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

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

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








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

0. Preface

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


In the promo to this discussion I noted:

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

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

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


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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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


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


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


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

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

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

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

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


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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8. These factors, plus negative Social-Media, can further exacerbate the above. (18)
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X2. To Label or not to Label? – That Should Not Be the Question!?

A Second Conference Paper for 2023*

0. Background
There is a certain public wisdom to be found in the cultural consensus that ‘labeling’ is a problematic process and issue, but, in my estimation, the remedy involved in the complete avoidance of labelling altogether is a ‘cure’ whose ramifications are far, far worse than the perceived problem itself. In addressing this issue let me walk a middle path that both demonstrates that labelling deserves to be treated as problematic whilst also arguing that we cannot avoid this type of discrimination and that we need to go about such a process within guidelines that ensure that this type of everyday procedure is not abused, can be rectified when and where necessary, and, can be shown to augment and enhance the quality of our lives to be lived in this world at large. To this end, let me phenomenologically explore the intentional nature of this process of judgment designated as ‘labelling’ and question the positive and negative grounds for operating a process of such ‘ascription’ through both noting and not confusing the fact that labels have both denotations and connotations; improvising ‘suitable’ means for delineating the use of both coinciding appellations; and, ultimately, running a double test along both pragmatic and existential lines by invoking a necessary insistence that such a process is better exercised rather than impossibly avoided. As a conclusion let me demonstrate a middle path approach that abrogates bad processes of labelling whilst accepting the fact that labelling, per se, is impossible to avoid in the critical, and radical, pursuit of all well-exercised processes of insightfully enacted judgment that correctly observe all relevant boundaries and limitations involved in their successful deployment. (0)

1. Introduction


The world is awash with bad labelling. Often people misuse labels to win poorly constructed arguments. “You are such an idiot, why should we listen to what you have to say?!” This is an argument that is difficult to dismiss. If you were an ‘idiot’ then what we would expect you to say would be ‘idiotic’ in tenor. Although it is sometimes true that it takes the warnings of fools to insightfully alert us to the adverse nature of our current situatedness. Should you not be an ‘idiot’ then the conclusion, of course, does not necessarily follow. (1)


Fortunately, for serious philosophers, ‘both your time and opinions are important to us, and can you please wait in line as we listen to the both the sense and non-sense being disseminated, which I would like to add, ever so nicely, does deserve to be put in an endless queue’. OK, I jest, or, hopefully I am just joking? It is true that enormous amounts of what some people say sometimes barely reaches the grade of making sense… being replete with prominent internal contradictions, or finds itself in an alignment with alternative facts, or obviously has deleterious consequences should such a position be thought through and persisted with. Human nature loves to misuse labels, often smugly cited as so-called ‘evidence’ that the rigid positions of their ‘owners’ are true in the first place. This is known in the trade as persisting with a ‘confirmational bias’. (2)


An interesting phenomenon to interpret are interviews conducted with avid ex-President Trump’s supporters. Here we will see forms of self-labelling being spun in a veritable web of denial and self-denial. The interviewer is ever recounted with a small set of belief-statements to the effect quite often along the following lines: ‘Trump loves America. He is one of us. They (the establishment or this convenient fiction of the ‘deep state’) are only out to get him. He gave us a great economy. I will support my president to the very end even if he were to shoot people from the steps of the White House...’ (3)


Each one of these types of statements is either questionable and/or deserves to be questioned. In reverse order let me conduct this form of a general interrogation. (4)


Do we want a president, let alone any person, shooting fellow citizens from the metaphorical steps of the White House (or Fifth Avenue, in New York, or anywhere else”)? Obviously, the answer is “No!” Would you volunteer to be shot? Of course not. So, this is just a piece of rhetoric that cannot be treated literally. Not much more than an emphatic way, in poor taste, to affirm your undying allegiance (although, it should be added, don’t get shot in the process). (5)


The economy did pick up under Trump, but, the current GDP, under Biden, has exceeded all reasonable expectations by coming in at 4.9% in the third quarter of 2023. In Obama’s eight years in office, U.S. GDP growth averaged 1.62%, about 70% higher than Trump’s growth rate at only 0.95%, and the lowest average GDP for the last seven presidents in the U.S. Obviously, not only on these figures for the current growth in GDP we should prefer Obama over Trump, and Biden over Obama. The wonderful economic growth claimed by Trump is more myth than fact. Yes, there was some growth, but, he is not going to win a factual argument in comparison with the growth claimed under either Obama or Biden. In persisting with the dissemination of the meme that ‘under his presidency the economy went very well’, we have here just one more lie perpetrated by Trump who has had plenty of time to properly digest the true statistics on this matter. Indeed, just one more deception conveniently circulated by an already ‘certified liar’.
 (6)


‘They are out to get him’ has a certain superficial truth. Indicted in four different courts on 91 separate counts. Already declared to have fraudulently run his businesses in New York, and unsuccessful in a recent ‘rape and defamation’ trial also conducted in New York. (7)


‘But he is one of us!’ Well we might dispute each other’s politics, but, really, ‘would you like to be like Trump?’ Not a rapist? Not a business fraud? Not an insurrectionist? Should I assume you are an American patriot who does not like America’s enemies like Putin, Xi, or any other autocratic dictator? O, so you think Putin is great… despite causing the deaths, say, of over three hundred thousand people, with a number continuing to grow on a daily basis? Please, tell me in what way you are like Trump, or would like to be Trump?’ The ‘fact’ that he is a great business person. Well, he cannot be very good if he is not allowed to do business in the great business state of New York! So, you have some other reasons why you would admire ex-President Trump? But, I should warn you, that ‘what you say might be taken down and used as evidence in an appropriate court of law?’ (8)


Trump, himself, might say, “he loves America” but his many assaults upon the democratic institutions of that country belie that myth. His vision of America is ostensively racist, with no empathetic time for people of colour, and who have different values or religious beliefs, who don’t sensibly subscribe to bizarre conspiracies, and so on and so forth. (9)


The point being made here is clear. Labels can be used to both deceive or used to self-deceive the individual who, inadvertently or advertently, appeals to either their use or misuse. Then, no amount of an ever-reiterated assertion is going to prove that the label applied or self-applied actually ‘sticks’… (10)


To (mis)paraphrase the immortal words of Counsellor Mackey,
 in the television series South Park, “bad labels are bad, such labels are bad, ok, ok!” (11)

2. An Exploration of the Intentional Process of Labelling


In some ways the world is a bit like a natural museum. Everything is already conveniently labeled for us. As we make our passages through this world, both individually and collectively, we do not find ourselves having existential crises every moment of the day in our trying to navigate (around people and things), negotiate (with people and institutions), and accept forms of arbitration (as those conventions in place that will oversee productive patterns of behaviour that are both individual and communal in orientation) as we set out to achieve both our personal ambitions and social aspirations.
 Only from time to time, on the odd occasion, might we feel that we are actually facing some form of a ‘labelling crisis’ to the extent we either unwillingly concur with those labels or believe those labels to be wrongfully ascribed and refuse to act accordingly. Such cracks in identification portend the fact that labels and the things labeled are not self-identical, are not one and the same thing. Furthermore, even a cursory degree of scrutiny should reveal to us that labels both ‘denote the thing labeled’ and ‘connote an emotional (or sentimental
) attitude co-associated with the same’ should that psychological connection already be in place. In the light of this correspondence, between denotations and connotations, be it experienced as either concordant and/or non-concordant let me apply my concept of the ‘suitable’ in order to ascertain whether such denotations and connotations, indeed, are being suitably applied or not? (12)


By ‘suitable’ it has been pre-defined, by myself elsewhere, to mean ‘whether it is phenomenologically proper, hermeneutically appropriate, and/or existentially apposite?’ To use this ‘simple’ scheme let me consider if ‘my having two poached eggs for breakfast on toast with a small portion of bacon’ is a ‘suitable’ breakfast for me to have?
 I am hungry, I have eggs and bacon to hand, I have not eaten any eggs for the previous week, and, consequently feel that this menu for breakfast to be ‘proper’ (at least in accordance with current medical advice on how many eggs should be eaten per week). As noted, I have the ingredients, I have the time to make this breakfast, and, so regard it as appropriate for me to go ahead in this fashion. Last, is it apposite to have this type of breakfast? Now, as I am neither a vegetarian nor a vegan, I feel it is an apposite choice for me to make, that, moreover, it is also a good nutritional option to proceed with. Admittedly, this example is somewhat trite. Still, by not treading over controversial territory we might more calmly review those considerations that need to be taken on board in seeking a definitive resolution of this problem, namely, is my ‘having two eggs on toast with a small portion of bacon’ a suitable breakfast for me to have this particular morning? Should I label this a ‘good’ breakfast, and, in what sense are connotations also to be viewed as proper, appropriate, and apposite, i.e., as ‘suitable?’ (13)


From a connotational point of view is this breakfast also proper, appropriate, and apposite? As I am not eating eggs against medical advice or as I am in an alignment with the best advice given by medical organizations, it must follow that the connotation of a ‘good breakfast’ may well be a suitable appellation to make in the light of such advice, given that I am hungry, and have the time to cook this simple breakfast along with no other intervening obligations to the contrary… we might well find ourselves in a position of judgment that would allow us to clearly ascertain the relative merits of this particular course of action. (14)

That, in the process, I have been motivated by my hunger to form an intentional need for ‘eggs for breakfast’; that it is appropriate to make this particular breakfast for myself; that it is an apposite breakfast for me; that from a connotational perspective it is also proper, appropriate, and apposite to have this nutritional breakfast… and so I go ahead and cook this breakfast for myself. (15)

Of course, if our labeling is non-problematic from a connotational point of view then what is found to be problematic may well be able to be resolved in terms of clarifying that denotationally oriented perspective only. Then, in the absence of either ontological or epistemological over-commitments (or an equally presented absence of an under-commitment stemming from entertaining a purely flattened relativistic approach
), and we are prepared to suspend our representative modeling, then, we may well find this sought after form of resolution by virtue of the fact that, hermeneutically, what sets the problematicity in question to a great extent is also that which sets us up to recognize what would count as a resolution of that same form of problematicity. Indeed, asking a question to a great extent must also include what would count as an answer for that same question. It is an unfortunate fact that even though emotions can be used to motivate us, still, those same emotions unsuitably utilized will muddy the metaphorical waters of clear thinking and invite forms of mislabeling. But, then, the very idea of mislabeling implies that we can correctly label in the first place. So, with this evolving notion to hand of ‘labeling’ let me explore how labeling is able to be conducted, and how it could perhaps be both incorrectly mis-performed and correctly performed. (16)

A ‘process of labeling’ is ‘the labelling of something that can be labeled’. In effect, things that can be labeled are nominated or ‘named’. Hence, we can invoke an idea of a ‘double labeling’ to the extent that we affix a label to something that is already labeled so to speak. So, what did I have for breakfast? Eggs on toast with a small piece of bacon. Did I enjoy this breakfast cooked by myself? Yes, it was ‘nice’, it was a ‘good breakfast’. This state of affairs, as that denoted by myself, was ‘my breakfast?’. Having enjoyed this breakfast, I also ‘labeled it as ‘good’, as that which was ‘enjoyed’. (17)

Obviously, in order to explore this process of labeling we need to ask questions in order to ask if the labeling, both denotatively and connotatively, is suitably applicable, has been suitably applied? Moreover, through such interrogation (in this economy of interrogation) we only have to hand ‘nominatives, predicates, and relations’. If you can think of a fourth party, I dare say you have strayed into some other trimodal economy. On the other hand, through my concept of ‘parallel economic complexification’, if we were to pair this economy of labeled nominatives with the hermeneutic circle, albeit as interpreted through a trimodal perspective, we could also note the effective equivalence between ‘nominatives’ and ‘whole-and-parts’; ‘predicates’ and ‘analysis’ (or ‘reduction’); and, ‘relations’ and ‘whole’ (or ‘reconstitution’). Invoking this same economic principle of complexification
 we can also equate the moments of the interrogative economy at the same time, namely, the ‘rhetorical’ with the ‘relations’; the ‘metaphorical’ (first reply) with ‘predicates’; and ‘nominatives’ with apparitional modeling (as the second reply operating in a literal mode where we can also invoke non-economic forms of intervention, preferably, with an existential complexion and orientation). (18)

Now, admittedly, the last paragraph is my succinct summary of a plethora of assumptions, observations, and interpretations. However, putting most of its complexity to the side, let me merely note the following: Denotations involve nominatives, as the things being labeled. Applying predicates or relations to the same invites a connotational approach to such denotational materials. Now, if labels are, primarily, the denotational identification of nominatives then it follows that we cannot avoid using such labels since their avoidance would also be the avoidance of this same use of nominatives. Furthermore, to avoid using connotational forms of labeling would mean an equal avoidance of either predicates and/or relations. Moreover, through economic correlativity of economic moments no one economic party can be purely avoided since all parties are mutually co-defined correlatively. I.e., ‘that nominatives are not predicates and not relations’; ‘that predicates are not relations and not nominatives’; and, ‘relations are not nominatives and not predicates’. I.e., it is not possible to avoid nominatives, as logical subjects of our propositions, therefore, ‘denotational labels’ as ‘nominatives’ cannot be avoided in the formation of sensible propositions. Similarly, its stands to reason that ‘connotational labels’ in their utilization of either predicates and/or relations, equally, cannot be avoided in the meaningful formation of sensible propositions (that seek to evaluate forms of value, be that either properly exercised or improperly executed)! (19)


Restating this argument in a less technical manner we should observe that either good or bad processes of labeling are applied to nominatives as the denotational label. But, that there can be no sensible or meaningful propositions without the explicit or implicit use of both predicates and relations, or, where we impossibly set out to avoid making such claims, or where we propose either the mere presence of bare nominatives or the sheer absence of the same. That, to set out to do such prohibited propositional behaviours can only result in a diminishment of significance, i.e., in the relative absence of both meaning and meaningfulness! Taken to its ultimate conclusion, in either avoiding nominatives and/or predicates and/or relations, we would be left with propositional shells that could communicate nothing more than their superficially apparent syntactical form! (20)


Like going into a museum and only seeing the labels (in a removal of the items that were once labeled), or, merely finding exhibits that you would have no idea what they were if you were to possess no idea whatsoever as to what these items were in terms of their labeled identification! (21)


So, an avoidance of labelling is impossible! Yes, we could supply denotations through the use of suitable nominatives, but, at the same time avoid the use of adding a connotative sense of labeling. In effect, leave open or suspend what possible connotations might be applicable or might not be applicable! But, the possible addition or subtraction of such connotations cannot be ruled out as impossible or as something to be forever avoided since the quality of our lived-experience is dependent upon positively responding to such necessary forms of discrimination.
 (22)


So, given an acceptance that labeling is inevitable, certainly on a denotational level of explication, how might we then avoid so-called bad forms of labeling? (23)


I daresay through supervising a ‘suitable’ use of labels, by ensuring that, denotationally and connotationally, our application of this process of labeling is proper, appropriate and apposite. I.e., not contradictory or incoherent and in line with our best evidence; as fit for purpose; and, as not invoking consequences that are deleterious to the qualitative coursing of our relationships! (24)

3. Provisional Conclusions, Observations, and Comments…

Now, I am sure we could have much fun in further explicating the six headings of this ‘suitable’ formula, already to hand, once applied to both denotations and connotations. However, for convenience let us merely use this expression ‘apposite’ from a connotational perspective, preferably with an existential complexion in mind. In effect, rendering these appellations of ‘proper’ and ‘appropriate’ as primarily ‘pragmatic’ in outlook, whilst, a connotational use of ‘apposite’ should be utilized from an existential perspective, i.e., in such a manner that both the richness and enrichment of value (e/valuational formation) is to be observed and acted upon accordingly through either the creation, preservation, and/or conservational expansion of the quality of our relationships. Where through the adoption and adaptation of a pro-relational, trans-relational sense of perspective
 we can also act on the behalf of that relationship in the current light of its situated-situatedness. Therein, and thereby, enacting patterns of existential intervention that enrich the lived-quality of our relationships. No doubt also finding that what is pragmatically proper and appropriate, i.e., fit for purpose, ideally enriches the appositeness of our conduct, but, where ensuring the appositeness of our conduct would also more than likely see out the proper and appropriate use of our means and measures for labeling as an engaged process of identification that, in lived-experience, is both inescapable but also as something that should be correctly conducted through the auspices of an existential appreciation of our relationships. (25)

Ideally, through the suitable use of (extensive) suspensions we can operate in our interrogative economies, in such a manner (in the suitable asking of applicable questions) where we find the envisaged uptake of nominatives, predicates, and relations is conducted  in a reasonable manner in keeping with all economic principles, i.e., e.g., with all due propriety, appropriateness and appositeness, and, where such ensuing forms of situational appreciation are in a general evidential alignment with lived-experience… (26)

Hence the application of this idea of the ‘suitable’ must also function as both a pragmatic and existential test… where labelling is not be avoided, but, where bad labeling is definitely something that should be avoided..!! (27)







    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 29.10.23.

4. Postscript


The philosophical concept of economic correlativity is constructed on the premise that we cannot take an economic moment, indeed, any such moment, and entertain it absolutistically on its own terms ‘purely in, through and/or of itself’. Intentional thinking, and trans-intentional judgment, along with all other epistemological processes, cannot be non-dialectically interacted with, i.e., can be neither recognized nor encountered nor engaged through some form of self-attainment, as a process of self-obtainment, i.e., self-appropriation. Instead, what happens is that we non-philosophically have to overlook such limitations and ‘legislate’ on a priori-like grounds our findings be they either synthetically confirmed or verified,
 speculatively overlook their current non-confirmation or non-verification, or, merely insist that things are so on a priori grounds by merely insisting on their synthetic representation along the same lines. This short-sighted behaviour is what we do all the time, we could not survive otherwise!
 However, philosophically let us not deceive ourselves with such improper notions that we have an indubitable access to such truth or to some source of such truth, and so on. (28)

As pragmatic-existentialists
 we have no need to make such unnecessary claims. What works for us is almost good enough (pragmatically), and, what also works for both our individual and collective wellbeing is even better (existentially)… so this is as all dialectically constituted ‘things’ truly are… so be it..!!

(29)           
           N.T., 29.10.23.
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X3. The Invitation of My Favorite Philosophers...*

0. Preamble

We have moved into the holiday season between the years 2023 and 2024 and, in the spirit of these times, I have suggested we invite our favorite philosophers, be they dead or alive, whether they speak or spoke English, or not, we shall not discriminate, and hope they will join us in these celebrations. In the full observance of a civil decorum, as is our custom, let us introduce our philosophical friends and highlight some their insights and how they have assisted the world to become a better place, and how, in turn, they may have existentially assisted us in finding our own place in this world at large, this overall world-of-life..? (0)


I know that we are quite crowded but would like to introduce you to a small sample of my philosophical friends, namely, Edmund Husserl (8.4.59-27.4.38),  François Laruelle (22.8.37-), Niklas Luhmann (8.12.27-11.11.98), Nagarjuna (c.150-25 C.E.), Vasubandu (late fourth – early fifth century C.E.), John D. Caputo (26.19.40-), and Richard Rorty (4.10.31-8.6.07). (1)


In introducing these philosophical friends, I will first highlight a few of their ‘philosophical insights’ and then proffer my own personal take on their achievements. (2)

1. Edmund Husserl


I discovered Husserl in Australia, after I migrated from New Zealand. I found I was very sympathetic to his ideas and methods. To my mind philosophy should not be just a theoretical discipline, but, something we can get our metaphorical ‘hands’ on and use. That transcendental suspensions were central to our both our practical and critical reflections. Indeed, central to all forms of judgment. That we cannot even ask a question without invoking a form of suspension, namely, the in between world of the ‘either/or’. Moreover, I saw a trajectory running through Husserl’s explorations. That once he divided the suspension into both a balanced suspension and an analytical reduction that he then needed to re-balance such a scheme with some sense of a synthesis as a form of reconstitution (putting back what was pulled apart in the reduction). This trimodal scheme also mirrored, and paralleled, my understanding of the hermeneutic circle which, in my doctoral thesis, was constructed along similar lines. (3)


This temporal trajectory from the bipolar to the tripolar, that I ascribed to Husserl’s oeuvre, I then took up to further explore what I perceived to be the necessary idea of the ‘de-suspension’, and, then, the causal consequences that might also flow in its wake as we escape the relativistic world of the suspension and its otherwise indecisive, psychotic, and catatonic-like embrace... (4)


In the Blue Mountains, in the 80s, I was asked to run a philosophy course for some elderly ladies and one gentleman. After my summary treatment of Plato, Aristotle, and Descartes, in about week four I introduced them to this philosophy of phenomenology and quite quickly got these well-motivated individuals doing transcendental suspensions, all a bit like ducks happily taking to water... I mention this as a contrast because on returning to New Zealand to attend a philosophy conference and giving a paper on a phenomenological reading of the Buddhist Philosopher Vasubandhu one of my teachers, from one of the universities I had attended, stood up and tried to tell the room what he thought was meant by this methodological concept of a ‘transcendental suspension’. Unfortunately, he was way off in his understanding, or rather, total misunderstanding... which was quite surprising as he could read both German and Sanskrit, but where his knowledge of German philosophy ended with Gottlob Frege (8.11.48-26.7.25) whose work, taken up by analytical philosophers, had marginally ended before Husserl’s much more important later contributions. I mention this observation because, all too often, I find those who possess an enquiring mind, and have a flexible disposition, ‘just get it’ and those too wedded to impossible ideas like ‘realism’ or ‘idealism’ just cannot understand, and ‘just do not get it!’ Indeed, the Indian, Chinese, Korean, and Japanese scholars, at this conference, already having an exposure to contemporary Buddhist thoughts, understood where I was coming from and could engage me on this topic. On the other hand, the analytical fraternity could not even comprehend what I was up to. As one of these English speaking scholars in Buddhist philosophy noted, ‘that if I were correct, then they would have to be wrong in their interpretations of this philosophy called Yogacara’, so misidentified, from my perspective, as a form of ‘Buddhist idealism’. (5)


But, this observation still stands today, ‘transcendental phenomenology (transcendental hermeneutics, and transcendental existentialism)’ as a way of doing philosophy, is either something you instinctively understand or something you just cannot comprehend (at least currently if I were to adopt a more optimistic point of view). (6)

2. François Laruelle


As mentioned, I took a tripolar reading of Husserl’s apparent trajectory and how I believe many of his concepts are better understood through that type of lens (rather than through either a unimodal or bimodal schema). In effect, invoking a co-associated ‘circulation of value’. Indeed, invoking a gestalt idea of a field in which we need these three pre-conditions of ‘a background, a foreground, and some form of intentional subjectivity’ before anything could make sense, before meaning could be rendered meaningful, and where we might even find some relational form of an emergent meaningfulness. (7)


However, the French non-philosopher, or non-standard philosopher, Francois Laurelle awoke me from my slumber, my continuously being whirled around in endless cycles of circulation with his recognition ‘that not everything is just economic’, as might be echoed, say, by Karl Marx (5.5.18-14.3.83) or his less able acolytes. When we make a decision, and then act upon it, we immediately leave that economy through a unilateral act of re-direction enacted in that very instant. Yes, in leaving that economy of origination we may well then enter into another (e.g., the hyper-economic as defined by myself), still, we have relatively broken free, hitched a ride upon the causal arrow of time, entered into an act of economic defiance that, as an irruption, from this mere state of circulation, just cannot be undone (and where this act, itself, as a one-off performance can no longer be circulated or recycled)! (8)


Even though time is somewhat (mis)understood through ‘the tripolar economy of past, present, and future’, in a sharp contrast, the arrow of time itself is anything but cyclic in nature. Speeding from one point and heading who knows where? (9)


So, thank you Francois... a mere reduction to the economic, philosophically, just does not work, can do no work either philosophically or non-philosophically! (10)

3. Niklas Luhmann 


Recently, another philosopher, and sociologist, has also pulled the metaphorical ‘rug’ from beneath me. It is all very well to think of various disciplines as each possessing their own distinctive take on this world at large. But disciplines belong to various social systems like, e.g., Academia, or the Legal Fraternity, or the World of Business, and so on. Without understanding their historical contexts we cannot, on a priori-like grounds, understand, e.g., the fact that philosophy in the 19th century eventually split into science, psychology and philosophy as we know it today. Furthermore, without understanding that each system has its own code, its own unique way of seeing the world, we are left superficially floundering as to how we might better understand and resolve a plethora of social problems, be they either more Traditional or Contemporary in their historical presentations. An insightfulness that comes about through understanding anomalous patterns of behaviour as either having their locus in malfunctioning systems or, perhaps more importantly, between systems. Either in systems that are no longer fit for purpose, for whatever reason, and, between systems where forms of communication and harmonization are presently are out of kilter with each other when viewed from a more global perspective (within the open environment of the Political-Economy). A classical example of this occurs when we (ap)perceive an obvious ‘clash of systems’ at the root of the obesity ‘epidemic’. The Business World is predicated on making a profit, and, the Health System is predicated on both reactively treating illnesses, and so on, and, proactively disseminating the pre-conditions for a healthy lifestyle, and so forth. Unfortunately, the trend for the promotion of highly processed foods, with a lesser protein content, of a questionable nutritional status, as having ‘affordable prices because of low-cost ingredients’, as  ‘engineered to have craving-like palatability’, and where ‘they are aggressively marketed’ has meant relatively adverse shifts in our overall eating habits.
 That, despite the recent advent of very promising weight-loss medications, a more effective reversal of this obesity crisis is better predicated on a reversing of these preconditions accelerated by the motive of a ruthless ‘profit for the sake of profit’ as the central code of the Business World. Now, I am not suggesting we change this code at the center of the World of Business, even if we could, but to point out how our (ap)perception of a ‘clash of systems’ (or finding individual systems not currently fit for purpose) is the insight first needed before we can then go on to even start finding a resolution of these otherwise interminable problems. (11)


So, thank you Niklas. Without these hard-worked for insights, philosophers, sociologists, disciplinarians et al, in their trying to be of service to the world, would be no more effective, and heard, than those optimists ‘whistling into a roaring wind...’ (12)

4. Nagarjuna


And, now, a considerable step back in time. It would be safe to say that this Buddhist philosopher, and the radical tradition, and offshoots, he has come to represent, initiated a revolution in thinking where a number of contemporary philosophies were assigned to the crumbling shelves of temple libraries and where all other religious philosophies that managed to survive had to radically emend the ways they both thought and argued. (13) 

In my understanding, his devasting dialectical approach deconstructed and destroyed both unimodal and bimodal ways of intentional representation. As a case in point we have his demolition of a bimodal form of causality simplistically divided between the conventional notions of ‘cause and effect’. In paraphrasing a complex set of arguments we could say something along the lines: If an imputed ‘cause’ is not connected to its imputed ‘effect’ how could there be this imputed ‘causation’, but, if an imputed ‘cause’ and an imputed ‘effect’ are simultaneously connected then how could that imputed ‘cause’ be a ‘cause’ and how could that imputed ‘effect’ an ‘effect’, and so on and so forth..!
 (14)


Denial of the unimodal and the bimodal paved the way for the trimodal... and the phenomenological approaches of Vasubandhu... and a continuing evolution of Buddhist thought towards the so-called ‘school’ of the Tathagatagarbha, and similar (in Tibet, China, and elsewhere).
 (15) 

5. Vasubandu


All too often totally misread along idealistic lines, Vasubandhu simply notes the phenomenological nature of conscious experience. The appearance of ‘objectivity’ is constituted through intentional objectivity. The appearance of ‘subjectivity’ is constituted through intentional subjectivity. We have no right to extrapolate these in the form of so-called ‘external worlds’ and ‘internal world’. Such a manoeuvre is totally illegal and fraudulent in both philosophical and non-philosophical terms of reference. All that granted, let us make a new start from what we have to hand and put aside all such childish nonsense fabricated by unimodalists and bimodalists, conjuring with the impossible and further ensnaring us misguided mortals in such endless webs of deceit and deceitfulness, and so on... (16)

6. John D. Caputo

And now for something different. A radical theologian. A person who profoundly attends to the smaller things, the nooks and crannies, those cracks and crevices able to escape the clutches of an organized religion, a masterful dialectician who is able to show how to find a religious life in the secular, how power is undone through weakness just as water wears away the roughest and toughest of rock... all in all a most delightful iconoclast...a person who has not one image destroyed... or left untouched... (17)

7. Richard Rorty 


Now, I would like you to meet a pragmatist. A person no longer beholden to unimodal and bimodal metaphors impossibly mistreated in a literal vein. A ‘positive nihilist’ who works with ‘what is to hand’, who treats imputations as ‘imputations’ and has no desire to speculate about what cannot be non-speculatively ascertained.
 A practical person who seeks the incremental evolution of a social consensus along with the emergence of innovative ways of thinking that can existentially enrich our passages through this world at large, undertaken both individually and collectively..! (18)


So, here are some of my friends invited to this Xmas party. People who have made invaluable contributions to the way we think and behave before-others, and who still have a contribution to make in so far as they can inspire us as to how we might think today and how we might think in such a manner that is more conducive to new ways of thinking, new way of solving what might, otherwise, remain forever problematic... without, of course, absolving us and sidelining us from the very problematic nature of our being in this world at large, this overall world-of-life..! (19)


So, with these introductions completed, let us introduce ourselves and imbibe this spirit of the times, this Contemporary zeitgeist, as we engage the emergence of these non-continuities in our cultural and intercultural lives that, from out of nowhere, seem to signal... the advent of a new era..!!
 (xx)








          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 7.12.23.
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X4. ‘The Voice’: An Exploration of its Non-Successful Establishment

Through the Auspices of a Referendum:

A ‘Working’-Paper in Practical and Political Philosophy*

0. Preamble

In line with my views on the nature of the narrational economy (of narrational facts, forms of narrational expression, and narrational anomalies
) this working-paper in practical and political philosophy is divided into three sections, under the headings, namely, of ‘Facts’, ‘Functions’, and ‘Finalities’.
 (0)

Under ‘Facts’ various relevant, open-ended items of information will be recorded as the source materials for narrational facts. (i)


‘Functions’ concerns itself with running various conjectures, observations, and interpretations that could mutually support such re(-)positionings, hopefully with valid, conformal approaches to both non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented forms of e/valuational formation (acting as narrational ‘contributions’ in the context of the overall presentations of this working-paper concerned with a balanced interplay of theoretical, practical, and critical [-radical] inputs and outputs). (ii)


By ‘Finalities’ is ironically meant the arrival at some form of a non-conclusive, provisional set of findings as situated in a pragmatic perspective. (iii)


In my opinion, it was unfortunate that the recent referendum of the ‘The Voice’ failed since as a ‘progressive policy formulation’ it could be viewed as an inevitable re-formulation of the Australian political landscape whose time has not yet arrived but as representative of a type of policy formulation, with both consequent and subsequent attitudinal changes, which will be taken up either overly and/or covertly, formally and/or informally, in either a de facto and/or non-de facto/de jure manner given that other pathways will reproduce similar trajectories in transformations outcomes… (iv)


In exploring this optimistic type of narrative let me present various conjectures, observations, and arguments for why such a point of view could be considered to be reasonable, probable, and, somewhat inescapable. (v)










 N.T., 19.1.24.
I: Facts (and Relevant Documents)

According to the Wikipedia entry (on 22.1.24)

The Uluru Statement from the Heart is a 2017 petition to the people of Australia, written and endorsed by the Australian Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander leaders selected as delegates to the First Nations National Constitutional Convention. The document calls for substantive constitutional change and structural reform through the creation of two new institutions; a constitutionally protected First Nations Voice and a Makarrata Commission[a], to oversee agreement-making and truth-telling between governments and First Nations. Such reforms should be implemented, it is argued, both in recognition of the continuing sovereignty of Indigenous peoples and to address structural "powerlessness" that has led to severe disparities between Indigenous and non-Indigenous Australians. These reforms can be summarised as Voice, Treaty and Truth.

In October 2017, the then Coalition government rejected the Voice proposal, characterising it as a "radical" constitutional change that would not be supported by a majority of Australians in a referendum. Following this, in May 2022 Labor leader Anthony Albanese endorsed the Uluru Statement on the occasion of his 2022 election victory and committed to implementing it in full.

The resulting referendum was subsequently defeated. (A)

The text of what is generally characterised as the full statement,[19] but also as the "one-page pitch" of the full document[20] is as follows:[21]
We, gathered at the 2017 National Constitutional Convention, coming from all points of the southern sky, make this statement from the heart:

Our Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander tribes were the first sovereign Nations of the Australian continent and its adjacent islands, and possessed it under our own laws and customs. This our ancestors did, according to the reckoning of our culture, from the Creation, according to the common law from 'time immemorial', and according to science more than 60,000 years ago.

This sovereignty is a spiritual notion: the ancestral tie between the land, or 'mother nature', and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peoples who were born therefrom, remain attached thereto, and must one day return thither to be united with our ancestors. This link is the basis of the ownership of the soil, or better, of sovereignty. It has never been ceded or extinguished, and co-exists with the sovereignty of the Crown.

How could it be otherwise? That peoples possessed a land for sixty millennia and this sacred link disappears from world history in merely the last two hundred years?

With substantive constitutional change and structural reform, we believe this ancient sovereignty can shine through as a fuller expression of Australia’s nationhood.

Proportionally, we are the most incarcerated people on the planet. We are not an innately criminal people. Our children are aliened from their families at unprecedented rates. This cannot be because we have no love for them. And our youth languish in detention in obscene numbers. They should be our hope for the future.

These dimensions of our crisis tell plainly the structural nature of our problem. This is the torment of our powerlessness.

We seek constitutional reforms to empower our people and take a rightful place in our own country. When we have power over our destiny our children will flourish. They will walk in two worlds and their culture will be a gift to their country.

We call for the establishment of a First Nations Voice enshrined in the Constitution.

Makarrata is the culmination of our agenda: the coming together after a struggle. It captures our aspirations for a fair and truthful relationship with the people of Australia and a better future for our children based on justice and self-determination.

We seek a Makarrata Commission to supervise a process of agreement-making between governments and First Nations and truth-telling about our history.

In 1967 we were counted, in 2017 we seek to be heard. We leave base camp and start our trek across this vast country. We invite you to walk with us in a movement of the Australian people for a better future.

The italics, which appear in the original, denote quotations. The first is from an opinion written by Fouad Ammoun, Vice-President of the International Court of Justice, as part of the Western Sahara case of 1975. This opinion was cited in the landmark Mabo land rights case. The second is from an essay by anthropologist Bill Stanner. The third is from former Prime Minister Gough Whitlam.[22]
Note on Makarrata
Makarrata is a Yolngu word "describing a process of conflict resolution, peacemaking and justice",[23] or "a coming together after a struggle". It originally referred to a ritualised ceremony of "revenge", dispute resolution, and "peace-making" in which members of an aggrieved clan throw spears at a wrongdoer until blood is drawn.[24]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Uluru_Statement_from_the_Heart" \l "cite_note-26" [25] In some areas, the ceremony was satisfied by a transgressor being ritually speared in the leg instead of facing the spears head on. Once blood was drawn, the feud was over, with the wrong suffered to the accuser satisfied.[24] Members said Makarrata "captures our aspirations for a fair and truthful relationship with the people of Australia", and the Makarrata Commission would "supervise a process of agreement-making between governments and First Nations".[26] The word has also been used to mean "treaty", as adopted by the National Aboriginal Conference in the 1980s in order to use an Aboriginal word for their proposed "Treaty of Commitment... between the Aboriginal Nation and the Australian Government".[27]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Uluru_Statement_from_the_Heart" \l "cite_note-29" [28]  (B)
The following article was posted in The Conversation:
Following the Voice failure, Indigenous politicians are calling for the UN’s Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples to be implemented. What is it and what would it mean?

Published: January 15, 2024 1.41pm AEDT 
The Voice referendum was a disappointing result for many, but there is hope that much of its vision could be achieved via a different path. The Joint Standing Committee on Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs has presented a report to federal parliament calling for the implementation of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

The committee was led by Uncle Patrick Dodson, a Yawuru poltician who is retiring from the senate on January 26, the anniversary of Australia’s invasion.

The declaration is essentially a list of human rights Indigenous peoples have under international law. These rights are presented as articles. These include the right to self-determination and participation in decision-making in matters that affect them.

If the committee’s call to implement the declaration is accepted by the federal government, this right to participation in decision-making could be achieved in many ways. This includes non-constitutional implementation of the Uluru Statement from the Heart.

A strong majority of the standing committee including the Greens’ members supported the implementation of the declaration. The coalition members dissented on the key recommendations. DjabWurrung Gunnai Gunditjmara senator Lidia Thorpe supported the recommendation but went further to propose the declaration be enshrined in federal legislation. Thorpe’s proposal was rejected by parliament.



Read more: The political subjugation of First Nations peoples is no longer historical legacy
Indigenous peoples’ human rights in Australia (and elsewhere) were grossly violated by colonisation which resulted in past and ongoing injustices. The declaration recognises and lists those rights with the purpose of addressing those injustices.
A key right in the declaration is Article 4:

Indigenous peoples, in exercising their right to self-determination, have the right to autonomy or self-government in matters relating to their internal and local affairs, as well as ways and means for financing their autonomous functions.
The declaration was adopted by the United Nations General Assembly in 2007 after 20 years of negotiation by Indigenous peoples and governments around the world.

Indigenous figures in Australia played leading roles in these processes. Development of the declaration involved people such as Uncle Les Malezer, a Gubbi Gubbi and Butchulla man who was the chair of the Indigenous peoples caucus and addressed the United Nations General Assembly when the declaration was adopted.

Yarawu barrister and academic Uncle Mick Dodson helped draft the declaration, and Professor Megan Davis, a Cobble Cobble woman, was part of the UN declaration working group.

The declaration has garnered strong support among Indigenous communities in Australia.

The Joint Standing Committee on Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs report states applying the declaration could improve access to land rights, help combat racial discrimination and support Indigenous businesses, social services and cultural organisations.

We suggest it would also add great momentum to historic processes already underway, such as truth-telling and treaty-making in Victoria.

The main purpose of treaty-making is to give effect to Indigenous peoples’ self-determination. Implementing the declaration would support treaty-making because it would involve recognising self-determination as a right.



Read more: Gaza update: deadlock in the UN security council means no relief for suffering Palestinian civilians


How the declaration could be implemented by law and/or policy

The Joint Standing Committee on Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Affairs’ report examined how the declaration could be implemented in Australia and whether it should be through legislation, under policy, or both.

