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The following essay is a working paper for an open forum. Given the reigning ‘genius’ of President Trump is to collate various soundbites from the Right it follows that the apparent originality of his various statements concerning possible policy re-directions, more often than not, is the result of people who have influenced his current thinking on such matters. As to where this will all end, that is a topic that demands suitable forms of consequential analysis and not a direct focus on hermeneutical considerations per se? (i) N.T., 13.4.25. 

X.1I: Parallelisms and Counter-Parallelisms:

Can We Decipher what President Trump is Hoping to Achieve?

Merely echoing the unusual words of others

Could make you sound either wise or bizarre…

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


From a hermeneutic appreciation of biblical texts to the genre of romantic fiction a certain, overall, harmonic structure is created through the juxtaposition of both parallels and counter-parallels in the narrations entered into through the construction and dissemination of the ubiquitous presence of these underlying structural-functions.
 In romantic fiction, e.g., the lovers are often initially presented in conflict with each other, but, then miraculously, whilst expected, they suddenly see eye to eye with each other and the romance is now underway. In the prior instance, we see a maximalist clash that needs to find some form of resolution lest these parties, through such dissonance, destroy whatever degrees of interaction they might share, or, indeed, instead destroy each other either individually or collectively. But, that would be the end of the story and narrations need to be propelled forward and not truncated before their time. However, the path of love should never proceed too smoothly otherwise the reader or audience would soon lose interest in this utopian world of impossible consonance. In this romantic turn, the author or authors now have to contrive forms of parallelism that set up a minimalist degree of dissonance. The lovers are now together, but, their displays of love are to be either forever interrupted by others or they do this to themselves through minor misunderstanding, and so on. Whether recognized or not, whether by authors and audiences, the mature relationship needs to evolve and, without such relational refinement, the lovers will either part company, be that tragically or otherwise, or, vaguely sail off into the romantic unreality of the metaphorical ‘sunset’ given that death, then, is the only ultimate full-stop. (0)

Now, what does this hermeneutic exegesis have to do with the sketching out of this topic to be presented as an open forum? Practically speaking, before going overseas, I have two whole days to do my research and write up the mere bones of this skeletal essay. That, by articulating both parallels and counter-parallels, I hope to insightfully set up a productively fertile debate about where we seem to be heading (if not to the beheading) of our future given the ominous signs of a so-called ‘coming storm’ of potentially chaotic and disruptive catastrophes’ from the much-maligned existential crisis of ‘global warming’ to the ‘collapse of world order’ as currently enjoyed by the democratic world! But, then, ‘to be forewarned is to be forearmed…’ (1)


I will begin with a potted history of the nation of Argentina and how its current President Javier Milei, a populist economist, appears to be making some degree of progress in establishing his reforms. I will sketch out a fraction of his policy platform. Next, I will briefly introduce a summary of the policy platform entailed in the document abbreviated under the nominative of ‘Project (20)25’. Obvious parallels will be evident. Next, I will introduce what has occurred under the current Trump administration in the first few months of its four-year term in the light of this comprehensive policy document just cited. Then, unfortunately, almost as a side note, I will mention apparent shifts in US policy towards the Russo-Ukrainian war as symptomatic of processes of re-alignment that are being entered into between the US and the rest of the world. Then, with these obvious parallels and counter-parallels so evidently present when we entertain virtual relationships between these miscellaneous parties, it is my hope that we will find ourselves in a better place to view the romantic-like and non-romantic-like stresses and strains being experienced between these various global parties. That, optimistically, with such ensuing moments of insightfulness, and, more importantly, our being able to string them together in historical narratives of the past, present, and future, we may well find ourselves both better philosophically ‘forewarned and forearmed…’ (2)


Political power is only enabled through the dissemination of enablers. Then, should the rest of the world remain silent and apathetically disengaged, collectively, we can only then suffer the consequences of the enactions
 of those enablers. Thankfully, perfect parallels do not and cannot exist and resistance must always be a feature in the disseminated exercise of power and it behooves us, each in our own way, to amplify such resistance in a manner that ‘successfully speaks truth to power’ in order to existentially maintain the long fought for, but all too often overlooked, ‘fabric’ of civilization. Where the degree of civilization is duly reflected only in and through that degree of concern and care we show towards all those members of society that more depend on such societal recognition, and, where otherwise, only contempt and disregard can abrogate the very notion of what it means to be civilized! (3)


So, let this philosophical romance commence… (4)

1. Argentina


At the beginning of the twentieth century Argentina was one the wealthiest countries in terms of its overall per capita income.
 It was, and remains, a country with many mineral resources and one of the most expansive areas for agricultural pursuits. However, democratic governance was captured by vested interests, by pastoralists, et al, and their control of government oversaw that such ‘oligarchs’ had their best interests entertained, preserved, and expanded. But such political preoccupations oversaw an impoverishment of the populace and proved to be a recipe for political instability with numerous coups, military governments, along various counter-reactions often in iterations of a Peronism, after Juan Peron, through repeated unsuccessful attempts to exercise price controls, devaluations, rent controls, hyper-inflation, a massive bureaucratization of the work-force, unsuccessful dollarization of the economy, and so on. After a hundred years or so of such misgovernment, the people democratically elected the current president Javier Milei on 10 December 2023. (5)2. 

