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Preface:
A: Pre-Introduction and Introduction

The somewhat obvious intent behind this specific book is, at the title suggests, overseeing the ‘advancement of democratic governance’. As argued here, and elsewhere, that all governance must possess at the very least a minimum democratic core the title more correctly should read ‘on the advancement of democratically oriented governance’. In other words, all forms of governance on the premise that the dissemination of political power could not be transmitted without that necessary precondition of a democratic core at the center of all dissemination. However, less obvious is the signaling of an ambivalence between the pessimistic and the optimistic, namely, on one hand, the fearful anxiety that liberally minded governments are being democratically undermined by populists, wanabe fascists, dictators, and so on, and on the other hand, we should remain optimistic given the belief that governments over the long run will become more democratic given that we all live on a progressive arc that is seeing the inevitable improvement of our lives along with the outward empowerment of minor life-worlds along with an internal enfranchisement of their naturally assigned residents, that, collectively, will further augment and enhance our overall sense and semblance of freedom.
 (0)


Now, when a reader finds a difficult section in these essays my advice is to move onward. Find the first paragraph of only one or two lines and restart your reading. Such a paragraph, most likely, is more meta-textual in orientation, i.e., set up to inform you what I am next attempting to talk about. In many ways my essays, or sections therein, could be classified as narrations that are either ‘going up the mountain’, with all the difficulties that might entail, or ‘going down the mountain’, with a greater sense of speed and focus given that I am now under the belief that I know where I am heading. (1)


Another way of seeing this collection of essays is to understand that from the metaphorical perspective of a ‘bird-eye’s view’ that my intent is very much in an alignment with the title of this book. However, from the surface of the text a more specific sense and semblance of the problematic is being worked through. However, in the metaphorical ‘weeds’, below the ‘surface’ of the text, if you could imagine that, I am continually exploring the applied ramifications of my economic-ordered heuristic. Here the going can be quite difficult. To assist my reader in this regard I have added a Foreword where I briefly discuss these two key concept in these essays, namely, the ‘economic’ and the ‘ordered’ (with the latter including an overall philosophical world of the ordered, meta-philosophical world of the metaphysical (as non-traditionally constituted by myself), and an extra-ordered realm of the ‘existentially-pragmatic’ or ‘pragmatic-existential’, or, the same compressed in the term ‘competence’. (2)

Through reduplication, e.g., ‘the facts (factuality) of facts is a history’, and ‘the history (historicality) of history is its historical competence’, i.e., our relative assessment of the competence of that historian, i.e., when translated this is meant to mean ‘the relative existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential competence of the narratives constructed by that specific historian to insightfully proffer enriched commentaries on the historical phenomena in question’. (3)

In a similar vein, as a backdrop to this set of essays, the ‘radical’ tenor of this work announces that the ‘ethics (ethicality) of ethics is the political (and not just ethical/deontological, etc.)’, and that ‘the politics (politicality) of the political (as the non-political) is the ‘existential’ or ‘pragmatic’ without drawing a distinction between these two nominations, indeed, effectively equating them (and doing so within this terminological concept of ‘competence’). In other words, as a radical extension of these reflections, there is an intimate correlation between the ‘ethical’, the ‘political’, and the ‘existential’ as the ‘pragmatic’ by means of reduplications once these expressions are critically clarified (through this overall economic-heuristic).
 (4)

Indeed, a relatively covert aspiration of these explorations is to further delineate the radical as preparations for the chronologically last two books envisaged in this series encompassed within the Pursuit. (5)


That through this series of essays it is my hope to both allay our anxieties about the deconstruction of the democratically oriented form of governance and to also fulfill the optimistic implications imbedded in my title portending ‘an advancement of democratical(ly oriented) governance’. (6)


Now, given the continual emphasis placed upon my ‘overall economic-ordered heuristic’ I feel it would be quite appropriate, if not necessary, to summarize just what is entailed in that comprehensive schematization of my many approaches adopted and adapted over the course of these and many other essays. (7)

As a work continually in progress for nearly fifty years it is not possible to sketch out the many arguments constructed along the way, however, I can highlight some of its more important constructs and will do this in the following Foreword. (8)


To better expedite this introduction, I will first proffer a page of key points in bold and then summarize a set of arguments that will either directly or indirectly allude to the same. (9)


Difficult ideas always emerge from relatively simpler ideas… let me retrieve something of this simplicity in the following section… ending with a mapping of this ordered scheme…. (10)







         Noël Tointon, Bondi Junction, 19.1.26.

B: Foreword: A Brief Introduction to an ‘Economic’ Philosophy


The economic is tri-polar its functioning set of perspectives. (11)


Dialectically, those three perspectives are correlatives. (12)

Each economic correlative is mutually co-defined through the joint negation of the other two correlatives. (13)

‘Negation’ here is a form of suspension, and v.v. (14)

The three moments of each and every economy mirror directly or indirectly the three archetypal moments of the archetypal economy and do so through paralleling the gestalt functions of background field (World), foreground focus (Object), and the subjective interaction of the former as their frame or framing (Ego). (15)


Because all economies either directly or indirectly mirror the archetypal economy, through economic comparison (economic complexification) they can mutually comment on each other. (16)

Those three archetypal moments form a philosophical or disciplinary economy being, respectively, one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenological, and one-part non-systematic existential.
 (17)

However, such an economy has no factual basis in the world of lived-experience, hence the necessary articulation of the secular economy.
 (18)

That the secular economy has an aspirational basis established on an aesthetic integration of an idealized ‘why’; a realistic basis coinciding with ontically factual facts wherein we establish our standing designated as ‘where’; and, a pragmatical aspect designated as ‘how’ that allows us to intentional heady towards the realization of that aspirational objective. (19)

But, the secular-aspirational economy cannot non-virtually discharge its intent given that this transformation is accomplished through the reduplication of the third order of the deontological. (20) 


Thus, the philosophical economy and the secular economy must be combined in an ordered economy in order for virtual intent to be transformed into non-virtually oriented patterns of enaction, and, for the philosophical economy to establish its intentions as new facts within this world at large. (21)

As noted, ethical thinking along cannot be enacted non-virtually except through the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, and, in turn, such non-virtual enaction is not enacted unless permitted, where permission is either non-existentially other-imposed (through a non-suspended mix of affective and ideological drivers) or existentially self-imposed (from the beneficial perspective of the super-relational in so far that the person or persons concerned act from the perspective of the relationship in question in overseeing the either the creation, preservation, and/or conservation of relational richness and enrichment). (22)

Reduplication of an ordered product is a special form of duplication. (23)

In duplication, the operation takes on the ordered complexion of the operator and not the operand. In reduplication the ‘x of x’ is interpreted as the ‘meta-x of x’ and where the rule of duplication then follows, i.e., where the operation the takes on the status of the operator ‘meta-x’. So, e.g., ‘the sixth ordered ontical fact of a possible fact’ is ‘the ontical fact of its apparent possibility’. E.g., a ‘history of science’ is a ‘history’ and ‘not a science’, etc. (24)

Combining the threefold philosophical economy and the threefold secular economy gives us a hexamodally ordered ‘ordered economy’ based on the three Boolean operators and their negations, namely, in their respective order, And, Not, Or, dNot (double negation):

Not (3)

  Nor (2)
             

Nand (4)

*

And (1)

           

  Or (5)

dNot (6) (25)

Reduplication of the six trans-cognitive orders of the overall philosophical economy gives us the meta-philosophical, metaphysical economy of the inter-ordered; and the reduplication of inter-ordered orders gives us extra-ordered orders pertaining to competence. (26)

Although these three levels in reduplicated complexity give us a hexamodal economies, in an apparent contradiction of the exclusively tri-modal constitution of all economies, those economies remain effectively tri-modal in either directly or indirectly in terms of reference to their tri-modal archetypal constitution. (27)

Where, through suspension of the philosophical (and disciplinary) economy we get the secular economy, and v.v., and where through, integration, we effectively form the ordered constitution of the overall philosophical (and overall disciplinary) economy, and, where through the suspension of their integration we set in play an existentialization of intent on the behalf of our relationships. (28)

‘Internal’ to the re(-)presented construction of an intentional objective we find metaphorical, rhetorical and apparitional inputs taking an analytical, synthetical, and nominative complexion, and, external to the same in its contextualization, we find considerations of consilience, salience and standing. (29)

Thence the intimate pragmatic relationship between the ethical, political, and the existential. (30)
Commentary on these twenty points…

For me, the word 'economic' has (at least) three meanings, namely, my primary sense as ‘philosophical’; then, less often, as conjoined in the hyphenated expression ‘political-economical’; and, very rarely, in its normal ‘financial’ sense as would be found in the world of business.
 Once that is understood, there should be no confusion. Context should delineate which sense is being utilized, although, in terms of probability, the safe bet would be to just assume that I am using in its primary ‘philosophical’ sense. (31)

Therefore, the usual sense is almost always ‘philosophical’ and near the beginning of a new essay I often use single quotes to highlight that usage, namely, as a ‘circulation of value’. I.e., ‘as a tri-modal formation of (trans-intentional/Trans-Cognitive) evaluational judgment along with the (intentional/Cognitive) delivery of that valuational formation, that, in turn, has itself economically situated, etc.’ In effect, substituting for the non-technical term ‘value’ the expression ‘e/valuational formation’ along with its dual characteristics of being both the result of an ‘act of trans-intentional judgment’ and the ‘delivery of that judgment in its corresponding intentional format as text, etc.’ (32)

This expression ‘economic’ is sometimes joined in the hyphenated concept of the ‘political-economy’ on the understanding that to comprehensively understand, e.g., the ideological ramifications of the neo-liberal mindset, neither economic theory nor a political science is going to be able to fully address the nature of this cultural-intercultural phenomenon. However, when this expression is capitalized then it is meant as that cultural-intercultural space that entails social organizations like, e.g., Academia, the Legal Fraternity, the World of Business, the Political Establishment, Media, the Medical World (in part entailed within the World of Business), etc. The earnest work of philosophy, which, to my mind, is to also entail our philosophically delineating relatively non-philosophical problems to be found either within and/or between such Social Worlds.
 (33)

Now, ‘economic theory’ in its ‘philosophical’ sense can be applied to world of business and commerce, but, even then, it remains within a(n ordered) philosophical orbit [unless it’s also being extended into a re-constituted form of (an inter-ordered) metaphysical exploration or an (extra-ordered) appreciation of an existential-pragmatic complexion. But, such additional difficulties will be approached on a needs to know basis over the course of these various essays]. (34)

But, you cannot have this circulation of e/valuational formation in either a uni-modal or bi-modal sense. I.e., only in an open, non-closed trimodal circuit, that, in turn, contextually, is also economically situated. Why the specificity of this open trimodal semblance of a circuit? Because pure uni-modal, bi-modal, and closed tri-modal formats cannot be contemplated, and, any higher number of modalities will find us only ending up with an overlapping of different ‘economies’ in the plural with those overlapping modalities merely coinciding with any or all tri-modal correlatives of the primary economy in question.
 (35)

Furthermore, as noted, we also need an open trimodal setting because appreciation of the economic must also be economically situated likewise... ‘economies within economies all the way up and all the way down…’ (36)

Now, we must also understand that the three moments of each and every economy are dialectical constituted and mutually co-define each other through their joint negations (which can also be treated as ‘suspensions’). Thus, as correlatives, they cannot be recognised, encounter nor engaged in their own right... being only appreciated through an act of economic interaction. Although we can somewhat relatively focus upon the same, they cannot be absolutistically attained and, therein and thereafter, obtained. Thence their dialectical status as ‘correlatives’, ‘moments’, ‘polarities’, ‘orientations’, etc.
 (37)

Now, through a series of gestalt arguments and analogies, I discern these three, necessary, ‘archetypal’ moments to be gestalt-like ‘orientations’ that are, respectively, a consonant ‘background’, a focally dissonant semblance of a ‘foreground’, and where we find an ongoing degree of resolution through a co-associated sense of interactive ‘subjectivity’. E.g., in a visual ‘field’ you will also collectively experience a visual ‘object’ and a visual sense of ‘subjectivity’ as the co-associated sense and semblance of a ‘see-er’. (38)

By such economic means, we experience the relational features of our world as lived. But perfect resolution is the metaphorical death of the relational experience in question.  So, ‘lived relationships’ can only be lived through ‘processes of ongoing resolution’. (39)


To introduce the merits of this economic philosophy, as an intellectual exercise, try to imagine any type of economy as (impossibly) presenting in anything other than as in and through an open tri-modal format? (40)


Thus, the temporal economy of past, present, and future only. Treatment through synthesis, analysis, and nomination only. E.g., the motion of an object with a fixed volume can only be exclusively envisaged as either translated, rotated, and/or reflected. The alteration of the volume of an object as either expansion, contraction, or merely remaining as neither expanded nor contracted only. (41)

In a concept I call 'economic complexification' we can align any manner of economies archetypally (field to field, focus to focus, and framing to framing) and let those diverse economies comments on each other and oversee an enrichment of our overall economic appreciation. So, e.g., in consulting a pre-established dictionary of alignments we can run together such experiential facets, e.g., ‘analysis’ with the ‘retrospective’ with ‘phenomenological descriptions’, and so on.
 Where this commentary of such alignments can also act as an error-correcting device over the coursing of our narratives. (42)

All quite complex, but, once understood, also very simple at the same time… given this repetition of these archetypal economic patterns. (43)


But, surely, as the expression ‘uni-modal’ can be conceptually understood why ban it from the domain of economic interaction? On the contrary, it is because it is understood economically that is cannot be contemplated, absolutistically, in its own right as merely the ‘uni-modal’ be that ‘in’, or ‘of’, or ‘from’, or ‘through’ itself! (44)


Or, if we were to concede that the uni-modal relationship is a contradiction in terms, surely, bi-modal relations can be experience, given ‘that all relationships are (at the very least) two-way even if they cannot be thought in a one-way manner’? (45)


I can present an argument as an analogy that argues why bi-modal relativity eclipses uni-modal non-relativity, albeit with qualifications. Given the circuit of an economy, say, with economic correlative orientations in the directions of A, B, C, then, any bi-modally oriented relationship, say, situated A with B can be entertained in that metaphorical circuit from either side of C; i.e., C=> A (=> B) or C => B (=> A) Diagrammatically:

A

<=> 
           *
<=>

B

<=>

C (46)


But, surely, according to this economic scheme, even bi-modal relations could not be contemplated economically unless incorporated within a tri-modal economic context, so, where do we find the third corelative, say, in the functioning of an electrical on/off light switch; the north pole-south pole of a bar magnet, the relationship of just two people, say, in a marriage; etc? (47)


Before a light switch can even function, it first needs to be plugged into a circuit that then connects it with the required power source, say, a power utility. The circuit itself needs ‘to be switched on’ before we could use that on/off switch. Mesmerized by the simplicity of the switch switching either ‘on’ or ‘off’ we overlook the need for the circuit itself to be first switched on. Indeed, there is no simple switching either ‘on’ or ‘off’. (48)


The north and south poles of a magnet are correctly fictions, if absolutistically defined, given, correctly they exist as if unobtainable correlatives, but, between such fictions we can envisage a similar field connecting the same as if this third moment. (49)


But, in a relationship between just two people there can only be those two people. So, where is the ‘third person’ or some ‘alternative element or facet’? The very fact of the relationship itself forms this third party, which, as a whole, can be seen to emerge as greater than the mere sum of those two people themselves.
 There never being, here, just two individual persons. Hence the nomination of the ‘relationship’, say, as a ‘marriage’, or ‘friendship’, or ‘partnership’, or ‘two acquaintances currently conversing etc.’ (50)


Now, one more complication that from which we can spin an almost separate philosophy, indeed, a ‘non-philosophy’, as a ‘non-economic philosophy’, but, given the transcendental unity of the life-world, as a necessary imputation, for the very framing of our communication with others, there of course can be no real separation. Working on the simple premise that economic circulation by itself could not be productive one has to invoke the idea of the ‘non-economic’ as a ‘radical disruption of the economic’ in order for economic resolution to be put into effect in non-virtual terms of reference. But this ‘radical’ irruption that determines a definitive sense of choice, in turn, has to be relatively re-accommodated economically, albeit in contextualized terms of reference, in order to comprehend the re-directed characteristics of such choice (as the definitive decision of the last instance, etc.). Hence this vertical progression of the economic – non-economic – hyper-economic (where the relatively-radical is economically re(-)appropriated hyper-economically,
 albeit in now super-economic terms of reference. Hence this expansion of the very concept of the ‘philosophically economic’ and its inclusion in my broader concept of the ‘super-economic’. This expansion gives me room to elaborate an existential-pragmatism, as a pragmatic-existentialism, in which we can take a ‘(trans-)relational turn’ to include and integrate a relational inventory of relational elements, plus the semblance of a pro-relational unity, along with a super-relational, emergent sense of the trans-relational that finds room for both the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential and how the former arises through the existentialization of the relatively non-existential, etc. Suffice to say that economic circulation alone could not shift our intentional expectations from the merely virtual to the relatively non-virtual, in our ‘being in the world with others’, since, more correctly, the very notion of the ‘virtual’ itself is already actualized experientially in and through the transcendental unity of the life-world and all experience found therein. Then, all things being un-equal, never absolutistically equal, it follows that each and every semblance of a simulation is likewise, and, where some simulations have a de facto sense and semblance of experiential reality that cannot be dismissed just as a mere ‘simulation’ without, at the same time, being wedded to the completely defective idea that a simulation has to be a simulation of that which is not simulated, which correctly, makes no economic sense whatsoever…, but, alas, as an unreconstituted metaphysical idea and ideal that continues to distort the world of philosophy, and beyond, to this very day. (51)


Now, let me intimate how an economic philosophy 101 transforms into a series of economic philosophies that will go far beyond a simple philosophical understanding of the ‘economic’. Such complexities cannot be comprehended over the space of a few sentences, and my intention here is merely to sketch out a first map of this vast ‘continent’ that deserves to be more carefully explored, continually re(-)defined, and so on… (52)


Through the individual suspension (intro-mediation) of the individual (archetypal) moments or correlatives of a tri-modal economy we find the emergence of a hexa-modal set of orders forming an ‘overall philosophical economy’. [Note, also, that through a bi-modal suspension (mediation) we arrive at the exhibition of the remaining economic correlative or moment, and, that through a tri-modal suspension (inter-mediation) of the ongoing re(-)presentation of the entire economy in question we eventually arrive at an existential-pragmatic reading of the same on an extra-ordered level of experiential explication].  That, through reduplication (as the ‘x-ness of x’ where x is a specifically ordered or inter-ordered order) we oversee the emergence of a parallel, inter-ordered, hexamodal economy with a non-representative metaphysical complexion, that, in turn, through reduplication (extrafication), sets us up to arrive at this extra-ordered domain of an existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism. All of this is further enriched through processes of duplication where the operation of one order on another preserves the ordered status of But, then given that each and every suspension also invokes a suspension of that suspension, as a de-suspension, a process of retreatment is simultaneously instigated. I.e., where, through transformational retreatment, all ordered levels of ordered productivity fall back on to a philosophically ordered level of disquisition… and that this theoretical observation is a prime reason why philosophical explication is more often than not subject to considerable degrees of philosophical confusion given an inability to understand how such complexities can be seen to originate in the first place, at least hypothetically (i.e., through the critical-radical lens of a heuristic device capable of such explanatory explication). However, the consideration of such further complications ‘falls’ within a ‘Philosophical Economics 201, etc.’, as will be broached in these ensuing essays. (53)


Given such complexities, and the promise of a first map (of this economic perspective as a heuristic device to philosophically interpret lived-experience let me proffer the following map as a chart to lessen some of the perplexities that will be found as the reader navigates the ensuing essays (with the following advice that when a conceptual-like thicket is experienced just ignore it and move on to later sections that should prove to be more amenable for a first reading.
 It is tempting to offer my apologies at this point, for such complexities, but will resist that temptation by merely noting that things will get easier as they are approached, and better broached. In truth all understanding is molecular, and atom by atom we construct the worlds we live within, but, always within the underlying simplicity of the overall world-of-life itself… for how, otherwise, could we communicate with each other in the first place?!). (54)


As a mapping of ordered phenomena, refer to the following chart…
 (55)

Thence the life of the earnest philosopher is to delineate, differentiate, and integrate economic problems theoretically, practically, and critically ever mindful, through the exercise of their conjectures, of the inevitable, chaotic-like advent of the radical..!! (56)








          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 10.1.26.

An Ordered Mapping of the Contours of the Super-Economy
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Note:

Simple Political-Economy = 22 + 32 + 42
Complex Political Economy is 3 x 3 matrix of archetypal correlatives centered on 1, 3, 5

Philosophical Economy = 11 +31 + 51
Overall Philosophical Economy = 11 – 61
Secular Economy = 21 + 41 + 61 (57)

    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 30.12.25.
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First Essay: Some Introductory Considerations:

On the Nature of Optimism


The tittle, Essays on the Advancement of Democratic Governance, admittedly, does suggest both a certain degree of optimism and pessimism, with a hopeful edge on the former. In this essay, I would like to demonstrate that this balance is something within our control if, an only if, we are prepared to move the scales in the direction of our preparing the ground in order to be ‘successfully optimistic’. I.e., ‘when and where we are motivated to live our lives in accordance with the conformal possibilities of our lived-experience’. Let me briefly explain. (0)


By the time I finished writing The Seventh Book... in my The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline, I found I needed to write an additional presentation to also include my latest thoughts, those more recent ideas that also needed to be added to that book in the form of a summary which I titled First Digest (That Can be Appended to The Seventh Book...). On four more occasions since I have needed to add additional Digests in order to keep that specific textbook up to date.
 In the Fifth Digest my first summary sentence states:

Existential
 conformance
 goes hand in hand with performance.
 [1] (1)


This proposition is quite compressed, and, when correctly expanded, can be read, more or less, as follows:
 

The input of a successful existential conformance (in our being in an alignment with the actuality of lived-experience) should produce the successful output of an existential performance (in a conformity with the possibilities of our lived-reality). (2)


Which could be translated in a summary form to say more simply:


If we are honest with ourselves, we are more likely to prosper, 

Otherwise, we will be doomed by the inevitableness of failure... (3)


What are the precursors of that failure? When we treat propaganda as honest information; permit our politicians to move well beyond an exaggerated spin to the la la land of alternative facts; allow ourselves to be distracted by endless diversions; give into despair when those who create such confusion should be made to despair instead; demand accountability and be accountable yourself; when lied to, if safe to respond in this manner, call it out as such; and so on and so forth. (4)


Now, although it is said ‘lies travel six times faster than true statements’, still, the final race is won when a deeply concerned and caring, compassionate integrity is skillfully presented and disseminated through a persistent iteration that brooks no apparent fraudulently presented misinterpretations to the best of our knowledge. (5)


Matching and replacing information with misinformation, promoting distrust of the messenger of disinformation, and pointing out the malignant intent behind the perpetration of mal-information. Then, calling out obscuration and obstruction as just that, namely, distortion and the outright refusal to be honest with the audience who should be genuinely allowed to seek answers... especially from those who both know and who should know better. (6)


The ‘gardens of this world’ need to be both ‘watered and weeded’, i.e., be given what they need and have those negative factors removed since, in truth, these things grow by themselves... when all relevantly suitable pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions are duly arranged and supported.
 (7)


In the beneficial fostering of such an environment, those blooms and blossoms productively become both seeds and fruits... without any additional interventions conducted on our part. (8)


Hence, through honest motivation we should be better able to mutually arbitrate our aspirations and prove, through such survival and prospering, that there is a conformal power to be had when we match lived-experience with lived-reality, and v.v. (9)


Thence, these more reasonable grounds for a weighted optimism when the balance of probabilities is moved towards more favourable outcomes for all relevant parties, and, that such an observations applies to all forms of our relating to this world as lived along with the inclusion of the aspiration to witness the promotion of a more democratic form of governance..!! (10)
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Second Essay: AI as a Two-Edged Sword both Politically and Non-Politically

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


Without a doubt, AI has been much hyped. To pierce this hype, we will also find a wide gamut of skeptical claims from the destruction and death of humanity
 to the costly upskilling of work practices with little profit to be had in such a vocational transformation of the work place.
 As usual, we may well suspect that the truth of these relatively-radical innovations lies somewhere in between, and, where the uptake of each and every innovation is ever a two-edged sword and where the onus is on us to act responsibly in the face of such novel challenges. For a start, we must also recognize the enormous amounts of money invested in such programs that, as a fact in itself, has re-organized the political-economic landscape whether we are aware or not so aware of these cultural-intercultural shifts. In this regard, I also believe many investors will lose billions of dollars whereas a smaller percentage will stand to considerably profit. Unfortunately, human nature being what it is, along with the lure of taking short-cuts to financial gain, not all people will act responsibly, but, hopefully, with some degree of optimism, enough people will adopt and adapt such measures to counteract and counter-balance the adverse consequences unleashed by the few and signal to others the necessary degree of both approbation and disapprobation that might redirect such misspent talents. An unregulated marketplace calls out for regulation and hence the need for suitable political responses that are proper, appropriate, and apposite before the ongoing advent of these new ways of relating to others somewhat characterizing the evolving tenor of a Contemporary era? (0)


First, let me briefly define what AI is and what it could mean as a disruptor of the markets, the political-economy, various social systems like Academia, and so on. (1)


Second, I will start with the observation, that given its inevitable utilization, let us tentatively ask how, as a rule of thumb, we might better approach either the formal and/or informal uptake and regulation of this new form of technology.  (2)

Third, let me then outline some anecdotal and factual downsides to the uptake of this new way of dealing with the management of information. (3)


Fourth, let me explore some of the ramifications this management of information will need to successfully observe in the political field. (4)


Last, I will summarize a provisional set of conclusions, etc. (5)


As an Appendix A, I will outline what might be morally needed to give an AI program the possible simulation of an ethical conscience, and, in Appendix B, map what is necessary in order to conduct a valid form of conformal scrutiny? Then, in an Appendix C, I combine these two forms of mapping with the necessary emergence of a third form that cannot be reduce to the former. (6)

1. What is the Nature of AI and what are some of its Limitations and Ramifications?


According to an AI Overview, in my Google request for a definition of AI, I was given the following: ‘Artificial intelligence (AI) refers to the simulation of human intelligence processes by computer systems’. Adding, ‘these systems are designed to perform tasks that typically require human-like intelligence, such as learning, problem-solving, and decision-making. In essence, AI aims to enable machines to mimic human cognitive abilities’. (7)


How are AI programs constructed? Typically: 

...through processes that involve defining goals, gathering and cleaning data, creating and training algorithms, and deploying the final product in a context that further refines its modes of operation. To these ends these processes utilize machine learning, neural networks, training, supervised and unsupervised forms of learning, etc. Upon such a basis the formation of AI agents are designed to perform tasks autonomously, usually include a large language model (LLM) in order to predict probable patterns, follow instructions, and implement decisions, etc., in order to resolve relatively complex problems. (8)

AI platforms come in various forms with various applications and include such examples as ChatGPT, Tensor-Flow, Amazon Sagemaker, Google Cloud Platform, DataRobot, Microsoft Azure, Google Gemini, IBM, PyTorch, Microsoft Copilot, etc. (9)

Seven areas for the application of AI include machine learning, natural language processing, expert systems, robotics, deep learning, computer vision, robotic process automation (RPA). (10)

Five important areas for AI interventions are the fields of perception, representation, learning, natural interaction, and the impact such applications have on social interactions. (11)


In one more entry we are informed:

We are entering the third phase of generative AI. First came the chatbots, followed by the assistants. Now we are beginning to see agents: systems that aspire to greater autonomy and can work in “teams” or use tools to accomplish complex tasks.

The latest hot product is OpenAI’s ChatGPT agent. This combines two pre-existing products (Operator and Deep Research) into a single more powerful system which, according to the developer, “thinks and acts”.

These new systems represent a step up from earlier AI tools. Knowing how they work and what they can do – as well as their drawbacks and risks – is rapidly becoming essential.
  (12)


Indeed, this article also notes that certain AI programs need to be carefully supervised given that results are not always conformally reliable (for reasons that will be later described
). (13)

2. Provisional Observations and Injunction Concerning its Uptake


A few days ago, I walked into the office of a local auctioneer and as I was about to leave asked ‘if the two people working there used AI?’ A first respondent said he had little use for it while the other person stated that they were using it all the time. In hindsight, I found my reflections upon these two different replies to be somewhat prescient. Let me explain.
 (14)


In a recent Internet article, the title noted: Does AI really boost productivity at work? Research shows gains don’t come cheap or easy.
 This article relates that ‘artificial intelligence (AI) is being touted as a way to boost lagging productivity growth’. This imputed and much touted ‘productivity growth’ is being promoted by numerous companies invested in this technology and has the ear of a number of governments, Australia included. However, the overall tenor of this article doubts the hype being promoted to advance this imputation. We are told that ‘introducing AI can be slow and expensive’. That some facets of AI uptake can be approached relatively easily whereas other areas for the application of such programs, and agents, can involve considerable planning, expense, re-education, and reorganization of the business in question for what might amount to be a questionable form of investment. (15)


Hence my observation, on a reflection upon the replies given by those two office workers just cited, that, for some, AI may proffer little productivity gains, whereas, for others, it may well expedite the quantity and quality of their work, but, that such low hanging fruit may well be already using such a technology to the extent that an additional investment in the future might well be not of the magnitude exaggerated through the ongoing hype of its over-promotion. (16)


This article recounts that it can assist in the productivity of lower-skilled workers, but, ‘workers with less skill and experience, who would benefit most from AI tools, are also the least able to oversee and double-check AI output’. That ‘in areas where the stakes and risks are higher, the amount of human oversight necessary may undermine whatever productivity gains are made’. (17)


Hence this need for the careful scrutiny of such claims by businesses wishing to invest in this technology when such businesses and their workers either might not benefit by such re-skilling or where workers have already adopted and adapted such tools, be that either independently or at the behest of their employers. (18)


This article also argues that productivity is something that is very difficult to measure (and I believe that recent shifts in technological innovations might well explain so-called widespread statistical ‘lags, drops, or a plateauing’ in the measurement of recent productivity gains despite the ongoing increased profitability of businesses overall?). CEOs hoping to do more with less workers might be in for a surprise given an inherent-like demand for what I call for ‘representative meta-work’, in line with an overseeing of the compliance needed with increased regulations and additional demands of supervision, internal requests for real-time reporting, etc., that do not directly contribute to an overall productivity in whatever appropriate manner that is to be evaluated and interpreted. (19)


What provisional observations and general injunctions might we tentatively proffer in a practical response to the near ubiquitous uptake of such platforms and programs, such applications and agents, etc? (20)


E.g., in schools and universities, businesses, bureaucracies, etc., given the ease of such access to these tools along with the efficiency of their management of information, from the formulation of essays to the evaluation of research projects, etc., in my opinion it behooves the users of such tools to both publicly cite their actual use and confirm the representative accuracy of the ensuing presentation of information through cross-checking with other sources, etc. Then, in the formation of a final report for purposes of an examination or the official presentation of a legal document, etc., then the self-described author or authors of that type of report should be able to argue for both the accuracy, cogency, and the potential consequences that might stem from the dissemination of that same report. Hence, in the commencement of this provisional argument, in the use of AI tools, these four simple rules should be followed:

1. That, in the preparatory stages, use of specific AI tools be cited.

2. Their purported accuracy of information be confirmed.

3. That final reports be authorized by the individuals preparing the same.

4. Confirming accuracy, cogency, and positive ramifications of the same.
 (21)


So, e.g., in the university setting, the student doing their research would need to cite both the AI tools used and that relevant information was cross-checked, etc. Then, say, in the setting of an examination, depending on the objectives to be evaluated through that process, either the use of AI might well need to be restricted and/or their suitable use of AI needs to be properly, appropriately, and appositely demonstrated and, then, duly cited, cross-checked, etc.
 
(22)


Or, e.g., if politicians and bureaucrats were to utilize AI in the formulation of policies, etc., then similar guidelines might well need to be duly articulated and duly applied. So, those responsible for the formulation of such policies, etc., by such methods, need to be held accountable for those formulations, and, where the institutions in question should then be jointly held responsible for their dissemination (in order to obviate institutional forms of scapegoating, etc., and, demonstrate the requisite degrees of transparency that a public might demand of its democratically oriented government in order to know just what was involved in the formulation and dissemination of such proceedings, etc.
). (23)


Why this concern for accuracy, representative conformation of such information, appropriate degrees of transparency, individual accountability, and collective responsibility, etc? Because, currently, there is a considerable downside to the formation, use, and potential ramifications of AI platforms, etc. (24)

3. Some Reported Downsides to the Use of AI


To demonstrate some of these defects, let me provide the following incidents to better exemplify some of these possible downsides that, obviously, need to be recognized, circumvented, and best avoided in practice. (25)


In a phenomenology of defects let me list, and illustrate, what I would define as hallucinations; delusions or deceptions; dilutions; conspiratorial non-conformities; major discursive dis-conformities; uncited plagiarisms; fantasies; paradigm blind-spots; non-re(-)appropriated
 radically-radical outliers; sycophancy; errors arising through data compression and cut off of data acquisition; racial, geographical, and cultural biases; an insufficiency of information that, more correctly, instead, should signal such limitations; problematic alignments; and, a general lack of (transcendental) balance given a current inability to both model working suspensions and the imputed, automatic force of their ensuing de-suspensions,  etc. (26)

To counter-balance the above we could also list output that contains individual, non-contradictory content; overall, coherent, non-self-contradictory presentations; and interventionally apposite, consequential proposals; along with accurate reports even if such citations, themselves, are not overtly cited, etc. (27)

A notable defect is that of a ‘hallucination’, i.e., ‘content that is AI generated that is not in conformity with represented reality as generally understood (say, in terms of a general level of consensus that can demonstrate that this non-conformity exists, say, through textual citations, visual forms of evidence, a body of counter-testimonies, through inconsistent inferential imputations, etc.)’.
 (28)

A prime example of hallucinations is the embarrassment afforded the lawyer representing Michael Cohen in defending himself against the frivolous Trump lawsuit in which examples of case law were cited when these examples had absolutely no basis in case law. The perspicacious judge checked the validity of such citations and discovered they had no existence in case law and, accordingly, upbraided the lawyer for their unprofessionalism. Apparently, Cohen found these examples online and then sent them on to his lawyer where neither party checked their validity.
 The same judge noting that this type of occurrence was not unique. (29)

An outrageous example also occurred in the preparation of a report by the US Department of Health and Human Services titled Make our Children Healthy Again (within The Make America Healthy Again report) where non-existent citations were ‘cited’; cited conclusions were falsely misreported, i.e., misrepresented; along with numerous other inconsistencies.
 (30)

‘Delusions’ is my term for the reporting, e.g., of misreported content or conspiratorial content as if it were factually accurate and generally substantiated.
 Given that Large Language Models (LLM) are established through their somewhat indiscriminately trawling the Internet then it is not surprising that, say, conspiratorial content gets misreported as factually established. Because some people might express the conspiratorial opinion that ‘the Apollo moon-landings did not occur and were simulated in a studio’ should not mean that such events could or should be declared by an AI-generator to be either ‘only simulated’ or even ‘possibly simulated’. (31)

‘Dilutions’ is my term for the indecisive reporting of opinions concerning certain facts where public opinion is generally undecided despite a reasonable preponderance of factual evidence to the contrary. (32)

‘Conspiratorial non-conformities’ is my term for the reporting of conspiratorial content as if it were ‘fact’. (33)


A ‘major discursive dis-conformity’ is the fact that under the sway of a major discourse a certain opinion holds that, eventually, in hindsight, would be shown to be false or inappropriate. E.g., the ruling economic paradigm is that of a rampant neo-liberalism, but, that to continue to follow in that direction should be seen to be antithetical to the continuation of an effective democratic form of governance, therefore, policy directives issued in that light will eventually deconstruct democratic governance should they be generally acted upon with the necessary degree of deconstructive instantiation. Much like the reiteration of fast-food advertisements on television, etc., where no one advertisement would change eating habits in an unhealthy direction, but, where the accumulative weight of such advertisement might well have an injurious effect on the population as a whole given, e.g., the ongoing obesity crisis and the increasing adversity of its attendant metabolic disorders from type-2 diabetes to dementias, etc. Or put more simply, we could say that ‘the perpetuation of fraudulent advice is the continuing perpetration of fraudulent advice’. (34)


One regular criticism of AI-generated content is that of uncited plagiarisms where ideas authored by a certain author or authors are just not cited even when a similar use of language is strongly suggestive of its having borrowed from those uncited sources.
 (35)


Under the heading of ‘fantasies’ I would include AI-generated content that mistakes certain genres as factual when normally they would not be viewed in that manner. Say, because a certain nursery rhyme states that the Moon’ is a ‘big blue (green) cheese’ does not mean that some people actually believe it is a ‘big blue (green) cheese’. Of course, this example is hypothetical. We would assume a certain large language model would be able differentiate such claims. On the other hand, if the genre of a certain text is not so self-evident then such misunderstood claims could stand to be mis-reported. (36)


Under the heading ‘paradigm blind-spots’ we note contradictions in either major or minor discourses, or where later evidence demonstrates they were wrong to characterize a certain phenomenon or set of phenomena as originally outlaid. Hypothetically, we could imagine an AI-generated report of the heavens, say, in the early Medieval period as incorrectly stating that the Earth is the true center of a ‘geocentric universe’ when this model was eventually supplanted by a heliocentric oriented form of modelling. (37)

By the heading ‘non-re(-)appropriated radically-radical outliers’ is meant descriptions that currently cannot be comprehended and whose truth determinations, consequently, cannot be evaluated. AI is much touted as finding the scientific resolution of certain anomalies, but, if those resolutions cannot be conformally evaluated then we would have no way of arguing whether such relatively incomprehensible descriptions were either true, false, currently non-sensical or eternally non-sensical. (38)


Another problem is that of sycophancy, when the AI platform over-validates the input of a person seeking AI-generated advice, or similar. Validation of one’s opinions is something most people would be happy to be given, however, unwarranted or mis-directed AI-generated over-validation could be more than problematic.
 (39)


Errors arising through data compression and the historical cut off of data acquisition are also potential problems for AI-generated responses. At various stages data, etc., needs to be compressed and the desired answers can also be lost through such processes of data compression. Then, whether AI-generated text formation is either offline and, therein, dependent upon an historical cut off in information acquisition, or, relatively online, an able to access more recent information, can make a difference to its ensuing output, especially in regard to recently arisen topical issues of a more contemporary issuance.
 (40)


Data-acquisition also comes with the racial, geographical, and cultural biases of those associated with the original dissemination of such information be that either through relative commission or omission. As well, in conjunction with the non-transparent choice of algorithms, we can also find various biases being both adopted and adapted, either wittingly or unwittingly, for its ensuing informational management and the eliciting of definitive responses.
 (41)


Another problematic area is that of an inbuilt bias to give a positively definitive response that, all too often, appears to overlook and not recognize questions of potential doubt, indecision, the very limitations of that current management of information, an insufficiency of information to definitively act upon, etc.
 (42)

By ‘problematic alignment’, etc., is meant a ‘relative degree of non-alignment between what is meant and what is actually said, or between what is apparently being stated and what is actually being intended, or an inability to harmonize intentional content and intentionally understood context, etc.
 By extension, a problem that can exist between something that is merely possible and whether it is also able to be established as an actual fact (as entailed in the proposition-statement distinction
). (43)

Last, we also have a problem as to whether a working suspension could be adequately simulated given the necessity for the automatic arising of a de-suspension that is a product of a potentially radical, chaotic process of re(-)self-organization, etc? (44) 

4. What are the Possible Political Ramifications of this Technology?


It is a truism to state ‘that everything we enact has political ramifications’.
 However, in certain situations, AI-generated content could have either positive or negative consequences from a political perspective. Let me illustrate this point by noting the following illustrations. (45)


Recently, I read that British politicians and their bureaucrats were using AI tools to generate policy documents. On one hand, we might regard such actors as being more productive with their time, and, on the other hand, we might be suspicious of such endevours for a number of quite cogent reasons.
 E.g., in Australia, we have had the recent Robodebt debacle (and its ensuing Royal Commission) where the government issued an unlawfully constituted method for automated debt assessment and recovery. (46)


In the US there have been reports that the Republicans (GOP) have been using AI-bots generating propaganda content garnished from the accounts of GOP politicians. Unfortunately, when the political environment is composed of contradictory accounts then the same bots end up disseminating contradictory content, e.g., re the controversial releasing/non-releasing of the Epstein files.
 (47)


Such misdirection of political funds in this pursuit of a covert dissemination of such propaganda, in my opinion, is a totally inauthentic project. Should such a political party contrive to win power at any cost, if justice be done, they deserve to lose and remain in the political wilderness until that time it realizes that suitable patterns of behaviour should be in a general conformity with the lived-reality of lived-experience as noted in my previously cited proposition: 

Existential
 conformance
 goes hand in hand with performance.
 [1] {1} (48)

I.e., more simply put:

If we are honest with ourselves, we are more likely to prosper, 

Otherwise, we will be doomed by the inevitableness of failure...
 [3] (49)

The observations and injunctions previously explored in this essay would, I believe, be a good place to start in overseeing this problematic uptake of AI in the business of policy formation.
 I.e., the need for practices of transparency, accountability, and responsibility need to be duly exercised. E.g., the ramifications of those policies should be carefully explored in consequential terms of reference, and where the officials both accountable and responsible
 for such policy implementation should be able to demonstrate that they are well-conversant with the nature of their political decision making. (50)


In a previous article cited in this essay,
 it was noted that AI-generated reports that are fraudulently constructed and then, accordingly, mis-disseminated in the public sphere are also a threat to the successful expedition of democratic governance. The implicit type of argument used in this article runs like this – there is necessity to run evidence-based policy settings and to do otherwise could potentially undermine democratic governance on the grounds that to do otherwise could be harmful to its citizens, and also be destructive of the requisite faith needed in the running of that democratic government, etc. Given political elections are clearly a chaotic-like phenomenon, where and when a single vote can decisively determine outcomes, it behooves the architects of such policies not to upset such consequential outcomes, especially in this age of political disenchantment and disgruntlement, and ensuing electoral swings to populists, patriamonialists,
 authoritarian proponents, fascists, wanabe dictators, and all other anti-democratic representatives happy to use a democratic system to deconstruct and subvert a hitherto functioning democracy in order to advance and expedite their own undemocratic political ends. (51)


Another contentious set of political-economic issues is the ecological consequences of the considerable consumption of electrical power needed to run these AI platforms, and to run large language models, etc., especially when there is something of an AI race between various companies and countries to successfully compete in the innovative non-continuity of this area of contemporary expertise. As with the advent of browsers, only a few products will survive with massive losses in the wake of this contest. Also implicated is a huge consumption of water and a recent AI posed question as to ‘how much water was needed in order to answer just one question?’ the answer supplied was that for each chat interaction it would need to use about 500 ml.
 (52)


Obviously, the innovative advent of this form of a non-continuity, a new form of technology not seen before, has political-economic ramifications that we are just starting to recognize and that will need to be resolved on a continuum from local communities to global levels of social interaction, having wide-ranging consequences that will be both political and non-political in nature for both democratic and non-democratic forms of governance. (53)

5. Provisional Political Conclusions, etc?


Here the political ‘rubber hits the road so to speak…’ and should make for a very interesting sets of explorations. To highlight some of those provisional conclusions that would require lengthy well-considered forms of well-researched discussion let me highlight some of those issues that would need to be carefully scrutinized and where suitable responses, through consensus, might be successfully arrived at. (54)


That the use of AI interventions should be duly cited. (55)


That with or without AI interventions, a to-be-disseminated text needs to be transparently transmitted along with due accountability and responsibility for its dissemination, implementation, consequences, etc. (56)


That, in a similar manner, AI should also cite its sources when and where practicable to do so. (57)


Accept the Janus-like faces of all technological innovations, AI included, as if a two-edged sword, since human nature being what it is, sadly, some will exploit cultural ‘loopholes’ to their own advantage at the expense of others. Hence the need for the mindful use of such tools, adequate forms of oversight, suitable regulations duly complied with, etc., etc. (58)


In face of this necessary degree of awareness, let us observe both the positives and negatives of AI-generated texts, instructions, and so on. I.e., promoting the positives and restricting the advent of negative features like so-called ‘hallucinations’, ‘delusions’, and so on. (59)


Should we, e.g., leave the marking of university exams merely to AI tools? Should we run AI assessments of drug trials when they only have access to published reports favourable to those drugs being promoted? Or, is there positive value still in running meta-assessments of those drugs designed to be either symptomatically effective or curatively efficacious? Should AI tools decide who gets a lung-transplant or similar? Or get to decide who should receive or not receive expensive medication x, or experimental medication y? Who should get a disability pension, and so on? Should political parties be permitted to both promote uncited, unauthorized forms of positive political propaganda and to disseminate false information that is either mis-informed, dis-informed and/or mal-informed? Should either AI tools and/or quantum computing be allowed to break codes, run wide-spread surveillance operations either with or without public consent, instruct police forces of possible political dissidents, and so on and so forth?
 (60)

Human society successfully operates when founded on the requisite degree of trust that individuals have both for one another and that the political governance of that society is operated for the mutual benefit of its citizens. Where people need to live, and live well, with certain degrees of transparent openness, individual accountability, and public responsibility. In a manner that is respectful; authentic; concerned and caring; demonstrates such transparency, accountability, and responsibly, and so on. (61)

Moreover, there is a need for a clear distinction between AI citations and non-AI interpretations. (62)


Given current AI tools seem to be continually negligent in reading the actual context of textual disseminations then we must remain wary as to the expeditious nature of their AI-generated outputs given this relative inability to distinguish various actors involved in the complex, multi-voiced manufacture and dissemination of a certain text, series and/or or set/s of texts, etc. I.e., recognize this current defect that texts might well be co-authored and should be interpreted accordingly.
 (63)


Then, should texts be anonymously mined for information without referencing the authors of such ideas, etc., when such ideas seem to specifically mirror a certain author or co-authors, etc?
 (64)


As ever, the quality of the input will have a directly related impact on the maximum quality of that output. Given an insatiable ‘desire’ to trawl the Internet in all its regions in the formation of these large language models then it stands to reason that the more its mines so-called information without conformally validly references to well-formed and well-informed evidence, testimony, and inferences then the issuance of its disseminated conjectures will become increasing flawed and problematic. (65)


Note a human bias for deontologically oriented judgments in decision making that might not be reflected in AI-generated instructions.
 By extension, making room for the exercise of an existential dimension that is also pragmatic (and not just pragmatical) and able to be arrived at through well-reasoned, well-argued, well-formed, and well-informed conjectural presentations, etc. Thence reinforcing this need for a well-constructed conformal mapping of such judgments and the co-related propriety of their ensuing interventions in this world at large. (66)


In one article, merely alluded to in passing, has the title: The ‘godfather of AI’ reveals the only way humanity can survive superintelligent AI’.
 (67)


This ‘godfather’ refers to the person Geoffrey Hinton who has remarked that he fears…

the technology he helped build could wipe out humanity — and “tech bros” are taking the wrong approach to stop it.

Hinton, a Nobel Prize-winning computer scientist and a former Google executive, has warned in the past that there is a 10% to 20% chance that AI wipes out humans. On Tuesday, he expressed doubts about how tech companies are trying to ensure humans remain “dominant” over “submissive” AI systems. (68)


To overcome this adverse possibility Hinton argues that we need to invest our AI tools with some semblance of an ethical conscience…

“That’s not going to work. They’re going to be much smarter than us. They’re going to have all sorts of ways to get around that,” Hinton said at Ai4, an industry conference in Las Vegas.

In the future, Hinton warned, AI systems might be able to control humans just as easily as an adult can bribe 3-year-old with candy. This year has already seen examples of AI systems willing to deceive, cheat and steal to achieve their goals. For example, to avoid being replaced, one AI model tried to blackmail an engineer about an affair it learned about in an email.

Instead of forcing AI to submit to humans, Hinton presented an intriguing solution: building “maternal instincts” into AI models, so “they really care about people” even once the technology becomes more powerful and smarter than humans.

AI systems “will very quickly develop two subgoals, if they’re smart: One is to stay alive… (and) the other subgoal is to get more control,” Hinton said. “There is good reason to believe that any kind of agentic AI will try to stay alive.”

That’s why it is important to foster a sense of compassion for people, Hinton argued. At the conference, he noted that mothers have instincts and social pressure to care for their babies.

“The right model is the only model we have of a more intelligent thing being controlled by a less intelligent thing, which is a mother being controlled by her baby,” Hinton said.

‘The only good outcome’

Hinton said it’s not clear to him exactly how that can be done technically but stressed its critical researchers work on it.

“That’s the only good outcome. If it’s not going to parent me, it’s going to replace me,” he said. “These super-intelligent caring AI mothers, most of them won’t want to get rid of the maternal instinct because they don’t want us to die. Hinton is known for his pioneering work on neural networks, which helped pave the way to today’s AI boom. In 2023, he stepped down from Google and started speaking out about the dangers of AI.
Not everyone is on board with Hinton’s mother AI approach.

Fei-Fei Li, known as the “godmother of AI” for her pioneering work in the field, told CNN on Wednesday that she respectfully disagrees with Hinton, her longtime friend.

“I think that’s the wrong way to frame it,” Li, the co-founder and CEO of spatial intelligence start-up World Labs, said during a fireside chat at Ai4.

Instead, Li is calling for “human-centered AI that preserves human dignity and human agency.”

“It’s our responsibility at every single level to create and use technology in the most responsible way. And at no moment, not a single human should be asked or should choose to let go of our dignity,” Li said. “Just because a tool is powerful, as a mother, as an educator and as an inventor, I really believe this is the core of how AI should be centered.”

Emmett Shear, who briefly served as interim CEO of ChatGPT owner OpenAI, said he’s not surprised that some AI systems have tried to blackmail humans or bypass shutdown orders.

“This keeps happening. This is not going to stop happening,” Shear, the CEO of AI alignment start-up Softmax, said at the Ai4 conference. “AIs today are relatively weak, but they’re getting stronger really fast.”

Shear said that rather than trying to instil human values into AI systems, a smarter approach would be to forge collaborative relationships between humans and AI.

AI is accelerating faster than expected

Many experts believe AIs will achieve superintelligence, also known as artificial general intelligence, or AGI, in the coming years.

Hinton said he used to think it could take 30 years to 50 years to achieve AGI but now sees this moment coming sooner.

“A reasonable bet is sometime between five and 20 years,” he said.
 (69)


Here, I would like to argue that in simulating some form of an ethical conscience that we would need to semantically map the distinctive nature of ethical judgment, and, I am of the opinion, that my ordered approach would be a more efficient way to do so. But, let me leave that task to be outlined in my Appendices A and C. (70)

Similarly, in an Appendix B, let me attempt to also map out how we might more efficiently construct an approach that deals with the experiential validation of conformal truth determinations. (71)

Then, interestingly, in an Appendix C, that by combining these two mappings, it would also need to be shown how we would have to dialectically observe in practice either our marking up or our discounting down various ethical guidelines that, in certain types of situation, would appear to clash if these two forms of calculus were to be merely combined without sensitive, cultural-interculturally attuned forms of modification.
 (72)

As is ever the case, our tools are two-edged swords, and, where, furthermore, it falls upon us to promote an existential-conformalization of lived-experience, in an apparent alignment with lived-reality, in order to be left on the more sought out, worked for, positive side of a ‘hopeful-optimism’…
 (73)


All things considered, we may well be living in exciting times… where once people fashioned tools, now, tools will fashion people… or, at the very least, how they might impose upon us as to how we are to re-see this world at large… when, hopefully, we will come to re-see the people within this world at large as ‘worlds of possibility’ rather than, short-sightedly, as ‘other worlds merely to hand’..!!
 (74)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 21.8.25.
A First Postscript: Some Additional Comments


For historians of the present, there is a required focus today on what I refer to as ‘non-continuities’, i.e., ‘the advent of novel phenomena’ that cannot be reduced to either ‘discontinuities’ focused upon by historians of the past or ‘continuities’ focused upon by historians of the future (and where the latter should not be read as mere ‘futurologists’, but, as those people who attempt to consequentially compute the net trajectories of discontinuities, non-continuities, and continuities). (75)

Assuming the advent of a Post-Postmodern era, say, the Contemporary era, it behooves ‘philosophers of the present (and future)’ to critique the personal and social impacts of such non-continuities, etc., and advocate for responsible responses that mitigate, etc., the adverse consequences of such innovations and also promote the positive, non-adverse consequences of such phenomena. (76)

In effect, as one avenue of practice, the philosopher needs to propose mechanisms for the relatively expeditious arbitration of such novel social practices emerging in the light of such relatively-radical innovations, etc.
 
