, where in reverse the original discipline can re-incorporate the research initiated by the original discipline. So, e.g., sciences wax lyrically on topics in a categorical metaphysics, say, transformations, causation, time and space, etc., and, that there is no reason or restriction why a categorical metaphysics, in turn, cannot reabsorb the operational research performed by contemporary sciences. (137)


As an additional heuristic device, I proposed six hierarchically interrelated ‘tiers; as methodological series of approaches to the articulation and resolution of various problems to be found both within and between social organizations. (138)


That in a reaction to the review of overtly evident problems on a first tier it would be natural to formulate the same in an aspirational language. I wouldn’t want to be homeless, it is my expectation that many of the homeless would probably prefer to have some form of acceptable accommodation. Thence the writing of such problems in an aspirational language noting realistically where we are, why we would prefer things to be otherwise, and the how we might be able to go from where we are to where we would wish to be… (139)


Looking more closely as problematic features we should be able, to some extent, better perceive in more detail the covert complexity of such issues. Hence the recognition of a second tier. (140)


However, on a third tier we discover that an aspirational language is not enough in order to pragmatically comprehend the in-depth nature of that aspirationally required ‘how’, in order to get us from realistically ‘where’ we are to ‘why’ we would idealistically wish to be somewhere else, and, that what is needed is an arbitrational rewriting of those arbitrational mechanisms that hitherto had been either defectively utilized, inadequately designed, and, improperly articulated, inappropriately applied, inappositely invoked, and so on. Here the understanding is that only through a prioritization of a small number of our private ambitions, desires, along with our publicly expressed social aspirations can be realized, and, then, only through the good graces of others since our freedom to be in this world is primarily expedited through(-)others, and v.v. (141)


Furthermore, the successful re-writing of arbitrational rules and mechanisms will almost inevitably require the exercise of a political dimension. Thence the functions exercised on a fourth tier. (142)


On a fifth tier, I noted that many problems have a holistic-like resonance with other problems to be found in the political-economy and that a certain insightfulness can arise through noting these other problems, their apparent forms of resolution, the commonalities and differences between the same, etc. Just as, e.g., the precarious nature of working pay and conditions and housing affordability also have a direct link with their more extreme manifestation in the form of homelessness. (143)


Last, on a sixth tier, I noted the need to invoke an existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism in order to realize an equitable form of an aspirational amelioration of these problematic issues to be found within the orbit of the political-economy… (144)


Throughout the explorations of this non-traditional metaphysics I have also noted the role to be played by ‘transformational retreatment’ where through a ‘metaphysical return’ we ‘re-enter the spheres of the discipline of the philosophical, the domain of all other disciplines and their sub-disciplines, along with the world of the secular and its inhabitants numbering among both the religious and the non-religious alike… in essence, the re-recognizing, the re-encountering, and the re-engaging with the world of lived-experience…’ (145)

8. Provisional Conclusions through a Metaphysical Return to Lived-Responsibility


As intimated, with the exercise of conjecturally well-constructed suspensions, we immediately invoke de-suspensions whose force, whose ensuing forcefulness, if properly instigated, may well lead to a resolution of the problematic nature of lived-experience through the non-economic irruption of processes of economic resolution embedded at the very heart of the ‘economic’. Of course, such processes of resolution will occur in time, hopefully, in a timely manner, and, will take time to oversee the ensuing de-anomalization of those types of experience as aspirationally envisaged. A process that must also entail a rewriting of arbitrational processes in order to both augment the non-existential richness and enhance the existential enrichment of lived-experience… (146)


But, welcome back to the bitter taste of a lived-reality of lived-experiences where even personal experiences will also be re(-)lived inter-personally through the ‘life’ of our communities…
 (147)