Senator Thorpe’s private member’s bill called for the declaration to be enshrined in federal legislation. The bill would have required the federal parliament to ensure its legislation was consistent with the declaration. It would also have required the federal government to adopt an action plan for its implementation. The bill was rejected.

The majority of the standing committee decided against supporting Thorpe’s approach, preferring a more flexible process. Their report examined how Canada and New Zealand’s legal and policy-based approaches for implementing the declaration appear to have been effective. This is different to senator Thorpe’s approach which requires legislating the declaration as an absolute minimum.

The standing committee recommend instead that Indigenous peoples have a choice of approach, through negotiations with governments and others, based on their right to self-determination. Whether this would need at least the minimum standards and essential framework to be set down in legislation is an open question yet to be answered.

The Voice offered a bold vision of a constitutionally protected say for Indigenous peoples in federal law-making and administration. This would have been consistent with the right to self-determination and to participation in decision-making specified in the declaration.

The committee’s report states the declaration offers a bigger vision than the Voice.

It recognises not only the importance of First Nations peoples’ self-determination and participation in decision-making, but also rights to housing, health, work and freedom from discrimination and other human rights.

Implementing the declaration does not necessarily require constitutional enshrinement.

While the Voice would have given Indigenous people a powerful say in those areas, implementing the declaration could elevate that say and those areas to the level of human rights. This is greatly needed in the aftermath of a disappointing and painful referendum result. (C)
On an Indigenous Perspective on the ‘Voice’:

Charles Prouse, in his book: On the Voice to Parliament notes the following:

It is here that the Uluru Statement from the Heart calls out to all Australians (not just politicians) for three things:

· Voice

· Treaty

· Truth-telling
I’m going to talk about a First Nations Voice enshrined in the Constitution – ‘the Voice’.


The Voice to Parliament is the first of three responses to the Uluru Statement. All Australians of voting age will be asked at a national referendum if they wish to amend modern Australia’s foundational legal document


Now the first thing I need to say is that we are not being asked to decide on a ‘model’ for what the Voice will look like. We need to separate the referendum question from what a proposed model might be. This is the first trap, and the main trap in the debate, so let’s focus on that. (There are other lots of other traps in the referendum debate and I hope we call them out for what they are – traps and smokescreens – and some of them are outright lies. Maybe someone will write an essay on those.)


We are being asked whether we think Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people should be acknowledged as being part of this country before it was colonized by the British and whether we they should have say about issues that affect them.


The legal wording of the proposed change to the Constitution is:

A Proposed Law: to alter the Constitution to recognize First People of Australia by establishing an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice.


Do you approve this proposed alteration?

You may answer YES or No. Abstaining is effectively the same as NO.


If the Australian people agree to this change in the referendum, a body called the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Voice’ will be set up…


Prouse then points out that this body can only make presentations to Parliament on issues relating to indigenous affairs but Parliament is not bound to accepts such advice. Furthermore, by having this placement in the Constitution governments will not be able to just disband what legislation may have been enacted by previous governments. In some detail Prouse records how the Liberal government under Howard dissolved the legislated basis for ATSIC further disempowering and disenfranchising the Aboriginal sense of community being developed through that framework.
 


Prouse also notes a number of quite misleading arguments, almost as default tropes, used by people promoting the No campaign.
He notes:

· The consultative process wasn’t done properly / I never got asked / Nobody spoke to me

· It’s a Canberra model – made up by people in Canberra – not Aboriginal people out in the bush

· It’s not going to elect the right people / I don’t know how it is going to elect people so UI don’t trust it.

· It’s another ATSIC and that failed

· For us Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people, we’ll be ceding our sovereignty 

· We should have a treaty first

· It won’t change anything – we need to close the gap

· It will divide us Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people

· It will divide Australia because it’s racist (trick one, this – not because it’s racist, but how to respond to this argument)

As noted by Prose, answering that last question is ‘tricky’. His approach to this rejoinder is that policies in past have been racist; if it’s not just a lazy response it is probably racist (by being somewhat a reversed process of projection?); that for a person on the end of a racist attack or policy, that that is ‘real racism’.
 

Moreover, calling this step in self-advancement ‘racism’ and using it to shut down the debate itself… and walking away from this debate is being ‘racist’?
 (D)

Voting Patterns


As an observation we can say only Canberra, small inner-city regions, e.g., in both Melbourne and Sydney would achieve a vote over the required fifty percent. Moreover, to counter the claim that the Indigenous voters were not on board with this referendum could be countered by the observation that the hinterland to Darwin, well-populated by First Nations’ people, in the Northern Territories, had a degree of support over fifty percent in a marked contrast to how the people in Darwin voted.

Results

Yes 

39.94%

No

60.06%

Valid votes
99.02$

Invalid votes
0.98%

Total Votes
15,739,686

Registered…
17,671,784

Reg. Turnout
89.95%

That no state got the required 50% of the vote. That only the ACT scored a majority Yes vote.

Evidence of an urban-rural divide:

The four electorates to return a vote of 70% or more were the namesake sets of Melbourne, Sydney, Canberra, and Prime Minister Albanese’s seat off Grayndler.

The four electorates with a Yes vote below 20% were the rural seats of Maranoa, Flynn, Capricornia, Hinkler, and Dawson in southern and central Queensland.

Aftermath:


In South Australia that voted 64% No the state’s Liberal leader cast doubt on the formation of a state’s Voice.


On 19 October the Queensland opposition Liberal National Party of Queensland (LNP) announced they had dropped support for a state based treaty. 


In January 2024 both the Victorian Liberal Party and the National Party of Victoria withdrew their support for the state’s treaty process.


Also, according to Wikipedia: Regions with a high proportion of Indigenous Australians overwhelmingly voted Yes in the referendum. The highest vote in support of Yes in an indigenous community was in Wadeye, at 92.1%. (E)

II. Functions (looking at various Conjectures, Observations, Interpretations, etc.)

It appeared obvious in real time, and certainly confirmed in hindsight, that the Right in Australian politics was out to sabotage this alteration of the Constitution (which necessitated the use of a referendum to do so, although, it should be noted, that a small handful of conservative Members of Parliament did put their vocal support behind the YES Campaign). One historical lesson being that without bi-partisan support, referenda in Australia have historically failed. (1)


At the beginning, support for the YES Campaign was well over fifty percent but soon collapsed for a number of reasons. (2) 


As with referenda in the past, a fertile variety of doubts were posed.
 Two prominent Aboriginal politicians became poster images for a very glossy NO campaign. The messaging of the Right suggested that if it were all a bit to complicated then you had to vote ‘No’. Of course, a more honest approach would have been, ‘if not sure, find out!’ Along with the way a number of very negative strategies had their accumulative effect. E.g., the quite ingenious piece of counter-spin and projection that simply stated that ‘the whole process was ‘racist’,’ and, as ‘people today are not racists’ they should just say, “No”. Not having a suitable reply to this spurious retort, as an answer to this fraudulent set of arguments, in my opinion, probably lost this referendum. (3)


In the light of the observations above, I would like to explore a small number of conjectures, e.g., first, that the retort that ‘the proposal of having an indigenous Voice to Parliament was racist’ was itself covertly racist, and, second, that this progressive referendum was politically premature, but, equally, third, that such changes as envisaged by the Uluru Statement from the heart, in some form or other, are inevitable, whilst also considering, fourth, that an affective preference for the dissemination of the emotion of fear or its equivalent, which, on balance, was indeed successfully promoted by those who represented a more public face of the “No” Campaign. That examining, in some depth, these four conjectures, should throw further light on the practical nature of this political process and perhaps proffer some insights into how an approach in a positive recognition of diversity, etc., might be better fostered both now and at some future point in time. (4)

We could be charitable and argue that those people, either through design or even inertia, who voted “No” could still have done so with admirable, well-thought-out reasons. A diversity of views about this referendum were expressed by many different parties and, as noted by Charles Prouse, some Indigenous respondents, e.g., were quite adamant that a treaty should come first (even if this idea might have been better realized through the working through of the successful advice supplied by the Voice, through whatever formal mechanisms that might have been finally adopted if this proposal would have been successful and duly enacted). (5)


As noted, the blunt retort ‘that the referendum of the Voice was just racist’, and, of course, ‘racism is wrong and so we should not vote “YES” to this racist proposal’ should be a foregone conclusion… which, unfortunately, turned out to be the case. How should we understand the strained logic of this succinct argument, well designed to end any form of a debate, and how should we correctly respond to its inverted logic where something that has the apparent intent of not being racist is rebranded as ‘racist’ by certain people, some of whom we might well suspect to be ‘racist’, if not publicly then perhaps privately, be that either advertently or inadvertently?  To this end, as an exercise in ‘practical philosophy’, or ‘applied philosophy’, let me explore the complex convolutions of this rather terse ‘sound bite’. (6) 

‘Racism’, like all highly charged forms of language can be divided between its denotational sense and its more emotional or affective, connotational sense. (7)

E.g., I could merely describe the interactions between two people of different ethnic backgrounds in an argument with each other as having a racist complexion to be discerned from the language being used, such as in the well-known racist slurs and epithets they called each other. My simple reporting of this scene is non-racist. However, if I were to then add that I agreed with the inappropriate use of this type of racist language by one of these parties then my reporting is no longer being neutrally objective in comparison. My reporting is now no longer the mere statement of facts, acting as mere descriptions, with this insertion of my own racist prejudices. Or, worse, I could even be racially prejudiced about both parties. On the other hand, if both these arguing factions were actually friends and they were ironically jesting with each other, then, if we were to know that, then we might not be so quick to accuse them of being racists in the first place. That, on an overt, ostensive level of behavioural expression denotations are cognitively intended expressions, whereas, in contrast, connotations have an emotional, affective component that could be used in a derogatory sense, given that connotations can also be positive. (8)


But the plot ‘thickens’ just as ‘a soup or porridge can thicken when stirred’. (9)


Just as a denotational definition of ‘racism’ could be defined as ‘any division of differentiated behavioural practice instituted on the grounds of race’ then we could simply argue that this referendum in preferencing, or privileging, First Nations People, as having, alone, the institution of the Voice in the Constitution as being racially motivated, and, therefore, by definition, as ‘racist’. On strict, denotational grounds, such a proposal, indeed, is ‘racist’, but, without any obvious or overt form of connotational derogatory intent with respect to either the Indigenous or the non-Indigenous peoples of Australia should we be allowed to press this denotation any further? E.g., if a country were to enact legislation for the instituting of free medical delivery and care of mothers giving birth would that be counted as discriminatory and ‘sexist’? I certainly hope not. Or, again, if giving pensions to the elderly residents of a country were to be condemned as ‘pro-agist’ then we might well suspect that such a person protests too much and that for the sake of their insistence on a policy of complete consistency that they drive neither on the righthand side nor the lefthand side of the street, that they accept the proposition that children of any age should be able to vote, that all noisy people who want to loudly express their peculiar predilections in musical taste, or the lack of the same, should be allowed to do so anywhere and at any time of the day or night on the grounds that we should not discriminate between the noisy and the non-noisy persons in society… (10)


As just demonstrated, by this comical policy of applying a broadly interpreted approach to an extreme form of non-discrimination most peoples, I am sure, would be the none to happy to live in such an unregulated society?! (11)


That understood, it follows that on denotative grounds, discrimination is not necessarily discriminative in intent, and, equally, too much or too little discrimination could well have adverse consequences should such extreme interpretations be allowed to operate? That, positive forms of discrimination, already operating across a vast swathe of a politically organized culture, need not be ‘racist’ on the simple grounds of denotation alone. That to argue that certain policies were racist, in tone or temperament, we would need to qualify why such forms of discrimination should be so adversely judged if the intent of such discrimination were to differentially benefit a certain sector of society who clearly stood in need of requiring such positive discrimination. So, if the delivery of babies, the issuing of pensions, and the enforcement of anti-noise legislation are judged as the institution of good forms of discrimination then the active presence of some form of discrimination by itself is not enough to declare that type of policy as discriminatory in both intent and in practice. (12)


Anticipating one qualification of this ‘discriminative practice for the institution of the Voice to Parliament’, without any role other than as an advisory body, was the closely co-associated rejoinder that such a policy was ‘divisive’. Admittedly, the type of reply that could be disseminated by members of either the non-Indigenously oriented life-world or the indigenously oriented live-world. In this regard we had the No Campaign deliberately use two prominent indigenous persons to act as proxy posters for this type of complaint, namely, Senator Jacinta Nampijinpa Price and Warren Mundine. Undoubtedly, members for the Yes Campaign thought this to be a rather cynical move by the No Campaign, whereas, by members of the NO Campaign they could point to these two well-known identities to say that their argument that this policy proposal was obviously divisive was even accepted by certain members of the Aboriginal community. (13)


In the light of such divisions, and the range of views being entertained between both prominent and not so prominent non-Indigenous and Indigenous spokespersons for various causes, let us now review the proposition ‘that in recognizing a special place in the Constitution for the First Nations on this continent’ such a proposal was ‘divisive’ (if not necessarily ‘discriminatory’ in a denotative sense)? (14)


Superficially, Australia is reputed to be, at least officially, a non-racist, multi-cultural society consisting of a vast array of people speaking many languages some of which are also of an Aboriginal ancestry. Now, I know from personal experience that underneath this official layer many forms of racial bias occur. People are different, and peoples can be quite different too. Sometimes those cultural differences are admired and in certain cultural aspects those same cultures may not be so admired. I well suspect we are all guilty of this range of reactions, but, that to our credit, we keep a lot of such thoughts and feelings to ourselves whilst also recognizing, at least intellectually, that in all cultures not all representatives will represent the best of their communities. Still, instances of racial prejudice will be expressed from to time and will no doubt be experienced with some degree of hurt. I discovered this subliminal-like layer beneath the surface where, ostensively, everything is ‘warmth and light’, when I joked with a colleague at work, with a Greek background, that “I don’t have much time for New Australians” and instantly saw a shocked reaction to the effect that he thought I, too, was being racist like others who had chided him for his cultural background.
 I quickly told him, “I was allowed to say that as I, too, was a New Australian, coming from Aotearoa New Zealand.” However, except for the Kiwi accent, ex-Kiwis generally have little problem blending in (when there are times its feels like I am still living in a series of suburbs somewhat just north of Auckland). Now, I also know from snippets of unguarded conversation, that by a large number of people First Nation’s folk are not always held in very high regard although I would hasten to add that such prejudices are perhaps not so entrenched in younger people generally given that more people will have had a greater range of interactions in the workplace, marketplace, schools and universities, and many more exemplars of such indigenous communities through a knowledge of Parliament, television, the worlds of sport and culture, famous Aboriginal artists, and the like. Still, such racial prejudice exists and on occasions is manifested in some quite ugly forms of social expression. Now, we should ask why are such one-sided exchanges the type of experience that are asymmetrically experienced by the people who are the recipients of such abuse, or worse? Obviously, the difference in power relations, the institutionalization of such differences, along with the repetitive nature of such abuse and the accumulative ill-effects occasioned by such adverse cultural conditioning only make such a differential more intense. So, in this regard, we could put forwards the observation that who says what to whom along with what is actually done, or implied, would make a difference in how an overt form of racism would be experienced. That, in this same regard, we could imagine that an Indigenous person, hopeful that this referendum would pass, were to be told, either directly or indirectly, indeed, announced by representatives of an entire political party, that such an aspiration for this form of recognition in the Constitution is ‘racist’ would be experienced quite differently if this type of statement were merely said between two or more non-Indigenous persons as peers with a similar social standing and status. As Prouse notes, an institution, for whatever reason, taking the children from their birth mother is real racism given the relative powerlessness of that Aboriginal mother to resist such forceful forms of intervention that, despite the apologies to the Stolen Generation, is still a common occurrence in many Aboriginal communities.
 (15)


Therefore, we can perceive that there exists an asymmetry in power relations where representatives on one community belittle representatives of another community from a position of relative power whether that be recognized or not. (16)


It can also be said that the Australian Constitution is already a ‘racist’ document to begin with given that it does not recognize the original inhabitants of this country, who as we are told, have not ceded their ownership of their traditional lands. Moreover, for the first 67 years under the imprimatur of this document Aboriginal peoples were not even given official recognition in the census let alone the right to vote, and so on and so forth.
 As noted by Prouse, some Indigenous people saw this very modest first step in recognition more as ‘equity’, as establishing a level playing field,
 as having something enshrined in law that could not be dissolved by the willful stroke of a pen of any political party – but, again, such hopes have been dashed for what must seem to be just one more instance of a covert racism that, once again, sets out to ignore three percent of the Australian population rather than engage with them in a more equal and equitable manner. As noted, by just condemning this referendum as ‘racist’ such a ‘de facto racist’ manoeuvre also seems to be designed to shut down the possibility of a meaningful debate that is long overdue and as an obvious form of put-down is also quite disrespectful. As the original custodians of this land, they deserve to be recognized as such despite their recognition that Australia is also a country that insists of the recognition of its sovereignty by all its citizens. A call for mutual recognition, in this regard, can only stand all parties in a better state with respect to each other, forge a common destiny together rather than forge a fractured and fractious relationship as we move into the future along with all its signs that times will be difficult in terms of climate, political turmoil on the world stage, disruptions on a number of fronts from transport to energy, from the convergence of technologies to a diminished world of agriculture financially presented with the cheaper alternative of precision fermentation, etc. 
  (16)


As pointed out, this establishment of the Voice was to pave the way for discussions re a treaty and a truth-telling about how this country was established, a need to face both the institutionalization and non-institutionalization of racism, a way of working together in order to close the Gap that statistically recognizes differences, e.g., in mortality, various health and social indicators, etc. But, despite the failure of this specific referendum to be instituted, as pointed out in Section I.B there are a number of other avenues that could be followed up in order to successfully achieve a similar set of aspirations. E.g., various Indigenous leaders have called for the UN’s Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples to be implemented.
 E.g., various states are already involved in discussion re the formation of a treaty. Australia being the only country with First Nations without some suitable form of legal recognition. However, we should also note that very recently the Victorian Liberal Party has withdrawn from such discussions and, I believe, a number of comments discussed by Prouse to be quite apposite in this regard. He states:
…people who say the Voice is all about racism, well, that’s just lazy. That’s a lazy argument. We cannot move forward if it’s just given the label of ‘racism’. So that’s the end of the conversation. Well, it’s not.

No, that argument is a dog-whistle based on fear, which, is the heart of what racism is. Racism is just about fear. And I don’t think the majority of these people are genuinely fearful of how we’ll use the voice. They’re fearful of what they’ll lose. They think any kind of advancement for the Aboriginal people means that they have to give something up. And history shows that it’s actually to the benefit of all Australians. Improving the outcomes for blackfullas led by Aboriginal people will make a difference. It will be better for GDP and better for social harmony. It will be better for the sense of who we are as a country.

It’s a nation building exercise.
 (18)


Obviously, in this exploration of what might be both meant and experienced under the rubric of ‘racism’ needs to be mindful of the subtleties and nuances attendant upon this type of phenomenon. Under a denotative definition, various practices could be discriminative but not necessarily discriminatory. Then, an affective component intensifies this form of behaviour from the perspective of the recipient, that, in turn, is compounded by power differentials, repetitive forms of dissemination, lazy arguments, disrespectful attitudes, a desire not to truly interact on a more equal or level playing field, as evoking, for the more privileged, fearful attitudes of the other that, more often than not, are more imagined than realized should different representatives from different communities learn to engage with each other… and realize, sadly, that ‘we are all too human’ (and, sometimes, all too human for our own good)… (19)

Hence the establishment of my first conjecture, namely, that the retort that ‘the proposal of having an indigenous Voice to Parliament was racist’ was itself covertly racist. (20)


In my second conjecture I noted that this progressive referendum was politically premature. It certainly failed, but, would it success at some future point in time? When we look at the statistical data it would appear that besides being, on balance, an aspiration of the members of the Indigenous life-world, it scored highly in the ACT, and in the inner cities of Sydney and Melbourne. That, to me, is suggestive of the fact that in those electorates with a greater concentration of tertiary educated citizens such folk were more inclined to vote in the affirmative. Hence my ascription of it being a ‘progressive referendum’, and, as generally failing for the rest of the population. All in all, a proposal whose time has not yet come? A proposal, that with better advertising and a successful countering of propaganda promoting a contrary point of view, in time, such a proposal could well succeed. (2
1)

But, then, on the other hand, why wait when a well-led Aboriginal organization for lobbying could be instituted and act, in publicly giving fearless advice to Parliament, and so on. Canberra is inundated by various forms of lobbying and one more would not necessarily make a profound difference, still, we only need a small quantity of yeast to leaven a loaf of bread. The prime intent of the Voice was to lobby Parliament, provide good advice, and so on. So, funded perhaps by the Aboriginal community and well-wishing organizations and business such an organization could well supply this type of a missing link. As for the instigating of a process to supervise the formation of a treaty, conduct various forms of truth-telling, and so on, as noted, mechanisms already exist under the United Nations and of which Australia is a signatory member.
 (22)

Furthermore, in the light of the above, my third conjecture stating that such changes as envisaged by the Uluru Statement from the heart, in some form or other, are inevitable would appear to be valid given the potential for the possible formation of a de facto Voice along with the inevitable righting of historical wrongs should this UN charter be successful in de-promoting political obstructions and overcoming the political inertia in the successful pursuit of such goals. Aspirations that are better ‘fed’ through educational campaigns that would be more successful when run in times of relative political peacefulness without deadlines and definitive dates for voting on such issues. (23)
In politics, running a negative campaign, more often than not, is usually a more successful path to take. In this regard the No Campaign ran a masterful instantiation of this adage. Hence the establishment of my fourth conjecture, namely, that an affective preference for the dissemination of the emotion of fear or its equivalent, which, on balance, was indeed successfully promoted by those who represented a more public face of the “No” Campaign. (24)


As noted by one of my philosophical colleagues, ‘the charges of racism have been levied from every direction’. Then, it was argued by some people, that to add to this racist document of the Constitution was itself a further compounding of an institutionalized form of racism. Then, on the other hand, not to vote “Yes” in this referendum was itself just a further instantiation of this inferred observation that we are and remain a racist country even if we do not express such prejudices in public and only appear to be politicly correct in such matters. (25)


A pertinent observation to make here is that intellectuals are somewhat divided over whether the Australian government, and its many institutions, would be better to just leave Aboriginal people alone and let them get on with just working things out for themselves versus the equally disastrous policy approach of insisting on merely patronizing such candidates with endless, but, meagre token forms of welfare and in the process remove the authenticity of their own agency behind a progressive process of internal communal disenfranchisement and external disempowerment of the Indigenous life-world/s. The former extreme is the disaster of Neo-Liberalism in disguise whilst the latter is a re-imposition of a colonial mentality along with all its attendant problems along with ingrained patterns of acculturation. In a liberal democracy every life-world has its hand out for handouts, and, the Indigenous life-world should not be treated any different in this regard, whilst, at the same time, be empowered to be true agents of their own destinies, by encouraging their self-acceptance of such responsibilities and obligations.…  (26)

III: ‘Finalities’ (Various Provisional Conclusions, etc.)


The Australian Constitution is a ‘racist’ document. To be charitable, we could say that it was more ‘discriminative’ than ‘discriminatory’. Witness the inclusion of the race laws under section 51 (xxvi) which gives Parliament the power to make special laws on the behalf of a particular race.
 Witness the omission of all reference to the original inhabitants… (27)

Now, to render the Constitution as a less racist document would be a commendable objective in itself, and the referendum for the Voice would have achieved some of the tempering of its objectives. But, even though the Voice was conceived of as a first step on a pathway to the negotiated formation of a treaty, or a set of treaties, and a process of truth-telling, still, as noted earlier, calls and processes are already afoot under the UN’s Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples for such legal measures to be suitably and timely implemented. In this regard, as I suspect, State governments could be more responsive and responsible for such negotiations and, so, maybe it is time for an independently funded de facto National Voice, along with the collective working together of de facto State Voices able to individually lobby state governments and, at the same time, educate the populations of those states about the need and benefits of enacting this type of an approach. Hopefully, in a slow and sure manner, the progressive nature of this policy direction will be finally realized, and better understood, and will not be not so directly and so virulently undermined by negative forms of obstructionist propaganda, vested interests (that in truth have little to lose), and an investment in the Australian public that can get onboard with this process of a long overdue legal recognition to be realized through the auspices of a treaty (or perhaps through a set of treaties
). (28)

In a reply to the conversational gambit that’ the proposal of the Voice was racist’, in a lengthy response we might counter by noting the Constitution is already a racist document even if charitably interpreted along denotational ‘discriminative’ rather than connotational ‘discriminatory’ lines; that to render this document less racist is a commendable objective and to obstruct this type of project is ipso facto ‘racist’ in its discriminative sense; that the experience of racism is intensified by the presence of a power differential when racist behaviours are directed at people or peoples with a diminished status in that same regard, occur as an adversely reiterated phenomenon, are used either directly and/or indirectly to enforce the status quo of a person or persons in a certain community that ostensively consists of a process to further instantiate disempowerment of that community in question and the disenfranchisement of the individuals within that same community. In other words, how we experience racism is very much a contextual matter, and our actions and non-actions, or deferral of actions that need to be enacted, that continue to contribute to a racist context should be viewed as ‘deplorable’! (29)

Without a doubt the No Campaign contributed to the collapse of an initial majority support for this referendum. ‘The data also suggests the main reason Australians voted No was due to a dislike of ‘division’ and a scepticism of rights that are only held by some Australians’.
 However, this fraudulent appeal to the Australian psyche that dislikes class, divisions, people possessing a different status with a difference in rights and obligations associated with the same, whilst understandable, is in the form of mythical interpretation that flies in in the face of lived-reality. People are afforded differences in status whether we like that fact or not. Criminals are locked up; politicians get subsidized travel and other expenses paid; a large percentage of the elderly get a pension and travel concessions; certain citizens are awarded with certain titles; and so on, and so forth. Whether we like the fact or not, there are class divisions, and marginalized people are left marginalized be they the homeless or devolving from a demographic background with little social capital, say, in the form of parental education, a lack of home ownership, little in the way of resources for medical emergencies or similar, reduced access to public services through the remoteness of their place of residence, etc. (30)


Putting such myths to the side, was this referendum divisive in a non-discriminative sense? As the constitution omits all reference to the original inhabitants of this country, completely ignoring any claims of their prior occupation and residence, then this document should quite rightly be seen as already formulated along lines that are divisive through being so obviously non-inclusive. Given that the referendum was predicated on supplying this recognition to this document then we must suppose that the overall effect of a majority Yes vote would have rectified these omissions to some extent, and, by doing so, would have rendered the Australian Constitution a much less divisive document. As noted by various Indigenous leaders this would have been a first few steps on this pathway to a much deeper and more positive form of reconciliation.
 Therefore, given this overall intent to remove such divisiveness by race, be it exemplified through either commission and/or omission, the overall trajectory resulting from this relatively minor alteration of the Constitution would have been less ‘divisive’. Sadly, with the best of intent, whether manufactured or genuinely held, we sometimes walk in the opposite direction… as well, all too often unaware of the unintended consequences of such less well-considered responses… along with a reluctance to take full responsibility for such acts of either commission, omission, and/or deferral. (31)


That, undoubtedly, the sabotage of this process for instantiating a more progressive sense in policy direction has set back the cause for a process of reconciliation, a loss of recognition that is being quite painfully experienced by Aboriginal communities. (32)


In the course of writing this essay, I noted four conjectures.
 Upon reflection,
 I have changed my mind about the nature of conjectures. I no longer view them as generalized statements, but, more as ‘statements whose evolving specificity, and, hopefully, the pro-relational recognition of an existential dimension, lends to lived-experiences a more representative sense of status that cannot and should not be mistreated through a non-anti-representational lens or format’. That any realistic, or idealistic, rendering of this representational status (as both emergently and non-reductively arising through a specificity of processes of conformal alignment) is both impossible and unnecessary! Viewed in this light, we can read these conjectures as ‘representative of trends in lived-experience, albeit be that either maintained in one direction or in some other direction (through either reversal or being chaotically re-directed)’. In the third conjecture I argued that it was ‘progressive and inevitable’, but, in the second conjecture, that it was ‘premature’. That in the first conjecture it was ‘misperceived as ‘racist’ (and by extension as ‘divisive’)’. Then, I noted in the fourth conjecture, ‘that an obstacle to its successful instantiation (and by implication alongside processes of reconciliation, treaty formation, truth-telling, etc.)  was the invocation of an inchoate-like fear in some complex form or other’, and, that this aspect was successfully seized upon by proponents of the No Campaign’ who had fraudulently insisted that this referendum was ‘racist’, ‘divisive’, and by default, was, effectively, ‘a smokescreen for a future series of adverse events’, admittedly, more imagined than actually able to be thematized in the form of a cogent, coherent verbal report that would beyond a series of poorly thought through soundbites, slogans, put-down arguments, or similar.’ Those four conjectures were:

1. That the retort that ‘the proposal of having an indigenous Voice to Parliament was racist’ was itself covertly racist.

2. That this progressive referendum was politically premature. but, equally, third, 
3. That such changes as envisaged by the Uluru Statement from the heart, in some form or other, are inevitable. 

4. That an affective preference for the dissemination of the emotion of fear or its equivalent, which, on balance, was indeed successfully promoted by those who represented a more public face of the “No” Campaign. (33)


That in inter-linking these conjectures and collectively reflecting on their accumulative import, that we would note, if I were to be correct, that in removal of this element of fear (through education, political guarantees, through demonstration of the fact that such events need not be feared), that in successfully rebutting such misplaced notions that such forms of constitutional recognition, either de jure and/or de facto,  are neither ‘racist’ nor ‘divisive’, indeed, quite the opposite, we could well expect the existential imperatives behind this representative trend to be generally instantiated as indeed as being progressive in nature (by virtue of its existential appreciation) and as something that would inevitably be realized, be such recognition either de jure and/or de facto! Hence this overall fifth conjecture:

5. That once reconciliation is experienced as non-racist and non-divisive, and an unsupported fearfulness of change is effectively minimized, then, this progressive desire for recognition will inevitably be both interculturally and culturally realized, be that in either a de jure and/or de facto style of format or formats! (34)

Admittedly, I am being optimistic, and no doubt much more so than many Indigenous people at the painful end of this form of intercultural-cultural ‘rejection’… Still, it is my belief that such a re-positioning is progressive to the extent that it will be existentially and deontologically driven by intercultural-cultural demands for the promotion of ‘fairness, recognition, equity, equitableness… a need for reconciliation, treaty formation, truth-telling… along with positive and productive forms of atonement, mutual support, nation building, and so on… The adoption and adaptation of an inevitable ‘pathway’ that will profoundly benefit all Australians..!! (35)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 26.1.24.
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X5.  The Philosophers Are In:

Pursuing a Practical Non-Ideological Approach to 

Philosophical Problem Solving…*

1. Introduction to an Open Forum

The ideas behind this open forum, first, are to practically demonstrate, hopefully, the positive observational conjecture
 that in the pursuit of philosophical problem solving (weak) pragmatic considerations, either advertently or inadvertently, overrule ideological preoccupations, and, second, from a meta-philosophical point of view, philosophers, like disciplinarians in general, all too often say one thing, but, do something else that in its apparent effectiveness demonstrates an underlying pragmatic disposition in consensus building should such forms of consensus be arrived at on this less ideologically oriented level of discursive interaction..? (0)


In terms of ideological preoccupations, we can either note an unhealthy adherence to so-call ‘moral principles’, be they either so-called ‘First Principles’, ‘Last Principles’, or ‘Middling Principles’, or, a non-philosophically oriented over-commitment to ideological positions through a rhetorical abuse of metaphors, and similar such as in misguided forms of unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism, such as, e.g., non-weak forms of realism, idealism, dualism, materialism (and all other forms of over-zealous reductionism, etc.), (and, as well, an under-commitment in over-promoted forms of relativism), etc. (1)


As an example of the first variety, let me proffer the following series of arguments, as a prototypical conversation, in order to demonstrate the possible types of contradictions that can arise through the illogical holding of a set of extremist positions:

A: You have stated that ‘you are pro-life’. Is that correct?

B: Yes, that is correct.

A: Would you agree with the statement ‘that potentially viable embryos are human beings?’

B: Yes.

A: So, that being the case, you would agree with the statement ‘that an act of abortion is an act of murder?”

B: Yes.

A: Should an act of murder be punished?

B: Yes. Indeed, with the death penalty (applying the principle of ‘an eye for an eye’).

A: Now, one of the potential candidates of your political party
 has admitted to initiating and paying for an abortion of one of his previous girlfriends. Should you vote for such a person, and, should both the person paying for this abortion and the mother who permitted its occurrence suffer the full weight of the legal system, as envisaged by yourself, i.e., be subjected to the death penalty?

B: Well, yes and no, perhaps, it depends on the circumstances…

A: But, if you insist on the death penalty for an intentional act of murder (where the enaction of that occurrence clearly demonstrates obvious intent to oversee that ‘death’ as ‘an act of murder of the first degree’) then how do you square your being ‘pro-life’ with your equal insistence on the observance of the death penalty in an act of murder (committed in the first degree)? (2)


Ok, ‘squaring the circle’ (without either the marking up or discounting of your ‘principles’) is impossible under those circumstances. The point being that over-commitment to a series of non-relatively entertained so-called ‘principles’, or similar, inevitably leads to moral contradictions, conundrums, impossible aporias, and similar. (4) 


I would also like to argue that when attempting to practically resolve either philosophical or non-philosophical problems ideological positions are all too often obstructions standing in the way of forming viable forms of consensus. But, let us see if this complex observational conjecture actually holds over the course of these proceedings. (5)


Now, in the light of the above, we could say that both ‘the philosophers are in’, and ready to seek forms of philosophical consensus, along with, in this instance, that ‘the meta-philosophers
 are also in’, perhaps hopeful that they can confirm these observational speculations that weak forms of pragmatic argumentation and resolution will proffer more productive forms of resolution over the non-subtle insistence of over-committed forms of ideological positioning, that, I would like to suggest, might be metaphorically compared to something like the ‘forceful insertion of square rivets into round holes’. I, for one, would not wish to travel on any vehicle built in that non-expert-like manner, be it an automobile, a ship, or an aeroplane… (6)

So, let these games proceed! Our panel of philosophers are in, but, for a certain period of time, let us forget that they also will be wearing ‘two hats’…. (7)






      Wentworth Falls, Noël Tointon, 14.3.24.
2. Advertised Blurb:

In this open forum ‘the resident philosophers are in’ and ‘waiting to resolve your current philosophical problems’. The positive observational conjecture is noted that in the formation of philosophical consensus strong ideological forms of positioning get in the way of forming weak, pragmatically oriented forms of resolution. Hence this contention that should consensus be arrived at it is most likely not courtesy of those who adopt and adapt strong, ideological forms of positioning. That in this regard, meta-philosophers will also be present with an eye on establishing the apparent truth of this same observation. (8)

3. How Might We Philosophically Explain this Positive Pragmatic Observation?


This ‘positive pragmatic observation’ is ‘the observation in the affirmative that notes consensus in any discipline, including philosophy, is arrived at through a ‘weak, non-ideological pragmatism’ (and not through any form of ideologically oriented argumentation)’. Of course, this observation is to be confirmed, which is the primary, covert purpose of this experiment in philosophical problem solving. (9)


Basically, this observational position could be argued for, on theoretical grounds, through collectively running the following along economic lines…

All economies are trimodal in their constitution. (A)

If an economy is observed or imputed then it must be operating trimodally. (B)

No economic-correlativity can be reductively isolated ideologically. (C)

Strong ideologically oriented argumentation is non-productive. (D)

If argumentation is productive of consensus, then it cannot be ideologically oriented. (E)

Non-ideologically oriented argumentation permits weakly preferential treatment. (F)

Such preferentialism will include the weakly realistic, idealistic, and pragmatic. (G)

A weak preferentialism cannot exempt a weak pragmatism. (H)

In virtue of this co-associated weak pragmatism, consensus building is fostered. (I)

Hence a weak, pragmatic inclusion in consensus building, etc. (J)

Thence consensus building in productive argumentation, and v.v. (K)

Therefore, the affirmation of this ‘weak’ pragmatic observational conjecture. (L) (10)


Restating this argument in less theoretical terms, no doubt cutting a few conceptual corners, we might more briefly argue along the following lines: All significance is economically generated, i.e., trimodally. To over-concentrate our attention on one or two correlatives is to pursue a misguided form of ideological reductionism. But, through suspensions of various forms, should we pursue a more overall interactive approach then a ‘weak’, non-ideologically oriented pragmatism could find itself being fostered through either critical reorganization and/or radical re-organization. Thence the potentially productive generation of significance and the further building of consensus formation over the course of such reflections. Therefore, consensus building is entered into without recourse to ideologically manipulated and driven forms of argumentation. Does this imputed observation deserve to be affirmed? Let us see if this is a reasonable conjecture to entertain through reflecting upon the perceived productivity of our own trajectories as proposed for the resolution of such philosophical problems? By such means, putting ‘flesh’, e.g., on Richard Rorty’s aspiration for ‘social solidarity’ through consensus building. (11)

Now, the lived-world is awash with problematic concerns… let me make some practical suggestions in this regard in order to start this process of collective problem-solving. E.g., should governance be rendered more or less democratic; should the user of a government service pay the true cost of that service; should businesses be socially responsible; should politicians be more ‘proactive’ rather than ‘reactive’ and how might this re-direction in emphasis be orchestrated, and so on???? What philosophically oriented problems might you propose? (12) 



N.T., Penrith, 16.3.24.
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X6. Polyvalency II: A Critique of Multiculturalism versus Political Pluralism,
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Of Cultural Properties
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


In this essay, Polyvalency II, I wish to define ‘political-pluralism’ as a more sensible policy course to follow rather than relatively recent articulations of a ‘multiculturalism’ (where both the former and the latter can be seen in apposition to the major political discourse of a more traditional ‘prevailing nationalism’, but, also by extension, where ideas of a political-pluralism are being taken up in the formation of Contemporary identity on both an individual and communal basis). In 2012 I wrote a first essay on this topic of a ‘political-pluralism’ which can be referred to as ‘Polyvalency I’. A minimally emended version of this essay can be found in Appendix A. By ‘political pluralism’ is meant ‘a relatively flexible adoption and adaption of various strands of identity that can be found in racial, political, cultural, and historical contexts, etc., that may be either directly or indirectly engaged by an individual and/or a group of similarly minded individuals’. Whereas a ‘prevailing national identity’, as a major discourse, is traditionally hegemonic to the extent of insisting on a non-divided allegiance to the same, and a ‘multiculturalism’ is insistent that other cultural backgrounds can be found a place within that space as co-equals, and, in a political pluralism, identity is more self-assumed by an individual, or a community of like-minded individuals, in a manner that can cut across relatively rigid racial, political, cultural, and historical sources of identification that, at the same time, can also cut across both geographical zones and periods of historical time. E.g., in Polyvalency I, I noted the following:

E.g., the phenomenon of identifying as a ‘Goth’ is a construction of identity that is not multi-cultural in background and is conducted on a par with people who may strongly prefer to identity with the 1950’s; or, the Aesthetic movement of the 1870’s; the Art Deco; Buddhist philosophy; Chinese aesthetics; Taoist philosophy; the 18th Century; French culture from some particular era or another; so-called Celtic traditions; African cultures; etc., etc.

