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XIII. (9.) From Ordered and Inter-Ordered Phenomena to Social Systems 
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


Time to confess once again. Perhaps this time the appellation of ‘hubris’ might better designate the nature of my sin although the transgression in question is more a matter of perspective and a humbling of both my horizons and ambitions in that same regard. Let me explain. There came a very short moment, perhaps no more than half a day, after discussing my latest thinking on ordered and inter-ordered phenomena that the disciplines associated with such a scheme practically entailed, seemingly, or at least the possibility, all disciplines that could possibly be envisaged. That ordered philosophy through both reduplication and duplication could proffer an integrated map of the disciplinary world, or, at the very least, supply points of probable connections that could be connected through forms of hybridization or extrapolation, or by extension from such a proximal point of interconnection. That from an ordered perspective the connectedness of the following professions could be pointed to, namely, phenomenologist and semanticist (and where the analytical nature of that Object correlative could also supply logician-dialectician, mathematician, and all other forms of disciplinary calculations); aesthetician, artist and critic; existentialist, ethicist (dealing with both deontological and pragmatical forms of ethical judgment); both theoretical hermeneuticist and practical hermeneut; onticist (dealing with facts and other evidential matters). Then, through symmetrical reduplication we can add inter-ordered disciplines such as the categorical metaphysician; psychologist/sociologist; existentialist, political executive/operative; economist and proponents of the business world (from a lawyer to vendor, from a consultant to a shoe-shiner); scientist; and, historian. Then, through duplication we can intersect these disciplines so, e.g., a historian dealing with the history of science, or, philosophy of history (where the ‘profession of a philosopher’ is defined as ‘the global intersection of the hermeneutist, phenomenologist, and existentialist, etc.
). But, the fervent belief that all disciplines could be mapped in one inter-ordered
 format and fully described accordingly was very soon shot down! That evening I saw a YouTube video of the German sociologist and philosopher Niklas Luhmann (1927-1928) speaking at length in English discussing how the discipline of law was not in the business of ethics or morals, and, autonomously acted as its own social system and would find its place in the world through the net result of the conjunction of history, politics, and culture, etc. Or, further paraphrasing this influential thinker, admittedly through my inter-ordered perspective, where we find the discipline of philosophy currently taught in Academia, but, where, e.g., the once respectable discipline of astrology was also taught, but, where academia could only approach indirectly as, say, a topic in history. In other words, where might have the code to differentiate one discipline from another but that tells us nothing about its current placement in the world! (0)


That, such a ‘revelation’ was humbling to say the least. That to fully describe a discipline we would need to approach it as a ‘social system’ and not merely as an inter-ordered phenomenon in some configuration of an ordered format! (1)


On the other hand, previous work earlier on in the beginnings of the Pursuit, Volume III, had already supplied a format (in a 3 x 3 matrix) for dealing with a schematization of inter-ordered phenomena within the outlines of a generalized vision of the Political-Economy (including the 3 x 2 matrix ordered phenomena along with its reduplications and duplications, etc.). (2)


But the shock to my system (pun intended) was that despite an ability to possibly delineate a useful system’s code of a discipline (in so far as one discipline is to be differentiated from another through noting its disciplinary distinctiveness, be that either in a definitional framework and/or in an ordered format, etc.), still, a more complete description of that discipline, as currently practiced in the world, must rely, instead, on an observation and appreciation of its history, and ow political and cultural forces shaped its social practice as a social system in the world which can only be appealed to through conducting the requisite historical, political and cultural forms of research relevant to its descriptive articulation. That, effectively, no a priori-like analysis would ever be able to do this for us. So, out into the world we have to go with the required ‘glasses’ so that we can see for ourselves just how the discipline in question is ‘ordered’ in social terms of reference. (3)


In this essay, first, let me briefly delineate an inter-ordered philosophy. (4)

Then, note my take on social systems.
 (5)

Following this by my incorporation with the heuristic device of The Political-Economy as an open super-system in which we both differentiate and integrate social systems within this mapping of the social world. (6)

Against this backdrop looking into some of the ramifications of this systems perspective. (7) 

Then, I will briefly discuss the historical transformations of social systems in general terms of reference. (8) 

Ending with the usual set of provisional conclusions, etc. (9)

i. Orders, etc?