2. President Milei

Javier Gerado Milei (born 20 October 1970) is undoubtedly a flamboyant populist and has been often referred to as the ‘Trump of the south’ or the ‘Trump of Argentina’. He is a trained economist. He has taught university courses and written on various aspects of economics and also hosted radio programs on the subject.
 Elected as a national deputy in 2021, and then elected the 59th President of Argentina on 10 December 2023. His radical platform includes an anti-environmentalism (pulling out of the Paris Accords), anti-WHO (pulling out of that organization as well), anti-woke, anti-transgenderism, and opposes abortion. Unlike Trump, Milei proposes huge cuts in public spending. During Trump’s first term America’s national debt rose by $7.8 trillion (almost as much as spent during President Obama two four-year terms. The consensus is that Biden had spent about half of the amount as outlaid by Trump). Both he and Trump seem set on reducing the size of their bureaucracies. He has closed 13 ministries and laid off more than 30,000 public workers, or about 10 percent of the federal employees…
 (6)

3. Some Reflections on the Argentinian Experiment


In 2022, about 19% of total employment in Argentina was in public employment. Above the LAC (Latin American Countries) average of 12%, and slightly lower than the OECD average of 21%. In comparison, in the US, in government employment in 2023, there were 19.58 million people employed (Federal at 2.93 million, and State and Local at approximately 14.5 million). As a percentage, that is approximately 13.4% (Federal government at 2.5%, state government at 4.5%, and local government at 6.4%). In 1994, government employment in the US (including federal, state and local government) was roughly 17%. (7)


According to The Daily Economy, a US publication, Javier Milei’s ‘Shock Therapy’ is Working: Argentina’s budget cuts have generated eye-popping results: lower inflation, higher wages, and the nation’s first budgetary surplus in 12 years.
 (8)


This same publication draws parallels to the successful liberalization in Poland in 1989 onwards compared to the unsuccessful liberalization that occurred after the breakup of the Soviet Union. As a liberal economist Milei recognizes the need for governments to recognize and respect property rights, to avoid preferencing certain sections of the market, not to overprint money, and arbitrarily intervene in the private economy, etc. The maintenance of such policies has ensured for Poland a period of 28 years of consecutive growth alongside that of Australia as the only other OCED nation to experience such uninterrupted growth. Milei has kept most of his political promises although he has expressed a desire to abolish their Central Bank, but, that as yet has not transpired nor does it currently seem to be imminent. Soon after his coming into office the poverty rate just eclipsed 50%, but, after only six months, has started to show signs of rapidly retreating? In an uncertain future he has legislative hurdles to cross and one must hope vested interests do not reverse the economic progress made to date. This politician is both a libertarian and a neo-liberal. One must hope that his anti-woke campaigns will be eventually softened by the religious dominance of this country’s Christian ethos? As a globalist, he is opening up the natural resources to overseas investment and it is also to be hoped that these arrangements are to the overall advantage of this country both for the short-term and the long-term, and, at the same time, do not get sabotaged by vested interests. I have expressed the opinion (in my Three Critiques of neo-liberalism) that in the 1970s such policies were necessary, but, if carried on too far and for too long inherently will deconstruct the political polis with its over-competitive and its excessive pro-individualism where, correctly, the freedom of the individual in society is dependent wholly upon an existentially operating arbitrational economy where an excess in value and e/valuation is created emergently through mutual forms of cooperation. That the myth of ‘the perfectly self-reliant individual’ is just that, namely, a myth!
 (9)

4. Project (20)25


Candidate Trump, as is his habit, denied knowing anything about Project 25. However, his plausible deniability was one more verbalized fiction given that many of the people involved in this project came from his first administration and the Preface was written by J. D. Vance, his Vice President. These far-Right policy formulations were published in April 2023 by The Heritage Foundation in a document with over 900 pages titled: Project 2025 (also known as the 2025 Presidential Transition Project). Presciently, this document anticipated Donald Trump winning the 2024 Presidential Elections and argued that his transition should entail exercising the controversial interpretation of the unitary executive theory that states the entire executive branch of government is under the complete control of the president. Envisaged is the dismantling of the governmental bureaucracy that it deems to be unaccountable and mostly liberal. In this regard, critics have called it an authoritarian, Christian nationalist plan that would steer the US towards autocracy. Legal experts say it would undermine the rule of law, would replace civil servants, etc., with loyalists who had been already vetted to be as such. Indeed, calling for merit-based federal civil service workers be replaced by people loyal to Trump, to take partisan control of key government agencies, such as the DOJ (Department of Justice) whilst abolishing others (and amalgamating their residual functions within those other agencies that managed to survive these veritable ‘chain saw massacres’
). (10)

5. President Trump’s Radical Treatment of the Political-Economy


President Trump on assuming office immediately oversaw, through delegation, the instigation of much of the policy work already prepared in this Project 2025. By February, the PBS (Public Broadcasting Service in the US) rather pointedly (in the light of Trump’s feigned ignorance) had already promoted one of its future magazine episodes as an enquiry into ‘what percentage of these policies outlined in Project 2025 were practically already in effect?’ (11)