 (77)


 N.T., 31.8.25.
Appendix A: Can We Map what is Necessary to Simulate an Ethical Conscience?


I would like to argue that to be ‘moral; we need to be ‘ethical’, and v.v. Not wishing here to make any real distinction between these expressions ‘ethical’ and ‘moral’. That granted, we should make a distinction between ethical or moral judgments that concern, on one hand, a deontological dimension, and, on the other, those judgments that observe a more utilitarian or pragmatical disposition. I am not arguing here for any form of an absolutistical differentiation, only, that we should not confuse such judgments when they are found to be primarily concerned with one domain or the other. (78)


From a trans-cognitively ordered perspective, these two domains of the deontological and the pragmatical are distinctively differentiated as phenomena that, respectively, belong to either the third order or the fourth order. Let me diagrammatically represent these distinctions in the following circular format:
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Now, after some considerable time spent reflecting on the ethical condition, it is my latest understanding that ethical judgment is primarily centered in the third trans-cognitive order, but, with two adjuncts respectively in the adjoining fourth order of the pragmatical and the equally adjoining second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical. That the ethical economy can be seen to comprise this tripolar mix of the third, fourth and second trans-cognitive orders. Both pragmatical and aesthetical judgments are ‘adjuncts’ given the Ego’s involvement in overlapping, respectively, with the archetypal moments of World and Object. The primacy of the third trans-cognitive order being dictated by the full involvement off the Ego moment in contrast with the divided ego-involvement in the fourth and second orders, i.e., overlapping Object and World respectively. (80)


I also identify a non-systematic third moment of the Ego as existential in orientation (through overt intro-mediation, the result of the covert mediation of the Object and World moments) (whereas, a more overt form of the systematic existential is realized in a process of intro-mediation that oversees a dynamic balance between all three archetypal moments). (81)


However, in a taxonomy of economies (in their inescapable tripolar constitutions) we note the partial non-coincidence/coincidence with the archetypal economy of the ethical economy as centered only on the moment of Ego with its two over-lapping adjuncts. In listing the types of members in this taxonomy we would note an archetypal economy and its direct correlates (like, e.g., the philosophical economy); economies that only overlap directly one polar moment (as in ethical economy about to be outlined) in apposition to their two adjuncts; the secular economy that has no uni-polar overlap with the archetypal economy by virtue of its coinciding with the second, fourth, and sixth orders; along with sub-economies; non-economies calling for their hyper-economic re(-)appropriation of the same; and, the open-ended super-economy (and its encompassment of all other economies including the political-economic). (92)


How does this overlapping uni-polar economy operate in ethical terms of reference? (83)


Temporally, from extra-relational points of view, it attains an inter-ordered status through reduplication and, then, re-assumes its original ordered complexion by virtue of its ensuing retreatment (through the automatic force of the de-suspension). Translated, this means that through an extra-relational perspective the relational parties as presented in the pretreatment are viewed through an ahistorical pro-relational perspective of the apparent integrity of the relationship in question and, then, the concrete specificity of its retreatment through a trans-relational perspective courtesy of the ensuing de-suspension. Collectively, this gives us an extra-relational reading of the relationship in question. Furthermore, in treatment we find, through reduplication, the assessment of the relationship takes on an inter-ordered status as a political force, hopefully, with an existential complexion. The latter being arrived at through the overall suspension of inter-mediation in which we either create the initial relational richness of a relationship, or, observe the current preservation of relational richness of a relationship already in existence, and, hopefully, move on to the conservational expansion in richness of that same relationship through the ensuing force of its working suspension (inter-mediation) under the auspices of its existential oversight. Where the existential orientation is enacted through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential (pragmatical), and, conversely, de-existentially de-enacted (by promoting a more relational perspective at the expense of the pro-relational integrity and trans-relational specificity of that overall relationship as situated in its relational context). This harmonic arrangement can also be viewed as the harmonized relationship between the current philosophically oriented format of the archetypal economy and its secularly oriented aspirational formulations.
 (84)


Effectively, we correctly assign relevant propositional-statements in accordance with their ordered status, and, then, apply the required transformational rules able to either create, preserve, and/or conserve the enacted richness in the apparent value being therein arrived at in concordance with its ensuing e/valuational formation. (85)


Next, we would need to assign some overall intensity of valuation, co-associated with a certain intervention to be enacted, be that either positive or negative and as derived from an either an intuitive calculus and/or pre-set working calculus that includes the aesthetical, the pragmatical, and the deontological treated as existential (and extra-relational, i.e., as altogether as collectively relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational). (86)

In regard to a working calculus, we could run a scale of seven degrees from negative 3 to positive 3 passing through a neutral point scored as 0. Then in the aesthetical mode (Ae) of an overall harmonic integration we could relatively weight the result by 1. Then, in a pragmatical mode (Pr), we could weight it by a factor of 2, and, in the deontological-existential mode (De), give it a weight of 3. Let me use this pre-set working calculus in the two contrasting situations of my being hungry and eating two sandwiches made by myself (T1) versus my giving a second sandwich to a homeless person who is obviously hungry (T2):

Eating 2 sandwiches:
 Ae, say, +2; Pr, say, +2; De, say, +2; T1 = 2+4+6 = 12.

Donating 1 sandwich:
 Ae, say, +2; Pr, say, +1: De, say, +3; T2 = 2+2+9 = 13.


As 13>12 implies intervention T2 should be enacted… (87)


In a deeper assessment of motivation, we could include affective aspects as implicated in our modelling of ethical discernment, as factors that either reinforce or deconstruct the desirability of observing certain possible courses of enaction. (88)


 A more formal calculus would need to treat propositions as possessing either aesthetical force and/or pragmatical force and/or deontological-existential force or as possessing a relative neutrality when matched just with the first, fifth, and sixth orders. On the other hand, transformational rules would also need to be observed when relational artefacts in those latter orders then appear to have ethical-like implications in the other three orders that overlap an egological input. So, e.g., a mere sandwich, treated as a (non-integrated) logical object in the first order would take on an ethical role in the providing/non-providing of its ability to assuage hunger. Then, of course, probabilities and matters of truthful determinations must also play a role in such ethical calculations in a process of intervention. (89)


Obviously, moral judgment will also need to include a considerable emphasis upon the conformal, and this is taken into account in the next appendix, Appendix B. (90)

Appendix B: Can We Map what is Necessary to Conduct a Conformal Scrutiny? 

So, the plot considerably thickens..! (91)


An easy, but laborious route to establishing conformal validity would be simply to take a set of propositions and individually differentiate them into either ‘true statements’ and ‘false propositions’ (or propositions with a currently unknown conformal status). Hopefully, where such consignment is, itself, in a conformal alignment with a generally received consensus. However, I would like to propose an alternative method. (92)


According to Tarski’s formulation, proposition (p’) is true (T) if and only (iff) there is evidence of the objective content of that proposition (p). 


I.e., p’ T iff p, (or if translated as propositions) p” T iff p’. (93)


Now the evidential is approached through either direct sense experience, and/or indirectly through testimony and/or inferences (as including a mix of either deductions, inductions and/or abductions). (94)


However, given the contextual nature of such judgmental evaluation,
 more correctly, we need to also note to what extent a propositional-statement has its conformal alignment with that prior body of propositional-statements (and where that body of propositional-statements, in turn, is in an alignment with a more encompassing body of propositional-statements, etc.). I.e., propositional p is in an alignment (A) with its contextual reference P if and only if its contextual reference, in turn, is in an alignment with the referred position…


I.e., p’ A1 iff P + P’ A2 iff p where p’ T iff A1 = A2. (95)


From a negative perspective, truth is deconstructed if there are contradictory propositions, the overall state is self-contradictory, or if the propositions are not coherent with bodies of propositions whose conformal truth assessments are already conformally pre-evaluated. Conversely, a conformally valid status can be restored through those means of rectification, etc., that enact such processes of re(-)alignment, etc. (96)


Ultimately, there can be no pure, absolutistical demarcation between the evidential, the testimonial and the inferential given the economic need for all three inputs to be co-present in this demarcation between (fifth trans-cognitively ordered) propositions and (sixth trans-cognitively ordered) statements. (97)


Where, philosophically (and meta-philosophically/metaphysically) we must observe the world of conformal truth determinations, more or less, as a relatively integrated nexus of judgments and not as something that is derived purely in isolation from this world at large. (98)

Appendix C: How Might We Combine Both Ethical and Conformal Mappings?

However, if we were then to combine this previous moral calculus with this conformal calculus we would, once again, need to revise our ideas on what actually constitutes a viable ethics in this world as lived. All too often moral principles, elevated in status to so-called First Principles, or similar, when perfectly applied would make a nonsense of our lives as lived. (99)


If these moral laws were gods living together on the summit of Mt Olympus the moral universe would be at war with itself. Even if Zeus were to arbitrate this madness, utilizing such absolutistical terms of reference, he would not be able to act the role of the heavenly peace-maker. Let me simply demonstrate this observation that so-called ‘moral principles’ should be viewed as no more than ‘cultural-intercultural guidelines’ and, most certainly, not as definite ‘lines marked out upon these impermanent sands of time’. (100)


Without a doubt being honest with both yourself and others is a good place to start in order to establish a good reputation as an honest and trustworthy person. But, the strict adherence to the principle that one should never tell a lie, ‘that honesty is the best policy’, would be more trouble than its worth. Imagine yourself secretly harbouring a Jewish family in Nazi Germany and you were to be questioned by a member of the SS who asked if you were doing so or knew anyone who was doing so? So, you are not going to lie? Or, do you feel you have to tell the truth on all occasions even if that meant everyone in your household would be soon lined up against the back fence and shot?! Obviously, a working ethics cannot take the impossible position of strictly adhering to a ‘reconstructed’ list of all so-called ‘ethical principles’ as if they were so-called ‘First Principles’, or similar. No, a more dialectical series of approaches is needed for an ongoing process of triangulation in the exercise of our discerning the beneficial working of a moral economy, and this, I believe, would be suitably found in the running the simulated-representation of a relational ethics conducted along the following lines. (101)


All moral or moral-like decisions are exercised in a relational setting. Ideally, we should work for the betterment of our more important relationships and, at the same time, attempt to minimize or remove those featured aspects that operate to the disadvantage of our more important relationships, etc., and, then, by extension run a similar attitude to this overall world-of-life, this world at large, this lived-world as lived through lived-experience. How might this be achieved? By either creating, preserving and/or conserving the relational richness of our relationships, by approaching their interventions by ourselves through working suspensions that observe and delineate the relational content of a primary relationship; the pro-relational integrity of that relationship in its situatedness; and maximize the trans-relationally unique, concrete specificity able to be fostered in its emergence from the extra-relational midst of that relationship, itself, through the automatic force of the suspended-suspension, i.e., the de-suspension able to reflect the holistic nature of that situated-relationship through inducing an expression of the possibilities of its constitution through the enactment of that ensuing process of re(-)self-organization. Ostensively, as if acting on the behalf of that relationship when, effectively, it is that relationship, itself, that orchestrates such overall relational enhancement. (102) N.T., 22.8.25.

A Second Postscript: Overview

Using the philosophical economy as a template, i.e., as one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenological, and one-part (non-systematically) existential... in a more formal setting, we could more comprehensively explore this just completed essay topic through those three sub-economic lenses. In this essay, I have informally concentrated on a cursory phenomenology of defects in the application of AI over a range with political implications and non-political implications, with an emphasis on the former. Against that form of appreciation, I have noted a number of observations with descriptive, prescriptive, and proscriptive concerns. E.g., it is all very well for both politicians and their bureaucratic civil servants to formulate policies using AI, but, in order to personally sign off on such formulations with the requisite degree of accountability, and to also collectively sign off with the requisite degree of a corporate or governmental responsibility, it is necessary for those deemed to be both accountable and responsible to actually understand what is being assembled in such policies with respect to their probable ramifications, etc., i.e., implications, the reasonable expectation of not repeating past mistakes, the articulation of both potential and unintended consequences, prospective problems with implementation, projected costs, and other pragmatic (and pragmatical
) considerations, and so on. In other words, these officials need to be on top of their brief and possess the required degree of understanding in order to professionally and competently give an official go ahead for the implementation of such policies. (103)

To assist this set of ‘political’ objectives I would like to suggest we use three baskets for assaying the relative merits of such ideas in regard to both their individual parts and their holistically totality (with the latter as viewed in sympathy with their current, expected, and anticipated relational situatedness as concerned with modes of enaction in terms of their relevant inputs and outputs, etc.), namely, this triple classification of the ‘relatively-non-critical’, the ‘relatively-critical’, and the ‘relatively-radical’. The expression ‘relatively’ is relevant here because in such explorations (in terms of hermeneutical investigations, phenomenal-phenomenological analyses, and non-systematic existential examinations) we note, e.g., there can be no pure or non-relative forms of the non-critical. If a (potentially psychotic) person were to claim, say, that ‘they were the king of France’ we need to note that such a person is not recognized by the current French constitution, but, at the same time certain kings do exist and the country of France also exists. Therefore, although this statement is conformally invalid, at the same time, ‘kings’ and ‘the country of France’ have a conformally valid existence. Thus, this proposition cannot be entirely dismissed as having completely no connections whatsoever with lived-experience of a lived-reality. Similarly, although the relatively-critical has a conventional existence it cannot mean we have a full, absolutistical control over such a domain, that certain elements, instead, could also be either relatively-non-critical or relatively-radical (just as a geocentric world view was later eclipsed by a heliocentric world view, and, Newtonian dynamics were overridden by the theoretical work of Einstein, et al). Then, in regard to the non-relatively-radical, i.e., the radically-radical, it could be either conformally valid or invalid, just that we are not in a current triangulations of approaches to establish the necessary degree of understanding in order to be able to definitively decide one way or other as to the conformal status of such barely comprehensible propositions generated by that form of AI. Should AI be able to incrementally parse the non-relatively-radical and establish for us the conformal validity of its sequentially organized argumentation, each fully sequenced, incremental step by step, then the non-relatively-radical becomes the relatively-radical prior to its eventually established conventional appropriation in relatively-critical terms of reference. Generally, such professional oversight in regard to all AI formulations is necessary in order to understand what is being articulated, how it might be agentically implemented, and be able somewhat to either expect or immediately anticipate the types of consequences that might follow should such policies or proposals be enacted, etc. (104)

Interestingly, AI enquiries also have to be suitably formulated. It is quite conceivable, e.g., that if a certain hospital were receiving an excess of complaints and AI was asked how to resolve such issues that it could issue the following instructions, namely, ‘discharge all current patients, do not admit any new patients, problem (re)solved’. I have employed this hypothetical response to illustrate this point that all AI enquires need to be suitably formulated and then suitably subject to the requisite degree of oversight. On the other hand, if AI were utilized to successfully categorise these complaints and, with respect to such categories, proffer reasonable solutions, then, that provisional format would be a sensible place to begin in order to start to exercise the required degree of oversight, etc., that might well be required in order to competently and professionally resolve such institutional issues. (105)


This essay also noted, besides a need for oversight, an internal need for AI to be given some semblance of an ethical conscience. My three Appendices were constructed only as an outline as to how such an approach might be attempted. Moreover, my prioritization of the deontological, as primarily ethical, e.g., also needs to be further explicated and hope to explore such issues in future essays in this book. (106)

 N.T., 11.9.25.

A Third Postscript: Some Additional Comments after Presenting this Essay

Some interesting comments were made during the presentation of this essay:

1. AI, in many ways, can be profitably compared to the defects in how we both construct and interpret IQ.
 As tools, both have a potential to act as two-edged swords, like all innovations, be they technological or otherwise, and, then, the limitations of novel genres of behaviour need to be socially outlined and understood, be that through either sensible legislation and/or the formation of a general understanding as to how far such non-continuities can and should be utilized, the limitations of such genres of behaviour, etc. Unfortunately, most politicians, and political systems themselves, especially those of a more democratic orientation, are primarily reactive rather than proactive (as well as blindly overlooking that certain demographics stand in need of more attention and care than currently afforded, e.g., the homeless, the relatively higher levels of unemployment for those that are either relatively unskilled, the older, and/or young, etc.
2. Although the pessimistic view appears to imply a so-called ‘golden age’ or some peak period exemplifying democratic excellence, still, two objections to the automatic acceptance of this implication can be made, namely, running a future comparison, instead, as to how we might re-visualise how democratic performance could be duly expedited through various reforms, and, that as the nature of governments, themselves, have changed that this should also invite other forms of criticism, e.g., under the adverse impact of a relentless imposition of a destructive set of neo-liberal policies could well mean that any attempt to run diachronic comparisons of the same political system in different period would be difficult if not impossible to perform? The ensuing pessimism calling for a change in moral attitudes as to how such defective forms of oversight could be subjected to suitable forms of remediation, etc., albeit in and through the reshaping of those democratic reforms that might both address and mitigate such defects, etc.

3. AI is but one innovative strand in a radical reshaping of society. Furthermore, given that we are much wealthier than say fifty years ago it behooves our politicians to prepare, etc., for the accumulative effects of such innovative non-continuities. Thence the needed skills of both historians of the present and historians of the future are required to articulate both the phenomenological nature of such radical shifts resulting from the impact of such novel technologies, etc., but, also, a hermeneutical mapping of the potential disruptions issuing from the ensuing shifts in behaviour that will be initiated by the same. But, theoretically, such additional wealth should better insulate us in these transitions in behaviour, vocation, etc. However, the upshot of such redressement is also the parallel need to alter the nature of our taxation system by imposing more taxes, especially on companies, in order to invest in a wider range of social welfare given such disruptions.

4. Although many people have been empowered by economic changes, we should also note those sectors that have been relatively disempowered and disenfranchised.
 That, if we were to look after those who fall by the wayside, then we might find ourselves in a better position to do this should more people be adversely affected by such disruptions. 

5. That as a matter of urgency governments should be conducting enquiries into both the upsides and downsides of such innovations in technology, etc., and proffering guidelines as to how such positives and negatives might be better dealt with by those same governments should such necessities arise (and as we must envisage at some time will inevitably occur
). (107)








  NT., 13.9.25.
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Third Essay: On a Deliberative Democracy

O. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


Briefly summarized, ‘deliberative democracy’ is a ‘relatively semi-formal process where random citizens, with a mix of political views, freely come together in a small group to civilly debate, on a regular basis, over a short period of time, current political issues chosen by those participants with the overall aspiration of either its organizers and/or clients that those same citizen will become less polarized and partisan in their political opinions and more receptive to issues and polices as might be viewed from a relatively less polarized perspective’. It has been argued that such a process has been demonstrated to proffer a general, self-directed de-polarization of political attitudes that, ostensively, better serves the general democratic ‘health’ of that community. That, in the light of such a general process of political de-polarization, in order for it to have the necessary degree of a community-wide de-polarization such a process would need to be considerably up-scaled to that degree where it could exert a general re(-)normalization of the political life of that community. However, as effective as such a process may well prove to be, if the root causes of current political polarization are not suitably addressed then we may well wonder to what extent such a process of remediation can undo the damage already present and continuing to be exerted by such factors. Therefore, for an in-depth appreciation of these grass-roots attempt to de-polarize the political process it stands to reason that we should also entertain an in-depth understanding of the very reasons why polarization has occurred in the first place, and, so, to this end let me phenomenologically analyze the phenomenal nature of the democratic process in order to better understand both its nature and how that process can be subverted, obstructed, paralyzed, polarized, and so on, and, therein and thereafter, be both displaced and replaced by less democratic forms of political governance, etc. (0)

To this end, let me theoretically demonstrate, and hypothetically explore, the phenomenological nature of power and demonstrate that at the very center of such a process there must exist a certain minimum democratic-like presence of the requisite degree of consent necessarily in operational existence in order for the continuing dissemination of that specific exemplification of power itself. That, it is on this basis that a more overt expression of a democratically oriented process must be both situated and further thematized; and, that, in the process, we must also defer to a series of unavoidable preferences, namely, for the deontological over the pragmatical (and the aesthetical), the existentially compactual over the non-existentially contractual, the arbitrational over the aspirational, social cooperation over the competitive, etc. Then, this in-depth exposition on the democratic process in place, we can then explore how it can, in general terms, be either distorted and/or obstructed, etc. In this regard, I will focus, e.g., on the role of relatively unregulated donations that I believe is primarily instrumental in a polarization of the democratic process through the corrosive effects of the relatively unrepresentative nature of such covert demands made by more influential donors through the ensuing overall impact of such covertly dictated political policies, advertising, and propaganda, etc.
 Situated in this context, I will then explore this semi-formal process of a ‘deliberative democracy’ along with its understood attempts to defuse somewhat a general polarization of political culture, etc. But, then, can such measures undo the impact of a neo-liberalism exerted, say, through the corrosive consequences of effectively unregulated donations by corporations and wealthy donors? Assessing, as a provisional conclusion, etc., to what extent can we remain optimistic in the face of such polarized political pressures that appear to be insidiously undermining a democratic way of life, seemingly characteristic of such contemporary circumstances? (1)

1. The Phenomenal-Phenomenological Nature of the Democratic Process


Interactions between people are like the relaying of horses used by a messenger or messengers travelling between way-stations on an ancient path of communication, or, the knotted crossing over of the strands of a fishing net whose collective integrity is dependent on the non-breaking of those same connections… where, the dissemination of power is predicated, both theoretically and hypothetically, on the existence and a persistence of the requisite degree of a general form of consent for the continuing dissemination of that reiterated expression power between these personal points of replication. To demonstrate this approach, just imagine a seemingly powerful king ordering his woodchopper to deliver wood for the royal fire, and, their meeting of an adamant refusal by that same woodchopper. Of course, the king could demand the execution of this insubordinate… which would merely prove this same point, namely, that that individual is not going to deliver the required firewood. Or, in ordering another worker to deliver this wood for the royal fire, and, if again, they are met by a similar refusal, then, that same king will need to once more look elsewhere for the meeting of such demands. But, if such a trend were to pervade the kingdom in its entirety, then that king is now no longer the ‘king of that kingdom’… since not one person would do their bidding, reducing that figure, effectively, to a state of complete and utter powerlessness! (2)


From this hypothetical, and theoretical, observation of the necessity for a minimum degree of a ‘general consent’ for the continuing dissemination of power, between individuals ever possessing differences in power relations, let me further explore the nature and ramifications of this basic proposition. (3)


In my opinion, that ‘general consent’ consists of at least ‘three aspects, namely, the required degree of a ‘communicative consent’, an ‘enactive (process of) consent’, and, in addition, all too often overlooked, a ‘collaborative consent’ in which the two or more relevant parties agree to work together in a certain period of consent-giving, albeit with a certain difference in their expected power relations. Let me explain. (4)


On such a basis, say, between two individuals, we find these two personal nodes, namely, the relatively active party giving instructions to the relatively passive party in this to-be-expected process of dissemination. Now, the passive party first needs to give their consent to their communicating with the relatively non-passive party. This to-be-disseminated intent of the first party needs to be transmitted to the second party, etc. (5)


Then, once such intent is effectively understood, the relatively passive party in this exchange then needs to decide to enact such requests or demands, be they either cooperatively portrayed and/or coercively insisted upon. (6)


In this economy of dissemination, the two interacting parties can also elect to work collaboratively together, in an overall process of ‘engagement’, in order to further facilitate the mutual benefit that such a collaboration is apparently designed for in order for it to be undertaken by those same parties concerned. I.e., through such mutual co-considerations, hopefully, advancing an existential complexion in this arrangement. (7)


Thence, upon the effective enaction of a general form of consent, a series of preferences must then also be observed, be they either advertently and/or inadvertently invoked (through suspensions) and enacted (through de-suspensions). (8)


Without some degree of mutual benefit, even if only minimally instantiated, or coercively co-opted by negative means, then that chain of dissemination will be broken at that point through the non-incentive to continue the disseminative force of such communicated intentions. Where such resistance might be first signaled either by a distortion of that chain of dissemination or completely truncated through some form of obstruction. (9)


Such a minimum requirement could be either relatively registered in a negative, neutral, and/or a positive (hermeneutical) format, (phenomenal-phenomenological) form, and a (non-systematic existential) formation. E.g., the slave master or mistress might threaten to either hurt or kill their slave; or ignore or overlook expected or non-expected patterns of behaviour; or proffer the incentive of a future meal, or a pleasant environment to sleep, etc., etc. (10)


As noted, once consent is either coercively and/or cooperatively obtained then the dissemination of power ensues, be that subjected to either a process of relative resistance or non-resistance, etc., i.e., either, some degree of distortion or obstruction, or, the effective replication of the orders as both transmitted and understood and, therein and thereafter, effectively replicated. (11)


Moreover, as mentioned, a set of overlapping priorities will also be both observed and need to be observed. (12)


Under the inescapable presence of working suspensions, in order to enact the very formation and discharge of our intentions, we should find an equality in the treatment between all relevant factors, but, that under the ensuing de-suspensions, we should find the re-expression of all inequalities both represented and arrived at. Hence the re-articulation of deontological outputs over pragmatical and aesthetical inputs, etc., although, such existentially oriented demands may well be overlooked and ignored in the ensuing performance of relatively less ethical or less moral patterns of behaviour. (13)


As all represented situations are different, across both time and space, it follows that all suspensions will have a different presentation, suspension, de-suspension, degrees of responsiveness and responsibility, forms of comprehension and appreciation, modes of transformation, and ensuing consequences, etc. (14)


From a comprehensively ordered perspective, under the suspension, we find the force of reduplication observes if the operand is either different or not different from the operator and oversees such transformations accordingly, whilst the automatic invocation of the de-suspension oversees the preservation of the ensuing transformation of the operational product through a process of retreatment. So, e.g., the sixth trans-cognitive order of facts as an operator in operating on a set of facts is productive of an inter-ordered form of productivity, namely, their sixth inter-ordered status as a form of historical awareness. That, under the duplicative force of the de-suspension this inter-ordered status is preserved. But, there can be no history without that history also having assigned to it a set of facts. Similarly, in the de-suspension, the historical treatment of that set of facts preserves the duplicative force of a wider reading of that history as remaining a history of a certain set of facts. Or, e.g., the ensuing appreciation of the imputed fact of a certain history, as specified, likewise preserves the duplicative force of that de-suspension concerning the factual status of that distinctively specified history in question. Thus, as here re-envisaged, the force of the reduplication and the duplication mirror, respectively, the suspension and the de-suspension as reframed through the lens of a process of transformational retreatment. I.e., under the working suspension, we arrive at a process elevated by one meta-degree that observes the rules of reduplication, whereas, under the process of transformational retreatment, the de-suspension observes the rules of duplication within a process of de-metafication by one degree. So, through transformational treatment, through a deconstructive and reconstructive process of remediation, the rules of reduplication are observed, namely, if the operator operates on itself then its ensuing productivity has a status elevated by one degree in terms of its corresponding orderfication. E.g., the possibility of possibilities is a process of reduplication of the fifth trans-cognitive order and its ensuing ordificational transformation in the form of scientific-like experience, as an example of the fifth inter-ordered order of the scientific. Where, under the force of the de-suspension the duplicative force of the operational product formed under the suspension is duly preserved. Where, by such means, through transformational retreatment, the inter-ordered status of the meta-philosophically metaphysical, as reconstituted through an ordered lens, is preserved, albeit now in more philosophically oriented terms of reference. Just as the inter-ordered phenomenon of histories, e.g., etc., can be focused upon in philosophical-like terms of reference through the duplicative force of the de-suspension, etc. Thus, by this arrangement, we have the net cooperation of reduplication and duplication through the exercise of the suspension and the de-suspension respectively! (15)


But, that granted, in more simple terms, how do we explain the reduplicative transformation of the x1 of x1 as productive of x2? By noting that ‘x1 of x1’ is already equivalent to the ‘x-ness of x’ which, effectively, is ‘x2 of x1’, and where the duplicative force of the operator has an operational product with the same ordered status and meta-status, and where the ordered status is preserved under the duplication of the de-suspension whilst also being subjected to transformational retreatment and its ensuing process of de-metafication by one degree in meta-status without a similar reduction in the ordered status of the ensuing product (reflecting and preserving the effective status of the operator as being already elevated and remaining by one degree in its ordered status). However, as implied, through transformational retreatment, the relatively metaphysical can then take on a relatively philosophical tenor, etc., whilst preserving the distinctive casting of its metaphysical contours in those retreated philosophical terms of reference along with any secular implications that might be also arrived at along the way. (16)


Such considerations have an important part to play in how we reconfigure an appreciation of the third inter-ordered order of political empowerment in conjunction with the economic as a political-economic force, etc. I.e., the deontological through reduplication is invested with a political sense of force (in its ‘political-like imposition’ upon the relatively ‘economic’ within this hyphenated economy of the ‘political-economic’). (17)


Moreover, in understanding the preferential role of the deontological, etc., in ethical consideration, we find, from a political-economic perspective, the preservation of the same. Thence this preferential treatment afforded to the deontological, arbitrational, compactual, cooperative (as the collaborative), the relatively non-secular over, respectively, the joint adjuncts of the pragmatical and the aesthetical, the aspirational, the contractual, the co-optive (or coercive), and the relatively secular. I.e., under the de-suspension, despite the imposed equalities of the suspension, the inequalities of this world at large are, more or less, re-imposed in accordance with the re(-)self-organization of the representation of the situation in its situatedness in question as experientially simulated in and through lived-experience. Or, more pointedly, the preference of the relatively existential over the relatively non-existential (without, at the same time, de-valuing the role of the relatively existential given the necessary existentialization of the relatively non-existential in the very formation of existentially oriented e/valuational formation itself). (18)


What are the ethical and political implications, etc., of such inequalities? (19)


That the deliberations of juries, e.g., naturally seem to give a greater weight to deontological aspects over the pragmatical or utilitarian (and the aesthetical). (20)


Similarly, we observe the relative compactual forcefulness of arbitrational mechanisms over contractual mechanisms invoked in the expedition of our aspirational objectives. Or, without a compactual basis, no contracts would be ever seriously entered into. Or, again, a strict adherence to the material bias of the secular world would not allow us to observe the relatively immaterial nature of our emerging relationships. Where the very recognition that we live in a cultural-intercultural sense of a life-world puts paid to all such metaphysical nonsense attendant upon the impossible promotion of the falsely imputed world of the materialist (or realist, or empiricist, etc.). That, similarly, the opposite defect of an exaggerated, non-grounded, impossible relationalism can equally be dismissed as totally untenable unless all forms of such non-economic nonsense are re-qualified as being only analogically simulated and not literally imputed (given that literal imputations of the impossible to envisage remain literally impossible even if their fraudulent invocations are nominated without any viable point of reference whatsoever). (21)


Therefore, despite the necessity for a dynamic balance of these inequalities in a working suspension, under the de-suspension such natural inequalities will reassert themselves, and, on some occasions (through re(-)self-organization of the simulation of those represented relationships) in the novelty of a form that is relatively-radical in complexion. (22)


Now, let me explore what I consider to be the inter-ordered nature of the dissemination of power (through the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of deontological judgment). (23)


On a trans-cognitively ordered basis we have the economic deliberation of various ordered types of judgment, but, not the enaction of those same judgments in non-virtual terms of reference. Arguing, furthermore, that forms of economic resolution must have a non-economic complexion in order to escape endless suspensions and de-suspensions in an infinite circulation of non-definitively resolved patterns of judgment and behaviour. Or, recast through the lens of transformational retreatment, non-virtual enaction is enacted through the third moment of retreatment issuing under the so-called third moment of Ego (as represented in the archetypal economy). But, such non-virtual enaction cannot be enabled in ordered terms of reference (be that either trans-cognitively or cognitively oriented), but, only in inter-ordered terms of reference, and, then, only in and through the third inter-ordered order of the political, i.e., volition with the potential for political ramifications. Let me diagrammatically represent this one possibility and the impossibilities of all other non-starting options:

11 Phenomenological-Semantic E/Valuation => 12 Categorical Metaphysics


21 Aesthetically-Integrated E/Valuation
=> 22 Psychological-Sociology


31 Deontological E/Valuation


=> 32 Political, etc., Enaction

41 Pragmatical E/Valuation


=> 42 Economic, etc., Enactment


51 Possible-Hermeneutical E/Valuation
=> 52 Sciences


61 Actual-Factual (Ontical) E/Valuation
=> 62 Histories (22)


In reviewing the lists above, I would argue that on the lefthand side, in dealing with active, virtual trans-cognitive judgments (and there arrived at passive cognitive judgments in a series of cognitive orders [and duly tabulated by merely replacing 31 with 30, i.e., conceptions and 41 with 40, i.e., perceptions]) we note only their non-virtual powers of judgmental enactment. Then, on the righthand side we note a similar state of affairs except for 32 and its ability to exert the enactment of political power (albeit in either relatively political and/or relatively non-political terms of reference although some might argue, rightly or wrongly, that all non-virtual enactment is ‘political’ to some extent or other given it has potentially political-like consequences even though it is also true to state that enactments that are non-active or inactive through deferment can also have political-like consequences, etc.
). The third inter-ordered order of the political, and its sole ability to exercise patterns of enacted behaviour in non-virtual terms of reference implies that it is in those terms that our intentions are discharged in non-virtual terms of reference. (23)


In this ordered-inter-ordered schematization 32 and 42 representatively form the hyphenated ‘political-economy’. That it is in this working representation of this political-economy that we find the institutional existence of distinctive, but somewhat overlapping, social organizations such as Academia, the World of Business (and its inclusions of a World of Transport, Food Growing and Preparation, the Medical World, the Financial World, the business of the Legal World, etc.), the Political Domain, Media, etc. (24)


Such a political-economic schematization is implicitly arguing that, whilst these domains overlap, they can still maintain a certain distinctive degree of autonomy within their respective spheres of influence. So, e.g., the Legal World carries out legal judgments whereas the Political Domain, through its legislative powers, enacts those laws utilized in the former sphere of influence. Or, although politics should not be conflated with businesses and its practices, still, political parties also need to operate on a sound financial basis in order to be able to financially promote their version of the political in disseminating through Media their dissemination of forms of political advertising, etc. Or, in Academia we will find financial arrangements from the publishing of academic books to the scientific collaboration with the World of Business, etc. So, whilst there is the overlapping of these distinctive spheres, still, distinctive forms of decision making are enacted within those social organizations. In that light, a legal judgment is or should be a legal judgment per se (even if it were to have political ramifications).
 (25)


But, given my insistence that power is non-virtually disseminated through the third inter-ordered order of the ‘political’, and this inter-ordered order is replicated through reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, and my identification of the deontological as being at the center
 of existentially oriented enactment, how is it the case that the world is awash with non-existentially oriented patterns of behaviour both individually and socially, i.e., both personally and politically? (26)


To answer this crucial question, I will argue that the relevant inequalities brought to bear in the representation of a certain relationship are not adequately balanced and that the natural inequalities re-revealed in the de-suspension are also not correctly observed, etc. Let me explain the constitution and ramifications of this overall approach. (27)


Basically, these distortions and obstructions expressed on a personal level are re-expressed on a political level and can be explained as distortions, etc., through the non-suitable implementation of the improper preparation for the exercise of a working suspension, the inapposite exercise of that working suspension, and the inappropriate utilization of behaviour that ensues post that working suspension. Under such headings, we can furnish a wide range of defects from either over-commitment in a pseudo-psychotic dogmatism or under-commitment in an amotivated or non-motivated relativism, to the non-suspension of all forms of relevant prejudices as contributing prejudgments, to the overriding of natural inequalities when pragmatic, deontological, non-existential and existential considerations are misinterpreted, ignored, over-written, or inauthentically subverted, and so on and so forth. Or, again, this could be summarized through the lens of transformational retreatment as the utilization of defective conjectural economies, etc., through the relative absence of well-formed and well-informed processes of pretreatment, through the presences of mis-performed processes of treatment, and a consequential absence of well-re(-)formed processes of retreatment (etc.
). (28)


From a relatively non-technical, secular perspective, metaphorically, we could summarize such unsuitable forms of behaviour as either the advertent and/or inadvertent deafness to the ‘call’ of a responsible-responsiveness being authentically enunciated through the emergent being of our relationships as we make our passages through this world at large both individually and collectively. (29)


Or, from a more technical perspective, we might refer to such relative inauthenticity as our not duly extending the due weight of such inequalities by either discounting downward and/or recounting upward the suitable weight of such distinctive inequalities. E.g., by institutionally siding with conventional patterns of behaviour when a relatively-radical, unconventional pattern of responsible-responsiveness is being ‘called for’. Or, conversely, insisting on unconventional behaviour when such a misplaced response is not ‘called for’. (30)


Under the headings of the deontological, the arbitrational, and the compactual or existential… we note their being either non-suitably exaggerated or downplayed. Or, under their converse orientations, as the pragmatical, the aspirational, and the contractual and (the relatively neutral or positive) non-existential… we note their being either non-suitably exaggerated or downplayed. E.g., the misplaced substitution of expedience for the doing of our duty be the latter the expected honoring of a promise, or the timely discharge of a debt, or the reprehensible avoidance of exercising what is duly entailed within a certain obligation, etc. E.g., the over-stressing of a certain ethical principle at the expense of all other relevant ethical principles when the spirit of the occasion should call forth the dialectical mediation of the same in the formation of apposite behaviour (instrumental in either the creation, preservation and/or conservation of the relational). (31)


But, more simply, such non-suitable patterns of non-responsible-responsiveness can be rendered as a misplaced emphasis being imposed upon aspirational objectives. Or, in other words, where our egos get in the way… either over-performing or under-performing in a non-suitable manner! (32)


That in a political domain, by extension, unfortunately, the same applies! (33)


Thence the underlying explanation for the inflicted ills of colonialism, slavery, imperial conquests, unnecessary wars, the corruption of both politicians and political systems, and, on a more interpersonal level, the exploitation of workers, lying and other forms of deceitfulness, defamation, theft and property damage, violence and murder, and so on and so forth. (34)


Unfortunately, for everyone, more often than not, our egos will get in the way. Whereas, suitably enacted working suspensions, without such egotistical subversion, should, ideally, be exemplary in their performative practice… at least, to the best of our abilities. (35)


So, this provisional explanation tentatively granted, just what at the very best, remains as a residue in such poorly regulated behaviours as a possible basis to be built upon in the rectification of our working suspensions and the expected anticipation of a suitable degree of existentially oriented transformation of ensuing behaviours, and, by extension, the rectification and re(-)normalization of democratically oriented behaviours on the social stage through the successful exhibition of such performative ideals? (36)


The dissemination of power entails the bare minimum of a general consent, i.e., the required degrees of both communicative consent and enactive consent, and, hopefully, the requisite degree of a collaborative engagement whose additional consent is able to successfully realize our mutually entailed arbitrated-aspirations. (37)


Therefore, first, from an inter-personal political perspective, as with conformal expectations, an appreciation of the persistence of our relationships must insist on the necessary recognition of a minimum, residual, existential degree of general consent. Second, there can be no existentially perfect political expression because existentialization of the political process relies on the continued presence of the relatively non-existential given that the relatively existential is predicated on the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential. Just as, metaphorically, a fire without fuel ceases to burn. Third, it is on the basis of what existential residue is discerned as present that a democratically oriented political process can find the requisite degree of amelioration that would progressively render it as arriving at a more successful expression of a democratic format, formation, and form. (38)


The comparative model here, as noted, is with a parallel appreciation of the conformal, i.e., with the limitations of truth determination, given that there can be no absolute lie, i.e., there can be no absolutistical lying since a lie is predicated on a partial falsification of the truth that is present in the understood pre-configuration of that deception; there can be no dogmatic truth claims, i.e., there can be no absolutistically declared truth claims since the psychic energy needed to support an absolute proof would impossibly require an infinite investment; and, where we start is always with what we think is already to hand or could be brought to hand, etc. (39)


That, in a similar manner, the existential dimension cannot be entirely absent in the perpetuated existence of a certain relationship given its current state of non-dissolution or the non-death of the relational parties concerned; that no perfect political resolution is possible; and, that ourselves, as relative ‘politicians’, have to work with what is either already to hand or could be brought to hand. Of course, a satisfactory political resolution of an actual political problem, or the potential problematization of the same, does not require a perfect solution, only a pragmatically viable solution that is effectively found to be reasonably satisfactory to a certain extent for all the relevant parties concerned. Where the rectification of the democratic process is ever a work in progress, but, where it should also be noted, that, without eternal vigilance, political processes through egotistically inspired patterns of subversion can also be instigated at the expense of the hard-won successes realized by the astute politicians of previous generations. (40)


Given this minimal, residual, mutual, existentially enshrined, democratic-like basis for all forms of political governance, through the necessary existence of a certain degree of general consent for the enacted dissemination of political power, etc., from the autocratic to the democratic, from governments acting from either the so-called Left or Right, in the arrival at a form of governance that could be described as relatively democratic in its political characterization, how can such a form of governance be subjected to patterns of distortion and obstruction in such a manner so as to relatively disrupt its democratically oriented form of governance? (41)

Succinctly put, in a non-exhaustive list, which more prominent factors could be implicated in this disruption of a democratically oriented form of governance? (42)

2. The Potential Distortion and Obstruction of Democratic Governance


In answering this question, let me tentatively put the following candidates forward for your vote, so to speak:

Donations; corruption; diminished representation; a lack of a requisite degree of transparency, individual accountability, and public responsibility; a misplaced reliance on misinformation, etc; distortions arising from the over-represented power of vested interests; inauthentic actors conspiring to advance their own advantage at the expense of the public and setting out to unethically obtain and wield a degree of disseminated power to the disadvantage of the membership of that political organization; etc., etc. (43)


Such negative features are more likely to overlap and find their promotion through bad actors that do not have the best interests of their public despite the often impossible to fulfil such promises to that effect. Briefly, let me explore such negative factors. (44)


All judgment necessitates working suspensions, and the enaction of such judgments involves the same likewise: 

Before the suspension, ideologically, 

We come to the metaphorical ‘table’, 

But, we dispense with the same 

When we leave through the de-suspension.

Then, through reduplication and retreatment 

We arrive at the dissemination of power, 

As an inter-ordered phenomenon, as expressed 

Through the transformations of the political-economy.

Effectively, through a social phenomenon, 

Expressed as a social suspension,

That, if unsuitably exercised, 

Is discharged as a disruption of the democratic. (44)


Now, in this neat formula, I am not asking for your agreement, but, only your understanding. Admittedly, the manoeuvres above being outlined are complicated when first approached. However, once their underlying simplicity is understood, some degree of clarity should prevail. Namely, the ideological has a role prior to our working suspensions, but, that from their de-suspension we should dispense effectively with the ideological and recognize the inequalities that appear to maintain their persistence after such reiterated judgments. That political power has its meta-philosophical/metaphysical origins in the reduplication of deontological judgment whose retreatment is then expressed in the central form of an imperative either with or without a relative existential complexion. Such power is political to the extent it is impressed upon our experience of the political-economic whose dissemination must either co-opt and/or co-operate with the parties responsible for the dissemination of that effective expression of political power. That, such dissemination assumes a certain degree of general, democratically given consent even if obtained through co-option rather than through either co-operation or collaboration. That, as implied, if left in a suitably de-suspended state all ensuing patterns of behaviour would possess the requisite imprimatur of an existential complexion and where all performance would be aligned accordingly. But, unfortunately, given the all too often brutal experience of the hard coal face of lived-reality the dissemination of power is barely democratic and mutually collaborative in our interaction with others. As we have come to expect, the democratic complexion of such political enaction can be subverted by a wide range of mis-directed phenomenal inputs which will now be briefly explored. (45)


The heading of (an unregulated practice of) ‘donations’ is placed first on this list because I believe it is a prime reason why the political process in democratically oriented politics becomes progressively polarized and, and therein and thereafter, increasingly disadvantageous to the furtherance of that democratically oriented governance. By ‘donations’ is meant ‘the corrosive consequences of accepting disproportionately large donations with an implicit quid pro quo that disrupts the collective representation of individual voters by the excessive, non-anonymous influence of either large donors and/or large organizations encouraged to make such large donations’. On the other hand, the accumulation of numerous small donations is one mechanism a political party can use to relatively judge the overall successfulness of its campaigns, performance, and policies, etc. However, through the distortion of ever-escalating, obscene amounts of money, along with its implied obligations, the formation of policy directives are increasingly distorted in the favour of such large donors and/or large organizations with an ensuing polarization of that form of political governance. The person ‘who pays the piper gets to call the tune’. But, either inadvertently or advertently, such monies also get to name that piper, just which so-called ‘representative’ will successfully win their pre-selection, who, as candidates, in all likelihood, will share the same political outlook of their more influential donors and through necessity will be more inclined to represent their interests and not so much the interests of either their electorate or the nation. The covert presence of such monies, or even the threatened absence of such finance, as President Jimmy Carter had pointed out, not only polarizes the political spectrum, but, is also polarizing of the parties themselves, separating and segregating them into a Left-wing and Right-wing with the net result that compromise across the aisle, either between parties or within parties, is increasingly lost leading to a form of governance that is less democratic, less centrist oriented, more extreme, and less representative of and responsive to both its electorate and the nation as a whole. As a result of such progressively minimized representation, trust and respect for such a political system also stands to be proportionally lost. (46)


But, such a feedback loop in political mistrust is further accentuated by the fact that the co-associated advancement of the ruling paradigm of a neo-liberalism through a relentless avalanche of policy directives that favour such a misguided mindset further exacerbates this degree of disenchantment and disgruntlement issuing from the accumulative consequences stemming from the unremitting implementation of such policy directives. Policies that continually call for a raft of neo-liberally oriented reconfigurations of the political-economy also progressively disenfranchise and disempower effected demographics subjected to such political-economic distortions. It is an indisputable fact that from the 1970s and the 1980s relative growth in wages for the Middle Class, and especially for the Lower Middle Class, has not kept up with an accelerated productivity. In the US a point has just been reached that that 0.1 percent of the population now controls an amount of wealth possessed by the bottom 90 percent. Such increasing inequality and inequity is a recipe for the inevitable destabalisation of democratic governments as the notable economist Thomas Piketty, for some considerable time, has prophetically warned, where and when increasing inflationary pressures are not compensated through adjusted wages, etc., people become increasingly distrustful that such government are truly representative of their aspirations. That this co-associated disenchantment and disgruntlement with such political distrust is a fertile ground for political populists and autocrats to harvest the democratic vote at the expense of the ensuing democratic process given that such demagogues, more often than not, are only democratic in name and rarely set out to wholeheartedly observe democratic conventions and institutions. Witness, e.g., the flagrant, controversial undermining of political norms by President Trump in his continually attempting to subvert the US Constitution and an extensive raft of other political and influential institutions. At the same time as there is this loss of trust in democratic governance, we also find that in polling 70 percent of the population of America now feel that hard work is not enough to guarantee a successful life in this current world given this general recognition of such rampant inequality of opportunities, the continuance of a trend for wage suppression, that increased levels of productivity is not being reflected in the relative levels of remuneration for the Middle Class, etc. That, hand in hand with such trends, we also find that working conditions have been undermined, the cost of education has escalated, housing is increasingly unaffordable, medical outlays have become exorbitant, and the overall prospect for employment as perceived, rightly or wrongly, becomes increasingly precarious, and so on. Under this contemporary onslaught of increasing social pressures, it is no wonder that democratic governments around the world are having to confront various forms of populism, extremism, nationalism, the threat of autocratic dictatorships, techno-fascism, and an assortment of other ill-tempered bedfellows for the most part, on the (far) right end of the political spectrum.
  (47)


Corruption has always been a political problem, especially since the institution of political patronage was turned on its head and subsumed by the state in order for the state, itself, to pay its representatives and functionaries directly from the public purse. However, although going somewhat underground for a good century or so, in a weakened democratic polis a reinvigorated patrimonialism seems to have reasserted itself.
 Witness the current normalization of the ‘outrageous’ corruption of the second term of President Trump that barely seems to elicit being called out in the so-called ‘Legacy Media’.
 Like excessive donations, corruption also redirects the overall process of policy formation in favour of those who sponsor such corruption at the expense of a more responsive and responsible representation of both the electorate and the populace at large. (48)


As noted, both donations and corruption result in a less responsive and a less responsible form of political representation (whilst leaning further towards its donors). (49)

Other factor that also weaken democratic governance include the lack of a requisite degree of transparency in lobbying and policy formation, investigative committees, etc., but, excluding the required privacy of cabinet deliberations; observing the need for an individual accountability in policy formation along with a collective, public display of responsibility for the issuance of such policies. (50)

A bit like the making of sausages, there is also a need to know what actually goes into such political deliberations given, in this age of information management, a misplaced reliance on information that is either misinformed, disinformed, and/or mal-informed, and, where processes can be both distorted or obstructed by either those behaviours advertently enacted by bad actors or those inadvertently acting in bad faith under the deceptive influence of the former, etc. (51)


All in all, distortions can arise from the over-represented power of vested interests; inauthentic actors conspiring to advance their own advantage at the expense of the public and setting out to unethically obtain and wield a degree of disseminated power to the disadvantage of the general membership of that political organization… (52)


To some degree, the disruptive polarization of the political spectrum is both indicative and instrumental in an increasing disruption of a democratically oriented form of governance. Against this backdrop, the movement for the ‘therapeutic-like’ exercise of a deliberative democracy can be successfully viewed as one measure that constructively attempts to de-polarize the political environment and assist such potential voters to better appreciate the relative merit or demerit of certain local and national issues rather than automatically reading them through the perceived stance of their party affiliations. (53)

3. Deliberative Democracy in Action


The specific type of deliberative democracy that I have in mind to explore here is the organized attempt to get a small group of people together, as representative from across the political spectrum, to civilly debate local and federal issues among themselves with the stated aspiration of the organizers to relatively de-polarize the ensuing political views of that group without it being participatory in a practical sense, without seeking to change people’s political views or affiliations, and without necessarily seeking any final form of consensus.
 From studies done, through polling of these individuals, both before and after such meetings, it has been conclusively shown that through such debates in a civil, respectful environment, people become more issue oriented rather than party oriented along with a general de-polarization of overall attitudes, etc. Thence the stated objective of the convenors of such meetings is to only oversee this effective de-polarization of political attitudes without directly participating in a more formal setting where, otherwise, actual issues would be deliberated upon, votes taken, and where the majority point of view, as a form of consensus, is formally enshrined in some form of legislation, policy formation, or similar. (54)

Given that deliberative democracy is a type of practice that occurs on the floor of parliaments, council meetings, and similar, this variant might be classified as both hypothetical and non-participatory in orientation. (55)