Where, through those social inequalities, nations must either evolve, or, sadly, find themselves subjected to revolutions… in a trading of one nomenclature (the so-called ‘elite/s’) for another class of rulers along with a generation of suffering for the majority of its citizens. Without a doubt, where doubt itself needs to be suspended, people cannot happily live and dream, where even reasonable dreams cannot be realized despite the dissemination of that false cultural myth, we are told to tell ourselves, namely, ‘that we can all succeed if only we would work harder’. (148)


Lived-progress cannot be had by merely standing still, or worse, metaphorically ‘treading water’… in order ‘not to drown’. (149)


The political-economy becomes polarized when these aspirational feelings of ‘progress’ are obstructed and distorted, or worse, reversed. (150)


Where many problematic features of the many life-worlds in this overall world-of-life are magnified through an ensuing disempowerment and disenfranchisement, and then further problematized by such inequalities, and so on, and so forth..!!
 (151)


Where these peripheral problems are named every day, but, where the root cause that aggravates such anomalies is not to be named, through the subversion of an overall Media, where such censored silence can only make things worse… through mis-information, dis-information, and mal-information, and so on. (152)


Go ahead, name that which should be named! That which should be shamed! Knows only an exaggerated greed, and self-consuming lust for power… and oversees both an inadvertent and advertent destruction of good governance… that then shackles the abilities of the good person to live a good life… as well-defined and mutually understood by both the individual and their communities… through due concern and care. (153)


But, wait not, where there is hope, there is a hope that that which needs to be unwound can be unwound, and, that which needs to be wound up can be wound up accordingly..!! (154)







        Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 1.2.25.


Appendix A: The Recovery of a Philosophy of Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion?


The policy abbreviated under the acronym ‘DEI’ arose out of the Civil Rights Movement in the US in 1960s and, in part, might explain its negative right-wing re-badging in company with other radically misunderstood cultural war targets also often collectively dismissed under the relatively vacuous and disingenuous slogan of ‘woke’ (‘being woke’, ‘wokeism’, etc.).
 (155)


Putting to the side this imposition of such negative connotations, instead, let us focus on the positive shifts in cultural understanding that this type of policy is attempting to achieve. Overlooked is the fact that under these three interconnected headings few people, if at all, are actually left out… (156)


Under the heading of ‘diversity’, when applied to the workplace, there is a recognition that a wide variety of people will need to harmoniously work together and where such differences should not be singled out for unfair patterns of treatment from either the management of that workplace and/or the interactions of those workers among themselves. Where such differences should not be a basis for adverse forms of discrimination, and where such diversity recognizes differences in gender, ethnicity, sexual orientation, disability, age, culture, class, religion, or opinion. In effect, there is no one that could not be unfairly discriminated under more than one of those sub-headings. (157)


Under ‘equity’ there is a direct reference to concepts of ‘fairness’ and ‘justice’. At this juncture I would like to point out that women still have not achieved an historical parity in wages in countries like, e.g., the US, Australia, etc.
 (158)


With ‘inclusion’ we have the recognition that a working culture needs to cultivate an environment where all ‘voices’ will be metaphorically ‘heard’, and neither silenced nor cancelled, and so on. As a general observation, those industries that practice such policies, either advertently or inadvertently, are usually more successful than those businesses that operate with an historical mono-cultural complexion, i.e., where the leadership is just males, or females, or the elderly, or the merely young, have the same ethnic backgrounds, have the same political or religious persuasions, etc. In a multivarious world, I am sure, workplaces with a multivarious workforce would be more inclined to entertain a range of decisions more in an alignment with such a disparate world… assuming that such a workplace can operate harmoniously. (159)


Before we dismiss such an overall policy, we should ask ourselves have we already benefited from the implementation of this more respectful environment, do we stand to benefit from a continuation of such a respectful orientation in the workplace, in our cultures, in our politics, in our relations with other countries, and so on? Earlier in this essay I noted the placement of lifts at all railways stations in Sydney and how that had assisted my entry to such establishments even though prior to the accident with my knee I would always have preferred to take the stairs… grateful, and no doubt put in at great expense, that the relatively disabled were being taken into consideration in such matters. It is very easy to dismiss such respectfulness as just an excessive form of political correctness, but, given the current disparities and suffering in our society it would be wonderful if we could minimize such unnecessary forms of discrimination that, in truth, also directly or indirectly affect our own lives… and, that one day, sooner than later, there would be no need for such policies… where such natural concern and care would just be shown as a matter of course…  (160)

To conclude, would it not be an uninformed, and somewhat ignorant person, who would work against the interests of others and their own interests at the same time? (161)












   N.T., 2.2.25.