I have noted on a number of occasions ‘that the business of government is not a business’ since we hope that government was ‘not out to merely make a profit but perform that which benefited the general welfare of all its citizens’. That, given the interplay of both politics and economics within the political-economy, we need to hyphenate this disciplinary field since, e.g., that an extreme uptake of neo-liberal policy settings is ultimately antithetical to the functioning of good democratic governance. Or, e.g., how could we understand the corrosive role of donations if a neo-liberal philosophy were to be separately divided between the disciplines of a political science and the theoretical workings of a fiscal economy? Hence this motto or slogan or philosophical advice:

The business of politics is not a business

And the politics of business is not just politics! (12)


The callous, mass firings of civil servants, sadly, is both a tragedy and a comedy. The young people hired for this task only have to go through the employment records of the various ministries they have sequestered and click the box to denote this ‘cessation of service’. No one is interviewed, the value of their service is not taken into effect, and, obviously, the rest of the documentation is not being read by such box-tickers given the immediate redundancy of air-traffic controllers already in short supply (and in the light of a number of recent aviation disasters) along with nuclear inspectors, and other so-called ‘essential workers’. Then, week after a week, the targeting of new ministries is mentioned and, before too long, another long list of redundancies is emailed to those hapless civil servants.  Such a mess, since various court rulings have also reversed a number of those illegal cessations of service… whilst those referred as needing to be immediately rehired more than likely have yet to be formally rehired, or dis-dismissed, in contravention of those legal findings… to then in all probability to go through the same process, again, after a certain appropriate period of time has elapsed? (13)

Then, to complicate matters further, Trump is continually deliberating about executive orders instigating various tariffs on various countries, countermanding or postponing the same, making new threats, rescinding prior threats, inaugurating a new tranche of tariffs… to the dismay of a world that constantly desires forms of political-economic stability in order to suitably plan ahead for a future that seems to be dissolving in front of them… in a world of political theater where some commentators are praising such far-sighted, far-Right policies and where other commentators are equally disparaging the sheer idiocy of such policies and their seemingly destructive consequences when viewed in aggregate… (14)

Now, most of the tariffs inaugurated in Trump’s first term in office were kept under the Biden administration. One farmer who was interviewed, noted that when the first lot of farming tariffs were introduced sales at first dropped, but, because such commodities were in demand by other countries around the world desiring to avail themselves of US agricultural products, volumes soon picked up. Can such a retrospectively based, prospective optimism once again be voiced? In my opinion the answer can only be in the negative. This time around, farmers who had planned with subsidies already promised are now left in the lurch when a ‘knife’ was taken wholesale to such prior assurances. With the values of tariffs seemingly plucked from the proverbial whatever and countries affected by the same equally able to retaliate with tariffs of a similar quantity, or some other provisionally arrived at value, we must wonder if the conducting of such a trade war is even worth beginning. On the other hand, there is a role for tariffs to balance the playing field should one country be over-subsidizing their products in order to eventually monopolize this niche in that sector of the market. But, if this were to be the case then the relative quanta of such tariffs could be argued for as a reasonable response given this perception of the marketplace. However, if figures are merely bandied about through a veil of threats and counter-threats, supported on trumped up premises then, surely, such an attitude must end in the chaotic disruption of trade given that more benefit emerges when people co-operate rather than co-opt responses that are not in the mutual interests of all involved parties. The mere exercise of a transactional approach is always parasitic on an abundance of an existential goodwill since if such goodwill were evidently not in existence who in their right mind would wish to contract with such parties so openly unable to commit to the moral requirements stipulated as pre-conditions for the successful expedition of such a contract? (15)

6. Shifts and Shiftings in Official US Attitudes towards the Russo-Ukrainian War


The uncertain vagaries of a similar wavering landscape are all too evident in how the US is currently going about getting Ukraine and Russia to the negotiating table. I am sure Ukraine does not need to be bullied in this regard, and, dangling a long list of incentives in front of Russia has always proven to be a pointless exercise. If there is no desire to even discuss a thirty-day ceasefire, in what could have been a token of goodwill displayed by both sides, then what is the point of currently conducting such discussions? Putin has shown no evidence that such a ceasefire, or resolution, is desired, certainly not whilst Ukrainians still occupy even the smallest fraction of Russian territory. From his perspective this is understandable. However, with the Russian economy now placed on a war-footing and showing increasing signs of untenable stresses and strains over the long-term it is quite conceivable that if the Kurst salient were to be effectively disposed off then Putin would sooner, rather than later, have to negotiate a rather more concrete end to this conflict. There have been numerous ceasefires in this war, when understood as beginning in 2014 in the Donbas and in Crimea, rather than 2022, and the Ukrainians can easy point out that he has broken every one of these agreements. Then, I am sure that if his military were to contemplate a considerable lull in the fighting that that his army could very easily disintegrate through demon drink, lethal disputes between drunken adversaries, soldiers seeking to go AWOL by crossing the contact line or by heading off to a local village in order to loot them for household appliances, more alcohol, in a simple desire for food, or merely setting out to find sources of fresh drinking water, hitherto, insufficiently supplied… (16)


Then, on the inevitable restarting of hostilities, it is not outside the bounds of reason to envisage now more easily disgruntled soldiers might just want to wander off, or surrender, or even collectively rebel in the continual face of their abysmal treatment? (17)