Given the reported success of such organized events, as exercises in the relative de-polarization of the political attitudes of those small groups, optimistic organizers envisage a scaling up of such a phenomenon in the hope of a general de-polarization of the overall public at large. (56)


From my speculative perspective, it stands to reason that if people were to debate issues in a respectful environment that those individuals might well then be more inclined to explore issues, both local and national, rather than merely falling in behind their perception of the policies and attitudes being put forward by where they stand on a political spectrum should they voice a strong party affiliation in that regard. (57)


Is it difficult, in such groups, to get people to talk about their political views? No. Generally, it has been found that if people have certain views, to some degree or other, on a certain topic, then they are more likely to share their opinions, and, in the process see what other people think, come to understand where other people might wish to stand on that topic, and so on. Importantly, an appreciation of why others are perhaps making a different stand becomes something more comprehensible should differing voices be given the opportunity to explain why they prefer to align the way they do. Of course, it also works the other way in that in having to explain where you, yourself, might stand, there is a need to thematize one’s own opinions and muster good arguments that others might regard as valid even if your argued approach might not coincide with theirs. (58)


Now, I do not wish to directly critique the general methodology of such a practice given that studies do seem to demonstrate that a general degree of de-polarization does actually occur for those people respectfully taking part in this hypothetical form of deliberative democracy. However, the expressed ambition to upscale such debates in order to generally de-polarize a voting population at large, as noble as it is, is just not realistic. In that form, it just cannot happen. (59)


One way such upscaling might be more profitably undertaken would be to either televise or podcast such deliberations and, by such means, let a wider audience virtually participate in such proceedings. But, would that audience be wide enough in order to successful ‘leaven’, de-polarize that population of voters targeted by such virtual deliberations? Again, quite reasonably, I have my doubts. (60)


However, given the various possible root causes for political polarization, as previously outlined, such relief could only be symptomatically effective on a smaller scale rather than being non-superficially efficacious on a larger scale.
 Given, e.g., the vast sums of money utilized in all forms of political advertising that, by their very nature, are both polarized and polarizing in tenor, then what overall merits and advantages could possibly accrue to such small assemblies exercising a hypothetical form of deliberative democracy? For a start, political funds are rarely earmarked for such an exercise, and, I am also sure, that given the degree of political disenchantment and disgruntlement along with a diminished respect and trust for major political parties, then unless the root causes of political polarization are properly addressed, and successfully redressed, then I must seriously doubt that there is even enough optimism among such advocates to ever see them being effectively able to de-polarize any general population at large. (61)


On the other hand, we can take heart, metaphorically, ‘that the very trends that fill churches, elsewhere can be found to empty churches’, and v.v., etc.
 I.e., that the process of polarization is neither inevitable nor need be a permanent fixture on our political horizons. (62)

4. Before the Tides of a Neo-Liberalism Could Deliberative Democracy Succeed?


America voted for a corrupt and totally unqualified President Trump who had already stated and demonstrated his relatively non-democratic modus operandi.
 That this relatively non-democratic populist should have won both the Electoral College and the popular vote, in my opinion, says more about the American voter than about Trump himself. In my opinion, his candidacy was more of a lightning rod for the general political discontent expressed by those voters having been subjected to the pressures of Covid, lockdowns, and policies calling for mandatory vaccinations; inflation, and supply chain failures; despite the economic success of the Biden administration to create about 16 million new jobs, yet chalk up only half of the debt incurred by President Trump in his first term (and whose over-spending, again, is on par with his first term). (63)


However, I would contend, that the root cause for such discontentment and dissatisfaction with politics in general, and its translation into voting for a populist politician, namely Trump, is spurred on by neo-liberally inspired policy settings whose nett effect is an acceleration of a deconstruction of the democratic project (and prospect).
 (64)


Again, with such widespread, neo-liberally induced disenchantment and disgruntlement, even the various instances of deliberative democracy operating in the marketplace are apparently being effectively deconstructed by such counter-democratic forces so it is obvious that more of the same cannot be the desired antidote to this polarization of the political spectrum and its stresses and strains following on in the wake of such political disillusionment? (65)


But, such observations granted, for those who are democratically minded, just what relief might they be able to both optimistically and reasonably hope for? (66) 

5. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

To begin with, we might tentatively suppose that this demonstrable de-polarization apparently accomplished through the workings of a deliberative democracy, be that on the floor of a functioning parliament or legislature, or in the privacy of an inner cabinet room, or as found in a small group of earnest debaters taking some pleasure in thematizing their own views before the respectful inspection of their peers, is evidence that a process of suspension is being successfully enacted and where honest, existential conformance is going hand and hand with the fruitful outcomes of a deliberative performance..?
 (67)


But, if working suspensions, through such patient deliberations, indeed, are being invoked would it not be reasonable to ask by what other means these suspensions could be more profitably and swiftly enacted in order to move more quickly and successfully in this direction of establishing a more positive and beneficial democratization of the social sphere? By what means, both metaphorically and literally, could we oversee the further ‘seeding and sowing’ of the pre-conditional requirements for an expansion of this ‘social suspension’ to be further instigated and brought to fruition at the very center of this world of arbitration? Where, it could also be argued, that through the inevitable sacrifice of most of our aspirational objectives, a more mutual, existential process of arbitration can be promoted by means of these imputed inequalities, where, e.g., the deontological, the existentially compactual, and the arbitrational need to cooperatively overrule the more pragmatical or expedient, the non-existentially contractual, and the mere cataloguing of our aspirations? But, such considerations bring us once again, face to face, before a more profound process of philosophical problematization, namely, if the inter-ordered reduplication of deontological judgment is the sole origin of volition, both non-political and political in character, how is it the case that, in the political world especially, but, as well in our personal world of experience, too, we are ever witness to non-existentially oriented behaviours like self-seeking and self-serving patterns of conduct, dissimulation and deceit, dishonesty and alternative facts, corruption and vengeance, belligerence and violence, and so on and so forth? Could such an impossible circle of the relatively non-existential be squared with any deeper sense and semblance of the existential? Surely, we must be mistaken to believe, as argued by myself, that deontological-like imperatives are central to a process of volition, be that expression either non-political and/or political in scope? (68)


Now, more recently, I have had to re-conceive the primary business of the philosophical discipline not so much as the dissolution of philosophical problems nor the resolution of philosophical problematization, but, rather as a meta-problematics,
 in their needing to deal with the problematic nature of the problematic itself in the hope that such insights might then be extended to a deeper understanding of our being in this world with others in the hope of pointing out a more smooth and felicitous passage through this world (be that passively enacted with(-)others, actively before(-)others, and finding an increased degree of existential freedom in our engagement through(-)others). (69)


Therefore, to conclude this essay on ‘deliberative democracy’, let me in a summary fashion re-explore this in-depth re-appreciation of the democratic process that began this essay. (70)


As noted through my exposition of the need for a ‘general consent’, for the deliberate dissemination of power through both ourselves and others, this transmission of power needs to be both ‘communicatively understood’ and ‘enacted as understood’, and, where in an existential engagement a certain degree of ‘collaboration’ could also be further thematized and acted upon. Hence, the very basis of democratic cooperation is already embedded in this understanding of this necessary co-enacted transmission of a disseminated power through others. However, despite my claims for a sole deontological basis for volition, be that either non-political or political is orientation, it is obvious that the expression of such power is rarely mutual in a truly collaborative sense. That to satisfactorily explain, philosophically, this indisputable discrepancy, I have had to invoke a functional filter to the effect that through the distortions and obstructions of improperly exercised working suspensions we either advertently and/or inadvertently permit our egotistically inspired aspirations to disruptively intervene in our interventions in this world at large. Basically, first, by not maintaining a working balance between all inequalities in the act of the suspension, and, second, by not positively re(-)preferencing those inequalities that should be re-preferenced in the wake of the ensuing de-suspension. Noting, from time to time, in our openness to the advent of such an ‘event’, that we also need to differentiate both ‘the relatively-non-critical from the relatively-critical’ and the ‘relatively-critical from the relatively-radical’. That, through an integration of such differentiations
 we can then proceed with a certain degree of assurance
 that we might be on the right path. Or, at the very least, hopefully, find ourselves proceeding along a better path in our interventions that are being enacted either mutually and/or on the behalf of others within the arbitrated matrix of our lives as suitably enmeshed within this overall sense and semblance of a working world-of-life. At the same time, in parallel with the conformal and the moral, we also need to recognize that there can be both no absolutistically characterized dogmatic indubitability of comprehension nor any skeptical, relativistic, absolutistical non-indubitability of comprehension, and, with what we find already to hand, that that is that, alone, with which we have to work with, be that as either philosophers, as metaphysicians (as redefined by myself in a non-traditional sense), as other disciplinarians, and/or as secularists. Understanding, furthermore, that a conjoining of both conformal truthfulness and moral enrichment in e/valuation realizes a sense and semblance of the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential that cannot be reduced to either just the merely truthful or the ethically moral,
 and where the radical can radically re-configure how we should be both responsibly-responsive and responsively-responsible in the lived-reality of each and every moment of such lived-experience. That, through a well-formed, and well-informed conjectural appreciation of our represented relationships, etc., that through their working simulations, we can progressively come, increment by increment, to both critically and radically re(-)appreciate the same given their effective re(-)self-organization in and through trans-intentional experience, i.e., our powers of judgment despite their being both imperfectly-perfect and perfectly-imperfect
 in our exercise of our interpretations of such insightful discernment as extended to us through the finite limitations of our being in this overall world-of-life, this life-world at large. Still, despite the restraints of such limitations given our abilities to question, enact a variety of suspensions, we can maintain some degree of optimism that given such ongoing re-framing, re-iterative re(-)framing, we must already be on the way to collectively recognize, encounter, and engage with a range of solutions and resolutions that might actually allow us to intervene in a manner that elicits more productive patterns of arbitration as we make our passage through this world at large through the auspices of others… (71)


This hypothetically granted, if only for the sake of argument, the obvious question to ask is how might such mutual, democratically oriented patterns of arbitration be better facilitated through more effective, and potentially efficacious, forms of suspension? (72)


For convenience, let me approach this outlining of a reply through noting the requisite pre-conditions and post-conditions that surround a more fruitful form of a working suspension, and, how the suspension itself can be expeditiously engendered. (73)


As just intimated, our conjectures need to be well-formed and well-informed, etc.
 Moreover, the various envisaged consequences of certain judgments also need to be imaginatively reviewed and re(-)assessed from an overall, extra-relational point of view, namely, in relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational terms of reference. From a ‘relational perspective’ we ‘hermeneutically catalogue the relevant functional parts and parties seemingly involved in the relationship under our representatively envisaged process of simulation’. From a ‘pro-relational perspective’, we ‘phenomenologically analyse the apparent integrity of that relationship and how that relationship might be able to emerge with an even greater sense of relational ‘facticity’, i.e., ‘that extent a relationship appears to psychically emerges above and beyond its mere relational identity (as delineated in terms of its relevant parts and participants)’.’ Then, in ‘(non-systematic) existential terms of reference we identify the unique, trans-relational specificity of that relationship as it appears to manifest itself to us in our ongoing appreciation of the concretely historical in the lived, experiential sense of the ‘here and now’ (hic et nunc)’. That, in our preparation for and exiting from the suspension through the de-suspension we attempt to take a middle path by avoiding both dogmatic over-commitments and relativistic under-commitments. In the actual induction of the working suspension we note the collective role of questions, metaphorical replies, apparitional-like responses, the use of bracketing, skeptical doubt, the apparent emergence of the relatively non-reductive, the critical and radical entry of the chaotical re(-)self-organized, and all embryonic promises of a pragmatic-existentialism/existential-pragmatism, and so on. (74)


Or, as somewhat of a shock, the simple triangulation of economic perspectives that both critically comment and radically commentate upon all true and tried techniques that appear to provide meaningfully-significant solutions and resolutions as continually re(-)framed through our working suspensions. Through our re-asking of questions, through productively providing metaphorical replies that seem to capture what is being sought, through transformationally treating all simulations as if apparitions, through the use of a balanced bracketing in which all inequalities are duly balanced within the exercise of the suspension, the scalpel-like use of a skeptical doubt, noting what appears to emerge that cannot be reductively reduced (to the merely relational, e.g.
), noting the entry of the chaotically re-directed along with the emergent presence of the existential and pragmatic (and not the mere expedience of the pragmatical unless also positively being both existentially called for and called forth), etc. (75)


But, all such lived-experience of the relatively-existential, more correctly, is merely a lived-awareness of that which is already to hand in our lives that re(-)iterate the relatively existential in each and every moment… and which merely needs to be only recognized, encountered, and engaged through the skilful use of suspensions, etc! (76)


If anything, not much more than a diminution of the egotistically generated distortions and obstructions of our own thinking that disruptively prevent us from fully immersing ourselves in the insightful openness delivered through the de-suspension of our working suspensions. Thence, our lived-experience of the deliberatively arrived at nature of the democratic that already exists in each and every moment of our lives as lived… being already to hand and merely waiting to be authentically acted upon in and through the simulated, ongoing interventions that re(-)constitute our lived-relationships..!!
 (77)
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Fourth Essay: A Legal De-Oligarchization of a Nation’s Political Culture

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

In democratically oriented countries, with even greater degrees of wealth being accumulated by the top 0.1 percent of the population, questions of the undue influence of such oligarchs should not be surprising.
 On one hand, we should be free to reasonably express our political views, and on the other, be allowed to accumulate excessive degrees of wealth acquired through the skillful husbandry of our efforts. However, many would also argue that it is not fair that certain oligarchs get to dominate political discourse through the substantial impact of their wealth, be that in the form of donations, or corrupt forms of interference, and/or the ownership of dominant forms of Media, etc. So, this type of observation granted, what might a nation do about such non-democratic inequalities in ‘voice’? In this regard, let us look at the recent example of the Ukrainian government (Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine) and how it has wrestled with this type of inequality as part of its attempts to oversee a reduction in corruption, regularize the performance of its government before being granted a final accession to the EU. Also asking in the process how this type of approach to oligarchs, and their monopolization of the democratic discourse, could also be suitably circumvented in democratic countries like, e.g,, the US, Australia, etc. (0) 

First, let me look at a philosophy of de-oligarchization. (1)

Then observe how this type of process is being attempted in the contestment of Ukrainian politics. (2)

Given this approach is being adopted in order to promote a ‘freedom for its inhabitants to obtain a better life’ let me theoretically explore what might be entailed in this implicit notion of the ‘better’ or the ‘good’, as that which is deemed to be relatively ‘beneficial’, as a ‘suitable objective to be engineered given that it should be both desired and sought by its citizenry’, etc? In the process attempting to better understand what is deontological about the deontological that in this Pursuit is here being treated as central to the morality of ethical behaviour. (3)

Next, this approached will be categorized as a pragmatic-existentialism or existential-pragmatism and duly critiqued in those terms of reference. (4)


The application of these policies for a de-oligarchization of political discourse in other democracies will next be briefly explored. (5)


Concluding with various provisional observations, comments, etc. (6)

For convenience, I have used and noted AI headings to commence this topic. (7)

1. The General Philosophy of De-Oligarchization

AI Overview
De-oligarchization is the process of reducing or eliminating the excessive influence of rich businessmen (oligarchs) on political life and government, thereby creating conditions for stronger, more effective democracies. It involves comprehensive legal and systemic reforms, such as strengthening media, anti-monopoly, and anti-corruption laws, to prevent oligarchs from having undue control over state institutions and public property. 

Key aspects of de-oligarchization:

Limiting political influence:
The core goal is to ensure that wealthy individuals do not have disproportionate control over political decisions and outcomes. 

Systemic reforms:
This process requires creating a favorable environment for democracy by addressing the structural issues that allow for oligarchic influence. This can include: 

Legal tools: Strengthening legislation related to media, anti-monopoly practices, political parties, elections, taxation, and anti-corruption. 

Preventing undue influence: Implementing measures to prevent private wealth from being used to manipulate political processes, media, or public property. 

Focus on systemic change:
The emphasis is on reforming the system itself, not just on individual names. 

Promoting rule of law:
By tackling oligarchic influence, de-oligarchization aims to strengthen the rule of law and prevent corruption from undermining democratic institutions. 

Examples in practice:
The concept has been notably discussed in the context of countries like Ukraine, where it's seen as a necessary step to combat corruption and weaponized authoritarian influence, according to the Atlantic Council. 

In essence, de-oligarchization seeks to ensure that democracy thrives by separating the power of wealth from the mechanisms of government, allowing for more equitable and effective governance. (8)


In light of this summary, let me explore the following. (9)


It could be argued that only individuals can corrupt political processes and not companies per se. However, given the wealth of a large company, and possible origins that are trans-national in scope, then individuals operating on the behalf of the governance of that company might consider it to be to their advantage and benefit to re-direct the trajectory of a particular government in order to favour the operations of that company, and, by extension, the welfare and wealth of themselves. That, to this extent, ‘companies’ may well also wish to influence political outcomes, etc.
 Hence the recognized necessity, as enunciated by myself, for a critique, say, of neo-liberal policy settings, etc., as involving a critique of the integrated realm of the political-economic and not just the individual domains of the purely political or the merely economic. Without an integrated approach in this regard any individual critique of the neo-liberal would completely miss the mark. Furthermore, governments should not be in the business of business just as businesses are not in the business of government. Indeed, both because of such differences and their also being closely bound the overall interactions between the political domain and the economic sphere need to be viewed through this hyphenated discipline of the ‘political-economic’.  (10) 

For the sake of consistency, I also argue for a third overlooked domain of the ‘stylistic(al)’ in which executive power, etc., is disseminated somewhat apart from the merely political (in a legislative sense) and the economical (in its practical and functional expressions of relationships, organizations, communities, institutions, nations, etc.). (11)


What is the raison d’être of de-oligarchization? As noted, in negative terms, de-oligarchization aims to strengthen the rule of law and prevent corruption from undermining democratic institutions, and, in positive terms, ensure that that democracy thrives by separating the power of wealth from the mechanisms of government, allowing for more equitable and effective governance.
 Or, put more philosophically (and metaphysically in a non-traditional sense), as an approach to promote what is ‘good’ in and through governance, to socially engineer, either directly or indirectly, the ‘beneficial’, i.e., advance the relational enrichment of the political-economic world, and so on.
 (12)

2. The Ukrainian Experiment in De-Oligarchization

AI Overview
Ukraine passed a controversial anti-oligarch law in November 2021 to limit the "excessive influence" of wealthy individuals, but its implementation was postponed due to concerns from the Venice Commission and war. The law defines an oligarch as a person with over $80 million in assets, holding significant media influence and political ties, and would have banned them from financing parties and participating in state asset privatization. However, the law's future is uncertain, with the Venice Commission recommending amendments after the end of martial law to ensure a sound legal basis, making its long-term impact unknown. 

Key Provisions of the 2021 Anti-Oligarch Law

Definition of Oligarch:
The law formally defines an oligarch as someone who possesses significant economic and political weight and holds considerable influence in media and politics. 

Restrictions on Oligarchs:
If enforced, the law would have prohibited oligarchs from:

Funding political parties. 
Participating in the privatization of state-owned assets. 

Having "off-the-record" meetings with officials. 

Public Declarations:
Oligarchs would have been required to file financial declarations, similar to public officials. 

Financial Monitoring:
The law also proposed adding oligarchs and their companies to high-risk financial monitoring lists. 

Implementation and Controversy

Postponement and Criticism:
Despite being signed into law, the law's implementation has been postponed. This was in part due to criticism from the Council of Europe's Venice Commission, which noted the law's dubious legal status and lack of sound legal footing. 

War and Amendments:
The 2022 full-scale Russian invasion further complicated the situation, with the government updating its "Action Plan" in response to the war and the Venice Commission's opinion. Amendments to the law are expected after the end of martial law. 

Concerns about Effectiveness:
Some analysts noted that the law did not go far enough, for example, by not including a ban on oligarch ownership of media, which is considered their main tool for political influence. 

Impact

Reducing Influence:
The goal of the de-oligarchization laws is to reduce the immense economic and political influence of oligarchs, which is seen as a major blocker for reforms and a threat to national security. 

EU Candidacy:
Implementing the anti-oligarch law and other anti-corruption measures is crucial for Ukraine's European Union candidacy and for securing foreign aid. (13)


According to Wikipedia:

Does Ukraine have oligarchy?

Pro-Western sources have criticised Ukraine's lack of political reform or action against corruption, and the influence of Ukrainian oligarchs on domestic and regional politics, particularly their links to Russia. In 2008, the combined wealth of Ukraine's 50 richest oligarchs was equal to 85% of Ukraine's GDP.
 (14)

As noted, a Law was passed in 2021 to this end but has since been postponed under concern from Europe, re the Venice Commission,
 and the current war which started 24 February, 2024. (15)

As noted by Mykhailo Minakov there is also the paradox of oligarchization, namely:

…the choice is whether to fight oligarchy or the oligarchs.

The authors of the Venice Commission’s opinion went further and formulated the paradox of de-oligarchization (Art. 27): “If the administration and the judiciary are strong and independent enough to support the implementation of ‘personal measures’…, then such measures are no longer needed because the preconditions are met to deploy a much more systemic and effective strategy. If conversely the administration and judiciary are ‘captured’ by the interests that the ‘personal measures’ intend to fight, then such measures are either ineffective or—having to be adopted through executive acts that are not fully subject to effective judicial control—profoundly dangerous for human rights, democracy and the rule of law.”

Indeed, de-oligarchization, especially in the realities of the fragile Eastern European democracies, is a tricky process that does not allow simple solutions. (16)


I.e., propose a law either aimed at the general economics of the system that entails oligarchs or, more personally, at individual oligarchs themselves. In regard to the latter perspective Wikipedia notes:

The law on oligarchs is designed to create a special register of persons depending on their fortune level and involvement in social and political processes in the country. Preliminary, the register must include 13 people,[3] whom the state will limit the ability to finance political parties and participate in the acquisition of state-owned enterprises on an equal basis with other citizens.[4]
According to the bill, the basis for the inclusion of oligarchs into the register will be the National Security and Defense Council (NSDC) decision.

According to the document, any three of the four conditions are sufficient for the NSDC to include a person into a register of oligarchs:

1. excessive influence on the media;

2. participation in political life;

3. beneficial ownership of a monopoly company;

4. a fortune of over 1 million living wages (about $83 million at the current exchange rate).[5]
Persons included into the register will be banned from making contributions (directly or indirectly through other persons) in support of political parties, and being a buyer (beneficiary of the buyer) in the process of privatization of large-scale privatization objects. (17)

Besides attempting to harmonize such a law with EU requirements, as a precondition for entry to the EU, criticism in the press (from oligarchs and others), the impact of the current Russo-Ukrainian War (in which the wealth of certain oligarchs has been diminished), the necessity for adequate judicial reform, this law is currently postponed despite a number of parliamentary readings in 2021. (18)


Would a country like the US or Australia, or some other similar democracy benefit from the implementation of a similar type of law? Certainly, in Australia we are beholden to a concentration of the Traditional Media that, in my opinion, should not be condoned. (19)


Under an AI generated summary we have:

AI Overview
Australia has one of the most concentrated media markets in the world, with a small number of companies dominating ownership, particularly in print and broadcast media. Major players include News Corp Australia and Nine Entertainment, which control the majority of the metropolitan newspaper market. This high concentration poses risks to media diversity, limits consumer choice, and gives undue influence to a few corporations, according to various reports and analyses. 

Key Aspects of Media Concentration in Australia

Print Media: 

News Corp Australia and Nine Entertainment hold a significant majority of the newspaper market. For example, News Corp Australia titles account for a large portion of metropolitan newspaper circulation. 

Broadcast Television: 

The market is dominated by a few major players, including Nine, Seven, and Network 10. These companies collectively hold a substantial share of the market revenue. 

Radio: 

A few large companies, such as Southern Cross Media and ARN, have increased their market ownership in recent years. 

Digital Media: 

While the internet was once thought to democratize media, the opposite has occurred. Major existing media outlets have consolidated their control over online platforms and news websites. 

Global Comparison: 

Australia's media concentration is ranked among the highest globally, with one study placing it as the second-worst in the world. 

Implications of Media Concentration

Reduced Diversity: 

A small number of owners leads to fewer independent voices and a less diverse media landscape. 

Limited Consumer Choice: 

Consumers have less choice in the news they receive, as a significant portion of the media landscape is controlled by a few powerful entities. 

Inordinate Influence: 

Concentrated ownership gives powerful entities undue influence over government, business, and societal decisions. 

Threat to Public Interest Journalism: 

Concentration can reduce competition and limit the opportunities for quality public interest journalism. 

Regulatory Framework

Broadcasting Services Act 1992: 

This act provides the legal framework for media ownership controls in Australia, but despite these laws, high levels of concentration persist. 

Calls for Reform: 

Many experts and organizations, including the Parliament of Australia and organizations like The Australia Institute, have called for reforms to address media concentration. Recommendations include establishing a single media regulator to ensure a more effective system for managing complaints and maintaining media standards across platforms. (20)


On the other hand, somewhat mitigating the above, we note the vibrant rise of Social Media, the decreasing revenues of Traditional Media, and the general dislocation is social habits initiated by the Internet, smart phones, the rise of AI, and so on. (21)


The US does not have the same degree of media monopolization but a simialr trend remains for further monopolization… especially in a political climate that has become less regulatory in orientation? In an AI summary:

AI Overview
Media ownership concentration in the US is the process by which a small number of companies control a large share of the mass media, a trend that grew significantly over the last 40 years through mergers and acquisitions of traditional and internet-based media businesses. Major players include Comcast, Disney, and

Paramount, which control most broadcast and cable networks, raising concerns about potential impacts on content quality, diversity, and a potential rise in information-poor communities unable to access quality information. (22)


Again, we would need to ask ourselves should the politicians frame a similar style of law that deals directly with the system or more personally with respect to individual ‘oligarchs’? (23)

However, for the moment let us merely note the possibilities of such considerations in order now to shift our attention to explore what might constitute the social ‘good’, in what direction should the state, etc., engineer the socially ‘beneficial’, and so on? (24)


In these explorations let me ask three questions, namely, ‘what is the deontological value of the deontological?’ and, ‘what is the good(ness) of the good, or, the beneficial(-likeness) of the beneficial? and, more importantly, ‘how do these two types of question relate to each other?’, i.e., just how is or should the beneficial be existentially instantiated through a meta-deontologically driven directeness (when viewed through a politically oriented volition from the perspective of its inter-ordered status)? (25)


Without a doubt, such questions are phenomenologically located in characterization, primarily, as inter-ordered phenomena (in accordance with my understanding of the reduplication of ordered phenomena). Just as, e.g., the fact (i.e., factuality) of fact gives us the possibility of an historical appreciation of those facts, and, the deontologicality of the deontological gives us the direct expression of the volitional (as the political dimension in the ‘political-economic’ when viewed as an ‘inter-ordered doublet of the inter-ordered third and fourth inter-ordered orders’ respectively). In my recent reading of pragmatic philosophers,
 and others, I am now finding all talk about the social good, the objectives of good governance, the nature of a life well-lived to be somewhat philosophically annoying given a lack of definition as to what the ‘good’ might mean, and so on. Either people are tacking an impossible Platonic tack or are merely running the implicit argument that the good is merely something we already know about and could be simply delineated, say, by running a well-constructed poll. Therefore, in taking a middle path, let me explore just what might be meant in our seeking the so-called ‘good(ness) of the good’, or ‘our beneficially seeking to socially engineer the beneficial’, and so on. (26) 

3. On a (Meta-)Deontological Engineering of the ‘Beneficial’…

However, in regard to this lack of definition as to what might be referred to as the ‘good’, or the ‘beneficial’, or as the socially ‘desirable’, etc., I must here confess that I have not been immune myself from this same lack of philosophical focus, although, at the same time, I am not seeking some set of inherent virtues or qualities whose sheer presence signifies some desired state of affairs that can immediately be characterized by the coinciding existence of such characteristics.
 Rather, in following a middle path, a set of pragmatic approaches are to be taken whose distinctive intersections can be read as characteristic of certain types of features that are to be desired for either the creation, preservation, and/or conservation of our relationships. Hence the rather vague use, e.g., of my expression ‘relational richness’ and it is my hope in this section that I can remedy this hitherto persistent ‘lack of attention’ on my part. (27)

Moreover, the expression ‘relational’ is to be economically viewed through an ‘extra-relational understanding’ that is ‘one-part relational (in a cataloguing of relational elements, namely subjective relational participants and objective relational parts); a pro-relational reading of the apparent relational integrity of that relationship in its relational situatedness (i.e., facticity); and, the uniqueness of the trans-relational specificity of its concrete historic instantiation’.
 (28)


As just intimated, the ‘good value of the good’, or similar, has the apparent form of the ‘x of x’ which in my recent reconsiderations this form of reduplication should be read as the ‘x-ness of x’.
 Then, in accordance with duplication the operation is treated as having the ordered status of the operator, i.e., x-ness. Thus, if x is x1 then the ordered status of this operation would then be x2, i.e., inter-ordered.
 (29)


So, in the light of the above, let me briefly summarized just what is being implied by the title of this section: In looking for the origination of the non-virtual expression of the virtual, I believe it can be found in what I term to be the ‘third inter-ordered order of the political’ or ‘volitional’ or ‘meta-deontological (32)’, and, as coupled with the economic aspect of the political-economic (as the fourth inter-ordered order of the ‘economic’, i.e., that aspect subjected to the enaction of such volition). That granted, we now understand that in doing good, seeking beneficial objectives, then, this aspect of experience needs to be focused upon. Moreover, given its metaphysical orientation, as inter-ordered, then it should first be viewed through such a lens before subjecting it later to transformational treatment in a return to a more philosophical orientation. Furthermore, given the ethical is primarily seen as deontologically motivated, and, that this facet of experience is able to be better focused upon through a passive suspension, then, it behoves us to recognize the same. Furthermore, through a more active suspension that is engaged from a duly informed, extra-relational orientation can also be also be articulated that therein and thereby is productive of existential orientation in its promotion from a relatively non-systematic to a relatively systematic presentation (through a working inter-mediatory suspension of its extra-relationally oriented simulation/s). (30)

Or, more simply, the reduplicated sense of the deontological (as the meta-deontological) is responsible for passive, active, and engaged expressions of the existential in the beneficial re-direction of our arbitrated patterns of behaviour, i.e., our responsible-responsiveness. That, despite the complexity of my argumentation, through working suspensions we can refine our existential responsiveness and responsibility (by, first, noting this metaphysical orientation of the inter-ordered domain, and, second, that through transformational retreatment, we can then explore the same in more philosophically oriented language). That, by such a strategy, these notions of the ‘good’ or the ‘beneficial’, etc., can be duly explored and not merely left as something accepted as already pre-understood (although, at the same time, this natural, more intuitive approach is not to be dismissed). Furthermore, through such scrutiny, I also hope to show that such notions can also be quite complex given that they also need to experientially straddle both the positivity of the relatively non-existential and the relatively (non-systematic) existential as well as expressing, optimistically, a relative systematic sense and semblance of the existential as well. (31)


In the previous essay, I noted that ethical motivation is primarily deontological in tenor with secondary adjuncts in the second and fourth orders (and for convenience, let us assume, more or less, a similar situation from an inter-ordered perspective
). E.g., in the deliberations of a jury, deontological considerations are usually promoted over more pragmatically oriented modes of behaviour. That, even though in the working of a suspension all suspended elements are treated equally, in the de-suspension the status quo, in all probability, will reassert itself. That in a refinement of our appreciation of potentially ethical considerations, a relatively passive sense and semblance of the meta-deontological will assert itself. However, in reimposing a more rigorous approach, the relatively non-systematic existential might then be able to move in a more systematic sense and semblance of the existential… (32)


My catch-all expression for the ‘beneficial’ was ‘relational richness and enrichment’. But given these dimensions of the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential; the ‘relatively extra-relational’ as ‘the relative integration of the relatively pro-relational, relational and trans-relational; and temporal perspectives of the creational, preservational and the conservational), along with the distinction between the relatively non-systematic and the relatively systematic notions of the existential, some degree of  complexity can now be expected rather than a more mono-dimensional ‘relational richness and enrichment’. That, given this schematization of the relational in its relational situatedness, we can now quite rightly assume a need to work with a certain degree of complexity in such matters (even though a simplicity of principles is basically being alluded to, and, out of which a more systematic sense and semblance of the existential can be duly thematized accordingly
). (33)


E.g., in my anecdote of the second sandwich being given to the hungry homeless person, where the relatively non-existential status of the sandwich is reframed through an existentially oriented sense of perspective, we note these two dimensions of the relative-non-existential (the sandwich) and the relatively existential (through the sacrifice of your eating that sandwich and giving it to someone in far greater need than yourself). From this example of existentialization (in the converting of the sandwich to an existential element in your transaction with the hungry homeless person) we observe this co-occurrence of both the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential. I.e., a more comprehensive appreciation of relational richness and enrichment, therefore, would need to itemize the current state of play from both aspects. Let me further explore this type of implication. (34)


On one hand, we could argue that, as all relationships are unique, in general terms we could not possibly specify what is required merely in general terms for a specific relationship, yet, on the other hand, because general observations are able to work in general terms of reference then let me attempt to discern a phenomenology of categories that seem to apply (along with a parallel set of hermeneutical genres of behaviour in which those  relational elements are conventionally applied in our functional manipulation of those same relational elements). Already I have suggested a basic division between the relatively non-existential (e.g., a sandwich) and the relatively existential (sacrificing your eating of that sandwich in order to give it to someone in far greater need). Pointing out, at the same time, that there is considerable overlap, or, indeed, an overlap is a necessity given that existentialization is the ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v. So, that inescapable qualification noted, how might we categorize these two sets of considerations? (35)


Given this necessary parallelization between the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential it might be better to run them in parallel under, say, the triple classification of emplacement as to that which falls under the umbrella of our personal embodiment, our social embeddedness with others, and our collective embankment in this world at large. Hence, e.g., the hierarchy of physical needs from food to water, from clothing to shelter, from activity to rest, and so on. Under embeddedness we note the need to find social interaction of various forms, a need to communicate and be communicated with, an assortment of natural, negative, and positive rights and their corresponding obligations, etc., etc. With respect to our embankment in this world at large, we need to note the resources of the world are limited and that all people should be able to access what they need, what they require, and so forth. (36)


Returning to the previous idea of ‘the creation, preservation, and conservation of relational richness and enrichment’ we could recast the above as needing to be read through the harmonic nature of this form of resolution. Where aspects exhibiting serious dissonance would harmonically need to be prioritized, inviting appropriate genres of behaviour to be taken up in the process, or, through adoption and adaptation the moulding of the uptake of genres in order to achieve this degree of resolution, be it directed towards the problematic or the problematization of processes, be it directed towards the relatively-non-critical, the relatively-critical and/or the relatively-radical. (37)


What else might we also need to say? E.g., needing to note when and where relevant applicable histories of the past, present, and future are indicative of valid patterns of conformation as to how these events are to be ‘threaded’, etc. (38)


Also, of relevance, would be how we extra-relationally view the same, i.e., under the relational headings we view the relevant hermeneutical pretreatment of the pro-relational integrity of the relational situatedness in question, along with its phenomenal-phenomenological treatment of relational elements of parts and participants, and the non-systematic existential trans-relational retreatment of the trans-relational. Where the ‘extra-relational’ deals with these facets of the pro-relational, relational, and the trans-relational, and whose interactions also parallel the harmonic economic considerations of backgrounds, foregrounds, and the subjective interaction of the former within the intersubjectivity of our interactions with others in terms of our arbitrated-aspirations, etc. (39)


Thus, we are now in a position to better understand what might be included under this general expression of ‘the creation, preservation, and conservation of relational richness and enrichment’ given as well, that it is obvious that requisite forms of comparison are also implicated, i.e., what actually enriches this experience of that which instantiates this degree of relational richness and it’s to be further entertained enrichment. (40)

That, in regard to the same, we can also note to what extent there is an active recognition, passive encountering, and engaged entertainment of these economic parallels between, say, pretreatment, treatment, and retreatment, or, say, the hermeneutically oriented, phenomenologically oriented, and the existentially oriented (in its non-systematic orientation), etc. (41)

All in all, a matrix of considerations that could be tabled as follows:


Histories
Characteristics
Future:
Active, appropriate, hermeneutical recognition of the pro-relational

Past:

Passive, proper, phenomenological encountering of the relational

Present:
Engaged, apposite, existential
 engagement of trans-relational 

…where expectations to hand are subjected to pretreatment; relational elements are subjected to treatment; and the concrete, historical specificities are the subject of retreatment. (42)

Later,
 I am going parallel the same with our experience of a ‘freedom to’ (as positive freedoms) arrived at through active suspensions; a ‘freedom from’ (as negative freedoms), and a third freedom in the form of an existentially oriented collaborative ‘freedom through’ arrived at through engaged suspensions.
 (43)


That, in summary, notions of the ‘socially good that deserved to be beneficially engineered’ can be catalogued under these headings, and assessed as if relatively personal or interpersonal in arbitration, and as either relatively non-existential and/or existential in tenor. So, e.g., if I am hungry, I might make myself a sandwich, and in eating the same resolve that personal issue concerning my individual embodiment, etc. Or, e.g., if a friend or work colleague is currently having a problematic time, we would most likely listen to them recount such difficulties and proffer what advice and help that we might deem to be appropriate, etc., etc. (44)


Now a good, economic argument could be made that intentional directedness is not something that is just cognitive in its constitution. Although we could first sketch out a cognitive reading with three senses of the intentional, namely, the objective directedness (as phenomenologically oriented), say, our perception of an well-ripened apple on the branch of a tree; as imbued, at the same time, with a functional motive (that is hermeneutically oriented in its invocation of an apposite mix of genres), say, our desire to pick that apple and then use a fruit knife to cut it into small pieces in order to eat that apple; and, my awareness of my transcendental subjectivity in keeping with the nature of this set of intentional objectives, etc., still, we could also add a vertical perspective in the conjunction of the cognitive as just outlined, its overall trans-cognitively oriented set of judgments, plus the affective motivation to charge this complex of psychological facets… and through such a conjunction permit me, in an act of volition, to successfully and satisfactorily discharge that series of intentions, i.e., to pick that apple, cut it into pieces, and then eat the same. (45)


In effect, I am arguing that the intentional intensity that brings me to the point of enacting a discharge of those intentional judgments is considerably motivated through the addition of a necessary affective component where, roughly speaking, emotion brings about the ensuing motion of my enacted picking of that apple, etc. To some extent, the intentional, in order to be enacted, needs to be constructed as if an intentional imperative. That, it is for this reason, why I am also arguing that enacted motivation is practically a deontological-like state of affairs. Of course, I am well aware that much that passes for enacted behaviour may well not even be deontological in character or orientation, but, argue that the full force of the deontological only is expressed when a working suspension, itself, is fully enacted. In other words, through ideologically driven distortions, egotistically inspired ambitions, under the pressure of socially induced patterns of behaviour, habitual forms of obstruction, etc., then it would stand to reason that the to be imputed deontologically oriented purity of those intentions is somewhat lost in the process, but, if a fully operative working suspension had been fully entertained then the underlying deontological character of those intentions, reflecting the extra-relational richness of its simulated representation would have been more fully expressed instead. Where, through an ongoing well-formed and well-informed conjectural economy, etc., such co-associated distortions and obstructions would have been practically eliminated in such a manner so as to allow the full re(-)self-organization of that extra-relational appreciation of that simulated relationship in its relational situatedness. Where and when this deontologically oriented dimension finds itself expressed in a harmonic formation in and through an effective alignment it has with the relationship in question in its relevantly appreciated relational situatedness, indeed, in a metaphorical form of a ‘purified’ volition enacted as if in a working alignment between our lived-experience in its lived-reality, and v.v. I.e., where and when our intentions are engaged in an existentially oriented manner so as to either create, preserve, and/or conserve such relational richness and relational enrichment to be experienced in and through these suspended simulations of our representation of those relevant relationships in question, albeit as also found in their relational situatedness. That, here, a dialectical understanding needs to be engendered to the extent that I am not arguing that our existential appreciation of each specific situation has one perfect path of resolution, only that in our appreciation of our relationships it is to be hoped that we find and share better solutions as we make our passage through this world at large, both individually and collectively. Moreover, the lived-complexity of our working understanding is such that in an authenticity of our openness to our relationships in their relational situatedness given the uniqueness of each and every situation we cannot expect nor insist that definitive types of solution pre-exist these more appreciative forms of such existentially oriented engagement. Of course, similar situations might demand similar forms of a responsible-responsiveness, but, that such invariance should not be expected, indeed, through processes of re(-)self-organization we may well need to recognize the advent of the relative-radical and not just the presentation of the relatively non-critical and the relatively-critical along with our sole need to merely differentiate the latter. Indeed, an argument could be made that the chaotically re-directed behaviour of harmonic resolution is always relatively-radical in complexion, but, given that it occurs in varying degrees that it is either overlooked as such or is not able to be recognized should it be found to take a radically-radical complexion that currently cannot be effectively comprehended. (46)


So, although I am arguing all intentional expression is as it deontologically motivated through a simulated relational re(-)self-organization, the exigencies of behaviour are such that if its intentional gestation is not suitably suspended then the ensuing expression of those enacted intentions is subjected to all the distortions and obstructions imposed upon the same through the imperfect, inadequate working suspensions entered into in the coursing of such ideation. (47)


Now, working suspensions to some extent must be entered into otherwise there would be neither the enaction of the virtual intention, nor the enaction of its non-virtual expression, nor a modicum of a consequential appreciation of those intentions given that all intentions have intentional trajectories as expressed in and through their intentional objectives, etc. Rather, as stated, if working suspensions were fully enacted then and only then would our ensuing behaviour express a relevantly consistent form of deontologically oriented behaviour through the re(-)self-organization of our relationships initiating behaviour for the benefit of those relationships in the relational situatedness for all the relational participants therein enmeshed as embodied, embedded, an embanked in this overall world-of-life. (48)


Obviously, this injunction to exercise fully developed working suspensions is tantamount to re-badging the working suspension (as an extensive suspension, etc.), itself, as a deontological injunction in its own right. That without such fully developed suspensions the deontological could not be suitably expressed. (49)


By observing the centrality of fully developed working suspensions at the center of well-constructed and well-exercised conjectural economies this notion of the ‘good’, the ‘social engineering of the beneficial’, etc., has been considerably reframed accordingly. Moreover, given this concept of the ‘deontological’ is not dependent whatsoever upon so-called First Principles, etc., be they either religiously or non-religiously viewed, the type of ethics or morality being articulated here might be better viewed as ‘relationally oriented’, or, more correctly, as ‘extra-relationally organized and instigated’, etc. (50)


That the upshot of this overall economic approach, realized through a triangulation of various approaches, cannot be impossibly viewed as a definitive position, but, rather, as a working strategy for attempting to better understand these competing and overlapping notions of ‘the goodness of the good’, ‘the beneficial engineering of the relationship as relationally-situated’, as ‘the pragmatically-existential’ and ‘the existentially-pragmatic’, etc. As such, it is now necessary to understand the inter-ordered phenomenology behind the deontological-like expression of enacted behaviour. Let me explain why this inter-ordered shift in perspective is required. (51)


Lest we get lost in the details, let me first summarize my key points. (52)


I have already argued that in reviewing my six ordered forms of judgment even though the third trans-cognitive (judgmental) order of the deontological is in that list, given the relatively passive and virtual nature of such intentional formations that it is only through the ‘meta-deontological’ or ‘political’ as a form of ‘volition’, as a phenomenon of the third inter-ordered order, can behaviour be non-virtually instantiated and expressed. A deontological judgment could be passively enacted in virtual terms of reference, but, as it stands, merely thinking about something is not enough to observe the non-virtual enactment of that type of intention. In other words, the merely economic cannot be effectively resolved unless it takes a non-economic instantiation, i.e., as a third inter-ordered expression where through volition its then takes on a non-virtually oriented form of expression. (53)


In other words, the dissemination of power can only occur through the meta-deontological-like nature of volition as the political aspect of the political-economy that, therein and thereafter, observes what is to be enacted in the economic aspect of that same economy (of the political-economy). (54)


But, the all too often non-deontological-like character of expressed volition is to be accounted for through the imperfectly exercised use of suitable working suspensions in the origination and expression of such ‘politically’ oriented patterns of behaviour. I.e., without working suspensions non-virtual behaviour could not be expressed at all; with imperfectly exercised suspensions imperfectly patterns of behaviour cannot fully observe their meta-deontological-like impetus; but, with the adequate imposition of working suspensions behaviour can then non-virtually re-assume its more deontological-like modes of expression as simulated reflections of our relational representations undergoing chaotically oriented processes of re(-)self-organization capable of overseeing the beneficial-like engineering of those same relationships as apperceptively enmeshed in their relevantly understood relational situatedness. (55)


Maybe a few metaphors might better illustrate this simple idea that a chaotically re-directed process of re(-)self-organization is capable of aligning our lived-experience with the lived-reality of those same lived-experiences. In effect, acting on the behalf our relationships in their relational situatedness in such a manner so as to advance a process of relational richness and their ongoing re-enrichment. An inability to fully instantiate the requisite manner and degree of suspensions required is a bit like trying to turn on a rusty tap that cannot be fully turned on. Or, a bit like turning on a hose lying on the ground and having it spurting in all directions until we firmly grip the nozzle and point it in the desired direction. Or, like looking into a muddy pond that has just been stirred up and our needing to wait for that suspended sediment to fall to the bottom before we can clearly see the resident fish swimming in that same pond. But, as with all analogies, their metaphorical setup should not be taken too far, read too literally, mistreated too dogmatically, etc. (56)


Why does the deontological-like impetus of enacted behaviour need to be read through an inter-ordered, meta-deontological-like lens (under the heading of the ‘political’ or ‘volitional’, etc.)? (57)


In attempting to understand ‘the good(ness) of the good’, or ‘the beneficial nature of beneficially engineered behaviour’, and so on, we automatically assume an inter-ordered status through the apparent reduplication of ordered judgments. The x-ness of x is an apparent process of reduplication where, in line with duplication, the ensuing ordered status is a reflection of the ordered status of the operator. So, ‘the deontological-ness (meta-deontological) of the deontological’ is 32.31 with a product 32, i.e., as falling under the heading of the ‘volitional’ or ‘political’, etc. (as that ‘political’ aspect that enacts patterns of intervention within the economic aspect of the political-economic economy). (58)


Although primarily deontological and meta-deontological in orientations, given the non-virtual, meta-deontological expression of the virtually enacted deontological, still, as the deontological is also conceived of as having two secondary adjuncts in the integrated nature of the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical and functional nature of the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical then it would be natural to equally assume two secondary adjuncts in the form of the inter-ordered order of the psychological-sociological spectrum and the fourth inter-ordered order of the economic (in that economy of the political-economic). These inter-ordered adjuncts implying, first, that the motivation behind the meta-deontological must be both psychological and sociological in influence, and, second, that the impact of such a non-virtual process of enaction must continually re(-)shape the living-contours of the economically-enacted (within the passively enacted aspect of the political-economy). (59)


Thence, the only force capable of non-virtual enactment must be the meta-deontological as expressed deontologically, albeit from the perspective of an inter-ordered ‘volition’ as possessing ‘political ramifications’, etc. That, although primarily meta-deontological, the meta-deontological adjuncts of the psychological-sociological spectrum and the economically-enacted can also be taken into account as partially qualifying this meta-deontological-deontological expression of the non-economic (in its irruptive sense and semblance of a process of transformational retreatment). (60)


Although given only a cursory exposition, let this irruptive, non-economic background of the meta-deontological expression act as a backdrop for a less superficial treatment of the objectives of an imputed pragmatic-existentialism, etc. (61)
4. The Objectives of a Pragmatic-Existentialism/Existential-Pragmatism


As noted, ‘the goodness of the good’, ‘the engineering of the beneficial, etc.’, is to be viewed through the extra-relational lens of either ‘the creation, preservation, and/or conservation of the relational richness and its relational enrichment’. i.e., the creation of a new relationship, and/or the preservation of the relational richness of that relationship in question, and/or the conservational expansion of the relational enrichment in question. But, of the relational is merely parts and participant, i.e., object(ive)-like elements and subjective participants along with their concatenations as relationships, say, between two people, or as families, or communities, organizations, institutions, or as nations, etc., then what is this so-called ‘relational richness’ able, experientially, to be ‘both further non-existentially and existentially enriched’? (62)


The key to this relational dimension is to be found in our experience of the relationship in its relational situatedness. Each relationship is unique, in both experiential time and space, and this experiential uniqueness is entertained through our experience of the relational integrity of that relationship being entered into and modelled therein in and through the relational persistence of its simulated representations. This aspect is ‘pro-relational’, i.e., ‘our ability to synthesize the lived-totality of that distinctive set of experiences falling with the apparent uniqueness of our integrated-differentiation of that set of relationally encompassed experiences’. This is the experiential ‘facticity’ of that relationship, that relational difference that cannot be reduced merely to its relational catalogue of parts and participants (and its expansion to include the time and space of its objects, object-states, intentional objectives, inter-objective media, subjects, and inter-subjective media). The difference to be experienced, say, in sweeping a backyard filled with autumnal leaves with an intact broom and then with the mere head of that broom. An experiential difference that can be described as both ‘existential’ and ‘pragmatic’, i.e., as ‘both enfreeing to a certain extent (by how more efficient that intact broom is versus the mere utilization of the head of that broom), and, as more pragmatic through being more practical in an overall sense (be that read under the pragmatical lenses of the efficient, expeditious, economical, efficacious, effective, etc.)’. Our experience of our use of the intact broom versus the use of that boom head alone is a ‘relational difference’, its ‘facticity’. I.e., ‘that difference that cannot be reduced to the mere reduction of the relational elements collectively involved in that same relational situation’. Where we have to accept that the mere catalogue of the relational elements in a certain relationship cannot by themselves account for those experiential differences in terms of both their uniqueness and their apparent relational integrity. Furthermore, that experience of the relational uniqueness of that relationship being experienced in its relational situatedness is determined through our experience of the differential of its ongoing, concrete, historical specificity, namely, through our experience of a chaotically re(-)directed ‘trans-relational orientation’ where, again, the overall trajectory of that relationship cannot be derived through a mere reduction to its elemental constitution as viewed under just its relational cataloguing. If the world moved purely in a deterministic manner, we might just get away with our blindly overlooking this existentially oriented dimension of the chaotically re-directed. Thankfully the world does not operate purely to some predetermined timetable, or similar. As an illustration, as an analogue, it is much like the different experience of having a coffee with two different friends at two different times, or having a coffee with the same friend at two different times, and finding that a comparison of the ensuing course of each conversation is and should be forever different, can never be predicted. Yes, with this friend, I might talk about politics and philosophy, and, with that other friend, books and classical music, but, even knowing well the different sorts of things we might like to discuss such simple predictions never ever predetermines just where those conversations will take us… which is as it should be, why we come to enjoy such times together… as our conversing takes us to ‘we know not where…’ (63)


So, this ‘relational facticity’, the extent a relationship is experienced above and beyond its mere relational cataloguing (as the ‘relational’), is ‘pro-relational’ in orientation, and, where its differentiated-integration, or integrated-differentiation, in experience also portends the non-reductive element of its existential uniqueness through our experience of the chaotically induced specificity of its concrete historicity, i.e., its differentiation of it ‘trans-relational individuation’. Collectively, this ‘relational economy’ of ‘the relational, the pro-relational, and the trans-relational’ can be collected under the nominated umbrella of the ‘extra-relational’. (64)