…Obviously, a person born in the 1970s or the 1980s, or later, cannot say they remember the so-called ‘retro style/s’ of the 1950s, but, despite such historical discontinuity, can still say they may strongly identify with such an era. And why stop there? They may wish to also redefine themselves through a mixing and matching of other non-interrelated cultural elements from a variety of other geographical zones and historical periods. Now, I would like to argue that this is the way processes of both personal and communal forms of identification are heading, and, that, eventually, this may well prove to be less controversial in the long run given that a closely observed historical critique of a prevailing nationalism and multiculturalism will inevitably oversee the eventual deconstruction (and radical reconstruction) of both. (0)

Therefore, in this essay let me argue, first, for this positive and viable role for a political-pluralism, and, second, where this re-formation of identity might better clarify controversies over how we should better approach cultural properties that once may have been legally appropriated in accordance with the rules at that time of appropriation, but, since may well have now been retrospectively reframed as ‘misappropriate’ and whose restitution might well demand suitably enacted processes of ‘re-appropriation’? Hence the division of this essay into those two sections followed by provisional conclusions, observations, and comments, etc. (1)

Part I: Establishing the Viability of a Political-Pluralism

1. Definitions


First, let me give three examples to better exemplify, respectively, these three non-exclusive definitions of a prevailing nationalism, multiculturalism, and a political-pluralism. (2)


E.g., a citizen who sees themselves as being a patriotic person, say, of either Australia or the US, who was born in those respective countries, or, who as a New Australian or a New-American wishes to strongly identify with that prevailing nationalism (as the obvious major political discourse of those respective countries). (3)


E.g., a New-Australian or a New-American who, whilst wishing to also be a patriotic Australian or American, also defines themselves as having come from another country and/or culture which they find they cannot dispense with in their vision of ‘who they are’. (4)


E.g., a person who may identify with being either an Australian or a New-Australian, or, either an American or a New-American, who, in addition to such prior identification may also wish to identify with other countries and cultures, ostensively, those that they have no direct links with be that either racially, or politically, or culturally, or historically, etc. Such as a person who sees themselves as a ‘Goth’ and also identifies with being a Pagan, or maybe as a lover of harpsichord music from the Baroque era; or maybe with an intense identification with the cultures of certain Indigenous Peoples, or maybe as a person who does not see themselves as being self-aligned with their biological or historically assigned gender, etc., etc. (5)


Now, in the light of these exemplifications let me proffer the following provisional definitions of the same. (6)


A ‘prevailing nationalism’ as ‘an identity given at birth or successfully assigned through migration in which that major political discourse is both harmoniously self-assigned and other-assigned’. I.e., being seen as a citizen of that country regardless of whether, e.g., you are either an Old-Australian or a New-Australian, or, an Old-American or a New-American. (7)


So, in the light of the above examples, let supply some provisional definitions. (8)


A ‘prevailing nationalism’ is ‘the major political discourse of a certain country based on its history where it is understood to have a distinctive and definitive sense and semblance of a political identity based on the apparent uniqueness of those historical processes that have realized that specific form of governance associated with that nation in question’. (9)


Where a ‘multiculturalism’ is such that it ‘asks of a prevailing nationalism that an accommodation be made for a parallel diversity of cultures also resident in that same nation in such a manner that they can distinctively add to that overall identity through the contributions being brought forward from those diverse cultures resident therein, be they either indigenous and/or non-indigenous in their origination’. (10)


In a contrast to the former, a ‘political-pluralism’, is such ‘that either in conjunction with or in apposition to either a prevailing nationalism and/or a multiculturalism, there is provided, through either self-identification and/or other-identification, additional forms of identification that need not be directly related to the identified cultures, geographies or periods in time or those forms of identification
 previously ascribed by either self or others’. (11)

2. Critiques


Now, I would like to add that a close critique of both a prevailing nationalism and a multiculturalism should reveal that an inevitable point in time would be reached where polyvalent forms of political-pluralism would need to be taken up within the residue of the former through a failure of the former to supply an adequate degree of either self-identification and/or other-identification. (12)


Every nation has ‘forged’, to varying degrees, an overall sense of identity despite the disparate racial, political, cultural, and historical forces that have contributed to that process of national identification, and, hence, to claim a unified hegemony is an illusion because such an identity is and remains a work in progress whose harmonious unification is an ideal that cannot be perfectly realized. Sadly, such is state of that prevailing nationalism, more often than not, that it has not fully come to terms with its own history vis-à-vis either its own Indigenous peoples and/or its non-Indigenous peoples as well as with current migrants along with its relations with other neighbouring nations. (13)


That to treat a work in progress as a definitive end is to arrive at a false sense of identity that will be both never perfectly realized and must also be lost at the same time over the ensuing course of time. However, as a provisional sense of identity, a prevailing nationalism through national rituals and cultural repetitions, etc., can have a positive role to play especially in the context of a well-functioning, democratically oriented form of governance that is able to continually re(-)appropriate shifts in identity-formation as a result of focusing on positive changes discerned in racial, political, cultural and historical trends. (14)


Multiculturalism is often criticized usually from the conservative perspective of a prevailing nationalism that fears either an adulteration and/or misdirection in the ongoing formation of that prevailing sense and semblance of cultural identity. However, my basic criticism of a multiculturalism is that it will do itself out of a job and, before that time, render itself as not fit for purpose. Let me explain, but, first, cite this first essay:

However, despite good intentions, without wishing to criticize the same, I believe a multi-cultural approach is both defective and limited. Defective in the sense that it does not do justice to how various cultures and their participants, in all senses of those terms, interact in the world with each other. Moreover, limited, in the sense, that migrant cultures by the second or third generation often are mixing with other cultures in various forms of marriage and as a consequence the cultural identity of children born under such arrangements can no longer be arrived at through simple, exclusive forms of cultural identification. This observation also being found to apply to the formation of identity in a Contemporary era (with or without inputs from a multi-cultural background).
 (15)


Multiculturalism can only be a stopgap solution to a problem that will eventually demand a political-pluralist approach. Imagine the following. A white English woman marries a gentleman from the Indian Subcontinent and they have two children who, in turn, marry a Chinese person and an African person respectively, who, in their relationships, in turn, both have two children who marry people likewise from different ethnic backgrounds, and so on. From the second generation onwards, we have progeny who cannot neatly fit into a multiculturalism where people have a clear racial sense of self-identity or, for that matter, where people expect to find a clear sense of a distinctive racial identity. A similar perspective arises for Indigenous people who marry between nations or have lost their precise tribal affiliations, or more problematically, believe they have an Indigenous connection or are raised in an Indigenous community without the full acceptance by that community that they should have that form of membership. Perhaps living in a no-persons-land and finding there no full recognition by either their resident Indigenous communities or by non-Indigenous communities. Or, worse, when an Indigenous membership is critiqued by members of the non-Indigenous world by commenting that such a person does not look like how an Indigenous person is supposed to look, and so on. It is on such failing multicultural grounds that a political-pluralism can proffer some form of viable reframing and a potential resolution within those wider terms of reference. As noted in this first essay:

There is much argument as to who can be counted as a member of an indigenous life-world. For simplicity let us propose a pluralistic definition rather than a multi-cultural one (exercised along racial lines by taking into account purity of blood-lines, etc.). For the sake of argument let us say an ‘indigenous person’ is ‘a person who for whatever reason sees themself as an indigenous person’. However, we can quickly qualify that by also noting conventions for such determination/self-determination. So, e.g., a person who is not obviously indigenous through birth, skin colour or cultural upbringing and who can claim no direct discernible descendant/s might be qualified as a virtual indigenous member and whose virtual membership is qualified by the nature of their claim. They might argue that there is a general rumour in their family that their family tree has a link with the indigenous world. Or, a person of non-indigenous descent might have been adopted by an aboriginal family and they strongly identify with that culture. Who are we to deny them that sense of membership? Or, for whatever reason, a person might identify strongly with their perception of indigenous values and we should also rhetorically ask should that form of identification, if actually evident, be denied? Putting questions and problems of virtual indigenous membership aside we could note both retrospective and/or current tribal affiliations, perhaps loosely co-identified with languages and dialects, etc. Then, we could note to what extent indigenous members don’t feel they belong to an actual extant affiliation but still perceive themselves as indigenous. Superimposed upon this scheme we might then like to note indigenous memberships that are more city oriented, rural township oriented and relatively non-urban oriented and situated either on lands with native title or without native title. Qualifications of this scheme then noting to what extent members of these three latter sets are also interconnected, i.e., e.g., may live in a city or town but very closely identify with a region with or without current native title, etc. Obviously, if these and other distinctions are noted, and accepted, then the so-called ‘one’ indigenous life-world must be approached from a number of polyvalent modes of approach (given these polyvalent forms of engagement and expression). Then, as a consequence the formulation of political policy in this super-mode-of-life must take on a complexity of approaches even before it might find or claim a unitary approach able to do justice to the complexity of this minor world-of-life. Without a doubt a number of controversial issues have arisen and will arise in the midst of this complexity. E.g., the benefits of native title should be enjoyed by whom? In a census just who should be allowed to view themselves as indigenous or otherwise? Is it not more likely that different policies would need to be in place in order to deal with these different aspects of the overall indigenous life-world? The point I am making here is that in order to better understand this overall life-world a good number of its important modes of expression need to be noted. Then, to propose some form of policy formulation or intervention we would need to clearly specify which aspect or aspects of this overall life-world are to be targeted, etc. Moreover, polyvalent avenues of approach are also going to have to entertain a number of other aspects such as e.g., the life-world of indigenous life-worlds of women, the family, of work and welfare, cultural considerations, education, etc., etc. Given such bewildering complexity, for people outside this super life-world could we ever find ourselves in a position of being able to formulate policies, avenues of enaction, etc? Even for the inhabitants of this super life-world could patterns of re-direction be proposed and enacted? Could the gulf, say, between well-educated indigenous inhabitants who might live in a city without strong tribal affiliations be able to speak to and for less well-educated inhabitants who are resident in a remote territory with or without native title?
 (16)

It should be obvious that a multiculturalism, from its own perspective, has discernable limits, and, that before too long those limits will be quickly reached. Therefore, as relatively not fit for purpose, and given the Contemporary penchant for polyvalent forms of identificational adoption and adaptation it my contention that the viability of a political-pluralism be recognized and that processes of policy formation in such areas of concern also recognize the apparent viability of this option (without denigrating, at the same time, either a prevailing nationalism or a multiculturalism should these consideration be seen to continue to proffer viable forms of self-identification and other-identification.
 (17)


Of course, a political-pluralism is not without its own set of problems, but, at least, to my mind, it will supply wider terms of reference for the ongoing resolution of related issues arising from what I perceive to be the increasing adoption and adaptation of polyvalent values as a means to arrive at a ‘working sense’ of self-identity (and other-identity from the perspective of those who either identify in that manner or who do not wish to identify with that genre of identification). Controversies over the topic of gender and a transgenderism, etc., provide a clear example of the cultural, religious, and political difficulties posed by that form of polyvalent identification although it should also be pointed out that those wishing to make such transitions already have a hard time in negotiating these processes of adaptation that, one would hope, should not be made more difficult by people who, themselves, do not feel the need to have to undergo such transitions in self-identification. (18)


Now, I would like to revisit a hypothetical thought experiment conducted in a previous essay in order to demonstrate that a political-pluralism does appear to proffer wider terms of reference for the resolution of difficulties that arise in attempting to find working forms of both self-alignment and other-alignment through, respectively, self-re-alignment and other-re-alignment, etc. (19)


A teenager professes a relatively rabid desire to be a ‘Serbian’, like his father, and even though born in Australia states he would rather be a ‘Serbian’ than an ‘Australian’. I well-suspect at school he got treated, or rather mistreated, as a New-Australian even though he was born in this country. As part of his Serbian identity, he has let it be known he has no time for Croats and their mother country of Croatia. Recently, his parents decided to file for divorce. This teenager’s mother is French but has lived most of her life in Australia. She insists that the father pay for his son who will be residing with his mother given their proximity to his current school, his friends, and so on. But the father suspects that his so-called ‘son’ was not his and demands a paternity test. The father tells the son he will support him regardless, to the best of his financial abilities, but does not wish to be subjected to the formalism of court ruling in such matters given the wide variation in what he earns doing seasonal work. His suspicions prove to be correct. The son finds out and begs his mother to tell him who his real father was. She reluctantly tells him that both her husband and herself had a Croatian friend who she was also secretly dating at the same time, but, who met a horrible death in a car accident just before she agreed to marry her husband. So, shock horror, this young lad, who had seen himself as a bona fide Serbian, alas, has no bloodlines, no genetic link to that country whatsoever and only a coincidental cultural connection through his non-biological father. (20)


Obviously, this will call for some form of self-re-alignment on the part of this teenager and it’s here that I believe a political-pluralism might supply wider terms of reference that could oversee a working resolution as to how this young person might be able to work through and, therein and thereafter, find a working resolution of his current dilemma. (21)


‘Who is this teenager?’ he might well re-ask himself. Is he an ‘Australian’ who, on many occasions, has been also treated as a ‘New-Australian’, is he ‘part-French’ after his mother, is he part-Croatian after his biological father, or, can he still be a ‘part-Serbian’ or a ‘full-time Serbian’ in an emulation of his father’s native culture? Or, would he rather be an ‘International Citizen of the World’ despite the only home he has known being that of Australia? Of course, he might just give up on finding some apposite form of racial identity, but, people are generally not permitted to do that in this world today when one of the first questions people are prone to ask is, “where do you come from?” …meaning a lot more than ‘merely being born in some city or town in Australia’. (22)


This teenager gets thinking that if his father and mother both shared this Yugoslavian friend, originally a Croatian from Croatia, then perhaps Croatians are not to be despised in the manner as so regularly denigrated by his pro-Serbian friends. But what if his friends find out that he cannot be ‘Serbian’, having no direct connections to that country other than through his non-biological father? Do they need to know? Or, if they were to know and some of them were to reject him would those who rejected him be considered ‘real friends’ in the first place? (23)


Of course, a working solution would need to be found by this individual himself. In some sense his over-identification with Serbian nationalism, itself, is a polyvalent form of political-pluralism since he could have just as well have identified with his mother’s native culture and saw himself as French or part-French. Some degree of complication also arises for those people who take on a national identity but do not fluently speak the language associated with that national culture. In this regard, it would be beneficial for the resident country to insist or at least promote the use of parental languages in a multicultural home environment as it would both undoubtedly preserve familial connections in those multicultural families and be of a possible economic benefit to those individuals who possessing more than one language. (24)


Another way to view this type of debate is to rhetorically ask, “should a person have to reject their original identity or identities first in order to become assimilated within the prevailing national culture? Or, would it make better philosophical sense to say, ‘that only in being a good version of the person who they actually are can they truly contribute to that prevailing culture and find, therein, eventually, a ‘working identity’ as a ‘work in progress’ as they ‘work towards’ an increasing harmonization of lived-experience with that prevailing culture?’ We would not ask of a doctor ‘you have to be a good Australian first before you become a good doctor’. We would hope that they be a ‘good doctor’ in order to be a ‘good Australian’. And in the spirt of polyvalency we can substitute any form of racial identity, political identity, cultural identity, or historical identity for this expression ‘good doctor’. In a similar manner, should people increasingly avail themselves of polyvalent forms of a political-pluralism then who are we to stop them should they find a positivity in self-e/valuational and other-e/valuational forms of identity-formation when I am sure we all do this to varying degrees of a relatively persistent consistency. Furthermore, that it is also the case that in a progressive widening of these political terms of reference we also give ourselves more room to manouevre and find, therein and thereby, more successful and beneficial forms of identificational adaptation that would also benefit and strengthen that prevailing culture as well? (25)

Part II: Appropriation/Misappropriation/Re-Appropriation of Cultural Properties


Over time the vexed questions of the appropriation, misappropriation, and the re-appropriation of cultural properties are being continually re-visited. It is my contention that a political-pluralism would give us wider terms of reference in dealing with the resolution of these problems although not necessarily guaranteeing a successful resolution of such cultural dilemmas when viewed from the context of all relevant parties concerned. (26)


By ‘appropriation’ is meant ‘the acquiring of cultural properties in their geographical or cultural regions of origination either legally or illegally as judged in accordance with the conventions of the day’. (27)

By ‘misappropriation’ is ‘the recognition that such cultural properties have been illegally appropriated at their time of acquisition and/or are judged retrospectively to have been misappropriated in accordance with current conventions’. (28)

By ‘re-appropriation’ is meant ‘the perceived return of cultural properties to their geographical or cultural regions of origination as deemed to be required by an overall political consensus’. (29)


By ‘cultural properties’ is meant ‘cultural artefacts often with an iconic presentation or poignant history, often produced with a relatively high status in the original culture, and usually treated as being seen to possess a relatively high status in the culture of acquisition’. E.g., from the infamous Elgin Marbles (from the Parthenon on the Acropolis in Athens) to the lesser known ransacking of ancient temples in India and the illegal shipment of statues along with their non-transparent marketing through various leading auction houses, etc. (30)


To understand that this philosophy of a political-pluralism might possibly proffer wider terms of reference for realizing equitable forms of resolution of such vexed issues let me briefly visit the flowing set of events not so much as to how they were determined historical termed, but, rather, when treated as case study within a hypothetical perspective or horizon. (31)


In an edition of the Times Literary Supplement, I came across an article reviewing two books dealing with the notable Polish writer of short stories, Bruno Schulze, who in November 1942 was murder by the Nazis in the Second World War.
 (32)


Bruno Schultz was… ‘born into a Jewish family on the outskirts of the Austro-Hungarian Empire in 1892, he matured on the outskirts of inter-war Poland – all without abandoning Drohobych which is situated in the far west of today’s Ukraine. A man of geographical margins, he was also somewhat a marginal character on the Polish literary scene. He publish two collections of short stories’…
 in 1934 and in 1837, being awarded 1938…‘the Golden Laurel of the Polish Academy of Literature – but kept his day job as a teacher of arts and crafts at the local secondary school’. He has also left behind a body of drawing, prints and oil paintings. He also wrote in German and his novel The Messiah, written in that language, appears to have been lost. (33)


When the Nazis took over his town of Drohobytch.., ‘he was granted the status of a ‘necessary jew’ for his artistic skills and lived under the tenuous protection of the sadistic SS overseer, Felix Landau. Landau ordered Schultz to paint fairy-tale scenes… on the walls of his young son’ nursery in his “villa”. Covered up for decades, the murals were rediscovered by a German film-maker in 2001, in what by then was a private flat. Only months later a team of Israeli agents removed large portions and spirited them back to Jerusalem where they are now on display at Yad Vashem’.
 An event sometimes referred to as the ‘fresco fiasco’. (34)

Now, we can go online and see these same murals. Highly colourful, perhaps reminiscent of the Walt Disney movie Snow White, they reveal serious conservation issue to put it mildly… with a large percentage of the paint having flaked off these wall fragments. (35)


In revisiting this controversy, as a hypothetical, we can note a number of overlapping issues. At the time of their removal from what now is Ukrainian territory, just who owned these quite damaged murals? Or, perhaps, more to the point, just who should own these small damaged works of art? In a territory that once was on the outskirts of the Austro-Hungarian Empire we could put forward the following contenders, namely, Poland as it was, legally, its territory until invaded by Germany; German by virtue of its ordered manufacture under German Occupation; Ukrainian as belonging to the history of this small town of Drohobytch (Drohobycz); or, as having a Jewish connection and claim (despite Schultz being a secular Jew?) but further strengthened given it does fall under the category of representing art work done under the Nazi era. I am not privy to the full details of its translocation to the state of Israel, but, there is a rumour that the mayor of this town was paid a considerable sum to look the other way. But, suffice to say, that certain people may or may not have been paid for the ‘purchase’ of these art works. (36)


Now, we can supply, more or less, three competing frames of reference in attempting to hypothetically adjudicate the to-be-imputed ‘rights and wrongs’ of this ‘fresco fiasco’, namely that of a prevailing nationalism as might be found to pertain to either Ukraine or Poland; or a multicultural perspective that seeks to arbitrate between competing Polish, Ukrainian, German, and Jewish interests in this affair; and, finally, that of a political-pluralism that might well ask just where should these art works primarily reside in view of their perceived cultural value and where the requisite conservational issues might be better addressed and possibly redressed? (37)


In terms of a prevailing nationalism, basically between Poland and Ukraine, the Polish might argue that this artist was technically ‘Polish’ and that these art works, consequently and subsequently, ‘correctly’ belong to the category of ‘Polish cultural property’, whereas, in contrast, the Ukrainians could correctly argue that these works of art were located in the geographical city of Drohobych and they should rightly have stayed there. If both claims are perceived to be equally valid, albeit in these limited terms of reference, then it might be a matter of possession that could decide this issue. Unfortunately, neither party has current ownership of these art works such claims remain moot unless they could be successfully put before an international court whose jurisdiction were to be accepted by all relevant parties. (38)


In terms of a multiculturalism, this overall issue become even more complex and basically, irresolvable, unless, through an abundance of good will the parties were to come to some mutual arrangement whose occurrence, currently, is most unlikely? (39)


Now, I suspect, from a perspective of a political-pluralism that the Jewish argument for their current residency in Yad Vashem might be hypothetically bolstered in view of the claim that these fragile works of art could be seen to have more value in that context and, there, will be suitably conserved. (40)

Of course, from the Jewish perspective, this issue has been somewhat resolved in their favour by virtue of their current possession. However, the point of this hypothetical is to mount a series of arguments, and, therein, debate their respective merits as refracted and redacted within a number of relevant perspectives three of which have here been here put forward for consideration. However, into this mix I have also placed the contention that a political-pluralism, by the very nature of its wider terms of reference, might well proffer a better vehicle for overseeing a resolution of such issues? Let me now further explore this contention. (41)


Let me be controversial by briefly considering the case of ‘The Elgin Marbles being returned to the Acropolis in Athens’, in modern day Greece, albeit through a political-pluralistic lens. (42)


These infamous marbles are more than 30 stone sculptures that once adorned the upper sections of the Parthenon on the Acropolis in Athens that, for the most part, were carved in the 5th century BCE. The biggest section stretches for 75 meters. They were acquired when Greece was under Turkish rule in 1803 and taken to London in 1806 where they are currently displayed in their own room in the British Museum.
 For quite some time the Greek government has argued that they should be returned to Athens where a special museum has been built on the Acropolis for their display. Apologists for the British side in this argument have claimed the wholesale removal to London better preserved these antiquities from the ravages of a modern Athenian atmosphere and what would have been their inevitable looting on a more piecemeal basis. Moreover, it is further argued they were legally acquired given that they were ‘paid for’ and not ‘merely looted’. Apologists for the Greek claim would argue that these works of art are iconic, unique, and belong to the history and culture of the Greek world and, therefore, should be returned, more or less, to their original location. How do we square this circular issue given the unresolved nature of this controversy? (43)


From the position of a prevailing nationalism, the Greek position would argue that these works of art are iconic in the culture of the Greek Life-World and not in the British Life-World and, therefore, should be returned to Athens where they have a greater resonance and cultural significance. (44)


However, from a multicultural perspective the Greek position is not without some technical problems. Over time cultures change and, from time to time, enter into radical shifts in how that culture is being presented in that concurrent period of time. Can the currently reconstituted Greek world, centered in the political country of Greece, fully or partially claim a connection with a Greek World as constituted before and after its appropriation within the Roman Empire? On the other hand, a prevailing nationalism would claim that this is a political ‘fact’ and should be duly recognized as such.
 (45)


Then, again, from a position of a political-pluralism it would appear that wider terms of reference would favour the Greek case for the return of these iconic sculptures given they claim a return to their original geographical location, within the context of the Greek World, and having already established that these unique art works will be given the best conservational care in that museum especially built for their return. Now, in the light of this pro-Greek direction where international consensus seems to be now heading how might various forms of hypothetical resolution be proposed? In no particular order of emphasis let me suggest a short tentative list of possibilities. The possible joint declaration of the hall where the Elgin Marbles are displayed as being under the joint suzerainty of both the British government and the Greek Government, and, a similar declaration of the museum on the Acropolis to receive a similar status. Then, the eventual relocation of these marbles to that museum on the Acropolis. In an act of good will, the Greek government could well loan various iconic materials and ‘slowly’
 rotate the same on a regular basis.
 I would be interested in how other solutions could be put forward to address and satisfactorily redress this issue to the mutual benefit of all parties? (46)


Now, a similar type of cultural problem can be found in Australia. It is always my belief that human remains should be respectfully treated. Thankfully, human corpses are not generally put on display, and in similar respects, human skeletons, shrunken human heads, and so on, should also be afforded a similar degree of natural respect. So, in terms of indigenous cultural artefacts we must divide them into human remains and cultural artefacts. Now, another classification might be brought to bear in an ascertainment of recent materials as to which tribal affiliations that they might represent, and, in terms of more ancient materials which regions they were found in or appear to have come from. Then, with the advent of an indigently based custodial care dully allocated accordingly, and, hopefully, with sufficient funding in place, they can be duly looked after accordingly. However, a certain problematic issue can be raised in the overseeing of this ideal vision of an indigenously based custodial care of such cultural properties, namely, do a contemporary culture have a right to materials that, ostensively, seem to be quite different to current or recent forms of cultural productions when thousands of years have elapsed and that the only common denominators remaining are geographical location and a permanent history in the occupation of those sites by peoples whose ancestors could well have been connected (say, genetically, but, also through storylines, e.g.)? Indigenous Nations were spoken of right from the beginning of European occupation of Australia and it is about time that that political fact be duly recognized. In that capacity, from the perspective of a political-pluralism, it could be successfully argued that if forms of indigenous custodial care of such cultural properties should be a priority as one way of resolving the ownership of such cultural properties. (47)


One qualification in this regard is that attention is best paid to either iconic or significant cultural materials. During my years at university one of my jobs in the holiday seasons was working in a museum and cataloguing racks and racks of stone adzes that will never see the light of day. Or, on a trip to China where in Xian I witnessed in an archaeological park with a large number of huge hangars where cultural materials, grave goods from the Han Dynasty, were being safely stored, shelves and shelves of neatly reassembled non-descript pots. During the earlier years of the Communist government people were charged to laboriously mend pot after pot, in their tens of thousands, which may have been a good place to start in terms of training in the arts and sciences of conservationship, but, where those resources could have been better spend reassembling more import cultural artefacts, or, for that matter, doing other things. The point I making is that to rebury these vases in a warehouse seems little different to leaving them in the ground… with a lot less effort. I am sure, and know from experience, that many Chinese patriots scour the antique markets looking for genuine pieces to collect when what they are now confronted with is a relentless sea of interminable fakes, and, would well suspect if some of those forgotten vases were given as gifts in competitions or sold on the open market that many homes in China would be proudly sporting genuine 2,000 year old vases with the loving attention they are currently not receiving in these modern tombs above ground. (48)


Hence a small sampling of some of the problems that go, hand in hand, with the appropriating, misappropriating, and re-appropriating of cultural properties. (49)

x. Provisional Conclusions, Observations, and Comments, etc.


What are the ramifications of this philosophical concept of a ‘political-pluralism’ and the open-ended ‘polyvalency’ of ‘identificational possibilities that can be taken up by either individuals and/or communities of like-minded individuals?’ (50)


Although it is clearly up for debate, and the process of an ensuing adjudication, but, I would like to contend that it is a hallmark of the (Post-Postmodern) Contemporary era that much of identitificational formation is following a politically pluralistic trajectory in a process, I should add, that is both compounded and reinforced through the use of Social-Media? What, then, are the key distinguishing characteristics associated with such identity formation? (51)


A prominent feature on this landscape is the relatively large number of people who claim to be ‘gender fluid’, in their own distinctive manner, say, maybe, one to two percent of the population? Admittedly, some of that could be put down to being a fashion among friends, perhaps in sympathy with friends who more deeply hold such forms of re-identification. Still, if the slowly growing acceptance and self-acceptance of people who do not feel they conform or need to conform to binary gender roles that feel they need to progress somewhere along this form of a path, whose ultimate end is gender reassignment, but, where most people on this type of a journey probably do not wish to reach, but, for all that, where a few do sincerely intend to achieve just that. To trivialize the decision making in such a process along the lines of Johnny going to school one day and coming home that afternoon as a ‘girl’, with absolutely no parental awareness and consent, etc., totally beggars belief.  Such decisions are not made lightly by all the parties involved, and involves a lengthy process. That society, in some misinformed quarters, should want to further oppress such self-identifying individuals is an indictment on how a polarized society has forgotten to show due concern and full care for those peoples making such decisions, along with their families that often find themselves sympathetic to such transitions, that, altogether, are already having a difficult time having to negotiate such complex issues. (52) 


Everyday, in this Contemporary world, people are continually redefining who they think they are, who they wish to be. No longer is identity necessarily handed down from father to son in terms of certain trade, or mother to daughter in terms of what is entailed in being a model housewife, and so on. People elect a variety of identities that they may have no direct connection to. Just like that memorable day I was in Leipzig surround by a black sea of Goths all attending the same Gothic convention.
 (53)


So, as a meditation we might like to reflect of what we, ourselves, might be doing along the same lines. Just with what and whom are we identifying with, just what aspirations do we perhaps secretly harbour, with which groups of people do we like to associate with and can such alliances be deemed to be Traditional or Contemporary, and, perhaps, might also be deemed to be ‘radical’? (54)


That this ‘polyvalency of identity formation’ is basically ‘the entertaining of a choice in how we might like to either see ourselves and/or be seen by others, and, where that choice is novel, or non-traditional, or initially first thought of as just too radical to entertain, but, is now felt to be a possible contender. That to attempt such re-identification it would seem that a certain number of preconditions need to be in place in order to enact such a choice. People who have to work from daybreak to dusk do not have a sufficient economic surplus in time, motivation, energy, capital, etc., in order to generally entertain such adventitious forms of re-identification. Then, the very notion of this practice needs to be transmitted and the ideal medium for this is Social-Media. It is also here where like-minded individuals can virtually explore such forms of identification before they non-virtually adopt and adapt such forms of re-enactment. In some sense, fashionable topic in identification will come more easily to the fore through such a medium and, given the right conditions, can proceed as if a viral-like meme both virtually and non-virtually. To some degree, people need to be ‘tribal’ and clearly demarcate themselves from those whom, for whatever reason or reasons, they do no wish to be seen identifying with. E.g., the recent viral-like uptake of tattoos might find an adequate semiotic explanation along those lines? Then, from virtual engagement online people can meet and further disseminate these often, novel forms of re-identification. No doubt in a marketplace where the limitations of either a prevailing nationalism and/or an exclusive multiculturalism do not quite seem to be fit for purpose then we would, more than likely, increasingly witness these innovative polyvalent forms of re-identification and where it behooves us to respectfully accept such forms of re-identification with a degree of respectfulness that we might hope be returned to us who, in all probability, is also doing something quite similar in this new world of the politically-plural.!? (55)


As a point of clarification, there is no reason, philosophically speaking, to denigrate the parallel co-existence of a prevailing nationalism along with both a multiculturalism and a political-pluralism when these three styles of lived-existence are allowed to mutually co-exist. Unfortunately, in a polarized political environment people and politicians more supportive of a prevailing nationalism are more than likely to denigrate both a multiculturalism and a political-pluralism. However, I am sure, as we make our passages through the advent of this Contemporary era we will see a progressive falling by the wayside of both a prevailing nationalism predicated in racial, and potentially racist, terms of reference for similar reasons as to why a multiculturalism will also be deconstructed over a certain period of time, namely, a natural dilution of ethnic definitions of both a country and multicultural segments of its population, without at the same time, a diminution in more positive concepts like national pride, a more profound sense of home… as a place where all people are to be welcomed and not excluded by a relentless ‘othering’ of the same. Although, on a negative note, such a political style will no doubt be continually invoked, from time to time, by less authentic politicians able to harvest a vote from uninformed voters, or citizens, exposed to misrepresented information, or worse, and calculative patterns of outright mendacity..!?
 (56)







    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 18.10.24.

A. Postscript A: A Critical Re-Appraisal of these Contributions to Political Identity


All three styles of political identification can be critiqued for a variety of reasons. By doing so we expose both their positive upsides and their negative downsides. (57)


In a prevailing political nationalism, we can find an essential ‘snapshot’ of the political ‘health’ of that specific nation being inspected. Like any organization, a certain esprit de corps signals that that organization demonstrates either a certain authenticity and integrity or a corresponding lack of the same. Unfortunately, this type of politics can be usurped by over-ideologically committed forms of re-organization, be that either from the Left side or the Right side of politics. Therefore, I would argue that any manifested forms of ideological over-commitment would be indicative of a form of prevailing nationalism that is just moving down the wrong path so to speak. Ideally, countries, like all things, should try to adopt a Goldilocks type of positioning and whilst the country should inspire a nationalistic form of a well-deserved commitment, at the same time, they should be discouraged from seeking either over-commitment or not being able to inspire the requisite degree of social solidarity and social consensus. We have only the tattered pages of history to instruct us in such matters and in this regard, as a future safeguard, its citizens are best prepared by being better educated and, therein and thereby, ‘inoculated’ lest the well-ingrained patterns of history repeat themselves even if history itself does not exactly reiterate those events like the well-rehearsed performances of a Shakespearean tragedy! (58)


Multiculturalism, too, is not without its critics although the latter can be divided into either ‘traditionalists’ or ‘progressives’. The former mistakenly think that a prevailing nationalism should be some form of an immutable, monolithic edifice to which all citizens should pledge total cultural allegiance when even a cursory historical reading should reveal that such cultural hegemony is more an illusion, indeed, almost the result of a series of historical accidents, and more a misreading of how that nation actually arrived at this presentation of its nationhood,
 that for all that, still remains as a work in progress. From a progressive point of view, we find either arguments that insist on either a greater degree of multicultural acceptance that is perceived as currently not sufficiently in evidence or, more interestingly, that multiculturalism is a philosophy that, eventually, indeed, reasonably quickly, must self-deconstruct and expire. After three or four generations multicultural communities are very much ‘that’, and it then becomes difficult for members with multiple ethnicities to perceive themselves as simply ethnic, i.e., as possessing a single ethnicity other than through forms of selective political-pluralism in which strands of their identity might be more identified with, but, not necessarily that such facets should be taken up as such. (59)


The critics of a political-pluralism, some of whom are either wittingly or unwittingly unaware of this form of political identification, could also be divided between ‘traditionalists’ and ‘progressives’? For traditionalist it must be quite a shock to the system that certain people in society now vehemently insist, now with some progressive laws on their side, on their rights to be without the ascription of either gender, or as gay, or as wishing to adopt some form and degree of gender transitioning, and so on. This, admittedly, is a more radical form of political-pluralism. But, across the spectrum of identification processes of self-identification are confusing the ‘natives’ no end who usually, themselves, over-self-identify with a prevailing nationalism in its treatment as the de facto major discourse even though the legitimacy of such a discourse is naturally being seemingly undermined by such practices in self-ascription by both themselves and others.
 We should also note that self-ascription can also be faulted and flawed. Some people who sought to transition, e.g., have decided to de-transition, but, the mistakes made by those misguided or poorly informed individuals is no reason to prevent others from seeking their own individual forms of self-fulfillment. Of course, we should also ask, ‘is it really the case that a person who insists on some form of self-ascription is actually undermining the general order of their society?’ E.g., we have people who change their religion or give up on religion altogether, but, such a shift in religious values does not automatically mean that they now subscribe to a completely different set of ethical guidelines or forms of moral behaviour, it anything, by realigning where they stand, they could well be better citizens through having contemplated that more seriously aligned form of ‘political’ re-identification? (60)

However, on closer inspection, the joke is on everyone who subscribes to such nonsensical forms of political exclusivity. These three forms of political identification, and despite their individual defects, are not necessarily mutually exclusive. E.g., gay people in the armed forces of a country have fought for their country. A person, e.g., who transitions could well be a political conservative given that that is where they intuitively feel they are on a political spectrum of Left-and-Right. If anything, a country along with its various cultures within its ambit, is enriched by people seeking to expand their political palette by engaging novel forms of identification that if truth be told might be no different that identifying with certain singers or sports teams, or, for that matter, political parties themselves, and so on. As far as I know there is no law on the metaphorical ‘books’ that says because you were born into a certain political family that you have to stay with that form of allegiance (even though, in comparison, with religious fraternities, considerable pressures might be brought to bear should you wish to leave that form of political identification). (61)


Histories unfold through the observation of discontinuities (in the past), non-continuities (in the evolution of new revolutionary ways of doing things in the present, like, e.g., the advent of the smart phone, etc.), and continuities (as expected will continue into the near future, like, e.g., that people will need to continue to eat, drink, and will need to sleep). Against such a backdrop, and its miscellaneous choirs of voices sometimes singing in tune and often not in complete harmony, societies eventually accommodate themselves to all forms of innovation and, through doing so, will find themselves the stronger and the more resilient for having done so. The societies that do not adapt… are the ones that will be lost to the sands of time…. (62)










           N.T., 24.10.24.