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


�	So, e.g., the professional pursuit of history (histories) usually falls within the social organization of Academia, or, at the very least, a recognition of its role in how it organizes the dissemination of historical research, say, through essays, books, and other forms of publication. Similarly, sciences are disseminated within Academia, but, in joining forces with the economic world (as those spaces that are politically enacted within the political-economy) it also extends more visibly (than histories) into the economic world.


� 	In its neutral sense of relatively positive, neutral and/or negative forms of e/valuational formation associated with relational e/valuational and not so much with pro-relational and trans-relational forms of e/valuational formation. On the other hand, this does not imply their economic isolation from one another given that existentialization is seen as the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, etc.


� 	Previously explored in Book 9 and Book 11.


� 	E.g., through hermeneutical re-mitigation, phenomenal-phenomenological re-mediation, existential re(-)normalization, etc. I.e., overseeing an individual and collective strengthening of our economies through ‘progressive’ forms of re(-)iterated conjectural refinement, and so forth. I.e., as entailed, e.g., in the sixfold formula ‘well-formed, well-informed, well-reformed, well-conformed, well re-formed, and well re-informed. Refer to Pursuit, III.X17.36.


� 	‘Cooperation’ being delivered through a ‘mix of either co-operation and/or co-option’


� 	E.g., where the obesity crisis is reflected by the epidemic of type-2 diabetes and a host of other metabolically linked disorders, and, where, e.g., the institutionalized pre-conditions for homeless are paralleled in excessive rents, non-affordability of home ownership, etc., and where, through deeper forms of scrutiny many of these issues could well be seen mirroring more generally problematic aspects superficially operating around the functioning core of our political-economies? That, in regard to the same, the optimist envisages the location of such problematic issues as relative ‘superficial’, and as able to be redressed, whereas, in contrast, the pessimist may well see such problems as ‘endemic’ or ‘constitutional’, and as more part of the political-economic system itself (and, therefore, more deserving of compensation rather than radical processes of reform, etc.).


� 	A differential description that comparatively applies not just to individuals but also communities, organizations, regions, nations, etc.


� 	An observation already iterated in paragraph 9.


� 	Making a distinction between a general ‘cooperation’ and its mixed division between a relatively mutual ‘co-operation’ and a generally less mutual ‘co-option’.


� 	The suitable expedition of our intentions, besides the cooperation of others, must also hypothetically invoke proper forms involved in the particularity of phenomenal-phenomenological analyses; the appropriateness of forms involved in the generality of hermeneutical investigations, and the existential appositeness involved in the specificity of our engagements.


� 	At least five to eight years before being able to commercially harvest such a crop.


� 	I have referred to this third aspect to the political (theoretical)-(practical) economy as the ‘stylistic domain’, sometimes with a radical complexion, and as the true locus for the enaction of political intervention. In this regard, e.g., political legislation can be seen as relatively ‘theoretical’, the utilization of civil service and/or consultants mediating the practical dimension of the enacted economy, and where the executive functions of business and politics operate from this so-called ‘third moment of this stylistic domain’.


� 	Symbolized by the ‘-‘ in the expression ‘political-economy’.