Personally, I don’t think the time is quite right for a ceasefire, and certainly not for resolving the intractable nature behind this conflict and its current expression as a stalemate on the battle field. Economically, Russia is becoming weaker under the weight of being kept on a continual war-footing… and while Putin still harbors unreasonable imperial ambitions to eventually seize the rest of Ukraine. In contrast, Ukraine maybe growing increasingly tired of this war, still, militarily, it is growing stronger by the month. In 2024, it launched a million drones on or beyond the battle field. In 2025, it is on target to produce over four million such cost-effective instruments of war… and appears to be targeting, e.g., Russia’s many installations of its oil infrastructure on almost a daily basis. The damage done to such vulnerable installations is already eroding Russia’s ability to economically finance this SMO, this Special Military Operation, initially designed to be over in three or so days, but, has now metastasized as a war that has gone past the three-year mark. (18)


However, even more damaging to world peace and security is the lopsided nature of Trump’s so-called diplomacy, the making a so-called ‘business deals’ when history has shown just what a poor salesman he actually is. Or, as a salesperson operating in poor taste – witness his recent spruiking of a Tesla car at the White House in support of Musk’s collapsing empire… and could soon lose his status as the world’s richest oligarch discounting the even greater hidden wealth of Putin himself as possibly the world’s greatest kleptomaniac. Certainly, a master of reality shows, albeit when scripted by others. However, on the world stage, his obvious malignant narcissism is seemingly destroying the US economy along with other world economies, along with the prestige and privileges once afforded the erstwhile leader of the free world… (19)

7. Some Reflections on this Current American ‘Experiment’


Both parallels and counter-parallels can be drawn between the libertarian and neo-liberal policies of Milei, the policy formulations as foreshadowed in Project 2025, and the extent such policy formulations outlined by this document were being put into effect from the start of Trump’s inauguration along with the seismic shifts being engendered on the world stage by Trump’s bizarre forms of rather inept and counter-productive transactional behaviours? From such resonances and differences can we envisage what Trump might hope to possibly achieve through his radical re-constitution of the US political-economy? (20)


On frequent occasions, the American public have been told to endure ‘short-term pain for long-term gain’, e.g., by Trump himself, Elon Must, by various spokespeople, by various Right-wing commentators. I would like to hazard a guess here that, either wittingly or unwittingly, the Argentinian economic experiment conducted by Milei is being inadvertently referenced. Trump has cited Milei’s as his ‘favorite president’. Unfortunately, the imputed parallels between Argentina and the US could well contradict this misplaced form of optimism. Let me focus on some parallels that may not be as parallel when first envisaged. (21)


The impression generated by Trump, et al, is that we are to understand that the American people are being deliberately forced to pass through a short period of turmoil and will soon come out very quickly on the other side a ‘much wealthier nation’. But, any truly cognizant person of the US political-economy should know that wealth ascends the money tree in America and rarely descends. A ‘much wealthier nation’ means the extremely wealthy will only become even more wealthy and very little of that wealth, if at all, will ever find its way down to the Middle Middle-Class or the Lower Middle-Class, or even the very poorest of the poor. Witness the latest continuing resolution (CR) to fix the ongoing budgetary impasse where 4.5 billion dollars at the very least goes in tax cuts skewed towards the very, very wealthy, and, about 1 billion dollars will be cut from various welfare programs… which can only mean increasing the burden upon the majority of Americans, overseeing the closure of rural hospitals, an increase in medical costs, and an overall diminishment in the quality of medical care, and so on. (22)


In an obvious contrast with President Milei’s economic measures, budgetary spending in Argentina is already being considerably cut along with the notable advent of the first budgetary surplus in twelve years. Inflation, albeit from a very high base of hyper-inflation, is rapidly falling, whereas inflation in the US is bound to rise if only through the additional costs imposed by Trump’s tariffs, quite possibly imposing an additional burden of perhaps up to $2,000 per year per family. (23)


No budgetary surplus is envisaged in the US whilst Trump remains in office. Then, it would seem that the Right has absorbed the propaganda about the so-called terrible state of Biden’s economic decisions, when, in fact 15 million new jobs were created under his stewardship compared to about 1 million under the time of Trump’s first term. Yet, on the other hand, Trump states America is a wealthy country and as that, correctly, is a true fact it is also quite normal for democratic countries to want even more services from their political establishment(s) and not less. However, this populist president, seems to be merrily sailing in the opposite direction. In Milei’s Argentina, the percentage of bureaucrats initially was 19% of people employed, about 7% higher than other Latin American Countries, on a financial basis unable to currently support such over-employment of this category of worker. In contrast, the US had 13.4% of the workforce employed as bureaucrats be that federally, state-wise or locally (which also compares favourably with the 17% of total employment some forty years ago in 1994). Such a level is much lower than that in Argentina and considerably lower than the average of 21% for OCED countries. I would strongly suggest that this confected need to remove a bloated, inefficient, and wasteful bureaucracy is more an article of Right-wing belief rather than an actual fact. Of course, wasteful spending, when and wherever it occurs, should be cut, and, if the US president were to play less golf in Florida, or elsewhere, considerable saving could be made… (24)