B. Postscript B: Exploring a Possible Political Economy of Identification?


During a workshopping of this essay I reluctantly came to the conclusion that it might well make better sense to impute a ‘political economy of identification’ whose trimodal configuration could be interpreted to consist of the following correlational aspects in a form that effectively echoes, namely, a ‘prevailing nationalism’, a ‘multiculturalism’, and a ‘political-pluralism’ or their close equivalents. As this essay notes, people are inherently ‘tribal’
 and although I argue that a multiculturalism effectively self-deconstructs over time, still, that even if the unifying notion of a primary racial affiliation is dissipated, in both the context of a multiculturalism and even in a prevailing nationalism, I would also contend that novel notions along similar lines would inevitably be substituted no doubt through a form of political-pluralism whose promotion would then move it beyond those initial introductions to evolve in either a re-constituted world of the ‘multicultural’ or even take on the relatively ultimate status of a major discourse within the re-directed realm of  a ‘prevailing nationalism’. Or, in other words, if there were an absent multicultural outlook it would probably have to be invented, and, if a prevailing nationalism were found to be waning it too would have to be re-invigorated, be that through either taking a new direction or through some novel form of political fission or political fusion, or some distinctive combination of the former. Even if political change is understood as as inevitable process this more basic contention argues that these three elements might be either stressed or diminished over time, still, the trends that are operating today could well be trends operating in the opposite direct at some point in the future. That, as economic correlatives, they may either wax or wane, but, as economic correlatives they can never be treated as economic isolates. Thus, although we might opine that a multiculturalism, in its current forms, is fated to disappear, and, be replaced through the force of various innovative forms of a political-pluralism, still, things are not as simple as this over the longer run if we are to re-view such phenomena through this lens of an economy involved in the formation of a complex sense of political identity. Obviously, in historical terms, political identity is ever cast in contemporary terms and then retrospectively re-viewed along similar lines. But, as they say, ‘the more things change, the more they seem to stay the same... the less change there is to be seen when looked at in more depth? 










           N.T., 27.10.24.

A: Appendix A: Polyvalency (I): A Minimally Emended Version of Original Essay:

Part LX: Transformation through Re-Self-Organization:
Polyvalency(?)*

0.    Preamble

The pluriform nature of pluralistic identity would seem to rule out a redundant sense of polyvalency, however, modes of identity, in accordance with their own apparent phenomenal constitution can be approached through appropriate modalities of engagement. E.g., the life-world of spectator sport can be approached through a number of modalities, e.g., actively as a participant or passively as a spectator. The former mode could be divided between ‘directly professional’ or ‘amateur’, or ‘indirectly professional’ when a person directly works for a sports organization without being an active sportsperson, etc. Hence the question, “is personal identity polyvalent?” is not so much problematic as philosophically rhetorical. (0)

1.    Introduction


In this essay-paper let me examine this overall concept of polyvalency as a consideration in our understanding of political/cultural pluralism (in distinction to the very limited concept of multiculturalism [that, over time, must surely deconstruct]). (1)


In this essay-paper let me first introduce the concept of a major discourse versus a set of possible minor discourses, the concept of multi-culturalism versus cultural pluralism, and, how the latter is best described through a polyvalent lens. (2)


Then, let me examine this concept of polyvalency through theoretical terms of reference, practically through its exemplification, and, critically, through the implications it has for our carefully conducted phenomenal-phenomenological investigations. (3)


Last, let me note the overall ramifications this perspective has for our appreciation of chaotic transformations and the beneficial engineering of social change. (4)

*Old version: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html
2.    A Contextualization of this Topic


A question arises: are all minor life-worlds polyvalent by nature? Given that all enaction in a life-world can be re-enacted, more or less, it follows that at least active and passive modes of reception apply. E.g., in the world of sport we can either be a sportsperson or watch a sportsperson or sportspersons in action or revisit, by some means or other, the state of play previously entered into at some other period of time.
 However, we could also argue that as a modality is constituted by-us, for-us, and that given other forms or modes of constitution a polyvalency of approach should apply to all life-worlds regardless of whether such approaches are naturally adopted within our utilization of that life-world. (5)


Let me define a minor life-world as a life-world which, as a mode-of-life, is given political recognition. Thence, e.g., the world of the elderly, the overall world of the indigenous, etc. We might continue to say, in the same vein, that the metaphorical life of a city, the world of sport, the world of the family, etc., are also minor life-worlds in view of the political recognition often afforded the same. Whereas, the game of chess, in this country at least, the world of car enthusiasts, and similar organizations, etc., are only given a (non-major/non-minor) life-world status (in relative comparison) (although if political patronage were to be extended to a life-world on an equivalent level of funding, etc., it too could be afforded the status of a minor life-world). ‘Minor’ by virtue of the fact that in a mature democracy the seeking of the vote from the middleclass, or elsewhere, has driven a conversion to a non-hegemonic, non-major level of discourse, i.e., a minor discourse. However, a minor discourse within a minor life-world can take on a relatively major status if that strand of dissemination is both distinctive and reflects a major sense of political positioning within that minor life-world. E.g., in the minor life-world of medicine we have one or more official bodies constituted to represent the same. Discourse filtered through such a medium more often than not taking on a distinctive, official tenor, i.e., acting as a relatively major discourse (within all or part of that minor life-world and in extension beyond the same). Internal dissemination reflecting the degree of internal enfranchisment afforded such dissemination (along with other activities such as archiving, historical reflection and critique, etc.), and, empowerment supporting a certain degree of externally directed, receptive dissemination beyond the psychic boundaries of that life-world in question. So, e.g., the medical life-world is able to disseminate, to a wider world, messages about the deleterious effects of smoking; the non-deleterious, healthy consequences of a healthy diet and exercise; the possibly beneficial effects, on balance, of small daily doses of aspirin, etc. (6)


Why this concern over the existence of polyvalency? We live in a pluralistic world but even in these multiple modes of (psychological, social, political, and cultural/inter-cultural) engagement we find an open variety of modes of polyvalent encounter or style (given that ‘style’ is a distinctive resolution of a distinctive use of dissonance). Each life-world being found to present its own series of styles in this regard. Beyond active/passive distinctions and distinctions of textual/meta-textual input/output the open-ended nature of a mode-of-life lends itself to such forms of uptake. Given that rule directed behaviour is learnt we could say that fashion plays a considerable part in how the topic of a mode-of-life or life-world is to be engaged. So, not so long ago, a local cricket game in Summer might be watched in a park or sports field not too far away, and, with the advent of better transportation, larger games might have been visited. Nowadays, we can listen to a game on the radio or also watch the same game on television, either live or in a delayed broadcast, or, observe it on our mobiles, computers or some other electronic device. Or, in reading the sports pages of a newspaper, a particular game could have been read about some time after that event. In this, the life-world of sport, and its sub-domain of cricket, today, we have an abundance of modes of engagement. Each one could be added to a list that notes the polyvalent nature of that territory albeit under a passive modality. Or, in an active modality we often find various grades of engagement from a sport being played with an amateur status or as a professional, from encounters conducted in schools or just friendly impromptu matches arranged between friends who enjoy that form of a pastime. (7)


Then, associated with life-worlds we also find co-opted elements from other institutions and life-worlds. E.g., in the cricket life-world we find the publication of magazines aimed at such enthusiasts, the formation of memorabilia, the publishing of various ephemera, etc. (8)


Cultural pluralism/political pluralism is invoked in contrast to a multi-culturalism. Although the intentions behind multi-cultural are often exemplary, in my opinion, the world appears to operate more along the lines of a pluralism, especially in the advent of the Contemporary era. A multi-cultural approach could be defined, in practice, as a mutual political recognition and patronage of other cultures without sacrificing the persistence of an overall political discourse associated with the host nation. In a dialectical sense, both ‘equal’ and ‘not equal’. The official major discourse remains that of the host nation whilst minor life-worlds, representing various cultures/nationalities, are given a subsidiary role, in effect as minor life-worlds. This approach being (often) equally applied, indiscriminately, to both indigenous and migrant cultures. However, despite good intentions, without wishing to criticize the same, I believe a multi-cultural approach is both defective and limited. Defective in the sense that it does not do justice to how various cultures and their participants, in all senses of those terms, interact in the world with each other. Moreover, limited, in the sense, that migrant cultures by the second or third generation often are mixing with other cultures in various forms of marriage and as a consequence the cultural identity of children born under such arrangements can no longer be arrived at through simple, exclusive forms of cultural identification. This observation also being found to apply to the formation of identity in a Contemporary era (with or without inputs from a multi-cultural background). E.g., the phenomenon of identifying as a ‘Goth’ is a construction of identity that is not multi-cultural in background and is conducted on a par with people who may strongly prefer to identity with the 1950’s; or, the Aesthetic movement of the 1870’s; the Art Deco; Buddhist philosophy; Chinese aesthetics; Taoist philosophy; the 18th Century; French culture from some particular era or another; so-called Celtic traditions; African cultures; etc., etc. Moreover, such identity-constructs may invoke more than one influence. These invokers of such perceived styles also often seeking out others of similar persuasion (especially through the Internet and Social-Media) and mutually assisting each other in this assumption of a ‘shared’ sense of identity.
 This mix and match attitude also extending to more mundane forms of identity in the resident culture such as religious affiliations; political identifications; sporting emulations; and other forms of cultural formation, especially in the fields of Contemporary or Popular music; etc. Rather than being dismissed as eclectic and superficial such forms of identity reconstruction may well take on a more profound depth than that metaphorically associated (and given a connotational disvaluation
) with and dismissed as a mere ‘veneer’ or the ‘latest fashion’. With non-exotic and exotic forms of self-identification we will find that the complexion of culture is not multi-cultural, if it ever were, but much more pluralistic and that such pluralism is also expressed through (a greater complexity of) polyvalent modes of behavioural engagement. Thus, such pluralistic complexity should be perceived to enter another dimension of complexity through this polyvalency of expression. Hence the non-redundant nature of this terminological construct of polyvalent-pluralism. I.e., forms of pluralism need to be approached through its associated polyvalent modes of expression/engagement. (9)


Having introduced this concept, of polyvalent-pluralism (in a contrast to multi-culturalism, etc.) let me now examine it from theoretical, practical and critical aspects (in order to create a richer discourse that helps us to be become more conversant with this particular topic of polyvalency). (10)

3.    Theoretical Considerations 


In an approach to a specific mode-of-life or life-world could one argue that there are an infinite number of modes of engagement and that polyvalency is forever open in that regard? In theory we could answer this hypothetical question with a ‘yes’. However, in practical reality our hermeneutical approach can never be so idiosyncratic since our engagement is already framed to a considerable extent through meta-textual conventions. In other words, the manner of our engagement is already cast through such adoption of those conventions and it behooves us to exercise such modes-of-engagement in that manner that is effectively productive in terms of our intentions (in both senses of that expression, i.e., in our actual directedness towards the same, and, the relevant reasons for such re-direction). As the modes-of-engagement to hand are all we have to work with then it is up to us to adopt the same and more profitably adapt them in the light of the reasons for such adoption. By an ongoing process of re-alignment, we attempt to meet such objectives through processes of re-de-mis-alignment (as noted previously elsewhere). A test of the successfulness of this endeavour being realized through a comparative appreciation of the relative richness of the realized value brought-to-hand as an existential residue. I.e., that existential excess in value formation that is realized after the invested value placed in that process is deducted from the total realized value realized in and through that (transcendental/trans-cognitive/trans-conceptual) process of value formation in question. (11)


The formation of this existential residue creates the semblance of psychic capital that could be both expended immediately and/or stored in some form or other; if not actually automatically laid down as a series of parallel values such as an enriched appreciation of our associated topic in question; a series of relevant judgments that could be utilized at a later date; the reinforced thematization of a repertoire of conventional routines dealing with such a topic; a clarification of our psychic mapping of our cultural universe in this specific regard; etc., etc. The recognition of a polyvalent approach to a specific or particular (type of) topic giving us a greater flexibility in our dealing or re-dealing with that specific or particular (type of) topic. An overall appreciation of the ongoing exercise of such avenues of engagement progressively promotes our ability to respond to various aspects of that specific or particular topic and, therein, promoting a more overall, general sense of adaptability. Thence the augmentation of our responsiveness and ensuing sense of responsibility through our ability to flesh out a topic of engagement as well as augmenting our general responsiveness and responsibility (through the ongoing, accumulative, emergent promotion of this associated authenticity of appreciation). The adequate and apposite re-iteration of these conventions forming responsible patterns of habit as we make our passage/s through this world-of-life with-others, before-others…
 (12)

4.    Practical Considerations 


In our consideration of a specific or particular mode-of-life or life-world polyvalent expectations, obviously, must play a considerable part in the formation of the understanding of our topic to hand. Without our awareness of these conventional modes of engagement that topic could not be engaged (directly or indirectly, actively or passively, etc.). (13)


In our appreciation of minor life-worlds and the role they play on the political stage (in a mature democracy) these polyvalent modes of expression need to be recognized in order to better appreciate the complexity of such polyvalent-pluralism at work in that context. How might this type of insight be arrived at in practical terms of reference? By what means can such influences be discerned in order to appreciate the various roles played by minor life-worlds in the overall re-directing of relatively democratic and non-democratic political behaviour? Need we note such phenomena in order to appreciate the course of democratic behaviour realized in a particular democratic political setting? As already noted, I have some concern that incremental addition or subtraction of inputs will eventually realize a point of chaotic bifurcation that that political society may not be able to obviate the adverse ramifications realized in the train of such processes of re-direction?
 (14)


An important question to ask (in the light of this expressed concern for the future) is ‘just what effect will the progressive enfranchisement and empowerment of minor life-worlds have on the overall-democratic-world-of-life?’ Should we be concerned? As previously noted, an excessive degree of minor life-world welfare may well be something that needs to be adequately and appositely limited or scoped.
 Just as a lack of (political and cultural) recognition of minor life-worlds was once a negative feature of our political and cultural life so too should one also regard an over emphasis upon the same in a similar light?! In our passage through this sense of an overall-world-of-life a transcendental sense of balance will better serve us as in our approach to all things. In this regard, a more balanced perspective needs to be realized and maintained, whereas, in contrast, an over empowerment of minor life-worlds must cause problems for the overall democratic life-world in question. Of course, the real question to be asked is ‘just what aspects in this overall political world are problematic and to what extent does this problematicity become an actual feature of our concern? I.e., what, how and when? What features need to be re-addressed and redressed? How does our concern need to be conducted if such inputs on our part can be effective in redressing such problems? When do we need to be concerned about such concerns and how should such concerns be re-addressed and redressed? Let me explore this problem to the degree it can be approached… (15)


A mature democracy has come about with an enfranchisement and empowerment of the middle classes. As a result, political parties attempt to capture the real political center and can be accused of dumbing down in the process through an overuse of polls, internal polling, use of focus groups, an over-concern on spin or indirect political representation rather than direct political presentation (the latter aspect being exaggerated when a political need for greater and greater levels of funding are required to maintain power or obtain power).
 As a consequence of this ‘rush to the center’ is an accompanying progressive enfranchisement and empowerment of a plethora of minor life-worlds to that extent, to that individual degree, such worlds need to be co-opted by political parties through various forms of authentic and inauthentic inducement. I.e., additional inputs that initiate and/or augment those forms of enfranchisement and empowerment. Given that there is this trend already in place we must then ask ourselves to what extent and in what direction/s should it be allowed to unfold, and, importantly, with what distinctive difference/s in ensuing political ramifications, i.e., current implications and future consequences? (16)


As already argued, I perceive a coalition of such minor life-worlds as having had some positive impact upon the overall body politic. On this point we may hope for a positive de-centering of political power (without a contestment of the overall political center); a re-emphasis being placed upon locality and localism (in a counterbalancing of globalism); a fairer more representative society being represented in higher levels of political life; etc. However, as already noted elsewhere, humans are very good at processes of proliferation. What works well for us becomes over-worked. E.g., in an organization filling out a few forms could well be beneficial for all concerned. However, a need to fill out one thousand and one forms, and more, is more the sign of a dysfunctional organization! Or, a few advertisements on television promoting some relatively unhealthy form of food would be without too much consequence, but, when such advertizing is relentless what effect has that had on this more publicly recognized phenomenon of a so-called ‘epidemic’ of obesity? More than enough for various relevant organizations to finally get concerned or, at least, appear concerned. All human societies and cultures have had to experience the adverse ramifications of excessive forms of proliferation. E.g., the excessive inventories of nuclear weapons; the depletion of blue-fin tuna; the extinction of (some or most species of) mega-fauna; the excessive removal of forest cover on the Cumberland Plains around Sydney; the relentless accumulation in Australia of laws dealing with matters of taxation, etc., etc. I am sure the reader will be able to formulate a long list of their own in this regard. The relative health of current societies is directly dependent upon how well we both individually and collectively deal with such problematic issues. Need I mention the problems we had with certain refrigerant gases (such as CFC’s & HCFC’s), which appears to have been successfully resolved (with certain qualifications), and, dare I say it, Global Warming, which has been barely addressed let alone redressed (although a certain degree of local progress might be claimed to the extent most people are now aware of the problem even if a vociferous vocal minority are not convinced it is a ‘real’ problem? Still, even though national governments may not have been actively very proactive numerous local governments [of cities, states, business organizations, etc.] have been more visibly proactive. Perhaps this is more a sign of a transition to the Contemporary era where various manifestations of the ‘local’ feel empowered enough to proceed with or without the state sanctioning the same in that regard?
)? (17)


If this phenomenon of a proliferation in minor life-world welfare is accepted and has the potential of becoming, if not actually being a problem, in what form might or may this problematicity manifest itself? How would we recognize the adverse ramifications of this type of political trend? (18)


Hermeneutically we approach each and every situation from a position already recognized, then, in a process of hermeneutic refinement, we would continue on to refine our representative appropriation of that phenomenon or set of phenomena. Perhaps, just as a society on too much welfare becomes dysfunctional, reflects this dysfunctional attitude, could we draw a similar comparison as a point to begin with in this type of investigation? What impact might we expect if minor life-worlds were over-enfranchised and over-empowered? The question then to ask would be over-enfranchised with respect to what or whom, over-empowered with respect to what or whom? The functioning of the overall political center, i.e., the current function of that mature democratic society? With respect to other less enfranchised and less empowered minor life-worlds? With respect to the inhabitants of these minor life-worlds and the overall political system itself? With respect to other political systems be they democratic or not so democratic, be they mature or non-mature in democratic characterization should such a description be applicable, etc? (19)


I don’t know how to answer these questions satisfactorily other than to state that my intuition tells me that over-proliferation leads to an effective state of unbalance, and, that authenticity can only express itself in and through a state of dynamic equilibrium to the extent such a process is effectively in place. However, let me have a stab at this problematic scenario? (20)


Let us imaginatively speculate as to what might happen if specific minor life-worlds (or non-specific minor life-worlds in particular) were to be over patronized? I.e., if this general phenomenon of patronization were to be in place and were to continue. Could we run metaphorical parallels (e.g., by invoking this metaphor of ‘welfare’)? Could we run thought experiments where we invoke our current knowledge of phenomenal experience to speculatively discern trends and ramifications of those trends? Or, could we be prescient enough to observe the advent of novel phenomena and correctly interpret the ramifications of the same, i.e., their current implications and future consequences. Again, just run a critically conducted consequential analysis and hope to find what impact or non-impact such a phenomenon or set of phenomena in question might have in a certain type of context, etc? I suspect, along with the refinement of our intuition, we would hope to run a number of the above in parallel or through some form of an integrated synthesis constructed in such a manner so as to give us a better chance in discerning such phenomenal trends? Let me consider the following retrospective thought experiment in the light of the above. (21)


Imagine we are working for a television station and we accept an advertizement from a fast-food organization for some form of junk food, let us say, multi-flavoured, poly-chromatic chips. We start a new trend where people at a dinner party, e.g., try to guess what flavour each different coloured chip has in that particular batch. There seems to be no harm in advertizing the same. The advertizement and promotion duly goes ahead. Other television channels and forms of advertizing media also take up this promotion and run with it. Soon, other food companies attempt to cash in on this dinner party feature and we find multi-flavoured, poly-chromatic chicken nuggets; multi-flavoured, colour-coded packets of sliced bread; an adventurous range of colour-coordinated dim-sims, etc., etc. Just when does advertizing become an ethical issue? If most of this colourful food is merely of a junk status, i.e., high in fats, sugars, salt, and a range of unnecessarily ingredients, to what extent is its proliferation going to adversely affect the health of that nation or society and to what extent should the world of advertizing feel culpable for an accompanying epidemic of obesity? I am sure one ad would made little difference. However, the advertizing world cannot claim that their ads have had no impact on the uptake of this promotion and its spill-over to a range of similar promotions. Obviously, advertizing pays otherwise why would manufacturers of such products advertize in the first place! But, then, given such ensuing adverse phenomena who or what could or is going to stop such a process of harmful re-direction. Here society has a number of stratagems to explore. However, their implementation will necessitate much discussion in the meantime. Should such ads be balanced by commercials paid for by the government promoting healthier eating habits? Or, should such junk food ads be banned or circumscribed (e.g., by being broadcast well after usually meals times and certainly not in the course of programs for children)? Or, should junk food be taxed, more heavily taxed, and some of that tax be returned to industries that both promote either good eating habits or deal with the medical consequences of such a poor diet? Or, again, should such junk food be made more acceptable through improvements in their overall nutritional qualities? I am sure the reader is aware that consideration of these issues is already afoot. In this instance relative harm being seen to issue more from the overall, collective impact of such inputs rather than from an individual input or from a few inputs… where, more, the proliferation of messages as a whole had a relatively adverse impact. So, retrospectively, we can see how an avalanche of such inputs had the chaotic consequences of re-directing behaviour in a relatively adverse direction. Are we able to run this process along prospective lines? By invoking the consequences of individual inputs could we be in a position to foresee the positive or negative consequences of such an incremental process? We run the tap and place a glass under it knowing that when the water reaches the top it will spill over. This prospective speculation, obviously, is not impossible. However, admittedly, in more complex situations it can be a difficult task to both conduct and get it right. Who could have foreseen the quite radical consequences of the Internet? Still, on the other hand, such ‘thought experiments’ may well alert us to the uptake of both positive and negative consequences of such incremental inputs and even an anticipation of unintended consequences. Every drug company manufacturing antibiotics fears the day when their medication is no longer effective through the widespread establishment of the unintended consequence of drug resistance. Still, in this regard, we will always have some window of opportunity to operate within. This example does show us that certain forms of anticipation, based on past experience, can be valid in this regard. So, let us look more closely at this anticipated problem of a possible over proliferated minor life-world welfare issuance and dependence? (22)


This metaphor of welfare might be apt. As all economies are limited when the limit of expenditure is reached, often without too much difficulty, then priorities need to be thematized in order to utilize that limited degree of finance more effectively. In this regard we could say that the political motivation for the specific funding of specific minor life-worlds may well be curtained in the light of such limits and therein, hopefully, obviating this anticipation of possible adverse processes of consequential re-direction stemming from an acceleration in minor life-world funding or over-funding. Then, again, curtailment in the funding for such projects, with or without an anticipated political payoff for the political organization promoting such funding, by default may well have adverse consequences by virtue of not being able to promote beneficial forms of social engineering therein. Who is to judge whether funding is excessive or not, and, by what standards should that type of call be made? Through a mix of observation, retrospective comparison and/or anticipation of future trends the critical social commentator might be able to divine some of these features one way or the other. Moreover, society is strengthened when it is able to enter into ongoing processes of resolution and difficulties encountered may well be boons in disguise in this regard. I suspect that we are at the advent of minor life-world enfranchisement and empowerment and that we may well have some distance to go before over-funding becomes as problematic as under-funding (along with a lack of recognition, de facto suppression and/or active extirpation, etc.)? Then, again, should we not ask if some minor life-worlds are currently experiencing levels of over-funding at the expense of other minor life-world, modes-of-existence, individuals and/or society at large? Could, in Australia, e.g., the minor life-world of the family be getting too much compensation at the expense of the rest of the economy? There seems to be little formal or informal complaint in this regard and we might regard a lack of resentment in this regard to indicate that society at large is not too worried by such positive or progressive discrimination. Similarly, again in Australia, whether stated or not stated, forms of compensation for the so-called carbon tax (as an ‘impost’ or ‘levy’) have been made for the relatively not so well off through pensions and the like, and, again, little protest if at all has been made in that regard. Then, the possibility needs to be entertained of the possible fact that through enfranchisement and empowerment specific minor life-worlds might become differentially over reimbursed through their own efforts and successes in economic management of their resources. Although indigenous life-worlds were and remain relatively disenfranchised, etc., still, through various forms of financial recognition, i.e., compensation, royalties, entrance fees, and the like, it could well transpire that excessive degrees of financial success could well provoke forms of resentment from the non-indigenous life-world and from other less enfranchised indigenous life-worlds? In some measure, the indigenous and non-indigenous life-worlds would need to redress such issues when and where they arise. Similarly, inequalities in enfranchisement, etc., between various life-worlds would need to be noted and redressed and a perhaps a system of taxation could be utilized to help rectify such imbalances? A process that needs to be in place and in play between the states in the federation of Australia, between the states in the USA, and, countries in the EU. How such adjustments are to be fairly conducted needs to be left up to the participants or representatives themselves. Could we hope that some form of an existential philosophy of compensatory re-adjustment be proposed in this regard? A theory of critical judgment exercised with an existential authenticity that is able to assess and transcend both de-ontological and pragmatical concerns; an approach that is open to consequential analysis and cognizant of forms of consequential sequentialization, mis-intended consequential sequentialization, unintended consequential sequentialization, and processes of non-consequential imposition, etc. All in all, a transcendental atunement to comparative possibilities in existential degrees and forms of richness that could devolve from various pathways in authentically oriented processes of engagement? A process simplified through an appreciation of what appears to work more successfully in those kinds of situation under examination… although history could be the better judge in these matters if properly attended to, i.e., critically pre-informed and critically reflected upon (to that extent such reflections are possible and whose delivery of potential value is able to be comparatively assessed or re-assessed). (23)

5.    Critical Considerations

Just how is the polyvalency of a life-world to be critically assessed, and, how does it play a role in our appreciation of the phenomenal-phenomenological impact of minor life-worlds vis-à-vis themselves and the (political) world at large? (24)


In our approach towards a specific life-world a specific polyvalent channel of engagement is already being invoked. We approach the life-world of sport. We must do so as a spectator (either of that life-world at large or in detail, and/or, as a participant in some form or other).
 E.g., it’s a hot day and a soccer fan dresses in their club’s colours and kit right down to the boots. They head off to the stadium to watch. Another person, a professional player, runs out on to the soccer field in their full kit. Is there a difference between these two ‘players’? Yes, they have gone through different doors, one to sit and watch the game and the other to actively participate in it. Both participate in this game, but, one passively and the other actively. The expressed mode of engagement deciding how these two individuals will engage in that game of soccer. Could the overall game and world of soccer be understood only through one of these two modes of engagement. Obviously not! Furthermore the ‘game’ of soccer is better appreciated as taking place in a world of sport. We should assume, given this entwined possibility of activity and reflection upon the same, that all modes-of-life have a polyvalency of engagement. That, indeed, an infinity of modes could be formulated, but, that, though social habit, processes of iteration, etc., common polyvalent modes of engagement are usually limited in number, established to some degree through meta-textual conventions, and, are invariably subsumed in super-modalities of engagement and appreciation. As an extension of these observations, we must assume that an effective or adequate understanding of a particular mode-of-life (as a major or minor life-world or as a non-major/non-minor life world or mere mode-of-life) must invoke an appreciation of the more important of these polyvalent modes of engagement as polyvalent modes of expression. (25)


Just how do we go about our critical appreciation of a mode-of-life? We could say that the bias of our prejudices, as prejudgments, de-centers us in this world and brings us face to face in our engagement with that engagement being desired, in that specific instance or mix of polyvalent avenues of approach, but, it is in a balancing of our biases that allows us to take a transcendental approach
 to that extent those biases are both recognized and suspended! Furthermore, it is a suspension of such suspensions, etc., that critically frees us in such events of engagement that also allows us to then enact an existential approach to that relationship. So, e.g., our kitted-out sports spectator does not quietly get themselves on the sporting field in order to add an extra player to their preferred team. At the same time a player does not suddenly decide to be a spectator and go and sit in the stadium to watch their team struggle now one member down. Obviously, existential engagement to some extent means a complying with the meta-textual conventions resident in both that mode-of-life and those polyvalent modes of encounter adopted by that person ‘authentically’ conducting that process of critical reflection and ensuing enactment. Hence an authenticity of approach is subject-centric to the extent that what is authentic for them in a process of responsive enactment needs to be enacted by-them, for-themselves whilst still being with-others, before-others. Moreover, as argued elsewhere the relationship in question per se needs to be existentially appreciated both within itself and as to how that relationship finds itself before all other relationships, i.e., the life-world in its entirety (whose total possibilities of enactment, along with those distinct possibilities with a greater degree of comparative authenticity, are underpinned in the totality of the transcendental Life-World itself). Obviously, it behooves the relevant agents in that primary relationship to invoke a mode of behaviour that best expresses the maximum degree of authenticity that could be enacted in that engagement and their encounter in that relationship both with respect to themselves and as to how they also stand before others. This positional sense of transcendental appreciation accepted, how then does the specific subject or set of subjects responsibly enact a specific pathway of expression given the specific mode-of-life or specific set of modes-of-life before them and being entered into along with a recognition of the apposite polyvalent modes of expression resident, through convention, in that simple or complex choice of (our being able to enter that) life-world? I am sure the reader has anticipated my reply: the adequate and apposite utilization of an overall transcendental suspension (be that in the form of a limited instance or over a certain period of time through a series of such critically conducted processes). But, then, again, how should one go about this intuitive approach to being a responsible agent or set of responsible agents in the overall life-world before-other, with-others? Just how is a mode-of-life (as either a major, minor, or non-major/non-minor life-world) to be entered into and through which mechanisms is a specific polyvalent mode of expression (or complex mix of expressions) to be successfully exercised? (26)


Simply put, whatever works for-us is valid, and, whatever is more productive of existentially oriented value is to be more valued! A critical transcendental attitude ensuing that enaction is generally more authentically oriented. So, e.g., our spectator enjoys the game and if their team wins or loses, they respond with good grace either way. So, e.g., that professional sportsperson plays their game to the best of their ability, applying themselves as best they can as a team player in their team and if their team wins or loses, they respond with good grace either way. Is the rest of life to be ‘played’ the same way? More or less, although much of life is engaged as a compromise between competing priorities; essentially their prioritization should be authentically thematized and enacted to the best of their ability in such a manner that ‘that compromise is entered into without being compromised!'
 (27)


What role does an appreciation of polyvalency play in these critical reflections and ensuing enactions? As a refinement of an appreciation of the meta-textual conventions associated with that invoked mode-of-life in the exercise of a mutual strategy that best manages the ensuing economy of value to be delivered in that fully engaged encounter. So, e.g., our spectator finds value as a spectator by being fully engaged as a spectator, and, our sportsperson finds value as that sportsperson by being fully engaged as that sportsperson. However, the exigencies of life are such that competing demands most likely impede our being able to fully enter one and only one life-world at any one time although through the adoption of some form of a prevailing mental set such diversions may well be obstructed or restrained. On the other hand, through an acceptable diversion of interest, competing systems of value could attract our more mutual attention wherein such attention could be jointly exercised on a territory that could be treated as hybrid in nature (hence such a ‘set’, of relevant meta-textual conventions, could be invoked either in a simple, non-hybrid form or format or in a complex hybrid form or format
). Again, such complexity is normally navigated in a similar manner by an adoption and adaptation of those conventions already to hand dealing with such mediation and arbitration found already in reference to that simple or complex set of modal possibilities before entertained. As already noted, the manner of our current engagement is already framed by such polyvalent possibilities (in the same way apposite modes-of-life are already present to us in that regard). (28)


In returning to a political stage, how does the politician or politically interested person deal with an appreciation of the polyvalent modes of expression attached with a specific minor life-world or set of minor life-worlds? What relevance might they have for such political considerations? Let me deal with this question in the conclusions articulated in the next section. (29)

6.    Provisional Conclusions: 

Rather than summarize these findings let me instead exemplify them by attempting a precursory, exploratory investigation of the Australian indigenous life-world. (30)


In this examination I have no desire to be controversial and what is proposed is merely provisional and demonstrative of an approach to this type of topic. (31)


There is much argument as to who can be counted as a member of an indigenous life-world. For simplicity let us propose a pluralistic definition rather than a multi-cultural one (exercised along racial lines by taking into account purity of blood-lines, etc.). For the sake of argument let us say an ‘indigenous person’ is ‘a person who for whatever reason sees themself as an indigenous person’. However, we can quickly qualify that by also noting conventions for such determination/self-determination. So, e.g., a person who is not obviously indigenous through birth, skin colour or cultural upbringing and who can claim no direct discernible descendant/s might be qualified as a virtual indigenous member and whose virtual membership is qualified by the nature of their claim. They might argue that there is a general rumour in their family that their family tree has a link with the indigenous world. Or, a person of non-indigenous descent might have been adopted by an aboriginal family and they strongly identify with that culture. Who are we to deny them that sense of membership? Or, for whatever reason, a person might identify strongly with their perception of indigenous values and we should also rhetorically ask should that form of identification, if actually evident, be denied? Putting questions and problems of virtual indigenous membership aside we could note either retrospective and/or current tribal affiliations, perhaps loosely co-identified with languages and dialects, etc. Then, we could note to what extent indigenous members don’t feel they belong to an actual extant affiliation but still perceive themselves as indigenous. Superimposed upon this scheme we might then like to note indigenous memberships that are more city oriented, rural township oriented and relatively non-urban oriented and situated either on lands with native title or without native title. Qualifications of this scheme then noting to what extent members of these three latter sets are also interconnected, i.e., e.g., may live in a city or town but very closely identify with a region with or without current native title, etc. Obviously, if these and other distinctions are noted, and accepted, then the so-called ‘one’ indigenous life-world must be approached from a number of polyvalent modes of approach (given these polyvalent forms of engagement and expression). Then, as a consequence the formulation of political policy in this super-mode-of-life must take on a complexity of approaches even before it might find or claim a unitary approach able to do justice to the complexity of this minor world-of-life. Without a doubt a number of controversial issues have arisen and will arise in the midst of this complexity. E.g., the benefits of native title should be enjoyed by whom? In a census just who should be allowed to view themselves as indigenous or otherwise? Is it not more likely that different policies would need to be in place in order to deal with these different aspects of the overall indigenous life-world? The point I am making here is that in order to better understand this overall life-world a good number of its important modes of expression need to be noted. Then, to propose some form of policy formulation or intervention we would need to clearly specify which aspect or aspects of this overall life-world are to be targeted, etc. Moreover, polyvalent avenues of approach are also going to have to entertain a number of other aspects such as e.g., the life-world of indigenous life-worlds of women, the family, of work and welfare, cultural considerations, education, etc., etc. Given such bewildering complexity, for people outside this super life-world could we ever find ourselves in a position of being able to formulate policies, avenues of enaction, etc? Even for the inhabitants of this super life-world could patterns of re-direction be proposed and enacted? Could the gulf, say, between well-educated indigenous inhabitants who might live in a city without strong tribal affiliations be able to speak to and for less well-educated inhabitants who are resident in a remote territory with or without native title? At the end of the day, we are all human and through our perception of a common humanity we can all speak to each other through a variety of means. Furthermore, what is problematic to an outsider of a life-world may well be problematic for its inhabitants as well, and, therein, avenues for conflict resolution, etc., will already be found to exist and may well need only their recognition and appropriate refinement. Hence the importance of a polyvalent approach to forms and formats of pluralistic identity formation. (32)


For a short period of time let us be creative and attempt to think outside the square or circle. In this Contemporary era, I would argue that a pluralistic approach accepts the forms of identity that are already present in a specific life-world. Building on such ground must mean that conventions in existence outside that specific life-world may not necessarily be found to apply within and that conventions within that life-world should be first invoked. Take aboriginal housing, e.g. More often than not a complete scandal for a ariety of reasons (from excessive over expenditure and little construction, improper construction, inadequate upkeep, inappropriate designs, etc., etc.). A more sympathetic approach might be to ask the inhabitants of a particular life-world area what they would like to see being built for-them, by-them? Perhaps houses need to be like an encampment, or mobile, or like long-houses in New Guinea, or near a sacred area or waterhole, or perhaps as shared residences in both a nearby town and important tribal points of cultural concern, or, suitable structures designed to economically counteract the harshness of the elements, or, as small/large constructions on plots of land owned individually and/or collectively (that could be bought and sold like non-indigenous land-titles)… In such considerations nothing is ruled in and nothing is ruled out. Perhaps through a process of experimentation and much indigenous input a variety of suitable indigenous styles can be found that satisfactorily set about solving this aspect of current disenfranchisement. I do not believe I am being too optimistic here. Maybe many of these problems, both noted and not noted here, have already been solved and we need only take into account their success and build on such prototypes rather than continuing to exercise rather a priori attitude as to what members of a certain life-world need and want as designed and imposed by members of some other life-world. A lesson, I am sure, that all architects too need to take to heart!
 (33)


In the course of this essay-paper I have drawn a distinction between multi-culturalism and what I have defined as a political or cultural pluralism, and, that the latter exemplifies the advent of the Contemporary era. Moreover, I have argued that pluralism needs to be approached through a polyvalent lens, or, rather lenses, and that a better appreciation of a specific life-world is obtained through noting the most important polyvalent avenues of approach exercised by the members of that specific life-world. Furthermore, such complexity and its problematicity need to be worked through from an understanding of what meta-textual conventions already exist for such processes of resolution within that life-world in question (or in the space between the relevant life-worlds in question). It being our task to recognize and refine such mechanisms and demonstrate the relative augmented utility of such approaches and their ongoing refinements. That, ultimately, such judgements will need to be conducted critically i.e., through properly orchestrated overall transcendental suspensions, etc. That, effectively, a Contemporary approach will inevitably place a greater emphasis upon a re-invested sense of localism, etc., and that such an approach will surely lead to a certain distinctive decentralization in political power. In this light it was also noted that ongoing incremental inputs, either through addition or subtraction, will eventually lead to chaotic moments of re-direction and it behoves the careful, critical commentator to be observant for possible trends of adverse re-direction and attempt to enact processes of beneficial engineering that induce non-adverse, beneficial points of re-direction be that political or cultural in orientation (although such a distinction between the political and the cultural should not be overdrawn). That, in turn, processes of beneficial re-direction should be further augmented and refined when and where they are both apposite and possible… (34)






  Noël Tointon, Sydney, 29.6.12; emended 15.10.24.
Blurb for Workshop on 27.10.24.