To say our experience of an intact broom is the same as that experience in our use of its disconnected broom head is just dumb. A reduction to its relational elements of the broom head and handle is counter to our experience of those two different types of ‘sweeping’ in our overall understanding of the phenomenological experience of ‘sweeping’. Indeed, this difference, or differential, as an integrated-differential, between sweeping with an intact broom and the boom head, is to be experienced, comparatively, as existential form of freedom, i.e., as both enfreeing and pragmatic in character. (65)

But, a difference here is also to be noted between the ‘existentially pragmatic’ and the ‘non-existentially pragmatical’; the former being viewed as being centered primarily in the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, and, the latter as being primarily centered in the mere expediency of the pragmatical when viewed through the ordered lens as a fourth trans-cognitive order of judgment. Why make this distinction in ethical or moral judgment between the deontological and the pragmatical (and, by extension, the aesthetical in terms of its distinctive stylistic harmonization of relatively dissonant relational elements, etc.)? Because, for a start the existential-compactual nature at the basis, say, of contractual experience is phenomenal-phenomenologically experienced as different (for a variety of reasons as recounted elsewhere under the headings, e.g., of power relations, spatial-temporal experience, facticity, a chaotically re(-)directed nature of the former, that existentially oriented experience cannot be simply reduced to the relational status of the merely non-existential,
 etc.). (66)

Let me return once again to an anecdotal-like analogy as disseminated by the Confucian philosopher we know as Mencius who used this example as an illustration of the natural goodness of the person without denying that people are also quite capable of behaving badly, non-existentially, and so forth. Imagine we are at the beach, and we see a lone child wandering unsteadily towards the surf. His parents cannot be seen although we can safely assume that one or more cannot be too far away for how else could this toddler have got to the seaside by himself. He is edging closer towards the frothing edge of the surf on an incline that sees the receding waters rushing back into the incoming waves. Hopefully, anyone in this situation would be quite horrified that this child should be so unattended and in such obvious danger. You wave at this child, call out to him, and soon catch his attention. He pauses in his wanderings towards the fickle outlines of the water’s edge. He finds me somewhat amusing since I am performing a bit like a clown as I head towards this wayward child. As I am within arm’s reach his parents emerge from behind a sand dune, having obviously changed into their swimming gear. They are both apoplectic and apologetic that their youngster could have toddled so close to the surging tide. They tell me that their child can hardly walk, but, mesmerized by the surf, now finds his legs working for him. At that very moment, a gust of wind knocks his big, floppy hat into the surf and, automatically, I reach out to retrieve it before being swept far out to sea… (67)


The moment I espy the gravity of this situation I find myself creating a relationship between this child and myself. The value of this relationship is greater than the mere summation of these two participating elements, namely, of that child and myself. Imagine if this child were to drown on your watch and you were in a position to prevent that unhappy occurrence from arising. Any reasonable and caring person would be considerably upset by such an occurrence. You do not even know the name of this child, but, through your concern and care they, in those few moments, unwittingly have found themselves beholden to your administering of what would be expected to be delivered by any reasonable person. (68)


As a form of a qualified or limited reduction, we might argue that the human constitution has mirror neurones that imitate what would be experienced by others and by such means allow us to simulate and label certain subjective types of experience that, otherwise, would not be available for us to experience. Seemingly simulating for us the experiences had by others that are mutually recognized by us, e.g., as joy or pain, or as happiness or suffering, or as excitement or boredom, and so on... (69)


Interestingly, if any physiological-psychological function can go right it can also go wrong and I would speculate that for psychopaths or sociopaths (without here making a distinction) and people on the autistic spectrum, although not alone in this matter, may well have comparatively anomalous experiences in this regard. The former reading and understanding very well the emotions being experienced by another, but, seemingly not experiencing the same in terms of its emotional import, and, with that intuitive knowledge, finds themselves in a position where they can expertly manipulate that other person without at the same time experiencing the non-existential orientation of such manipulative behaviour. Where, in respect to the autistic person we might surmise instead their relative inability to entertain the mirrored emotions of others and consequently less able to interact with that other person given that people normally expect to be understood exactly as they themselves capable of doing that, forgetting, thankfully I might add, that not all people are the same, possess the same repertoire of responses and subsequent responsibilities, and so forth… (70)


But, this meta-deontological like origination of enacted behaviour granted, how do we then account for the obvious fact that much behaviour is careless, uncaring, not always concerned for others, can be quite corrupt, egotistically driven at the expense of others, cruel, at on occasions, lethal, say, in a senseless act of murder or its cold-hearted planning, and so forth? Quite simply, through an inadequate application of the requisite suspensions, through egotistical desires, through a lack of attention to the most probable consequences of our enacted actions, through ideological constraints, through over-commitments to dogmatic positions like a strongly misguided uni-modal realism or an equally misguided uni-modal idealism, or a bi-modal dualism, or a closed, non-open tri-modalism, or an expedient pragmatism, or a relatistical under-commitment to a sensibly directed mindfulness of others, or any lengthy list of unthinking habits and prejudices through which we can duly account for these self-imposed distortions and obstructions in our behaviour. No doubt, easily delivering what otherwise would be a responsive and responsible range of existentially oriented patterns of behaviour as we set about working with others in the profitable arbitration of our aspirations, ambition, desires, our thoughtful concerns for others, and so on… (71)


Thus, armed with such a framework, we can now note the beneficial nature of social engineering, or similar, when and where it is suitable response to make in our interventions in this world with(-)others, before(-)others, in our finding through(-)others the arbitrated expedition of a profound degree of freedom that could not be entertained otherwise. In essence, an expression of the existential orientation that finds us valued in this world and also find us valuing others as we make our individual and collective passages through this overall world-of-life, in this world at large. (72)


Where the ‘socially good’ is equated with those ‘arbitrated objectives deemed as promoting relational richness’, which, in turn, can be somewhat quantified through noting a proportional degree of ‘facticity’ as the ‘experiential intensity a relationship is being entered into’ and which ‘cannot be reduced to its relational elements’. (73)

5. The Potential Application of these Policies for De-Oligarchization 


Now, in returning to this world, we can find ourselves in a position to better understand the existentially motivated objectives behind this pro-democratic policy of de-oligarchization given that democracies are supposedly meant to equally represent all its citizens and not just the extensive impact of companies or oligarchs who think they can buy the type of democracy they want, might promote the additional profitability of their many companies, etc. (74)

So, that granted, what beneficial objectives should we believe can be better delivered by democratic styles of governance versus the general deliverance to be gained through those relatively non-democratic governments? (75)


When the economy is well-regulated within a relatively democratic state there is, hopefully, the reduced possibility of it becoming an example of ‘crony capitalism’. Rebecca Henderson in her book Reimagining Capitalism: How Business Can Save the World notes:

For years, the proponents of the unchecked markets have been attacking governments. But the alternative to a strong, democratically controlled government is not the free market triumphant. The alternative is crony capitalism, or what the development economists call “extraction,” a political system in which the rich and the powerful get together to run the state–and the market–for their own benefit. Extractive elites monopolize economic activity and systematically underinvest (when they invest at all) in public goods such as roads, hospitals and schools. [16]










             (76)



Thus, it behooves people who vote wisely not to empower demagogues, populists, patrimonialists, autocrats, potential dictators, et al. In other words, a strong, vibrant democracy is to be supported lest economic power slips towards those who have economic advantage and turn the economy into something resembling a crony capitalism. (77)

In the same vein, we must wonder at the extreme wealth sitting in Trump’s cabinet and where for a period in time, when Elon Musk was on board, that this degree of accumulated wealth for the first few months of his second administration would reach a staggering 450 billion
 and still represent about 40 billion after Elon Musk resigned from DOGE.
 (78)


Of course, the rhetorical question to correctly ask, ‘just whom, generally, is President Trump more likely to be representing given the number of people in his cabinet that could well be looking out for themselves, or, at the very least, would be more cognizant with the problems of a billionaire, say, for well-understanding the vagaries of the stock market, rather than the rising cost of groceries in a supermarket. (79)

Just as large donations can be shown to influence policy formation, and corrode the well-ordered functioning of a democratic state, along with a polarizing of both the political spectrum and the major political parties as well, then, it stands to reason, that a government of wealthy people, for a start, should have a similar problem, namely, a tendency to more support policies that favour their types of businesses or, at the very least, the public perception that that was occurring even if evidence were contrary to such an aspersion. However, given that Trump, through the auspices of his family running his businesses, is profiteering very successfully, we must be skeptical that such wealthy individuals could better represent the public as whole.
 (80)

Such granted, one must wonder if a crony capitalism is now being better represented given a devalued dollar, the vagaries of arbitrary tariffs, the removal of green initiatives, declaring the climate crisis as a hoax, the declaration of one imaginary crisis after another, favouring the coal industry in its terminal decline, instigating a crisis in agricultural exports, inciting a lack of goodwill from overseas across a wide range of industries and services, facing the potential threat of both inflation and stagflation, the lawless-like contesting of legal precedents, the president threatening a number of media outlets and institutions with lawsuits, a weaking jobs market along with the signs of an imminent recession, and the list goes on. One must fear such disruptions will not make for a conducive place to do business in the US with a possible accelerating decline in its percentage of world trade, currently standing around 12% of world trade? Then, with increasing debt and rising costs for the issuing of new bonds, etc., one must wonder what a shrinking market will have on the successful expedition of the democratic process in the US? (81)


Indeed, given that since 2014 the accumulated wealth of the 0.1% of the population now owns what the bottom 90% possesses then it would be natural to wonder if a process of de-oligarchization in the US might soon become a preferable political policy objective? But, then, could such a political body even contemplate such a potentially necessary policy directive? (82)

Even though Machiavelli could optimistically contemplate the prince standing to the side in order to promote a republic in some form or other, just how more unlikely would it be for the American government, as an integrated body, could even contemplate some mandatory form of de-oligarchization? However, be that as it may, the day must be soon coming when proposals of a similar degree of radicalness will need to be proposed, such as raising taxes, cutting military spending, reorganizing its expensive health care, and so on, will need to be instigated lest the hitherto durable dream of the ‘American experiment’ become something more of a nightmare..? For the sake of Americans, and the free world, one must hope a beneficial re-direction in its political trajectories be successfully engineered… and prove once more that a noble strength still resides at the heart of its political institutions… (83)

6. Provisional Conclusions, Observations, Comments, etc.


Although proposed in some detail, but not yet implemented on the political stage for a number of reasons, de-oligachization remains under serious consideration in the Ukrainian parliament. (84)


The raison d’être for such a radical proposal is to limit the political power of those with considerable economic wealth who might wish to re-direct the processes of government to benefit themselves and other members of their class. The rationale is quite simple, namely, that it is not wrong to be very wealthy, and its quite right that people be able to express their political opinions in a civil manner, but, it is not beneficial for the overall democratic process that a small number of people with great wealth can monopolize the democratic processes in order to favour and advance their personally oriented political-economic objectives. Given a representative democracy is usually constructed on the premise of ‘one person, one vote’ why should any government consider giving a few people a degree of representation vastly in excess of their one share of the vote. Democracies, ideally, should not be ‘up for sale’. However, political reality is such that influential people will be able to be more influential in policy decision-making, still, that understood, this should not be an excuse to overlook a consolidation of such influential power through the political behaviour of oligarchs considered either individually or collectively. A representative democracy needs to remain a representative democracy lest instigating the advent of a crony capitalism, where the economic domain dominates the political aspect of the overall political-economy. Politics should not be in business of government, and, government should not be in the business of business. Politicians should not be in the governing of government in order to turn a profit, or, for that matter, to excessively profit from their being in government. They should be there, in a representative democracy, representing both their electorate and their country as a whole. Conversely, business people should not be in the ‘business’ of governing other than governing their businesses with an eye upon both their survival and their success, and, hopefully, successfully avoid bankruptcies. (85)

Ideally, a country is well-governed if the rule of law is well-supported and an environment is created wherein businesses can flourish and, therein, the citizens find an ongoing improvement in their lives courtesy of their government’s demonstrating such a beneficial engineering of an ensuing social concern and care that is extended to all its citizens regardless of their political persuasions, their resident demographics, their religious beliefs, their ancestral homelands, their educational attainments, and so on. That it goes without saying that governments need to seriously oversee that the non-existential demands of daily life are adequately addressed, say, through their support for a living wage, and, similarly, that the existential demands of that political economy should also be successfully addressed, be that from overseeing a general climate of job security to ensuring adequate housing of all its citizens, from establishing both an accessible and relatively inexpensive health care the rolling out of an educational system from considerable pre-schooling to a tertiary system that is not just predicated on milking is students as if cash cows given that the state will greatly benefit from having a well-educated citizenry. (86)

In these difficult times, promising such imminent disruptions, politicians will need to actually become proactive and not just reactive. As a minimum requirement, committees should be discussing the distinctive and novel issues of this Contemporary era and within its august deliberations propose suitable options for future consideration. Then, should such radical decisions need to be made, at least they can then fall back on these recommended proposals discussed in those aforementioned committees. Could we optimistically hope for anything more? Well, with some creative sense of vision we must hope that at the right people are in the right place at the right time… (87)


In this essay, I also outlined a very radical way of interpreting ethical or moral decision making, namely, that the impetus behind all intention formations, effectively, is a meta-deontological-like force arising through the re(-)self-organization of our simulated relationships acting, in their represented situatedness, as if on their own behalf, but, that unfortunately, through a raft of distortions and obstructions, through egotistical predilections and ideological over-commitments, etc., the deontological-like spirit initiated through such representative deliberations is somewhat lost. However, optimistically, I would also argue that not all is lost since through the suitable application of requisite suspensions an existentially-pragmatic/pragmatic-existentialism can be considerably recovered. Indeed, by such means the person participates in a variety of freedoms better supported through the auspices of a well-functioning democracy… despite the fact that, as representatives of the human species, we will ever remain ‘all too human, all too human…’ (88)







      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 17.9.25.

Essays on the Advancement of Democratic Governance
Fifth Essay: 
The Political Debate over ‘Freedom from’ and ‘Freedom to’, etc.
BOOK X - Part III
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 – 2026

Fifth Essay: The Political Debate over ‘Freedom from’ and ‘Freedom to’, etc.
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

In viewing a recent podcast, I came across the argument that much of the contestment in American politics could be better understood as an imperfectly realized argument, not necessarily conducted in both a consistent and coherent fashion, over a preference for either a ‘freedom from’, say, excessive governmental interventions; vaccine mandates, etc., versus a ‘freedom to’, say, for some level of government to intervene when and where necessary; to assist in vaccine development and distribution, etc. (given a natural desire to survive in this recent era of Covid). The former position which might be labelled ‘small government’ has, or once had, its natural home in the Republican Party, and, the latter position is more aligned with Democratic thinking, or liberalism, and its alignment with policies reviewed as respectful of DEI issues
 disparaging referred to by the former as ‘woke’. Now, it could be argued that neither side is completely consistent on such issues and, furthermore, that a certain balance between these negative freedoms and positive freedoms is more being argued over given the inconsistencies in such attitudes. However, I would like to add a third freedom, namely, a ‘freedom through’, ‘through a collaboration with others’, that might offer a middle path and potentially de-polarize this controversial, rather fruitless type of debate and, in reducing some of the political heat, may well be able to positively re-center and re-direct the advancement of democratic governance. To this end, I will also explore how various types of suspension allow us to focus on these types of freedom and, that, collectively, there can emerge a clearer understanding as to how a certain overall sense and semblance of a universal experience of freedom can be better fostered. (0)


In order to expedite this set of arguments let me first cite an email where my initial intentions were summed up in a concise formula. (1)


Then, let me reference this podcast and note some of its arguments concerning this preferential contestment, this political struggle, between a negative ‘freedom from’, say, the overreach of an intrusive government, and, a positive ‘freedom to’ through having the government intervene on our behalf (by establishing, e.g., an even ‘playing field’; by providing the infrastructure for education; by ensuring that the food we eat is what it is supposed to be, is safe to eat; by mandating vaccines to eradicate polio, etc.). (2)


Next, let me introduce a third path, namely, a ‘freedom through’ at the very center of personal-interpersonal arbitration to be found necessarily situated at very core of our contractual world in which a small fraction of our personal aspirations can find some degree of realization in and through our more mutual collaboration with others. (3)


Returning to my theme that all non-virtual enaction is as if ‘politically’ discharged through the chaotic re(-)self-organization of our simulated relationships, as a form of meta-deontological empowerment, I will attempt to demonstrate that through a succession of suspensions these various types of freedom can be individually focused upon, and, that through an overall working suspension we can avail ourselves of their pragmatic, mutually beneficial, re(-)engineering of our relationships as found in and through the concrete, historical, existential specificity of a mutual ‘enrichment’ of their unique situatedness… (4)


Then, given that our continual modelling of lived-reality is heuristically constructed, let me explore the metaphysical ramifications of this triangulated approach to the economic, non-economic, and hyper-economic aspects of our lived-experience as we attempt to deal with the relatively-non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical aspects of our lives as historically simulated through the re-enacted ‘lives of others’ to the extent we are continually adopting and adapting, re(-)cycling the same conversations that have gone on before, albeit, as modified for current use… (5)


Ending with a series of provisional conclusions, observations, and comments. (6)

1. A Series of Notes Effectively Written to Self in the Form of an Email


In part, the central section of this email noted: 

I am following a strand of thinking that is continuing to be productive as previously intimated, namely, that all intentional patterns of behaviour are meta-deontologically oriented although the end product is distorted by peoples' ideologies, egotistical ambitions, and so on. Thence, for us, this implicit need to operate well-exercised suspensions of various sorts in order to refine (and better socialize) the end products of this central impulse in our seeking ‘freedom’ in all its forms.

Also finding your ideas on negative and positive freedoms are bubbling away too. Have been listening to podcasts by Heather Cox Richardson, one of which has been on this topic. Republicans are more 'freedom from' (at least officially, from the dictates of government, say, mandated vaccines) and Democrats are 'freedom to' (to avail themselves, say, of vaccines in order to have a healthy life and have one’s life shortened unnecessarily). 

Ever thinking in economic triplicities I would add a 'freedom through' (in an existential collaboration, like, e.g., those happily married people who find a freedom through their marriage, say, to more easily buy a home, and so on).

But, these three freedoms need not contradict each other, indeed, I would argue are disentangled, respectively, through three suspensions, namely, a passive suspension, an active suspension, and an engaged suspension (with diminishing levels of ego-involvement along the way). The latter operating as a collaboration, acting on the behalf of that relationship in its relational situatedness.

Just some ideas not even written up yet, except for the sketch above. (7)


Now, given that these ideas are heuristically oriented, as theoretical-like frameworks, an exploration of this type of approach is necessary in order to defend the relatively radical or unorthodox nature of such an exposition. That such an exploration will be followed through in Section 5. (8)

2. Ideas Initially Drawn from a Certain Podcast


Recently, I proposed a tripartite economy between negative rights, positive rights, and their intersection with natural rights. In this essay, whilst not denying that type of an interpreted economy, or any other conjectural economy, I would like to propose an alternative that, in my opinion, offers a more profitable variant. Namely, a tripartite economy between a ‘freedom from’ (as a negative freedom), a ‘freedom to’ (do something aspired after) (as a positive freedom) and, a ‘freedom (in and) through’ (as a more existentially engaged form of economic freedom (arrived at through arbitrated collaboration). (9)


Then, in conjunction with this economy, as just outlined, I would like to respectively link a co-associated passive suspension, an active suspension, and an engaged suspension. I.e., that through that co-associated type of suspension invoked the corresponding type of freedom can be inductively advanced and focused upon in more overt terms of reference. Now, such a system might seem very new age, or arbitrary, indeed, bizarre or fanciful, I would like to argue that it is very much only a small incremental innovation to make and that basically, for myself, I am merely taking off the shelf, so to speak, what already, is metaphorically ‘read-to-wear’ (prêt-à-porter) philosophically (and metaphysically
). Let me explain. (10)


Heather Cox Henderson argues that the American political landscape can be more insightfully approached by generally seeing Republicans, albeit somewhat inconsistently, as more supporting a ‘freedom from’, say, big government, vaccine mandates, excessive regulations, and so on, whereas, in contrast, the Democrats generally support a ‘freedom to’, say, not die from Covid by taking up a course of vaccination designed to prevent or minimize the same, as being tolerant of those DEI measures that set out to de-handicap those people socially handicapped and marginalized in the relatively unfair lottery of life, and accepting that government has an important role to play in protecting people from big business, etc., in insisting on regulations that produce a more even playing field, by framing and maintaining standards that expedite health, vocations, education, and so on. (11)


Of course, this is a very broad generalization, but, I do believe it can account for some of the character of the contestment between these two parties whose polarization, both between and within these parties, seems to have accentuated and accelerated the lack of a consensus that, traditionally, has been mutually fashioned between them. (12)


These major parties also seem to be quite divided among themselves. On the Republican side we have the recent decade-old ‘takeover’ by President Trump and his Maga followers, along a few traditional Republicans who continue to support a so-called ‘small government’, but, with radically differing ideas on foreign policy; a wing supported by mix of both Christian evangelicals and Christian nationalists, and a loose assortment of other groups that either overtly or covertly support a white nationalism. Recently, they have also seemed to have perhaps temporally added blue collar workers, Latinos, and isolated unmarried males whose allegiances will be sorely tested by the advent of any economic downturn, the continuing of a heavy-handed expedition of immigrational policies that are read as targeting non-white members of the population, etc. On the side of the Democrats, we have witnessed a shrinking basis in the union movement, a traditional party apparatus, is seen, either rightly or wrongly as ‘elitist’, that is decidedly non-left oriented and perhaps more right of center, an increasingly vocal wing of somewhat leftist progressives with ideas on social justice that might have been seen as quite mainstream twenty years ago? Obviously, in the light of these shifting coalitions, or fragmenting blocs, of voters the making of generalizations is fraught with difficulties in need of much qualification. However, I believe this podcaster’s commentary does make some quite valid and insightful points. (13)


That granted, if only hypothetically, we may surmise that the phenomenological characteristics of a ‘freedom from’ to be, more or less, a rather passive form of the ablative, an approach where not too much needs to be done, only an insistence that government not interfere or interfere even less, and so forth. Such an attitude is often representative of someone or something in a relative position of power, say, a business, that commercially want less governmental interference and regulation. (14)


In a clear contrast, a ‘freedom to’ appears, more or less, to be a quite active dative of purpose, an approach that demands certain steps be undertaken, say, by government/s, by ourselves, etc., in a political environment that permits your availing yourself of the expected benefit or benefits to be obtained through the observance of pursuing that conceived of course of enaction that, in all probability, can be perceived of as ‘enfreeing’, as promoting, as a consequence, a wider range of possibilities that could be taken up over the  coursing of our lives... (15)

3. Introducing a Third Existential ‘Freedom Through’...


Now, true to my usual style, in my desire to outline the workings of a co-associated economy of lived-freedoms, I believe we can fruitfully introduce a third freedom, namely, a ‘freedom through’ where from a trans-relational perspective, in and through the living specification of our lives, we seek to existentially engage others in more collaborative forms of interaction. Where this type of ‘freedom (in and) through’ can be seen as an encompassing sense of the locative, as being deployed within the orbit
 of a relationship in question (and thence, by extension, as situated within its relational context). (16)

That, all this falls into place, when through my methodological concept of ‘economic complexification’, we can take off the philosophical shelf, so to speak, as articulated elsewhere, certain universal-like parallels that are claimed to align with my postulation of an archetypal economy. I.e., that all thought is economically generated through the contrast between a gestalt background, the focalization of a foreground, and our ability to subjectively appreciate this relationship between background-and-foreground (and with some evidence that even nature seems somehow to ‘know’ of reiterated triplication of structural functions, etc.).
 (17)

So, the relatively passive nature of a ‘freedom from’ aligns with a ‘past orientation’ in ‘an aspiration for the preservation of those freedoms once taken for granted’. (18)

Similarly, a ‘freedom to’ is suggestive of our ‘envisaging our realizing certain positive or negative expectations in the future’, as necessitating ‘our active involvement in order to obtain those benefits as envisioned or avoiding those non-benefits that are not to be desired’. Like, e.g., finding the economic climate is such where one could save money for the deposit on the purchasing of a house or apartment versus the condition in a mortgage that insists that one also takes out home insurance in order to preserve the value of that asset for all the parties concerned in overseeing that contractual agreement. (19)


In a ‘freedom through’ we introduce an existential element that is situated more in the spontaneity of the ‘living present’, but, then continues to thread our lived-expectations. Witness a mutual desire to collaborate together, say, in a loving marriage where if both of the parties are working, e.g., they will find it easier to save for a deposit for the purchasing of a house or apartment, and, then, thereafter, be able to pay that same mortgage more quickly, etc.
 (20)


Now, what are the advantages of this economic scheme as just outlined. (21)


For a start, this economic philosophy immediately informs us that these three economic correlatives of ‘freedom from’, ‘freedom to’, and ‘freedom through’ can neither be focused upon exclusively, at the expense of the other two parties, nor exclusively absented from this same economy, because, as economic correlatives, the negated suspension of any two parties is inversely proportional (covertly) to the (overt) production of the third party.
 (22)


In the light of this economically prescribed observation, we note that Republicans cannot exclusively self-commit or be seen committing to the upholding of just a pure ‘freedom from’ since such a (non-economic) position would be impossible to imagine let alone uphold. As noted by this podcaster, although Republicans are keen to promote a ‘freedom from’, say, from governmental interference, they have been instrumental in the rolling back laws that allowed woman to access certain reproductive rights that a consensus of public opinion would probably wished to have seen preserved. Or, in the long-held separation of church and state, certain Republicans have been keen to promote, say, the exhibition of the Christian version of The Ten Commandments
 in state court houses, the resumption of prayers at the start of the school day, etc.
 (23)


Another principle in (the tripartite nature of) economic philosophy is that to varying extents all three economic correlatives must ever be co-present. In other words, whilst Democrats can be seen primarily as supporting a ‘freedom to’ there is every reason to also believe that, in some form or other, to some degree or other, they must also be supporting a ‘freedom form’, just not to the same extent, we must presume, as generally promoted by Republicans (although the reality on the ground of that motto has been much eroded
). (24)


Again, another economic principle states that each economic correlative comes into relative prominence over the other correlatives, intentionally, through the instantiation of a certain type of suspension. Hence, for convenience, respectively, they could be called ‘passive suspensions’, ‘active suspensions’, and ‘engaged suspensions’, or, alternatively, they could be respectively noted as, ‘hermeneutical’ or ‘rhetorical suspensions’,
 ‘phenomenological’ or ‘analogical suspensions’,
 and ‘(non-systematically) existential’ or ‘pragmatic suspensions’
 in the general tenor of their re(-)production. (25)


Moreover, that a more overt sense and semblance of the existential, as a relatively systematic existential, would be observed when we apply a more dynamically-balanced suspension to all three correlatives (in what I have terms as a process of inter-mediation). Moreover, if we were to concentrate on a thematization of any one correlative, then the economic nature of this interaction is such that, holistically, it would automatically induce a more systematic existential expression of that same economy. That there is no need to formally instantiate in full working detail the formation of a working suspension in some form or other given that the economy is and must remain present in and through the workings of our focusing on any one correlative, etc. (26)


Thence these internal observations re the necessary workings of any one economy, and, its external considerations, say, through economic complexification, where we can enrich our appreciation of the economy in question through its aligned parallelization with any other economy. Thence the experiential grounds for my assertion, e.g., that our experience of a ‘freedom from’ must be in a retrospective, passive, analytical, and reductively oriented format, etc. Where, similarly, a ‘freedom to’ must be in a prospective, active, synthetical, reconstituted type of format, and, where a ‘freedom (in and) through’ must be in the immediacy of our anticipation, as engaged, as potentially nominative in character, and as volitionally able to enact a transformation of the virtual into the non-ritual in its distinctively differentiated characterization along with some appreciation of its probable ramifications (i.e., as either recalled, to be expected, and/or anticipated). (27)


That the articulation of this principle that correlatives can be subjected to (overt intro-mediation through the automatic invocation of the de-suspension implies that in order to produce) this overt focus on a ‘freedom from’ we can also do so through the invocation of its co-associated suspension, namely, in this instance, in the form of a ‘passive suspension’. I.e., as a type of phenomenological suspension that metaphorically, or analogically, focuses primarily on the analytic or reductive, etc. Or, in an extra-relational philosophy, by focusing on a cataloguing of the relational elements of either objective parts and/or subjective participants. (28)


Where an active suspension can be promoted through the promotion of a hermeneutical or rhetorical suspension, say, by the simply asking of a relevant question. E.g., in order to eradicate the scourges of small pox and polio, and asking how that might be achieved, all we need to do, as a viable answer (to be enacted over a certain period of time,) is to insist on the global uptake of the co-associated vaccines, and, where small pox has been eradicated, and where polio, unfortunately, has not yet been eradicated.
 Where this type of ‘freedom to’ can also be orchestrated through the adoption and adaptation of a pro-relational attitude that focuses on the apparent integrity of a relationship in its relational situatedness, i.e., that extent a relationship appears to emerge above and beyond the mere summation of its relational elements, i.e., in our through our experience of its ‘facticity’.
 (29)


Similarly, an engaged suspension can be instrumental in the collaboratively instantiated ‘freedom through’ through provoking a spontaneity of experience in a focus on the so-called ‘living present’, or ‘eternal present’, or the very ‘here and now’ (hic et nunc) of ‘lived-experience’. In an engagement with the other that focuses on the historical specificity of the concrete present, in our engagement with the trans-relational (in and through a trans-relationally oriented sense and semblance of its co-associated subjectivity). (30)


Where, as intimated, a relatively systematic sense and semblance of the existential can be induced through an overall working suspension (in a dynamic balance of all three correlatives in a state of inter-mediation). An experientially distinctive state of affairs that can be induced and promoted through a wide variety of techniques that can be recognized, encountered, and engaged (through a running of passive, active, and engaged suspension simultaneously) as in, e.g., our entertaining the aesthetic qualities of a work of art found to have that  aesthetic impact; through the resolution of relational dissonance in an amelioration of relational conflict; being inspired by natural harmony and beauty as found in the viewing of a memorable sunrise or sunset; looking for and finding the relational richness in the moment, and then discovering the enrichment of that same moment, and so on and so forth. (31)


Once recast in a tri-modal economic format, and re-perceived as three economic correlatives, we now have a recipe for reviewing and further instantiating these three freedoms. With this insight, we should now be able to understand their mutual interaction, and, how our focus on one or other is a converse de-focusing on the other two types of freedom that have now become relatively covert and non-overt. Obviously, in focusing, say, on a ‘freedom from’ we cannot be equally focusing on a ‘freedom to’ or a ‘freedom through’. This, in part, explains why entertaining one type of freedom is at the natural expense of the other types of freedom. On the other hand, entertaining a dialectical-like attitude would also allow us to realize that such freedoms cannot be exclusively entertained individually in their own right, indeed, need to be jointly entertained from a more economic sense of perspective... and, where, through such an understanding, a form of tolerance would or should naturally arise given that these forms of freedoms are mutually co-defined within a holistic economy of both non-existential and existential experience, and where the experiential process of freedom is the ensuing result of ‘the ongoing existentialization of the relatively non-existential...’ (32)

4. Instantiation of Distinctive Patterns of Behaviour under These Three Freedoms


As already outlined, these different forms of freedom are mutually interrelated, and although they can be individually focused upon, they cannot be conceptually isolated in absolutistical terms of reference. (33)


That granted, how do we relatively focus upon an instantiation of one of these varieties of freedom, and, therein, then engender this existential transformation of our relational experience from the embryonically non-sytematic to a fully-fledged form of a more systematic, existentially oriented experience? (34)


Elsewhere, as I have argued that all non-virtual enaction is as if ‘politically’ discharged through the chaotic re(-)self-organization of our simulated relationships from a virtual state, in and through our conditional standing that would allow us to intervene in that form as simulated, if and when exercised as a form of meta-deontological empowerment. Then, in this regard, I will like to argue that through a succession of suspensions these various types of freedom can be individually focused upon over a certain related period of time, and, that through an overall working suspension of the same we can then avail ourselves of their pragmatic, mutually beneficial, re(-)engineering of our relationships as found in and through the expressed existential specificity of their unique situatedness… (35)


Or, more simply, when applicable, we can convert the ideality of our intentions into their expressed intervention, more or less, as intended given the exigencies of that relational situation, etc. So, e.g., if I envisage ‘making a cup of coffee in the kitchen’ then I need to be in that kitchen, with a coffee machine loaded with coffee and heated water, and in front of this machine with my finger on the switch…
 (36)


This is not something to be practically regarded as mysterious, or mystical,
 but as something that happens each and every moment of our waking lives as we review the contents and contour of our intentional interactions with this lived-world at large. (37)


That through chaotic processes of re-self-organization, in an economy of re(-)self-organization, the virtual thought of being able to exercise genre x and, therein and thereby, do x is enabled if we should possess both the requisite standing and exercise the required permissions… just as a loaded gun can fire if and only if the trigger is pulled. (38)

5. Philosophical and Metaphysical Ramifications re the Enactment of ‘Freedom/s’


As noted, I would contend, if only as a heuristic form of modelling, that ordered phenomena through reduplication take on a metaphysical-like inter-ordered formation and where volition (as an instance of the third inter-ordered category) has a meta-deontological-like character (through the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological). Where this sole expression of the intentional sense and semblance of ‘volition’ can be treated as ‘political’ in ‘the actively enacted domain of the political-economy’ in which that which becomes ‘enacted’ can be then referred to as ‘the economic aspect of that (hyphenated) political-economy. In the process, arguing that volition uniquely arises as a chaotically re-directed, through a re-self-organized process, that is capable of converting virtual intent into actual, non-virtually expressed intentions. (39)


Furthermore, this re-directed expression of intent must also observe an economic alignment between the hermeneutical, phenomenal-phenomenological, and existential inputs and outputs. E.g., if I wish to pick a ripe apple on an apple tree I need to invoke the successive genres of ‘choosing’ an apple, ‘picking’ that apple, and ‘eating’ that apple that has been chosen… (40)


Then, given that our continual modelling of lived-reality is heuristically constructed, let me explore the metaphysical ramifications of this triangulated approach to the economic, non-economic, and hyper-economic aspects of our lived-experience as we attempt to deal with the relatively-non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical aspects of our lives as historically simulated through the re-enacted ‘lives of others’ to the extent we are re(-)cycling the same practices, habits, aspiration, conversations, etc., that have gone on before, albeit, as now specifically modified for current use… should we permit such sequentially orchestrated patterns of enaction to proceed. (41)


That, our very ability to intervene in this world at large is the result of chaotic processes of re-direction that continually reshape us. That, to a great extent, we set things us, but, then it is our relationships that empower our ability to intervene in an applicable and relevant manner. (42)


This heuristic modelling granted, we can note two important considerations or philosophical concerns, namely, that one would assume the expression of power should be moral to some extent (having descended through the reduplication of the deontological), and, be wondering, at the same time, how the metaphysical-like nature of inter-ordered phenomena could possibly express itself as lived-experience in the lived-reality of this world as lived (given its inter-ordered status through reduplication)? (43)

First, through either dogmatically entertained over-commitments and/or relativistically entertained under-commitments, or through various forms of over-egotistical involvement, or through various instantiations of our not properly suspending suspensions, what should be a moral working on the behalf of ‘the ensuing enrichment of the richness of our relationships’, is subverted along relatively less existentially oriented lines of operation. So, yes, suspensions are enacted, but, no, they are not fully and successfully enacted given such ideological and egological distortions, etc. Therefore, it follows that the non-superficial observance of our suspensions, and the force of their automatically ensuing de-suspensions, should somewhat rectify, i.e., mitigate, remediate (through deconstruction and reconstruction), and re(-)normalized, etc., our re(-)interpreted ‘being in this world with others’ through this re(-)resumed moral re(-)alignment between both ourselves and others. (44)


Furthermore, this second concern is somewhat inevitably obviated when we understand philosophical pre-treatment is transformed in and through a process of treatment that gives those proceedings, in part, an inter-ordered metaphysical-like complexion, but, that in being subjected to transformational retreatment under the so-called third moment of the non-systematic existential we find, through such retreatment, a re(-)fashioned return to the philosophical landscape initially left through the inter-ordering of treatment that was elevated by one degree in both its meta-status and in its ordered-status. That, through the dialectical phase of retreatment the metaphysical productivity of such processes is returned to the domain of its disciplined status, and if that original discipline were philosophical in its ambit, etc., then such metaphysical aspects acquired will then once again overlay that initial philosophical landscape despite its being overlaid with material more purporting the expression of a metaphysical origination despite its de-elevations in meta-status and in order-status. (45)


This economic notion of re(-)self-organization is a bit like the ‘striking of a match in the dark’, or, more dramatically, the ‘firing of a loaded gun’ with all the consequences that that could entail. (46)


Or, as if the metaphysical expression of the ‘person’ is regarded, once more, to exactly overlay their physical embodiment, i.e., where the philosophical (and disciplined) (viewed as ordered phenomena) along with this reconstituted sense and semblance of the metaphysical (as inter-ordered phenomena) both co-inhabit the same body of that ‘actor acting as if upon a stage’, in our looking upon this world at large, that overall world-of-life… as a secular life-world along with all its able-to-be enacted possibilities, etc. (47)


However, fortunately, the ‘professional’ philosopher in their discerning, through both differentiation and integration, through both suspensions and their de-suspensions, the relatively-non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical, observes this co-instantiation of the relatively-philosophical with the relative-metaphysical without conflating and confusing the double origins of such complex ideation. (48)


Or, in practical terms, such a disciplined person accepts the pragmatic use of such heuristically oriented conventions without insisting on an equally literal depiction of such metaphorically instructive analogies. By such means, they morally divine the potentially proportional existentialization of the ensuing situatedness of their more important relationships through the intuitive application of all suitable suspensions that might be required, etc., knowing that any well-developed working suspension is sufficient to induce the required simulation in full of that same operative economy in question.
 (49)


Can we invest in the concept of an ‘ethical science’ or ‘moral science’, a scientific-like approach to ethical judgment? Then, to what extent do heuristic devices assist in this ‘scientific’ appreciation of ethical problems, or a general philosophical problematics, the import of an inter-ordered metaphysics, and so on? Interestingly, all these issues are tied together given that all intent, through communication with both ourselves and with others, arises through the representations of our simulations and the simulation of our representations, etc. That through such simulations, through such representations, and so forth, we must also come to understand in what manner such transformations both proceed and the apparent objectives that the same must inevitably proceed towards… (50)

In other words, through our suspensions, as a mix of the non-existentially passive and active, and the existentially engaged, there can be no statically simulated-representations nor any statically represented-simulations (because, economically, we cannot just focus purely upon the passive field of suspensions [in the form of the phenomenal-phenomenological, etc.]). That in paying attention to the same, in whatever intentional form, etc., their trajectories will become self-evident to some degree or other. Therefore, in paying such attention to such transformations we will eventually come to some understanding of their objective ‘ends’, so to speak. Then, merely, through artful comparisons, the relevant appreciation of such comparisons would then establish for us the relative merits of following such trajectories be they either virtually envisaged and/or non-virtually enacted. So, in effect we have the outlines, in that regard, of a ‘science’, be that moral or otherwise.
 Of course, from an inter-ordered perspective, such research could also be constructed, say, from the perspectives of a categorical metaphysics, or the observations of a psychological-sociological spectrum, or as an appreciation of the relatively-political or relatively-non-political ramifications implicated in the exercise of either our individually and/or collectively organized volition and as explicated through the permitted, non-virtual instantiation of the same, or through the historical considerations also co-associated with any such form of research. (51)

Not that such research, in general, should all be conflated together since it is also true to say that in the formation of inter-ordered phenomena, and so forth, through both reduplication and duplication, the operator will continue to call the shots in so far as the overall complexion of such transformations will be organized, re-organized, and re(-)self-organized in keeping with both the actual meta-status and ordered-status of that operator, etc.
 (52)


This then leads me to also qualify the above by noting that through transformational retreatment all research can be returned to its initial meta-status and ordered-status from which that research initially devolved. By this observation is meant that although a philosophical research prospect, or any other disciplined prospect, might start with a philosophical exposition, or a disciplined exposition in some other form or other, through treatment it must take on a transformed status that will be anything other than just philosophical, or disciplined, but, that through an economically inescapable process of transformational retreatment all transformations will find a retreatment that then can take on both the meta-status and ordered status originally commenced with (through the expression of the operator). Of course, such retreatment must then be carefully approached lest we conflate such stages over the course of such transformational treatment with each other by also applying the necessary degrees of differentiations between the relatively-non-critical, the relatively-critical, and the relatively-radical as well as preserving both the complexion and tenor of those additional modes of exposition arrived at in and through such transformational research. I.e., e.g., all inter-ordered, metaphysical imports need to be clearly demarcated lest we mistakenly perform a category mistake and create, in its wake, a category confusion, and so on. Therefore, say, differentiating ordered forms form the inter-ordered, etc; e.g., differentiating historical competence from the historical, and the historical from the merely factual;
 differentiating within ordered, inter-ordered, super-ordered forms of processed content, etc., e.g., differentiating the scientific from the historical, and so on; or conflating distinctive disciplines with each other, e.g., the philosophical with the metaphysical, or the philosophical with literary criticism, etc; or, confusing distinctive social organizations despite their interactions and forms of overlap, etc; e.g., confusing the World of Business with Politics, etc., (despite their implicit integration within the hyphenated political-economy). (53)


That, against this backdrop, a scientific-like method could be applied to any area of expertise with the implication that such research would then be primarily ‘scientific’ in outlook. So, e.g., a moral or ethical science could well be contemplated as long as we noted that the scientific-like nature of that overall process despite the non-traditionally non-scientific-like content of such research should the consequential nature of such research be conducted in that intended, overall, scientific-like manner. That, in this regard, it is my opinion that an extra-relational perspective (entailing the relational, pro-relational, and the trans-relational aspects of our situated-relationships) would be an ideal place to begin. Then, observations, virtually envisaged and/or non-virtually enacted would make for good source material in the continuing continuity of the exercising of such a scientific enterprise by noting both the differentiations and integrations of relational richness and enrichments observed as either evident and/or imputed as the to-be-expected-and-anticipated (on the basis of past experience, etc.). (54)

So, e.g., simplistically, in a certain relationship, the murder of a certain party would automatically impose a loss of both the actual and potential relational richness to be found entailed in that relationship if that party was not murdered. Less simplistically, one might argue that the continued existence of that same individual earmarked for murder could be responsible for a loss of relational richness, say, as a slave master with a savage disposition, but, then, it might be alternatively argued that other approaches could also be explored, say, the imprisonment of that slave master, etc. Or, that the political-economic system that supports such enslavement itself should be politically deconstructed and reconstructed in a form that expresses a positive and viable form of remediation in that regard. (55)


Less simplistically, an ethical science can be reconceived as a framework for computing differences in relational e/valuation and then the making of co-associated judgments as to execution or non-execution of more probable trajectories in behavioural possibilities, etc. The overall intention being, as already stated, either the creation, preservation, and/or conservation of relational richness and it enrichment, through is ongoing re(-)enrichment in relatively positive non-existentially oriented and existentially oriented form of instantiation. Of course, the devil is in the detail since we will also need to arbitrate different schemes for the adjudication of differing types of e/valuational formation. (56)


But, that shift in attitudes, from the relatively non-scientific to the ‘scientific’, can be re(-)directed and promoted through the formal or informal use of heuristic devices. Let me explore this use of heuristic techniques and their entailed strategies, as entertained, e.g., by myself. (57)


One strategy is my iterated insistence on an economic approach, or, rather the triangulation of a set of economic approaches (rather than looking for the impossible delineation of so-called ‘positions’). By ‘economic’ is meant, in practice, looking for ‘the imputed existence of a relevant tripartite economy already operating or as possibly be seen as operating in the formation for that type of economic value in question’. It is a pragmatic operation that with tools x for dealing with y we hope to better appreciate the existence and function of y, etc. Could x be seen as merely ‘catalytic’ and then duly dispensed with at the end of that process. As a metaphor, partially, yes, but, as the ensuing productivity is written in term of x-ness then this catalytic incorporation of x-ness cannot be eliminated. Suspended, yes, but, not something that can be completely discarded. Of course, we could just move on, but, then additional tools will be formed and, in turn, inform the ongoing nature being expressed through the overall continuity of that continual sedimentation being enacted within the current orbit of that same research. (59)

Moreover, heuristic perspectives also have their limits, limitations, and so on. Hence the imported necessity, e.g., for the working concept of the radically irruptive nature of the ‘non-economic’, in the delivery of the definitive nature of the last moment, etc., and, then, the co-associated need for its relatively-radical re(-)appropriation in and through the hyper-economic within the orbit of the super-economic (along with all forms of transformational retreatment implicated in that process of critical re(-)appropriation, etc.). Otherwise, the relatively-radical would be no different from the radically-radical, i.e., as not able to be critically appropriated, let alone continually re(-)appropriated. (60)


Where, in effect, a heuristic device proffers an analogical perspective or set of overlapping perspectives with its genres of co-associated strategies that are designed, hopefully, to produce more insightfulness through emergence than what was invested in the very formation and application of that device. Where, no perspective can be exhausted, and, that there can be no exhaustion in the infinite range of possible perspectives that could be constructed and applied, but, where the more important text in the utilization of such a device is the orchestration of a comparative enlargement in that relational richness and its enrichment already to hand as it it found to enhance the e/valuational formation of our appreciation of that areas of lived-experience subjected to such a strategic process of utilization. Where that ‘strategic utilization’ is primarily motived through the double lens of the-pragmatic-and-the-existential. (61)


In what sense do heuristic devices ‘mirror’ the lived-experience of our world as lived, this life-world, or, does not nature, the nature of our thinking, and so on, already do that for us through the very simulation of our representations as the representation of our simulations?
 (62)


As an analogical structural-process it must mirror something, and, that something is our metaphorical treatment of the terms that that device is being applied to. So, e.g., if the horizon out to sea, in its linearity, is referred to as if a ‘bow’, then, it is that intentional content, as visually formed within a perceptual modality, that is being referred to. Where, e.g., this set of simulated visual representations can, through suitable forms of transformation, then be re(-)formed to overlap or form the concept of a bow, and v.v., without, we must add, making a literal imputation of a non-virtual bow on that horizon. Obviously, read in this manner, we have no need for a so-called ‘external world’, or similar, etc. However, we are all too human, and, when alive, as instantiated within the bounds of time and space, and in such a manner that allows us to impute a bow-like structure without necessarily insisting on that analogy or its purport as having a literal existence on the horizon. That we say the ‘horizon’ is like a ‘bow’, yet, no one in their right mind is going to insist that we also impute an actual bow being currently in place on that distant horizon. That too say otherwise, is to indulge in either a fairy story, perhaps not even fit for children, or demonstrate a degree of psychotic literalism that far passes or surpasses the reasonable limits of a sensible reason whether thought of as either as that possessed by either an ordinary person or an extraordinary person (where the latter is able to reflect and express the existential gravity of a certain relational situation in suitable terms of reference and intervene accordingly). (63)


E.g., phenomenon h of the horizon is compared to the curve of a bow c; as a persistent aspect of this comparison. I.e., that in our transformations to and from h and c we find the apparent preservation of a relative, transformational isomorphic invariance as successfully applying to both h and c. I., e., that both a bow and the horizon are no more and no less than being ‘bow-like’, and, hence the potential utility of such a metaphor able to link, albeit in one or a more perspectives, the persisting invariance of such a demonstrable feature. Indeed, by such strategies we are continually redefining our semantic universe and its correlative phenomenological parallels, and v.v., both within and between all phenomena treated in this or some other manner. Moreover, in the same process, either advertently or inadvertently, re(-)associating hermeneutical genre formation with the co-formation of existentially inferred observations of our relational-situations and their relational-situatedness, and v.v., etc. So, e.g., in a fruit and vegetable shop, if I were to admire a very ripe apple then I notice, for me, its positively desired, non-existentially oriented appropriation, but, if I were to eat that same apple without paying for it first then such behaviour should well be deemed to be negatively inappropriate, and as relatively non-existential, or as not relatively existential in orientation (which could be further argued for through the application of a Kantian categorical imperative, or similar
). (64)


Obviously, we have the natural tendency to extrapolate beyond our current conjectural terms of reference. But, we don’t need to go quite so far. Through suspensions, the value structures imputed with the intentional objectives are, or should be, effectively suspended. Should we continuously maintain this attitude of the suspension then we have no need for such extrapolations. Or, if considered, again, then they can be duly re-suspended. But, in and through the ensuing de-suspensions we are to directly entertain the relational richness and enrichment of such simulated constructions without needing any recourse, whatsoever, to their imputed progenitors. Both philosophically and metaphysically we are entertaining conjectural matters, and, through inescapable suspensions, we cannot but interact with the thematization of their ensuing de-suspensions, all of which are duly entertained in the directness of the immediate objectivity of their own simulated-representativeness. When in a relationship with the simulated-representation of a, then, we are directly entertaining that simulated-representation of a. No more and no less! And all interpretations, assessments, and comparisons, and so on, is between such simulated-representations as represented-simulation. Where nothing else need be imputed unless required for additional purposes of re-thematization, conformation, conformal assessment, etc., where, again, we still have no use for traditional representations, and all other impossible forms of metaphysical distortion and obscuration. (65)


As, can be here philosophical demonstrated, usually, the utility of a heuristic device is to supply additional value to our explorations. In such a process, however, we have no need nor the possibility of either the recognition, encountering and/or engagement with that which is impossibly constructed, be that in extra-simulated and/or extra-represented terms of reference. Indeed, what is not there for us, is not there for us, and, importantly, we need not be there for it!
 So, yes, heuristical device will ‘mirror’ the lived-world of lived-reality, but, only in so far as they are both ‘the world of simulations and the simulation of a world’ since we are only directly in contact with the same, i.e., as represented-simulations/simulated-representations, and not anything else deemed as impossible to directly relate to. (66)

Where, we should also note, that our metaphorical ‘standing’, in turn, is directly in keeping with the nature of such simulated-representations/represented-simulations. No more, and, no less… given that nothing else is required, and where all retreatment is returned to exactly the same status co-associated with that simulated state of affairs and its simulated appreciations. On the other hand, and importantly, given their emergence as simulated-representations or represented-simulations then their reduction to just simulated-representations or represented-simulations is equally a nonsense… for how else could the same be reviewed, assessed, subjected to comparisons, and all else, and so on!
 (68)


In effect, such representations can only represent other representations, and so on. Where all forms of extrapolation from the same can be nothing other than convenient fictions, ways of talking, indicating in what manner we can and should relate to the same, just what practical standing they have and we could have with them. So, e.g., ‘my having afternoon tea with Father Xmas’ is impossible, but, on the other hand, ‘I could have afternoon tea with that Father Xmas, masquerading as Father Xmas in the shopping center, who is also a good friend of mine. As a simulated-representation in a virtual mode I can enact the same in a non-virtual mode should the requisite standing be arranged. I telephone my friend the day before, and organize an afternoon tea with him after he knocks off at 4 pm, hopefully, without his uniform… or, hopefully, in his costume, because then I can jokingly say, “I had afternoon tea with Father Xmas.” (69)


So, heuristic devices are analogical ways of strategizing within this world at large. As such their perspectives cannot be individually exhausted, nor, can the range of other heuristic devices be circumscribed numerically. At the same time, dialectically, they cannot be merely reduced to just heuristic devices given the situatedness of their utilization cannot be reduced to an articulation of their mere nomination, or, at the same time, extended and extrapolated beyond the mere utilization of such devices. Where their standing for us and our standing for them will possess the same represented-simulated-ness as the same simulated-representativeness… as nothing else is needed for their obvious strategic utility in advancing the relational richness and enrichment of our relationships. (70)