Then, quite simply, random tariffs are destructive of free trade, and, that it is through free trade that nations have become wealthy in the first place. Witness the negative consequences of the isolationist policies of Argentina under Peron and the continuation of such Peronist policies. The US, as a first country before equals, had earned that position by not pursing destructive isolationist objectives, but, through mutual cooperation with others. On occasions imposing sensible tariffs when the economic situation appears to call for such measures. I daresay that if a country is considerably subsidizing its local consumption, it could well be, in all probability, subsidizing its overseas exports as well. To meet such distortion in the marketplace then apposite responses are called for… not the unsubtle imposition of political forms of intervention that deserved to be correspondingly responded to through the use of similar measures. Otherwise, the recipients of such impositions would have to put up with such imposts imposed in such bad faith, that, in turn, will only engender feelings of a bad will that inevitably will be expressed through an ingrained reluctance to buy such products or services at the eventual lose for the perpetrators of such contractual inauthenticity. As I have argued elsewhere, without the relative authenticity of a compactual dimension there could be no viable contractual arrangements either entered in or carried out. Witness the worldwide opprobrium unleashed by Elon Musk’s PR disaster when he elected to serve as a dispensable agent of Trump’s reconstituting the civil service in his own image… with loyalists as articulated in the document Project 2025.
 (25)


By observing and comparing these various parallels and counter-parallels what might we be allowed to infer, conjecture, presuppose, envisage? Does Trump have a coherent strategy, even if formulated and exercised under the auspices of The Heritage Foundation and other Right-wing think tanks and organizations? (26)


My contention is that Trump’s unwise expressions of optimism are somewhat grounded in a misplaced ideology that is truly out of touch with lived-reality, resonant with alternative facts, and now inappropriately fueled by the apparent success of Argentina’s reforms and relatively necessary austerities? Let me further explore this speculative stance…
 (27)

8. Connecting Provisional Insights within Existentially Oriented Narratives?


Trump has set himself up for a considerable fall if his reforms fail to return the degree of so-called ‘stolen wealth’ purloined by ‘other countries who have so unfairly traded at the expense of the American people’. But, this a patent nonsense when trade deals engineered by the US considerably favour that country and can be re-engineered even by Trump himself (when he re-worked and re-branded NAFTA
 as USMCA
 in his first term). If anything, the US with the richest economy on this planet has its population feeling ‘poor’ by virtue of the neo-liberal policy settings that have overseen an increasing inequality in the marketplace for the average American. All very ironic in the light of his savage attempts to condemn DEI policies (of Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion) as so-called ‘Woke’ which among other things were set up to see an equality of wages between male and female workers; protect the worker in the workplace from harassment from both bosses and fellow workers; protect and empower disempowered minorities, and so on. (28)


Are his ‘reforms’ going to work (through, say, forms of creative-destruction, or, more likely, merely create a path of destruction that Democrats will yet again need to repair in the decades to come? Along with the needless repair of the current world order that has served many nations so well since the Second World War?)? (29)


When politicians mention the word ‘reform’, we should always ask, ‘reform conducted by whom for whom?’ Reading between the lines it is plainly obvious that Trump is out ‘to make the very rich even more rich’ and has even said as much. However, people remain mesmerized by the potent myth of social elevation through hard work and an element of good luck. Unfortunately, the latter is in short supply and the former is demanded without a fair level of recompense given the flattened level of decades’ long lack of relative wage growth which itself has been threatened by recent levels of not-fully compensated for inflation (that even Trump credits as an important factor in his yet again surprising re-election). (30)


Do we see the reiteration of a pattern here? The possible promotion of oligarchs, especially in light of the fact that his cabinet, and fellow travelers like Elon Musk, possess such incredible levels of wealth. Tax breaks for the wealthy, just voted for in both Houses, along with enormous cuts to welfare. The cutting of regulations, the mindless downsizing of certain ministries and their hardworking bureaucracies replete with the skills acquired over many years to serve the American public. A bureaucracy that is not bloated by world standards and only deserved to be carefully re-shaped for the exigencies of this modern computer age and its ever-present specter of existential crises that do not even spare America, be it from droughts to floods, forest fires to hurricanes, and an endless parade of tornadoes. (31)

But, instead, what else might we be witnessing? (32)

9. Possible Grounds for Optimism??


Unlike President Milei, who has a majority of people in favour of his reforms, in a country with an abundance of resources, but, over the last one hundred years has historically sabotaged its true place in history, the US has never been wealthier and now, instead, seems to be on a destructive path to deconstructing its patrimony and relinquishing its hard-earned standing on the world stage as ‘the first nation’ among first nations. I cannot see the average American partaking in this ‘crock of gold at the end of the metaphorical rainbow’ unlike the people in Argentina, who may not agree with Melei’s social platforms, still welcome and are encouraged by the apparent success of his seemingly well-thought-out economic policies. (33)