27 October: Workshopping the theme of a political-pluralism... our ability to self-ascribe identities to ourselves that are different from those that are other-subscribed. In this Contemporary era, we see this happening in many different areas of our lives but not without some resistance from a prevailing nationalism and a parallel multiculturalism which will also be critiqued in this workshop.  
This topic of a 'political-pluralism' will also be used to explore questions involving the perceived misappropriation of cultural properties.
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In its Confrontation with Drones, Missiles, and Precision Munitions

Versus Ships, Submarines, Tanks, and Aircraft, etc:

Plus an Outline of the AUKUS Agreement from an Australian Perspective
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


People with any role in the formation of military policy, in any country around the world, must be looking closely at the Russo-Ukrainian war and ‘learning’ how the nature of contemporary warfare has changed. Hopefully the lessons to be learnt will be well-digested by the relevant personal in countries like, e.g., the US, Australia, Aotearoa New Zealand, The UK, Europe, NATO, and so on... lest their competitors find an advantage and successfully exploit it in both current and future conflicts. (0)


The swiftly evolving evolution of drone warfare in this Russo-Ukrainian war is a case in point. From what I have heard from people closely watching this conflict and collating and reporting such information in the relatively novel formation of ‘histories of the present’ is that to begin with there was a two-month window of opportunity between the utilization of a certain new kind of drone and the development of effective counter-electronic measures. That this ‘window then shrank to one month and now stands around the two-week mark. That to overcome this shrinking period of opportunity the latest Ukrainian drones are being equipped with continually updated AI and target recognition software, and, by such means, for the present they seem to be successfully bypassing the increasing effectiveness of counter-electronic warfare. Our reflections of this observation alone should be salutary. (1)

That the point of this short essay is to rhetorically ask a certain set of questions, namely, “how as the nature of warfare changed?” and, “what are the ramifications of such changes in terms of a necessary re-direction needed in relevant policy formation that appositely confronts this new and frightening vision of the battlefield?’ and, most importantly, “have the leaders of the Democratic world successfully absorbed such lessons about contemporary warfare that so obviously are there to be learnt?” (2)


In structuring this short essay let me begin with a factual anecdote. Then briefly discuss the roles played by missiles, precision munitions, and then sketche out a history of how drone warfare has so swiftly mutated. Then, I summarize my key observations. Last, let me introduce what has been announced in the AUKUS agreement and through the implication of a contrast with the first sections of this essay question, if only by implication, the overall value of this very expensive agreement from the Australian perspective. Hopefully setting the stage for a productive debate over such potential issues raised or by this essay. (3)

1. An Anecdotal Description of the Demise of the Russian Flagship Moskva


At the time this battleship was sunk, apparently worth, more or less, around three quarters of a billion dollars US, the narrative I heard, rightly or wrongly, was that the ship was first ‘attacked’ by drones that were primarily meant as a distraction to the main event, namely, the sending and striking of this ship by two Ukrainian Neptune missiles perhaps worth, more or less, around one million dollars each. By any definition this is a form of asymmetrical warfare. Rumour also had it that the Russians had nuclear weapons on board this flagship but that they were quickly recovered soon after the demise of this ship. (4)


Now, what is the point of this anecdote, certainly as it pertains to its factual content? That two relatively cheap missiles very effectively took out this very expensive symbol of the Russian Black Sea Fleet that after this event, and similar occasions, has had to leave the port of Sevastopol and move to the less advantageous surroundings of the congested port of Novorossiysk on the Russian coastline further away from that current form of military intervention although not immune from the attacks of longer-range Ukrainian drones. (5)

2. A Brief Sketch of the Use of Missiles, etc.


If a country has a sufficiently well-operated radar coverage of its airspace and is supplied with the latest in anti-ballistic measures then they can very successfully take out a very expensive barrage of missiles. Witness the current effectiveness of the so-called ‘Iron Dome’ over Israel and the relative protection of Kiev afforded to it through its use of American Patriot missile systems. However, the inexpensive nature of drones does not call for the use of such expensive counter-measures and it is obvious that the use of drones is another form of asymmetrical warfare, certainly in terms of cost.
 Then, if missiles and drones can effectively take out such radar coverage the airspace in question is then rendered vulnerable to all forms of missile attack. Missiles, like modern artillery are designed to act as precision weapons. Using GPS, they can land within a meter or two of their intended target. Should electronic counter-measures interfere with their use of GPS then a parallel inertial guidance system can be used instead. But, the success or failure of a barrage of missiles in a well-defended airspace is often dependent upon adequate radar coverage and it is here where drones have very successfully demonstrated their worth, e.g., in continually taking out such coverage in Russia and Russian controlled areas of Ukraine, and needless to say, the Russians have also tried to return the compliment. (6)


In conjunction with precision missiles, albeit usually with a shorter range, we also have artillery functioning in a similar manner, i.e., in their use of both highly accurate GPS and inertial guidance systems. (7)

3. The Rapid Evolution of Drone Warfare


We can define ‘drones’ as ‘unpersoned, mobile surveillance systems that are either armed or not armed’. I.e., either having a militaristic use, etc., or not having a militaristic use, etc.
 Then, for the sake of a systematic survey, we can also note the use of non-mobile, remote sensing forms of surveillance that are placed on buildings, on platforms built for that, on trees, on the surface of the sea, anchored to the depths of the oceans, etc., etc. (8)


Drones, in terms of their mobility, operate either on water, underwater, on land, and/or in the air. Hypothetically, an autonomously driven car loaded with explosives driven to a certain target would fall under this definition. Similarly, we could have the use of autonomously or non-autonomously flown planes... as demonstrated in this Russo-Ukrainian war. (9)


Now, let me outline a taxonomy of drones, and, then also highlight the effective role they can play when integrated into a working platform that can assemble and assess (through AI and human intervention) possible forms of military response whose emergent value outweighs the apparent ‘costs’ of individual inputs. (10)


Drones can be used for either surveillance and/or offensive purposes. From cheap drones the size of a human fist to very large multi-propeller driven Ukrainian Vampire Drones (known to the Russians as Baba Yaga) to those the size and shape of a small aircraft (e.g., the Iranian Shahed as currently used by the Russians on a regular nightly basis). At night, such drones can also be equipped with thermal imaging. Then, we have one-use First-Person Drones that physically attack equipment or troops; Loitering Munitions that can return to base if not utilized like a First-Person Drone; high altitude, long distance, surveillance drones; anti-surveillance drones; drones used to ship supplies to encircled troops, etc. Drones can also land near trenches and explode when their operators visually see the presence of nearby troops. Or land, and then act as a mine. A recent Ukrainian innovation has been to use so-called ‘dragon drones’ to drop incendiary material, thermite, i.e., moulten metal with a temperature around 2,000 degrees centigrade, on both tree-lines and trench-lines. (11)


Along with the evolution of counter-electronic warfare and counter-counter-measures to evade that form of disruption we also have drones doing a number of roles in concert with other strategies. Recently, Russian trucks and cars, etc., well behind the contact-line at nighttime have been buzzed by drones causing their drivers to panic and speed along the road, without their lights on in order to have them bang into concrete tank obstructions called ‘dragon’s teeth’ that were shipped there by these Vampire Drones. How these dragon’s teeth got there was a mystery until a video surfaced of one of these Vampire drones delivering such a heavy obstacle to an unsuspecting Russian roadway. This anecdote also supports the contention that the use of drones is even more effective when used in the context of a certain strategic plan. Similarly, a video recently surfaced of a Russian drone de-activating magnetic mines, placed on that roadway by Ukrainian drones, with a piece of metal on the end of a length of rope being dragged near or over such mines. Noting that in concert with an overall strategy the simple use of drones can be even more effective when inserted into a complex plan where e.g., the cited taking out of radar installations being a case in point. Then, in the wake of a recent Ukrainian ammunition shortage, drones have overtaken the role previously played by both less-precise and precision artillery. As well, it is obvious from the daily publishing of drone surveillance footage that numerous drones are often present over a certain section of the battlespace and recording in real time the damage done by other drones either dropping munitions or operating as kamikaze missiles. Then, from an aggradation of such visual and geo-located reports, both the Ukrainians and independent sources have reported massive losses in equipment on both sides, but especially for the Russians given their preoccupation with continually attacking through the use of so-called ‘meat waves’, etc.
 (12)


As an uncontested observation we should also note that this Russo-Ukrainian war is an almost totally surveilled battlespace. Drones have also witnessed in real time the perpetration of war crimes by the Russians from the observed shooting of surrendering Ukrainian prisoners to the well-documented lethal harassment of civilians in a frontline city like Kherson by the use of drones dropping munitions on unarmed civilians as observed, e.g., by Ukrainian drones, etc., or through the published dissemination of such videos by the Russians themselves. (13)


It should also be pointed out that the manufacture of drones in Ukraine is rising on an exponential basis among an assortment of 500, or more, small business operations assembling the same (and sometimes using Additive 3-D manufacturing). In contrast, the Russians have generally taken a state-oriented response to this acceleration in drone production and in the design and manufacture of new varieties of drone, etc. (14)


What must we surmise is the accumulative ramifications of this rapid use and evolution of drone warfare? (15)


That on many occasions, large military objects like warships (e.g., Moskva), submarines (e.g., destruction of the Rostov on Don in Sevastopol harbour), tanks, armoured troop carriers, planes, and helicopters, etc., can and will be taken out if situated in an area under an unprotected airspace! Not that there is now no role for such impressive bits of military kit, just that they have to be now better protected, operationally integrated, and well-organized in order to minimize their destruction in what, otherwise, would be their inevitable fate in an intensively fought over battle-setting should one or both sides in a conflict be well-equipped. (16)


Now, let me outline the background to the recent AUKUS agreement entered into by Australia, etc. (17)

4. AUKUS and its Incorporation of Australian Submarines


Summarizing materials courtesy of Wikipedia, etc., let me note the following points. (18)


First, according to the official Australian Government website we have the following heading:

The AUKUS nuclear-powered submarine pathway will deliver long-term strategic benefits for Australia, the United Kingdom and the United States.

It strengthens the combined industrial capacity of the 3 partners, with increased cooperation making trilateral supply chains more robust and resilient.
 (19)

But, let us look more closely how this deal is actually being structured between the US, UK and Australia. Concerning the rather (Orwellian-speak) ‘Optimal Pathway’:

AUKUS partners have identified an Optimal Pathway to achieve the construction and delivery of SSN-AUKUS as an enduring nuclear-powered submarine capability for Australia.

The Optimal Pathway will:

· Deliver Australia a conventionally-armed, nuclear-powered submarine (SSN) capability as soon as the early 2030s.

· Elevate all 3 nations' industrial capacity to produce and sustain advanced and interoperable nuclear-powered submarines for decades to come.

· Expand our individual and collective undersea presence in the Indo-Pacific and contribute to global security and stability in the region.

AUKUS partners appreciate the enormity of this endeavour and are committed to being responsible stewards of naval nuclear propulsion technology.

This pathway will ensure Australia safely and securely operates and sustains its nuclear-powered submarines.
 (20)

But, we have to ask ourselves, hypothetically, just what is the point of having nuclear powered submarines without nuclear missiles onboard (in order provide the necessary degree of deterrence of ‘our’ adversaries in the Indo-Pacific Oceans?)? (21)


The use of nuclear powered submarines is certainly the way to go if you wish to invest in the best underwater form of stealth, but, still, with covert remote-sensing on the surface along with covert underwater forms of surveillance in conjunction with satellite photos and AI modes of prediction, such ‘stealth’ is no longer a credible fact. Furthermore, in an active conflict, missiles, torpedoes, underwater drones. etc., could all easily and cost effectively remove such an inert listening post in such a seemingly ‘neutered’ form of power-projection. (22)


To reinforce these points the same Australian Government website states:

AUKUS have made clear that Australia’s acquisition of conventionally-armed, nuclear-powered submarines will be carried out in a manner that sets the highest non-proliferation standard whilst protecting classified information.

Australia has a proud record of leadership in the international nuclear non-proliferation regime.

Under the Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons, Australia has committed to not receive, manufacture or otherwise acquire nuclear weapons.

Australia has long championed nuclear weapon-free zones and was a founding member of the South Pacific Nuclear Free Zone Treaty (Treaty of Rarotonga). Australia remains a key driving force in support of the Comprehensive Nuclear Test Ban Treaty.

Australia has outstanding non-proliferation credentials underpinned by 2 safeguards agreements with the International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). These are a Comprehensive Safeguards Agreement (CSA) and an Additional Protocol (AP). Australia has robust reporting and access obligations to the IAEA under both of these instruments.
 (23)


So, what are these submarines, what are their configurations, and what can they do, achieve, etc?

The United States intends to sell Australia 3 Virginia Class SSNs (nuclear-powered submarines) from as soon as the early 2030s, which was authorised by the US Congress in December 2023. Australia retains the option to seek approval for up to 2 more if needed.

The SSN Virginia Class will provide Australia a nuclear-powered submarine capability as early as possible.

This acquisition will eliminate any capability gap and increase the 3 nations (Australia, UK and US) ability to deter aggression and contribute to peace and stability in the Indo-Pacific.

SSN-AUKUS

Australia's nuclear-powered submarines - SSN-AUKUS - will be based on the UK's next generation design that incorporates technology from all 3 nations, including cutting edge US submarine technologies.

The combination of technology from all 3 partners will deliver a world-class submarine that meets Australia's long-term defence needs while bolstering trilateral industrial cooperation.

SSN-AUKUS will incorporate US technology, such as propulsion plant systems and components, a common vertical launch system and weapons. The AUKUS partners will also develop a joint combat system as an expansion of the US-Australia combat system.

The UK will commence construction of its first SSN-AUKUS in Barrow-in-Furness UK, as early as the late 2020s. The UK intends to deliver its first SSN-AUKUS to the UK Royal Navy in the late 2030s.

Australia will begin building its first SSN-AUKUS in Adelaide South Australia, by the end of this decade. Australia plans to deliver the first Australian-built SSN-AUKUS to the Royal Australian Navy in the early 2040s.

Australia will begin enabling works this year at the future submarine construction yard in Osborne South Australia.

As a trilateral endeavour, SSN-AUKUS provides maximum interoperability among AUKUS partners. It will elevate all 3 nations' industrial capacity to produce and sustain advanced and interoperable SSNs for decades to come.

SSN-AUKUS will be operated by both the UK and Australian Navies, and will be equipped for intelligence, surveillance, under-sea warfare and strike missions.

SSN-AUKUS will be a state-of-the-art platform designed to leverage the best submarine technology of all 3 AUKUS partners. It will enhance the ability of our 3 nations to deter aggression and contribute to stability in the Indo-Pacific and globally. (24)


Reading between the lines we can see vertical forms of weapon propulsion, namely, non-nuclear missiles, a small number of torpedoes, and, a so-called contribution to deterrence in order to maintain stability in the Indo-Pacific. By a process of deductive reduction this use of deterrence is only meant to ‘deter’ China. (25)


But, as a comparative case in point, should Taiwan be appropriately and sufficiently armed with missiles, precision munitions, and drones, etc., China would not be able to invade what it sees as its renegade province.
 (26)


And this is precisely the point I would like to raise – would not the capital invested in this worthwhile agreement be better spend in seeking precision munitions and maintaining a drone-based form of deterrence that is coastal based in Australia (along with the rapid deployment of troops to fully prepared sites around Australia should such hostilities eventuate)? As a for a cautious projection of power, I would contend that a fleet of jet aircraft would more cheaply and better serve this type of purpose (than a small number of highly vulnerable submarines that will not be delivered for a decade or two?)? (27)


So, when will these submarines be actually delivered, and how much will this overall program cost the Australian public? (28)


The official website says late 2030s but Wikipedia notes 2040s as a more probable date. According to Daniel Hurst and Julian Borger in the Guardian, 14 March 2023:
Australia is to embark on one of its most significant, expensive and geopolitically consequential military tasks in a century: the push to acquire, operate – and eventually build – nuclear-powered submarines.

The program is forecast to cost $268bn to $368bn between now and the mid 2050s, most of it beyond the first four-year budget period, and will depend on help from the US and the UK.

As part of the multidecade nuclear-powered submarine plan unveiled on Tuesday, Australian taxpayers will pour “substantial” funds into expanding American shipbuilding capacity, understood to be about $3bn in the first four years.
 (29)

Then, according to the BBC on:

Australia's PM said the plan - which will cost Canberra up to A$368bn (£201bn) over 30 years - marked the "biggest single investment in Australia's defence capability in all of its history".
Anthony Albanese said building the submarines in Australian shipyards would also create thousands of local jobs. The UK PM also said thousands of jobs would be created in Derby and Barrow-in-Furness, where some of the construction would take place.
 (30)

Now, I do not dispute the potential value of this agreement, but, I do dispute the inappropriate and unfair form of this compact along with its considerable cost
 as a totally misconceived waste of resources that could be much better spent!
 (31)

That said… I rest my case..!! (32)








        Noël Tointon, Penrith, 28.10.24.

5. An After-Thought…


I never thought I could put these epithets in the same sentence but it may well have been a brilliant stroke of genius on the part of the former Prime Minister Scott Morrison to have initiated the trajectory of this agreement since if President Trump in his second presidency is as transactional, as is both his reputation and behavior, then it behooves Australia to insist on him continuing to fully stand by Ukraine since it is necessary for him, in conjunction with his traditional Allies, to resist this newly formed axis between Russia-China-Iran-North Korea. Otherwise, and quite arguably, it would be worth the while of Australia to completely withdraw from this agreement given it is no longer seemingly predicated on such a firm military basis and, then, redirect such saving to more useful and practical forms of defense in line with these radical shifts in the contemporary conduct of modern warfare given this less than wholehearted support for the traditional Allies of the US if Trump were to focus, instead, more on this style of perception as to what should be the primary focus of American interests!? (33)

Appendix A: AUKUS per Wikipedia (28.10.24)

For additional background let me cite Wikipedia (28.10.24):

AUKUS (/ˈɔːkəs/ AW-kəs), also styled as Aukus, is a trilateral security partnership between Australia, the United Kingdom, and the United States intended to "promote a free and open Indo-Pacific that is secure and stable."[1] Initially announced on 15 September 2021, the partnership involves two lines of effort referred to as pillars.[2]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-CRSR47599-3" [3] Pillar 1 focuses on Australia acquiring nuclear-powered attack submarines and the rotational basing of US and UK nuclear-powered attack submarines in Australia.[4] Pillar 2 entails the collaborative development of advanced capabilities in six technological areas: undersea capabilities, quantum technologies, artificial intelligence and autonomy, advanced cyber, hypersonic and counter-hypersonic capabilities, and electronic warfare; and in two broader functional areas: innovation and information sharing.[5]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-CRSR47599-3" [3]
AUKUS is widely seen as a response to the perception among its members that the People's Republic of China poses a threat to the Indo-Pacific region.[6]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-7" [7] The Chinese government said, when the partnership was announced, that it risked "severely damaging regional peace" and had a "cold-war mentality".[8]
The creation of the partnership spelled the end of a French–Australian submarine deal worth €56 billion (A$90 billion) that was controversially cancelled by Australia.[9]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-10" [10] The Australian government only gave the French government a few hours notice of the cancellation of the deal before the public announcement of AUKUS.[11]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-ABC17Sep2021-12" [12] The Australian government agreed to a €555 million (US$584 million) compensation settlement with French defence contractor Naval Group.[13]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-AJ2022-14" [14]
Background

Naval Group–Australia strategic partnership agreement

Further information: Attack-class submarine
In 2009, two years after the start of the project to replace the Royal Australian Navy's conventionally-powered Collins-class submarines, the Australian Defence White Paper stated: "The Government has ruled out nuclear propulsion for these submarines".[15]
In 2016, Australian prime minister Malcolm Turnbull signed a A$50 billion (€31 billion) deal with the majority French government-owned company Naval Group (known as DCNS until 2017) to design a new generation of submarines, known as the Attack class, under the "Future Submarine Program", scheduled to replace the Collins class.[16]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-17" [17]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-21" [note 1] The design was based on the latest French nuclear-powered attack submarine, the Barracuda class, which required converting the nuclear propulsion to conventional propulsion. Another difference was that Australia chose to equip it with a United States Navy combat system and torpedo with Lockheed Martin Australia selected to integrate them into the design.[21]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-23" [22]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-24" [23] Australia typically requires that part of their vessels be built there, which increases the cost. In this case it corresponded to 60 per cent of the contract value, with France handling the technology transfer.[24]
In 2019, Australia signed a strategic partnership agreement with Naval Group to design and construct twelve submarines to be built in Australia.[25]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-27" [26] However, the project was beset by delays and cost overruns, leading to uncertainty and tension behind the scenes.[9]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-Reuters22Sept-28" [27] The revised cost, including inflation during the length of the program, was A$90 billion (€56 billion).[28]
In February 2021, an initial design plan was rejected as being too expensive, and Naval Group were given until September to improve their proposal.[29] At a Senate inquiry in early June 2021, with delays ongoing, Defence Secretary Greg Moriarty revealed under questioning that he had considered making contingency plans if the French project was to fail, admitting that there had been ongoing problems[vague] for over a year.[30] Two weeks later, Australian prime minister Scott Morrison met French president Emmanuel Macron in Paris and expressed concern about the project going off track, to which Macron replied that France was giving "full and complete" commitment and would proceed "further and faster if possible".[29]
On 30 August 2021, the French and Australian defence and foreign affairs ministers released a joint statement reaffirming the project, stating that the "Ministers underlined the importance of the Future Submarine program."[31]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-navalnews_2021-09-33" [32]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-34" [33]
Less than three weeks later, Australia decided to publicly cancel the contract with Naval Group for the Attack-class submarines[16] despite having already spent about A$2.4 billion on the French project.[34] It was expected that Australia would have to pay hundreds of millions of euros in penalties for cancelling the contract.[35] The contract contained "control gates" with "off-ramps" at which point Australia could withdraw from the contract.[36]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-6PR-38" [37]
The Australian Department of Defence wrote to Naval Group on the same day the security partnership was announced.[32]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-39" [38] The French Ministry of Defence claim the department told them that "they were satisfied with the submarine's achievable performance and with the progress of the program."[32] Naval Group said that Australia "terminated the contract for convenience".[39]
Morrison said that Australia now required a nuclear-powered submarine which has the advantages of greater speed, remaining underwater for longer and carrying heavier loads than a conventionally powered submarine, based on a change in the strategic situation in the Indo-Pacific.[40]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-Pursuenuclear-42" [41]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-Morrison16thTXN-43" [42]
Australia–UK–US negotiations

The Sunday Telegraph reported that in March 2021 the Australian navy chief Vice Admiral Michael Noonan met in London with his British counterpart Admiral Tony Radakin and requested assistance from the UK and the US in acquiring nuclear-powered submarines.[43] The Daily Telegraph reported that British Foreign Secretary Dominic Raab "helped broker the deal".[44] The New York Times too reported that Australia first approached the UK for assistance.[45] The Wall Street Journal reported Australia approached the US in April 2021.[46] A trilateral discussion was held between Johnson, Biden and Morrison at the June 2021 G7 summit held in Cornwall, England.[42]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-GuardianSept18-48" [47] The talks took place without the knowledge of the French government or Naval Group.[44] This approach was possible as a result of the UK not entering into a formal foreign policy and security treaty in the post-Brexit deal with the EU. As a result, the UK was free to pursue enhanced cooperation with other allies.[48] Axios reported that the Biden administration sought assurances from Australia that cancelling the contract was not dependent on the US providing them with assistance and that cancelling was a fait accompli.[49] Morrison said Australia had been considering an alternative to the Attack-class submarine deal for the past 18 months.[42]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-GuardianSept18-48" [47]
Although the joint announcement by Australian prime minister Scott Morrison, British prime minister Boris Johnson and US president Joe Biden did not mention any other country by name, except France, anonymous White House sources have alleged it is designed to counter the influence of Chinese forces in the Indo-Pacific region.[50]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-Announce-2" [2] However, Johnson later told parliament that the move was not intended to be adversarial toward China.[51]
US Secretary of State Antony Blinken and US Secretary of Defense Lloyd Austin said that Australia did not have any "reciprocal requirements" as a consequence of the US sharing nuclear submarine propulsion technology such as Australia hosting intermediate-range missiles.[52]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-dutton-dismissal-54" [53]
In 2024, the Albanese government made undisclosed "political commitments" with its AUKUS partners in an agreement for the transfer of naval nuclear technology to Australia, sparking concerns about the potential for high-level radioactive waste to be stored in the country. The White House confirmed that Australia, the UK, and the US reached a significant milestone in their cooperation, essential for Australia's future nuclear-powered submarine capabilities. Despite assurances from the government, critics, including the Greens party, warned of possible loopholes that could lead to uranium enrichment and radioactive waste management in Australia.[54]
Features

Pillar 1 - Nuclear-powered submarines

Main article: SSN-AUKUS
US President Joe Biden, UK Prime Minister Rishi Sunak and Australian Prime Minister Anthony Albanese at the AUKUS meeting in San Diego, California, on 13 March 2023

Under the partnership, the US and UK will share nuclear propulsion technology with Australia, as they have done with each other since 1958 under the US–UK Mutual Defence Agreement.[37]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-FOOTNOTERitchie20153,4-5-56" [55]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-Pursuenuclear-42" [41] The Royal Australian Navy (RAN) will acquire at least eight nuclear-powered submarines armed with conventional weapons.[41] The basic design and key technologies will be decided by the Nuclear-Powered Submarine Task Force an 18-month Department of Defence research project headed by Vice Admiral Jonathan Mead, begun in September 2021 with assistance from the US and UK.[41]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-57" [56]
Australia will extend the life of its Collins-class submarines that the Attack class was due to replace and may consider leasing or buying nuclear-powered submarines from the US or the UK in the interim until the delivery of its future nuclear powered submarines.[41]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-58" [57]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-59" [58] Also in the interim, Australian Defence Minister Peter Dutton said that Australia will have regular visits by US and UK nuclear-powered submarines.[59]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-62" [note 2] The annual Australia-US Ministerial Consultations (AUSMIN) between the Australian Ministers for Foreign Affairs and Defence and the US Secretaries of State and Defense held in September 2021 endorsed "increasing logistics and sustainment capabilities of US surface and subsurface vessels in Australia."[61]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-64" [62]
Australia considered purchasing French nuclear submarines which use nuclear reactors fuelled by low-enriched uranium at less than 6%.[63]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-princeton-66" [64] However, French reactor designs have to be refuelled every ten years,[63]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-67" [65] and Australia does not have a civil nuclear capability with nuclear energy prohibited.[66] In contrast, American and British designs power the submarines for the expected life of the submarines[63]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-69" [67]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-70" [68] using nuclear reactors fuelled by highly enriched uranium (HEU) at 93% enrichment.[69]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-tna3b-72" [70]
Currently, only six countries have nuclear submarines, the five permanent members of the UN Security Council (China, France, Russia, the United Kingdom and the United States) and India.[40] The New York Times reported that Australia will probably buy HEU from the US for the nuclear reactor that powers the submarine.[71]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-75" [note 3] The United States' naval reactors are all pressurized water reactors (PWR).[73] The latest UK propulsion system is the Rolls-Royce PWR3 that will power the Royal Navy's (RN) new Dreadnought-class submarines currently being built and is "based on a US design but using UK reactor technology".[74]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-78" [75]
US officials have said that sharing nuclear propulsion technology with Australia is a "one-off" and that they have no "intention of extending this to other countries".[76]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-80" [77] South Korea, also a US treaty ally, has had ambitions to acquire nuclear-powered submarines since 2017 and was reportedly refused US assistance in September 2020 because of nuclear non-proliferation.[78]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-82" [79]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-83" [80]
On 22 November 2021, Australia, the US and the UK signed the Exchange of Naval Nuclear Propulsion Information Agreement (ENNPIA) treaty.[81]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-ENNPIA-85" [82] The treaty permits the disclosure of information by the US and the UK to Australia and its use.[82] The US is restricted by the Atomic Energy Act of 1946 from sharing information without an agreement and the UK is also restricted by the 1958 US-UK Mutual Defence Agreement unless authorised.[83]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-FOOTNOTERitchie20153-87" [84] The treaty was considered in Australia by the Parliament's Joint Standing Committee on Treaties, in the UK by the Parliament and in the US by Congress.[85]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-89" [86]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-90" [87] The ENNPIA treaty entered into force on 8 February 2022.[5]
One of the first three Royal Australian Navy officers to graduate from the US Navy's Nuclear Power School posing with Australian and American dignitaries in July 2023

On 31 August 2022, the UK announced that Australian submariners would receive training aboard Astute-class submarines.[88]
On 13 March 2023, AUKUS announced that a new nuclear powered submarine class would be built in the UK and Australia to be called the SSN-AUKUS, also known as the SSN-A.[89]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-93" [90]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-AUKUSMar23-94" [91] The US intends to sell Australia three nuclear-powered Virginia class submarines, subject to congressional approval, to ensure there is no capability gap as the Collins class submarines are retired, with the potential to sell up to two more if needed.[92]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-FOOTNOTEMinistry_of_Defence202310-96" [93] RAN personnel will be embedded in the RN and USN to receive nuclear training and at UK and US submarine industrial bases.[91] The Submarine Rotational Force-West initiative which will from as early as 2027 base USN Virginia class and RN Astute class submarines on a rotational basis at the RAN's HMAS Stirling submarine base in order to accelerate Australia's ability to operate nuclear-powered submarines and to contribute to security in the Indo-Pacific region.[94]
The SSN-AUKUS class will based on the UK SSNR design already under development.[95]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-99" [96] The RN is planned to receive their first SSN-AUKUS class submarine as early as the late 2030s.[97] The RAN is planned to receive their first submarine in the early 2040s.[97] Australia will reportedly build five SSN-AUKUS submarines.[98] The RAN is planned to receive their first Virginia class submarine from the US in the early 2030s.[99]
The Australian Submarine Agency was established on 1 July 2023. It has the role of managing the Australian nuclear submarine program, and includes personnel posted to the UK and US.[100]
In November 2023, Capt. Lincoln Reifsteck USN, the USN's AUKUS integration and acquisition program manager, talked at the Naval Submarine League's annual symposium. He said that, in 2032 and 2035, the USA will sell to Australia in-service Block IV Virginia-class submarines, the first of which was commissioned in 2020, and the final will likely commission around 2026. Thus, Australia would receive submarines with between six and 15 years' worth of use, out of their designed service life of 33 years. He also said that the USA would sell a new Block VII boat to Australia in 2038, the Block VIIs being the original Virginia-class length without the Virginia Payload Module, set to begin construction in FY2029.[101]
Pillar 2 - Advanced Capabilities

AUKUS Pillar 2 encompasses a wide array of activities (including many commonly referred to by the U.S. government as international armaments cooperation). There may include information and personnel exchange, cooperative research, development, testing, and evaluation, and joint production. In contrast to Pillar 1 activities, which will take decades to deliver results, Pillar 2 is likely to produce more immediate capability improvements.[102]
Undersea Capabilities

Undersea capabilities, in the context of AUKUS, refer to systems and technologies that operate underwater but are not manned submarines.[103] Pillar 2 activities in this area include the “AUKUS Maritime Autonomy Experimentation and Exercise Series,” which the three governments have described as “a series of integrated trilateral experiments and exercises aimed at enhancing capability development, improving interoperability, and increasing the sophistication and scale of autonomous systems in the maritime domain.”[104] The AUKUS governments are also working on the ability to deploy and recover UUVs from manned submarines (sometimes referred to as “launch and recovery”), conducting activities to develop and improve “the ability to launch and recover undersea vehicles from torpedo tubes on current classes of submarines to deliver effects such as strike and intelligence, surveillance, and reconnaissance.”[104] In November 2023, the United States Department of Defense announced that the AUKUS partners had participated in a joint exercise to demonstrate and improve capabilities relating to the protection of underwater infrastructure and the use of autonomous and semiautonomous undersea systems.[105]
Quantum Technologies

As part of the Quantum Technologies working group, the AUKUS nations have established the AUKUS Quantum Arrangement (AQuA), an initiative to coordinate U.S., British, and Australian RDT&E efforts concerning quantum technologies. Initial AQuA efforts were expected to focus on developing alternate solutions for position, navigation, and timing (similar to current Global Positioning System capability) through trials and experimentation through 2025.[106] Additionally, the AUKUS governments announced in December 2023 that they were “accelerating the development of quantum technologies for positioning, navigation, and timing in military capabilities,” with a particular focus on improving “resilience for our trilateral forces in Global Positioning System-degraded environments and enhance stealth in the undersea domain.”[104]
Advanced Cyber

The announcement of AUKUS included the stated aim of improving "joint capabilities and interoperability. These initial efforts will focus on cyber capabilities, artificial intelligence, quantum technologies, and additional undersea capabilities."[107] Tom Tugendhat, chair of the British Commons' Foreign Affairs Committee, later commented on Twitter that "Bringing together the military-industrial complex of these three allies together is a step-change in the relationship. We've always been interoperable, but this aims at much more. From artificial intelligence to advanced technology the US, UK and Australia will now be able to cost save by increasing platform sharing and innovation costs. Particularly for the smaller two, that's game-changing."[108] Engineering & Technology pointed to the increasing expansion of Chinese technology firms such as Huawei, which has been excluded from tendering for participation in telecommunications networks by the US and Australia on national security grounds, and government vetoes over the attempted Chinese acquisition of American company Lattice Semiconductor and ongoing British consideration of proposed takeovers of local semiconductor firms.[108] Engineering & Technology also pointed to the March 2021 statement of the US National Security Commission on AI, of the imperative to intensify local efforts but also "rally our closest allies and partners to defend and compete in the coming era of AI-accelerated competition and conflict".[108]
Hypersonic and Counter-Hypersonic Capabilities

Under the partnership, the three countries will cooperate to accelerate development of hypersonic missiles and defence against such missiles. Hypersonic and counter-hypersonic cooperation was one of four additional areas of cooperation announced on 5 April 2022.[5]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-112" [109] Australia and the US have been cooperating on the development of hypersonic missiles since 2020 after signing an agreement to "flight test full-size prototype hypersonic cruise missiles" under the Southern Cross Integrated Flight Research Experiment (SCIFiRE).[110]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-114" [111]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-115" [112]
Other Pillar 2 activities

The AUKUS partners have announced they will “pursue opportunities in Long Range Fires under AUKUS Pillar II in 2024,” and have also announced the establishment of a Deep Space Advanced Radar Capability (DARC) program to constantly track, detect, and identify objects in deep space from up to 22,000 miles away from Earth (the first will be built in Western Australia and is expected to be operational by 2026, with the radars based in the UK and the US aimed to be completed by 2030).[113]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-117" [114] In addition, the U.S., British, and Australian governments have established a number of initiatives designed to support Pillar 2 efforts as a whole, such as the AUKUS Advanced Capabilities Industry Forum and the AUKUS Defense Investors Network.[113]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-FOOTNOTENicastro20245-106" [103]
Expansion

Japan

Since the announcement of "Pillar II" of AUKUS, there has been persistent speculation that Japan will eventually join the partnership; American Ambassador to Japan Rahm Emanuel wrote that Japan was "about to become the first additional Pillar II partner" in The Wall Street Journal on 3 April 2024.[115]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-119" [116] On 7 April 2024, the Financial Times reported that AUKUS defence ministers will announce on 8 April 2024 that they will launch talks related to the expansion of Pillar II of the alliance.[117] While many officials in the US government advocate the inclusion of Japan in AUKUS, notably Deputy Secretary of State Kurt Campbell, there has been push back for months from the UK and Australia partly in order to focus on ironing out existing complications in AUKUS, however primarily over concerns that Japan lacks the security systems required to protect highly sensitive information.[117]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-121" [118]
In September 2024, the leaders of Australia, the UK and the US issued a joint statement announcing that AUKUS partners and Japan were exploring opportunities to improve interoperability of their maritime autonomous systems as an initial area of cooperation.[119]
New Zealand

New Zealand has agreed to officially explore the potential benefits of joining Pillar 2.[120] In March 2023, New Zealand's defence minister Andrew Little said New Zealand had been offered the opportunity to discuss joining AUKUS for the non-submarine co-operation areas. New Zealand has indicated it was "willing to explore" the proposal.[121]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-125" [122] In July 2023, US Secretary of State Antony Blinken told New Zealand reporters that the “door is open” for New Zealand, as well as other countries, to join the security partnership.[123]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-127" [124] In December 2023, following the formation of a new government, Prime Minister Christopher Luxon said that New Zealand was open to joining the non-nuclear pillar of the AUKUS agreement during a state visit to Australia.[125]
In February 2024, Australia agreed to brief New Zealand on Pillar 2 developments following a joint bilateral meeting between Australian and New Zealand foreign and defence ministers in Melbourne. Australian Defence Minister Richard Marles confirmed that Australia would send officials to brief their New Zealand counterparts on Pillar 2.[126]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-130" [127] The four ministers also issued a joint statement expressing concerns about human rights violations in Xinjiang, Tibet and Hong Kong.[128] In response to the joint Australian-NZ bilateral meeting, the Chinese Embassy in Wellington issued a statement deploring critical statements about China's internal affairs and describing AUKUS as "counter to the letter and spirit of the international nuclear non-proliferation regime."[129]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-RNZ_Chinese_Embassy-131" [128] On 12 February, the New Zealand Labour Party also reversed its previous support for the Pillar Two component of AUKUS, with associate foreign spokesperson Phil Twyford describing AUKUS as an "offensive warfighting alliance against China."[130] Similar sentiments were echoed by former Labour Prime Minister Helen Clark, who expressed concern that the National-led coalition government was shifting New Zealand foreign policy away from a bipartisan nuclear free policy and getting the country drawn into geopolitical games.[131]
In September 2024, the leaders of Australia, the UK and the US issued a joint statement announcing that they were consulting with Canada, New Zealand, and South Korea to identify possibilities for collaboration on advanced capabilities under AUKUS Pillar II.[119]
Others
The following non-participating nations were also subject to media speculation about potentially joining:

· [image: image1.png]


 Canada[132]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-136" [133]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-137" [134]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-collaboration-122" [119]
· [image: image2.png]


 India[132]
· [image: image3.png]


 South Korea[135]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-139" [136]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/AUKUS" \l "cite_note-collaboration-122" [119]
The SSN-AUKUS, also known as the SSN-A,[2] is a planned class of nuclear-powered fleet submarine (SSN) intended to enter service with the United Kingdom's Royal Navy in the late 2030s and Royal Australian Navy in the early 2040s. The class will replace the UK's Astute-class and Australia's Collins-class submarines.[3]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SSN-AUKUS" \l "cite_note-Ausjoin-4" [4]
The UK commenced an Astute class replacement project in 2018, which was later named the Submersible Ship Nuclear Replacement (SSNR).[5]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SSN-AUKUS" \l "cite_note-6" [6]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SSN-AUKUS" \l "cite_note-rndesign170-7" [7] The ongoing SSNR design was renamed SSN-AUKUS in March 2023, under the 2021 AUKUS trilateral security partnership, when Australia joined the programme and additional US technology was incorporated into the design.[4]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SSN-AUKUS" \l "cite_note-whfact-8" [8]
Australia plans to build five SSN-AUKUS submarines in addition to acquiring three nuclear-powered Virginia-class submarines from the United States.[1]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/SSN-AUKUS" \l "cite_note-ANI-9" [9]
The class will be powered by Rolls-Royce's pressurised water reactors (PWR).[10] The submarines will displace over 10,000 tonnes.[11] (34)

Additional Links

Two posts from The Conversation – the first pro and the second contra the purchasing of these Submarines.