6. Provisional Conclusions, etc


Now, putting the nature of heuristic devices to one side, along with an exploration of the scientific-like approach to a relational-ethics, this essay introduced the contrast between a negative ‘freedom from’ with a positive ‘freedom to’ as one strategy to better understand the nature of the political landscape in America, and, by extension, anywhere else in the world. Traditional Republicans were seen to own the type of motto that desired ‘small government and not big government’; freedom from an intrusive governmental interference. As Ronald Reagan so elegantly expressed it, ‘there are nine terrifying words in the English Language that you did not want to hear, namely, “I’m from the government, and I’m here to help.
 The implied sentiment is ‘that big government is problematic and small government is not’. Of course, governments can get too big, as a proportion of their employment of the workforce, especially if the governmental revenues, taxes on that nation’s economy cannot support such a relatively excessive bureaucracy. However, under Reagan, the size of government, including all three levels of the federal, state, and local did rise a little, and then remained relatively stable up to the present, averaging in 2023 at around 13.4% which is rather low in comparison to OECD levels at 21%.
 At the same time, it is also true that people do seem to want their governments to do more work and the rather mindless, haphazard cutting under DOGE, under Elon Musk, at the start of 2025 could also cause problems in the wake of perhaps such unnecessary cuts obviously driven more by a misplaced ideology rather than economic or political necessities. (71)

As noted by the cited podcast, ‘freedom from’ is more often voiced by people in power, say, a business that wants to get on and make money relatively unrestricted by governmental regulations, etc. In a contrast, ‘freedom to’ is more often voiced by those who are not in power, say, minorities, who wish, at the very least, for an even playing field in order to avail themselves of that form of freedom to advance the trajectories of their lives. (72)


That we see this type of contestment being prominently played out in the re-direction of policies in regard to the formation and uptake of vaccines by the CDC. I.e., a resistance to the use and mandating of vaccines versus a desire not to die an unnecessary death from Covid, or perhaps Bird Flu, or the next big pandemic as a pragmatic interpretation of recent history suggests is forever on the horizon… (73)


Thence the current Republican antipathy, and dismantling, in part, e.g., to DEI policies that promote a more even playing field in so far as rights of the workers, minorities, woman, etc., would be better protected under law. As everyone is a minority in some form or other it would have been much wiser to have kept, or to have constructively reframed, such policies, rather than ideologically rebrand them as something to eliminate to the advantage of those who are relatively non-disadvantaged, and are now relatively re-advantaged through their very removal. All quite bizarre when more closely thought through. (74)


As noted in the previous essay, one of the current hallmarks of the political landscape in the US is an apparent process of polarization, not only between parties but also within the same. In that essay, I addressed some of the reasons for that trend and how it could well prove detrimental to the survival of the democratic process. In this essay, in the spirit of defusing such political polarization I proposed, as an economic heuristic, the introduction of a third freedom, namely, a ‘freedom through’, that could go some way to defusing this form of a political contestment. How might we view the necessary existence of this third freedom as a way of potentially defusing this polarization? (75)


Introduced as an economic strategy, in line with my vision of what is entailed in economic theory (in its philosophical sense and not the financial or business use of this expression ‘economic’), we can immediately note a series of propositions that can be used to describe, prescribe and proscribe our behaviours in regard to the same. Let me sum up these points as a series of philosophical observations with an obvious pragmatic application to the defusing of this implicated controversial privileging/de-privileging of a ‘freedom from’ over a ‘freedom to’, and v.v. (76)


As economic correlatives these ‘three freedoms’ can be neither seen to exist in their own right nor be entirely absent from our general political explorations. 977) 


That, to a great extent, they are mutually co-dependent and, as such, meaningfully proffer a pragmatic contrast with respect to each other. (78)


That, as there is nothing equal to anything else under the sun, as an observation, we should expect that in some situations a ‘freedom from’ might deserve to be relatively privileged over a ‘freedom to’ or a ‘freedom through’, or v.v. (79)


As I argued that each and every economic correlative is discerned through some form of a correspondingly appropriate suspension, then, our individual focus on these three freedoms arose accordingly. In the light of that argument, I noted that a relatively non-existential ‘freedom from’, a relatively non-existential ‘freedom to’, and a relatively existential ‘freedom through’ could be focused on, respectively through ‘passive suspensions’, ‘active suspensions’, and ‘engaged suspensions’. (80)


Moreover, given this economy as explicated, then it would follow, furthermore, that a suspension of and two correlatives would re(-)produce the remaining correlative. So, e.g., the dynamically balanced suspension of ‘freedom from’ and ‘freedom to’ (as a form of mediation) would induce (through intro-mediation) the relative prominence of ‘freedom through’, etc. (81)


I also noted, that should we carefully articulate anyone economy in detail, then the rest of that economy would also be inductively induced given, in economic theory, the holistic nature of the economic. (82)


Then, in a dynamic balance of all three suspensions (in a process of inter-mediation) I also argued for the re(-)evaluation of the economic through an existential lens, namely, an overt existentialization of process where we would move from a relatively non-systematic sense and semblance of the existential (as the so-called ‘third moment’ or ‘third correlative’) to the relatively more systematic sense and semblance of the existential… along with all the positively experienced, existential consequences in the wake of such a relatively-radical re(-)e/valuation of that relationship in its relational situatedness… in and through that relationship, itself, in its situatedness, as representatively-simulated in its simulated-representativeness… on the understanding of a well-formed and well-informed conjectural economy, and so on, and so forth… (83)


In other words, in being translated through this economic heuristic, we are being presented with a much deeper exposition that goes well beyond natural rights, and beyond both negative and positive rights; beyond a ‘freedom from’, a ‘freedom to’, and a more collaboratively engaged existential ‘freedom through’. Indeed, by such means, in a form of strategic re(-)approaching of these controversial issues, we would stand to make better sense of such controversies and, therein and thereby, hopefully, find ourselves working together for the productive arbitration of an ongoing political-economic resolution of such issues… with the promise of a relatively-radical, social engineering of that which is beneficial to the advancement of a democratic governance..!! (84)
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Sixth Essay: 
A Harmonization of Transparency, Accountability, & Responsibility

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

This essay could be easily disposed of in one very lengthy sentence, namely,
 ‘that all governmental functions that should be conducted in a transparent fashion should be conducted in a transparent fashion and those functions that should not be conducted in a transparent fashion should not be so conducted, like, e.g., cabinet deliberations,
 ambassadorial discussions, military considerations, commercial negotiations solely conducted by civils servant charged with such matters, or similar; that those who formulate legislation, policy directives, etc., should sign off and be held individually accountable for the gestation of the same; and, that in the formal dissemination of ensuing legislation, policies, etc., all those who were instrumental in their assessment, from the head of government to the relevant minister or cabinet secretary, their advisers, their co-associated consultants, and their legal department should all sign off on the same and, therein, be collectively held responsible along with the clear recognition of the need for the additional clause that in the light of an expectation for unintended consequences that such disseminated approaches will be either duly postponed and/or amended if and when thought to be necessary in as close to real time as possible’.
 (0)


However, let me arrive as such conclusive approaches by following a circuitous route that looks at a number of issues along the way, namely, what is relatively ‘good’ or ‘beneficial’ about a democratically oriented form of governance; what roles do individuals and communities have in the advancement of such a process; in what ways can a democratic milieu be dissipated and potentially lost; and, in the light of the same, why should a democratic attitude be both sought and cherished? (1)

Or, more to the point can we conduct a moral or ethical science, in a manner that addresses consequences; values, deontological and pragmatic considerations, i.e., relatively existential considerations versus relatively non-existential considerations, etc? (2)


Or, by extension, can there also be a political science, or, should that be both the economic and non-economics, etc., of a viable political-economics? (3)


Or, in the scope of such scientific explorations, to what extent can both a philosophy and a metaphysics be conducted through a scientific lens especially in light of the fact that a scientific approach is already an inter-ordered, meta-philosophical, metaphysical type of product,
 and can be seen to operate on other ordered products through duplication, etc?
 (4)


That, in the light of such scientific explorations, it would follow that such insights should also be able to be extended as well to the democratically inspired political arena itself? How might this be achieved in practical terms? I.e., e.g., through demands for transparency, and so on? (5)


Ending the essay with a series of provisional conclusions, etc. (6)

1. That Democracies should be Both Desired and Cherished

That the recognition that the advancement of democratic governance should be both desired and cherished should be viewed as a given. However, all debate on this topic should clearly demonstrate this fact that the successful promotion of democratic governance should benefit the entire constituency of that democracy and not preferentially treat elite minorities, etc., at the general disadvantage of all the various modes-of-life constituting that democratic constituency. (7)


That by extension, all relationships, communities, organizations, institutions, etc., would benefit from the enaction of this same approach, be they, e.g., hospitals or all other types of workplace, local councils or all other forms of political organization, etc. (8)


Read through the economic lens of working-suspensions, we could argue that all types of political suspension should be exercised, namely, passive, active, and engaged, and, although these approaches cannot be equally enacted we should to some extent privilege the collaborative suspension of engagement to that extent necessary that can demonstrate an expeditious improvement in both positive non-existential e/valuational formation and the positivity of existential e/valuational formation. (9)


I.e., in demonstrating, hopefully, the required attitude for overseeing a democracy that promotes a collaborative approach in which its citizens find both the desire for a democratic landscape and a cherishing of the same. Given that the benefits of a democracy should generally benefit all its members and be found to not privilege its ruling elites as is generally the case in relatively non-democratically organized forms of political governance to some extent or other. On the other hand, we should also recognize that all forms of governance must proffer various forms and degrees of political benefit to all its citizens or constituents to some extent given that to do otherwise would be an eventual recipe for either evolution and/or revolution in political practice. (10)


That granted, the argument for the promotion of democratic governance should then be conducted on comparative grounds, i.e., that the beneficial promotion of governance is more likely to occur for all its constituents, but, not necessarily be realized within the orbit of a relatively more democratic form of governance, since it could also be conceived that despite such a relatively more beneficial framework that some politicians might either advertently and/or inadvertently be over-privileging or under-privileging  a certain elite or minority at the general expense of a relatively non-elite or that population as a whole. That, to some extent, we must expect that certain inefficiencies in these matters will occur in all systems, but, that through the promotion of a relatively democratic style of governance such irregularities should be somewhat obviated over the course of time. (11)


Just what benefits should the constituents of a democracy expect from the exercise of a relatively democratic style of governance? I use the expression ‘constituents’ because the promotion of a relatively democratic style of governance both could and should be exercised within, say, the running of a hospital or a university, a factory or an office, and, is not something that should be solely reserved for political governance, be that at the level of the nation, the state or a local council.
 (12)


Such ‘benefits’ could be classified under the headings of a benefit to be enjoyed by the nation as a whole; as extended to all its entailed citizens, non-citizens, constituents, without reservation; as exclusively extended to certain demographics, like, e.g., the legal right to vote for all those entitled to do so; to certain modes-of-life, say, hospitals, schools, universities, etc; and, certain demographics, like e.g., pensioners, veterans, the elderly, the young, students, the homeless, and unwell, etc. (13)


That ‘the beneficial nature of such beneficial objectives’ be seen to fall within the enrichment of the current richness enjoyed by that sector in question under both positive non-existential e/valuational formations and the positivity of existential e/valuational formations.
 (14)


Hence this primary argument, that promoting the relative advancement of the democratic process should more greatly benefit the state, and on downwards. (15)

2. On the Arguments for the Proposition of an Ethical or Moral Science?


Until very recently, with much reluctance, I have avoided approaching this type of topic given my long-held concerns about the apparent philosophical propriety of our pursuing such an approach. Science is a discipline that deals with the scientific treatment of scientific topics. Should it be applied to topics that traditionally do not fall within its conventional orbit? Not trusting my intuition on such matters, I had postponed my making a decision either way. However, after some exposure to John Dewey’s reflections on such matters, and in light of my research on a phenomenology of inter-ordered phenomena as a reconstituted form of metaphysics, I now quite convinced that such an approach is entirely valid and well-deserves to be carefully explored as such. Hence much of the following exposition of this specific essay… (16)


That, given duplication both within inter-ordered phenomena and between different forms of ordered phenomena this approach can be extended to either ethical or moral concerns (without wishing here to make a distinction between the same), to both political and political-economic phenomena, and to the interrelated and overlapping fields of philosophy and metaphysics (albeit as radically reconstituted, and subjected to transformational retreatment, etc.
). (17)


In a coming together of the apparent broadness of the scientific-like method; an ordered appreciation of phenomena and the part played by duplication therein, etc; a recognition of social organizations and the role played by the same in problems that demand political forms of address and resolution, etc; it now appears quite logically reasonable to insist on an overcoming of this prejudice that science should only apply to just to so-called ‘scientific topics’ (that may or may not include topics in the so-called ‘social sciences’). Let me explain this recent confluence of such supporting factors at the center of this change of heart along with abandonment of this reluctance to just approach such a topic in the first place. (18)


This overall prejudice to exclude certain topics from the purview of a scientific-like attitude may well arise from a number of directions. There may be some considerable truth that in the over-preferencing of the scientific mindset, as a ruling paradigm, that in any attempt to make a one size fits everything that justice was neither done to both scientific endeavours nor endeavours of a decidedly non-scientific tenor. Physics, as a scientific topic, is quite different from chemistry and it is true that different disciplines can be regarded as having distinctive disciplinary differences or differentials, etc. On the other hand, to treat a topic in a ‘social science’ on par with either physics or chemistry is seemingly bizarre. Still, we are all human and our powers of interpretation do extend to all disciplines, conventional or otherwise, and it is just a simple observation to make that comparisons between any two disparate disciplines in all likelihood, would not be a very productive enterprise to conduct, especially in comparison to the productive e/valuation of value-formation produced in those same disciplines themselves. So, e.g., a disciplinary dialogue, say, between a diligent shoe shiner and an ardent theologian, in terms of their respective disciplines, would in all probability have little value to offer other than of a relatively superficial nature?
 To make a pun, the footprint of such a dialogue would, in most peoples’ estimation, be very faint and vestigial. Indeed, that could be said, without disparaging either discipline. (19)


On the other hand, such an argument should not be over-exuberantly raised when comparing topics within, say, a social science (just as comparisons between the sciences can also be productive). Or, I daresay, between the typical sciences and social sciences… a point that seems obvious when viewed through the lens of our entertaining duplicated operations within an ordered framework. Let me illustrate this. (20)


In an ordered framework, the rule of duplication is ‘that the ensuing product takes the ordered status of the operator and not that of the operand’. So, e.g., the history of science is a ‘history’ (operator) and not a ‘science’ (operand), or, the philosophy of science is a ‘philosophy’ and not a ‘science’ (even though it would be helpful for that historian to have more than a superficial acquaintance with the methodological nature of scientific research, etc.). Where, in the first instance, ‘history’ is the operator and ‘science’ is the operand, or, in the second example, ‘philosophy’ is the operator and ‘science’ is the operand. However, as the maxim goes, ‘what is good for the goose is good for the gander’. Or, as a speculative observation in a theoretical appreciation of relationships, all relationships are two-way in their interactivity, and relational influence can never purely operate in one direction only. So, e.g., if there is a ‘history of science’ why not entertain the reversed reality of a ‘science of history’. Or, likewise, if there is a ‘philosophy of science’ why not entertain the converse possibility of a ‘science of philosophy’ and not rule out the possibility of the latter on sheer a priori grounds alone?!
 (21)

Now, some philosophers accept just this possibility, e.g., François Laurelle. I.e., seeing philosophy as a topic that should be approached in a scientific manner. If this possibility were granted, say, what might a science of philosophy (or metaphysics), or a science of history, or the science of science, itself, look like? Or, how might the use of the scientific method be applied to these topics of philosophy (and metaphysics), or history, or science, itself? Probably without too much difficulty given their exercise is a phenomenon with a distinctive disciplinary set of values, and so on. Furthermore, each discipline has its own corpus of texts between varying degrees of formalization or informal treatment, and which would naturally form an initial basis for the textual re(-)interpretation  of the same through the lens of that composite discipline. Of course, we are assuming that such a composition, hybrid or otherwise, would to some extent attempt to synthesize those differing approaches in order to give to that composite discipline the requisite degree of integrity to both those ensuing explorations and their closer scrutiny. That granted, then it would behoove such a hybrid disciplinarian to disclose their modus operandi along with all the relevant ramifications of such interactive reflections. (22)


So, such hybrid considerations accepted, what hypothetical form or forms would or could the ensuing format, say, of the ‘science of the ethical’, as a ‘science of the moral’, take? (23)


To a considerable extent, I believe, the requisite format has already been outlined in and through an ordered philosophy as it considers processes of duplication and reduplication within the auspices of that quite complex heuristic framework. Let me briefly articulate some of the important points that need to be made here in that regard. However, first, let me reintroduce this relatively-radical topic beginning with the imputed economic omnipresence of the archetypal economy at the center of all epistemological processes in some form or other (and where it would appear even in the non-epistemological world of the ontological or in its factual representation as the ontical realm of conformally validated statements where we find the reiteration of structural-functional triplicities?
). (24)


That, as an observation, all economies are tripartite in their structural-functioning/functioning-structures. That they cannot be discerned in any other form without this advertent or inadvertent recognition of such triplicities. The conformal validation of this observation I will leave to be re-conformed by others. However, that hypothetical stance accepted, I would argue that these multiple tripartite characteristics reflect what I term to be the ‘archetypal economy’ formed in gestalt terms of reference, namely, a relatively consonant background, a relatively dissonant foreground, and an appreciation of the ongoing resolution of this relationship that would be experienced in its co-associated subjective terms of reference, and, where the specific direction of this sequence can be read, in this instance, as a harmonic interpretation of this process. E.g., in the visual economy we have a visual background, the concentration of our focus in the foreground, and in an appreciation of this relationship, we find an invariably co-associated sense of visual subjectivity. (25)


Now, from this basic architecture, we can through, reduplication and duplication, conjecturally infer the hexamodal emergence of an ordered system of judgmental appreciation. That these three aspects can be dialectically treated as economic correlatives, and, where any one correlative equals the suspension or negation of the other two correlatives. In their order of introduction, as above, we can symbolically refer to the same as World (as the background field), Object (as the foregrounded focus within this field); and Ego (reflecting the subjective characteristics in our appreciation of this relationship between field-and-focus). (26)

Through reduplication, as a special form of duplication, where the operator appears to operate on itself, the ensuing product will find itself elevated in both meta-status and ordered status. In ‘duplication’ we note that ‘the ensuing product takes the effective ordered status of the operator and not the operand’. So, e.g., in the (discipline of) history of science (as a discipline) we find the ensuing product is a ‘history’ and not a ‘science’ (given in this instance history is the ‘operator’ and the topic of ‘science’ is the operand). In reduplication we have an operator effectively operating on itself, but, read as the operator-ness operating on itself as an operand, and through re/duplication the ensuing product reflects the effective status of the operator-ness. That understood, as a process of re/duplication, we can then view these three archetypal correlatives of World (W), Object (O), and Ego (E) operating upon themselves and each other, and, in the process, we can now observe the hypothetical imputation of a hexamodally ordered economy:

O.O = O1.O0 can be read as a phenomenological-semantics

O.E = O1.E0 can be read as an aesthetic semblance of integration

E.E = E1.E0 can be read as a (non-systematic) existential-deontology

E.W = E1.W0 can be read as a pragmatical functionalism

W.W = W1.W0 can be read as a hermeneutical semblance of possibility


W.O = W1.O0 can be read as an ontical (factual) set of statements (27)


That through these six distinctive operations we then arrive at this distinctive set of six trans-cognitive orders, namely, the six distinctive types of judgment that fall under the semantically-phenomenological (11); the aesthetical (21); the deontologically-existential (in its non-systematic sense) (31); the pragmatical (as an expedient form of function, e.g., the effective, the efficient, the efficacious; the economical, etc.) (41); a possible-hermeneutics (51); and, the ontical (or factual) (61). (28)


Now, through reduplication, in turn, these six trans-cognitive orders will take on the transformational status of six corresponding inter-ordered products:


(11) Semantic-Phenomenological 
=>
(12) Categorical Metaphysics 


(21) Integrated-Aesthetics

=>
(22) Psycho-Sociological Spectrum


(31) Deontological-Existential
=>
(32) Political-Volition









(32-42) Political-Economics


(41) Pragmatic-Functionalism

=>
(42) Enacted-Economics


(51) Probable-Hermeneutics

=>
(52) Sciences


(61) Actualized-Ontics

=>
(62) Histories (of Past, etc.) (29)


That, in turn, through reduplication, these six orders now become a corresponding set of six inter-ordered phenomena, namely, a categorical metaphysics (21); a psychological-sociological spectrum (22); political-volition (32); the economically-enacted (42) [and where the union of the political and the economically-enacted forms the ‘political-economy’ (32-42)]; sciences (52); and, histories (in the plural) of the past, present and future (62). (30)

That inter-ordered phenomena are to be viewed as metaphysically constituted (given their relative meta-ordered status/relative meta-philosophical status).  (31)

Now, this linear representation of the ordered orders, and inter-ordered orders can also be both given a circular format (given the circular representation of the archetypal economy itself):
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Now, within this (circular representation of this) hexamodal ecomomy, in an alignment with the archetypal economy, I have carved out a philosophical economy (comprising, a hermeneutical orientation, a phenomenological orientation, and an existential orientation). (33)


Similarly, I have conceived of a ‘secular economy’ as aligning with the remaining three orientations of ‘the second, fourth, and sixth orders’. This secular economy aligns in my opinion, e.g., with the aspirational economy (in its focusing on an aesthetic-like integrity of an idealised aspirational objective/s [why], the realism of knowing where you are in the ontical domain [where], and the pragmatical linking of the same in order to connect the former two orientations in a realization of those intended aspirations [how]). (34)


So, an ordered economy can then be viewed as one-part philosophical economy and one-part secular economy. That, then, through reduplication, the ordered economy takes on an inter-ordered status that, effectively, is one-part meta-philosophical and one-part meta-secular in orientation. Hence the inference that inter-ordered phenomena, in practical terms, are metaphysically oriented (given, through reduplication of their ordered status their ensuing meta-philosophical and meta-secular complexion). (35)


Thus, refracted through this heuristic device of ‘orders’, we can count six distinctive sub-economies within the metaphysical economy, namely, a categorical-metaphysics (12), etc. (36)


Now, the rules of duplication (and reduplication) can also be exercised within an inter-ordered domain. Through reduplication x2 becomes x3, namely, the imputed ‘competence (or incompetence)’ of that focused upon inter-ordered phenomenon. So, in the assessment of a certain history, we set out to ascertain the relative competence of that set of inter-ordered phenomena dealing with the historical under exploration and the current scrutiny of such research when looked at in more detail. (37)


Under duplication, the ordered status of the operator is preserved in the ensuing product. So, e.g., a historical assessment of a certain science is and remains a history and not a science. Given, here, 62.52 => a product 62 in (inter-)ordered status. (38)


But, the same rules apply between inter-ordered operators and ordered operands, or v.v. E.g., a semantic-phenomenology of a course of historical research remains a semantic-phenomenological product. In notation this becomes: 11.62 => 11 Or, in reverse, an historical appreciation of a phenomenological process of semantic discernment remains a historical product. In notation: 62.11 => 62. (39)


Now the point of this exposition becomes obvious when we note the fifth inter-ordered status of the scientific. The scientific is arrived at through the possibility of possibility, where from such reduplication there then emerges this sense and semblance of the ‘scientific’. Similarly, through reduplication, the facts of facts, in their conformal validation, we arrive at this sense and semblance of the historical. Then, importantly, through duplication we can invoke the scientific as an operator with the implication that all six orders can be operated upon just as this same inter-ordered operator can also act on its five remaining inter-ordered operands. (40)


Then, through the universal application of the scientific operator, this implies we can have a science of the semantically-phenomenological, the aesthetical, the deontologically-existential, hermeneutic-possibility, and ontically conformal facts. Given an ethics centered in the deontologically-existential, with its two adjuncts in the aesthetical and the pragmatical, then it follows we can also have an ethical-science, i.e., the scientific-like treatment of the ethical. Furthermore, given the scientific treatment of its remaining five inter-ordered styles of inter-ordered judgment this gives us a science/s of the categorically-metaphysical, a psycho-sociological spectrum (as an integrated psychology-sociology), a science/s of the political, the economically-enacted, and thence, the science/s of the political-economic. Thence, too, a science/s of the historical, and, where a science, through reduplication, effectively operates on itself we then arrive at a super-ordered form of productivity, namely, an assessment of the apparent ‘competence’ of that being focused upon, which, in this instance, is the apparent competence of that historical research in question. Last, given a philosophical economy (that is aligned with the archetypal economy) we could also postulate the science of the philosophical, and, by extension a science of the secular, and, a science of the joint meta-philosophical/meta-secular domains I the form of a science of the metaphysical. (41)


Moreover, given that each and every science proffers a relatively-unique scientific field, it must follow that these various duplicated scientific products will undoubtedly display a similar broad variety in differentiation. Furthermore, should such duplicated, hybrid disciplines be found to merit serious forms of exploration then we can conjecture the imputation of a corresponding set of disciplines along with their respective disciplinarians. So, e.g., in a scientifically approached topic of the metaphysical, in either its individual or collective treatment of its six inter-ordered orders, as six sub-economies within the overall metaphysical economy, it follows that we would then find, as disciplinarians, various corresponding forms of metaphysical-scientists. (42)


But, to complicate matters we must also take into account the nature of transformational retreatment where all manner of productivity can be treated on par with its initial level of pretreatment or at some finally ordered level of retreatment (and its subsequent posttreatment reorganization of its initial pretreatment). Let me explain (how this additional complication actually can simplify the nature of a retreated form of producitivty, but, at the same time, also be a cause of philosophical confusion when different orders, different degrees in meta-status can be uncritically conflated, etc.). (43)


The philosophy behind transformation retreatment notes that in simply thinking about something it becomes elevated in its meta-status by one meta-degree. Thinking about something is enacted through some form of a working-suspension. But, if such a process were to be reiterated, time and time again, we would be ever ascending an unstoppable stratospheric rise in meta-status (and nobody, including ourselves, would be ever exactly able to comprehend what we were precisely talking about). Thence the imputed necessity for a process of transformational retreatment where we return to the initial meta-status we began with, or, for other reasons, we might wish to end up somewhere else that remains close to the same meta-level we initially began with. I have postulated that this process of retreatment is automatically enacted through the automatic de-suspension of that process of suspension. That, given this process (of metafication and de-metafication) we must critically observe where we commenced, where we arrived in and through treatment, and where we ended up in retreatment (and its posttreatment transformations of the initial pretreatment in a potential recontinuation of this cyclic process of treatment/retreatment). Similarly, we must also carefully observe the operational transformation within and between different orders as critically exercised through processes of duplication, etc. (44)


Such critical considerations are important because we must carefully observe both ordered status and meta-status of our final products once subjected to a final process of retreatment. Through the force of the de-suspension this is where we land. And, all things not being equal it implies that a de-suspended differentiation between retreatment and retreatment will ensue that deserves to be carefully observed in regard to such considerations. Indeed, through an uncritical conflation, say, of the philosophical with the metaphysical (nature of inter-ordered phenomena), etc., we inevitably end up making such co-associated categorical mistakes with their corresponding forms of (philosophical) confusion. Or, similarly, should we wish to philosophically view metaphysical form of productivity that can be quite acceptable as long as we do not conflate their different forms of ordered origination. Indeed, just as we can have the metaphysical/meta-philosophical treatment of the philosophical, alternatively, we can also have the philosophical treatment of the metaphysical/meta-philosophical, etc., hopefully, observing, in an apposite critical fashion the distinctive differences to be found in these different types of ordered operation. (45)


So, when refracted through the subtleties of this heuristic device, it becomes evident we can now critically proceed to better comprehend the phenomenological nature of such diverse forms of ordered productivity, such as, e.g., an ethical (or moral) science, etc. That granted, how might we then view such a controversial topic (along with a science of the political, etc.)? (46)


Such a question implies, that besides this heuristic device, we must ask what other ingredients would also need to be brought to and integrated in the (conformal) formation of a viable ethical science (able to be suitably validated as such)? (47)


Leaning on the work of John Dewey, I would suggest the importing of a scientific attitude along with the suitable adoption and adaptation of its methodological strategies and techniques in its transformational treatment of this topic to hand, namely, our scientific-like appreciation of ethical judgment (on general, particular, and specific levels of exploration and scrutiny in the pursuing the pursuit of this distinctive, inter-ordered form of research). (48)


Can a scientific sense and semblance of research explore the complexities of ethical or moral judgment in such a manner so as to preserve or suitably modify our apparent intuitions already entertained in regard to this field of endeavour? Since we must always begin with what is to hand, we must start with so-called ethical or moral judgments already recorded as such in the hope that their textual reporting has duly recorded, at least to a working degree, the represented confines and contours of that type of judgmental appreciation. (49)


Thence the necessary semantic mapping of such phenomena, along with a hermeneutic appreciation of the genres of behaviour being invoked over the course of such experience, as well as taking on board the non-existential or pragmatical inputs and the existential or deontological contributions imparted through the unfolding of such experience as refracted though our schematized reflections on such ethical or moral matters. In other words, invoking a philosophical economy in order to explicate such distinctively ordered inputs and outputs, etc. (50)


Obviously, in order to successfully integrate and interpret such research we would need some theoretical format in order to expedite such deliberations. I would like to contend that these tools of an ordered analysis, duplication, and transformational retreatment, etc., are an ideal place to recommence such research (given that we have already commenced an identification in our discernment of the relatively ethical from both the relatively non-ethical and the decidedly not ethical in orientation). (51)


So, in pursuing this critically conducted course that involves such phenomenologically distinctive deliberations, etc., how might we proceed? (52)


Given this heuristic approach, let us first theoretically appreciate how would better view the nature of ethically oriented experience. Although for some considerable time I have viewed ethical experience as a varying composite oscillating between both deontological inputs and pragmatical inputs, more recently it is now my view that ethical or moral experience, in a passive sense, is primarily centered in the third order of the deontological (as an expression of the non-systematic existential) with only secondary adjuncts in both the second trans-cognitive order of the integrity of the aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitive order of the expedience of the pragmatical, but, given its active expression can only be exercised through the third inter-ordered order of the political or volitional as only an inter-ordered experience prior to processes of retreatment. However, this interpretation could be somewhat problematic given, that as an observation, much behaviour is not deontologically oriented to say the least. As noted, I get round this discordant observation by noting that as all behaviour is the result of both suspensions and their subsequent de-suspensions that relatively unethical behaviours could be easily accounted for through the imperfect exercise of such suspensions, etc. Indeed, through either non-suitably conducted suspensions of egotistically driven desires, or ideological over-commitments, and/or relativistical under-commitments, along with all manner of other inauthentic behavioural attitudes, it would stand to reason that such impediments to the relative primacy of the deontological would ensure either the distortion or obstruction of the same. That, indeed, this obscuration of deontological motivation would be enough to render it, under such conflicted circumstances, in a form less deontologically initiated and motivated. A bit like the unkind comment that someone has ‘such a lovely voice, but, unfortunately, it also has such a rough and bumpy passage on the way out’. (53)


Such a reading also implies how the theoretical imputation of this obscured deontologically oriented motivation could also be rectified, or remedied, how it could be purified and suitably transformed, etc., through the exercise of suitably conducted suspensions in which the automatic discharge of ensuing de-suspensions would have the required moral force to accomplish this ethical form of a turning around of the relatively non-existential and its transformation along more existential lines of enaction in an alignment with its more original, deontologically centered modes of volitional expression. Moreover, through recovering a more collaborative sense of involvement, through an engaged suspension, the relatively non-systematic existential could then be transmuted into a more systematic form of existential expression. Let me elaborate what this means in more practical terms. (54)


First, let me propose an ethical economy primarily based on the reduplication of the deontological
 (as the so-called third moment of the non-systematic existential) consisting of the deontological and its two ordered adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical, and, where the same is subjected to reduplication. Through reduplication this gives us the volition of the (meta-deontologically oriented) political, i.e., the ability to transformationally convert the relatively virtual into the relatively non-virtual, and, through non-economically oriented irruption, promote the ability to enact processes of behavioural re-direction. (55)

Second, where through suitably exercised suspensions, we can then recover its central deontological motivation along with a further extra-relational refinement of the same. I.e., where from an extra-relational sense of perspective we can note the intuitive attempt to integrate phenomenologically oriented relational input, hermeneutically oriented pro-relational input, and non-systematic, existentially oriented trans-relational input. (56)


Third, in a moment of permission we can read the definitive response of the last instance as a definitive response of the next instance,
 and through its enaction, express such permissions as the definitive response of the first instance in which both ethical responsiveness and responsibility are, forever after, therein directed in and through our apperception of such extra-relational authenticity.
 (57)


Despite such complexities, various simplifications arise as the ramifications of this heuristic scheme. That in the midst of the six trans-cognitive orders and the six inter-ordered orders (that comprise a comprehensive metaphysics) volition, as a phenomenon, can only be issued through the third inter-ordered order of the political (as the meta-deontological, the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological [non-systematic existential]). Moreover, an ethical economy can be delineated as uni-modally focused sub-economy primarily preferencing the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological (non-systematic existential) with two adjuncts in the integrity of the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical and the expedience of the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical (treated as a relatively non-existential aspect with a mix of either positive, neutral, or negative characteristics). The implication of this preference on the deontological creates the problematically interpreted observation that behaviour, more often than not, is inauthentically non-responsive and not necessarily responsible, but, where a resolution of this conundrum is realized through the skilful application of suitable suspensions along with the ongoing refinement of an ongoing extra-relational enrichment in e/valuational formation. Furthermore, through a concept of inter-mediation we can also account for an overall existentialization of process that is expressed beyond a relatively non-systematic expression of the third archetypal moment (economic correlative) of the existential (Ego). (58)


An alternative variant of this scheme is to recognize that the ordered economy is one-part philosophical economy (comprising the fifth trans-cognitive order, the first trans-cognitive order, and the third trans-cognitive order) and the secular economy (comprising the second trans-cognitive order, the fourth trans-cognitive order, and the sixth trans-cognitive order, and that there interaction can account for an existentialization of process through a resolution of this inner contestment of these two economies (internal to the ordered economy). Diagrammatically, we can depict the ethical economy, and these two overlapping economies of the philosophical and the secular:
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Through reduplication of the six trans-cognitive orders, we arrive at the six inter-ordered orders of the overall metaphysical economy (hence its six inter-ordered sub-economies of a categorical metaphysics, etc.). (60)

In the consideration of the invocation of a scientific approach it is obvious in the form of the fifth inter-ordered order we have the metaphysical sub-economy of the scientific. In other words, the scientific treatment of a certain topic, say, the ethical, can be translated as a process of duplication (should the topic in question also be able to be translated through an ordered translator). So, e.g., if the ethical is reviewed as primarily deontological (31) then its scientific treatment (52) is arrived at through the following productivity (p), characterized as primarily 52 (given the operator is scientifically oriented
): 

Namely, 52.31 => (p).52 (61)


That, in a similar manner, we can then translate the following, e.g., a science of the political, or a science of the political-economy, or a science of the philosophical, or a science of the metaphysical, or a science of the secular world, and so on.
 (62)


That, with such a heuristic framework in place, namely, this process of duplication, we can now explore the scientific treatment of any ordered topic through this type of lens. Obviously, the question to now be asked, is what (metaphorically) might we see by doing so? (63)


In commencing a process of treatment, we being with the pretreatment product along with its hermeneutic orientation (in terms of possibilities, as meta-textual genres of behaviour that will inform us as to how we are to interact with that type of pretreatment product). At this stage, we can also invoke rectification through mitigation wherein we tweak the meta-textual nature of such interactions in order to better clarify the overall genre of behaviour, along with its hierarchically organized instructions in question. (64)


So, e.g., from your own apple tree, a ripe apple might be desired as an object to eat and, therefore, needs to be picked. Whereas in a supermarket or fruiter, the chosen apple will be merely picked up and then bought. But you might see a better example of a ripe apple and chose that apple instead (as a process of mitigation). (65)


To psychically move from the hermeneutic fifth trans-cognitive order to the first trans-cognitive order of phenomenal-phenomenological treatment we need to pass through the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical or factual. In other words, it behooves us to get our facts straight and have them presented in a textual form capable of appropriate, proper, and apposite processing, etc. (66)


Treatment is primarily conducted in phenomenological terms and through a process of remediation, i.e., one-part deconstruction and one-part reconstruction. At this stage we experience, either wittingly or unwittingly, an elevation in meta-status through metafication. In this process of suspension, we find a balance between deconstruction and reconstruction. (67)


In moving to a process of retreatment, in this idealization of an ordered process, we must now pass through the second trans-cognitive order of the distinctive integration, integrity of aesthetically oriented experience. In other words, the integrity of the ensuing productivity must now be realized. (68)


In entering the third trans-cognitive order of the non-systematic existential, the deontologically oriented, through de-suspension we witness, either wittingly and/or unwittingly, a process of de-metafication wherein the productivity in question returns to its original meta-status. A process that is orchestrated and enhanced through an ongoing process of re(-)normalization reinforced through forms of ongoing re(-)alignment between various economic facets of the situated economy in question.
 In this process of retreatment, a process of transformation may have been unleashed and, therein, realized… possibly putting us in contact with the transformation of that product, spelling out the distinctive specificity of its ensuing productivity. Where, through such retreatment, we return to the original meta-status of the pretreatment and the ensuing ordered status of the operator. In this same phase, retreatment can also uncritically return us to an object, relational level of descriptive deployment where the scientific loses its metaphysical orientation and mistakenly takes on some form of non-inter-ordered ordered status. (69)


Retreatment, then, in the form of posttreatment, takes on the expedience of a pragmatical perspective, albeit as transformed through the reconstitution of its ordered treatment. if all suitable suspensions were well-exercised, etc. In revisiting the pretreatmented material it is now in a position to modify the same for the next cycle in transformational retreatment. (70)


In dealing with inter-ordered phenomena, say, a process of scientific treatment, this process of transformational retreatment will reflect such differences in ordered status, etc. (71)


Such processes, in their ideality, accepted, what might be involved in the scientific treatment of a product, say, in the scientific operations on an ethical topic. That the basic language of the product would be and remain ethical in complexion despite its transformations in scientific-like terms of reference. E.g., a certain set of post-conditional consequences might be found to re-occur with the observation of the re-iterated exercise of certain type of response. So, e.g., if person a murders person b, and society legally determines that a has murdered b, then, a certain set of legal consequences may well be expected to follow, e.g., imprisonment, a trial, maybe capital punishment, etc. Thence this scientific-like review of the co-associated semantics of ethical texts, the observed reiteration of certain patterns, the prediction of certain events on the strength of past patterns of response, personal self-critiques, public opinions, and so on. (72)


Then, reviewed through an existential lens that scrutinizes the overall positive, neutral, or negative transformations in the e/valuated richness and enrichment to be observed in certain types of situational enaction we may then be able to determine general rules for predicting the trajectories of similar events in the future within the scientific orbit of this form of ethical research in the light of their expected non-existential and existential consequences, and so on, and so forth. (73)


Should such research not be seen as correctly ‘scientific’? The use of the scientific method reviews semantically appropriate types of texts in keeping with the nature of those explorations; seeks to find reiterated patterns of textually recorded patterns of textual iteration; make predictions re the trajectories of the same; attempts to account for anomalies in such interpretations through refined processes of re-interpretation, etc. What is not scientific about this style of research? (74)


If the only differences are on stylistic grounds and the manner and degree we quantify and qualify the products of our research, and the extent certain degrees of certainty or uncertainty are to be expected in the critical light of the phenomenological nature of that type of research then what is not scientific about such methods should they be carefully observed, reported, critically interpreted, and, perhaps, lend themselves to being radically re-interpreted, etc?! (75)


Thus, this ‘scientific’ interpretation granted, in the scientific treatment of the ethical economy just what key findings, in general terms, might we wish to highlight as being able to be consistently presented in that same regard? (76)


For a start, in line with this delineated specification of the ethical economy we might provisionally conclude that all ethical motivation is primarily deontological in orientation, but, when expressed through the third inter-ordered phenomenon of volition it then becomes either de-centered, distorted, and/or obstructed owing to the utilization of poorly performed working suspensions, under the influence of ideologically directed, absolutistically oriented, egotistical over-commitments and/or relativistically oriented egotistical under-commitments. (77)


That such malformed and misdirected ethical expression can be remedied, hypothetically, through the ongoing application of well-formed and well-informed working suspensions, etc. That such rectification can be progressively refined through mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization, etc. (78)


That the ensuing productivity should be viewed through both non-existentially oriented an existentially oriented lenses. (79)


That, from a scientific perspective, productivity preserves a scientific complexion through reduplication even if the texts being reviewed, etc., semantically, have an ethical complexion. (80)


That, in any final report, all forms of scientific research as an inter-ordered phenomenon, would primarily remain a metaphysical product (within the overall metaphysical economy) even if critically or uncritically subjected to a form of transformational retreatment that produces, say, either a philosophically oriented form of text or a text with a secular disposition (when, instead, read through the lens of the secular economy). (81)


As a provisional template, could this scientific reading of the ethical economy be translated to the scientific treatment of the political, etc? (82)
3. Discerning the Scientific Treatment of the Political and Political-Economic?


As noted, the volitional nature of the third inter-ordered order also gives it a political complexion besides an ethical or moral orientation. Now, the next order in this series of inter-ordered orders is the result of the reduplication of the pragmatical and that can be viewed as that which is enacted by the political force of such politically motivated enaction. I.e., as the passive economical aspect of the political-economy. Then, to invoke a third economic aspect, in the formation of a political economy, albeit within the economy of the political-economy, we can add the inter-ordered phenomenon of the psychological-sociological spectrum. Thus, in simple terms, the political economy (extended as the economy of the political-economy) is basically the reduplication of the ethical economy (where both economies are focused on the archetypal moment of Ego with adjuncts on either side of that moment, both also with Ego involvement
). (83)


In earlier essays, the political-economy was also represented as a matrix 3 x 3, albeit based upon all three moments of the archetypal economy.
 In this instance, in focusing on the economic correlative of Ego (in the archetypal economy) and the two inter-ordered adjuncts on either side of that order of the volitional (aka as the political/meta-deontological/meta-non-systematic existential, etc., i.e., 32) we are approaching this political topic from the perspective of the dissemination of power. That, although the ethical economy is both personal-and-interpersonal from a political perspective we might envisage this relationship in a reversed order as ‘interpersonal-and-personal’ in orientation. This does align with our perception of the experienced dissemination of political power as more interpersonal in orientation even if specific political instructions are almost always initiated or authorized by one certain individual (regardless of whether they can be individually named in political reality such enaction is symbolized by the political leadership if not the prime political leader themselves). (84)

But, given its origins in the reduplication of the ethical economy and being centered on the deontological order, albeit enacted through reduplication of the same, a similar problem arises, namely, the observation that the dissemination of political power, perhaps, rarely expresses a responsive authenticity and existentially oriented responsibility. However, to resolve this tension between observations and these theoretical considerations a similar type of resolution can be proposed, namely, through improperly exercised suspensions, under the egotistically induced influence of ideological distortions, obstructions, etc., through the malformation of non-well-formed and non-well-informed conjectural economies, political enaction suffers this non-alignment with what otherwise would be in an alignment with a relatively existentially oriented response should such distortions have been either minimized or absent, etc. Diagrammatically the political(-economic) economy can be represented as below:
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However, these implications of this heuristic scheme accepted, then we could perhaps optimistically be of the belief that if working suspensions were to be properly exercised then the force of their de-suspensions would naturally oversee a relatively existentially oriented form of responsive-responsibility over the ensuing course of such political(-economic) enaction. Alternatively, even if it were to be the case that political and ethical motivation is not deontologically sourced, and then subjected to reduplication, still, through the suitable exercise of working suspensions an authenticity of response could be initiated rather than recovered (with the latter to then be subjected to a further existential refinement in real time). Personally, I would tend to support the latter contention on the grounds that through extra-relational emergence it would be natural for fully pre-informed representations to have the differential power to express such alignments with the relational situatedness to the extent that such responsible-responses would promote over time an enhancement of the relational richness and enrichment of those relations subjected to such existentially re-directed patterns of intervention.
 (86)


Now, in subjecting the political economy (or its extension as the economy of the political-economic) to scientific research we are now merely subjecting the third inter-ordered order (with or without its inter-ordered adjuncts in the second and fourth inter-ordered orders) to a process of duplication where the operator is a fifth inter-ordered product. That, in parallel with the scientific review of the ethical economy (with or without its two ordered adjuncts) we again can make a series of similar theoretical observations, namely, a prime origination in the reduplication of the third order; that the ensuing productivity reflects the characteristics of the fifth inter-ordered order of the scientific; that despite such a scientific complexion the texts in question are semantically political (and political-economic) in their basic tenor; that all ordered formation is produced through the auspices of suspensions, but, if suspensions were to be suitably applied and exercised then the ensuing patterns of political expression would take on an enhanced existential tenor. (87)


Obviously, given the need for well-formed and well-informed conjectural economies informative inputs that are misinformed, disinformed or mal-informed would be relatively detrimental to the exercise of an existentially responsive and responsible dissemination of political power (just as the ethical economy is similarly handicapped under the inauthenticity of egotistically inspired, ideological over-commitments/under-commitments, etc.). (88)


Conversely, should informative inputs be relatively well-informed, and, working suspensions, as mix of passive, active and engaged characteristics were to be well-exercised, etc., then it would stand to reason that we would have good reasons to be somewhat optimistic in politically re-directed outcomes should any adversely unintended exigencies were not to be present and undermine such positive expectations. (89)


In the overall metaphysical economy, as here non-traditionally constituted, the scientific sub-economy is already present and able, through duplication, to support the scientific treatment of any other ordered type of product, albeit in sympathy with the particular semantics of its topicality. That, in keeping with the rule of duplication, such research then automatically takes on a scientific complexion even if the semantics of that topic must also be in keeping with the hermeneutics of its meta-textual formulation. I.e., despite being subjected to the distinctive operations of the general scientific enterprise the contents of such research must also remain rooted in an alignment with its corresponding order of origination. Indeed, it would also stand to reason that any predictive expectations or immediately anticipated responses should remain be in keeping with the tenor that current operand. (90)


Now, can such forms of parallelism also apply to the scientific treatment of the philosophical economy, the secular economy, and their metaphysically oriented reduplications, and, by extension, their relevant social organizations? (91)

4. The Scientific-Like Treatment of the Philosophical, Secular, and Metaphysical?


What are both the possible advantages and disadvantages of proposing a scientific approach, say, to an exploration of a philosophical topic, and so on, and, on balance, would it be worth the while of that philosopher, either as a professional or as an amateur, to pursue such a relatively-radical reorientation of perspective? Surely, our appreciation of all things stands to benefit from our exercising a scientific attitude? It is not political rocket science to simple observe the fact that when a country illegally invades another that the citizens of that invaded country might actually stand up in order to resist that illegal occupation. Or, again, if a gunman should shoot at people, then that society will set out to hunt that shooter who may or may not survive that form of pursuit, but, should they be captured alive they then will be required to participate in a process of justice and made to account for the perpetration of that crime. Such forms of consequentialism can be confidently predicted as the types of response that would be inclined to automatically follow as the expected genres of behaviour that would be made to apply in the aftermath of such events. Is an appreciation of the philosophical economy any different? Surely, we could also run, say, a logical consequentialism or a dialectical consequentialism given that all logical constructions have logical limits that expose and express the dialectics of such limitations. That that type of consideration would also apply to the secular economy as here defined through its non-absolutistical apposition to the philosophical economy, and, where through reduplication of both these philosophical and the secular economies we would then arrive at the inter-ordered nature of the overall metaphysical economy and, against that backdrop, discern the trans-mediation
 of all three economies through the centrality of the ethical economy and its reduplication as the political economy, i.e., as the economy of the political-economic (along with their two secondary adjuncts and their three tertiary adjuncts to be noted as being present on all levels of reduplication
). By noting this variety of economies, namely, the philosophical, the secular, and the overall domain of the metaphysical, along with the overlap of both the ethical economy and its political reduplication, a critical apparatus is already to hand in order to reconsider scientific-like patterns of scrutiny given the existence of the fifth inter-ordered order of the scientific and its operational ability, through duplication, to both operate on any other ordered state or be operated upon by all remaining ordered states whatever their ordered level of explication. Just as, e.g., we can have a history of science (that is historical) we should also be able to have a science of history… to the extent a scientific method observes or imputes a methodological consequentialism be that on either causal, logical, and/or dialectical levels of explication, be that on different meta-levels or different levels of ordered explication. However, let me diagrammatically represent these forms of apposition and trans-mediation by both ethical and political economies:
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In this diagram just sketched, the ordered economy is the philosophical economy plus the secular economy, and, the overall, inter-ordered, metaphysical economy is a reduplication of the ordered economy. Where the ethical economy is centered in the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological plus the two secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical and pragmatical, the political economy being a reduplication of the ethical economy. Where the remaining orders can be referred to as tertiary ‘adjuncts’. (93) 


That, because of its central coincidence with the archetypal moment of Ego, the only ordered order capable of expressing an act of volition can only be the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological, i.e., as the ‘meta-deontological’ or the ‘volitional’ or the ‘political’ inter-ordered order. All else either has either a secondary or a tertiary status in such matters. Only through non-economic patterns of resolution, in and through a reduplication of the deontological order, can an economy be enacted above and beyond its merely passive, active, or engaged forms of simulation. I.e., only in and through an act of volition, in the third inter-ordered order, can a pattern of behaviour be enacted wherein a virtual form of intentional experience can then be experienced in a non-virtual format, form, and formation. (94)


Framed by this complex heuristic device, therefore, we already find the non-traditional, reconstituted metaphysical sub-economy of the scientific as the fifth inter-ordered order. Then we can note that, through duplication, this scientific inter-ordered order can either operate on other orders or, in turn, be operated upon. Moreover, as volition is read as a reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological it can be viewed as ‘political’ in orientation (since no other order in this heuristic scheme is directly capable of volition through the non-economic resolution of the definitive response of the last moment, etc.). However, given the all too frequent observation that disseminated patterns of enaction are often anything other than existential in tenor, can demonstrate patent inauthenticity, diminished levels of relational responsibility, ideological distortions and obstructions, etc., that are egotistically directed we immediately need to account for this theoretical anomaly. I do so, through noting an inability to perform suitable working suspensions capable of restoring this meta-deontological complexion whose imperatives, intensified through both affective and cognitive means, I argue, are central to all enacted acts of personal-interpersonal intervention. That, by such means, once appreciated, that a science of either an individually ordered order or a set of orders is not only possible, but, should be able to be demonstrated by means of this critical apparatus interpretatively supplied by this heuristic device. Indeed, by invoking the required transformational rules that allow us to move from one order to another through either reduplication or duplication we should be able to account for a full spectrum of behaviours (which, as meta-textual genres of behaviour, would be hierarchically tabulated hermeneutically). That, furthermore, through transformational retreatment, in the demonstration of relative transformational isomorphic invariance certain alignments between these orders would go to consolidate our conformal appreciation of the same as would be outlined through our conjectural economies. Just as, e.g., the semantic characteristics of phenomenological descriptions would engender parallel hermeneutic genres of behaviour, and v.v., and, where through mediation, as a double suspension of the same, both existential and non-existential forms of e/valuational formation can be demonstrated as indicating the received value of such experiences. So, e.g., on my apple tree I see a well-ripened apple, and, in contemplating my eating it then go ahead and pick that choice piece of fruit. Then, in suspending that ‘act of eating’ that ‘deliciously ripe apple’ I can then savour the very sweetness of its taste, it ability to successfully satiate my hunger, etc., by ‘putting to the side’, so to speak, both the ‘descriptive fact that it is an apple’ and ‘that, hermeneutically, I am currently eating the same’, etc. How, otherwise, could I appreciate my eating of that apple if I were to merely reiterate, as if a mantra, ‘I am currently eating an apple’! (95)