By virtually entertaining these parallels, etc., as outlined in this essay, are we now in a better position to decipher what intentions Trump might actually be hoping to realize? Putting aside his obvious attempts at pushing at constitutional limits in order to accumulate a greater degree of presidential power, do his ambitions go any further? Now, if we were to tune into Right-wing commentary on Trump’s unfolding attempts at a re-constitution of the political-economy in the US, and elsewhere, the latter either overtly through the imposition of tariffs, etc., or covertly through forms of emulated influence, or, more directly through the voicing of certain threats or indirectly through the defunding/re-funding of certain overseas programs, etc., what might one assume to be the overall game-plan of such processes of radical re-direction both within the US and between the US and the rest of the world? As suggested, it is my belief that such commentary, either advertently or inadvertently, is revealing such political-economic aspirations.
 Trump, and others are telling us that we are ‘in for a painful transition’, but, ‘such sacrifice will be worth it’. Here, he seems to be emulating the recent successes of President Milei?
 But, again, we should ask something along the lines ‘by whom is such a benefit to be obtained and for whom would such a benefit be shared?’ I daresay, perhaps subliminally, a more powerful US, a more powerful US presidency, a wealthier business world controlled by more influential oligarchs, and, then, the distant hope that some of that additional wealth might filter down to people themselves through opportunities for more employment, the need for less welfare, and so on? Along the way we would then find a president becoming more equal, if not the most dominant, on the world stage amongst those leaders who are influential in world affairs, the economic formation of an America that is an ‘America First’ before such ‘equals’, an economic powerhouse to accompany this augmented political-economic status, and so on. Along the way benefiting those parties that have been loyal to this aspirational ambition being exercised by Trump and his Right-wing enablers such as, e.g., the Christian nationalists, oligarchs who are either decidedly loyal or nominally loyal, members of those supporting think tanks, party members, people who side with Right-wing causes such as the gun lobby, pro-lifers, white nationalists, and all other members of any other minorities who demonstrate the requisite forms of trustworthy consideration. However, there is a Tibetan saying, ‘never lick the honey of the knife too quickly’ as Trump has proven to be an unreliable and non-steadfast supporter should his designs suddenly head in an opposite direction as he has demonstrated on innumerable occasions. Is this how we should read Trump? The myth that he has no plans of his own and is easily manipulated, although seemingly valid on numerous occasions, needs to be entirely dismissed since his determined, highly focused political tenor is there on display for all to see. In effect, from historical evidence, ‘he continually tells you what he will do and, in regard to those more central promises, he will most certainly set out to keep…’ (34)


But, President Trump is no economist (unlike Milei), and although he may well be a brilliant politician for winning elections that people deemed him unlikely to win, it remains to be seen whether he can even improve upon his dismal performance the first time around when compared to Biden and all other recent presidents?
 In the light of such historically based pessimism, are there reasonable grounds for an eventual degree of optimism to rise from the imminent ashes that surely will be left behind after the rollicking frolic of a President whose instincts could well prove to be as dangerous as the often fraudulent nature of his unsubstantiated pronouncements? Hopefully, such disasters will not transpire, should, in their place, a groundswell of public opinion arise to decisively undermine and delegitimize the standing of both his errant policies and the effectiveness of his sense of having a political voice unchecked by the institution of sensible restrictions, i.e., the various so-called ‘checks and balances’ envisaged and voiced by the Constitution. Or, will political protest only truly materialize after the cultural damage has been convincingly perpetrated? What have Americans and the rest of the world to look forward to – a return of inflation, higher costs from imports to more expensive medical bills, a destabilized world where dictators and oligarchs, sometimes the very same people, rule a world in support of their own self-directed desires and ends? A return of pandemics, a disruption of both trade and travel, more invasions of democratic countries, and a loss of once hard-won freedoms, that can be all so quickly lost? (34)


Or, must we be forewarned yet again in the optimistic hope of being better forearmed? Both actively and passively resisting the enablers of a political dissemination that deserves to be successfully deconstructed in a new-found political consensus, where in the process, we can discover a new-found bipartisanship along with a de-polarization of all extremist ideological nonsense in and through a discovery of a political contestment that can be done constructively and in a manner that finds suitable patterns of resolution that existentially benefit all citizens of the nation… without exception… (35)


Over the course of such reflections, am I being either too pessimistic and/or too optimistic? Riven by such a question, I can only seek your clarification of my controversial readings of this pressing topic, before the pages of history themselves are turned, and, happily, will defer to your wisdom in defusing both the complexity and perplexity of such a problematic set of seeming parallel perspectives..!!
 (36)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 19.3.25.

10. Additions I: What Else is Being Whispered in the ‘Right’ Ear of Trump?

From time to time, seemingly from nowhere, we get the voicing of various strange utterances like ‘dictator on the first day’, or ‘Canada should be the 51st state’, and ‘Greenland should be acquired for the security of the US’; (almost in the same vein as ‘taking Panama’ or ‘turning Gaza into another Riviera’). But these wild statements of political intent or predation do not come from nowhere and, here, yet again, Trump is not saying something creative and original. As usual, he is echoing ideas arising within and nurtured within the Right, or rather, the Alt-Right or political thinking sympathetic to that orientation. E.g., he seems to be referencing ideas of a certain Curtis Yarvan who is arguing for a strange set of quite disconcerting ideas. E.g., through such political objectives, his ideological set of ideas has been branded under various appellations, e.g., neo-monarchist, neo-feudalist, techno-monarchist, techno-fascist, the death of democracy, referencing a so-called ‘dark enlightenment’, etc. (37)

Now, such ideas have influenced a group of oligarchs known as the South African Oligarchs, namely, Elon Musk, Peter Thiele, David Sacks, and Rolof Botha. Then we have the protégé of Peter Thiel, namely Vice President J. D. Vance referencing the same ideas. As well, some of these ideas have infiltrated or overlap with Project 2025. What are we to make of such political aspirations, and what other individuals and political factions also have the sporadic attention of this president? On the other hand, the political uptake of such ideas would have profound ramifications for political practice and its consequences for the disrupted observance of democratic norms.
 (38)

Additions II: What Other Philosophical Points Could Be Brought to this Forum?