� 	Arguing that each distinctive discipline, as an economy, has a distinctive identity that can be explicated under the three headings of a ‘disciplinary differential’, a ‘disciplinary meta-differential’, and, a ‘disciplinary non-differential’. In transformational retreatment, in the metaphysical return, we find a commonality between disciplines and the secular world by virtue of this disciplinary non-differential that oversees how a distinctive discipline functions in this world at large vis-à-vis both other disciplines and the secular (either with or without the imputation of a religious dimension).


� 	Refer to Page 5 of my Homepage Site. 


� 	Thence the dictum: ‘observe what they do, but, don’t listen to what they say’, or expressions formulated in a similar manner.


� 	Incorporation is interoperability on a disciplinary level of appropriation where one discipline or sub-discipline incorporates another field and its co-associated disciplinary approaches, and, where the original disciplinarians of the incorporated field re-appropriate the same back into its original disciplinary context/s along with the additional techniques developed in its initial incorporation. So, e.g., even though a psychology and/or sociology is not a science, being a social science, it could adopt and adapt scientific methods for the evaluation of so-called therapeutic processes in order to ascertain an evidence-based approach to such a topic. Similarly, in the formulation of a relevant case history, methods from the sub-discipline of historical research could be adopted and adapted, etc. In reverse, historians could adopt psychological approaches in the somewhat problematic, probabilistic determination of the ‘apparent’ motivational intent to be observed through the imputed enactions of historical actors, etc.


� 	Refer to Appendix A.


� 	Hence the ‘beauty’ or ‘appositeness’ of my obesity model where we have problematic issues both within these two industries of the food industry and the health industry, and, a clash between these two forms of social organization given that they are both differently predicated in deontological-like terms of reference, respectively, ‘the need to make a profit’ (and a super profit if they can socially get away with it) versus ‘the responsibility of giving good evidenced-based medical advice dealing both proactively and reactively with medial conditions (as well as ‘making a profit’ in those sections of the health industry that  operate privately [through insurance, fees, etc.] and are non-governmentally funded either in part or in whole). Hence my interest in this take on the obesity crisis as a ‘model’ or ‘template’ or ‘key’ as to how other widespread social problems might also be addressed, etc. Hence my simplification of this crisis should not be read as ruling out all other relevant aspect, but, rather as the outline of a form of mapping as to how we might approach all social anomalies deemed to be problematic in aspirational-like terms of reference.


� 	So, the better advice would be to count grams of protein instead of calories. However, in creating this ‘template’ I have vastly simplified this picture of nutritional science. E.g., unhealthy levels of fructose should also be configured in this account along with the need for additional fibre and a veritable host of other factors.


� 	The New Scientist, 11 January 2025; Why US obesity rates have fallen for the first time in decades, Grace Wade.


� 	According to a Google AI Overview: Protein enrichment of bread involves the adding of protein sources to improve the nutritional value of the bread. Protein-enriched breads can have better digestibility, but the addition of protein can also change the bread’s texture and volume. Protein sources include, dairy, eggs, chickpeas, microalgae, and other proteins like pea protein, sunflower seed protein concentrate, lupine flour, soy protein concentrate, rice bran.


� 	Just as five decades of ‘counting calories’ has been worse than useless given the non-reversal of this trend for increasing levels of obesity across the general population in First World Countries, etc.


� 	Thence the ‘non-fork’ of ‘the non-pragmatic-pragmatical fork’ given the existential philosophy that entertains the situational understanding that the adequate pre-conditional and conditional re(self)-organization of our conjectural economies could well have the abilities to directly intervene in a positive existential manner, etc., and, therein and thereby, proffer suitable degrees and forms of aspirational amelioration. I.e., where a sufficient appreciation of the specificities of a certain relationship has the ability, through existential intervention, to apply both an overall positive existential-pragmatism and a positive non-existential pragmatical redressement of that situation itself.