Australia can’t afford an AUKUS about-face 5 things the critics are getting wrong:

The Conversation: 15 September 2024, John Blaxland.

https://theconversation.com/australia-cant-afford-an-aukus-about-face-5-things-the-critics-are-getting-wrong-238219?utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=Latest+from+The+Conversation+for+September+16+2024+-+3097831587&utm_content=Latest+from+The+Conversation+for+September+16+2024+-+3097831587+CID_85dfa043e54390cc6fa24877d3a7c145&utm_source=campaign_monitor&utm_term=Australia+cant+afford+an+AUKUS+about-face+5+things+the+critics+are+getting+wrong&fbclid=IwY2xjawGP6MtleHRuA2FlbQIxMQABHYgrcCur6aW-hAarhMffG_W7HlI0wSNpo9WpqmnWw6a1KjdmTsWxsBY7Bg_aem___hVIDO9xCcUNE5YIw1GPw&sfnsn=mo 

The AUKUS submarine deal has been exposed as a monumental folly –

Is it time to abandon ship? The Conversation, 2 7 August 2024; Mark Beeson.
https://theconversation.com/the-aukus-submarine-deal-has-been-exposed-as-a-monumental-folly-is-it-time-to-abandon-ship-236873?utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=The+Weekend+Conversation+-+3081931413&utm_content=The+Weekend+Conversation+-+3081931413+CID_a2af43026ed5f95c16e6b851134fb912&utm_source=campaign_monitor&utm_term=The+AUKUS+submarine+deal+has+been+exposed+as+a+monumental+folly++is+it+time+to+abandon+ship&fbclid=IwY2xjawGP6rlleHRuA2FlbQIxMQABHRvPAWzweMhD3sayGPZ3R5shiSGTbiwIogrLTWNqe7ibc5w56TT4cbOyIw_aem_XOOPz6xwyqiCmTxnwsczAg&sfnsn=mo (35)

X8. Just Who is Afraid of Gender?

A Critique of the Non-Critical Criticism of Judith Butler’s Research 

As Outlined in Who’s Afraid of Gender, and, 

A Philosophical Appeal for Mutual Respect...

BOOK X – Part I
The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline
Volume III

The Prescience of Philosophy as a Discipline:

Beyond Criticism:

How Should Philosophy 

Progressively Perfect an Ongoing Critique of its Discipline,

And,

Through Such Constructive Insight,

Perceptively Appreciate the Nature of the Human Condition??

A Critique of Theory versus A Theory of Critique…

N. K. Tointon

2020 – 2025

X8. Just Who’s Afraid of Gender?

A Critique of the Non-Critical Criticism of Judith Butler’s Research 

As Outlined in Who’s Afraid of Gender, and, 

A Philosophical Appeal for Mutual Respect...
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

In some respect, this essay is three essays, namely, a philosophically oriented book review, a philosophical exploration of certain concepts, and, a philosophical appeal for mutual respect, especially for those individuals who, personally, have to confront such specific issues in this controversial field of gender and who feel the need to seek forms of radical re-self-identification along the lines that would fall within a self-elected political-pluralism.
 (0)

In approaching this text the reader could begin with any section and deal with the remaining sections, in turn, in any order. (1)

Part I: A Philosophically Oriented Book Review

1. Judith Butler; Who’s Afraid of Gender; Publisher: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 2024.

1.1. Chapter Headings

Introduction: Gender Ideology and the Fear of Destruction

1. The Global Scene

2. Vatican Views

3. Contemporary Attacks on Gender in the United States: Censorship and Rights-

Stripping

4. Trump, Sex, and the Supreme Court

5. TERFS
 and British Matters of Sex: How Critical is Gender-Critical Feminism?

6. What about Sex?

7. What Gender Are You?

8. Nature/Culture: Toward Co-Construction

9. Racial and Colonial Legacies of Gender Dimorphism

10. Foreign Terms, or the Disturbance of Translation

Notes

Acknowledgements

Index (2)

Wikipedia (13.11.24) introduces this book:

Who's Afraid of Gender? is a 2024 book by Judith Butler that discusses the conservative movement against transgender rights, abortion and feminism, which is coalesced under the "anti-gender movement". Butler covers examples from Pope Francis's comments comparing transgender people to nuclear weapons and Vladimir Putin calling Europe 'Gayropa' and saying gender is a Western construct that will destroy the family. Butler argues that the moment calls for solidarity between persecuted groups and a coalition of resistance. (3)
1.2. My Notes (My emphasis and insertions in bold): Judith Butler; Who’s Afraid of Gender?

Page 6. Circulating the phantasm of “gender” is also one way for existing powers – states, churches, political movements – to frighten people to come back into their ranks, to accept censorship, and to externalize their fear and hatred onto vulnerable communities.

The weaponization of this phantasm of “gender” is authoritarian at its core. Rolling back progressive legislation…

12. Condensation names how disparate psychic and social elements are arbitrarily connected with one another and reduced to a single reality.

Displacement names the way that one or many topics are pushed out of the mind – or externalized – in favor of the one that both stands for them and conceals them. [Both factors in] the circulating of the gender phantasm… that compels belief in its reality / bound up with social fears and anxieties. 

13. Inflammatory syntax

Intensifies the sense of being imperiled. As an anti-gender ideology.

Sometimes ideologies are characterized as false ways of knowing. Other times as a point of view, through totalizing worldview – a usage that drains it of all historical meanings and its place in critical thought.

14. Associated with the restoration of the patriarchal dream order where father is father, etc. An invitation to a dream, perhaps a psychosis, that will put an end to implacable anxieties and fears. Mobalized by Right…

18. Anti-intellectualism …a refusal to enter into public debate…

21. It is nearly impossible to bridge this epistemic divide with good arguments because of the fear that reading will introduce confusion into the reader’s mind or bring her into direct contact with the devil.

Not a critique, they fail to understand what that means.

22. Gender studies are not a monolith, disparate views…
23. I hope only to refute some falsehoods in the process and to understand how and why these falsehoods surrounding “gender” are circulating with the phantasmatic power that they do. What powers do they serve, and how can they be countered.

24. In asking who is afraid of gender, I am also asking who is afraid of what, precisely, and how to best to understand the resulting fear and its political effects.

39. ...neither consistent nor non-contra... accumulate together as an ‘ideology’.
43. …more livable than assigned 
Dichotomy between free to choose and no choice through assignment. A false dichotomy? More incoherent... more powerful
47. As a phantasm... as a proxy for a wide range of ills, loses its reference... becoming even more frightening 
49/50. Internationally organized.
Use of junk science...
56. All badged under gender ideology
Religious freedom = discrimination, and a sign of.
70. Appeal to nature without a scientific exploration of same. A priori-sm.
Also wrapped up as responses to neo-liberalism, global financial institutions, etc.
76. Papal pontification... we have no right act like God and re-write the natural order. Quotation....
Counter ideological is ideological!1
78. Concession given and taken away...
Ecological argument. Yoking together of various fears. Even a democratic 'argument'.
80. All positions not in conformity with God's plan are automatically deemed 'fictitious'.
85. Irony of linking gay with pedestry ... in light of reparations pain by Catholic Church
Has lost standing... if you disagree you are a relativist... with no strong morals... floodgates opened.
87. Conjuring up a dream sequence... phantasm
Hallucinatory dimension of moral sadism
No discussion if dogmatic... no difference with ideological
88. Stat's. Over last 70 years 330,000 minors suffered sexual abuse by priests.
90. Teaching diversity is not promoting same but indicating diversity exists in a respectful manner.
91. Encouraging the unthinkable... a psychic economy of a deliberate illiteracy
94. The deprivation of health care and the censorship of education are frightening forms of disenfranchisement
95. Thought police, fear of language, magic of words
96. Use of such issues for authoritarian style political campaigns
100. How terror and anxiety congeal into bad arguments and phantasms.
101. Reporting of parents
Premise that kids are in danger if 'exposed' to (radioactive/infectious) materials on gender... when could be quite the reverse. 

Also teaching equated with child abuse…. Like pornography or exhibitionists on the playground. [such equations call for a suspension of disbelief that can only operate on an affective level]

Where ideas of pedophilia and indoctrination made to coincide…

102. Sex education should entail phenomena, consent, self-autonomy, etc.

Where and when feminism is strong against rape, and LBGTQIA+ are strong on anti-bullying and violence.

103. ‘Don’t say gay’ bills [on par with this now rescinded policy in the US military]

104. Denying children to such information… stigmatizing… depression and suicide (as a fact!)

Much resistance from medical associations re same. [systems imperialism, i.e., one system telling another what to do completely without recourse to the expertise of the former]

Speculation that trans-youth without such information would remain consistent with assigned gender, contrary to fact.

That hormone blockers can be life-saving., and, unethical to withhold such treatment, as is the case in general,

105. State exercising a demographic freedom, not the individual. Inequity.

106. Where is pro-life in all of this. No state that withholds health care and recognition from trans-kids is affirming their lives.

107. CRT similarly [symbolized] abbreviation, phantasmatically invested with destructive power.

Rebadged as indoctrination. ‘Is’ racist as just racist… but statistics re health care of black and white America indicate a difference still exists.

108. No surprise that right-wing organizations against CRT are also against gender theory and queer theory.

Radical reductions to incendiary phantasms

Each position reduces to a common accusation, your country is racist, etc.

But these areas on academia are problematic, not dogmatically decided.

Critique is neither denunciation nor absolute opposition. [Determining the possibilities of a phenomena] An inquiry into the conditions of possibility of certain concepts that have either been taken for granted without justification or that have become invested with meanings that establish them as overdetermined. Is to open up thinking [not close it down]

[So a theory devoted to establishing racial equality is…] A theory, a methodology, devoted to achieving racial equality is transfigured into an attack machine that must be destroyed if white people-or their claims to supremacy-are to be protected against challenge.

110. ‘Woke ideology’ now included CRT, gender and …attack animated by a psychosocial theory that the loss of patriarchal, heteronormative, and white supremacist social orders is an unbearable one, tantamount to social death and, at times, physical danger.

111. Anti-woke rhetoric is against ‘indoctrination’ but sets out to ‘indoctrinate’. 

Not only are the principles of freedom and equality under attack, but so are all those people who require those principles to live.

119. If sex is framed within cultural norms, then it is already gender. That does not mean it is either fake or artificial, but only that it is being mobilized in the service of one power or another.

Wherever there is such a frame, gender is at work.

…does not mean culture produces sex out of thin air. …does mean it is being framed in a certain way and for a political purpose.

128. Fortunately our ideas of freedom have changed through time, and it is incumbent upon courts to reconsider and reformulate freedom in response to legitimate historical challenges that have exposed the inequalities and the erasures built into prior conceptions of freedom. 

129. Why is freedom so frightening? Is that even a question? Or is it rather: How has freedom been made to seem so frightening that people find themselves longing for authoritarian rule? 

132. Authoritarian power in the present depends on the intensification of the passions, stoking fear and redirecting it as hatred, moralizing sadism… If the Right stirs passions, including righteous forms of hatred, to consolidate and externalize the threats posed by gender and race, where do we find the driving passions on the Left?

For that, we need to know what we are fighting for, not just what we are fighting against.

Need for unity, not to fall into internecine warfare.  …pose another desire, the one that wants freedom and equally passionate enough to stay in the struggle.

124. Anti-gender ideology not just restricted to conservative Right. Gender also opposed by TERFs (trans-exclusionary radical feminists).

136. …gender-critical feminists seek to dispute trans identity, particularly trans women, arguing sex is real and that gender is constructed, by which they mean both false and artificial. The position misunderstands social construction.

137. [many positions fall under feminism. Not right to exclude segments of same]

… and it makes no sense to allow one faction, censorious and rights-stripping in its aims, to lay claim to the term [feminism].

138. Categories change over time.  

144 Phantasmatical fears over the identity of trans women as not women, or just second-class women, or, worse, as male predators in disguise.

145. But who is being harmed here?

146. No one owns their own gender. …assigned at birth, therefore gender… All this happens beyond a logic of property.

150. Trans identity is not a fiction, say, with drag… How do fictions communicate truths we could not understand through other means? TERFs offended by toxicity of debates… but bring the same to this debate. They are denying the existence of people who have had quite a hard time gaining social recognition, legal protection from discrimination, and adequate and affirming health care. In effect concurring with the Right

159. A bad form of generalizing that shows us how scapegoating occurs, a way of responding to one harm by producing another.

Bad logic… from a few to the many.

163. Doesn’t need to be an either/or

170. [Gender theory does not deny sex assignment at birth, etc. Neither should it be reductive claim across all persons]

171. To deny the existence of intersex people to make a polemical point about “facts” is, indeed, to deny the facts in the service of a political agenda to conserve the binary.

[Not all women have reproductive capacities but to deny them as women is] …it would be foolish and cruel to say that these women are, therefore, not really women, especially if they understand themselves that way.

172. It makes no sense to identify a specific biological capacity as defining gender, which should never serve as the exclusive or fundamental criterion by which gender is determined. Feminists have taught us this… 

181. [Many ways of seeing the same referent]

188. Not what is gender but which gender? So, gender precedes sex assignment.

A better way to view this is to see a co-construction operating between biology and social expectations, etc. 

189. Better, a dynamic-systems framework… embodiment not as a discrete and bounded phenomenon, but as the effect of a complex set of interactions of an organism with an environment over time, some of which are more accelerated than others.

202. Genders are not just assigned. They have to be realized or undertaken, or done, and no single act of doing secures the deal. [Performative]. 

206. The limits of the nature/culture distinction are painfully clear… set stage for some of the problems we encounter now when sex and gender enter contemporary debates about whether sex is real and gender is a kind of artifice. 

207. Scientific alternative… found in co-constructionist and interactionist theories.

224. [Sex/gender… different schemes in different cultures so to universalize what is not universalized is colonial, imposed]

226. [Other pre-colonial schemes] can become lost in translation…

228. [These ideas on sex, imposed by Right, Vatican, TERFs, etc.] they are forcibly imposed, the living and toxic residue of the history of racist and colonial violence.

229. Is gender the intrusion of a “foreign” term… as made by anti-gender-ideology groups. Doesn’t belong in the language, and should not be taught in the schools. It goes against the nation. 

230. Borrows from both Left and Right. oscillates … Phantasm functions as a counterfeit synthesis.

233. Translation is, in fact, the condition of possibility of gender theory in a global frame.

234. No one language has exclusive power to define gender or to regulate its grammatical usage, and that means that every way of referring to gender has a certain contingency.

…monolingualism, one closes off the encounters with other languages and with what it might teach us about what some of us call “gender”. In Japanese the closest is jen-daa, and in French gen-daire, 

236. [Different strategies] one cannot be “against”, if each of them opens up a different trajectory of hope for a livable life. Given that not everyone finds the same terms livable, we have to be careful not to impose a new gender norm that generalizes the conditions of livability, or that decides without consultation what someone else should be called.

237 We have to be prepared to translate.

Some find live and breathe by escaping the terms by which gender recognition is conferred, and other find life and breath by precisely through feeling recognized by existing terms… or contesting the same…

Not to generalize, but to become attuned to the various vocabularies…

Those who have should be most enraged by my arguments are those who believe that the gender binary is mandated by a version of natural law referenced or occasioned by the Bible, or mandated by an Anglophone understanding of gender dimorphism crafted according to white ideals. They have a great deal to lose, and they should start the process of mourning. Let’s hope their destructive rage turns to productive grief so that they can emerge into a world committed to cohabitation and equality across differences.

…I find my name circulating in ways I barely understand, and part of the motivation for this book has been to try to fathom how one’s arguments become distorted phantasms…

238. Jacques Derrida refers to “monolingual obstinacy” to describe “resistance to translation “ in his monograph Monolingualism of the Other. …I speak this language, and it is my home. We are entered into a language, we do not choose. 

239. Need to escape the intensification of an even more refined monolingualism. But still dispossessed in our own language… that gives us a sense of mastery. Need to suffer the humilities of translation. The possibilities that a loss of mastery open up to us… for the making and sustaining of a livable world.

[but we are more than a language, why restrict ourselves to its imperial desires]

241. Spivak – when translation proves to be obdurate the limitations of the language reveal its epistemic limits, its incapacity to include all ways of organizing the world.

Translation opens up a productive potential… proffering linguistic humility.

242. To defend the use of gender in education and everyday life is to affirm the openness and alliance, in policy and politics, and to question monolingual imperative that is the legacy of imperialism.

243. Anti-gender ideology cannot be countered by the universalizing of human rights framework (a form of linguistic imperialism). Needs to be relatively wild in relation to all those who claim to possess its correct definition…

244. The critique of colonial impositions is also a requirement. [E.g., the Vatican pontificating about “natural law”]

We can perhaps show them what a radical affirmation of shared life looks like. That, at least, seems to be the common task before us.

Conclusion: The Fear of Destruction, the Struggle to Imagine

If you’re in a coalition and you’re comfortable 

you know it’s not a broad enough coalition. – Bernice Johnson Reagon.

247. [But when gender is compared to a threat, war, etc…. that is rightly obscene… under stress a cat will lick its paws as a form of stress displacement… there are enough real threats without manufacturing fake ones] climate disaster, systemic racism, capitalism, carceral powers, extractivism, 

248. Gender as a cause of destruction, gender itself must be destroyed, and what follows is censorship, etc.

[Shutting this down… authoritarianism]

249. Perhaps arguments do not have the power to address the fear of destruction that motivates the anti-gender ideology movement.

[Often ties in its moral plan the ‘safety’ of children] the tactic is clever and effective…

257. To think of the anti-gender movement only as a “culture war” is mistaken. The movement is clearly responding to economic formations that have left many people radically insecure about their futures, sensing that the conditions of their lives are deteriorating… actually responding to displacement and insecurity that result from neoliberalism.

259. Gender politics is not rightly described as “identity” politics if its ultimate goal is to create the world in which we all want to live.

260. [Need for allies]… let gender become part of a broader struggle for a social and economic world that eliminates precarity and provides health care, shelter, and food across all regions.

Freedom should not be regarded as a harm.

261.  A need to distinguish between real harms and imaginary ones, phantasms.

262. All of our struggles ae now linked as we seek to overcome the powers that seeking to deprive us of our basic conditions of livability.

The language of eradication belongs to fascism, applies to all of those clustered under the signs of “gender”, and “critical race theory” and “wokism”. …so new vocabularies are required [Rorty] to understand new iterations of fascism that have emerged in the last decades

263. These authoritarians seek to bolster their public support by destroying any sense of common political belonging in favor of nationalist, racist, patriarchal, and religious forms of sociopolitical supremacy, subordination, and dispossession.

The posture and practice of impunity and shamelessness that we find in the figures of Trump [et al] for example, are distinctly different from so-called charismatic fascists of the twentieth century…

264. We can stop that momentum, but only by intervening as an alliance…

[reinvesting in the secular as a public sphere…] (4)

Now the rhetorical force of this interrogative title Who’s Afraid of Gender? is, more or less, answered at length by the titles of the first five chapters of this book:

1. The Global Scene

2. Vatican Views

3. Contemporary Attacks on Gender in the United States: Censorship and Rights-

Stripping

4. Trump, Sex, and the Supreme Court

5. TERFS and British Matters of Sex: How Critical is Gender-Critical Feminism?

       (5)


Coming under considerable criticism we have a lengthy critique of the dogmatic claims made by the Catholic Church. Also coming under such scrutiny are the Protestant 

Churches in the US and how such anti-gender ideologies find resonances with political forms of populism and autocracy as currently to be found on the Right and the Far Right along with the formation of alliances between such disparate forces.
 (6)


Being provocative, we could rhetorically retitle this book Who’s Afraid of Judith Butler? and claim the same organizations disseminating various forms of an anti-gender ideology as outlined by herself. In The Economist an article with this same title was published.
 In its ‘critique’ this article argues that Butler’s book is a lesson in how activism can go too far and that the theories she supports have harmed young people. In my opinion, this criticism hardly compares to the obvious harms anti-gender ideologies have done in continuing to reframe a world with a non-evidence based recycling of simplistically treated traditional ideas on gender whose authoritative sanctionings have done an inestimable harm through the targeting of certain types of individual in a world of diversity whose sufferings duly deserve a compassionate respect and not the hostility and violence so hurtfully directed in their direction! (7)


Then, in the New Yorker, we have a more sympathetic critique under this same title of Who’s Afraid of Judith Butler? and where the introduction to this article notes: The philosopher and gender theorist has been denounced, demonized, even burned in effigy. They have a theory about that.
 (8)

Part II: Selective Exploration of Butler’s Comments, Observations, Conclusions…

2. Outline


In this short explorative review, I will focus on a small number of concepts and observations utilized and developed by this author. I will do this under the headings of An Asymmetrical Anti-Scholastic Warfare; Condensation and the Phantasm; Ideological Alliances; and, Progressive Alliances, (9)

2.1. Asymmetrical Anti-Scholastic ‘Warfare’

We have the self-contradicting situation where anti-gender idealogues can be found accusing others of being ideological, when, in my opinion, a scholastic critique need not be conducted in that extremist orientation. To some extent we should not confuse the messenger with the message, and, where that message need not be formulated in an ideologically extremist orientation.
 (10)


However, Butler might to the contrary contend that all gender is somewhat already ‘ideological’, namely, as a set of theoretical constructions imposed on others by others, but, not necessarily accepted by an individual. Thence the potential clash of ideological differences. Where being counter-ideological is itself being ideological?
 Butler also notes: Sometimes ideologies are characterized as false ways of knowing. Other times as a point of view.
 She also notes: No discussion if dogmatic... no difference with the ideological, and hence my first observation of ‘an asymmetrical style of ‘warfare’.’
 I daresay, among scholars with ideological axes to grind we can find a continuation of this type ‘warfare’ but, hopefully, at the very least, respectfully conducted without name-calling and the unprofessional use of invective. ‘Asymmetrical’ in the sense that her research is not being scholastically contested, but, instead, merely written off with a variety of objections, e.g., that it conflicts with religious doctrine, as ‘the work of the Devil’, or on a priori grounds as just not conforming to cultural norms and the performance of normative behaviours expected to ‘rightfully’ occur in those major discourse/s appertaining to the prevailing cultural climate. Hence the vehemence directed towards this theorist and both the ad hoc and ad hominen manner of its disseminated discharge. (11)
2.2. Phantasmic Condensation

An interesting theoretical concept explored by Butler is her use of the psychological expression of the ‘phantasm’ – when and where various symbolically imaged issues without an obvious connection are condensed behind the use of one key expression which will often be invoked with an inflammatory intent. That such connotations have been brought to bear on expressions like ‘gender’, ‘CRT (Critical Race Theory)’, ‘Trans-Genderism’, etc. That such rebadged issues are conceived of in such an inflammatory mode that books containing such themes are to be regarded as not suitable material to be found in libraries, especially school libraries. Thence the recent battles over the banning of certain books in libraries that otherwise were previously deemed to be suitable for young adults given the prior acceptance of an evidential diversity of the population who collectively stand to generally benefit through a knowledge of such diversity. (12)


Butler notes that ‘the weaponization of this phantasm of “gender” is authoritarian at its core. Rolling back progressive legislation’.
 On many occasions she describes this type of attitude, and practices pursued in that manner, as ‘fascist’, ‘authoritarian’, etc., and has received much criticism for doing so. However, I believe she is quite right ‘to call a spade a spade’. In this regard, people seem to confuse the primary denotation with the connotations of these expressions and if such behaviours denote fascist styles of behaviour then it should be duly called our as such! (13)


Through the ‘condensation’ involved in these false conflations of such ‘inflammatory materials’ the over-iterative evocation of these phantasms, to be identified through the short-circuiting of their radically simplified expressions, consequently, can be viewed to function as forms of a counterfeit synthesis that bring together different forms of ideation that has no place being so closely juxtaposed together.
 E.g., bundling issues in gender with Critical Race Theory along with concerns and fears in regard to trans-gendered people altogether in one unholy alliance. A recent example of such nonsense is the ever-repeated anecdote made by candidate Trump where he falsely cites the case of ‘Johnnie going to school in the morning and coming home in the afternoon as, say, Jenny’. (14) 

2.3. Ideological Alliances 


An interesting point brought out in the book is the close connections, almost as an unofficial alliance or coalition of disparate ideological parties assuming a consuming of the same terminology, evoking the same phantasms to connotatively reinforce the general tenor of their ideological forms of over-commitment (that I would also argue take on both an impossible and surreal complexion should they be more closely examined). (15)

2.4. Progressive Alliances


That, just as people and organization through various forms of unofficial alliances and coalitions are to be found over-promoting an anti-gender ideology, along with the adverse ramifications of such an anti-progressive stance, then Butler observes that those who oppose such conservative forms of extremism need to be better organized in order to collectively counter the corrosive influence of such cultural authoritarianism.
 In the process discerning the causes of  real harm from (the deflections incited through the evocation) of (non-existent) phantasms.
 (16)

Part III - Specificity, Personalization, Creating Preconditions for Mutual Respect...

3. A Plea for Mutual Understanding…


The following is a plea for mutual understanding in this area of gender. (17) 

For a start, on descriptive grounds, a small percentage of the population, regardless of prevailing nationalisms, racial identifications, and national geographies, along with the diversity of multicultural inclusions and contributions, just should not be asked to completely conform to the binary dictates of cultural expectations, as major discourses, when such an overall alignment in these matters of gender may not be present on the constitutional grounds of physiology, genitalia, chromosomes, putatively conceived differences in uterine environments as experienced before birth, and the overall complexities co-associated with a psychic sense and semblance of sexual identity development, formation, and expression, etc. Trying to metaphorically ‘shoehorn’ every individual into a one-size fits all, or, rather, a two-size fits all schema, namely, the current social-cultural constructions of “‘male’ and ‘female’,” does not do justice to the lived-reality of many individuals who, for a variety of reasons, either with great difficulty or the complete inability, just cannot conform to such naïve cultural misconceptions in this controversial field. Unfortunately, this arena of cultural discourse, is all too often rendered ideologically over-heated by cultural extremists operating under the guise of various coercive forms of other-imposed cultural sanctioning. Representatives of either such policies or cultural form of prejudice, e.g., be they anti-woke popularists or conservatives on the Right or Far-Right or ideologues on the Left or Far-Left; religious leaders; arrogant intellectuals all too beholden obviously to uninformed forms of discourse who remain blinkered accordingly to the anomalies that will be found in any discourse and which also deserve, in turn, to be respectfully recognized. (18)

As a case in point, we have, e.g., various religious leaders over-committed to the ad hoc, a priori arguments being mustered for the historical re-continuation of the short-sighted doctrinal promotion of a so-called ‘natural order’. No doubt committing a naturalistic fallacy, on a grand and inhuman scale, when they claim ‘that, as most people appear to definitively fall into one or other camp in this bimodal scheme of “‘male’ and ‘female’,” that it then follows that all individuals should duly do so as well’. However, a more scientific approach would inevitably demonstrate that, on descriptive grounds alone, neatly prescribed classifications have the habit of self-deconstructing when more closely looked at. In this regard, I would argue that even the naturalistic fallacy itself is not immune from this same dialectical observation and that we need to clearly delineate guidelines in order to indicate when such rulings either hold or cannot hold; i.e., when and where we should be beholden to and when and where we should not be so beholden to the forbidding of such relatively superficial transformational-transitions and those occasions when we can subsequently override those same relatively superficial prohibitions, etc.
 But, be that as it may, it is necessary for the running of this type of counter-argument, that, say, overrules the naturalistic fallacy, that the reasons for the promotion of, say, a natural order cannot be either just ad hoc and/or a priori in their overall presentation. As already noted, a simple, unbiased inventory of the population would reveal a small percentage of that population just does not fall within the strict parameters of such a scheme. That, even if it were to be the case that one and only one individual was to be unable to be definitively slotted into the dictated parameters of its categorical divisions then even that one person, themselves, should be afforded the automatic acceptance of falling outside its confines and being unable to be confined within that form of schematization. But, as we all already know, many people do not neatly fall within such a scheme and the limits and failure of that schematization should be duly understood. However, through willful forms of ignorance such schematic ‘anomalies’ are either ignored or worse, their representatives are forced to conform in ways that correctly should oversee the deconstruction of such artificially insulated ideological schemes. ‘Schemes’ whose appreciation, at best, would be better served in a less extreme ideological environment as ‘cultural generalizations’ that, at the same time, were also ‘open’ to a positive acceptance of the ensuing cultural enrichment that would follow on from a more civilized welcoming of a diverse range of other possibilities. (19)

That, it behooves people to be resistant to the siren-like attractions of ideologues out pushing various political and religious agenda whose motivations may well be more ‘self-serving’ than actually setting out to serve well all the members of their resident communities. (20)

Moreover, it behooves people to not accept at face value all simplistic schemes invoking pseudo-scientific styles of claim when, obviously, all anomalies in that schematization are being both overlooked and ignored. (21)

Now, admittedly, the existence of cultural prejudices should also not be ignored. As communities, we will need to work our way through the same. As individuals we are historically situated, but, what we have indiscriminately learnt we can discriminately unlearn should such re-education better serve both ourselves and others. In this regard I am reminded of witnessing a provocative movie in the 1970s, whose name continues to escape me, when an enterprising and very charming man inveigles his way into manipulating a whole family to his own ends. In an early scene, this social psychopath is seen making love to a member of this family and from a rather vertical camera position we merely see to two heads of dark hair in an obvious amorous embrace, but, then, as the camera takes a more horizontal positioning, we see this young man has seduced the son in this family, and not the daughter, and the audience emits an involuntary gasp of shock. Nowadays, I suspect audiences are a lot more sophisticated in such matters and as such depictions are no long proscribed, the reactions of people can no longer be so provocatively set up to elicit such audience responses. Hence this somewhat optimistic observation that what cultural responses are learnt can be culturally unlearnt… Although, as another observation, progress in such matters might only arise when an older generation dies off and no longer controls the general tenor of major discourses (all too often promoted as official discourses or as quazi-official discourses within a particular institution or organization, say, a religious denomination, etc.
). (22)


Interestingly, as already noted in a previous paragraph, in the broad terms of gender, not all people can be neatly slotted into a certain predefined category. That it is to commit a rather superficial naturalistic fallacy to say that if people generally fall into one of two categories that all people will do likewise. We might be able to say that in general terms, as a general probability, but in evidential terms that may well not prove to be the case. (23)


Very soon I will discuss a certain documentary from South Africa that looks at the difficulties experienced by two intersex individuals dealing with the fact that they cannot be so effortlessly integrated in a society wedded to a strict binary division between its social constructs of ‘male’ and ‘female’. As individuals with no clear alignment with these polar opposites of ‘male’ and ‘female’ their lives are lived with a conflicting variety of strategies having to be exercised in order to attempt some form of a compromise when it would be so much easier for these people to just be allowed to self-elect their own form of identification and where society, in turn, respected the reasons behind these political-pluralistically oriented forms of innovation. Or, more simply, a change of pronouns is not necessarily just a mere ‘change in pronouns’, but, can represent a way of aligning with a world that can be quite ignorant and quite unforgiving and hurtful when people do not understand the existential specificity behind such radical patterns of re-self-identification when specific instances present themselves in such a manner where expected generalities do not coincide with the specific contours of certain lived-realities. (24)


In this modern age, it is now possible, but rather short-sighted, to define ‘male’ and ‘female’ in the simple terms of ‘people possessing different sex chromosomes’. Now the fallacious appeal to the construct of Divine Law that states that the Divine made only ‘Adam and Eve’ overlooks the fact that genetic transcription is a process that is occasionally prone to the making of errors. Indeed, in terms of these sex chromosomes of X and Y, where ‘XY’ is ‘male’ and ‘XX’ is ‘female’ we have various other possibilities like XXY (Klinefelter syndrome, XO (Turner syndrome), etc., (where ‘O’ represents the ‘absence of a second sex chromosome’).
 Then, on top of these possibilities, we also have errors in the very replication of these combinations of both X and Y chromosomes themselves. Moreover, to further complicate this field of gender, we an assortment of variations from the imperfect formation of genitalia for a wide variety of reasons; the consequences of a mis-sequenced hormonal environment in the development of the foetus; along with environmental issues from the potential effects of so-called everlasting chemicals and pesticides to psychological and sociological development, social stressors, familial dynamics and on to the very constructs developed in various disciplines like medicine, psychology, cultural studies, political fraternities, shifts in religious thinking, innovative re-directions in a cultural ethos or zeitgeist, and so on. (25)


Then, for those of us who think we have escaped such an adverse lottery of mischance and misfortune let it be known that the science of genetics involved in the general trajectory of evolution is predicated on errors in replication, and that disease, old age, and death, themselves, are similarly predicated on these patterns of transcription breaking down and where this obviously applies to everyone! (26)


In light of these reflections on the variations in the translation of iterative processes, that we are all privy, it is to be hoped that we might all adopt a more open and humble approach to the complexities of life and not be mesmerized by misguided simplification wielded from the impossible position of an ideological perspective. That granted, then we could more forcibly argue for both the active and passive demonstrations of the requisite expression of the required degree of an overall mutual respect that should prevail in this ideological arena of gender when and where society should afford its members that either cannot completely conform to the conventional binary descriptors, prescriptions, and proscriptions have the ability to self-elect to re-align or be non-aligned in such cultural determinations in a manner of their own choosing rather than that which would traditionally be other-imposed by default. (27)


Personally, I find issues in the controversial arena of gender to be philosophically non-problematic to the extent that should a person wish to re-identify their understanding of their gender through either some form of cultural alignment, physiological re-alignment and/or social non-alignment then it is up to us to accept such decisions made on their part, by themselves, should they, over that period of time, be consistently upheld and persistently disseminated. I have known friends who periodically change their name and, after a while, I do not know what to call them. But, that problem is mine and not necessarily theirs. When, all is said and done, all I have to do is ask them by what name they currently use. (28)

What I do find difficult to understand is why certain types of people should be so upset, and even sometimes become quite angry, in discussing these issues in gender when they, themselves, do not have to question their own socially-imposed and apparently aligned sexual identity and all other personal and social forms of self-identification when the very people who they either indirectly or directly criticize have to permanently deal, day after day, with the hostility of a world who seem to have no in-depth understanding of such issues but is quite prepared to threaten to extend their hateful and hurtful rhetoric beyond a realm of the merely verbal. Most people, throughout their lives, at some time, have been a witness to this possibility, but, either contribute to this form of violence or silently stand back, or, in seeing the suffering of the other person feel it to be their duty to remonstrate on their behalf and let them know in real-time that ‘diversity, inclusion and equity’ is not to be understood as just another slogan. Of course, the better way to deal with such issues is for people to meet and encounter such diversity in a non-threatening environment and to metaphorically ‘break bread’ with them and discover that, whilst such variety makes us ‘human’, when we get to know them on a personal basis such differences disappear in the discovery of the uniqueness of each and every individual to be an individual not that unlike themselves. This, I believe, is one of the motivations behind the filming of this documentary when two intersex people get to meet each other and we, the audience, see their travels and travails lived out in front of us in such an intimate and revealing manner… (29)

3.1. The Documentary Why I Am Not
According to Wikipedia (12.11.24):

Who I Am Not  is a 2023 documentary film exploring what it means to be intersex in a binary world, directed by Tunde Skovran.[1] It is her directorial debut. The documentary is produced by Andrei Zincã, and with executive producer Patricia Arquette.[2]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/Who_I_Am_Not" \l "cite_note-3" \t "_blank" 
[3] Greenwich Entertainment. (30)

According to promotional material:

there is male, there is female, then, there is i.

Sharon-Rose Khumalo, a South African beauty queen, plunges into an identity crisis after finding out she is intersex. She needs the guidance of somebody just like her. The only person who will help is Dimakatso Sebidi, a male-presenting intersex activist who turns out to be her complete opposite. The two parallel but divergent stories are an intimate look at the struggle of living in a male-female world, when you are born in-between.