1. To apply working suspensions means we cannot currently be ideological!

Working suspensions can be approached by asking questions (‘either/or’), or through analogical comparisons (read as both’ like and not like’, but                                not as a literal ‘is’), or treating as ‘apparitional’, as ‘provisional’, as ‘simulated’, etc. (i.e., as ‘claims’ or ‘bets’ in an apparitional mode and/or an arbitrational mode), etc. (39)

When either ontological and/or epistemological claims are suspended they cannot be rendered as non-provisional or pseudo-ontologically/epistemologically over-committed. I.e., one cannot be ideologically orientated when suspensions are invoked, be that as partial suspensions or workings suspension, or as extended or extensive or expansive suspensions, etc.
 (40)

2. Suspensions automatically invoked their de-suspensions!

As all things are not equal, therefore, ‘the before a suspension’ cannot be the same as ‘the leaving the suspension through the automatic de-suspension’ (according to Axiom 32, as an example of the deconstructive philosophy of ‘différence/différance’!
)! (41)

Hence a ‘deconstructive pressure’ to reconstruct through the re-direction of such differentials. Thence remediation through this ‘inequality’ between these phases of deconstruction and reconstruction. (42)

3. Decisions that affect others should not normally be co-opted and imposed!

No (non-mutual) contracts without (mutual) compacts! Where a pure or univocal transactionalism can only fail!
 (43)

4. That the existential dimension should be observed!

That the existential dimension (of the compactual orientation) should always be observed, should always be aspired after, taken into account, but, also, never at the expense of the overlooking of the possibility of positive non-existential contributions that could be discerned as co-occurring at the same time! Neither living by bread (pain) nor by non-bread (cake/brioche) alone (because the relatively existential is realized through the existentialization of the relative non-existential, and v.v.). (44)

5. (Thence) there is the need for an open-ended consequential analysis!

That there is a pressing need for the performance of forms of an open-ended consequential analysis in order to better align with existentially oriented patterns of intervention (through a qualified existentialization of the relatively non-existential, etc.). As in chess, ‘with a good move in mind, see if there is a better one!’ Without necessarily claiming either a best or worst sense of choice, but, maintaining a pragmatic sense of perspective... (45)

6. Keeping ourselves open to the advent of the ‘impossible’!

Keeping ourselves open to the advent of the ‘impossible’ in a thematization of its possibilization!
 In a ‘dance’ between the economic, the hyper-economic, and the super-economic. (46)

The turning around (as a ‘metaphysical turn’, etc.) of natural (neo-liberal) prejudices, etc. - given our freedom is through others via an economy of arbitration, hopefully with an existential orientation. Therefore, it behooves us to see the world at large through the eyes of our relationships, i.e., both pro-relationally and trans-relationally. I.e., through the relative unity and circumscription of our relationships, and, the specificity of their engagement. In effect, a turning around of apperception/ensuing perception. Thence, in part, the import of the ‘metaphysical return’. What are the ramifications of this profound re-orientation? That as ‘the whole is greater than the mere sum of its parts’ this ‘difference’ can also be seen as ‘existential’. Then this difference can be experienced trans-relationally through our engagement with the concrete, historical specificities of our lives as lived through ‘existential engagement’ with(-)others, etc.
 (47)

7. That the Psychological Should Not Be Over-Preferenced

Furthermore, the philosopher or metaphysician or disciplinarian, e.g., should not predominantly start with the psychological, but, with the sociological, or, more importantly, with the richness of the relational already to hand... and then work back to a psychology, as an explanation or commentary on contemporaneous experience, etc... as refracted through the whole... as devolving from a qualified (non-absolutistical) (w)holly other.
 That in the same manner we should start from our arbitrations
 in order to thematize our circumscribed aspirations that need to be both socially and personally co-directed... and can never be fully established through the pure exercise of a purely personal, aspirational attitude...! Accepting that de-suspensions can never return us just to that which was previously possible, but, from time to time, will also reveal that which could not even have been thought previously to be possible...
 (48)

8. Summary:

In summary, awaiting the non-ideologically oriented work that could be done through suspensions and their differentially-integrated/integrated-differentials; letting de-suspensions evoke what, previously, could not have been thought possible in and through potential forms of relatively profitable re(-)alignments... (49)

Hence: Re-testments through re-attestments (through assured-insurance/insured-assurance
). (50) 







 N.T., 13.4.25. 

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


� 	I intend here something more broad than chiasmic and anti-chiasmic devices, etc. 


� 	My technical expression for ‘actions, non-actions, and inactions (the latter through either deferral or postponement)’.


� 	The word ‘Argentina’ comes from the Latin meaning ‘silver’ and is linked to the Rio de la Plata, or ‘River of Silver’, a name given by early Spanish explorers who encountered indigenous people with silver objects.


� 	As per Wikipedia (18.3.25).