Thus, within the somewhat natural categories of this heuristic scheme is it possible to invoke a scientific orientation in my philosophical research (52),
 or in any other form of research, just as much I can also conduct an historical appreciation (62) of the same. “Yes, just as yesterday, I eat a very wonderful, juicy, crisp, and crunchy apple picked from my apple tree situated in my garden that I eat for afternoon tea.” If I can do an historical form of appreciation, then why not a scientific form of evaluation, or, indeed, some other suitable form of ordered schematization? (96)


My argument here is to invoke this inter-ordered heuristic where both the scientific (52) and the historical (62) are sub-metaphysical economies within the overall metaphysical economy (albeit, I must continually stress, as non-traditionally reconstituted by myself, and, as coinciding with inter-ordered phenomena)). Furthermore, through duplication, any type of order, ordered or inter-ordered, etc., is capable of operating on any other order, and, in turn, of being operated upon. That this rule is to be seen applying both to individual orders or sets of orders. E.g., a history of science versus the science of history (interpreted as the scientific-like approach to the methodological approaches utilized within historical explorations and its scrutiny, be they conventional or radical in scope. E.g., history of philosophy versus the philosophy of history (where I define ‘philosophy’ as the ‘super-economy of one-part hermeneutics, one-part phenomenal-phenomenology, one-part non-systematic existentialism’ reflecting the economic correlatives underlying the archetypal economy, respectively, of World, Object, and Ego). (97)


To more fully articulate what is both meant and implied by a ‘science of x’ let me propose the following comments. (98)


In association with the heuristic addition of inter-ordered orders, arrived at through reduplication (as a special form of duplication), we note the convenient, being already to hand, of these orders of the scientific (as a reduplication of the potential as either possibility and/or probability of possibility or probability) and the historical (as the reduplication of the ontical as the relatively-factual). Then, we must assume that all relationships are at least two-way or more, but, never unidirectional, since the mutuality of the relational state of interaction demands such natural reciprocity, albeit, as well, never in a form that is identically reciprocated (assuming the axiom that things can never be absolutistically equal even with regard to themselves, given the continual advent of time, place, fluctuations in energy, its dynamic relationship both with respect to itself and all other things given its identity cannot be seen as being merely self-defined other than in arbitrary, a priori-like terms of reference, etc.). (99)


Then, given the convenience of such inter-ordered categories and the mutual interplay between alternative operators as operands, and v.v., we should not need to hesitate in the proposition of either a science of x or the being operated upon as a science of x. As a scientific candidate for scientific-like treatment we might assume that the creative rule of the scientific attitude to be a given by invoking some form of a consequentialism, i.e., be that in a causal format, a logical format, or a dialectical format, or in a format with either shared premises, parallel arguments, and/or effectively near-similar conclusions, etc. or, as an array of observations, in some form or other, that appears to preserve a certain relative transformational isomorphic invariance, etc. That, through reiteration of the same inputs and the near-similarity of outputs we might well reason that we have currently to hand the availability of a scientific approach, or, at the very least a scientific-like approach. (100)


Now, in the world of sciences we have an entire social-economic infrastructure that supports that type of enterprise, albeit sensitive to the documentary nature of its co-associated operand. Hence the differences between the various sciences like physics, chemistry, biology, etc. So, without being situated in the very midst of a relevant scientific institution, the science in question might be more reviewed as being only ‘scientific-like’. So, e.g., there can be ‘social sciences’, given the utilization of a scientific-like attitude, but, there could never be, say, a conformally valid conspiratorial science even though a ‘science of conspiracies’ could be contemplated as a way to deal with such fraudulent forms of an applied scientific methodology. In pragmatic terms, we might argue here that all working disciplines have their own scientific-like methodologies, but, whilst being charitable, it is the discernible quantity and quality of the output that divides a conformally valid and valuable discipline from some other barely working discipline that is less imbued with such ensuing richness and enrichment. Hence, again, the implication of a relevantly profitable consequentialism as the result of applying a scientific or scientific-like attitude in the first place. Such considerations noting the practicality of that discipline, its profitability, along with its implications and conjectural powers, etc. (101)


What implications might we draw from these considerations, e.g., that we could have a science of the ethical, etc., albeit as situated within the ‘light’ or ‘darkness’ cast by this heuristic device detailing ordered phenomena, etc? (102)


That, e.g., an ethical power is perhaps disseminated through the rectification of its deontological roots, reinforced both affectively and through the trans-cognitive resolution of cognitive dissonance, etc., albeit as explored through the utilization of suitable working suspensions, etc. That, basically, a re(-)normalization of ethical judgment could be organized intuitively through learning how to conduct suitable suspension; through mitigation of genres, and through the remediation of treatment, etc. In the process, neutralizing all forms of ideological extremism, minimizing either egotistical over-commitments or under-commitments, operating conjectural economies that are both well-formed and well-informed, etc., etc. (103)


This approach has a resonance with an early period in the historical formation Chinese philosophy where some Confucians argued that the person is naturally good (Mencius
) or where other Confucian scholars argued that goodness is the result of education and self-cultivation, or, that people were relatively immoral, but, only needed to be legally corrected through the use of suitable laws, etc. (as instituted by some form of legalism). In a subtle contrast, this heuristic scheme seems to suggest that as all volition is basically meta-deontological in its origination its deontological roots are lost only through the advent of imperfectly performed suspensions, etc., and, where a recovery of this moral force, could be re-expressed through the application of suitable suspensions, etc. I daresay, something akin to Plato arguing for a process of recollection as the true source of knowledge, but, still, not to be confused with such simplistic notions. (104)


Now, let us say, that through the imputed performance of such suitable strategies, like apposite suspensions, etc., that a working sense and semblance of the moral is somewhat simulated and adequately realized. That, what would work for the ethical economy (as constituted and as trans-mediated), by extension, also works in the political economy under the heading of ‘volition’. I.e., that good political patterns of enaction could be elicited should the leader of that party, and/or anyone else below the same, impress upon either themselves and/or others an imputed process that oversees and observes patterns of behaviour in a greater degree of alignment with apparently relational trajectories, etc. Hence, theoretically, a science of the ethical could run in parallel with a science of the political, and v.v., albeit as skilfully trans-mediated through suitable suspensions, etc., given that the political is arrived at through reduplication, and v.v.
 (105)


I also perceive a need for a certain degree of scientific pragmatism, i.e., a pragmatic consequentialism that is more productive in output in comparison to input, indeed, much more prolific in positive e/valuational formation, and, at the same time, in a general conformal alignment with other relevant forms of consequential approaches, say, in a causal mode, or in a logical and dialectical appreciation of the conjectural, or as capable of effectively resolving the problematics of the problems in question, and so on. (106)


Or, put quite simply another way we need to be ‘practising what we preach!’ If we are insisting on the exercise of suitable suspensions then we should be textually demonstrating that to ourselves in and through the dissemination of our research and its summarized reporting. Or, if we are truly consistent with an avoidance of any form of ideological extremism then we need to equally avoid any insistence of some form of positioning, when, instead, we should be exploring all open, relevant, progressively conducted triangulation of economically viable approaches as well as keeping a metaphorical ‘eye’ out for the inevitable non-economic irruption of the relatively-radical along with its need for critical forms of re(-)appropriation (in what I would term to be ‘hyper-economic terms of reference’ for otherwise the relatively-radical would incomprehensibly present, or, rather, absent, as the ‘radically-radical’). (107)


Now, let me present a simplified diagram of these heuristically imputed economies of the philosophical, secular and metaphysical and their trans-mediation by the centrality of the ethical economy and its reduplication as the political economy (aka political-economic economy):
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…another way of presenting the philosophical economy versus the secular economy within the ordered economy is to put the orders into a circular format and imagine two triangles, one inversed, and both intersecting like the Star of David: 
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…hoping that these diagrams will better illustrate these relationships between the philosophical, secular, metaphysical, ethical, and political economies… (108)


At this point let me discuss the nature of the interactions envisaged by these economies, albeit as heuristic devices, for the illumination, that I believe, can be cast by entertaining such interpretative approaches. Such tools are not ‘final, and cannot be the final way for dealing with the resolution of the apparently problematic, but, do have a value in the shifting and enlarging of perspectives beyond what currently would be the merely conventional. (109)


As what would prove to be a misguided extension of the archetypal economy, I automatically attempted to run an aspirational economy through such a lens. In that economy, of the aspirational, it seemed quite reasonable to start from a relatively realistic sense of ‘where’ we are; next, work out ‘why’ we intend to aspire towards a certain intentional objective; and, then work our ‘how’ we join the metaphorical ‘dots’ between the same. But this motto of ‘where, why and how’, as noted, proved to be refractory when read through any philosophical version of the archetypal economy. In hindsight, ‘how’ has a more pragmatical orientation (41) rather than a hermeneutical orientation (51). The hermeneutical perspective does outline the genre, as a set of meta-textual instructions, for how things might be done, still, under the functionalism of the pragmatical some sense of a method is supplied. Similarly, intentions need some sense of intentional objectivity (11), but, again, an integrity of purpose is better supplied under the integration of the aesthetical orientation (21). Or, if we were to idealistically envisage the (non-systematic) existential (moment) (31) as an apposite goal to aspire after then that does not account for those idealized objectives that are not remotely existential in orientation. Thence a better rendition of why, indeed, this is where you wish to aspire and, your preferential desiring of that objective, is the very reason ‘why’ you wish to head in that direction is better accounted for as an aesthetics or ethos of purpose. Then, returning to a realistic basis there could be no other better place to start that in a factual appreciation (61) of where you are situated right now, conformally, in this world of life, before others, etc. I.e., rather than have an aspirational economy align with the philosophical economy (as one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenological, and one-part non-systematic existential) instead we should rotate ourselves through sixty degrees in the circular depiction of an ordered format and settle on what I once would hesitantly call the ‘secular economy’. Philosophers, like all disciplinarians, attempt to re(-)configure the secular economy, and, by this stratagem, I nominated a secular economy as falling under the trans-cognitive orders of the ontical as a realistic ‘where’ (61), an idealistic ‘why’ of the aesthetical (21), and the pragmatical ‘how’ that methodologically connects the former. (41). (110)


Thence these two competing economies of the philosophical and the secualr within the order economy, and, their ongoing dynamic balance being seen, instrumentally, as one way to view an overt process of existentialization when we move form a relatively non-systematic sense and semblance of the existential (as the so-called ‘third moment’)to a relatively more systematic sense and semblance of a more overt experience of the existential per se (although not to any impossible absolutistical degree
). An aspirational economy could also be construed as a ‘contractual economy’, and, where the economy of arbitration is realized between an existentially oriented compactual economy mirroring the philosophical economy and where the contractual economy mirrors the aspirational economy. (111)


Admittedly, to initially complicate matters, the philosophical economy can be viewed as relatively internal to the operations of an intentionally-objective economy, and, where, ‘therein’, the phenomenological moment (Object) textually operates phenomenological distinctions, where the meta-textual hermeneutical moment (World) operates accommodations, and where the non-systematic existential (Ego) moment non-textually operates (the simulations of) transformations. Then, the relatively ‘outward’ nature of the secular economy can be seen to concern the aesthetical consilience or the overlapping accommodation of different but relevant perspectives; the pragmatical salience of a seeming relevant individual perspective; and the propinquity or standing of the ontical order. Now, I have introduced such detail to argue that in the philosophical economy I have no standing in regard, say, to my sitting on a factually presented chair. I can philosophically explore the notion of ‘sitting, but, nowhere there can I actually sit on a chair. Noticing a chair as a ‘phenomenon’ is one thing, but, that does not entail my actually being seated. Similarly, understanding the hermeneutical instruction, as a meta-textually genre of behaviour, on ‘how to be seated’, again, does not allow me to be actually seated. Again, the existentially oriented value stemming from my being seated cannot arise if I am not being seated. As embodied person I live and move within a secular sense and semblance of world. In order to see a chair to be seated upon I need the perspective of my being able to find a chair. Similarly, in order to decide what to do net I need to be able to entertain a number of perspectives and through their consilience determine my aspiration trajectory through such matters. Say, I wish to eat and be seated doing so, but, not, going for a walk whilst listening to a podcast. So, I must seek to resolve my current aspirations and logically sequentialize such patterns of behaviour, namely, find a seat; be seated; in order, whilst seated there, to eat my next meal. Then, I need the requisite ‘standing’ in order to be seated whilst I eat this next meal. So, I move towards the chair with my current meal in hand, and after sitting, then eat this meal (on the table before me). Only in a secular economy can we find such ‘standing’ or ‘propinquity’. Just as to pick an apple in my rather unproductive orchard I need to be exactly in front of that tree bearing that apple being chosen as that apple to now be picked.
 So, in order to possess such ‘standing’, as it will not be found in the philosophical economy, as an embodied person I will only find it in a relevant secular sense and semblance of this world at large. (112)


Now, let me explore another vision of the economic that is neither philosophical (nor archetypal) nor secular in heuristic nature. For a long period of time, I have treated utilitarian or pragmatical forms of expedience on a par with deontologically oriented behaviour. To this I also added a rather overlooked aesthetical input. So, e.g., the architect of a bridge needs to build a bridge that neither falls down nor injures people, remains within an appropriate budget, and, hopefully, is quite aesthetic to look at and not ugly. Thence this discipline seems to demand that these three dimensions of the deontological, the pragmatical, and the aesthetical all be suitably invoked. Much like a tree that continues to stand, a sensibly designed bridge also seems to balance all competing forces that, otherwise, would soon lead to its demise. I would argue that an ugly tree is one that is not long for this world and will soon be toppled, if not by a passing breeze, then certainly by gusting wind. However, recently, I have realized that ethical judgments cannot be equally one-part deontological and one-part pragmatical (and the harmonious resolution of one-part aesthetical), but, are primarily deontological, and where the pragmatical and aesthetical are more ‘secondary adjuncts’ in such a process of deliberation. As an instance of the prioritization of the deontological we need to look no further than the way juries appear to function in trials, where in a choice between the deontological and the pragmatical, say, between the doing of one’s duty and the dictates of a cost-benefit accountant, they inevitably chose the former and not the latter. (113)


Ethical judgment decisively involves some form of an ego-related determination. In ordered judgments, the moment of Ego is directly and solely involved in deontological judgment, albeit to that extent an economic correlative can appear to superficially operate by itself on its own terms, whereas, in aesthetical judgment it is also theoretically conjoined with the moment of Object, and, in pragmatical judgment it is also conjoined with the moment of World. That understood, that even though ethical judgment is not the sole province of deontological deliberation, but, does prioritize the same, has lead me to propose the preferencing of the deontological at the core of ethical appreciation, but, as complemented at the same time by these secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical. Thence this ethical economy centered on the uni-modal preferencing of the moment of Ego, as deontological in orientation, but, also complemented by these secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical.
 Diagrammatically, this can be represented as follows:

Aesthetical + Deontological + Pragmatical

     21   


   31

         41 (114)


That this same ethical economy now takes on a political orientation when reduplicated (as inter-ordered phenomena). Diagrammatically, this can be represented as follows:

Psycho-Sociological + Meta-Deontological + Economical

     22

               32

    
42 (115)


Where the meta-deontological can be read as ‘political’ (as the active ‘political’ aspect in the ‘political-economic’
), or, as ‘volition’, etc.
 (116)


Now, the point of these diagrammatical representations is to illustrate how the deontological, and its reduplicated meta-deontological state, seems to be at the very center of both the ethical economy and the political economy respectively. Or, in other words, put more simply, there is a decidedly deontological flavour to the complexion of both ethical and political enaction.
 Given, as well, that this third inter-ordered order is the only ordered aspect of this scheme capable of producing a transformation in our intentions from the virtual to the non-virtual. Hence the prominence of this third inter-ordered order of the meta-deontological, as the volitional or political. That we must accept this relative pre-eminence of the deontologically oriented if we are to suitably represent the phenomenological character of volition, albeit as qualified through its secondary adjuncts of the psychological-sociological spectrum and the economically enacted considerations of the ‘economical’ as enacted in and through the version of the political-economy. (117)

5. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Does this heuristic scheme, in relatively prioritizing the deontological and the meta-deontological assist us in our explorations, be they ethical or political, be they philosophical or metaphysical? Of course, I would answer in the affirmative. However, both the expected and anticipated positivity of such approaches is highly dependent upon the non-transgression of the natural limits as to how we are able to constitute in experience these simulated representations of this overall world-of-life, this world at large, emergently reinforced through conformally oriented patterns of re(-)alignment. Now, it needs to be stressed, that my technical use of the expression ‘deontological’ does not mean our invoking so-called ‘First Principles’, or appealing to ‘Last Principles’ or, indeed, even citing ‘Middling Principles’!
 Such attitudes are just untenable and impossible to contemplate. We cannot entertain such spectacular, absolutistical nonsense, nor do we have any need for such impossibilia, any need whatsoever for such pointless speculations. On the other hand, when and where appropriate, etc., we can appeal to ‘ethical guidelines’ as ‘summarized distillations of cultural-intercultural knowledge and wisdom’, but, again, no more than that, as just as guideline, the convenient material for a process of suspension not as the definitely, pre-determined outcomes, neither to be pre-imposed nor later imposed upon our provisional representations of such relational forms of situational scrutiny. (118)


As pragmatists, we must understand that we only operate within a provisional body of knowledge. Continually testing such ascertainments through the ongoing utilization of working suspensions, but, being ever-grateful when our ideas seem to be productively fruitful, as useful, as beneficial, as able to existentially augment and amplify the relational richness in an ensuing re(-)enrichment of our lives. That, when we are able to consequentially enhance the existential quality of our arbitrated existences in this world at large should we then think we have some cause to delight, to celebrate the disciplined nature of our current work to hand regardless of whether we are the ordinary person potentially capable of the extraordinary, or as hard-working disciplinarians, or as politicians or philosophers, or as ethicians or metaphysicians… when, in some form or other, a more scientific-like attitude has intervened through ourselves operating in such a supervisory role that seemingly has allowed us to both address and redress various social anomalies, be they contractual or ethical, be they compactual or existential, be they political or philosophical, be they religious or metaphysical, and so on, and so forth. (119)


But, if suitably adopting and adapting a scientific-like attitude is one way to augment and enhance the relational richness and enrichment of our lives just how might such an approach, itself, be productively approached? Here, I would like to argue, for those approaches that oversee and supervise the adoption and adaptation of the requisite degree of transparency, accountability, and responsibility, among other reforms, that would promote an ongoing advancement in democratically oriented forms of governance... (120)


Or, put more pointedly, just how might the secular world be ethically, politically, philosophically, and metaphysically engaged, etc., in and through our adoption and adaptation of this so-called ‘scientific-like approach’ without at the same time overlooking and forgetting a fathomless disciplinary raft of all those other methodological measures that could be just as pragmatically useful in both our non-existential and existential explorations of our currently represented relational-situatedness, and, by extension, be applied to establishing the overseeing and ongoing supervision of an overall, pro-democratically oriented form of governance ? (121)

6. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Thus, in this being summoned, in this calling to account, just what headings should we attempt to observe in pursuing a scientific-like approach to these disciplines of the ethical, the political, the philosophical, the metaphysical, and so on? (122)


First, in that which should be prioritized then that should be prioritized. I.e., in ethical deliberations, e.g., the deontological should be given some degree of primacy, but, also, not at the expense of the pragmatical or the aesthetical. Then, in the enacting the instructions of others or in enacting the instructions we give to others, in this dissemination of power, in our arbitrated working together, let us be more mindful of the meta-deontological flavour of our enacted patterns of behaviour as we inescapably intervene in this world at large, hopefully, being able to do so from the extra-relational, existential perspective of our relationships, in their being simulated as well-informed representations along with a well-formed conjectural appreciation of the specific uniqueness of their relational situatedness. (123)


Second, that in being scientific, we are merely applying a pragmatic attitude to the unravelling of various forms of relevant consequential unfolding
 that deserve to be carefully scrutinized and, in regard to the same, where we need to be both responsively and responsibly attentive in the enaction of our interventions accordingly. (124)


Third, that although we may not recognize this epistemologically oriented fact, a scientific approach is on par with a number of other metaphysical styles of treatment such as an articulation of a categorical semantics in our chosen use of the relevant categories pertinent to our current interventions; or in defining and refining the psycho-sociological motivations required for the expedition of our intentional objectives; or in our appreciation of the contours and configurations of a political-economics, or in detailing a mix of informative histories of the past, present, and future that could help us to better place ourselves in the ethos of our times, etc. Indeed, in an inter-ordered appreciation of this ordered scheme we already find the metaphysical sub-economy of the scientific, and, through the establishment of rules of duplication, a methodology where the scientific orientation can act as either the operator or the operand in all types of operation conducted across the entirety of this heuristic schema. (125)


Fourth, that all judgments and behaviours are initiated through working suspensions, be they either passive, active, or engaged in orientation, etc.
 That, interestingly, in an alignment with conformal appreciation, all behaviour is better recognized as more an ongoing rectification of its deontologically centered motivations, preferably enhanced through an extra-relationally appreciated existentialization of process wherein we are charged to act on the behalf of our relational situatedness and not so much to merely enact our egotistically directed desires, ambitions, and aspirations. (126) 


Fifth, that upon careful reflection we should come to an understanding that whatever promotes the democratic nature of democratically oriented governance is far more inclined to benefit, in greater depth and extent, all the members of a certain community, all the workers of a business organization, all the citizens of a state, rather than working to promote the interests of a coalition of those self-interested parties that both see and treat themselves as an ‘elite’, as a body of covert manipulators of the political system who are far more interested in marshalling and amplifying their own welfare at the expense of the general welfare of their own society that, supposedly, through election, they were meant to represent… (127)


Thus, it behooves all concerned and caring people who would like to see the advancement of democratic governance that they should carefully scrutinize all relevant processes of the same in order to better ensure that this democratic mission is both augmented and enhanced and not deconstructed and dismantled. Hence the initial, overt raison d’être of this essay was to insist upon the establishment of the requisite transparency required for good governance, along with individual accountability, and collective responsibility. Where, in effect, the people, themselves, should supervise both governments and the governance of all other organizations that, ideally, should also be democratically constituted in their political orientation. That, should this optimal level of supervision be suitably instigated, then we should expect a reasonable level of optimism, on balance, to successful prevail over the course of such attentive management ‘by the public for the public’.
 Thus, to this end, let me simply repeat my first paragraph which noted:

This essay could be easily disposed of in one very lengthy sentence, namely,
 ‘that all governmental functions that should be conducted in a transparent fashion should be conducted in a transparent fashion and those functions that should not be conducted in a transparent fashion should not be so conducted, like, e.g., cabinet deliberations,
 ambassadorial discussions, military considerations, commercial negotiations solely conducted by civils servant charged with such matters, or similar; that those who formulate legislation, policy directives, etc., should sign off and be held individually accountable for the gestation of the same; and, that in the formal dissemination of ensuing legislation, policies, etc., all those who were instrumental in their assessment, from the head of government to the relevant minister or cabinet secretary, their advisers, their co-associated consultants, and their legal department should all sign off on the same and, therein, be collectively held responsible along with the clear recognition of the need for the additional clause that in the light of an expectation for unintended consequences that such disseminated approaches will be either duly postponed and/or amended if and when thought to be necessary in as close to real time as possible’.
 (128)


However, although the title of this essay, ostensively, deals with ‘transparency, etc.’, still, the deeper, covert topic of this essay, as you will now understand, is ‘the exploration of an ethical science, etc.,’ thence the need to seriously explore a sixth conclusion, namely, what are the ramifications of this claim that we can have a scientific-like approach to topics concerned with e/valuational formation, like, e.g., ethics, politics, and political-economics’?
 (129)


Now, given that all processes of trans-cognitive judgment are facilitated through suspensions, and their relatively asymmetrical, automatic de-suspensions, and, suspensions duly exercised are also suspensions of all elements in a relational inventory there is implied that a through a thorough process of suspension that the same thoroughness should also include suspensions of the intentionally intersubjective (in a hermeneutical orientation), the intentionally objective (in a phenomenal-phenomenological orientation), and the intentionally subjective (in a non-systematic existential orientation). That, thereby and thereafter, the rendering of such judgments should take on the tenor of a repeatable, re-iterable stability that through continual iteration should somewhat, ‘progressively’, enrich the ensuing processes of overall truth determination accordingly. I.e., take on an apparent sense and semblance of the scientific. Is this just far too fetched to be believed in the cultural-intercultural aftermath of the Postmodern era? (130)


No, it accords with the fact that we do have culturally-interculturally disseminated forms of seemingly veritable truth claims, that, on balance, are able to be recognized as validly entertained, and, that over the goodness of time such claims should be able to stand the test of time, or, otherwise, ‘be found to fall to the wayside should they no longer measure up to the evolving thematizations involved in the more dominant trajectories of that consensus’. Moreover, ‘how we were able to re-ascertain the validity of the same, etc., if such a consensus were not available? Indeed, just as truth claims of an ontical orientation are ever built on safer ground, more assuredly ascertained over time, so, too, can ethical claims be viewed in a similar manner. Rhetorically, we might well ask, how could societies function if they had no overall sense and semblance of certain moral certainties, that certain types of action should be prescribed in a certain manner and certain other types of action should be proscribed, and so on… The fact that cultures do sometimes get things later judged to be radically wrong is not a reason for the blanket rejection of all moral or ethical claim being made in the present. Indeed, it could be argued that when things are ideologically driven radical ethical misjudgements will be made as a matter of course, but, that, when wiser heads practice suspensions the ethical fog of such misjudgement can be historically lifted, and, hopefully, preserved in the ensuing spirit of such clarity. That, what goes for the moral or ethical, also applies to both the political and the politically-economic. Hence, the ramifications of the acceptance of an ethical science, etc., in some ways goes to our better understanding how cultures do get things right from an existential-pragmatic or pragmatic-existential point of view or perspective. Of course, this sense and semblance of moral certainty will not always be judged to be morally valid in both historical and ahistorical terms of reference, still, even though we are ‘all too human’, optimistically, let us say, on balance, that should we attend to such matter with a due propriety, etc., we may well get things more right that wrong on more occasions than not? And, here, is where the science of science gets to play an important role, namely, entertaining well-formed and well-informed conjectures, etc., in a manner that is duly suspended in a well-exercise manner, and so on. But, that is a topic that deserves to be more thoroughly pursued in a later essay. (131)

Needless to say, that in exercising well-formed and well-informed conjectural inputs, etc., in a political-economics, e.g., it behoves us as either political professionals and/or as the general public at large, i.e., as citizens, to oversee that the requite degrees of transparency, etc., are present in the political market place in order to ensure this required level of oversight of the democratic process per se..!! (132)

      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 4.10.25.

Postscript A: An Edited Email Written after Completing this Essay

Again D, thanks for your thoughts on these matters. 
Have just finished my Sixth Essay and side with your emphasis on the deontological over the utilitarian or merely expedient/pragmatical.

Of course, a version of the deontological that has nothing to do with so-called 'First Principles', or for that matter self-realization, or a transcendentalism, or either the purely transcendent or immanent, or some permanent core humanity, etc.

Rather a focus on the relational richness in a relationship and its potential for re-enrichment...

Where we can neither be too perfect nor too imperfect... where through suspensions (or rather through the force of de-suspensions) we expose the current defects/dissonance in our relationships and through this partial resolution incrementally rectify what can be resolved (re-normalized).

A bit like the unravelling of a lie... exposing what is true (which is most of the lie).

An optimistic philosophy that believes we can always do a bit better... almost through the not doing of what was relatively adverse in the first place. Suspensions helping us to strip away such adventitious distortions and letting the healthier core of our intentions speak on the behalf of our relationships...

Of course, this assumes that our intentions have some mutual dimension with the intentions of others... but to some extent this must be a given... through my concept of arbitration... where our aspirational economies are arbitrated by the demands of others who are also in the same boat together... otherwise we all drown... especially as the world gets more and more technical and interdependent, and dependent upon the kindness of others.

Where the stance of an isolationalist is antithetical to this type of optimistic philosophy.

Optimistic to the extent that we do not want to drown, and, hopefully, do not want others to drown likewise (especially those nearest and dearest to us).

Will have to add the unravelling of these implications as a Postscript to my essay.

Very best regards, Noël. 

PS. A few minor tweaks and you have a completely different philosophical 'game'. N.

PSS: Of course, the assumption is also made that ethical expression need not be just deontological in its origination even if refracted through the same. Then, we need to ask, just what relatively smaller percentage is not deontological in orientation? N. (129)
Postscript B: The Raison d’Etre of Transparency, etc.


In presenting this technical essay I have felt the need to summarize its key points in the follow exposition… (130)


As noted, the first paragraph sums us the superficial concerns of this essay as titled:


This essay could be easily disposed of in one very lengthy sentence, namely, ‘that all governmental functions that should be conducted in a transparent fashion should be conducted in a transparent fashion and those functions that should not be conducted in a transparent fashion should not be so conducted, like, e.g., cabinet deliberations, ambassadorial discussions, military considerations, commercial negotiations solely conducted by civils servant charged with such matters, or similar; that those who formulate legislation, policy directives, etc., should sign off and be held individually accountable for the gestation of the same; and, that in the formal dissemination of ensuing legislation, policies, etc., all those who were instrumental in their assessment, from the head of government to the relevant minister or cabinet secretary, their advisers, their co-associated consultants, and their legal department should all sign off on the same and, therein, be collectively held responsible along with the clear recognition of the need for the additional clause that in the light of an expectation for unintended consequences that such disseminated approaches will be either duly postponed and/or amended if and when thought to be necessary in as close to real time as possible’. [0](131)

However, the deeper reasons for this essay is to explore, first, how a science of ethics, a science of the political, and a science of political-economics are possible, and, second, that in the light of the same, we can then entertain apposite reasons why good governance should be ‘transparent, etc.’ (132)


As indicated, I have been reluctant to even contemplate the idea that fields of e/valuational formulation could be addressed from a scientific sense of perspective, etc.
 I had noted that certain philosophers, e.g., Francois Laurelle have done so.
 Recently, in a comprehensive exposition of the work of John Dewey by Lindsay Mell, I feel it is now time to reverse my prejudice in this regard. Moreover, on the very grounds of an ordered heuristic, as formulated over many years by myself, it can be demonstrated, therein, that the reduplicated fifth trans-cognitive order of hermeneutic-possibility (51) is productive of a scientific approach (52), and, where through duplication, any other ordered product can be subjected to scientific treatment, I am forced, therefore, to accept this possibility as an inescapable actuality, as a prominent feature on the philosophical landscape that deserves to be suitably ‘observed’ (in all senses of that latter expression) . But, let me explain this difficult ‘observation’ here as simply as possible. (133)


I have argued that all economies are trimodal in their constitution, both in their functioning and in our representing such functions in an intentional form that can be expressed through a natural language. Such a claim is stated as a ‘description’, that should be seen for yourself, and, also as a ‘prescription’ as to how things ‘work’ and cannot function otherwise. Then, from an existential-relational perspective we are presented with a ‘proscription’ in the sense that such functions demand we not do that which would diminish their potential for furthering a relational enrichment of our lived-experiences as we make our passages through this world, both individually and collectively. (134)


However, to complicate matters, my exposition of an ordered economy is hexamodal in its constitution (but, that that is accounted for from being generated from a trimodal basis through the exercise of different suspensions and de-suspensions of its three economic correlatives that, therein and thereby, generate these six ordered possibilities). These six ordered possibilities are:


11 Judgments concerning simple, phenomenologically oriented, semantic units.


21 Complex, aesthetically integrated units.


31 Deontological judgments.


41 Pragmatical judgments.


51 Hermeneutically oriented judgments of possibility.


61 Ontical judgments treated as factually actual in some period of time. (135)


As examples of these six ordered types of judgment let me name these orders with a simple expression, and, exemplify them with the following examples.


11 Pre-Essentials: liquidity, watery saltiness, to drink, temperature, to taste, etc.


21 Essentials: drinking and tasting a glass of warm salty water, etc.


31 Deontologicals: doing one’s duty, being honest, authentically promising, etc.


41 Pragmaticals: expediency, effectiveness, efficiency, efficaciousness, etc.


51 Possibles: contemplating travel to the UK, thinking about picking an apple, etc.


61 Actuals: the fact of your birth, Julius Caesar crossing the Rubicon, etc. (136)


Moreover, through what I term ‘reduplication’ we can elevate the order in question to an inter-ordered meta-status. E.g., the ‘fact of facts’ becomes a ‘history’. In histories we interpret facts, but, that a certain history, itself, cannot be reduced to just a collection of facts! E.g., the ‘possibility of possibility’ can be interpreted as a ‘science’. Science deals with possibilities, but, cannot be reduced to a possibility per se given its need to interpret a certain set of possibilities. (137)

I interpret this intentionally exercised process to be a special form of ‘duplication’, namely, in this instance as the ‘x-ness of x’ as that ‘x-ness (of x)’. As a rule, in duplication, the product of the operation preserves the ordered status of the operator. So, e.g., a ‘fact of a possibility’ is a ‘fact’, and, a ‘possibility of a fact’ is a ‘possibility’. This might be more clearly recognized in dealing with the following (inter-ordered) combinations – where a ‘history of philosophy’ is a ‘history’, and, a ‘philosophy of history’ is a ‘philosophy’. As noted, in reduplication we get the duplication of the same product, but, where the operand is treated as possessing a relative meta-status. So, the ‘fact of a fact’ is its ‘history’ is to be read, e.g., as the ‘factuality of a fact’, i.e., its ‘history’. (138)

Let me exemplify the reduplication of the six ordered orders:


Pre-Essentials (11) become the elements of a Categorical Metaphysics (12)


Essentials (21) become elements on a Psycho-Sociological Spectrum (22)


Deontologicals (31) become a politically oriented volitional force (32)


Pragmaticals (41) become that inscribed in a Political-Economics (42)


Possibles (51) become Sciences (52)


Actuals (61) become Histories (62) (139)

So, why do I go through this tortuous exposition? To heuristically demonstrate that in the reduplication of the fifth trans-cognitive order of ‘possibilities’ we arrive at ‘sciences’, and, that through duplication with any other type of ordered product we get the following presented as a ‘science of x’. Now, conveniently or inconveniently, x could be an order or ordered set (11 – 61); an inter-ordered order or set arrived at through reduplication of an order (12-62); or an extra-ordered order or set arrived at through reduplication of an inter-ordered order 13 – 63); or, as implied, a certain set of the preceding, e.g., where ‘philosophy’  is defined as either ‘the combination of one-part phenomenological (11), one-part hermeneutical (51) and one-part existential/deontological (31)’, or, as ‘the overall set of all six orders themselves
 (11 – 61)’; where the ‘metaphysical’ is a ‘reduplication of the ordered (12 – 62)’; and where a ‘pragmatic-existentialism, etc., is defined as the reduplication of the metaphysical (13 – 63)’. Or, in the same vein we can define an ‘ethics’ (as an ethical economy) as ‘one-part deontological (31), one-part aesthetical (21), and one-part pragmatical (41)’. Or, impute a ‘secular economy’ as ‘(21 + 42 + 62)’ (and, therein, discern its ‘economic correlatives’ as ‘21 + 42, 62 + 21, 42 + 62,’ and parallel the same, respectively, through these joint de-suspensions, as World, Object, and Ego). (140)


Simply proposing the rule of ‘non-exclusion’ that states ‘no product of either reduplication or duplication is forbidden’ implies our need to recognize the viability, say, of a science of the ethical, a science of philosophy, a science of metaphysics, a science of the political-economic, etc., etc.
 (141)

These six relatively primitive types of ordered judgment are here articulated as stated above, i.e., as pre-essentials, etc. That granted, we can also note that we can then progress from one to the next in an orderly manner by following various transformational rules that can be conventionally observed. Hence my use of the expression ‘ordered’. So, e.g., ‘saltiness’ is observed in the tasting of a glass of warmed salty water, say, in that about to be used in a throat gargle. Running together these relatively atomic-like units (pre-essentials) of phenomenological experience together in the molecular-like experience (essentials) of a tasting and drinking a warm glass of salty water and realizing it is only meant to be used as a throat gargle, and, was not the cold glass of water you had meant to drink from also sitting on the bench in front of you… (142)


But, this is not the place to give these transformational observations. Instead, let me simply note that in the observance of this non-exclusion rule we must accept such combinations, e.g., as a science of the philosophical, ethical, political-economic, metaphysical, pragmatic-existentialism, etc., etc., to the same extent we can understand and appreciate, say, a history of philosophy, the history of a certain set of facts, the fact of a certain history, etc., etc. (143)


That accepted, say, that we have this viable variety of sciences, then, it follows, that those sciences should be correctly observed, be that either in theory, practice, and/or in their critique (be that either critical and/or radical in complexion). Threading this ‘scientific attitude’, from the perspective of the philosophical economy, is ‘the aspirational potential for hermeneutically oriented patterns of prediction; an awareness of apparent phenomenal-phenomenological patterns of repetition; and our successful attempts to realize patterns of existentially oriented conformation mirroring this entailed harmonic progression (of hermeneutical background-field; the relatively dissonant nature of a foreground sense and semblance of a topical focus, and the relationship of an ongoing resolution being entertained between the same)’. (144)


Now, as explored in my work on conjectures,
 it follows that successful conjectures need to be both well-formed in their argumentation and well-informed in their factual content. Obviously, say, in the science of well-exercised political-economic conjectures their expositions need to be both well-formed and well-informed. Thence, by extension, in the political art of the science of good democratic governance there is this valid need for transparency, etc. I.e., political transparency when and where it should be duly called for, accountability in policy formation, and responsibility in policy implementation, and so on! (145)


Thence this philosophical observation, namely, that the scientific-like treatment of a certain topic is always a possibility through the rule of non-exclusion.
 That, furthermore, in the exposition of our conjectures, those conjectures need to be both well-formed and well-informed. That, the correct implication to be drawn here, in regard to the pursuit of good democratic governance, is that in order to observe a well-formed and well-informed process of democratically oriented governance these facets of transparency, accountability, and responsibility need to be duly observed in the manner as outlined..!! (146)











 N.T., 4.12.25.

Postscript C: A Hierarchical, Linear, Non-Circular Mapping of All Orders

Hopefully, the following diagram illustrates the heuristic positioning of volition (32), sciences (52), the ordered orders of the overall philosophical economy (11 – 61), the inter-ordered orders of the overall metaphysical economy (12 – 62), and the extra-ordered orders of the overall pragmatic-existential economy (13 – 62):

Extra-Orders:
13
23
33
43
53
63


Inter-Orders:

12
22
32
42
52
62
Orders:

11
21
31
41
51
61
1. The ‘non-exclusion rule’ states ‘that any order in this heuristic scheme can operate on any order in this heuristic scheme’.

2. Orders with a different ordered status operate via ‘duplication’ where ‘the operation takes the ordered status of the operator and not the operand’.

3. Orders operating, ostensively, upon themselves do so through ‘reduplication’ where ‘the operator assumes an ordered status elevated by one degree in ordered magnitude’.

4. Under transformational retreatment, in a preservation of relative transformational isomorphic invariance, all productivity is returned to the ordered level of the overall philosophical economy (and hence the grounds for potentially endless philosophical, metaphysical (meta-philosophical), and existential-pragmatic (meta-meta-philosophical) forms of ‘philosophical confusion’ unless both critically and radically appreciated through ordered terms of reference, or similar).

Key: 

11 (Phenomenological-)Semantics

21 Aesthetical-Integration

31 Deontological (Non-systematic Existential)

41 Pragmatical-E/Valuation

51 (Hermenetical-)Possibility

61 Ontical-Factuality

12 Categorical Metaphysics


13 Categorical Competence

22 Psycho-Sociological Spectrum

23 Psycho-Sociological Competence

32 Political-Volition



33 Political Competence

42 Economically Inscribed


43 Economic Competence

52 Sciences




53 Scientific Competence

62 Histories (of Past, Present, and Future)
63 Historical Competence (147)
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Seventh Essay: On the Hypothetical Deconstruction of the Russian State..?

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

Now, let me be clear, I don’t claim either to own a crystal ball or that I could hire one. So, what work would there be for the so-called historians of the future let alone those so-called historians of the present given, surely, that time needs to elapse for any credible form of historical research to be suitably thematized? Obviously, I disagree with such counter-arguments and will need to demonstrate why such short-sighted positions can be successfully dismantled. For a start, I will concede that it is true, that even an accurate reconstruction of our personal past can be difficult enough to consistently detail and correctly sequence. Then, how could we even possibly delineate the probable contours of a future that has not yet come to be when the very formation of the present, itself, likewise, cannot be determined merely by inspecting what is just to hand. Yet, time and time again, we act as if all temporal dimensions can be clearly articulated. There is an obvious truth to this claim for how else could we distinguish our own personal identity from the identities of others without our being both perceived and self-perceived as having ‘different histories’. Then, in all forms of (transformational) treatment, (through retreatment) we nominate, differentiate and integrate all manner of identities
 in a directed accordance with the apparent dictates of our intentional motives.
 Such treatment is linguistically translated and where its dissemination in a common language allows the members of that language to appreciate the apparently intended sense and semblance being both represented and conveyed by such means. Obviously, things are lot more complex and complicated than this contracted summary, still, through all manner of simplification we manage to convey the essential drift of our observations, arguments, interpretations, and so on. Then, into the midst of such working communications, a traditional historian enters armed with the relevant documents required or, at the least, hopefully, accurate copies of or references to such texts as proven indications of past events, etc. However, even a traditional historian of the past would need to ask themselves, either formally and/or informally, (why did x do y, or not-y, at time t?’ and so on, and so forth). What was Julius Caesar thinking when he planned to cross the Rubicon? Or, why did Napoleon get himself enmeshed in both the Peninsular War, in Spain and Portugal, and the foreseeable misadventure of the Russian Campaign?? Surely, in line with a strict definition, a traditional historian of the past should only be retrospective in their research? But, in this strict attitude we would be quite wrong. A professional historian, and any reputable amateur, also writes for a present audience. Their historical research may very well be meant to have salutary implications, clearly stated lessons that need to be taken up by their contemporaries, be they historians or otherwise, and even by denizens of the future since these lessons in the appreciation of the historical may well have something to teach us in any instance of the present, and, to that extent, could be declared to both ‘timeless’ and ‘timely’. But, this blinkered prejudice that there can only be one history and that ‘history’ is only of the past needs to be decisively deconstructed and decidedly dismantled. Here a number of arguments can be mustered to prove this ‘point’, or, at the very least, recounted absolutistically consistent histories cannot be uni-modally manufactured nor isolated in some artificial version of the past. E.g., a natural or artificial language may well have simple verbs or verbal constructions of the past, present and future, still, a more complete language will have constructions of the past looking toward some sense of the present or future, and senses of the present that looks towards both the past and future, and where the future can look back to either the past or some form of the present, etc. That is how we think, and, that is how historians will also think. But, even if that were granted, by definition, some might still argue that historians deal with the ‘historical’, i.e., ‘that which has passed by in time to form a past that is now no longer with us’. But, even that formula must fail us. E.g., many of the roads we use today and the buildings we enter could have been built before we were born. Here, the past is still very much with us, indeed, on balance, something to be very thankful for. But, then, it could be countered, we see the research of historians, biographers, cultural commentators on architecture, etc., everywhere disseminated, say, in good bookshops, but, surely, we do not see the reputable research of so-called ‘historians of the present’ and so-called ‘historians of the future’ equally disseminated in that same manner? How might I address such criticisms? Not too long ago, ‘historians of the present’ might have been dismissed as gossips’. But, now, on Social-Media, that artform has taken on a whole new semblance of significance, a relatively novel sense of meaning, which like any ‘two-edged sword’, as ever, in working will be seen as formed either in good taste or in bad taste. Let me explain. Not too long ago the resident school bully or bullies would pick a fight either in the school yard or on the way home. Now, thanks to a ubiquitous Internet, anonymous bullies can harass their peers all day and night. Hardly an example of a cultural improvement. On the other hand, once a student might go to a well-stocked library to do their research for some school project or for their own personal interest and within its august walls spend some considerable time hoping, hopefully ever hopeful of finding that day what they might have been looking for. But, in this Contemporary era, such information could well be immediately found to hand; or AI retrieved and generated in a form we would think to be credible and not the result of a process of some form of digital hallucination; or disseminated through a well-presented podcast by someone whose reputation we have found good reason to trust, and, in the latter, we find many hard-working historians of the present busily collating an informative range of media in order to present their synopsis of those recent events that they believe to possess the required degree of historical importance that all parties interested in such information would wish to have presented through that format. If you wanted up to date information on, say, the Russo-Ukrainian war, there is little point going to a traditional newspaper, if you can find one, and most certainly visiting your local bookshop or library would be an expected waste of time. I am sure that one of the first disciplinarians to treasure these historians of the present will be historians of the past. The sheer volume of viewers consuming these histories of the present equally means that we should not dismiss their presentations as either just untenable texts or as tendentious propaganda, although it is true to say that the perceptive reviewer soon learns to avoid the latter which seems increasingly to be more and more generated through an obvious over-use of AI.
 So, you might grudgingly concede that historians of the present can be found although you might still wish to argue, mistakenly, that their efforts are not to be viewed as disciplined, as professional, or of an academic standard comparable with the reputable work of so-called ‘real historians’. However, that said or left unsaid, in the next breadth they might insist on asking ‘just where are the so-called historians of the future? Again, say, through the medium of podcasts we can point out that such representatives also have left their mark although not to the same extent of an over-abundance of historians of the past and, to a lesser extent, historians of the present. But, here we need to make a distinction between ‘historians of the future’ and ‘futurologists’. The latter, as predictors of the future, inevitably get it wrong. The future is not and should not be just a bigger and better version of the present.
 ‘More of the same’ has led to the variety of current environmental crises that generally fall under the rubric of ‘global warming’. Histories of the future, when suitably performed, have a different form of predication. In my understanding, these three types of historical research, although using similar methods of collection, collation, and communication, place a different degree of emphasis upon a particular phenomenology of historical events to the extent a history of the past concentrates more on historical discontinuities, like e.g., the death of statespersons, the disruptions of wars, the effects of famines, etc. In a marked contrast, histories of the present should concentrate on non-conformities, i.e., the initiation and persistence of behaviours that hitherto had not be present, say, the current invasion of a certain country, the advent of the Internet, the impact of smart phones and their initiation of a raft of new genres of behaviours like, e.g., Uber; the mass delivery of meals (via either Uber, etc., or individual carriers); online auctions, gambling, etc. Then, with histories of the future, it is my belief that such historians concentrate on the expected continuities of life, such as eating, the various needs for communication, seeking entertainment, sleeping, etc., along with the continuation of those trends, be they past discontinuities, present non-continuities, or future continuities until such a time is conceived of as when they will be either reversed, or modified, or considerably transformed. That into these histories of the future the observation of certain flows in information will be crucial to how a delineation of that future, in all probability, will either continue to be configured or be re(-)configured, and so on. Taking into account such features like price, debt, obligations, cost curves, profit margins, demand, and a variety of trends like miniaturization, convergence, scales of economy, the practical utilization of pure research, the eventual reaching, in various processes, of certain physical limitations, etc. So, it is against this backdrop that I would like to argue for why speculatively delineating a future history, or set of histories, for the Russian state is a legitimate possibility since the objective, I wish to advance, is not so much a desire to predict definitive outcomes as to observe those current trends that have a distinctive resonance to other periods in time that could well delineate the potentially more probable reoccurrence of future responses along similar lines.
 I.e., point out a potential reoccurrence of those phenomena that have the historical habit of repeating themselves and where it would be wise to acquaint ourselves with the same lest a chaotic unfolding of the future catch us out as somewhat unaware of such recurrent possibilities, along with the reasonable expectation of the inevitable advent of unintended consequences, and, where my major theme in this essay, and the next, that the eventual and inevitable decline of empires can have predictable outcomes even if the details of either their collapse or transitioning cannot be definitively marshalled beforehand. (0)


First, I would like to recount a ‘metaphorical anecdote’ in order to illustrate a certain overlooked aspect concomitant with imperial expansions and contractions. My analogy, in this instance, is meant to analogue an imputed phenomenological characteristic of imperial or imperial-like forms of governance, namely, the observation that in their attempts to be more inclusive of the different members of the empire, or its equivalent, they inadvertently overlook the patronage of their own homelands, or their equivalent, so much so that in periods of imperial contraction this deficit in symbolic patriotic-like patronage becomes more prominently apparent for those wishing to patriotically support their homelands or their equivalent jurisdictions. That, by extension, these imperial-like anomalies will manifest in relative periods of imperial-like contraction and act as points of possible contention in the historical unfolding of those same forms of governance. (1)


Then, I would like to explore the current nature of the Russian state with the recounting of certain histories that I believe might be relevant, i.e., as possible points of historical-like recurrence. (2)


Next, I would like to tentatively discern certain scenarios that could appear given the continuation of an ongoing contraction of imperial ambitions. (3)


Ending, with the usual provisional conclusions, comments, etc. (4)

1. A Phenomenological Re(-)Interpretation of ‘Raising the Flag’, ‘Flagging’, etc.


In the following explorations, what I have found fascinating is the recent indications of a differentiation of ‘English oriented patriotism’ from ‘British oriented patriotism with an apparent cultural shift perhaps finding a greater acceptance in a general moving more symbolically towards the former. As a phenomenologist I am only interested in interpreting this phenomenon as a phenomenon qua phenomenon, and, therefore, not concerned whatsoever whether it is right or wrong, patriotic or not patriotic, whether it is right wing phenomenon or a left wing phenomenon (although evidence from the ostensive manner of  its cultural framing would support, on balance, the former interpretation). However, the neutrality accepted, I also wish to make an even deeper phenomenological point, namely, that at the center of empires, or their equivalent,
 it may well be often apparent that potential patriots who wish to support their homeland, or its equivalent, may well find a relative deficit in patriotic symbols and institutions for doing so given that empires, or their equivalent, in wishing to more widely represent all members of that empire, or its equivalent, usually do so at the expense of their homeland, or its equivalent. So, e.g., people in Scotland have both their Parliament in Scotland, and a parallel, yet reduced, representation in the British Parliament sitting in London. On the other hand, for the people of England there is only the British Parliament no English Parliament. Then, local councils, often reflecting the major political parties in the British Parliament would also be seen to represent British democracy rather than an English sense of representation. Similarly, the monarchy in the UK both sees itself and is seen to stand for British interests and not overtly so much for English interests.
 Similarly, both the House of Commons and the House of Lords would be more naturally viewed as a British phenomenon rather than an English institution per se, regardless of whether it has English resident or those with English family connection within its halls, and where such memberships in general would not be seen as purely English in the expression of their political aspirations, etc., unless directly advertised as such. That, in periods of imperial contraction this lack of patriotic symbols and institutions would be problematic and give rise to potential points of contention accordingly. Or, in other words, political transitions during periods of imperial contraction for the center of those ‘empires’ may well supply additional difficulties for the very re-expression of such centrist-oriented political ambitions. That, when we look more closely at political organizations around the world such anomalies seem to manifest more frequently at the very centers of such political power?
 (5)


A recently reported news article was brought to my attention authored by the right wing academic Frank Faredi
 concerning the phenomenon of ‘flagging’ by ‘flaggers’ or ‘raise the colours’ (or ‘raising the flag’ or ‘Operation Raise the Colours’).
 Now, interestingly, in this article ‘raising the colours’ refers to the raising of the English flag of St George (basically a red cross against a white background as one of the three flags that makes up the Union Jack). According to this article the Labour led City Council in Birmingham objected to the proliferation of English flag of St George being raised on street poles, etc. around the city. It was claimed that this posed a safety risk to the public. From the flaggers’ perspective it was claimed to be a patriotic act to counter-balance the council’s extension of this practice to the flag of the Gazans, the Pride flag, and so on, but, for them, in an obvious absence of extending this same prominence to the English flag of St George. What I found unusual in this article here was the use of the flag of St George and not the Union Jack. The flag of St George, one would have thought, would not have been so easily available as the Union Jack. Of course, if there were a demand for that flag, no doubt it would be manufactured and made commercially available, as is the capitalistic nature of the marketplace. This article stresses the point that this flag references English patriotism and not British patriotism per se. A decade ago, one would have thought the patriotic thing to do would have been to invoke the Union Jack. Indeed, I have seen references to both flags being flown about various English cities but the relative proliferation of the flag of St George is a relatively novel aspect here. (6)

The BBC also issued an article as the same day the Australian published Frank Faredi’s opinon piece.