Who I Am Not gives a voice to the long ignored and mostly silent two percent of the world's population: the intersex community. (31)

3.2. A Brief Synopsis of Who I Am Not and Discussion


It is not my intention to review this documentary but outline my take on its plot in order to illustrate just how complex this topic of gender is when explored in some depth. (32)


For the convenience of my exposition let me refer to Sharon-Rose Khumalo as ‘S’ and Dimakoatso Sebidi as ‘D’. Furthermore, let me refer to these two individuals through a use of their preferred pronouns, respectively, ‘she/her’ and ‘he/him’. In order to demarcate social alignment based on the perception of genitalia we can form the pronouns in single scare quotes, and, in terms of a chromosomal basis I will use double scare quotes. Last, in terms of a putative self-identified sense and semblance of a psychic identification in gender terms I will use pronouns in triple scare quotes. Why these complications? Let me explain the basic trajectory of this plot and how these two individuals so informatively are set up in this documentary to contrast each other, and, in the process, demonstrating why a demarcation between these different but interrelated aspects of gender is so evidently necessary. (33)


Although my potted plotline is here rendered with a minimum simplicity, in this documentary we get to closely encounter these two individuals along with their meeting of each other, albeit as virtual witnesses through the medium of this documentary. For some time, we are intimate witnesses to the difficulties of their lives in trying to discover just who they are in this bipolar world of male versus female. E.g., D is refused a manufacturing position on the spurious grounds that a separate toilet would have to be built for him. E.g., S in a date informs the other person she cannot have children which appears to put an end to that relationship. One difficulty after another for these two individuals is unraveled before our eyes as we witness this succession of difficulties they have to experience in the navigation and negotiations of their daily existences… (34)


S as a successful beauty queen is so apparently feminine, but, she discovers she is intersex and can not have children. She meets D who identifies as both intersex and as male. D had indeterminate genitalia and a form of surgical intervention was conducted very early on to align them more with a perceived feminine disposition. He expresses his upset to his father who was pressured by the medical fraternity into performing that form of re-alignment. They both consult the same specialist in gender issues and have tests to reveal the configuration of their sex chromosomes. S is upset to discover that she is “he”, and, D is equally upset to discover that he is “she”. They both opine to each other that wish they could swap their results. Then, in a twist to this complex saga the doctor explains that in the environment of the uterine hormonal influences can either femininize or masculinize the growing embryo and that the ratio of the tips of the three middle fingers is an indicator of these hormonal influences. To their surprise, and some degree of self-satisfaction, they find that their psychic sense sexual identity appears to be configured in those ratios where S is on the feminine end of this putative spectrum and D is on the masculine end of this same putative spectrum. In other words, the way they have currently elected to identify as either ‘male’ or ‘female’ is more a reflection of this psychic sense of sexuality that could well be laid down before birth. Therefore, to find any form of a non-problematic alignment in this world of gender what is constitutionally required is, more or less, a general degree of alignment between these influential considerations of genitalia, chromosomal disposition, and a psychic sense of sexuality that could also be determined before birth. With respect to both S and D let me tabulate these aspects that either contributed or de-contributed to their obviously expressed non-alignment with the normative demands of a traditional assignment of gender:

Person




S



D

Preferred Pronouns
 

She/Her


He/Him

Indeterminate Genitalia 

‘She/(He)’


‘Her/(He)’

Sex Chromosomes



“He”



“Her”

Psychic Identification


“‘She’”

           “‘He’” (35)

The obviously apparent non-alignment between these different aspects that normally contribute to an overall alignment to our self-perceived and a socially-perceived sense and semblance of gender is striking. (36)

In view of the above, a series of reasonable conclusions could well be drawn. (37)

That for a large percentage of the population an individual’s sexual identity is usually in an alignment within and between social perceptions, genitalia, chromosomal dispositions, and their own psychic sense of being either a ‘male’ or a ‘female’. However, for some individuals, questions of gender orientation arise through an experience of various diverse forms of non-alignment, etc. That, rather than other-imposing forms of gender alignment on certain segments of the population it might be better to let them, primarily, figure such things out for themselves and assume pronouns like either ‘he/him’; ‘she/her’, and/or, ‘they/them’ that they feel are more in line with their own sense of identity in a manner they would wish to consistently present and persistently disseminate. Hence my argument for this more radical form of self-identification along the lines of a political-pluralism as previous explored elsewhere. (38)

Thence, furthermore, in the deepening of our comprehension of this complex field of gender that, from such an understanding, we, too, will also make a plea for the indirect and direct expressions of a mutual respect that should be shown to all individuals regardless of the perceptions of an alignment or a non-alignment between other-imposed and self-imposed forms of gender identification… (39)

3.3. A Concluding Comment


That, the excellent and clearly presented research of Judith Butler, among other things, could well serve a similar purpose in this same pursuit for a more respectful understanding of the wonderful diversity of others..!! (40) 
        Noël. Tointon, 16.11.24.

Appendix A: A Postlude in the Form of a Polite Polemic


Judith Butler’s clear, precisely written, well-argued polemical tome titled Who’s Afraid of Gender? obviously got under the skin of many of her critics both non-academic and academic. The target of her criticism primarily appears to be aimed towards more of the former, but, delivered in scholarly manner complete with well-informed facts and well-formed arguments along with the receipts that are meant to illustrate the tenor of her ‘complaint’. Namely, and here I summarize, ‘that an alliance of anti-intellectual forces on the Right are conducting a concerted effort to politically promote a set of anti-gender ideologies, and concordant polices, that will both further disempower and disenfranchise those people and organizations that do not concur with the hegemony of an imputed self-righteous, uninformed majority all too often manipulated by self-seeking individuals and organizations who ostensivley seek a restoration of so-called traditional values, but, covertly appear to be working against those same values’. Or at least their core attributes, e.g., of patriotism, doing one’s duty, honesty, authenticity, observing the dignity of others, maintaining a living wage for workers, observing the rule of law, and the renewing of the spirit of a national constitution that has served that evolving democracy till recent times, and so on… (41)


On one occasion, I inadvertently triggered the ‘coming out of the wood-work’, so to speak, of a spokesperson, operating either wittingly and/or unwittingly, for the position of a ‘trans-exclusionary radical feminism’. I was merely using the analogy of the fact ‘that British passports now have a third category of “other” when the question of gender is being asked’ in order to support my claim that the philosophical and political concept of ‘authorities’, as used by François Laurelle,
 are not necessarily immutable in their imputed decision making and are subject to change like all ‘minorities’, etc. The concrete thinking of this individual disputant could not grasp that my point was merely ‘analogical’ and was not concerned with the political validity, either way, of such a change whatsoever. I suppose, in hindsight, the fact that ‘the legal validity of slavery is no longer argued for in property law’ might have been a better choice of analogy. But, then, we seem to be living in an age when so-called ‘settled law’ is no longer so sacrosanct… (42)


Sadly, it seems ‘the crooks and crims, clowns and clones’ are about to overrun the over-heated henhouse of politics in the coming to town of a three-ring circus that is already being billed as ‘an arena of destructive chaos’… where, no doubt, those in a position to profit will have a field day picking over and pocketing the shattered pieces. Hopefully, I will be proven wrong in this prognosis, and will happily admit to the fact if it can be shown, retrospectively, that I was wrong in that mistaken prediction… (43)


However, if I am not mistaken, we stand before the looming countenance of such an oncoming ‘apocalypse’, steered towards by populist authoritarians on the backs of a passive majority entitled by only a marginal point of two, and, as an existential response, that this must necessitate the successful re-sharpening of our counter-rhetorical narratives since the message presented, not from those on a so-called ‘Hard Right’, appears to be sound, policy-wise, and where, obviously, only the messaging, itself, needs to be better organized and disseminated. Unfortunately, in a polarized society we have a similar polarization of major discourses, i.e., with a competing discourse on the so-called ‘Hard-Right’ versus another competing discourse on the ‘Soft-Left’
 and where it is obvious the latter need to metaphorically ‘man the barricades’ and ‘seize the means of dissemination’
 in such a manner that ‘the productive reasonableness’ of their message itself becomes the message since ‘the rhetorical force of any one narrative can only be overcome by the narrational force of some other more fortified
 form of a narrative…’ (44)


Behind the detrimental disturbances of our Contemporary era is the anti-democratic destabilization of a rampant set of Neo-Liberal political-economic policies that have ‘progressively’ disempowered and disenfranchised the Lower-Middle Class and is now working its way through a similar impoverishment of the Middle-Middle Class.
 In my ‘Three Critiques’ of Neo-Liberalism (2016, 2017, and 2018)
 I argued that (non-existentially) we need to propose (a process of remediation) through the suitably simultaneous deconstruction and reconstruction of the major political-economic discourse in such matters, and, that, existentially, we can do this in a one-step type of manoeuvre where apposite incremental steps are undertaken in the appropriate direction in order directly engage the root causes of such dysfunctions. Of course, more practically, both styles of manoeuvring would have to be co-engineered since both the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential are but the two sides of the same metaphorical ‘coin’. In light of this prescriptive piece of advice, and its proscriptive necessity, I am reminded, here, of how ‘we see through’ various optical illusions. E.g., in the Coffer Illusion in the presentation of sets of squares arranged, more or less, in rows and columns the injunction to look more closely and see circles when this announced possibility seems to be impossible. Then, when circles are perceived between these same squares this illusion then becomes a mental set that is hard to ‘shake off’. That in being seen, it will then be seen time and time again. That, in a similar manner, by observing possible non-existentially oriented solutions in a more traditional style of framework we also come to see how those same solutions, as modes of resolution might also be delivered more successfully and more efficiently (through the co-option of inducing positively chaotic means) along relatively existentially lines of approach… (45)


Perhaps the definition of a ‘dysfunctional democracy’ is one where ‘the majority of voters actually vote against their own interests contra the classical economic position ‘that the guiding hand of the market, through the rational exercise of needs, would automatically supervene’. Well so much for theory (and where we must acknowledge that this major discourse crosses the divide between both a political Left and Right, is being exercised, with less and less supervision and compliance, through the ideological excesses of a strong form of positioning that, in its ensconcement, now has a life of its own?)… (46)
Beyond the strengthening of our narratives and demonstrating why your particular style of a narrative is being promoted (beyond your set of narrational facts and, specifically, as a process of prospective de-anomalization at the center of your narration) how else could we positively change minds and head them in a more humane direction of finding a mutual respect for those peoples whose lives are directly impacted by the conceptions and misconceptions so heartlessly promulgated in anti-gender theory (and where gender theory, too, is also not immune from such ideological excesses and deficiencies)? By openly engaging the direct targets of an anti-gender rhetoric. Be courageous, and test your ideas with these people, small in number, and yet who are well-represented throughout all levels and sections of society. On some points, they may agree with you, and, on other points, they might proffer insights that could be well-adopted and adapted by yourself. But, more importantly, through existentially engaging with(-)others, and not merely talking ‘about’ them, all parties can only come back towards the living-center at the heart of that community, that overall sense and semblance of a prevailing culture, and, thereby, present a more informed stance, or standing, in the midst of an intercultural world of variety given the unique contributions that each and every individual can bring to its collective richness and its existential propensity for mutual enrichment. (47)


Of course, such ‘openness to the other’, understandably, might be a step too fraught with ideological dangers to currently undertake, but, then, that same voyage of understanding can be undertaken in a virtual form by viewing documentaries on this same type of topic, or, through a careful vetting, or triaging, of that wide range of videos that can be viewed on YouTube or other similar forms of Social-Media. In this regard, I would recommend this documentary referred to in this essay. Only when we are enmeshed in the specificities of the lives of others, in real-time or virtually, can we see the variety of hardships that, differentially, they have had to endure, but discover, as well, that their common humanity is greater than any relatively superficial differences, and where we would then clearly realize that to add to their sufferings is not the badge that should be worn by any reasonable, civilized person. Indeed, a simple consequential analysis should inform us as to the propriety of ‘our’ thinking and in the spirit of the openness of a working suspension let us take a deep breath and then attempt to navigate and negotiate those overlapping approaches that proffer a path of minimized harm and mutual benefit for all parties, and, therein and thereby, find ourselves able to duly demonstrate a deeper more respectful concern and care for others…
 (48)







    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 16.11.24.

Appendix B: Some Additional Comments Post-Workshopping this Essay

To deny the existence of intersex people to make a polemical point about “facts” is, indeed, to deny the facts in the service of a political agenda to conserve the binary.
 (49)


It is undeniable that when people meet someone for the first time, either consciously and/or subconsciously, they attempt to determine the ‘sex’ of that person, be that person a newborn child or an elderly citizen or anyone else in between. This is a natural way of ‘locating’ who that person ‘is’, and ‘where they are in the operation of a semantic map that seemingly transcends both cultural and intercultural frames of reference’. However, with almost painfully small logical steps I have attempted to demonstrate, in a linear exposition, that this differentiation of the ‘sex’ of a person cannot be reductively mistreated to the mere finding of its basis in just either the karyotype (of its chromosomal contribution) and/or the phenotype (in its definitive presentation as either ‘masculine’ or ‘feminine’ in terms of a morphological differentiation, say, genitalia, etc.).
 Moreover, human sexuality is a complex phenomenon and in trying to come to terms with it as a complex phenomenon we need to take into account a psychic dimension
 to the extent that we also need to recognize how that person, themselves, wishes to view themselves one way or the other or, indeed, if they wish to take up any membership whatsoever in that form of a binary opposition if they do not feel any wholehearted alignment one way or the other. I can easily imagine that through sheer exhaustion an intersex person might just want to opt out of such an unfair system that they have to forcibly assign themselves one way or the other, day by day, to then find a wall of obstruction, prejudice, hateful attitudes and invective, the overblowing of a moral panic over which toilet they should use or not use, to be seen as either misfits or monsters, fakes or freaks, and so on.
 Try as they might, they just cannot conform to such a rigid dividing up of our semi-enlightened society. They do not tick all the boxes, so to speak, and the social pressures impressed upon them to conform must in the end, be one horrendous piece of inauthentic theatre.
 A bit like the internal pressures a gay person would experience in many societies where they have to pass as a ‘straight’ person lest they be beaten up on the streets or thrown off a tall building or a convenient cliff legally earmarked for such a task. That in this age of semi-enlightenment it must proffer some relief for an intersex person, or a person who is undertaking or has undertaken a re-assignment of gender, to post ‘other’ on their passports in those countries that are now taking a more respectful attitude. Not all people can truly and truthfully conform to the oppressive weight of such indiscriminate attitudes along with an obligatory ignorance expressed on such matter by those people who will thoughtlessly cast a priori-like judgments that will seriously impact the lives of this diverse minority without personally touching them in any form whatsoever, should they lack both empathy and a deep social conscience as they happily cast of such hurtful judgments. Admittedly, the type of response that was traditionally conditioned and sanctioned by religious forces, but, today, unwittingly perpetrated by both the religious and the non-religious alike. Such unthinking thoughtlessness is fallacious and can be seen as a confused amalgam of both the ‘is/ought fallacy’ and the ‘naturalistic fallacy’. Just because, as a description, we find most people are definitively differentiated in gender this does not mean that all people ought to be so divided up (prescriptively) especially when we listen sincerely to a few sincere individuals who will tell you that having to conform to this division is practically impossible. Even then, when they do us the favour of appearing to conform to such a binary scheme, in a variety of daily situations, full membership will still be denied. Under these expectations of such harassment it is no wonder that some will happily opt out and find a greater degree of authenticity in no longer trying to be someone who they know they are not and, therein, find, through such resignation, the requisite degree of  self-acceptance, whilst, at the same time, remaining hopeful that some people will respect them for who they are, in the wonderful uniqueness of the individual, who, like everyone else, can only mutually find their freedom through-others. Sadly, it is a fact of our existence, regardless of who we are, that there is so much oppression in this world whether we recognize that fact or not.
 If we can proffer a little less oppression in this world ourselves then we, too, in turn, may well hope to be a little less oppressed by others. As for the naturalistic fallacy, and in some ways more insidious, the fact that most people are happily engendered, should not be mistreated as if some divine law of nature when the diverse facts of nature, itself, should disabuse us of such misbegotten notions. On an almost predictable basis the billions of transformational-transitions engineered within our fragile frame by nature are wont to go awry and whosoever should think they have escaped such errors in transcription should think again. Our lives are like a loaded dice and who could ever fully know if such errors are being sufficiently corrected or not corrected... be they expressed chromosomally, genetically, epigenetically, hormonally, or in terms of glyconomics, proteonomics, liponomics, etc.
, or, in the formation and reformation of nervous tissue and all manner of intracellular and extracellular, bionomic, bacterial, viral, and fungal environments... let along what one person, through either psychotic or non-psychotic violence, can physically do to us; treading our downtrodden passages in a world of ever-possible wars and famines, the denial of education and health care, or much worse... in a world fated to meet a fiery end... and when the divine music of Johann Sebastian Bach, alas, will sadly, then, be heard no more....
 (50)
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X9. I Woke up this Morning Happily ‘Woke’
 
0. A Fragment of a Rambling Preamble…


This morning I woke up happily ‘woke’. Respectful of others, I do not desire to be either ‘hateful’ or ‘hurtful’. If we were respectful of others, I am sure we would observe that injunction, if only in the hope that others would not be so ‘hateful’ and ‘hurtful’ towards us. (i)


Although some might think ‘this world to be the best of all possible worlds’, and ‘that everything has a good set of reasons for its existence’, still, in my estimation Leibnitz has a lot to answer for for putting such misplaced ‘optimism’ down on paper. Look at this miserable world… The Russian hatred of Ukrainians, the demolition of Gaza and Lebanon, politicians threatening retribution, preachers praising the imposition of suffering as deserved by those peoples so afflicted by pains and pestilence, by famines and all manner of misfortunes… (ii)


Dare I say it, in a hushed voice, maybe we should aim for a ‘perfection of our future’, ‘work towards the best of all possible worlds’, and not just assume that it is already here… although for some, those people for the most part who comfortably live within stable democracies, seemingly less corrupt than totalitarian and fascist regimes, may well feel ‘life is good’ and ‘worth living’, very much a reflex entertained without too much thought and serious thinking… (iii)


But, sadly, even in our midst, people can be quietly seen suffering, working too hard to barely pay their rent, find food for their families in a system where whoever has more power will naturally more profit at the expense of others… a system, that when left to its own devices, will suck the very life-force out society itself. Thence the need for responsible government, institutions able to change direction, people able to be better organized in order to work on their own behalf, right injustices, put their hands up as whistle-blowers, and so on. (iv)


Everywhere there is diversity… Thankfully, we live in a world where every home can be different. Imagine a world that dictated ‘that the exact same pictures would be hung upon exactly the same walls of your home…’ (v)


Everywhere there is diversity… But, I like coffee and also tea, and, didn’t know you just like tea, but, I have presented you with this cup of coffee, maybe in good faith or maybe in bad faith, and expect you to drink it..! Do you drink it in good faith or in bad faith? (vi)


Everywhere there is diversity… We may wish to define humanity as possessing just 46 chromosomes,
 where the male (with a male phenotype that usually) has the sex chromosomes of XY (as their usual karyotype) and the female (with a female phenotype that usually) has the sex chromosomes XX (as their usual karyotype)… but, individual humans can possess anywhere from 45 to 49
, or more chromosomes (and even a mosaic of karyotypes). And in this chromosomal world of dice, not everything turns up either heads or tails… Who knows what chromosomal and epigenetic mix has had in train for us, has as yet not revealed its hand, where, before, our inevitable deconstruction, we could be more open and helpful to one another in the light of this understanding? (vii) 


Thankfully, however, all people are both different and in possession of a common humanity, alas, to varying degrees, in whatever ‘shape’ we might find or wish to define that complex notion that must dialectically escape itself being pinned down. Yet, despite the fact we could all be poured into the same mould, obviously, nature has had other ideas… (viii)


This morning I woke up happily ‘woke’. Abuse me, if you feel you have to, but, I do not wish to hit you, in turn, about the head with ill-fitting labels. Instead, sit down, drink tea or coffee with me, and explain, to that extent you can, why you feel you must object to selectively different differences when there is so much difference all around us? An exercise, I am sure, that would, perhaps, be therapeutic, could be insightful, might be helpful in our understanding of one another… just what motivates you to get out of bed in the mornings, what might trouble the unwinding of your day… as we confess to one another both our strengths and weaknesses, our dreams and desires..? (ix)


Every morning, the sunrise seen is seen as slightly different, ‘promising a new and different day’. For most people, I am sure, would not want to see the previous day, indeed, any day, forever repeated ad nauseum… More wanting to take a chance, play dice, see what turns up when we place our bets… before those around us… ultimately hapless, yet ever hopeful..?! (x)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 2.12.24.
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X10. When is ‘Conservatism’ a Form of Conservatism?

Some Historical and Ahistorical Reflections
 
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


In regard to the political philosophy of ‘Conservatism’ in this essay let me ask, ‘what was it; what is it now; is the Republican Party in the US still conservative; and, for conservatives, where to now? Throughout this skeleton of an essay, more designed to proffer points for debate (in an Open Forum), I will intersperse various ideas from recent research dealing, e.g., with the fabrication of positions, how a deconstruction of the Left has seriously de-centered, re-directed, and deconstructed the Right along with the internalization of a pressing need to induce new themes and memes in order to address a sense of Contemporary relevance, etc. (and that one must expect the Left has, is, and will also do so accordingly, albeit in line with its polarized vision of where it should be relevant in a world where all forms of access to Media, both Legacy and Social-Media are no longer guaranteed along traditional lines). (0)


To begin this essay an historical perspective will be first adopted and adapted to expedite the current nature of present circumstances… however, at various point an ahistorical perspective will be alluded to in order to better understand the phenomenon of ‘being conservative’ to the extent such an approach can be articulated in those more philosophical and meta-philosophical (metaphysical) terms of reference. Such an ahistorical perspective will also reference hermeneutical, existential, and recent ideas from a ‘working pragmatics’ although the envisaged endpoint of such an exposition is to arrive at a trans-historical exposition that re-focuses on the concrete historicity of the present to the extent a relatively systematic existential-pragmatics can illuminate that concrete aspect of lived-experience. (1)

1. Historical Considerations

As per Wikipedia (5.12.24)

Conservatism is a cultural, social, and political philosophy and ideology that seeks to promote and preserve traditional institutions, customs, and values.[1]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservatism" \l "cite_note-2" 
[2]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservatism" \l "cite_note-3" 
[3] The central tenets of conservatism may vary in relation to the culture and civilization in which it appears.[4] In Western culture, depending on the particular nation, conservatives seek to promote and preserve a range of institutions, such as the nuclear family, organized religion, the military, the nation-state, property rights, rule of law, aristocracy, and monarchy.[5]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservatism" \l "cite_note-6" 
[6] Conservatives tend to favor institutions and practices that enhance social order and historical continuity.[7]
Edmund Burke, an 18th-century Anglo-Irish statesman who opposed the French Revolution but supported the American Revolution, is credited as one of the forefathers of conservative thought in the 1790s along with Savoyard statesman Joseph de Maistre.[8] 

The first established use of the term in a political context originated in 1818 with François-René de Chateaubriand during the period of Bourbon Restoration that sought to roll back the policies of the French Revolution and establish social order.[9]
Conservatism has varied considerably as it has adapted itself to existing traditions and national cultures.[10] Thus, conservatives from different parts of the world, each upholding their respective traditions, may disagree on a wide range of issues.[11] One of the three major ideologies along with liberalism and socialism,[12] conservatism is the dominant ideology in many nations across the world, including Hungary, India, Iran, Israel,[13] Italy, Japan, Poland, Russia, Singapore, and South Korea. Historically associated with right-wing politics, the term has been used to describe a wide range of views. Conservatism may be either libertarian or authoritarian,[14] populist or elitist,[15] progressive or reactionary,[16] moderate or extreme.[17]
Beliefs and principles

Scholars have tried to define conservatism as a set of beliefs or principles. Andrew Heywood argues that the five central beliefs of conservatism are tradition, human imperfection, organic society, authority/hierarchy, and property.[18] Russell Kirk developed five canons of conservatism in The Conservative Mind (1953):

· A belief in a transcendent order, which Kirk described variously as based in tradition, divine revelation, or natural law;

· An affection for the "variety and mystery" of human existence;

· A conviction that society requires orders and classes that emphasize natural distinctions;

· A belief that property and freedom are closely linked;

· A faith in custom, convention, and prescription, and a recognition that innovation must be tied to existing traditions and customs, which entails a respect for the political value of prudence.[19]
Some political scientists, such as Samuel P. Huntington, have seen conservatism as situational. Under this definition, conservatives are seen as defending the established institutions of their time.[20] According to Quintin Hogg, the chairman of the British Conservative Party in 1959: "Conservatism is not so much a philosophy as an attitude, a constant force, performing a timeless function in the development of a free society, and corresponding to a deep and permanent requirement of human nature itself."[21] Conservatism is often used as a generic term to describe a "right-wing viewpoint occupying the political spectrum between [classical] liberalism and fascism".[1]
Conservatism has been called a "philosophy of human imperfection" by Noël O'Sullivan, reflecting among its adherents a negative view of human nature and pessimism of the potential to improve it through 'utopian' schemes.[22] Thomas Hobbes, the "intellectual godfather of the realist right", argued that the state of nature for humans was "poor, nasty, brutish, and short", requiring centralized authority with royal sovereignty to guarantee law and order.[23] Edmund Burke, often called the father of modern conservatism, believed that human beings are steeped in original sin and that society therefore needs traditional institutions, such as an established church and a landed aristocracy, in order to function.[7]
Tradition

Despite the lack of a universal definition, certain themes can be recognized as common across conservative thought. According to Michael Oakeshott[10-1-190]:
To be conservative […] is to prefer the familiar to the unknown, to prefer the tried to the untried, fact to mystery, the actual to the possible, the limited to the unbounded, the near to the distant, the sufficient to the superabundant, the convenient to the perfect, present laughter to utopian bliss.[24]
Such traditionalism may be a reflection of trust in time-tested methods of social organization, giving 'votes to the dead'.[25] Traditions may also be steeped in a sense of identity.[25]
Hierarchy

In contrast to the tradition-based definition of conservatism, some left-wing political theorists like Corey Robin define conservatism primarily in terms of a general defense of social and economic inequality.[26] From this perspective, conservatism is less an attempt to uphold old institutions and more "a meditation on—and theoretical rendition of—the felt experience of having power, seeing it threatened, and trying to win it back".[27] On another occasion, Robin argues for a more complex relation:

Conservatism is a defense of established hierarchies, but it is also fearful of those established hierarchies. It sees in their assuredness of power the source of corruption, decadence and decline. Ruling regimes require some kind of irritant, a grain of sand in the oyster, to reactivate their latent powers, to exercise their atrophied muscles, to make their pearls.[28]
In Conservatism: A Rediscovery (2022), political philosopher Yoram Hazony argues that, in a traditional conservative community, members have importance and influence to the degree they are honored within the social hierarchy, which includes factors such as age, experience, and wisdom.[29] Conservatives often glorify hierarchies, as demonstrated in an aphorism by conservative philosopher Nicolás Gómez Dávila: "Hierarchies are celestial. In hell all are equal."[30] The word hierarchy has religious roots and translates to 'rule of a high priest.'[31]
Authority

Authority is a core tenet of conservatism.[32]
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[33]
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[34] More specifically, conservatives tend to believe in traditional authority. According to Max Weber, this form of authority is "resting on an established belief in the sanctity of immemorial traditions and the legitimacy of those exercising authority under them".[35]
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[36] Alexandre Kojève distinguishes between two different forms of traditional authority:

· The Authority of the Father—represented by actual fathers as well as conceptual fathers such as priests and monarchs.

· The Authority of the Master—represented by aristocrats and military commanders.[37]
Robert Nisbet acknowledges that the decline of traditional authority in the modern world is partly linked with the retreat of old institutions such as guild, order, parish, and family—institutions that formerly acted as intermediaries between the state and the individual.[38]
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[39] Hannah Arendt argues that the modern world suffers an existential crisis with a "dramatic breakdown of all traditional authorities," which are needed for the continuity of an established civilization.[40]
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[41] 
Historical background
Edmund Burke has been widely regarded as the philosophical founder of modern conservatism.[42]
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[43] He served as the private secretary to the Marquis of Rockingham and as official pamphleteer to the Rockingham branch of the Whig party.[44] Together with the Tories, they were the conservatives in the late 18th century United Kingdom.[45]
Burke's views were a mixture of conservatism and republicanism. He supported the American Revolution of 1775–1783 but abhorred the violence of the French Revolution of 1789–1799. He accepted the conservative ideals of private property and the economics of Adam Smith, but he thought that capitalism should remain subordinate to the conservative social ethic and that the business class should be subordinate to aristocracy.[46] He insisted on standards of honor derived from the medieval aristocratic tradition and saw the aristocracy as the nation's natural leaders.[47] That meant limits on the powers of the Crown, since he found the institutions of Parliament to be better informed than commissions appointed by the executive. He favored an established church, but allowed for a degree of religious toleration.[48] Burke ultimately justified the social order on the basis of tradition: tradition represented the wisdom of the species, and he valued community and social harmony over social reforms.[49]
Another form of conservatism developed in France in parallel to conservatism in Britain. It was influenced by Counter-Enlightenment works by philosophers such as Joseph de Maistre and Louis de Bonald.[50] Many continental conservatives do not support separation of church and state, with most supporting state cooperation with the Catholic Church, such as had existed in France before the Revolution. Conservatives were also early to embrace nationalism, which was previously associated with liberalism and the Revolution in France.[51] Another early French conservative, François-René de Chateaubriand, espoused a romantic opposition to modernity, contrasting its emptiness with the 'full heart' of traditional faith and loyalty.[52] Elsewhere on the continent, German thinkers Justus Möser and Friedrich von Gentz criticized the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of the Citizen that came of the Revolution. Opposition was also expressed by German idealists such as Adam Müller and Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, the latter inspiring both leftist and rightist followers.[53]
Both Burke and Maistre were critical of democracy in general, though their reasons differed. Maistre was pessimistic about humans being able to follow rules, while Burke was skeptical about humans' innate ability to make rules. For Maistre, rules had a divine origin, while Burke believed they arose from custom. The lack of custom for Burke, and the lack of divine guidance for Maistre, meant that people would act in terrible ways. Both also believed that liberty of the wrong kind led to bewilderment and political breakdown. Their ideas would together flow into a stream of anti-rationalist, romantic conservatism, but would still stay separate. Whereas Burke was more open to argumentation and disagreement, Maistre wanted faith and authority, leading to a more illiberal strain of thought.[54] (2)

Psychological Considerations…

Conscientiousness
The Big Five personality model has applications in the study of political psychology. It has been found by several studies that individuals who score high in Conscientiousness (the quality of working hard and being careful) are more likely to possess a right-wing political identification.[362]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservatism" \l "cite_note-363" 
[363]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservatism" \l "cite_note-364" 
[364] Since conscientiousness is positively related to job performance,[365]
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[366] a 2021 study found that conservative service workers earn higher ratings, evaluations, and tips than social liberal ones.[367]
Disgust sensitivity

A number of studies have found that disgust is tightly linked to political orientation. People who are highly sensitive to disgusting images are more likely to align with the political right and value traditional ideals of bodily and spiritual purity, tending to oppose, for example, abortion and gay marriage.[368]
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[371]
Research in the field of evolutionary psychology has also found that people who are more disgust sensitive tend to favor their own in-group over out-groups.[372] A proposed reason for this phenomenon is that people begin to associate outsiders with disease while associating health with people similar to themselves.[373]
The higher one's disgust sensitivity is, the greater the tendency to make more conservative moral judgments. Disgust sensitivity is associated with moral hypervigilance, which means that people who have higher disgust sensitivity are more likely to think that suspects of a crime are guilty. They also tend to view them as evil, if found guilty, and endorse harsher punishment in the setting of a court.[374]
Authoritarianism

The right-wing authoritarian personality (RWA) is a personality type that describes somebody who is highly submissive to their authority figures, acts aggressively in the name of said authorities, and is conformist in thought and behavior.[375] According to psychologist Bob Altemeyer, individuals who are politically conservative tend to rank high in RWA.[376] This finding was echoed by Theodor W. Adorno in The Authoritarian Personality (1950) based on the F-scale personality test.

A study done on Israeli and Palestinian students in Israel found that RWA scores of right-wing party supporters were significantly higher than those of left-wing party supporters.[377] However, a 2005 study by H. Michael Crowson and colleagues suggested a moderate gap between RWA and other conservative positions, stating that their "results indicated that conservatism is not synonymous with RWA".[378]
According to political scientist Karen Stenner, who specializes in authoritarianism, conservatives will embrace diversity and civil liberties to the extent that they are institutionalized traditions in the social order, but they tend to be drawn to authoritarianism when public opinion is fractious and there is a loss of confidence in public institutions.[379]
Ambiguity intolerance

In 1973, British psychologist Glenn Wilson published an influential book providing evidence that a general factor underlying conservative beliefs is "fear of uncertainty".[380] A meta-analysis of research literature by Jost, Glaser, Kruglanski, and Sulloway in 2003 found that many factors, such as intolerance of ambiguity and need for cognitive closure, contribute to the degree of one's political conservatism and its manifestations in decision-making.[381]

 HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Conservatism" \l "cite_note-382" 
[382] A study by Kathleen Maclay stated that these traits "might be associated with such generally valued characteristics as personal commitment and unwavering loyalty". The research also suggested that while most people are resistant to change, social liberals are more tolerant of it.[383]
Social dominance orientation

Social dominance orientation (SDO) is a personality trait measuring an individual's support for social hierarchy and the extent to which they desire their in-group be superior to out-groups. Psychologist Felicia Pratto and her colleagues have found evidence to support the claim that a high SDO is strongly correlated with conservative views and opposition to social engineering to promote equality. Pratto and her colleagues also found that high SDO scores were highly correlated with measures of prejudice.[384]
However, David J. Schneider argued for a more complex relationships between the three factors, writing that "correlations between prejudice and political conservatism are reduced virtually to zero when controls for SDO are instituted, suggesting that the conservatism–prejudice link is caused by SDO".[385] Conservative political theorist Kenneth Minogue criticized Pratto's work, saying:

It is characteristic of the conservative temperament to value established identities, to praise habit and to respect prejudice, not because it is irrational, but because such things anchor the darting impulses of human beings in solidities of custom which we do not often begin to value until we are already losing them. Radicalism often generates youth movements, while conservatism is a condition found among the mature, who have discovered what it is in life they most value.[386]
A 1996 study by Pratto and her colleagues examined the topic of racism. Contrary to what these theorists predicted, correlations between conservatism and racism were strongest among the most educated individuals, and weakest among the least educated. They also found that the correlation between racism and conservatism could be accounted for by their mutual relationship with SDO.[387]
Happiness

In his book Gross National Happiness (2008), Arthur C. Brooks presents the finding that conservatives are roughly twice as happy as social liberals.[388] A 2008 study suggested that conservatives tend to be happier than social liberals because of their tendency to justify the current state of affairs and to remain unbothered by inequalities in society.[389] A 2012 study disputed this hypothesis, demonstrating that conservatives expressed greater personal agency (e.g., personal control, responsibility), more positive outlook (e.g., optimism, self-worth), and more transcendent moral beliefs (e.g., greater religiosity, greater moral clarity).[390] (3)

Under the heading of ideological variants Wikipedia noted 9 broad varieties, namely, authoritarian, liberal, nationalistic, paternal, progressive, reactionary, religious, social, and traditional forms of conservatism, along with national variants. (4)

2. Ahistorical Considerations (in trying to understand a more general point of view)


There is an argument to be made, “that conservatives are ‘conservative’ because they want to preserve their current sense and semblance of privilege.”
 (5)


Hence the preferences expressed above for traditions; hierarchy; the respect of authority and social order; traditional institutions like, e.g., monarchy, the church, etc.; the preservation of property, and the regular succession of ownership of the same, etc. (6)


Perhaps, too, where people of relatively lower status sympathetically aspire to seek advancement in economic status, etc. But, such notions are also dependent upon the perceived possibility that such advancement is available and can be availed of, say, through hard work, good luck, the successful management of our resources and investments, etc. However, such a notion of social mobility may well be more of an illusion. Where it is not enough to just work hard but also be born into a family with the necessary accumulation of social capital? (7)

Citing a recent publicly disseminated email from David McDivitt (18 November 2024):

My main complaint with conservativism as you know, is as a view to maintain privilege or keep what you have, and reflects monarchy and aristocracy which continue eroding through time. The South in the USA has a lot of poor working conservatives. The American dream of prosperity remains strong. Because that dream means so much to them they will not speak against rich people. They want to be rich themselves. To them the fact there are rich means they too can be rich. This has some similarity to Calvinism. Contrast that with Marxism when the peasants rise up and overthrow the rich and you understand why that doesn't happen in the USA, or elsewhere in the West for that matter. (8)


I am sympathetic to this point of view. However, in view of my recent criticism of the notion of ‘positions’ in my recently finished Book 12, in The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline, Volume III, I would like to argue that these aspirations in, all probability, would or could run across the entire gamut of society to varying degrees, but, that what more establishes a predilection for the conservative mindset, if that idea were to be granted provisionally, may well be more a reaction to change, namely, a reluctance to change or a reluctance to affirm the need for change, or similar? I would also like to argue that the very notion of ‘being a conservative’ is also formed, in contemporaneous terms of reference, in apposition to what ‘being a conservative is not envisaged as being’. Let me elaborate on this particular type of insight. (9)


In Book 12 I argued that the very ‘position’ of positions is untenable, and, that we arrive at such an idea in lived-reality through a triangulation of approaches (or the successive triangulation of the successive triangulation of an ongoing economy of approaches where the minimum number of approaches necessary is three, but, that does not limit the total number of approaches that could be invoked). Now, the overlapping of those approaches is also weighted to the intensity of the invocation of the approaches adopted and adapted in pursing this task. I argued that a positionalist wishes to define and defend the fortification of their speculatively envisaged ‘position’, but, that they are ‘stuck outside’ the metaphorical walls of that impossible semblance of a ‘position’ because they can never attain, obtain. or fully appropriate such an impossible positioning. Defining themselves through apposition to what they are not leaves their psychic sense of gravity outside the walls of their imagined sense and semblance of a ‘position’. But, in this day and age of an emasculated, weakened, if not a fully deconstructed semblance of the Left, the conservative is now, more than ever, at a loss as to how to currently re-define themselves (in an ongoing economy of self-re(-)definition, etc.) and re-defend their semblance of its apparent positioning given this appearance of the Left as missing in action? (10)


With a relatively incoherent, scattered, disintegrated Left in degrees of disarray (that might be dated back to the 1980s in the face of a political shift to the Right) a person on the Right would have to more re-invent themselves along new and novel lines? Hence, my belief, that through these preoccupations with themes and memes of the Culture Wars we might surmise that all this smoke and mirrors, and this very visible dancing around such issues, is more a desperate desire to find some contrast (a bit like the knob on old fashion television sets which one would use in order to darken up the darker sections of an image). Or, more probably, with the Left, effectively, and seemingly having less Media to operate in, in order to disseminate a Left-wing point of view, for a person with a conservative mindset to re-find this sense and semblance of a contrast a new contrast of sorts has had to be invented. Witness the apparent ‘usefulness’ of the culture wars and its preoccupation with trans-gender issues, Critical Race Theory, and similar as a ‘negative touchstone’ against which the Contemporary Conservative can then define themselves against? (11)


For this speculative appreciation to work we would need to note at least some of the following pre-conditions, namely, a disorganized semblance of the Left; or, with a similar effect, a Left less able to disseminate its cultural and political points of view. This aspect could be argued for given the appearance that Legacy Media has rolled over to the Right by echoing talking points from the Right, overlooking contradictions and other anomalies on the Right, refusing to endorse politicians on the Left (under the undue influence of their over-monied, overlords in ownership), calling for accountability on the Left but not so much on the Right; further enabling enablers on the Right-hand side of politics; mistreating the notion of balance through a misunderstanding of a doctrine or policy of fairness as to where to draw the line between balance and the non-necessity to support such an ideal when that degree of balance is just not correctly called for. E.g., in reporting certain debates over law reform should we also interview rapists, murders, con artists, business fraudsters, and so on, in order to find the right balance in the ensuing journalism? Of course not, and it is sad that some sectors of traditional Media feel the need to re-balance the existential equation, e.g., by interviewing and reporting on climate deniers, the vaccine hesitant, or proponents directly or indirectly paid for by the petro-chemical industries, big pharma, or the gaggle of other ‘useful idiots’ spouting other talking points on social topics they obviously have little und3erstanding and awareness of the complexities that define the intractable nature of such issues, and so on. We can also blame the changing media landscape for a number of these defects as a result of an ever-diminishing patronage for Traditional Media and the cutting of cost and corners instituted by such a sector in the light of its shrinking finances, etc. (12)