� 	Such a practice appears to be culturally-interculturally ingrained, witness the historical use of leprosaria (also known by many other names, e.g., leprosariums, leprosoriums, leper houses, leper colonies, lazarets, lazarettes, lazarettos, lazrettas, leprosy villages, etc.). Then we have had prisons, locking people also up for debts, inebriation, etc; transportation; along with development of large institutional lunatic asylums that persisted till the end of the 20th century. Foucault has in depth explored this phenomenon of social incarceration, albeit as refracted through his nuanced arguments for the imposing of disciplinary-like processes of ‘subjection’ of the individual to the powers of the state and all that that might entail. Refer to, e.g., Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison, (Surveiller et punir: Naissance de la prison), 1975.


� 	David McDivitt noted that these five categories were presented in ‘this order of precedence’.


� 	The Conversation; published January 23, 2025; the five co-authors of the article being noted as Emma Russell, et al. This article is titled: Prisons don’t create safer communities, so why is Australia spending billions on building them?


� 	For reference the population of Australia in 1950 was 8,176,750, in 1985 it was 15.79 million, and in 1923 was 27 million.


� 	Ibid. In comparison, the overall incarceration rate (according to a Google AI Overview) in the US is 531 people per 100,000. This is higher than most developed countries. I.e., 0.531%. That, according to US Criminal Justice Data – roughly 1.8 million people are incarcerated in the US at the end of 2023. In comparison, 1.69 million people are incarcerated in China. 


� 	Ibid.


� 	Ibid.


� 	Especially in hypomania and manic-depressive illnesses. Such medications, dramatically, can be very effective. Currently, much less so in depressive illnesses.


� 	Bringing this template down to the ground level of disciplines and their sub-disciplines we might hazard the following conjecture, namely, a certain unresolved tension between the political legislature and the political executive with an emphasis on the dictates of the latter and a general non-contestment of such pressures resulting in both greater levels of incarceration and penal institutions to accommodate such candidates?


� 	Refer to � HYPERLINK "https://www.uts-edu.au/news/business-law/sydney-housing-unaffordability-median-full-time-income" ��https://www.uts-edu.au/news/business-law/sydney-housing-unaffordability-median-full-time-income� 


� 	I have met a few patients who have been deliberately destructive of their environment. One patient, responding to ‘the voices’, scratched dozens of cars one afternoon, and, another, also responding to ‘the voices’ and expressed ‘feelings of pressure’ (almost as a reversal of ‘self-harming’), destroyed the walls of their accommodation on an almost regular basis. But, these two patients, with a lengthy history for perpetrating such acts, should not be used as an argument to prevent the provision of such establishments where I have met many candidates who have positively thrived in such an environment. That, to a great degree, if society has not managed to appropriately house all its citizens, for whatever reason or reasons, then it is up to society to rectify this omission and appropriately extend, as a deontological imperative, an expansion of its compactual concern and care. I.e., as aspirationally noted, but, translated through the necessary re-writing of its relevant arbitrational terms of reference.


� 	As so insightlessly disseminated by the then Australian Treasurer, Joe Hockey, in his infamous speech when delivering the Federal Budget in 2014 in the Australian Parliament. ‘We are a nation of lifters, not leaners’ (along with the ironic message ‘that the age of entitlement is over’).


� 	I would argue that this type of insight supports the contention that we need an inter-ordered style of metaphysical appreciation in order, e.g., to better comprehend the compactual-contractual underpinnings of the political-economy, etc?


� 	Meant as a joke where on this ‘no-person’s land ‘all people reside and nowhere else’ in terms of our ability to ascertain conformally valid truth determinations. ‘Conformal’ in the sense of being able to be ‘reiterated with the same status in truth determination’.


� 	I.e., the L.A. Times, and The Washington Post.


� 	I.e., reputation in terms of ‘its relative popularity’ versus ‘the reputation of that reputation’ in terms of its positive conformal assessment.


� 	These headings being taken up in more detail in X20.