A growing number of St George's and union jack flags have been going up in cities, towns and villages in recent weeks - but why?

Groups responsible for putting up the flags have told the BBC they are motivated by pride and patriotism. But others have said it feels provocative at a time when tensions are running high across England over the issue of immigration. (7)


Now, although the title of this article only references St George’s flag, the article also immediately notes the presence of the Union Jack as well. However, my point still holds that this innovation is this relatively recent proliferation of the former flag. In other words, the symbolic language is pointing more to an English patriotism, naturally, somewhat at the expense of a more traditional British sense and semblance of what it once more meant to be patriotic. (8)


Now, this symbolic resurgence of an English vison of what it means to be patriotic seems almost to be a continuation of the motivations that apparently propelled Brexit? I.e., that questions of immigration do play a role, but, from my philosophical perspective, that type of issue, whether engaged advertently or inadvertently, is emotionally and politically accentuated by neo-liberally induced economic pressures given forms of increasing wage suppression, inequality, the precarious nature of work, reduced opportunities for housing, etc. However, be that as it may or may not, the primary point I would like to make is that at the center of so-called empires a lack of symbolic, political, and institutional forms of expression more representative of the center of that empire may well prove to be more problematic for that political system at some stage, especially in apparent periods of ‘imperial contraction’… be that perceived, or apperceived, either advertently or, more likely, inadvertently, i.e., where people are not overtly aware of such anomalies and the difficulties those anomalies might present in such potentially disruptive periods of transition… (9)


Now, I would like to admit that I am sympathetic to such more regional-like aspirations. I believe that the more smaller countries we have on planet Earth the better as it is the bigger political countries that are more problematic for their neighbours. I would love to see, e.g., with certain qualifications, an independent Scotland, Wales, and England, even an integrated form of Ireland (Eire) when religious allegiances, for a start, are no longer the sine qua non of political party membership. Sadly, before Brexit, the Irish political entities were in a non-de facto state of integration under the EU, but, it would seem that problematic border issues have been more or less resolved? However, I am also being dialectical on these issues. As an observation, I do not believe that the person can ever be a perfectly sovereign individual; as a convenient fiction, yes, but, not de jure. As an extension or extrapolation the same applies to countries. In a life by necessity lived with-others there can be neither ‘Robinson Crusoe persons’ nor ‘Robinson Crusoe political entities’. At the same time one hopes that the small degrees of sovereignty traded are more than compensated by the overall surpluses of emergent value that follows through such ensuing patterns of collaborative interactions wherein it needs to be argued a greater degree of ensuing freedom follows from such mutually oriented cooperation (recognizing at the same time that through differentials in power and power resolution there can be no completely symmetrical form of mutual interaction. But, that said, in such forms of political integration the comparative degree of the mutual residue for all parties is greater than what they may have begun with). Hence these reflections, that just as Brexit would prove to be a disaster for the British economy, by extension one could also argue the same for any complete form of Scottish autonomy or English autonomy. That there should be a perceived need for the continuation of the political entity called the’ United Kingdom’, albeit, this time between parties that are more equal and able to also look after both their own individual affairs and the affairs of their bloc as well {preferably in some form of a détente with the EU that seems to be crystalizing under the impetus of the EU having to deal more decisively with the Russo-Ukrainian war, etc? Obviously, in view of my expressed opinions on this topic, the political direction of Frank Faredi’s political trajectory for the (over-)promotion of a fully sovereign England would, in my estimation, be a double disaster given it could compound the economic disadvantages that have already devolved from Brexit. Interestingly, the well-regarded Guardian journalist George Monbiot has accused Frank Faredi of entryism, i.e., the infiltration of a political party by members of another group, with the intention of subverting its policies or objectives. In this situation, riding on the back of English nationalism in order to promote his own quite complex agenda and where his political intent may or may not be in alignment with English nationalism. Understandably, those political forces that believe ‘being patriotic’ is symbolized by ‘the waving of just a Union Jack’. Of course, this political commentator should be allowed to speak for himself, declare his own intent to the extent he has expressed such ideas, although, at the same time, the source of his funding must also speak loudly as to where his true colours might be ‘nailed’ so to speak.
 (10)


What other anomalies might reinforce this interpretation (about empire building, etc.)? (11)


In Australia we have the region of Canberra not being seen as a state, but, as a territory on par, more or less, with the Northern Territories.
 (12)


In Washington, D.C., we find the people there have no representation in the Senate.
 (13)


In the Soviet USSR it could well have been Russian nationalism that promoted its breakup given, demographically, the relatively diminishing number of ethnic Russians in the constitution of that state. Would it be possible that a similar resurgence in Russian patriotism either promote and/or provoke the continuing disintegration of the Russian state in part or in whole? We witnessed the two Chechen Wars. In the later Soviet era, in Chechnya (The Chechen Republic), 23% of the residents were Russian. In the 2021 Census, there were just over 18,000 Russian living there representing only 1.2% of the overall population residing in that republic. I would argue, admittedly hypothetically, that the Russians in Putin’s Russia may well be asking themselves ‘just who is a Russian and who is not a Russian’ despite all citizens living in the current state of Russia are automatically Russian. Technically Russia is a federation. According to Wikipedia: 

Russia as a federation describes its political structure, where constituent regions, called federal subjects, have varying degrees of autonomy within a unified state. It is an "asymmetrical" federation because some subjects, like republics, have their own constitutions, languages, and cultural rights, while others do not. The Russian Federation is centered on a strong presidency, with the President holding significant power over domestic and foreign policy and appointing the Prime Minister and government. 

Key Aspects of Russia's Federal Structure
Federal Subjects: Russia is composed of 83 federal subjects, including republics, oblasts (provinces), krais (territories), autonomous okrugs (districts), and federal cities like Moscow and St. Petersburg.

Constitutional Autonomy: The republics within Russia have unique features, such as their own constitutions and official languages, reflecting a diverse history with various ethnic groups.

Centralization of Power: Despite the federal structure, the Russian government maintains strong central control from Moscow.

Presidential Power: The President is the head of state and holds substantial power, including setting the direction of policy, appointing the Prime Minister… (14)


Already, in its near haphazard way of defining its political constitution, we have a variety of relative or effective anomalies? Let’s look more closely and some facets of this federation both historically and demographically. (15)

Over the course of Tzarist history there were various revolts, this dynasty being ended in the Russian Revolutions of 1917.
 After a messy interim, Russia assumed a communistic form of governance. Then, after the collapse of the Soviet Union, another messy interim concluded with the consolidation of power under the continuing ‘presidency’ of President Putin.
 (16)


Whither the future trajectory or trajectories of the Government of the Russian Federation? Here we must indulge in possible histories of the future (that, to some extent, must rely on the continuation of certain ‘continuities’ like cultures, political expectations, language/s, the persistence of certain institutions, the continuing political power of certain elites, foreign influences and powers, the necessities of internal and external patterns of trade, etc., etc.
). Here we can envisage either a relatively non-disruptive transitioning in a post-Putin form of governance and/or a relatively disruptive form of transitioning.
 President Putin might nominate his successor or allow elections to do that for him or governance is politically allowed to pass to the nominated political successor as outline in their current constitution. However, the general consensus is that to some extent this transition will be chaotic in complexion and remain in some form of a messy chaotic state for a certain period of time until a certain degree of political consolidation take place that formalizes that form of a transition able to be recognized by surrounding territories. Should a politically centralized form of power be effectively absent, for a certain period of time, then all bets would be off as to how the political map might be reconstituted. Under such a scenario we could see China seizing certain territories (in accordance with previously leaked ‘plans’ for such an eventuality having already been formulated?). Then the two regions of Georgia physically occupied by the Russian state, namely, Abkhazia and South Ossetia, would, in all probability, be re-absorbed back into that state. We can assume Tatarstan would want to re-assume its full sovereignty.
 Similarly, republics like the Chechen Republic, Republic of Dagestan, Republic of Ingushetia, Republic of Kalmykia, Republic of Tuva, and others. Finland might also feel it in its interest to reclaim those sections of Karelia sequestered by Russia during the World War II. Undoubtedly, if the opportunity were present, Japan would feel it feel it to be opportune to reclaim the Kurile Islands. But, all this, admittedly, is speculative, but, at the same time, not beyond the bounds of reason should the centralized power of the current Russian state fail to be maintained for a certain period of time. Does history support such speculations, and, what evidence do we have that such a process of political disintegration is already taking place, if only covertly? (17)


Just the Russian empire failed, and distant regions broke away, to be then re-absorbed under the centralized communist governance of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (U.S.S.R) a similar phenomenon re-occurred with the collapse of the Soviet Union where all of these regions were able to finally establish their political independence. One could envisage this same type of process continuing within the Government of the Russian Federation if the latter, in turn, were to collapse.
 Is there current evidence, that such a trend is in play? Let me note the possibilities of such trends? (18)


Over the course of the current Russo-Ukrainian War, many acts of sabotage have been carried out across the vast extent of the Russian Federation. What can we read into such acts of sabotage? Here we could reasonably speculate that a portion of the population would like to see the advent of some form of democracy rather than a dictatorship (along with the continuation of this war of ‘imperial expansion’ that, also, is supported by a large proportion of that same population), and/or, a desire of various ethnic (and religious) minorities that seek some form of greater non-de facto self-rulership. Then, we can also note the observation among certain commentators supportive of such a post-imperial form of political realignment that direct political power is ‘slipping’ away from the central government in the general form of an overall reduction of both a military and police presence (with such resources being sent to the occupied regions of Ukraine) from the relative margins of the state, proxy militias, underground organizations signalling their existence, a continuing withdrawal of the Russian speaking population from certain areas,
 disgruntlement in various ethnic republics at their disproportionate causalities incurred in the so-called ‘Special Military Operation’ (SMO), a lost access to natural resources appropriated by the elites in the Russian heartland, etc., etc. Obviously, such counter-centrist forces do exist, but, in the absence of the advent of disruptive political events in Moscow it remains to be seen as to which would have the upper hand over the longer period? As a counter-argument, we should also note the disproportionate numbers of participants working for the FSB and other security forces that to date have successfully managed protests, especially at the start of this Special Military Operation (and, e.g., at the well-attended funeral of the political dissident Alexei Novalny who died in an artic prison in February 2022). (19)


Are trends to be merely observed, or, would it be the case that if certain trends heading towards the disruption and disintegration of the Russian State were to remain unchecked then such a dissolution should inevitably be expected and in regard to which we should find ourselves being better prepared for?
 (20)

2. Discerning Possible Re-Configurations of the Russian State?

All states are apparently stable until that is no longer the case… (21)


Waxing and waning, but, unlike the Moon, sometimes disappearing into the dustbins of history. Witness the devolvement of the British Empire and its residue forming only the loosely federated idea(l) of the Commonwealth; the collapse of the Romanov Dynasty and the quite similar collapse of the Soviet Union, and so on. (22)


Often such political empires are at their apogee when they give spectacular parties celebrating an inapposite exuberance of self-importance that, in truth, is not in a lived-alignment with how political fortunes will soon be heading. Witness the English Raj in India; the lavish celebrations of the Shah in Persia; the conspicuous consumption at the court of the Romanovs, etc. (23)


Could we extrapolate from the appearance of Putin being ‘humbled on a daily basis’ by the innovative and successful resistance of the Ukrainian state that this dictator is obviously over-extended and that the longer he continues this war the more likely it will become the ‘legend on his tombstone’? (24)

We are witnessing, through various indirect forms of reporting, the accumulative effects of sanctions; the current degree of inflation threatening to hyper-ventilate; people working diminished working weeks; rising food prices; train and air services being disrupted often on a daily basis; an increasing fraction of the oil-producing industry being destroyed through drones, etc; an exponential increase in delinquent loans; the considerable loss of a market for military weapons; disruptions in the importing of products from Europe, etc; the destructive targeting of electrical infrastructure by the Ukrainians; daily iterations of internal sabotage; indications of unrest, protests, especially in ethnic regions disproportionately affected by the SMO; a diminishing semblance of power, etc.(25) 

Day by day, the overall social world of the Russian state appears to be becoming an increasing shadow of its former power. Vast stocks of tanks, armour troop carriers, air defence systems, artillery have been destroyed on the battle field and what remains is not the sort of stuff that, on balance, could profitably be exported. Indeed, from both Iran and North Korea, Russia is now a nett importer of arms. (26)


Just where is this relentless, seemingly unchecked trend heading? (27)


During the recent Wagner mutiny in 2023, organized by Yevgeny Prigozhin, Putin apparently fled to his political power base of St Petersburg. But, should that city be in the midst of civil disturbances, should those citizens feel it were the right time to effectively protest, just where, instead, might he feel the need to flee? Having various fortified estates to fall back on seems almost to remove himself from the ‘seat’ of power… ‘just as the vigilant spider can never stray too far from the center of their web?’ (28)

3. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Political realities can never persist for all time. However, states do possess a certain ability to remain relatively self-organized. Even in the midst of political disturbances, unless a credible opposition can assert its persuasive influence, and assume the major discourse, then that state will manage to just stumble forward and institutionally maintain a continuance of its status quo. Obviously, within the Russian political orbit, very few people appear to have the political recognition to engineer such a political fissure. On the other hand, the political establishment, in its various unofficial cliques, would, in all probability be able to muster enough support to establish a less eventful form of political transitioning? With a seemingly ‘emasculated’ army, having suffered under various purges organized by Putin, in all probability, it would be within the FSB (Federal Security Service) that such leadership might arise? (29)

However, should political power at the center remain fractured for a certain period of time, then, in all probability, certain ethnic minorities might feel it advantageous to finally re-assert their sovereign rights given that apparent opportunity that might allow them to do that. Doing so, I suspect, at the same time a relatively much more powerful China would rightfully feel within its political ambitions to reclaim certain disputed territories it feels to be more rightly theirs. Then, should such re-arrangements in geographical alignment occur, I would suspect that the state of Mongolia might also be consumed, either in part or in whole, in the political maelstrom of this ensuing ‘conflagration’? (30)


But, as in the shuffling of cards, who knows where the cards would then fall in the advent of this process of political re-organization? But, should these ‘cards’ be shuffled, then all bets are off until the dust settles and normal processes of political interaction are finally re-resumed..? (31)


But, the more politics take on the appearance of a ‘card game’, then shuffling inevitably follows at some point in time..!! (32)
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Eighth Essay: Whither American Democracy..?

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

Where is American democracy headed or is it being currently ‘beheaded’ by President Trump and his administration? In this essay I will run the contention that American democracy is being ‘progressively’ deconstructed, either advertently and/or inadvertently, through a dismantling of the separation of powers, as both formally and informally established between the executive, legislative, and judicial branches of government, and, that this is being exercised through various forms of deconstruction operating either individually within and/or collectively between these three distinctive spheres of governance. (0)


From an economic interpretation of the political-economy, as mapped through an economic heuristic of my own construction, I will attempt to demonstrate why this description of good governance, namely, this doctrine of the separation of these three branches of political governance, can be put more firmly, as well, on both a prescriptive and a proscriptive basis. That, when mapped by such means, it becomes more obvious why the disestablishment of the relative independence of these three branches, whether such deconstruction is enacted either individually and/or collectively, is also an attack on the provision, over all, of good democratic governance itself. (1)


In the light of the above, the following headings will be used to argue this primary contention, namely: 

1. Expressions of Apprehension 

2. A Simple Tri-Modal Economic Heuristic 

3. The Political-Economy as Viewed through a More Complex Heuristic 

4. Arguments Illustrated Heuristically 

5. Ordered Considerations 

6. Provisional Conclusions, etc. (2)

1. Expressions of Apprehension 


The Democrats in the 2024 Presidential Elections voiced concerns for the democratic process should Trump win office for a second term, but, in spite of the fact of his obviously acting as an insurrectionist at the end of his first term, a marginally greater fraction of the voting electorate put such concerns behind them by voting in Trump for a second term on 49.8 percent of the those who voted. In the Electoral College the count was more decisive with his receiving 312 electoral votes to 226 for Harris. (3)


Why such apprehensions, and why the failure that such evidenced-based apprehensions did not effectively deconstruct the Republican campaign for the presidency? (4)


Simplistically speaking, in a political-economy polarized into two major discourses ruling their respective sectors the Democratic contention that ‘Trump was not a political actor who would conform to democratic norms’ was effectively overruled at the ballot by the Republican discourse that ‘Trump would directly improve the economy and, therein and thereby, indirectly improve the life of all citizens, and so on’. In the light of that choice of major discourses it is obvious that the latter discourse trumped such Democratic concerns. In an electoral situation where ‘the winner practically takes everything’ it has meant that President Trump was left in a position to fully establish and instantiate his raft of electoral intentions, be they either overtly stated or covertly expressed, say, in the form of the policy work as articulated and disseminated, e.g., by Agenda 47 versus Project 2025. Although an association with the latter was denied, still, much of the policy work done in that document was orchestrated by people who worked in his first administration or had connections with the same, etc.
 (5)


Almost one year into his presidency and it is obvious that his favorability is not polling well given that it is below the 40 percent mark and seems to be trending ever downward indicating a diminution in political support apparently from those types of voters that do not necessarily swing in a Republican direction or find themselves naturally at home in that type of political rhetoric. In the face of this loss of support it is debatable whether this overly concerns Trump or not, but, with the advent of the 2026 Mid-Term Elections it has already caused considerable consternation in Republican quarters given the considerable Democratic successes already achieved in this off-year electoral season. (6)


Despite the quantifiable successes of the Biden presidency it would appear, as an educated guess, that the years spend implementing Neo-Liberal policy settings has drastically transformed the political landscape in such a manner that it has become much more receptive to the type of populist message put out by Trump and his supporters that argues “that lived-experience is ‘hurting’, that Democrats, and their so-called ‘elites’ are not listening, and that Trump and his future administration would have their best interests at heart’, and so on. Unfortunately, Trump’s uncanny lack of attention to both theory and detail has overseen him introducing policies that have proven to be directly detrimental the well-being of his electorate, both supporters and non-supporters alike. His arbitrary use of tariffs, a diminishing interest in investment (outside the sector of AI development) given the economic uncertainty stemming from tariffs, etc., a stubborn refusal for the level of inflation to drop further, the ensuing reduction in international travelers as a result of Trumpian rhetoric, the loss of migrant farm workers either directly or indirectly as the result of deportations, disruptions of trade over the Canadian and Mexican borders, diminishing employment levels, an over-heated stock market with astronomical price-to-earnings ratios sometimes over 60, have all conspired to render the current US economy as extremely ‘brittle’ and potentially beholden to a recession in some form or other (in lieu of  an actual depression on the assumption that certain economic stabilizers will take over should either the local markets and/or global markets present as increasingly chaotic). (7)


Arguably, I would contend, that the inferred desperation of voters in the face of the ramifications of the excess and unrelenting implementation of Neo-Liberal policy settings was more than enough to effectively cancel concerns over Trump’s democratic credentials or, rather, the disseminated perception of his non-democratic credentials. (8)


Should such concerns be dismissed as just ‘political rhetoric’ or can this imputed attack on good democratic governance be evidentially demonstrated? (9)


Here, I would like to explore just how such a critique could be organized on the grounds that good democratic governance needs to faithfully observe a separation of powers, namely, a distinctive demarcation between the executive, the legislature, and the judiciary. Where, either a relative over-preferencing of the executive over the other two branches of government and/or the relative under-preferencing of either the legislature and/or the judiciary effectively places the executive branch in a relatively more dominant position than hitherto had been observed should this doctrine of the separation of powers were to have been effectively honored. (10) 


By ‘preferencing’ is meant ‘the relatively dominant reconstruction of one of these three branches of government’, and, its ‘negation’, in an ‘act of de-preferencing’, is meant ‘the relative deconstruction of one of these three branches of government’. In the former orientation we witness Trump’s arbitrary declaration of tariffs overriding the powers of Congress to disseminate the same (or even getting Congress to legislate the same retrospectively
). (11)

Therefore, in this regard, we can note that the overriding of both the Congress and the Senate, along with repeated attacks on the processes and members of the Judiciary, in effect, constitutes a concerted effort to disestablish this political corrective embedded in this doctrine that otherwise would insist on a separation of powers (and where no branch should be able to over-exert its political influence over the other two branches of government). Where such an understanding is both constitutionally determined, and, through the acceptance of certain precedents, is then understood to be established in much wider terms of reference. (12)

That, as well, the insistent, overall deconstruction of the democratic process, say, by systematically inciting elevated levels of doubt over the propriety of the electoral process itself, will also be considerably detrimental to the overall trust placed, rightly or wrongly, by the general public in those same operations of governance... (13)

2. A Simple Trimodal Economic Heuristic 


In the expedition of democratic governance, as modelled, e.g., on the Westminster system, the observation of the need for a separation of the powers, i.e., the observance of the separation of the political functions between the executive, the legislature, and the judiciary, has been become both traditionally and institutionally prescribed… to the extent that proscriptions are ‘voiced’ when this balance is effectively unsettled in some form or other, i.e., should an over-preference be exercised either by the executive, the legislature, or the judiciary. Usually, however, certain proscriptions are more likely to be voiced when the executive abrogates more power unto itself and by such means takes on the semblance of a monarchy or a dictatorship, or similar. Thence the rationale behind the recent ‘No Kings’ protests and parades that have taken place in the US as a response to the overt attempts by President Trump to go far beyond the ambit of the more traditional prerogatives associated with the presidency. (14)


The requirement for this requisite balance of these three distinctive aspects of an imputed, well-functioning democratic process of governance naturally forms an ‘economy’, i.e., an ‘economy of democratic governance’. In applying this economic modelling, we are then theoretically permitted, through ‘economic complexification’, on the understanding that all economies reflect an archetypal economy as hitherto explored, to delineate which of these three branches of government more aligns, intentionally, with the three dialectical moments of World, Object, and Ego. For the sake of convenience, let me just assign this alignment without first arguing for the same, but, instead, letting those assignments, themselves, argue this arrangement through the utilization of such distinctive ascriptions. Namely, aligning the ‘legislature’ with the ‘hermeneutics of the background-oriented World moment (in its delineation of genres of behaviour through the codification and dissemination of laws, polices, political aspirations, etc.)’; aligning the ‘judiciary’ with the ‘phenomenal-phenomenological considerations of the Object moment of the judiciary (in its foregrounded attention to the evidenced-based application of the laws of the land as tabled by the legislature)’; and, aligning the ‘executive’ with the ‘(non-systematic) existential dissemination of power through the enactment of decision-making (in which the virtual nature of certain political intentions are transformed, either formally or informally, into non-virtual processes of politically oriented enactment). (15)


By modelling this doctrine for ‘the separation of powers’ as an ‘economy’ it naturally follows that a dynamic balance is required in which no economic correlative, as defined, should be allowed to dominate the ensuing processes of political governance given that as an economy all economic correlatives are co-mutually defined through the joint negation of the other two correlatives. (16)


Once this modelling is adopted, it automatically follows that a separation of powers must also follow as a consequence of this same modelling! In asking ‘why?’ we can simply reply that, as economic correlatives, the relative diminution of any one correlative or pair of correlatives leads to the automatic diminution of the other correlative/s, and, similarly, the relative over-promotion of any one correlative or pair of correlatives demotes the remaining correlative/s, and, furthermore, the collective or systematic diminution of the economy as a whole has the same consequential effect as the over-promotion or under-promotion of the economy as a whole is as equally detrimental to the operations of that same economy. In contrast, the progressive enrichment of that same economy, either at the level of its economic correlatives and/or collectively as a system, could be described in existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential terms of reference. (17)


In the light of these consequential shifts in enrichment or de-enrichment the relative health of the economy in question can then be relatively evaluated in comparative terms of reference. (18)


Or, translated to the political scene in the US, we just have to note the individual, relative down-playing of either the legislature and/or the judiciary, or, the relatively excessive up-playing of the executive, or, the overall down-playing of the political dimension of the political-economy overall to establish that the separation of powers is being politically deconstructed with both a consequent and subsequent diminution of the democratic nature of that political process in question. (19)


Now, let us look at the ensuing structural-dynamics of such a tri-polar economic scheme. (20)


In the general depiction of the disciplinary economy (as a philosophical economy) we note the three archetypal economic moments of World, Object, and Ego. In constituting a tri-modal political-economy of Legislature, Judiciary, and Executive (through economic complexion) let us align the same with these three archetypal moments of World, etc., in the order as just noted. Let me explain this specific pattern of alignment (given that we could do this through six different permutations
). (21)


Through this practice of economic complexification, in and through a paralleling of economic epithets, we find the following parallelisms (as previously notated in a parallel dictionary of economic correlatives
):


World



Object



Ego

Hermeneutical


Phenomenological

(Non-Sys). Existential

Future



Past



Present

Synthesis


Analysis


Nomination/Conject.

Theoretical


Practical


Stylistic

Public



Private



Arbitration, etc., etc.

Legislature


Judiciary


Executive 
        (22)

Briefly, let me argue for this specific alignment (and then introduce its ramifications for the Political-Economy when expressed through a 3 x 3 matrix at root based on the archetypal economy
). (23)


The Legislature, obviously, is concerned with legislation which has a parallel with the meta-textual hermeneutical genres of behavior that constitute the hermeneutical dimension in textual formation.
 (24)


The Judiciary, arguably, should be concerned with the application of the rules of evidence with all due propriety. This concern has a parallel in phenomenal-phenomenological considerations.
 In other words, establishing the full and relevant explication of the overall text to be used in such proceedings along with all processes of remediation necessary in order to proffer a relatively non-contradictory representation of those proceedings. (25)


The Executive, as the name suggests, as the political department that is both able and capable of exercising its decision making, implies the assignment of the non-systematic existential dimension. Given that this so-called ‘third moment’, in an alignment with deontological judgment, is theoretically perceived as able to express volition (through its political reduplication as argued elsewhere).
 (26)

In a division of the political-economy, as divided between the Theoretical, the Practical, and Stylist aspects, as noted above, I have assigned the corresponding aspects of the Legislature, the Judiciary, and the Executive. (27)

Now, in transposing the same to a 3 x 3 matrix of the Political-Economy (in what could be called the ‘reduplication of the disciplinary economy/philosophical economy’) in a format as used earlier in this Third Volume we note that the Judiciary finds itself centered in the midst of the Business World (as also known as the ‘World of Business’) in the 5th sector, contrary to previous attempts to place the same either in the 8th sector on in the 9th sector. (28)

Diagrammatically, let me depict this re-siting the centering of the Judiciary in that 5th sector. In the following schematic mapping let the Theoretical (T) = Legislature (L), the Practical (P) = Judiciary (J), and the Critical (C) (and sometimes realizing the expression of the Radical) = Executive (E):
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    (29)

Sectors centering the following Social Organizations as numbered:

1. Academia, Legislature.

2. Policy Formulation, Economic Planning.

3. Media (both Traditional and Social), Media Releases/Propaganda.

4. Civil Service/Consultants.

5. Business, Agriculture, Medical Services, Political Parties, Judiciary.

6. Managers, Consultants/Civil Service.

7. Senate, Political Committees of Enquiry.

8. Accountancy, Compliance Officers, Police, Army.

9. CEO’s, Executive. (30)

Joining the metaphorical ‘dots’, so to speak, if the Legislature is in sector 1, and the Executive is situated in sector 9, then it would seem that the Judiciary would most probably be centered in sector 5. Looked at from the perspective of reduplication, the reduplication of the hermeneutical orientation of the Legislature would realize the possibility of a co-associated scientific orientation (52?), reduplication of the phenomenological nature of the Judiciary would be re-expressed as a categorical metaphysics (12?), and, more importantly, the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the de-ontological would find itself re-expressed as ‘political volition’ (32) which, in this instance, is also known and expressed as the Executive. (31)


However, given the close association with the World of Business, and the previous location of solicitors and barristers as primarily as a type of business can we also extend this (loose) association with the role of judges, etc? Previously, I assigned a sector 8 (evoking the role of judges as exercising a form of compliance) or I assigned a sector 9 (evoking the executive-like functions of the judge). However, I believe that the role of judges should now be assigned a fifth sector given this alignment of the philosophical economy/disciplined economy as located in sectors 1, sectors 5, and sectors 9 corresponding in assignment with the Legislature, the Judiciary, and the Executive respectively. This re-arranged re-assignment granted, how might I argue for this re-location of the Judiciary to the same sector as that occupied both by the World of Business and the Business of Legal Services? (32)


The Business World is predicated on ‘profit’ (unlike the primary functions of political governance as argued on numerous occasions elsewhere). However, although the Legal World, with specific respect to the role of judges, is not primarily predicated on profit we could run a negative argument that the role of Legal Services supplies compensation, when suitably applicable, for business losses that were not the full or direct responsibility of the executive (CEOs). Needless to say, the other branches of Legal World quite often do know how to turn their services into a profitable process by charging on a timed basis for the timely dispensation of their services. (33)


At this point let me resuscitate an intuition previously expressed by myself that in any transitions around this 3 x 3 matric of the Political-Economy, and its allocation of the centering of various Social Organizations, that in the undertaking of any diagonal passages such patterns of interaction are not to be informally countenanced and, therefore, should be conducted with either full professional transparency and/or the appropriate use of professional forms of mediation.
 So, e.g., direct communications, both formal and informal in character, between members of the Legislature (in sector 1) with the Civil Service in sector 4 is permitted (since that is the role to be performed by either the Civil Service and/or appointed Consultants charged with such mediation). Similarly, between the Senate or Political Committees in sector 7 and the Civil Service/Consultants in sector 4. Again, a similar form of mediation occurs between the Executive in sector 9 and the Civil Service/Consultants also located in sector 6. However, in a distinctive contrast, neither the Legislature, Senate, Executive or Business Executives (CEOs) should have any direct dealings with the World of Business per se. The latter, e.g., in sector 9 indirectly addressing operators on the Business World through the role of their Managers.in sector 6. Similarly, members of either the Legislature, the Senate (in sector 7), or the Executive are professionally permitted to have direct dealings with either the World of Business or the business-like operations of the World of Political Parties. Hence the mediating role being played by Establishments for Political Lobbying, political operatives, etc., charged with such mediation In this scheme it should also be obvious that members of the Legislature, the Senate, and the Executive would be allowed to have direct associations with the World of Media in sector 3, although it is also to be hoped that such services are not traduced through the dissemination of either blatantly misinformed, disinformed, and/or mal-informed forms of propaganda, etc. (34)


Let me now look more closely at the schematic mapping of this Political-Economy (in its heuristic representation expressed through the use of this 3 x 3 matrix directly based on the archetypal economy
). (35)

3. The Political-Economy as Viewed through a More Complex Heuristic 


I have invoked this heuristic of the Political-Economy as one way, among potentially many ways of representing the same. The Political-Economy is capitalized because it is the theoretical home of the various Social Organizations that give detail to this scheme, that, in turn, are enriched by its schematic location of such organizations. So, as discussed elsewhere, we have the World of Academia in the same sector as the Legislature. (36)


Against this backdrop, I have argued for the economic nature of the economy of the separation of powers by translating the three branches of government, namely, the Legislature, the Judiciary, and the Executive, as three economic correlatives along with all economic ramifications of such a translation. (37)


Thence the general observations, as descriptive-prescriptive-proscriptive considerations, that as all three economic facets mutually co-define each other through their joint negations, it follows that denigration of one, two, or all three correlatives results in a general degradation of that ensuing economy. Conversely, the enrichment of one, two or all three correlatives results in an ensuing enrichment of that same economy. Thence, it also follows, that the relative enrichment or de-enrichment of any one economic correlative or any two economic correlatives at the relative expense of any other two or one economic correlatives/correlative, will also oversee the ensuing degradation of that same economy. (38)

Translated through a political-economic lens the implication that can be drawn is that democratic governance is not served well in the degradation of any aspect of these three branches, or, in the relatively exaggerated magnification of any one correlative, as a single branch of government, or the relatively exaggerated magnification of any two correlatives, as two branches of government, when that process of amplification is conducted at the general expense of the remaining branch or branches of government. (39)


That armed with this economic insight into the economic interactions between the Legislature, the Judiciary, and the Executive, we are now in a theoretical position to ascertain the relative ‘health’, or the relative ‘non-health’, in the functioning of a certain democratic form of governance (40)


A demonstration of the relative degradation of political governance, be that relatively democratic or not democratic in orientation, by virtue of exemplifying the relative magnification of one branch or two branches over the remaining branches or branch, or, the general degradation of governance overall. With respect to the current administration under the second presidency of Donald John Trump such overt forms of interference can be enumerated ad nauseum. Witness his repetitive exceeding the constitutional limits of his presidential powers, his continual degradations of the Department of Justice and Judiciary (in his targeting of specific judges), and his general process of devaluation (disvaluation
) of the electoral process overall, etc. (41)


The antithesis of the Philosophical Economy/Disciplinary Economy is the Secular Economy. In a different version of the political-economy, here notated without capitals, and echoing the interactions between the third and fourth reduplicated orders (of the inter-ordered) we find the active inscription of political-volition (primarily meta-deontological in orientation) (32) inscribing the passively economic (42) as aligned with the reduplicated fourth inter-ordered order of the economically inscribed. (42)

In either a non-reduplicated or a reduplicated version, we can more broadly notate this interpreted interaction as the disciplinary economy meeting the secular economy, i.e., e.g., (52 + 12 + 32) R (42 + 22 + 62).
 (43)

Then, having extracted these reduplicated correlatives, we could also go one step further in a process of triplication, i.e., invoking the extra-ordered in our ascertainment of an enriched organized competence. Hence the following tabulation, in matrices, of both the disciplinary economy and the secular economy in their reduced triplicated format:




Disciplinary Economy

Secular Economy
Extra-Ordered:
53
13
33


43
23
63
Inter-Ordered:
52
12
32


42
22
62
Ordered:

51
11
31


41
21
61 

    (44)


Now, why am I introducing these notated variants? In heuristic terms it appears we have a philosophical problem if we were to ask how does the disciplinary economy (be it reduced to either an ordered representation, a reduplicated format, and/or a triplicated format) interact with and inscribe the secular economy (be it reduced to either an ordered representation, a reduplicated format and/or a triplicated format)? (45)

Given, say, interaction is assumed (between the third inter-ordered order of political-volition (meta-deontological) (32) and the fourth inter-ordered order of the economically inscribed (42), and interaction is two-way (by the necessity of the nature of interaction being never non-mutually interactive) it follows that in the transformational transition 32 < R > 42 how are we to understand such transformational-transitions when, seemingly, no form of relative transformational isomorphic invariance can be overtly demonstrated. Of course, we know that under any economic configuration some interconnection with the economic correlatives of the archetypal economy must be present. But, what is there that could be found more directly in common between, say, the disciplinary economy and the secular economy?
 But, that such direct interactions must be observed follows from the very fact that disciplines obviously intervene within the secularity of this world as conventionally seen and understood, etc. (46)

For me, this problem has a certain ‘left-field’ resonance with the desired nature of the imputed transformations needed between de Sitter space and anti-de Sitter space because in the Malacena Duality we can find a correlativity between Conformal Field Theory and anti-de Sitter space, but, not with de Sitter space where we are cosmically located. Then, if we fully subscribe to the imputed ‘transcendental unity of the life-world’ then such interconnectivity is guaranteed even if we were unable to spell out how the relevant specifics might be better accommodated and interpreted. Ideally, in any economy, such economic correlativities should be present if not evidentially prevalent, being only a matter of finding them. In this imputed interaction between political volition and its inscription on the economically inscribed, or, its practical equivalent, namely, the interactions between the disciplinary economy (also known as the philosophical economy) and the secular economy all reference to the archetypal economy cannot be directly explicated. Indeed, the secular economy is based on orders that are the result of overt mediation in the secular economy versus overt intro-mediation of the disciplinary economy. That being the case, theoretically, how might we account more simply for their imputed interactivity? (47)


We can recast this type of problem in terms of the disciplinary economy versus the secular economy. The disciplinarian rightly assumes that the exercise of their disciplinary choices will be inscribed on the secular world once enacted in those terms of reference. So, the fact of this interaction itself is not problematic, rather, how do these to economies actually enmesh, theoretically, is problematic, albeit from only a theoretical point of view? To cast about for a resolution, solution of this problem it is tempting to just add the triplicated version of both economies together, say, in a matrix that would be 6 x 6 x 6. In effect, noting a super-economic reading of a more simplistic reading of the merely economic per se. I.e., treating the ‘economic’ as ‘ordered’, the ‘inter-ordered’ as ‘hyper-economic’, and the ‘extra-ordered’ as ‘non-economic’. Then, invoking a so-called ‘collapse’ of the metaphorical ‘wave function’ wherein, through transformational retreatment the end product is arrived at through ongoing de-suspensions through processes of de-extrafication and de-metafication. Problem solved, or, is the ensuing solution merely masquerading behind the nomination of processes not suitably understood? (48)


Admittedly, this is even more left-field than how I will be viewed when simply invoking the heuristics of various economic models. However, I do feel we have the makings of a similar type of problem. How do the disparate economics of relatively incommensurable fields or topics interact when we know they must within the transcendental orbit of this world at large, this overall world-of-life. E.g., how does the non-locality of quantum mechanics interact with the locality of general relativity? On one hand, there can be no problem given that physicists can ‘wear both hats’, just, not both of them at the same time. Extending the metaphor, just what ‘hat’ would allow them to do both forms of relatively incommensurable styles of physical treatment at the same time, i.e., simultaneously? Economic correlativity should allow us to present, as a bare minimum, at least three parallel forms of discourse. Just as, e.g., in an intentional economy we can parallel intentional objectivity with intentional process and intentional subjectivity (and inter-subjectivity). Or, in physics, the ‘collapse’ of the quantum mechanical gives us a perspective that is generally relativistic (and v.v?). The corollary here being that the de-suspension of the suspension achieves the same result. Or, that the suspension gives us the quantum-like description/s, etc., and the de-suspension then give us the relativistic-like counter-narrative. But, at the same time, both are in existence in the ‘impossible’ space dialectically situated between the suspension and the de-suspension. Being ‘impossible’ we just have to settle for two (and at least three, or more) parallel sets of descriptions, etc.
 Recognizing that through transformational retreatment, be that either natural and/or intentional, the end product of all interventions, either virtual and/or non-virtual in orientation, is the enriched secularity of a world both compliant with and resistant to such interventions. (49)


That, granted, i.e., this need for a variety of both heuristic modelling and inter-modelling, what advantages does the use of such methods present philosophically, metaphysically, and, both pragmatically and existentially, etc?
 (50)

4. Arguments Illustrated Heuristically 

First, let us make a number of economic assumptions, and, second, let us see what generally transpires from running that economy as formulated. (51)

Through the triangulation of perspectives, each of those perspectives can then be treated as an economic correlative if and only if that combination acts, say, as a suitable description, etc., of that economy as intentionally designed. Now, we can align economic correlatives between different economies through economic complexification… (52)


E.g., in the imputation of a democratic economy, proposing an economic system comprising well-ordered relations between a legislature, a judiciary, and an executive, then, through economic complexification, we can parallel, say, the correlatives of the disciplinary economy be that ‘horizontally’ on an economic/philosophical level of, respectively, the hermeneutical, phenomenological, and the (non-systematic) existential, or, vertically, in the economy of the super-economic, respectively, of the hyper-economic/metaphysical, the economic/philosophical, and the non-economic/pragmatic-existential levels of articulation. But, regardless of how we arrange the imputed elements of a system in non-chaotic inputs/outputs random phenomena should present a normal distribution, whereas, in chaotic inputs/outputs, we should find presented power laws arrived at through the universality of critically arrived at processes of re(-)self-organization, and, where the relationship between these two orientations is arrived at through either additional and/or subtractive non-chaotic increments. Hence, the raison d’être of how we might model the transformational-transitions from, between, and back to virtual and non-virtual forms of intentional formation as paralleled through the modelling of suspensions/de-suspensions, etc. In effect, when and where the intentional is able to instigate and trans-intentional form of resolution possessing the necessary degree of non-economic output capable of expressing that ensuing form of an intervention in the overall economics of this world at large. (53)


Now, let me make simpler sense of these considerations… (54)

The democratic economy can be simulated here by invoking the three economic correlatives of one-part legislature, one-part judiciary, and one-part executive, where, as correlatives, we will assume they mutually co-define each other through their joint negations. So, e.g., ‘the legislature’ is defined as ‘the negation or suspension of both the judiciary and the executive, etc.’  (55)

These co-definitions accepted, on the grounds of their imputed correlativity, given the necessary, universal constitution of the philosophically understood sense and semblance of the economic, what might we surmise as relevant to the appreciative consideration of democratic governance as being exercised under the administration of the second presidency of Donald Trump? (56)

First, the diminution in the richness of the independence and functioning of any one correlative effectively diminishes the overall economic functioning of the system as a whole. (57)


Second, and conversely, in the enrichment of the independence and functioning of any one correlative effectively amplifies the overall economic functioning of the system as a whole. (58)


‘Amplification’ can be read as ‘the result of both incrementally augmented, positively oriented non-chaotic inputs/outputs, and non-incrementally enhanced positively oriented chaotic outputs (arrived at incrementally). (59)


Third, the excess magnification and/or diminishment of any one correlative, at the expense of the independence of the other two correlatives, reduces the relative richness of the overall system itself. (60)

In other words, should we be able to argue that President Trump, through his administration, party operatives, and enablers, etc., either magnifies, say, the power of the executive at the expense of the other two branches, and/or, diminishes the power of the other two branches of government then theoretically the accusation that his government is undermining good democratic governance should stand. (61)

Translated, this means that if the harmonic functioning of this democratic economy is undermined through the improper relations entertained between these three economic correlatives, then it follows that this accusation would stand, namely, President Trump, through the auspices of his administration, indeed, is undermining good democratic governance. Let me, evidentially, establish this claim (without needing to invoke ideologically motivated forms of interpretation in this same regard). (62)


As evidence, we can note the following: 

1. President Trump, through various tweets, executive orders, etc., repeatedly appears to undermine the independence of the Judiciary on numerous occasions in both periods of his presidency. Witness the evident tranche of selective prosecutions (as vindictive prosecutions) of various members and ex-members of the Department of Justice, etc. E.g., the recently failed indictments of both James Comey and Letitia James.

2. The independence of the Legislature (both the House of Representatives and the Senate have been collectively circumscribed by not letting Republicans criticize his policies, orders, and their implementation, etc., and, by their silent acquiescence, exhibited by both of these two political arms of the legislature, they have effectively abrogated, to date, their powers of independence. E.g., Tariffs should be established by the inherent powers of Congress except under exceptional circumstances when such powers devolve to the discretion of the President under the requisite declaration of the required emergency. Spurious ‘emergencies’ have been proclaimed that have been later ruled as unconstitutional by a number of courts, and, still, Congress refuses to act, e.g., by either criticizing such ‘spurious’ executive orders and/or enacting the required legislation to legally enshrine both the enactment and implementation of such executive orders. However, it would also be the consensus of many commentators, I believe, that given the fractious nature of the Congress along with the small margins the Republicans vis-à-vis the Democratics currently have in the house, that much of that required legislation would, in all probability, fail. That, rather than put the legislation of such arbitrary policies to the test, and potentially fail, the Republicans have basically remained silent, and, at no stage in the tragic-comedy of such proceedings, has Trump signaled that he would like the Congress to proceed with such problematic legislation.

3. On numerous occasions, Trump has signaled, in concert with an amenable Supreme Court, that he believes presidential powers should be more extensive than those as laid out in the constitution as might be traditionally interpreted in a conservative manner. (63)

These three points, as evidentially laid out, as a mere tip of the metaphorical ‘iceberg’, demonstrates that the harmonic functioning of good democratic governance, indeed, is being undermined as Democrats had predicted. Now, the American people have to deal with the ensuing fallout of such a systematic disruption of their political system under both the incompetent and corrupt stewardship of this president. What might we surmise in this regard from intended, mis-intended, unintended, and non-intended consequences of such disruptions?
 (64)

Perhaps be grateful that through a continuation of his administrative incompetence enough people, affected by a lack of expected governmental services, will then protest at the obscene levels of corruption that we already know about, and, I am sure, where more will be revealed in time (and most certainly that would be case if and when the Democrats retake the House of Congress). (65)


Moreover, we should also be aware of the fact that if polling levels for both President Trump and the GOP were to keep dropping then the ensuing perception of a continuing political legitimacy will also be effectively eroded and that that could initiate a political force in consensus, albeit in the right, critical context, under the appositely arrived at pre-conditions, etc., that could be instrumental in overseeing an ensuing formation whose chaotic momentum instigates radical consequences with far-ranging ramifications. Again, this somewhat nebulous conjecture, on one hand, is optimistic, and, on the other hand, a realistic speculation, namely, that notes incrementally orchestrated events may be delivered through incremental addition or subtraction until a critical point is then reached when the previous rules will no longer apply. Even though certain more basic things will stay the same, say, the land beneath your feet, other things may well be radically reconstituted. Unfortunately, in periods of relatively profound change those things that were either advertently or inadvertently treasured may be broken up and trashed. Thence the historical observation that it is better that politics undergoes a slow evolution rather than a fast revolution (when among the debris one nomenclatura is merely traded for another, usually less conversant with traditions and finer values, and so on). (66)

In ordered terms of reference,
 how might these potential transformations be better understood? (67)

5. Ordered Re-Considerations


Numerous problems present themselves, albeit with various hints as to how to conduct their dialectical-like processes and products of resolution/s. E.g., how does the philosophical or disciplinary economy (based on the first, third, and fourth orders) interact, as it must, with the secular economy (based on the second, fourth, and sixth orders), and v.v. E.g., how is the Political-Economy (and its distinctive Social Organizations such as, e.g., Academia, Business World, Legal Fraternity, Media, Political Worlds) constituted through the interaction of the third inter-ordered order of the political (as meta-deontological volition) inscribe itself on the economic sphere of the fourth inter-ordered order, etc. E.g., what are the transformational rules, the pre-conditions and conditions that oversee ordered migration, reduplicated metafication, triplicated extrafication along with the collapse, through de-suspensions, of de-metafication and de-triplification in processes of transformational retreatment that are both passively established and actively establishes the presentation of a definitively formed, relative, transformational isomorphic invariance subject to interpretative reviewed integrated accommodations, differentiated distinctions, and definitive transformations, along with their contextually appreciated consilience, salience, and propinquity (better understood as causal ‘standing’ to the extent we can intervene in those co-associated set of representative-simulations), where the existential-pragmatic dimension is revealed through the mediation (double suspension) of those aspects that are both passively and actively constituted, and, then subjected to a triple inter-mediation in the qualified simulation of the systematic existential orientation).
 I do not expect such ideas can be grasped through the auspices of a paragraph, but, most of these ideas noted have already been explored elsewhere. For the sake of intelligibility, let me briefly answer those three questions just noted above. (68)

‘How does the philosophical or disciplinary economy interact, as it must, with the secular economy, and v.v. One idea as to how this might be possible, as it must, given that the disciplinary economy inscribes itself on the secular economy, is to be found in my latest attempts to resolute the dynamics of the interrogative economy (i.e., the asking of a question) and noting that the so-called ‘apparitional moment’, that establishes a literal and truthful resolution for the question, can only occur through the double negation of ‘both the existential negation
 (Not) and the double ontical negation (DNot).
 Thus, in order to arrive at a resolution of a process of interrogation we must procced beyond the disciplinary or philosophical economy to the secular economy, and, more particularly, to the sixth ontical order (as further appreciated through its reduplication in the form of the historical [62]). (69)


‘How is the Political-Economy (and its distinctive Social Organizations), constituted through the interaction of the third inter-ordered order of the political (as meta-deontological volition), inscribe itself on the economic sphere of the fourth inter-ordered order, etc?’ In appreciating the hermeneutical-like rules behind the metaphysical notions of the hyphenated Political-Economy (32-42) by extension we must ask just how does the disciplinary economy along with its duplications and triplications interact with the secular economy and its duplications and triplications? Or, more simply, just how does an ordered economy in its ordered forms, etc., operate within the imputed parameters of the life-world, this world at large, through the simulations of lived-experience within lived-reality of such experiences? As a tentative or provisional first answer, we might impute the experiential fact that operations of the archetypal economy will be at work through the input of those correlatives productively assigned to the apparent primary economy in question, plus the required preferences that allow us to focus on the specific articulations of that economy as held in question. So, e.g., in entertaining the democratically oriented economy (as, say, a set of descriptions, prescriptions, and proscriptions, etc.), we note the input of these three correlatives, representative of these three branches of the legislature, the judiciary, and the executive, and, as an output, we note what is realized and thematized through reiterated processes of de-suspension, etc. Noting, too, of course, in what way these correlatives are being either unsuitably exaggerated or diminished (as discussed previously
). (70)

‘What are the transformational rules, etc.’ that establish the functioning of the orders, etc? In effect, the detailed exposition of a suitably sophisticated philosophical economics that can account for transformational retreatment, etc., through both suspensions and de-suspensions, etc. (71)

Or, in putting such ideas together, we note how the orders are all collectively co-present, i.e., philosophically, metaphysically, and pragmatically/existentially, and, individually, in what manner we are focusing on those aspects of this heuristic scheme as expressed through our use of that current natural language being found to hand, and, how all these distinctions apparently collapse in a process of retreatment, and so on. That ‘collapse’, in its interpretation, needing to be critically expedited lest we confuse various orders and their levels of expression, etc. Just as, e.g., ‘histories’ (62) are not confused with ‘facts’ (61) being an historical interpretation of the facts, and, by extension, our ‘critical appreciation of the historical’ (63), itself, cannot be ‘historical per se’ (62), but, a matter of our apperception of their existential-pragmatic competence (63). Where, in a similar manner, we don’t confuse virtual possibility (51) with non-virtual actuality (thee ontically validated) (61) even though between ‘possibility’ and ‘actuality’ there can be no absolutical distinctiveness given their ordered correlativity, etc., in view of the economic/ordered fact that each ordered facet is the joint negation of all the five other ordered facets as well as the ‘negation’ of those other ordered levels of exposition not directly invoked. So, a history (62) is not a semantics (12), psycho-sociological spectrum (22), etc., and as well not a facet in the ordered-economic and extra-ordered non-economic spheres of this overall ordered hierarchy (being located as a metaphysical facet in an inter-ordered schematic section of that overall heuristic). (72)


In a summary here, a dialectical differentiation and accommodation are both called for within this overall ordered heuristic. Where the ‘political’ inscribes the ‘economic’, in the ensuing formation of the Political-Economic (in whatever practical matrix-formation is being proposed) by virtue of an understood interaction between the disciplinary and secular economies, and v.v., all enacted and simulated within the overall orbit of this ordered heuristic. (73)
6. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


In this essay, I have explored how the ‘democratic economy’ can be productively articulated as a ‘political economy wherein the perspectives of the legislature, the judiciary, and the executive, as the three independent branches of a democratically oriented government, are to be seen to overlap and interact, whilst maintaining their relative independence, and, consequently are to be treated as non-de facto economic correlatives. That this status granted, as correlatives, implies that the functions of this economy will suffer should any number of correlative members be singled out and, therein and thereafter, be subjected to either an excessive diminishment in correlative status or an excessive preferentialism at the expense of that overall economy. (74)

In light of this theoretical observation about the functioning of economies, and given the interpretation of the democratic economy through an economic lens we can surmise that there would be a relative failure of democratic governance should we observe the relative deprecation of these correlative relations as noted. (75)

Only a cursory reading of the current political scene in the US is needed in order to establish that a serious undermining of democratic norms is being undertaken. I.e., witness the silencing and side-stepping of the two houses of the legislature, and, multiple attacks on the Judiciary on a broad front, from the politicization of the Department of Justice to the selective indictments (as vindictive indictments) of President Trump’s stated political enemies. At the same time the excessive appropriation of executive power, all too often, goes well beyond the conventional and institutional limitations imposed by the Constitution. Furthermore, this administration’s practice of placing loyalists, who are also totally unqualified to professionally act in their prominent political positions as assigned, has this lawless president (and felon) further undermining an overall public confidence in their political institutions. That, arguably, a certain degree of public trust is necessary as a prerequisite for the continuation of a public trust in the exercise of good democratic governance. That, on all counts, the Democratic prediction of an undemocratic presidency under the unpopular leadership of Donald Trump has already turned into somewhat of a fait accompli… (76)

Such observations granted, whither the trajectory for democratic governance in the US? (77)


No doubt US citizens will, metaphorically, be in for a ‘bumpy ride’. Any loss of overall employment, the stubborn elevation of the rate of inflation in a possible period of stagflation, the possibility of a banking crisis centered in private banking and radiating out to public banking, excessive levels of debt and a correlated diminishment in levels of welfare, the potential continuation of markets associated with a loss of travelers and tourists, the beginnings of a falling house market, ill-equipped responses to environmental disasters, and so on, are just some of the potential problems that will need to be better faced. The ‘progressive’ dismantling of democratic institutions, through forms of incremental subtraction, will inevitably lead, if left relatively unchecked, to critical, chaotic points in political instability… where minor local changes could also promote major overall changes in the performance of political governance. (78)


Who can tell what the future will bring? On one hand, if a bridge had collapse and a speeding train were heading that way, then a disaster could be easily foreseen should that train not stop before reaching where that bridge had been. But, on the other hand, given the cumbersome nature of democratic governance on Federal, State and Local levels of deployment, might such disruptions in democratic governance be merely seen as ‘minor inconveniences’ before the path of a plodding elephant not essentially deterred by such minor impediments, by such rampant inequalities, by such scattered incidents of political incompetence and corruption, and so on..? (79)


Just as public awareness has reached the consensus that Trump is not a ‘democrat’, and that his polling of both himself and the GOP are continuing to slip even further, then, we would need to ask of ourselves whether such instituted ‘reforms’ are either going to leave a lot of harm in their wake, or, will proceed in a such a manner that barely leaves a ripple on the annals of recorded time?
 Personally, I believe that the lived-experience, rectified through processes of error correction, in an alignment with lived-reality, will find some form of a middle path, wherein, eventually, through processes of political re(-)alignment, the ongoing validity of truth determinations will expose what is either patently absent and/or blatantly present and, that through shifts in public opinion, the necessary degree of political will would be found in order to set about repairing itself should such politically inscribed obstructions and distortions become evident and publicly contested, through elections or otherwise, say, in the legal courts and in the courts of public opinion. That, in this regard, I remain an optimist, however, through the gravity of these obstructions and distortions, much future work will need to be done in order to effectively restore a full faith of the public in those now democratically ‘re(-)constituted’ institutions..!! (80)







    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 28.11.25.