Let me concisely sum up what I intend by the general expression ‘inter-ordered phenomena’.
 (10)


Very early on, I phenomenologically delineated six distinctive types of judgment along with a linear-like set of implicit transformational rules that would allow us to migrate from one to the next in that series in that sequence of ‘orders’ as ‘ordered’. (11)


The first order, and more primitive judgment, concerns our looking at atomic-like, essential-phenomenological descriptions. E.g., saltiness and sweetness in the distinction of taste; a specific colour that falls within our general conventional understanding of redness; a dictionary-like set of shapes, such as, e.g., tables, and chairs, etc; along with the semantic rules for how such distinction will semantically operate with both respect to themselves and either their possible connection or non-connection with other distinctions, etc., hence essential-like phenomenological judgments in trans-cognitive terms of reference. (12)


So, a possible molecular combination of atomic distinctions is conventionally permitted when we find rules that allow for that specific form of connectedness. So, e.g., neither chairs and tables are ‘tasted’, but, such items, like tables and chairs, can be delineated as having a colour. Successful conjugations then move us into the second cognitive order which, as a judgment, gives us the second trans-cognitive order of aesthetic judgment. Where I see this ‘aesthetic’ appellation as recognizing this ability to integrate a series of semantic rules, etc. (13)


So, e.g., even though we can talk about ‘square circles’, given that they fail semantically to find the requisite degree of semantic integration, therefore, they cannot be ascribed with a second order of existence. On the other hand, we can refer to ‘red-tables’ (hence the nomenclature of the ‘hyphen’ in this instance when integration is affirmed in conformal terms). (14)


In bold, I will highlight the disciplines that seem to be entailed in this ordered scheme... (15)


The disciplinarians, therefore, that can be co-associated with this first trans-cognitive order of judgment, along with its successful transformational-transition to a second order, would conventionally exemplify, by implication, the following disciplines, namely, phenomenology, semantics, and all disciplines entertaining chains of equations like, e.g., mathematics, logics, dialectics, along with second order artists, aestheticians, critics, etc. (16)


In cognitively ordered terms, having traveled from non-integrated to integrated subsistant content (as thoughts) we now proceed to third cognitively ordered ideation (ideas as concepts, as existant processes) and, thence, to fourth cognitively ordered perceptual ideation, as ‘percepts’.
  However, in trans-cognitive terms of judgment, we move to a third trans-cognitively ordered category of deontological judgment and thence to fourth trans-cognitively ordered category of pragmatical judgment (not to be confused with pragmatic judgment which is centered non-exclusively in the third trans-cognitive order where, as existentially oriented judgment, it has its adjuncts in the second order of the aesthetical and the fourth order of the pragmatical.
 (17)

In this third trans-cognitive order of judgment, namely, the deontological, we can note a role for the ethicist when also taking into account the adjunct role of the pragmatical (as found in the fourth trans-cognitive order). Hence the discipline of ethics (when both deontology and the pragmatical (along with the aesthetical is taken into account). This third order also aligns with the center of the existential orientation, the correlative of Ego, and hence the discipline of an existentialism. (18)

In the fifth trans-cognitive order we deal with potentiality, be that either as a possibility, a probability, and/or a potency (where, in the latter, actualization of the probable is practically assured imminently [if not immanently]). (19)


Dealing with ‘possibilities’, etc., we have the roles of both the theoretical hermeneuticist and practical hermeneut. Hence the discipline of hermeneutics. (20) 


In moving from considerations of the potential to the actual we make a transition from less integrated to more integrated subsistant factual-like terms of reference. Hence the associated discipline with this type of judgment would be that of the factologist, i.e., the person concerned with the evaluation of historical evidence, etc. Hence the discipline of factology (not to be confused with the province of the inter-ordered historian
). (21)


Having outlined ordered phenomena (focusing on trans-cognitive judgment), through symmetrical reduplication we now shift our attention to inter-ordered phenomena and their implication of allied meta-philosophical/metaphysical disciplines. (22)


A ‘phenomenological-semantics of a phenomenological semantics’ gives us a categorical metaphysics. Hence the discipline of a categorical metaphysics. (23)


I view ‘the aesthetical integration of aesthetical integration’ as exemplifying psychological-sociological forms of categorization. From a subjective perspective we find the psychological category (as integrating personal experience), and, from an integrated inter-subjective perspective, we find sociological categories (in the organization of relationships, communities, organizations, institutions, nations, etc.). Hence the disciplines of both psychology and sociology. (24)