� 	The advent of Social-Media has also inadvertently created a range of social problems without the requirement of so-called bad actors operating on an international stage. Without guard rails, liabilities, genres of cultural adaptation, well-designed regulations, and comparable forms of compliance the ramification of this type of innovation is and will be socially disruptive. Witness an imputed increase in teenage depression, unhealthy forms of psychological influencing, virtual bullying, scams, stealing of personal information, covertly targeted political profiling and the dissemination of matched advertising, the general distraction of entire populations through gaming, gambling, perpetual posts, endless feeds, etc. Of course, let us not forget to look at the profound upside to be also co-associated with this same phenomenon. Unfortunately, societies seem to be ill-equipped as to how to utilize this ‘two-edged sword’. As an optimist, it is my belief that cultures will eventually learn how to better use such invaluable adjuncts.


� 	Another crisis I perceive as taking place within the overall domain of food industries is perhaps the poorly regulated world of ersatz foods, those foods being designed in factories, and designed to replace non-ersatz food products, whose price differentials will eventually see them considerably replacing their equivalent or parallel non-ersatz food products. We only have to see the variety of milks already in supermarkets to understand the beginnings of this potential ‘Wild West’ in food production if not subjected to adequate regulations and requisite forms of compliance. E.g., one issue is the variable quantity of salt being used in similar types of product, etc., and where this fact acts as an indicator that beneath the tip of this metaphorical ‘iceberg’ the general public has no idea what is being collectively badged as ‘healthy’, as ‘vegetarian’, as ‘vegan’, etc.  Then the inevitable successfulness of such products will have an inescapably disruptive set of consequences for more traditional food industries like dairy, the production of meat, and other similar forms of farming. Countries with large agricultural sectors will have to consider either switching to the growing of crops acting as the raw materials for these ersatz foods if that type of a transition were possible and/or face removing vast swarths of farmland from agricultural use? I am sure countries like, e.g., the US, Australia and Aotearoa New Zealand, etc., will soon have to face such disruptive shifts in food production. This topic was explored in Pursuit, III.VI.7X; The Great Transformation aka The Great Disruption.


� 	Where from the existential perspective or orientation, as reflected in the ‘non-fork’ of ‘the pragmatic-pragmatical fork’ there is no ultimate difference to be had between these two aspects of lived-experience.


� 	In an alignment with both the psychological and the sociological aspects of that psychological-sociological spectrum as a second inter-ordered order arrived at through reduplication of the second trans-cognitive order.


� 	Rhetorically asking, if ninety-nine percent of the real profits made does not go to the ninety-nine percent whose work made that possible, then, what hope is there for us?! Being rich is not the problem, but, being obscenely rich becomes a problem not only for everyone else, but, eventually, for everyone! 


� 	Often such concepts and practices are symbolically condensed around some image that most people would probably agree with has gone too far, and then, symbolically, the entire project or program is labelled in the same manner and abruptly dismissed without discussion or criticism. However, it is a sad observation to make that those dismissing such attempts to make a better workplace, to have a more respectful marketplace, and so on, actually stand to benefit from the continuing implementation of such necessary policies given the continuation of such culturally divisive prejudices, obstructed opportunities for self-advancement, outrageous forms of wage inequality of which the worst is the fact that over 90 percent of the profit goes to the top once percent, or, more correctly, say, the top point one percent and that such a trend is accelerating! A fact perhaps why Media, in the hands of oligarchs, is happy to overlook this fact and can be seen to prefer to cultivate continuing cultural warfare at our own expense! A relatively neutral and objective historian would tell us that that is a recipe for political disaster… populism, a dismantling of our democracies, revolutions, unimaginable levels of suffering… Hence the type of such predictive pronouncements made, e.g., by the economic philosopher and academic Thomas Piketty.


� 	E.g., young women now entering the US work force are still paid 90 cents on the dollar to what comparable men are paid. In Australia the situation is much the same with women in general earning only 89 cents on the dollar and where the trend appears to be reversing. Sadly, such an historical disparity in both countries appears to remain an historical fact for some time into the future.