� 	The Daily Economy: Javier Milei’s ‘Shock Therapy’ is Working; Michael N, Peterson, November 7, 2024. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://thedailyeconomyy.org/article/javier-mileis-shock-therapy-is-working/" ��https://thedailyeconomyy.org/article/javier-mileis-shock-therapy-is-working/� 


� 	Ibid.


� 	I.e., to be somewhat like Robinson Crusoe, albeit in an urban landscape where the resources are more manufactured by others, fostered through mutual cooperation, and do not just ‘grow on trees; metaphorically.


� 	An allusion to the chain saw given to Elon musk by Melei (as a potent political symbol used by Javier Melei, but, which has not been able to be positively transplanted upon American soil in the light of the arrogant, often illegal, blanket downsizing of US bureaucracies by DOGE, the non-constitutionally constituted Department of Government Efficiency that ‘may or may not be headed by Elon Musk’). The chain saw was gifted by Javier Milei when he visited the CPAC conference in Maryland, on 20 February 2025.


� 	As noted in paragraph 10.


� 	The next paragraph is in the form of a commentary of this paragraph 27.


� 	The North American Free Trade Agreement.


� 	United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement, which come into force on July 1, 2020.


� 	Drawing a hard and fast distinction between the ‘political’ and the ‘economic’ spheres of influence seems to be an impossible task under these circumstances where reforms are both ‘political’ and ‘economic’ in nature. Thence demonstrating, again, the apparent utility of a hyphenated ‘political-economy’.


� 	I mean this along more emotional lines, as a psychic reinforcement given that the political aspirations as enshrined in Project 2025 were published just before Milei’s accession to the Argentinian presidency.


� 	Contrary to what Trump, himself, repeatedly says about his own presidency. Statistically, there is little evidence, on many counts, that Trump had a successful presidency even when the economic consequences of Covid are removed from such calculations. Yes, he had a low inflation rate but supply chain disruptions, his tax cuts, and his over-spending were all factors that contributed to a period of inflation during the Biden presidency. etc. Biden managed to bring down that level of inflation, but, it remains to be seen if Trump’s economic policies do not reignite such a phenomenon and leave the economy in a period of serious stagflation, i.e., a period of simultaneous higher inflation and higher unemployment, little or no economic growth, etc.


� 	I.e., these imputed apparent parallels and possible counter-parallels virtually entertained in these relationships between ‘recent Argentinian economic reforms’, ‘Project 2025’s political vision’, ‘President’s Trump’s attempts to instantiate such political guidelines’, and ‘the current re-alignments happening between the US and the rest of the world’.


� 	Under this heading we should also include the conspiratorialist Laura Loomer and Doctor Navarro, and numerous others. Doctor (‘Green Bay Sweep’) Peter Navarro, an emeritus professor of economics at the Paul Merage School of Business of the University of California, was one of the first promoters of tariffs who had the ear of Trump. Indeed, this ‘academic’ kept quoting a certain non-existent authority named ‘Ron Varo’, an anagram, of his surname. Referred by Trump’s son-in-law, Jarrod Kushner, Trump been a fan of tariffs ever since. Seriously, you could not make this stuff up. Refer to Rachel Maddow’s scathing takedown of this person who continues to be a key adviser to Trump on matters of tariffs. 


� 	An extended suspension takes into account an economy of de-suspension. An extensive suspension takes into account a transition between virtual and the non-virtual forms of enaction. An expansive suspension goes even further in an expansion of approaches; the taking into account of economic, hyper-economic and non-economics aspects of the super-economical; a transcendence of subjective, inter-subjective and arbitrational spheres of influence; etc; i.e., as a complete suspension of every facet of interpreted experience.


� 	Pursuit III, Book XII.A(38).


� 	As well-exemplified by Donald Trump’s many failed business ventures.


� 	The need here for a neologism given that potentialization, e.g., is not an apposite expression, etc.


� 	I.e., with(-)others, before(-)others, and (in a freedom to be discerned and realized through resolution) through(-)others.


� 	When working with this essay in an open forum it was pointed out by David McDivitt that an illustration of this observation can be found in the ‘provocative fraud’ being perpetrated by Descartes, namely, in his articulation of the cogito, either to himself or some other person/s, could only be disseminated in the public space given that a pure private language is a complete nonsense. In other words, such ‘positioning’, vis-à-vis one’s own sense and semblance of consciousness, cannot be conducted in a pure private language (and, at the same time, as well, cannot be conducted in a pure public language [with the added implication that we must also recognize a subjective-intersubjective sphere of arbitration])!


� 	Where the existential orientation is primarily situated ‘event-wise’.


� 	Channelling here the existential idea of the uniqueness of the ‘event’ along with various forms of resonance with such philosophers and theologians like, e.g., Rorty, Caputo, Derrida, Laurelle, et al.


� 	The twin concepts of ‘insurance and assurance’ as defined elsewhere. I.e., that we have the insurance of returning to a more assured sense and semblance of an overall approach or effective approach and then re-starting conformally once again in the clarification of our conjectures; ascertainment of our narrational facts; oversee the adequacy, consistency and coherence of our conjectural objectives; entertain an ongoing, working discrimination between the relatively existential, the relatively positive non-existential and the relatively non-positive non-existential, etc.