In ‘the deontological appreciation of deontological practice’ we find the execution of politically oriented enaction. Hence the discipline of politics (focusing on the exercise of power rather than the theoretical nature of legislation and the business-like practice of political parties, etc., and including the operations of a business executive, CEO, or similar, etc). (25)


In contrast to the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order, ‘the pragmatical functioning of pragmatical functioning give us the discipline of business along with allied disciplines like manufacturing, service industries, law, the health and medical industries, vendors, political parties, the food industries, i.e., farming, along with hospitality,  etc., etc. (26)


In the reduplication of the fifth trans-cognitively ordered order of ‘the possibility of possibility (as the potentiality of the potential)’ we have none other than the discipline of science. (27)

In the reduplication of the sixth trans-cognitively ordered order of ‘the actuality of actuality (as the fact of the facts)’ we have none other than the discipline of history. (28)

Where through the global appreciation of the discipline of philosophy, as ‘the philosophical appreciation of philosophical appreciation’ we find the discipline of metaphysics (albeit as reconstituted within the constraints of an anti-representational-representationalism). (29)


Of course, the question must be asked, as it has, if anything to diminish its ad hoc presentation, just how is reduplication and duplication, etc., possible? (30)


Now, these manoeuvres of reduplication, etc., can be represented in the form of a series of matrices. (31)


E.g., the archetypal economic and its archetypal trimodal constitution as symbolized by World, Object, and Ego, can be represented as a 3 x 1 matrix. (32)


Then, within those confines we can include all economic correlates (and utilize such an idea through invoking forms of economic complexification) hence those parallels between the representative, intentional, temporal, conjectural economies, etc. (33)


An ordered economy, arrived at through subtle forms of preference/de-preference, as notated as a 3 x 3 matrix, can also be conducted within those economic terms of reference. (34)


However, inter-ordered reduplication and duplication, as a 3 x 2 matrix conjugating a 3 x 2 matrix necessitates super-economic terms of reference. (35)


As also the schematization of The Political-Economy (not to be confused with the hybridized hyphenation of political and economic disciplines) in its format as a 3 x 3 matrix. (36)


Therefore, through these forms of schematization (as represented by these recurrent matrices) a world of disciplines can be articulated form the philosophical to the metaphysical, from the phenomenology to hermeneutics to the existentialist; form science to history, an et al,  etc. (37)


Thus, by noting this plethora of disciplines, it would be quite natural to imagine that this ordered schematization could encompass all possible disciplines, via direct implication, processes of extension, hybridization, forming interconnections,
 etc., be they disciplines that have had a historical presence in the past, can be pointed out as currently evident, or, as yet unidentified in the future. (38)


But, as noted the exhilaration of this thought that the coded differentiation of all disciplines could be articulated in ordered terms of reference, etc., very quickly evaporated when exposed to the work of Niklas Luhmann. Disciplines are conventionally organized within specific ‘social systems’ that have an overall complex, re(-)self-organized chaotic historical, political, and cultural formation over time that cannot be predicted solely on the strength of such a priori-like machinations of a mere mapping of ordered phenomena, inter-ordered phenomena, etc! (39)


So, e.g., we find the discipline of philosophy currently disseminated primarily within the halls of academia. Likewise, the discipline of history, or, rather, histories, although it is also true that histories of the present are being conducted more within the realms of social media (as discussed elsewhere, e.g., in Book 6, etc.). (40)


So, that now understood, let us ask, ‘what could be salvaged from such an aspirational ambitions? (41)

ii. Social Systems


Luhmann insistently argues that the codes of a discipline, like, e.g., those pertaining to the field of law, are not moral injunctions but rather legal imperatives. So, legal judgments are not ethical determinations, but, rather, legal judgments as to what is either legal or not legal (illegal), or, also to be included in the former, that which is ‘not illegal’ or currently outside the direct purview of the law. (42)


But, what has been defined as either ‘legal’ or ‘illegal’ (and that which is ‘not illegal’) has shifted over time. We now no longer can own slaves or be enslaved as a slave. So, what has changed? In an appeal to the historical development of a legal system, as practiced in its social setting, we generally find laws are primarily thematized and enshrined in law through acts of political legislation. I.e., as being dominated, in this instance, by the political practice of enshrining acts of legislation within the requisite political system. That value shifts in overall cultural thinking eventually become reflected in the conservative pronouncement of a legislative body. Hence we must assume, on the strength of this first example, that social systems are hierarchically organized (within the envisaged embrace of The Political-Economy
). (43)