We could also argue that in a politically polarized society that there would be two major discourses on both Left and Right, but, through an effectively diminished semblance of the dissemination on the Left that the major discourse on the Right is spreading across an imagined dividing line between these two worlds to colonize traditional sections on the Left that once were thought to be have been rusted on so to speak. E.g., blue collar works, member of the Lower Middle Class, migrants, etc. Such a state affairs being further accelerated through a general disenchantment and disgruntlement stemming from the incremental advancement of neo-liberal policy settings that further exacerbate such social forms of dissatisfaction. Where, I would like to also add, that the corrosive influence of donations in the political sphere is not only polarizing a Left-Right division of society but, in accordance with the observation of President Jimmy Carter, is also polarizing individual parties themselves. To this we could also add that in Australia the major political parties are also suffering from an ever-diminishing loss of the primary vote which I suspect is a result stemming from a widening of support for a populism in various forms and perhaps from the major parties not seemingly being able to listening to certain demographic sectors of their electorates which may well arise from an over-zealous desire to please a variety of businesses which effectively speak through their donations given in conjunction with a tone deafness to their electorates? (13)


Of course, there will be many influences working one way or the other, but, on balance, it behoves the political historian to delineate these influences and ascertain their comparative weight or influence in that period of time being scrutinized. (14)


To an unexpected extent, the political landscape has changed and although maintaining an oscillation to the Left and the Right a general movement to the Right appears to be continuing, witness the recent election in the US. (15)


In the form of a brief summary, my argument to this point is that contemporary conservatives, in attempting to find a viable contrast with the non-conservative side of politics, have had to more invent a viable form of a contrast given the relative non-dissemination of a Left from the perspective of the conservative person on the Right, and, where the vision of a Left may well be in such a degree of ineffective disarray, or some form of an equivalent non-event or effective absence? Hence this needed preoccupation by the representative person on the Right with their vision of the culture wars that, from the perspective of someone on the Left, leaves the latter rather nonplussed and scratching their heads as to why they would even bother with such ‘settled’ matters. For the Left being woke’ is being ‘respectful’. Whereas, from the Right, such attitudes are non-traditional, ‘extreme’, and far too ‘disruptive’. (16)

3. Trans-Historical Re-Considerations?


In order to understand what is meant by this expression ‘trans-historical’ I am attempting to channel my perception of Hegel’s critique of Kant in a movement back to the concrete specificity of the historically present versus the over-ahistorical orientations of the latter philosopher (not that I perceive such an orientation should be seen as a fault, but, that we need to recognize that an existential return to the specificity of the lived-moment needs to be turned towards after such a lengthy form of treatment (in territory that is more meta-philosophical, if not metaphysical, in scope). That the disciplinarian, be they either a philosopher or historian, or so on, needs to return to this world as lived and not to a world forever frozen and fixed in the eternal aspic of analysis, etc. Indeed, by such means taking a more transformational approach (through noting the implications of a philosophy of transformational retreatment in which the ahistorical elements of our research are, again, further suspended, and therein and thereby, de-suspended… returning us to a more secular sense and semblance of this world as lived… in the midst of the uniqueness, surprise, suspense, and mystery of the ongoing moment!). (17)


In effect, the historian or philosopher, here as the political historian or the political philosopher, needs to develop an exposition, through a suitable form of narration, that allows the reader to relive the set/s and series of relative insights, be they relatively critical or radical in tenor, as formulated and disseminate by that type of disciplinarian.  Or, more briefly, the narration in question needs to have us re-living what the disciplinarian wishes to portray through having us re-animated by such problematic issues over the course of their narration in question and, then, re-directed in directions of possible resolution. In the light of this unstated, but understood, demand the more successful disciplinarian brings to life the nature of their disciplinary topic. If that were to be granted, what implications might devolve from such forms of engagement? (18)


Can, e.g., the historical be re-lived? I would like to relate here a YouTube video titled Portrait of a Genius: The Extraordinary Story of Francis William (London review of Books) as unravelled by the historian Fara Dabholwala in a lecture given at the Lydia and Manfred Gorvy Lecture Theatre at the Victoria and Albert Museum on 16 October 2024).
 This lecture recounts the back story, after much skilful historical research conducted by this historian, of a painting acquired by the V & A in 1929 that portrays the Black Jamaican polymath Francis Williams, surrounded by his books (many with titles in this painting) and various scientific instruments, etc. Apparently, this individual was nominated to join the Royal Society but his nomination was not successful and appears to have been squashed purely for reasons of racial prejudice. But, the point of my mentioning this specific lecture is that this historian, to my mind, has rendered their topic in a manner that re-lives the contours and trajectory of this topic and by doing so exemplifies this idea, and ideal, of doing history from a trans-historical-like perspective. Or, this point translated more widely, that the disciplinarian needs to exemplify their discourses from an equally trans-disciplinary sense of perspective. In effect, artistically and skilfully invite us to use our imaginations in re-simulating the dynamic contents of their discourse, and, now, our discourse, too, in such a manner that that the presentation now becomes something more than just ‘memorable’… (19)

4. Some ‘Final’ Conclusions


Now, in the light of the ideas being advanced in this essay, or, rather the skeleton of an essay, let me answer the question proposed in the Pre-Introduction. (20)


In highly provisional terms, I would contend in the past that a conservative philosophy would follow the usual modus operandi of a conservative philosophy, i.e., seek to preserve the status quo in terms of the social stratification of that society in question, or an idealized version of the same; be that in terms of its political leadership, the monarchy if present or sought to be restored, its religious organization/s and other institutions, the manner property is distributed, the rights and freedoms as currently apportioned or not apportioned among its members, and so on. (21)


However, recently, the political desire to be conservative, in apposition to the relatively non-conservative, is a more difficult process in self-identification to achieve given the fragmentary or diminished aspect/s of the non-conservatively oriented political world (Left). This difficulty in differentiation is further compounded by the polarization of society, diminished access to the dissemination of Left-leaning forms of political thought when ensconced in a Right-wing sense and semblance of world (in a so-called ‘silo’), and v.v.,  and when a sense of identity is also being thematized by the various reasons that might also be driving a Far-Right or Hard-Right with an Ultra-Right sense and semblance of perspective given that everyone in society might be taking on a more polarized perspective given, e.g., the less obvious influences of a general disenchantment and disgruntlement provoked by the net consequences of an incrementally, more deeply ensconced neo-liberal policy settings with an ongoing disempowerment and disenfranchisement
 of the overall population but especially in the Middle Middle-Class and the Lower Middle-Class (with those demographics being defined in economic terms of reference, say, in terms of income, etc.). (22)


I.e., in the light of such trends, the Republican Party (GOP) has veered more to the Right (and, therefore, moving more towards the Ultra-Right); is less beholden to a more traditional view of a conservative philosophy from, say, twenty years ago; has signed up to a more isolationist stance (as a recurrent feature of the American political landscape) along with a certain degree of populism (especially in view of how skilfully Trump has been able to capture the economically disenchanted and the disgruntled). (23)


‘Where to now for the conservative movement?’ that we could well ask. In Trump’s complete takeover of the Republican Party there now seems to be no room for the more traditional style of conservativism and this might explain the five to ten percent of the Right-voting public heading (again) for Harris (with that type of support being shown by an assortment of conservatives like, e.g., Liz Chaney, Dick Chaney, Arnold Swatzenegger, Adam Kinzinger, Jeff Flake, et al)?
 (24)


Perhaps, in creating new sets of political needs and new expectations the role of an old-style conservatism has been successfully replaced? This is one interpretation that is often voiced by the Left that the GOP is now a ‘cult’, a party out to demonstrate its loyalty to its leader… (25)


On the other hand, in presenting a desire to return to the past Trump has effectively badged the GOP as a party that does not like change, contra the vision present by Kamala Harris, but, in view of his other expressions of disruption, one must wonder how this alternative view and vision of Trump will sit with his ‘conservative’ audience seeking a return to a ‘golden age’, be that of a re-envisaged time during Trump’s first presidency or of an earlier era? (26)


We also have the problem raised, in passing, in a previous essay, namely, surely a ‘dysfunctional democracy’ would be ‘one where people would collectively vote against their own interests?’
Perhaps the definition of a ‘dysfunctional democracy’ is one where ‘the majority of voters actually vote against their own interests contra the classical economic position ‘that the guiding hand of the market, through the rational exercise of needs, would automatically supervene’. Well so much for theory...
 [46] (27)

Admittedly, inserting ourselves into this equation of ‘what would or would not constitute an overall improvement in the interests of a set of demographic categories?’ is already somewhat problematic. Still, in a suspension of our observations and finding even Americans asking similar questions it would appear that voting may well be more of an emotional event rather than a simple cognitive evaluation of our own self-interests or the interests of a similar group of like-minded people. That, in this regard, a polarized America has become more ‘tribal’ and your affiliations and loyalty for one team or other are seemingly more important and simple to consider than a complex computation that sets out to calculate a differential benefit from voting for one side or the other (be that both up and down the ticket with a less likely prospect for a splitting of the ticket unless local candidates provoke strong feelings one way or the other). (28)


That more basically, electorates have a tribal predilection that trumps divergences from your past voting habits. That granted, we might then assume that whether a party remains conservative or is relatively anti-conservative in its presented policies on its advertised platform may well neither be here nor there as far as the electorate goes. Even appeals to conservative principles, it seems, will very quickly be jettisoned should other considerations be found prioritised. Even though the GOP, e.g., has for years preached the virtues of small government, cutting government expenses, and so on, still, with Trump spending seven trillion dollars over four years this fact of such excessive expenditure was barely mentioned by Republicans except those running in the Primaries against Trump. That, the point being made here is that a party can be ‘conservative’ in name but equally diverge in practice when and where it feels it suits its own purposes, without being seriously called to account, since the tribal nature of politics may well be a much more important factor as to how people will actually vote regardless of whether they will announce or not announce that these policy differences before or after an election. Pollsters are confronting the paradoxical phenomenon where a small but vital set of people will not actually declare (honestly) for whom they will be voting, and, another cohort, predominantly young people, posting for whom they will vote for or have voted for, say, on Facebook, or some other site in Social-Media
 without any qualms whatsoever. (29)


Therefore, given such ideas as outlined, where to for our political worlds in general? Much as I would like to speculate, it is my belief that in setting up certain trajectories certain preconditions for chaotic divergences are in store which could include, but not necessarily, some of the following themes and their variations? 

1. A US that is paralysed by conflicting political trajectories?

2. A Russia either much diminished in its projection of world power, or, a Russia that could be radically reconstituted if not radically deconstructed?

3. A China in a period of stagflation, or similar, in a manner reminiscent of that experienced by the Japanese from the late 1980s?

4. An Australia that enters of a period of stasis where in relative terms, but, where things are more likely to go backwards than forwards?

5. The possibility of either a return to inflation and/or financial collapses given unchecked spending and debt, fragile supply chains, trade wars (over tariffs, etc.), etc?

6. The world of Brexit not being able to establish an alternative to the political and economic status quo?

6. A more independent Europe but one also beset by either stasis or disruptions? (30)
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This primary preoccupation of this essay is to describe this phenomenon of polarization in politics. A general perspective is taken, without seeking fine detail. At the same time, this attempt at ‘diagnosis’ does not come with any strategies for ways to resolve this problem as found being articulated. In this regard, the reader might refer to my Three Critiques of Neo-Liberalism which can be found on Page 4 of my Home Page Site as an indication as to how I might go about formulating required processes of de-polarization.


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


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


� 	According to The Washington Post Fact Checker ‘Trump’s false or misleading claims total 20,537 over 4 years, about 21 erroneous claims per day.


� 	Titled Mr. Mackey, Jr. (making his entrance in Series One). This character counsels against ‘drugs’ but his behaviour belies this stance and so the expression takes on an ‘official’ reading versus the contextual pressures to counter-read it along more ironic lines.


� 	It is part of our social contract that in order to achieve some of our intentional aspirations we also have to take into account the aspirations of others, and v.v.


� 	I.e.., e.g., existential sentiments as discussed in Book 8. Where the accumulation of such sentiments are understood to form the perceived existential status of our ‘reputations’ (as expressed in and through a hype-economic sense of context).


� 	I am using this example as state of affairs that need not have strong connotational labels being attached to it which then allows me to work through a suitable appreciation of denotations first.


� 	I.e., through imposing and maintaining a suspension and without the de-suspension of that same suspension.


� 	On the basis of an archetypal economy of World, Object, and Ego it is argued that similar phenomenological states are aligned accordingly. Hence the pairing, e.g., of reduction with analysis, with retrospectivity, and with metaphors, the phenomenal-phenomenological, with the economic (in the overall economy of the economic including the hyper-economic, the economic and the non-economic), etc. Hence, we can give a more complex reading of a certain economy by juxtaposing it with some other relevant economy. In this essay I have juxtaposed ‘the nominative economy; with ‘the interrogative economy’ along with ‘the economy of the hermeneutic circle of comprehension’, e.g., etc., as to be found in this paragraph 18.


� 	A propositional world of just bare nominatives could superficially be presented, as in the form of lists, but even lists, to function, need to be suitably labelled.


� 	The existential equivalence of these ideas of the ‘pro-relational’ and the ‘trans-relational’ are explored in Book 8.


� 	Defined as ‘confirmed in real time’ or ‘verified not in real time’. The reiteration of either confirmation and/or verification results in what I term to be its conformal status (in its currently affirmed truth determination).


� 	Implying, at the same time that we mustn’t overdo it. That, in this regard, we must be pragmatic and neither a negative nihilist nor an ideologue. Or, by default, recognize the role played by being a positive nihilism as explored in Book 8. That the pragmatist must also argue for a pragmatic holism.


� 	Or, equally, as an existential-pragmatist.


� 	I.e., accept our epistemological and ontological limitations; be a pragmatic-existentialist/existential-pragmatist; and, avoid all forms of impossible unimodalism, bimodalism, absolutism and relativism, etc!


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


� 	Refer to the magazine New Scientist; the article titled Ultra-processed, ultra-confusing by Graham Lawton;  28 October 2023, p.41-43.


� 	Such an approach, as here radically abbreviated, has not touched on a plethora of concepts,  like e.g., the empty, emptiness, conditions, dharmas, dharma, etc., etc.


� 	Again, admittedly, my reading of history here is far too simplistic for it to ‘stand on its own’, without innumerable qualifications, etc.


� 	As opposed to a negative nihilist. A philosopher whose position is not predicated on absolutistical notions of representation, substance, self, etc.


� 	I have argued that discontinuities characterize the evolutions and revolutions as recorded in our ‘histories of the past’; that expected continuities will continue to characterize our ‘histories of the future’; but, that non-continuities characterize the distinctive events that allow us to formulate our current ‘histories of the present’. That ideally, the discipline of history is a mix of all three orientations whether either overtly recognized or covertly unrecognized as such.


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


� 	That the raison d’être of narratives is the resolution of either overt and/or covert narrational anomalies, but, where those processes of resolution will be rarely finalized (since compete resolution is the end of the narrational relationship, and, we are usually too beholden to our narrational relationships to oversee their effective demise. Effectively continuing the conversation through additional processes of re-problematization, etc.).


� 	‘Finalities’ is an allusion to my ironic ‘definitive histories’ (as paralleling Rortean ‘final vocabularies’, etc.). All heading, correctly, are meant as ‘provisionally conformal’. I.e., pragmatically the best that can be presented at this moment in time by this person or this group of people working collectively (although all presentations cannot escape covert forms of collective input and output).


� 	Link: � HYPERLINK "https://theconversation.com/following-the-voice-failure-indigenous-politicians-are-calling-for-the-uns-declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples-to-be-implemented-what-is-it-and-what-would-it-mean-219695?fbclid=IwAR2fjf-VXsRqb6dR4PI41ZANNmPb0K6_90hutkdqdLPJDKf4HbpiyeMMMRo" �https://theconversation.com/following-the-voice-failure-indigenous-politicians-are-calling-for-the-uns-declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples-to-be-implemented-what-is-it-and-what-would-it-mean-219695?fbclid=IwAR2fjf-VXsRqb6dR4PI41ZANNmPb0K6_90hutkdqdLPJDKf4HbpiyeMMMRo�


� 	Charles Prouse; On the Voice to Parliament; Hachette Australia, 2023, 11- 13.


� 	Ibid., p. 11-13.


� 	Ibid., p. 30-40.


� 	Ibid., p. 19-20.


� 	Ibid., p. 70.


� 	Ibid., p.70. Prouse deals with this trope at length and his observations are quite detailed 


� 	Citing the Wikipedia page: 2023 Australian Indigenous Voice referendum.


� 	As noted by Charles Prouse; e.g., Section I.D (p.11)


� 	This same person, on another occasion, had related to me an incident that when he was driving the day before with his son and, in passing a car with a non-New Australian along with his son when the son of the latter screamed out the car window at my friend’s son ,“bloody Wog,” and my friend’s son immediately countered by shouting, “bloody Ocker.” No doubt, prejudices and misperceptions can work both ways.


� 	Charles Prouse; On the Voice to Parliament; Hachette Australia, 2023, p. 47, 51.


� 	Ibid., p. 56.


� 	Ibid., p. 57.


� 	Refer to my essay: Pursuit, III.7X titled: The Great Transformation aka The Great Disruption (Book 6). 


� 	The Conversation, January 15, 2024 1.41pm AEDT 


� 	Ibid., p. 58-59.


� 	As outlined in Section I.C.


� 	Witness the Northern Territory National Emergency Response also known as ‘The Intervention’ set up under Prime Minister Howard but lasted from 2007 to 2012. This Act was amended four times under Prime Ministers Rudd and Gillard. Finally repealed by the Gillard government and replaced by the Stronger Futures in the Northern Territory Act 2012.


� 	Given that we have a number of different First Nations perhaps their implied sovereignty should be explicitly recognized first before the formation of a National Treaty although such a process could be streamlined at a national level? Interestingly, from my own reading, I see anthropologists in the very early 1900s were talking about such nations qua ‘nations’, as political entities, as having their own representatives, laws, agreements with surrounding nations, etc. Sadly, this process of negotiating treaties has gone on far too long and needs to be more quickly brought to a head. To cement such a process, these nations need to have physical non-symbolic symbols of their unceded rights to certain lands act as focal points for further developing a pride in their connection to country, and so on. That such a multi-dimensional political arrangement is how we live our lives in this world already. Everyone one has many masters and mistresses to deferentially observe and serve contrary the Christian myth that we can only serve one master (itself contrary to the Biblical advice that we render unto Caesars what belongs to Caesar, etc.). As noted by Prose, such steps actually contribute to Nation building for all people in this country and will benefit all Australians, be that either directly or indirectly. It should also be noted that even among Aboriginal family a recognition of their diverse ancestral connections is also something that they are negotiating and it will be necessary for this connection to country be more decided on a necessary broadening of just who can identify with a certain country or set of countries. But, these issues will best be left to individual communities themselves to resolve, hopefully, along more inclusive lines (just as what must also occur in non-Indigenous communities). A transformation of the multi-cultural landscape along the lines of what I term as a ‘poly-political pluralism’, etc. Refer to the essay in the volume of essays titled: The Transformation through Re-Self-Organization? The Beneficial Engineering of Social Change:  Part LX: Polyvalency(?) (29.6.12). The reader might also like to refer to the essay Appendix D: A Brief Sketch of an Innovative Approach to the Reversal of Indigenous Inequality in Australia as a Template for the Possible Reversal of Non-Indigenous Inequality, and v.v. (30.5.18)


� 	Wikipedia: 2023 Australian Indigenous Voice referendum.


� 	That a number of Indigenous leaders would also like to see removed, e.g., Section 51 (xxvi) of the Constitution, which gives Parliament the power to make special laws on behalf of a particular race. Refer to Prouse, On the Voice to the Parliament, p. 59.


� 	II.4, etc. A theme finding a covert thematization in Book 9, and a more overt formulation in the next essay XE. Conformalized Transformational Retreatment: The Reversal of the Philosophical Economy in the Exercise of an Economy of Insight Formation.


� 	Through economic complexification, etc. Refer to the next essay: XE.


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


� 	Refer to my classification of types of conjectures that can be entertained. Pursuit, III.XIB.34-43.


� 	I am paraphrasing a conversion observed on a YouTube video when an ardent pro-life supporter was asked a similar set of questions.


� 	An allusion to the Republican Herschel Walker (with possibly a similar second allegation?).


� 	Assuming what I perceive to be a repurposed metaphysical-like disciplinary approach as discussed, say, in Book 9.


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


� 	Polyvalency I, 9.


� 	E.g., shifts in either political and/or religious affiliations, in respect of levels of education either attained or not attained, gender, sexual orientation, types of relationships being entered into, forms of racial and cultural identity that one has no directly engaged relationship with, etc.


� 	Ibid., 9.


� 	Ibid., 32.


� 	E.g., when a person wishes to define themselves as a ‘Goth’ and has friends that identify both them and each other in a similar manner. Such mutual identification applying to any polyvalent value that an individual or community of such individuals might wish to adopt and adapt. That in the consistent and coherent adoption of an identificational value it then behooves the wider community to show a certain minimal degree of mutual respectfulness for such identificational adaptation (regardless of our personal feelings either for or against such matters). Thence an implicit ‘call’ for a working suspension of such matters along with a mutual working through on all such elated issues by all parties concerned.


� 	Citing The Time Literary Supplement, No. 6266, May 5 2023; Man of margins, review by Boris Dralyuk. 


� 	In this background, I am citing much of this article referred to in TLS. 


� 	The Museum of Holocaust Art, inaugurated in 2005.


� 	This collection then remained in private ownership for the first ten years.


� 	A similar set of arguments could be raised re the creation of Israel. 


� 	The movement of cultural artefacts is not without its risks. E.g., when I visited the Percival Foundation in London, now located in the British Museum, they had just had returned from the United States one of their iconic ceramic vases from the Yuan Dynasty, which under x-ray, was now found to have developed a fine hairline crack which meant that that vase was not now going to travel anywhere else. At least between London and Athens we can now travel by train unlike the transport of the Elgin Marbles which travel by sailing ships.


� 	The probability of damage to cultural properties in transit is ever-present and their organized transit often incurs horrendous and prohibitive insurance premiums.


� 	Referenced in Polyvalency I, 9, footnote 17.


� 	On this topic of political inauthenticity refer to the recent essay Pursuit, III.XIIJ.


� 	E.g., the perceived rise of the Australian national identity has often been conducted through a series of cultural myths that completely overlook the fact that its Indigenous peoples should have a first place and a role in such myth-making which, for all practical purposes, seems to start and end with the arrival of James Cook… It could be argued that failure of the referendum for the Voice exemplifies this form of ‘cultural blindness’?


� 	I.e., their over-insistence on a certain current form of political ascription, by a self-perceived traditionalist, could well be quite contemporary in origination and without a well-rooted sense of historical precedence. Then, on the other hand, people who profess radical forms of political-self-ascription need not be that radical in actual practice.


� 	As already suggested in paragraph 55.


� 	E.g., in chess we can play a game, watch a game, play a game with a computer programmed for the same, watch a computer play another or itself, go through the notation of a game, watch a game being played out on tv, etc.


� 	I had a memorable half day in Leipzig a few years ago when my visit co-occurred with a Goth convention. Seeing such a large number of strangely dressed individuals in black garb wandering about the city provoked me into having to re-assess my vision of reality. To some extent, for that day, they became the new reality and felt my ordinary clothes to now be somewhat strange. 


� 	Disvaluation as a ‘process of devaluation’ (an expression introduced in my Thesis, Versions 1 and 2).


� 	Editorial note: To this formular (dealing with passive and active modes) I now add an existentially oriented ‘through-others’ wherein we mutually find a considerable proportion of our overall sense and semblance of freedom.


� 	This concern being noted, e.g., in essay-paper Part LIX.38-40. 


� 	Refer to LIX.29.


� 	Editorial note: In a politically polarized society political parties will try to capture the majority of their demographic heartland and then, ideally, attempt to win through micro-encroaching on their opposition? As a result, the stability of a so-called ‘political center’ is somewhat eviscerated?


� 	One must ask just where do multinational business organizations fit in this Contemporary scheme? As trans-national organizations or local entities in their own right even if trans-national in scope? Perhaps it is more a matter of governance, i.e., to what extent is that organization run along democratic lines and not as a military-like operation? The same questions applying to non-governmental organizations as well as national or local institutions like hospitals, government departments, etc. To what extent is this trend to a democratization of institutions being obstructed, augmented, obviated by other novel institutions taking up this type of challenge if more traditional institutions are not participating in this form of Contemporary transformation? E.g., is the union movement being bypassed or is it being taken up, in some instances, through work place agreements conducted on an equitable basis (where certain workers being in demand are able to claim or maintain reasonable standards of employment as well as entering into more mutual, flexible forms of employment?)?


� 	Or, on a meta-textual level as a hermeneut (interpreter of relevant texts) adopting and adapting a set of polyvalent approaches applicable to the nature of their research, e.g., as a philosopher or critic, historian, cultural commentator, etc.


� 	Editorial note: I.e., through practicing suitable forms of working suspensions.


� 	Playing off denotation with connotation.


� 	Textual ‘form’ and meta-textual ‘format’. A super-mode-of-life/life-world being an integrated umbrella of conventions that are integrated rather than being treated as a hybrid bridging between two or more adjacent modes-of-life/life-worlds. The difference between say rules of the road for cars and the parallel rules for pedestrians and their interactive coincidence versus the super-life-world of games or sports and its subsuming of relatively integrated, distinctive rules for various sports and games from cricket to chess, card games to television quiz shows, etc. 


� 	Personally feel they should be made to live one whole week in their constuctions…


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


� 	It has been reported that even the residence of the Israeli PM has been attacked by a drone, albeit rather ineffectively.


� 	I envision here the inevitable use of armed drones being used by police forces, or similar.


� 	E.g., according to the latest figures disseminated by the Armed Forces of Ukraine (27.20.24), and generally accepted as reasonably accurate by multiple miscellaneous sources: the Russians have lost 9,120 tanks, 18,395 armoured vehicles, 19,872 artillery, 369 planes, 329 helicopters, 1 submarine. It should also be noted that mines are also taking out a large percentage of this land-based equipment.


� 	� HYPERLINK "https://www.asa.gov.au/aukus" �https://www.asa.gov.au/aukus�	


� 	� HYPERLINK "https://www.asa.gov.au/aukus/optimal-pathway" �https://www.asa.gov.au/aukus/optimal-pathway�	


�� 	� HYPERLINK "https://www.asa.gov.au/aukus/nuclear-non-proliferation" �https://www.asa.gov.au/aukus/nuclear-non-proliferation�


� 	History repeats itself. A similar occurrence occurred after the collapse of the Ming dynasty.


� 	� HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/world/2023/mar/14/aukus-nuclear-submarines-australia-commits-substantial-funds-into-expanding-us-shipbuilding-capacity" �https://www.theguardian.com/world/2023/mar/14/aukus-nuclear-submarines-australia-commits-substantial-funds-into-expanding-us-shipbuilding-capacity� My use of bold.


� 	BBC: 14 March 2023; by Kathryn Armstrong, Frances Mao & Tom Housden in London, Singapore and Sydney: � HYPERLINK "https://www.bbc.com/news/world-australia-64945819" �https://www.bbc.com/news/world-australia-64945819�


� 	Given AUKUS’ 30-year time frame, there is no easy way to draw a cost comparison… However, AUKUS is forecast to increase defence spending from 2.05 to 2.20 per cent of GDP. This constitutes 1/14 or seven per cent of the total defence budget, a significant portion… It includes purchasing between three and five Virginia class submarines, designing and building eight AUKUS class submarines, upgrading naval infrastructure, investments in submarine production lines, workforce education and training, etc. Refer to United States Studies Centre: Explainer: AUKUS’ economics – the price of a megaproject; Haley Channer, 21 march 2023. � HYPERLINK "https://www.ussc.edu.au/explainer-aukus-economics-the-price-of-a-megaproject" �https://www.ussc.edu.au/explainer-aukus-economics-the-price-of-a-megaproject� 


� 	For two views posted in The Conversation, one pro and one contra the purchasing of these submarines, refer to section 34.
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� 	A political-pluralism as previously explored in this same Book 10 in the sixth essay XF. In some sense this is a continuation, a Polyvalency III in which the most radical notions of self-re-identification could possibly be conceived, namely, gender alignment and gender re-assignment, etc.


� 	‘TERFS’ is a derogatory abbreviation for ‘trans-exclusionary radical feminism’ and is used synonymously or in an overlap with ‘gender-critical feminism’ in an opposition to trans-gender rights, etc.


� 	Refer to Section 2.3.


� 	The Economist; Who’s Afraid of Judith Butler? the “godmother of queer theory”? April 25, 2024. 


� 	The New Yorker; Parul Sehgal; April 20, 2024. 


� 	Where an ideological extremism is immediately obviated through the use of ‘working suspensions’, e.g., through the use of questions, analogies and other forms of modelling, heuristic devices, etc.


� 	Judith Butler; Who’s Afraid of Gender? Page 76.


� 	Ibid., p. 13.


� 	Ibid., p. 87.


� 	Ibid., p. 6.


� 	Ibid., p. 230.


� 	Ibid., p. 264, etc.


� 	Ibid., p. 12-13, 261.


� 	In another essay contemporaneous with this essay, I will address this question when does the naturalistic fallacy, e.g., breakdown, etc., and, just how can we move between descriptive, prescriptive and proscriptive sub-economies, etc? Refer, e.g., to Pursuit, III.XII.195, etc.


� 	One could imagine here how a certain item of church dogma is treated in a pseudo-scientific light as ‘true’ that is then further elevated to the absolutistical status of a ‘principle’ or definitive ‘truth’ that, at the same time, is patently contradicted by evidence that in turn has to be supressed and retranslated through that same dogmatic type of lens. E.g., that the Divine perfectly created just male and female. However, transcription errors in translation occur and this theme is explored in the next paragraph.


� 	The following link charts many of these chromosomal abnormalities. The more common variations in sex chromosomes and population frequency are: 45 chromosomes X (Turner syndrome) 1 in 2500; 47 chromosomes XXY (Klinefelter syndrome) 1 in 500 to 1 in 1000; 47 chromosomes XYY (XYY syndrome) 1 in 850 to 1 in 3000; and 47 chromosomes XXX, which has 1 in 1000. To add to this list we have, besides irregular combinations, both structural defects in individual chromosomes and in the phenomenon of a mosaicism where we have a mix of chromosomal combinations. Then, moving beyond the mere level of a chromosomal disposition, we have irregularities in their expression, epigenetic influences, hormonal contributions both before and after birth, sequential variations in physiological formation, disturbances through disease and cancers, adverse chemical influences and reactions, etc. 


� HYPERLINK "https://www.uptodate.com/contents/sex-chromsome-abnormalities" ��https://www.uptodate.com/contents/sex-chromsome-abnormalities� 


� 	Upon further research, and to my surprise, I discovered it is quite possible for a person to have the male combination of chromosomes (XY) but have the ostensive phenotype of a female (Swyer syndrome, 1 in 80,000 live births), and v.v., with the female combination (XX) but presenting with a male phenotype but a female karyotype (crossing a range in form from non-ambiguous male genitalia to ambiguity in genitalia with an incidence of 1 in 20,000 live births). Along with other combinations like XYY, XXX, etc., there are profound implication for how we might define what it means to be human in terms of the number of chromosomes – where a more informed definition would note a range from 45 to 49 (given, e.g., XXXXX), etc.


� 	In referencing the book whose translated title is A Biography of Ordinary Man (1985).


� 	This appellation is my designation for a ‘Left of Center’ currently unable to capture all spheres.


� 	In this instance ‘not the means of production’.


� 	‘Fortified’ is code for ‘a narrative that is neither ineffectively weak nor impossibly strong and is a conjecturally sound non-weak/non-strong form of formulation pragmatically proffering a series of approaches better able to resolve the anomalous difficulties being focused upon’.


� 	That the well-argued warnings of the economic-philosopher Thomas Piketty seem to be coming to fruition?


� 	As uploaded on my homepage site on Recent Paper, Page 4.


� 	On the occasion of that ideological contestment accidently triggered, as referred to in paragraph 44, it would have been quite productive to have later continued that debate, albeit in less ideological terms of engagement, on more informed grounds in order to address the problems so clearly demonstrated in trans-gender care as instanced, e.g., in the controversy surrounding the Tavistock Clinic in London. But, it should also be noted that with the closure of that clinic it was replaced by the creation of seven new regional hubs with two in London (which I believe are known as the London Transgender Clinic and Gender Identity Clinic). Obviously, there is a pressing need for such services that one must hope are being better funded, less under-staffed, less over-worked, and less ideologically organized for the better care of its patients, and, where a one-size fits all approach is duly dispensed with and where the best care possible is appropriately discharged… and where, I am hopeful, my earnest disputant can find some common agreement from which a more serious, less contentious, philosophical style of debate could ensue, without, I might add, the erasure of our differences as to how we would wish to individually approach such issues …?


� 	Judith Butler; Who’s Afraid of Gender? P. 171


� 	E.g., refer to footnotes 17 and 18.


� 	In all probability, hormonally laid down in the intrauterine environment along with the differentiation of co-associated sex centers in the hypothalamus, and so on. Without a doubt, another level or layer in transformational-transitions where the usual pathways are not necessarily always observed in the development and expression of the individual person.


� 	One of the ‘unintended’ consequences of this over-promoted debate is the loss of differentiated restrooms and their now universal replacement by unisexual toilets. Unfortunately, we meet creepy and malevolent people everywhere and we don’t have to predicate their occasional presence in one specific location. E.g., I am forever surprised at the variety and volume of fraudulent emails I receive on a daily basis to be made continually aware of that characteristic about the world despite the fact that I can also hold the idea that ‘most people are good hearted folk who have no intentional wish to harm others in any form’.


� 	Similarly, legally insisting that people go against their consciences may well be a worse offense that the perceived offense of not conforming to legally insisted upon dictates that would be better presented as ‘ideal guidelines’ for how members in current society are now expected to change their behaviours. In a similar manner, either insisting on the segregation of the sexes or the non-segregation of the sexes is something that requires much flexibility and it would be best left to the institutions themselves how they resolve such issues. Metaphorical ‘gear changes and the driving around corners’ are not instantaneous affairs even if treated in that manner. Witness the slow shift to the ordination of women in Christian churches (not unlike the very early church I would add as laments Paul on his first arrival in Rome when referring to female deacons?). Or, witness non-co-educational schools, or the desire for some religious fraternities to be segregated and for those denominations to also insist upon having segregated bathing, e.g., among their members, and so. The less ideologically oriented arguments and counter-arguments on such matters the better, and, let more reasonable people prevail on such unnecessary conflicts between old and new practices the better. An additional point to be made here is that too many intended and unintended meta-complications, meta-meta-complications are allowed to intrude in the our considerations of these more basic problems or anomalies given that societies are ever in a state of transition, and transitioning, whether we like that state of affairs or not. It is who we are, as a work in progress, evolving, and where we should stop either trying to make a few people happy or all people happy, but seek, instead, a more moderate middle path between such currently contested issues and let time, itself, hopefully resolve such issues from a more cultural-intercultural set of perspectives. As a rule of thumb, seeking or expecting a reasonable persistence and consistence in the expression of forms of politically-pluralism and, where, on balance, no harm is done by either proponents or antagonists or counter-proponents...


� 	Take, e.g., the wages of women in Australia in comparison to the comparable wages of men when politician has been preaching the unfulfilled promise of a wage equality for ever and a day. Or, e.g., the apparently permanent political scandal of the Gap between the Indigenous and the Non-Indigenous populations in Australia. Or, e.g., where it has been calculated that 40% of the labour conducted in Australia is both unrecognized and unpaid.


� 	I.e., the complex metabolic pathways, etc., involved with, respectively, sugars, proteins and fats.


� 	Attempting to put such ‘intergenerational storms in teacups’ in a much wider perspective...


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


� 	Where, usually, the first 22 pairs of chromosomes are similar in appearance for both males and females.


� 	Refer to footnotes 16, 17, and 18, etc., in the previous essay Pursuit, III.X.9. E.g., XO; XX, XY; XXY, XYY, Trisomy 21 (Down syndrome); XXXX; XXXXX; etc. Furthermore, people can have a male karyotype (XY) with a feminine phenotype, and, a female karyotype (XX) with a masculine phenotype. Refer to ibid., footnote 18.


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


� 	As argued for by, e.g., David McDivitt.


� 	Link: � HYPERLINK "https://youtu.be/eZEAiXl6hNY?si=-YtS0XROLDCwErd9&sfnsn=mo" ��https://youtu.be/eZEAiXl6hNY?si=-YtS0XROLDCwErd9&sfnsn=mo� 


� 	I have referred elsewhere to the external empowerment/disempowerment and the internal enfranchisement/disenfranchisement of a certain life-world as reflecting the relative social presence or absence of a certain demographic life-world. That under the pressure of the political system, certain life-worlds will be either patronized by the ruling elites in order to garner their vote or relatively overlooked should a political majority not feel the need to seek such additional votes Could this emphasis upon the assumed mass of an identified majority explain Trump’s rather cavalier approach towards voting minorities, representatives of minor life-worlds, and so on?


� 	In the 2020 US elections about 5 percent of those who had previously voted for Trump in 2016 switching their vote.


� 	Pursuit, III.X10.46.	


� 	I found this question thoughtfully discussed in the following YouTube video: 


�HYPERLINK "Https://www.facebook.com/share/p/MwhzA5FnWXDUsjnK/"��Https://www.facebook.com/share/p/MwhzA5FnWXDUsjnK/�  


� 	Given Trump’s predilection for disruption and chaos, witness his poorly qualified cabinet picks; a practically even House of Congress with the GOP possessing a slim majority; a few GOP senators possibly prepared to work against Trump’s signaled intentions, etc?