If anything, perhaps along the lines of duplication (rather than reduplication) between orders, etc. Just as the ‘history of science’ is a topic in ‘history’, so, the political treatment of the legal framework takes on a political character in the form of legislation should the same be successfully enacted, etc. Then, in a reversed contrast, the constitutional legality of a piece of legislation might be appreciated and deliberated upon, alternatively, in a supreme court of law, or its equivalent. (44)


Conveniently, I could resurrect my notion of The Political-Economy (as first developed in Book 4) (as a 3 x 3 matrix). (45)


Hence this philosophical distinction between ‘the coded functioning of a discipline’ and ‘its coded functions as to be found within its conventionally organized social entailment’ as would be described in either historical, political, and/or cultural terms of reference. (46)


Where by ‘code’ is meant a formulation that expresses the distinctiveness of a certain discipline vis-à-vis all other disciplines (in their distinctively different ways of the see the non-secular, disciplinary sense of a world at large. (47)

iii. The Heuristic Device of The Political-Economy


As intimated, I utilize a 3 x 3 matrix to depict the provisional, open-ended nature of The Political-Economy where each row and column of that matrix is the symmetrical reduplication of the hermeneutically theoretical, the phenomenologically practical and the stylistically critical (and potentially radical).
 Mapping this device as follows (with 9 sectors):

   Theoretical 


Practical 

Critical-Radical
Theoretical

7


    8 



9
Practical

4


    5



6
Critical-Radical
1


    2



3 (48)

In sector 1 we can place political legislation. In the business sector 5, we can place the financial functions, etc., of a political party, and, in sector 6, we can place all forms of executive enactment, say, as exercised through a Prime Minister and their Front Bench, or, a President and their Cabinet, or similar. (49)

As previously argued for in the use of this scheme, non-transparent, diagonal interactions are to be frowned upon, whereas direct horizontal or vertical interactions when professional discharged, are to be professionally promoted and enacted. So, e.g., either the functioning of a civil service and/or political consultants are to be utilized in either the implementation of legislated objectives and/or the operations of political executive. Similarly, politicians of either the legislature or the executive branches should have no direct, non-transparent dealing with the organization of political parties and their utilization of donations, etc. At least theoretically, since a relatively corrupt political party would covertly, if not overtly, not abide by such traditional instructions for the promotion of political propriety, etc. (50)

Hence, too, my putting lawyers and barristers, etc., in the world of business, in sector 5, whereas judges, in exercising executive functions, would occupy sector 9. (51)

iv. Ramifications of Social Systems, etc.


What are the ramifications of this re-envisaged dimension of social systems (as entailed in The Political-Economy)? (52)


One of the important observations discussed in Book 9 was the idea that many world problems, such as, e.g., the obesity crisis, debates over the role of the medial world (as either a rightful service to be extended by societies and/or primarily as a business), etc., can be better approached by determining the center of gravity of such problematic issues as to whether it resides either within a certain system and/or as residing between systems. (53)


That like disciplines, systems share a certain degree of independent autonomy in the running of those political structures. So, the practice of law should not be mistreated, purely, as an economic consideration, or merely as a matter of science, etc., etc. (54)


That in my differentiation of disciplines through disciplinary differences, disciplinary meta-differences, and disciplinary non-differences... that such an exercise supplies a provisional appreciation of the distinctive coding of a discipline and, by extension, its supplying of such code to be used in the functioning of social systems in so far as those differentials automatically supply a basis for the additional accumulation of social rules as to how to run those social systems within their social organization of their meta-social systematization. E.g., the sphere of Academia, as the general location for numerous disciplines being taught within the academic realms of a university setting. Or, the extent of the Business World in so far as it entail a complex range of diverse businesses, e.g., from agriculture to the selling of food, from medical industries to hospitality, from lawyers and barristers to consultants, etc., etc. (55)


That the contemporary currency of a certain discipline is maintained within its social organization, be that either formally and/or informally recognized. That the derivation of its apparent governance and modes of practice have historical, political, and intercultural-cultural roots, and, such functions cannot be delineated, purely, in terms of ordered phenomena, etc. Which makes perfect sense since transformational rules are dependent upon the temporal and spatial configurations, etc., of that being subjected to processes of transformation in both time and space! Otherwise, such transformations are virtual and merely enacted in terms of ahistorical equations, or similar. (56)


That by interconnecting both ordered phenomena in their respective historical settings, etc., we are then in a better position to understand social change, etc. (57)


Hence, our appreciation of social change can be better understood, and, perhaps, how our interventions within the same might be better enacted on both a personal and an interpersonal basis, etc. Since the social world is ever in need of both existentially and non-existentially enacted forms of enrichment and a qualitative improvement in richness of value formation. (58)

v. The Transformation of Social Systems, etc.


From an appreciation of social systems, in observing their change, etc., just how can positive forms of social change be better engineered and implemented? (59)


Only through organized political behaviour can social change be overseen! (60)


Through either the positive creation of new relationships, the preservation of the positivity of existing relationships, and/or the positive, conservational expansion of the value of the former. (61)


Best assisted through an advancement in social cohesion arrived at through social consensus preferably in advancing the democratic potentiality of a certain political situation. But, unfortunately, many suffer under non-democratic forms of governance where the best that can be hoped for is the indirect mutual consolidation of our relationships with others through positive forms of social interaction centered, e.g., on our families, communities, religious facilities, etc., along with our fostered friendships where all forms of interactions are conducted, orchestrated and enhanced, within the parameters of a non-ostentatious conformance with social conventions. (62)

How should we define this general notion of the ‘positive’? (63)


As that which orchestrates the positive richness of our relationships from a non-existential, relational perspective in conjunction with that which enhances the enrichment of our relationships from an existential, pro-relational perspective. Where either both the perception and the apperception of the positive is evaluated and valued in terms of the qualitative improvement of our relationships (under the headings of density, intensity, and propensity; and, consilience, salience and propinquity [or standing]).
  (64)


Remembering that the dissemination of power is only conducted through ourselves as as member in a chain of re-iterated re-direction and re-distribution. Thence our promoted transmissions of the relatively positive, our de-distorted or obstructed transmissions of the relatively less positive, and our overseeing, either directly and/or indirectly, of the non-transmission of that which is detrimental to the ongoing promotion of such social richness and enrichment. (65)


Preferencing evolution over revolution, and, skillful dissemination of the positive versus the skillful obstruction of the relatively non-positive. Finding non-economic resolution in the unilateral decisiveness of the last instance, the next moment, and its permitted enaction through instantiation... working through well-formed, well-informed suspensions and conjectures, etc. (67)

vi. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

The transgression in question in this essay exemplifies a more general problem, namely, that we cannot proceed from the relatively a priori-like to the relatively non-a priori-like without observing how the world is actually constituted historically, politically, and interculturally-culturally! (68)

Even if most, if not all disciplines, could be schematized in an ordered setting, etc., it still does not tell us how they were, are, or would be organized in temporal-spatial terms of reference, in terms of identities, and what might be disseminated, and so on. (69)


Not that too long ago Academia, in various cultural situations, would teach the topic of Astrology for a variety of reasons, i.e., in differentiating medical conditions, in the planning of decisions, in the determining of vocations, etc. Now, this topic could only be indirectly scrutinized through some other lens, say, historical or sociological, etc. (70)


Or, the fact that topics can emerge or bifurcate is not something, likewise, that can be determined on a priori grounds. Witness, e.g., the recently novel discipline of phenomenology, and, the re-arrangement of natural philosophy into science, psychology, etc. (71)


Interestingly, I would like to argue that much can be salvaged from an ordered philosophy, along with its reduplication as an a metaphysical-like study of inter-ordered phenomena, and the duplication of the former when disciplines dominate each other, or merge together, or bifurcate. (72)


I briefly argued that an ordered exploration delineated its distinctive coding. So, e.g., judgments in law are not moral judgments, and v.v. Although, of course we would hope that political legislation will eventually take on board how shifts in moral in intercultural-cultural values, etc., should be reflected in the legislated formulations of the law. (73) 


As disciplines have a distinctive sense of identity then what makes them distinctively different from other disciplines is important to note. So, e.g., the theologian believes ‘that the world is not just a secular world, but, the same plus a theological aspect’. (74)

Prompting of us, then, to ask of them, ‘what value does this impart to the conduct of that discipline through setting out the genres of behaviour that are distinctively supportive of that discipline through this declaration of its disciplinary meta-differentiation. The theologian, e.g., then arguing for the merits, say, of prayer, hymns, religious rituals, good works, and so on. (75)


Similarly, prompting us to ask, in this regard, ‘what has the philosopher (and the reconstituted metaphysician) to offer that distinctively sets them apart from all other disciplines?’ (76)

A conformal theory of truth determination (along with its meta-philosophical/non-philosophical/metaphysical appreciation). (77)

Undoubtedly, an unfashionable observation to make, especially for myself as a pragmatist who operates in a discipline where certain prominent exponents proudly state ‘we have no need for a theory of truth’ in any form whatsoever. However, we live in dangerous times, in an imminent deconstruction of democratic modes of life being ever whittled away through the reiterated efforts of mendacious populist and authoritarian politicians alongside their short-sighted enablers. Without a theory of truth how could we have a theory of non-truth that would allow us to better understand mendacity, and its manifestations in misinformation, disinformation, mal-information, and worse, etc? (78)

In the ensuing deconstruction of a strong absolutism, in the next essay, let me proffer both a theory of truth and a theory of non-truth that does justice to the philosophical discipline and its reconstituted philosophical sub-discipline of metaphysics, where through transformational retreatment, they can work their magic together to better promote an active role for philosophy in order to advance its ability to prosecute this discipline, oversee the practicalities of this discipline, and advance the working prescience of this same discipline. By such means, advancing the operations of an anti-representational-representationalism, promoting a positive nihilism, along with a pragmatic-existentialism/existential-pragmatism..!! (79)

        Noël Tointon, Penrith, 11.19.24.

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


� 	Where by ‘etc.’ is implied ‘the inclusion of all philosophical sub-disciplines, from metaphysics to aesthetics, logics-dialectics to ethics, and so on’.


� 	Where ‘inter-ordered’, in its general sense, implies the entire gamut of phenomena from the ordered to the poly-ordered or super-ordered, e.g., the (inter-ordered) history of (the inter-ordered discipline of) history (which in notation would be 62 x 62 = 64, i.e., the sixth trans-cognitive order [dealing with ontical ‘facts’] reduplicated four times given that its reduplication gives us the discipline of history), etc.


� 	In this essay, my objective is not to proffer a close interpretative reading of Luhmann but to merely recognize his importance in the necessary enlargement of my horizons as recounted. Hence my mis-appropriation of just a few ideas from the research of this serious thinker (and, in that limited frame of reference, proffer a very focused form of critique). To get a much better understanding, I would recommend the reader refer to Niklas Luhmann; Social Systems; translated by John Bednarz, Jr. with Dirk Baecker; Stanford University Press; 1995 (or, find various YouTube videos dealing with this philosopher-sociologist some of which present this author, himself, articulating and defending his ideas whilst speaking excellent English).


� 	For a more detailed approach the reader can refer to The Seventh Book… for an introduction, with a more detailed exposition in Book 9, and elsewhere.


� 	I am preserving my deliberate misspellings... giving both ‘subsistant’ and ‘existant’ expressions a technical coincidence, respectively, with ‘ideational content’ and ‘ideational processes’ (somewhat preserved in the first, second, fifth and sixth orders when transferring our attention to the trans-cognitive orders of judgment).


� 	Hence maintaining the ‘observation’ that the pragmatic is not to identified with the fourth trans-cognitively ordered order of the ‘pragmatical’ understood as merely the ‘expedient’.


� 	Where the historian is an appreciator of ‘the fact of facts, etc.’


� 	E.g., as noted already in bold; by focusing on aspects of an extant discipline; hybridization, say, between physics as a sub-discipline in science, and mathematical chains of equations as discerned in the first and second trans-cognitive orders; and, formulating transformational rules that would allow us to interconnect what currently does not seem to be interconnected, etc..


� 	As a schematization of the political-economy, to be viewed as a provisional heuristical device wherein social organizations find a sense of place vis-à-vis other forms of social organization. Note the hybrid discipline of political-economics (with a hyphen) is not to be confused with this schematization of The Political-Economy along with the third economic dimension of a stylistic sphere of operations.


� 	Coinciding with the correlatives, respectively, of World, Object, and Ego (and the transformational stages, respectively, of pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment).


� 	I.e., respectively, the spectrum of modalities enlarged, the intensity of those modalities, and the thematic reiteration of those motifs that orchestrate and enhance such positive e/valuational formation; and, in more pro-relational terms, that which advances contextual forms of pro-relational appreciation, promotes positive forms of intentional objectivity in existentially oriented patterns of intervention, and, the re-articulation of those themes, memes, tropes, patterns of reiteration that promote a greater degree of ‘psychic alignment’ or ‘closeness’ or ‘proximity’ or ‘standing’ between people and communities, etc.