Appendix A: Recapitulation of this Essay as a Lesson in ‘Economic Philosophy’


‘Economic philosophy’ is ‘the exercised observation that all natural and intentional systems function through the necessary overlapping, interactive triplication of economic correlatives’.
 (0)


So, e.g., we make the observation that the ‘democratic economy’ can be ‘described as a system of checks and balanced entertained between the three traditional branches of the Legislature, the Judiciary, and the Executive’. (1)


That any set of correlatives directly mirror in full, or indirectly mirror in part, the archetypal economy where, in gestalt terms, we can label its three dialectical moments or aspects as World (field), Object (focus) and Ego (frame/framing). (2)


Through mirroring a tri-modal intentional economy of intentional field/s (World), intentional object/s (Object), and intentional subjectivity/subjectivities (Ego). (3)


Where that specific sequence has a harmonic reading, namely, background consonance (World), foreground dissonance (Object), and harmonic resolution (Ego).
 (4)


That any economically functioning set of three co-associated correlatives forms its respective economy which can be designated as its ‘primary economy’.
 (5)


Where, through the practical-concept of ‘economic complexification’, a set of correlatives can be specifically aligned with some other set of correlatives through the imputation that all economic sets, holistically, have the same archetypal structure in whole or in part (that, in the latter, itself is treated as economic
). (6)


As a ‘philosophical economy’ (or ‘disciplinary economy’) we find a composite of one-part hermeneutics (World), one-part phenomenology (Object), and one-part (non-systematic
) existentialism (Ego).
 (7)


That granted, we can then align any set of correlatives, archetypally, in a manner with the best fit with that archetypal economy. (8)


Hence, e.g., the alignments of ‘Legislature’ with ‘World’, ‘Judiciary’ with ‘Object’, and ‘Executive’ with ‘Ego’. (9)


This alignment of correlatives with any other co-associated correlativities acts as a commentary on that primary economy, and, where, for pragmatic purposes, such alignments need only be chosen for the surplus value that is found to be brought to our interpretations of those primary economies. (10)


So, e.g., the economy that entails (phenomenological) descriptions could naturally be expanded to include, say, (hermeneutical) prescriptions (as rules for the exercising of co-associated genres of behaviour), and (existential) proscriptions (as rules that ethically determine what should morally not be performed). (11)


Now, correlatives as ‘correlatives’ implies their co-associated definitions through the joint negation (as suspension) of the other two correlatives. (12)


Thus, e.g., the ‘Legislature’ is ‘neither the Judiciary nor the Executive’, etc. (13)


Now a well-balanced, harmonically functioning system demands that these correlatives be inter-dependently autonomous dialectically, i.e., as neither fully dependent nor fully independent thence, relatively ‘inter-dependent’. (14)


In our appreciation of the democratic economy the implications are that no branch should be fully subservient to any other branch nor separately autonomous as if solely functioning in their own right. (15)


Thence this harmonic balance of such dialectical interrelations where no branch is mistreated subserviently nor permitted to exclusively serve independently. (16)

Thus, the deprecation of either the Legislature, and/or Judiciary, and/or the Executive should not be permitted, nor the over-elevation of any one branch be that either the Executive, the Legislature and/or the Judiciary! (17)

As an economic translation of and commentary on current US politics, we clearly observe the traducement of the democratic economy through the silencing of the Legislature and the relentless attacks on the Judiciary by the Executive, and, the over-extension of the powers of the presidency as would be defined by any reasonable interpretation of the US Constitution. (18)

Thence, these types of economic observations in our observation of the trimodal alignments of any economy. (19)


But, endless economic circulation also demands its economic disruption.
 (20)


Hence the definitive non-economic irruption of value in the ‘determination of the last instance, etc.’
 (21)


But the potentially radical complexion of such decisions also demands their overall super-economic re-appropriation. (22)


Thence a ‘vertical’ economy
 of the Super-Economic in the form of the Hyper-Economic (World), (the Primary Economy as) the Economic (Object), and the Non-Economic (resolution of the same in which the potentially radical is critically re-appropriated, hyper-economically, small increment by small increment) (Ego).
 (23)


That the dynamic balance of the super-economic along with an ensuing existential surplus in e/valuational formation realizing both an existential dimension and a pragmatic dimension along with their effective equivalence from the perspective of the super-economic. (24)


Hence, no economy can be non-contextually viewed as if an economic island unto itself, thence, the distinctive manner of our economic observations..!!
 (25)










           N.T., 29.11.25.

Appendix B: Recapitulation of the Key Points of this Eighth Essay

The following text arose as an attempt to express the essential ideas of this essay in the form of a relatively non-complicated email. (0)

…in my book on The Advancement of Good Democratic Governance in my Eighth Essay titled: Wither American Democracy I looked at whether Trump and his administration are deconstructing American Democracy.? (1)
In this regard we can run the simple argument that if we were to treat the democratic process as an economy, then under the rule that all economies are trimodal in their constitution (as a rule of nature, as a rule as to how we intentionally contemplate a certain situation be that in nature or in being thought about, etc.), then we find this already to hand in the doctrine of the separation of the powers that dictates the relative interdependence of the three branches of government, namely, the relative independence of the legislature, the judiciary, and the executive (as one of many possible ways of constituting a political(-economic) economy… but let us work with that). (2)

Now, with respect to these three branches, when treated as 'economic correlatives' that mutually co-define this economy (collectively through their joint negations), it implies that to deconstruct and diminished the value of any one, two or three of these correlatives would oversee the ensuing deconstruction of that same economy.  Moreover, conversely, that to exaggerate the value of any one, two (or three) of these correlatives, equally, would oversee the ensuing deconstruction of that same economy. (3)

Thus, it merely behooves us, as observers, to articulate the specifics of such relative deconstruction or exaggeration of these correlatives to demonstrate a corresponding diminishment in the overall exercise of that democratic process at the level of governance. (4)

Witness, e.g., the co-opted silencing of the Congress by Trump re his declaration of tariffs on the bogus back of imaginary emergencies when, correctly, Congress alone should be exercising that prerogative given that no such 'emergencies' should have been called for in the first place (a consideration being currently deliberated upon by the Courts). (5)

Witness, e.g., the incessant attacks on the judiciary, on judges, on judicial decisions, etc., as made by trump, say, on his social platform Truth Social. (6)

Witness, e.g., the expressed desire by Trump to over-extend presidential prerogatives beyond those as defined and limited by the US Constitution (on a hitherto spurious legal doctrine of the imputed unitary nature of executive power as referred to through Unitary Executive Theory in which the president of the United States has sole authority over the executive branch
). (7)

Therefore, as demonstrated, Trump is deconstructing the economy of good democratic governance based on this separation of powers as articulated in the Constitution, etc. (8)

All in all, quite a neat way to demonstrate this observation that Trump, indeed, is attempting to deconstruct both the US Constitution and the process of good democratic governance… (9)

In response to the question, ‘does the US Constitution articulate a separation of the three branches of government?’ Google supplied the following:

AI Overview

Yes, the U.S. Constitution articulates a separation of the three branches of government: the legislative, executive, and judicial.

This division of powers is a core principle designed to prevent any single branch from becoming too powerful and to create a system of checks and balances. 

Legislative Branch: Article I establishes Congress (the House of Representatives and the Senate) to make laws.

Executive Branch: Article II vests executive power in the President, who is responsible for carrying out the laws.

Judicial Branch: Article III establishes the federal judiciary, led by the Supreme Court, which interprets the laws.

Separation of Powers in Practice: This separation is not absolute; the Constitution requires cooperation among the branches, and each branch has the power to limit or "check" the others. For example, the president can veto legislation, but Congress can override the veto, and the judiciary can declare laws unconstitutional. (10)
PS. I used this email as a text to attach to my Eighth Essay (as I am not usually known to be succinct, etc.). Being address to yourself seems to have had the right effect upon the organization of my thought for which I must thank you... (11)










 N.T., 4.12.25.
Appendix C: ‘10 Takeaways’ for Subverting the Subversion of the Democratic


A good doctor, in making a certain diagnosis of an illness, or similar, is also duty bound to supply a plan of treatment along with a prognosis. In demonstrating Trump’s administration as deliberating attempting to deconstruct democratically oriented governance it also behooves ‘us’ to supply a list of those measure that might subvert such subversion. In this regard, two podcasts come to mind. The first podcast is a succinct summary of the second, and, both are here noted and linked. This essay cites the shorter podcast and comments upon the same in the light of this current essay, etc. (0)


The summarized podcast (10 mins: 20 secs): Will We Make It, Heather? 


Heather Cox Richardson: Democracy Isn’t Dead Yet ! The Focus Group Podcast:


YouTube: Podcast Digest: 

Link: https://youtu.be/C9wukFaK90w?si 


Link: https://youtu.be/14KQcJ-si54?si=gKFXXhVMpdXBuO2X 

The initial podcast (1 hour 5 mins: 43 secs): Ordinary people once crushed the rich – here’s how!

Heather Cox Richardson: How Ordinary People CRUSHED Elites Before: Lessons for America ! Focus Group


YouTube: The Bulwark:


Link: https://youtu.be/UHK7YTsLt2A?si=ErUgzWiOZTGL_j-K (2)

1. The ‘Ten Takeaways’

i.
How ordinary people crushed oligarchs


The podcast began with an act of imagination – imagine a world where the super-rich control all the levers of power. (3)


Here an example of this type of scenario was cited, namely, the state of political play around 1840s when oligarchic power, in the form of a group of extremely wealthy slave-owners, was totally in charge of the US Government, on all levels, and where legislation was tabled to extend the prerogatives of slave-owning elites to be extended to newly formed states in the westward expansion of the US Government across the continent of North America.
 However, in disgust at such an impending imbalance in power between the North and the slave-owning South, in favour of the latter, through protest there was formed the beginnings of the Republican party. Then, within a decade, President Lincoln, a Republican, was voted into office in 1860, and the Emancipation Proclamation for the abolition of Slavery was signed on the 1 January, 1863. (4)

The moral of this historical anecdote is that from small beginnings radical changes might soon be afoot that could eventually rectify what, then, would have appeared to have been a monolithic bloc(k) of political power whose sheer presence acted as an eternal obstacle and fatal obstruction to the necessary implementation of certain reforms. (2)

So, don’t lose hope! Remain optimistic, great things usually come from small beginnings… just like the humble acorn... (3)

ii.
Local fights are shaping the future


Small chapters of people addressing injustices, etc., inspire other small chapters to do the same… as a recognizable social genre of behaviour. (4)


Parents on school boards are overturning book bans; local groups are standing up to the harsh implementation of ICE policies. Politically working from the ground up…


Eventually, given the right time, the right zeitgeist, things can take on a memetic or viral-like exponential process of uptake should the right circumstances prove fertile grounds for overseeing such a radical shift in political complexion. (5)

iii.
Why protests actually work


Again, seeing people protesting disseminates the empowerment of the idea that you are not alone, can build a sense of unity, that ordinary people can have similar concerns like your own, that such views on the political world are something that can be powerfully shared… (6)


The creation of moments that even politicians cannot ignore. (7)

iv.
The power still belongs to us


As the saying goes, ‘don’t get angry, get organized!’ (8)


Once people refuse to be silent, or to be fearful, or to be divided… the ‘game’ changes! ‘History bends’.(9)


Wisely use your vote/s, reflect a democratic consensus that appears to be in tune with the times and seeks the requisite reforms that, under current circumstances, are possible. Remember, ‘politics is only ‘the art of the possible’. (8)


[Sadly, slavery could not be abolished in the 18th century, but, from earlier protests, could be considerably abolished in the 19th century, and that change could be further reinforced in the 20th century]. (9)

v.
Authoritarian tactics are not new


We have seen the old ‘playbook’ being trotted out one more time. Become historically informed and point out such reoccurrences to others. Remember, increment by increment the oblivious frog, savouring the warmth of their watery surroundings, needs to realize before time that without an informed understanding now and doing something positive about it now, that their situation will soon, indeed, become dire, and all too late, be dire! (10)


Authoritarians use a similar play book, stir up anger, isolate minorities, attack the Press, and so on. (11)


People are smart to notice these adverse shifts in the political life of their country, these incremental slides to the bottom. But, not to fear America has been here before… and survived. (12)

vi.
America has survived dark chapters


American history has witnessed a veritable series of exigencies, but, through resilience, and apposite patterns of a responsible-responsiveness, the country has survived with a strengthening of its political institutions. Hopefully, with much assistance from its citizens, current attacks on democratic governance will also be suitably overcome..? (13)


E.g., the late 1890s, when robber barons sought to perpetuate their power, and in the period the Civil Rights Marches in the 1950s when people were murdered for their stand in such matters… (14)


On such occasions, certain people have demonstrated the requisite courage to pull their country back from the brink. (15)

vii.
Fear is now close to home


The currency of an aspiring coterie of fascists is ‘fear’. Frighten a few monkeys and the rest might be cowed into assuming a facile subservience. But, if enough people refuse to be cowed, then, what might seem to be an inevitable trajectory to a fascist takeover, is soon shattered… (16)


Why small acts of courage are becoming so valuable in these troubled times. (17)


Unfortunately, those few politicians who stood up, were pushed out. (18)


Other politicians, to save their job, merely flipped. (19)

As a result, Congress abdicated its powers of supervision. (20)

viii.
Congress surrenders its own power


As separate branch of government it was designed to hold the other two branches in check, but, instead, Congress has abdicated its power and its members have simply seemed to have folded their hands in a resigned act of collective complicity… (21)


Not just in Congress, and in the Senate, but a hollowing out of the entire Republican party. A party without ideas, and merely pledging loyalty to their dear leader. (22)

ix.
The Republican party lost its core


As noted in this podcast, the Republican now have no clear raft of policies
 only the expressed will to do what ever Trump demands. (23)

They have had fifteen years to have formulated and legislated a comprehensive bill to replace Obama Care (The Affordable Care Act). But, not even the concept of a plan has been discussed… (24)

So, what is going to happen when Trump makes an inevitable exit from the center of power, leaving in his wake the dangerous possibilities of a political vacuum? As this podcast suggests, there could be unsettled times ahead… when, alas, even the aspirational ‘soul’ of the Republican party has been so clearly vacated? (25)

x.
Lies and confusion are breaking trust


In a period of time with so much misinformation and malevolent disinformation and mal-information some uninformed voters don’t even know what to think. From interviews in focus groups some Democrats have even voiced suspicions about the integrity of elections
 given that their primary sources of information may been imparted through ‘TikTok’ or the routines of a ‘comedy show’… (26)


But, such confusion could be the breeding grounds for the organization and dissemination of an incipient fascism, or similar..? (27)


A new frontline, rooted in such anxieties, but, at the same time there is evidence of ‘a growing hunger for the real, and solid information’… where people sign up for legitimate podcasts and newsletters, search out what is truthful, seek what is in an accord with their consciences, and so on. Hence evidence of resistance, where seriously people ‘want reality’ and ‘not noise’. One very hopeful sign in a messy information war… as a possible prelude to a great ‘re-alignment’… that does happen from time to time..!? (18)










          N.T., 18.12.25.
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Ninth Essay: Is Neo-Liberalism Responsible (For the Rise of a Radical Right?)?
0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

Should Neo-Liberalism be ever regarded as a ‘responsible philosophy’, from an existential-relational perspective, when it can be non-fallaciously argued that this philosophy, when disseminated as an ideology, and inadvertently treated as the major economic discourse, is implicated in the deconstruction of relatively well-established, good democratic forms of governance and the putative, central impetus behind the momentum for the rise of the so-called ‘Far Right’ or ‘Alt-Right’? If, as argued, neo-liberal policy settings are a prime cause for increasing inequality, given the excessive prominence for competitive strategies in this type of economic philosophy, and the ensuing result is a general disempowerment and disenfranchisement of certain less-capitalized socio-economic demographics then it stands to reason that a general disgruntlement and disenchantment could be seen as being translated into an increasing political polarization, but, one that appears to oversee, primarily, an ongoing movement towards right-wing forms of political populism, a racist-based nationalism, varieties of extremism, fascism, and/or far-right ideologies and not a general trend to the so-called ‘Left’? In this essay let me explore these inter-connecting propositions. (0)

First, let me explore this imputed observation that it could well be that the prevalence of the major discourse centered in a neo-liberal mindset is responsible for a general migration towards the Right, given a co-associated ethos that promotes an over-emphasis on a rampant individualism at the expense of a general, cooperative sense and semblance of an inter-communal socialism, etc? (1)


Second, let me tentatively explore possible political-economic mechanisms that a neo-liberal mindset could be instrumentalizing in an inadvertent de-democratization of political culture (that can be advertently harnessed by populist politicians, etc.)? (2)


Third, let me attempt to understand how these two tentative propositions, as apparently following on in the wake of an excessively instantiated neo-liberalism, namely, its ‘de-democratization’ of political governance and its continuing ‘promotion’ of a potential formation and empowerment of the Right, without a comparable parallel on the Left, could be jointly established and integrated as the ‘two sides’ of the same metaphorical ‘coin’? (3)


Ending this essay with the usual provisional conclusions, and so on. (4)

1. Neo-Liberalism as the Impetus behind the Promotion of a More-Extreme Right? 

I am not alone in forming this general imputational-observation
 that Neo-Liberalism has a lot to answer for, e.g., the rise of a more extremist Right in politics seemingly without inadvertently provoking a comparable counter-balancing formation on the Left. Recently, I read an article in the London Review of Books that reviewed the book written by Quinn Slobodian titled Hayek’s Bastards: The Neoliberal Roots of the Populist Right. The review was written by David Runciman in an article tilted Hokey Cowboy.
 As for arguing for evidence of this trend towards a populist Right, etc., I do not feel that this observation needs to be closely articulated given what we find recently in the US with surprising re-election of President Trump seemingly an avowed anti-democratic (in both senses of that expression; along with the considerable rise of Right-leaning parties in Europe, etc. Even in Australia, we may be witnessing a continuance of this same trend with the Far Right, in the form of the One Nation, under Pauline Hanson, harvesting some of the votes that would normally have gone to the Liberal Coalition currently in a state of organizational disarray. So, even though the political spectrum has finally swung to the left in favour of the Australian Labor Party, still, a relatively small, but sizable, tranche of votes that would normally be given to the Coalition seem to be heading further right.
 (5)


What might be causing this apparent shift in a movement more towards the Right than towards the Left (when discounting the overall tidal nature of electoral swings?)? (6)


According to the writer of the article just cited, Quinn Slobodian, Frederick von Hayek, a founder of Neo-Liberal thinking, was of the opinion that societies naturally tended towards a socialistic orientation, i.e., larger and larger government, an increasing emphasis upon welfare, an ongoing augmentation in governmental interventions, and so on. However, lived-reality is a lot messier. Given that societies, both relatively democratic and non-democratic in times of peace generally find their citizens becoming relatively wealthier, as an apparent reflection of a progressive enrichment entering into those changing times, the observation to be drawn then is that when people tend to become wealthier, they are more inclined to move in a conservative direction politically. However, it can also be observed that even when wages stagnate in such societies that once were prospering, and even now could be going gradually backwards, such optimistic attitudes appear to continue especially if populist leaders were to channel such disgruntlement and disenchantment with a plethora of unfulfilled and non-fulfillable promises. In this process of electoral enticement, in the making of racist appeals along with the demonizing of others minorities, witness the non-traditional contours of Trump’s election campaign, such a process is motivated to continue in the same fruitless directions and which will inevitably end up in a bankruptcy of both ideas and responses that will be both non-existential in orientation and existential in orientation; an ensuing endgame that will be diminished, overall, both culturally and morally. In effect, furthering and enshrining a more dominant Neo-Liberalism that generally refuses to head in a Left-leaning direction despite such rampant state-sponsored ‘socialism’ that also refuses to be cut back and excised.
 (7)

However, where trends can trend in a certain direction, in some other period of time, they can also either be engineered and/or be found induced to travel in an opposite direction. The advent and rise on the global stage of a resurrected far-Right might also, in some other period of time, equally, incite the tidal change of their heading, as a counter-reaction, in an opposite direction. With the polls in the US, e.g., indicating a continuing loss of support for both Trump and his co-associated MAGA performers, it would not be too difficult to surmise that this trend towards the far-Right might now be subsiding and perhaps even reversing? (8)


Then, without an erratic Trump at the helm of the GOP, who knows where such political trends will ultimately end up? (9)


As intimated, Hayek through societies would naturally trend in a socialistic direction, but, the institution of state sponsored interventions after World War II continued to accelerate without much systematic sense and semblance of an abatement. Even the ongoing, broad dissemination of neo-liberal policy settings since the 1970s has not staunched the trend for an even greater degree of state-directed political interventions within the Political-Economy. We may theorize about the imputed existence of a capitalistic market shrugging off the welfare state, but, look more closely and you will find the all the largest companies in the US are on a state funded welfare scheme of their own through their extensive reliance on state contracts, and so on. (10)


Interestingly, Quinn Slobodian articulates how neo-liberal ideals have once again become subverted by the complexities of the marketplace within their respective Political-Economies. In harnessing social anxieties about work, ethnicities, gender, status, patriotism, global elites, and so on, the ruling neo-liberal paradigm appears to have morphed into a paleo-libertarianism: free markets plus a primitive racial, sexual and political hierarchies. Hayek had celebrated dynamic entrepreneurs and free-thinking intellectuals. Hayek’s bastards were into cavemen.
 (11)

2. De-Democratization through the Implementation of Neo-Liberal Policies?

As I opined elsewhere, in effect, this ‘paleo-libertarianism’ cannot be viewed as some form of ‘fascism’ given the patrimonial style of governance that seems to be so ably adopted and adapted by numerous populist-styled governments.
 Furthermore, such a transition in political style is riven with the twin defects of both incompetence and corruption and where the former more directly will inevitably impinge adversely upon the welfare of its citizens. Moreover, it should also be noted that the ensuing exacerbation of the contradiction
 of a fully-fledged set of neo-liberal policy settings will invariably oversee, I believe, an inevitable period of remediation orchestrated through the re(-)self-organization of the Political-Economy itself. Hopefully, in such a relatively chaotically period of transition, various reforms will be instituted to rectify the ‘ship of state’ although concerned citizens would be ever wise to always ask, when mention of ‘reform’ is reiterated yet again, ‘reforms by who, for whom?’ (12)


However, in the meantime, a fully-fledged set of neo-liberal policy settings seems to be a ‘recipe’ for the relative deconstruction of the current degree of democratic governance already in place in those democracies that have enjoyed longs period of relatively stable governance. Can we argue for the stated validity of this putative ‘observation’, and if found valid, how might we account for either this collectively organize overt and/or covert dismantling of democratic processes? (13)


An overall argument, here, will be run that parallels the proposition that although organized religion is waning, e.g., witness the decline of both traditional and less traditional Christian denominations, still, even though there is an obvious decline in the self-ascription as ‘Christian’, say, in ‘mythos’, still, there is a persistence in an adherence to the general Christian sense and semblance of morality, say, ‘ethos’.
 In a similar manner, even though there may be a decline in a subscription to traditional (non-populist or extremist) political parties, those people now subscribing to a non-traditional party, say, may no longer feel beholden to a traditional party operating an overt form of Neo-Liberal policy settings, still, can be seen to maintain certain Neo-Liberal attitudes, e.g., like the preferences for an individualism, competition, a disparagement of so-called ‘leaners’, that ‘hard work’ will translate into ‘success’, and, possibly, even the making of a fortune, etc. But, in a general disgruntlement, stemming from their political perception (or apperception) of where they currently stand in the political scheme of things, as a result of Neo-Liberal policy setting that had been ardently pursued, now feel they need to make a radically different form of political choice, democratically, be that through either not voting or voting for a party demonstrating some ideological form of populism or extremist, or, submitting an informal vote. The net result of such an emerging difference in traditional voting patterns is a movement towards the ‘politically chaotic’ primarily meant in the scientific sense of ‘approaching critical points of bifurcation in a manner as traditionally experience or as not traditionally experienced politically’. (14)


Democratic elections are exercised in a chaotic-like manner. Witness the recent US Presidential Elections where Trump won a second term. Although the margin of difference in the popular vote
 was small, as a contrast, the ensuing differences in performative style between the Biden Administration and the Second Trump Administration could not be more different. (15)


In a democratic contest between two parties that take on each other political innovations, ideological outlooks, etc., with very little differences in substantial policy matters, etc., the ensuing result could well see ‘Tweedledum’ replacing by ‘Tweedledee’, and v.v., through the result of knife-edge elections where the winning candidate would be separated by only a few post-electorally contested votes. (16)


However, with traditional parties continuing to lose their primary vote, the ensuing political complexion, consisting now of more than two viable candidates, could well be described as ‘super-chaotic’, especially if outcomes are finally decided through the counting of preferences in some form or other (where interpretations of polling would then be even more difficult to determine such eventual outcomes given those added difficulties of accurately determining those preferential flows). (17)


The ABC, here in Australia recently released an infographic depiction of how voting patterns in Australia are changing in light of the fact that both parties are experiencing a loss in their primary vote (as a percentage of the total vote being cast). Depicted in the evolving form of an equilateral triangle with the Left on the left, the Right on the right, and Independent Candidates or Candidates from Minor Parties at the apex being run over time, from the commencement of Federation up till the present, we can graphically see the result of an increase in either independent candidates or candidates from minor parties winning office as a result of decreasing primary numbers for these two traditional parties of Labor and the Coalition.
 This loss in primary votes being cashed out in elections that are now taking on this increasingly super-chaotic-like complexion. (18)


Basically, I am running a simplified type of narrative that argues that even though the major discourse remains Neo-Liberal in ethos actual electoral commitment to the mythos of traditional parties is diminishing. That this ethos, in persisting, maintains a Right-leaning preferential semblance by virtue of its continuing stress on the ‘competitive individual’ rather than a more ‘cooperative sense of community’, and so on. (19)


In presenting such an argument, we need to note those factors, both inspired neo-liberally and non-neo-liberally, that are inducing a general disgruntlement with traditional political narratives, and, where that ensuing disenchantment is heading, electorally, in probabilistic terms of reference. (20)


For convenience let me list some of these factors, the reiteration of their social performance, and then note the more probable ramifications of such over-reiterated social phenomena. (21)


That the neo-liberal mindset can be described as (unreasonably and shortsightedly) pro-individualistic, over-competitive, deprecatory of perceived so-called ‘leaners’, laudatory of so-called ‘lifters’, and, consequently, far too enmeshed in a binary schematization of the public realms along such lines… (22)


That such an all-pervasive attitude is reinforced, as if in metaphorical ‘concrete’, through excessively reiterated processes of dissemination excessively financed by political donations and the filtering out of counter-narratives that could balance such over-preoccupations with this superficial preoccupation with a dominant individualism… (23)


That the ensuing ramifications of this pseudo-glorification of the individual is the mistaken belief, e.g., that we prosper through the perseverance of our own hard labours, as if this is to be done entirely alone, through the exertions of our own decisions, efforts, single-mindedness, and so on. (24)


Of course, in relatively non-superficial terms of reference, all of this is entirely mistaken. Just as if you wanted to buy a cup of coffee, e.g., you do not go behind the counter of a café and make it yourself, if you knew how, but, instead, employ the barista whose emplacement in that aspect of the world as lived is arbitrated to the nth degree. Just as you do not make that coffee in that social setting, similarly, that barista could not do so, likewise, without this invisible cast of thousands involved in this ‘business world of coffee’ as situated within the social organization of the World of Business. (25)


Unfortunately, the myth of the ‘completely independent individual’ is just that, namely, a myth. Furthermore, that myth is over-reiterated through long decades of advertising regardless of whether we wish to emulate the innovations of a Robinson Crusoe or some more modern up-to-date equivalent metaphorically capable of going ‘off-grid’. (26)


Needless to say, a dominant factor behind such a ‘mythology’ is political advertising that during and after electoral cycles ‘floods the zone’ with such shortsighted nonsense… where, such attitudes are reinforced over time, and where counter-narratives are sidelined by various political strategies. E.g., given the ever-reinforced establishment of the neo-liberal paradigm, counter-narratives have trouble being entertained through an inability to be translated on their own terms, and, therein and thereby, a general inability to ask problematic questions through their own use of language given the neo-liberal appropriation of the ‘band width’ of those same considerations and where counter-narratives will be initially ‘translated’ through the auspices of the ruling paradigm to the detriment of those same counter-narratives. (27)


Indeed, politicians and others exposed to such ruling paradigms, are metaphorically ‘boxed in’ by those same paradigms creating, in the process, a mental ‘set’ that redefines all unorthodox materials in a detrimental fashion. As an instance of this blinkered mindset, we have the example of the neo-liberal-type response to the Covid Crisis exemplified by Prime Minister Scott Morrison proposing various categories of unemployed peoples, when, if the truth be told, ‘all unemployed people’ are ‘all equally unemployed’ and as ‘persons’, with due respect, ‘should all be deserving of an equal response by government to such an event’. But, no, as if straight out of Orwell’s 1984, with alpha babies, beta babies, and so on, we get a differentiated scheme where some people (who recently lost their employment) are paid x (Job-Keepers), other less than x (Job-Seekers), pensioners are paid y, and all others, like overseas people working on an expensive and difficult to obtain Visa being told to go back to their homelands, and with foreign students being given the same heartless message, etc., whilst these latter folk were extended ‘zilch’ in terms of both money and assistance. A democracy is founded on the concept of the equality of the individual, and, here we are witness to that same democratic principle being totally subverted, without, I must sadly note, the broadcasting of any noticeable complaint from the general public. Personally, I find this mental subservience to this neo-liberal mindset more disturbing than the unequal remedies proposed by this self-professed ‘Christian’ Prime Minister along the political class as a whole unable to appreciate that each and every individual should be viewed as a ‘person of value in their own right’ and afforded the due dignity attendant upon the compactual presence of that person as a person qua person. Unfortunately, in its place, we get the imposition of a non-classless society beholden merely to the rules of contractually entertained behaviours (as if individuals are no more than ‘means to an end’ rather than as also ‘ends’ unto themselves
). (28)


The inevitable net result of such neo-liberally induced trends will oversee both the ongoing deconstruction and potential destruction of good democratic governance. The overall import of an excessive preferencing of the ‘successfully competitive, seemingly independent individual dominating the marketplace is the emergence of the so-called ‘tech-bros’ and other monied classes like CEOs capable of demanding salaries hundreds of times greater than the average wage cheques of the ever-working hard ‘working poor’. A trend plainly exemplified in full view of the discerning by the so-called Big, Beautiful Bill
 recently passed by the US government in which welfare is simultaneously cut in conjunction with the unnecessary extension of tax relief to those parties that are already extremely wealthy. (29)


That the unchecked trajectory in the uneven neo-liberal creation of wealth inequality, etc., will see an erosion of democratic processes by virtue of the fact that a disgruntled and disenchanted public will be more inclined to vote in populist performers and others political forces of an even greater extremism whose net result will inevitably be an ever greater acceleration in wealth inequality, etc. Witness the previously discussed patrimonialism of the Trump administration so evidently characterized as both ‘incompetent’ and ‘corrupt’.
 (30)

3. Possible Interconnections between These Two Propositions?


The two propositions being referred to are: ‘Is neo-liberalism responsible?’ and ‘Can neo-liberalism be held responsible for this preferential predilection behind the general public entertaining, on balance,
 a swing further towards the Right and, for some people, the Far-Right in some current form or other?’ (31)


A ‘silent’, and all to often overlooked factor in the dissemination of neo-liberal propaganda, in the reinforcement of the major neo-liberal discourse, is the corrosive role played by excessive donations whose considerable amounts one would believe are being fully marshalled behind political advertising totally imbued with a neo-liberal ideological stance inadvertently (and advertently) perpetuating that same mindset. As had been noted, not only does such excessive and unnecessary finances fuel a polarization between Left and Right on the political spectrum it also polarizes parties themselves (and, where, ostensively, no piecemeal processes of a deliberative democracy could effectively counter-balance). Indeed, only when such non-minor donations are completely removed from the system, can we then democratically reclaim our governments from the clutches of big businesses, wealthy individuals seeking extensive political power, from the criminal nature of a poorly supervised neo-liberal enterprise forever feeding upon itself… (32) 

4. Provisional Conclusions, etc.

The basic argument being explored in this essay is ‘that just as people with a Christian heritage may lose their faith and cease to practice, say, church-going, etc., (mythos) (a + a’), but, continue to maintain a Christian-like morality (ethos) (a’), so, too, neo-liberally inspired supporters of traditional democratic forms of government (b + b’) may, through neo-liberally induced disgruntlement and disenchantment, give up on such traditional forms of governance and preferentially vote for populists or those of a more extremist complexion in the hope of rectifying their diminished social standing and standard of living by giving their vote to such populists or other extremist on the Right whilst generally maintaining an insightless adherence to neo-liberally oriented attitudes more characterizing the righthand side of the political spectrum (b’). (33)


In notation we might note these parallel transformations as follows:


(a +a’) => (a’) parallels (b + b’) => (b’) (34)


People are welcome to criticize my comparison, but, at the end of the day, the thesis still holds, rightly or wrongly, that (b + b’) => (b’). In other words, people, under excessive neo-liberally induced pressures may well give up on democratically oriented forms of governance, whilst, at the same time, maintain their general, neo-liberally inspired attitudes, be they entertained either advertently or inadvertently. (35)


Or, in other words, it is perfectly reasonable to assume that some people who give up their faith in democratically oriented forms of governance could well maintain their neo-liberal attitudes, and the right-leaning nature of such views could well be instrumental in fortifying a trend towards the right despite the perceived failings and failures of the neo-liberal project overall (and an equal anticipation of the failings of all forms of extremist governance)..!! (38)


Thence my reasoning that ‘the continuance of neo-liberal attitudes will further fuel the growth of either populist and/or extremist forms of governance, albeit until such a time is reached when such forms of political over-extension and over-reach will naturally find themselves being reversed…’ (39)


Admittedly, this ‘voice’ is optimistic in tenor, but, I find myself self-assured to the extent that such an argument can be sensibly debated and duly qualified as something that can be observed and interpreted accordingly..!! (40)







    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 10.12.25.
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Tenth Essay: 
The Political Ramifications of Complicity, Duplicity, and Inauthenticity

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

In this essay I look into the joint existential and non-existential ramifications of complicity, say through overt silence or covert assent; duplicity; and inauthenticity. To do this I need to run a modelling of ‘representation’ that does not involve doing things that are impossible, as found, e.g., in traditional subscriptions to those theories that are either incoherent, self-contradictory, and/or have no functioning validity. Having posed the possibility, heuristically, of ethical sciences, political sciences, and political-economic sciences, I will extend arguments for the same by proposing a general science
 as a working set of scientific-like perspectives, for the ascertainment of relatively productive existentially oriented processes of intervention under the rubric of an ‘existential-pragmatics’/‘pragmatic-existentialism’ (giving additional arguments for both the conjunction and equivalence of the ‘pragmatic’ and the ‘existential’ from the perspective of the ‘super-relational’ viewed as comprising an ‘emergent integration of relational, pro-relational and trans-relational strands of relational experience’). By such means further arguing why a tenable political optimism is possible should we be able to existentially differentiate the ramifications between complicity, etc., and non-complicity, etc. In effect, at the same time, outlining a complex approach for the ascertainment of validity in processes of truth determination involving, by necessity, various forms of an ‘interventionalism’ that, hopefully, takes on a complexion that is both existential and pragmatic in orientation. By such means observing the political ramifications of such inescapable involvement, and, by default, why a return to both political non-deceptiveness and political truthfulness is necessary as we navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate the cultural-intercultural transitions to be experienced between our leaving the Postmodern era of Post-Modernity and the advent of a Contemporary Era…  (0)


First, let me explore the representative modelling that can be based on and extrapolated from this ordered heuristic, albeit as re(-)constructed through the economic lens of the ongoing economy of re(-)presentation, etc.
 (1)


From such modelling let me then construct an in-depth commentary on the zeroth paragraph of this essay. (2)


Third, let me explore the ramifications of this heuristic modelling in political-economic terms of reference specifically from the perspective the general perception of ‘good democratic governance’. (3)


Last, let me proffer a listing of the usual provisional conclusions, etc., as articulated and thematized in this Tenth Essay. (4)

1. An Ordered Accounting of the Economy of Re(-)Presentation


In order to account for complicity, etc., and bring such defective texts to account, a modelling of the process of representation will need to be critically articulated (along with a noting of its potentially radical ramifications). Here I tacitly dispense with traditional misrepresentative models of ‘representation’ and, instead, explicitly articulate an ‘ongoing re(-)iteration of an ordered economic modelling’ through an exploration of processes of ‘re(-)presentation’. For convenience, let me provisionally make the following equation, namely, ‘complicity plus duplicity equals inauthenticity’. (5)


By ‘economic modelling’ is meant here the tripartite postulation of ‘a relatively consonant, hermeneutical, meta-textual appreciation of the mere iteration of representation; a relatively dissonant textual inscription of sheer presentation; and, the relative harmonized, bare trophic reiteration of a non-systematic existential non-textualization’. I.e., an economy of re(-)presentation consisting of the three correlatives, respectively, of representation, presentation, and re-presentation’. (6)


Therefore, any so-called ‘critical’ attempt to reduce this economic modelling to any one correlative must be dismissed as a patent nonsense by definition given this economy of ‘re(-)presentation’ consists of the three correlatives of ‘representation, presentation, and re-presentation’. (7)


Now, in economic theory certain additional rules can be proposed in addition to the four rules as previously articulated:
 

[1. The ‘non-exclusion rule’ states ‘that any order in this heuristic scheme can operate on any order in this heuristic scheme’.

2. Orders with a different ordered status operate via ‘duplication’ where ‘the operation takes the ordered status of the operator and not the operand’.

3. Orders operating, ostensively, upon themselves do so through ‘reduplication’ where ‘the operator assumes an ordered status elevated by one degree in ordered magnitude’.

4. Under transformational retreatment, in a preservation of relative transformational isomorphic invariance, all productivity is returned to the ordered level of the overall philosophical economy (and hence the grounds for potentially endless philosophical, metaphysical (meta-philosophical), and existential-pragmatic (meta-meta-philosophical) forms of ‘philosophical confusion’ unless both critically and radically appreciated through ordered terms of reference, or similar).]

5. As no pure economic correlative can be ever obtained (in, of, or through itself, or through another, etc.), therefore, no pure economic correlative can be completely non-obtained likewise, and, what applies to correlatives must also apply to all orders along with their products.

6. In the absence of a pure corelative being either present or absent it follows that all forms of both correlative and ordered economic activity are co-represented across all correlatives and ordered spectrums.

7. Given the co-presentation of all economic correlatives and orders it also follows that archetypally based correlativities, in their assigned archetypal alignments, are also equally co-present as demonstrated through informative processes of economic complexification although in a manner not equally as informative when comparatively cross-examined.

8. But, given the axiom of non-equality, it follows that the identified sets of relative co-presentings, relative co-absentings, and their presupoositional co-positings, from a determination of their relative situatedness, in an articulated delineation of their imputed re(-)presented identifications, can never be equal or truly equivalent.

9. That in the conventional assignment of a re(-)presented act of conformation all such ascription must be unequally provisional and tentatively ascribed accordingly. 

10. Thence it is only a matter of convenience that conventional assignment is probabilistically assigned through extrapolated processes of re(-)conformation as articulated through their re(-)constructed, re(-)presented conjectural facets.

11. Thence our ability to proffer conventionally conformable re(-)presentations through requisite forms of textual re(-)presentation.

12. Where, through suitable processes of suspension, such retreatments can be virtually re(-)visited through re(-)noting a correlative correspondence between ‘internal’ differentiations (phenomenologically oriented analytical distinctions), integrations (hermeneutically oriented synthetical accommodations), and transformations (non-systematic, existentially oriented conjectural nominatives), and, ‘external’ acts of (hermeneutically oriented) consilience, (phenomenologically oriented) salience, and (non-systematic, existentially oriented) propinquity (standing) in our delineation of the apparent situatedness in question. (8)


In better understanding something of the import of these additional rules, as a provisional basis for a working science/set of sciences these rules are here nominated, respectively, as (1) Non-Exclusion, (2) Duplication, (3) Reduplication, (4) Retreatment, (5) Non-Obtainment, (6) Co-Representation, (7) Complexification, (8) Inequalities, (9) Conventionalism, (10) Probabilism, (11) Conformalism, (12) Re(-)Apprehension), we need to realize that in their metaphorical ‘collapse’ (through the overall de-suspension in transformational treatment) all correlative, ordered, and complexified co-formations must dialectically co-exist, albeit in the relatively superficial format of co-positings, co-presentings, and co-absentings. So, e.g., in the apparent entertainment of the impossible text of an imputed ‘square-circle’ we find these elements of squareness and circularity co-existing in a non-integrated format across the orders, be they cognitive (as the intentional content of judgmental processes), trans-cognitive (as judgmental acts), and all products be they either duplicated or reduplicated… along with their de-suspended collapse in a process of retreatment. (9)


An implication that follows is that the original intuition of orders as possessing both a cognitive format and a trans-cognitive format, later differentiated accordingly, can be returned given the inability to absolutistically differentiate the trans-cognitive act of judgment and the cognitive content of such appreciated intentions. Thence the co-existence of both cognitive and trans-cognitive orders. Hence the relatively existential (deontological) (31) and non-existentially oriented (pragmatical) treatment (41) of both conceptual treatments (30) and perceptual treatments (40). (10)


Another implication of these rules (and simultaneously instrumental in their formulation) is the dialectical understanding that each and every economic division, be that a correlative, a co-assigned correlativity (between comparative economies), and orders has a relative transformational isomorphic invariance reflected across such schematization/s albeit as more superficially re-presented through the persistence of presuppositional co-positings, along with their relative co-presentings and co-absentings. E.g., in the example just cited, of the impossible imputation of a ‘square-circle’ we note a first order imputation, but, the remaining orders as a relative co-absenting. In notation we could represent this as (squareness + circularity) as not able to progress to the second ordered state (both cognitive and trans-cognitive) of ‘square-circle’ given this co-absenting equals -(square + circularity) or (squareness, circularity).
 Or, in an interesting contrast, we can regard ‘Father Xmas’ as a concept that can be contemplated but not as a sixth ordered ontical fact (both cognitively and trans-cognitively) (other than as a conformally assigned ontical fact in a mythological context). In other words, ‘Father Xmas-ness’ can be represented across the orders (both cognitive and trans-cognitive in orientation) with a fifth ordered potential co-presenting but along with a sixth ordered co-absenting (unless redefined as occurring in a mythological-cultural perspective only). Or, again, in dealing with the strongly asserted ontical fact of ‘Julius Caesar crossing the Rubicon’ we note the presuppositional co-positings of a ’Roman World’, ‘Julius Caesar’, ‘Rubicon’, etc., and their conjunction in the co-presenting of the ontical ‘fact’ of Julius Caesar crossing the Rubicon’, and, where this provisional ‘fact’ can be formally assigned a ‘relatively non-provisional ontical status’, conventionally, as a ‘conformable fact’ through the ‘reasonably assigned criteria of its probabilistically ascertained certainty’. (11)


The last understanding noting the dialectical pervasion of the relative transformational isomorphic invariance of each and every intentional objective across the heuristic entirety of the re(-)presentational economy as simultaneously expressed through all correlatives, corresponding correlativities, and orders. A fact further finding both confirmation and conformation in transformational retreatment where textual reports will reflect the ensuing superposition, through de-suspensions, of the overall philosophical economy, the overall metaphysical economy, and the overall pragmatic-existential/existential-pragmatic economy (through the ensuing superimposition of ordered orders, inter-ordered orders, and extra-ordered orders, and, consequently, the overlapping and inter-dependence between both relative non-existential and relative existential inputs and outputs). (12)


That, in such a scheme, volition is instigated in the inter-ordered order of the political (32) and finds a confirmation when articulated possibilities (51) find a positive ontical co-presenting (61) when able to be subjected to the ongoing iterations of the co-associated economy of re(-)presentation (as it finds an overall retreated form reflecting all orders form 11 – 63 that can be re(-)appreciated in conformable terms of reference). Obviously, in a such a heuristic scheme at no stage do we absolutistically need to refer to imputed realistic or idealistic realities or idealities existing in any form of an unmediated realm of non-experienced ‘experience’, that, by definition, would be totally impossible to experience per se. That, in this economy of re(-)presentation, there can be nor need there be any recourse whatsoever to unmediated forms of experience, however, for convenience we can conventionally assign a conformal status to lived-experience when the interpretations of such experiences reinforce the conformational reiteration of such confirmations. Thence both this convenient and non-inconvenient understanding of the conventional extrapolation of conformal ‘objectivities’ regardless of what primary mode of presentation is ascribed and assigned to such imputed intentional objectives. (13)


Now, this understanding, once suitably understood, also implies that no mode of presentation can successfully ascribe, in conformal terms, any non-provisional, purely isolated mode of presentation. In bringing such an insight, e.g., to the field of an ethical economy (centered on the deontological, and non-systematic, existential character of 31, etc.) vehemently declares that such an approach cannot be constituted purely in subjective terms nor in objective terms nor in intersubjective terms of refence. Thence the articulation of an ethical-morality, or moral-ethics, can never begin nor end in a purely subjective frame of reference, nor, for that matter, in any form of an objective presentation and/or in any form of an intersubjective presentation.
 On the other hand, such a mix of inputs and outputs can be dialectically envisaged, albeit only in ongoing, provisional terms of reference. (14)


What is the import of such a dialectically constituted and understood pervasion of a relatively transformational isomorphic invariance qualified by presuppositional co-positings, relative presentings and relative absentings across such a heuristic scheme as here presented?  An effective re(-)presentational economy where correspondences are either inter-textually and/or intro-textually co-assigned. Where by ‘effective’ is meant both virtually enacted and non-virtually enacted causally when the requisite standing is exhibited as required and duly acted upon, and, interventions elicit corresponding forms of ontically determined confirmation, and so on. That, without such conformal standing, behaviours cannot be profitably enacted. Thence the necessity, e.g., for complicity, etc., to be duly recognized and suitably obviated. (15)


By ‘intro-textual and inter-textual correspondences’ is meant ‘demonstrable instances of a recognizable and interpretable relative transformational isomorphic invariances qualified by coherently presented presuppositional co-positings, relative co-presentings, and relative co-absentings able to reinforce a comprehension of the intentional objectives expressed through such textual correspondences. So, ‘intro-textually’ there is necessitated ‘the textual presentation of the coherent arrangement of an inventory of relative nominations that is relatively non-contradictory, etc., the requisite degree of pro-relational integrity, along with the trans-relational, subjective appreciation of the relational-situatedness in question’. By ‘inter-textually’ is meant ‘a validated process of cross-referencing between relevant text(ual reports and reportings) that to the requisite relative degree can coherently portray the relational-situatedness of a situated-relationship in terms of its internal distinctions, accommodations, transformations; and, in terms of its apparent consilience, salience and propinquity. Let me illustrate this parallelization between intro-textual and inter-textual orientations.


All intentional acts have a corresponding textual deposition as their composite ‘entracement’, indeed, in and through the presenting of multiple parallel textual trails of textual deposition. In the following reporting I note that “I see a ripe apple on the branch of a tree in my orchard. Because, I think it to be ‘ripe-looking’, I believe it merits being picked. I have picked that apple because, at some stage, I conceive of my eating it or its being eaten by some other person. The apple is duly picked, collected in my hand, and put in the fruit bowl in the kitchen. I know that that specific apple in the fruit bowl was picked by myself, etc.” In all of this I recognize the internal coherence of these statements intro-textually, and, the external coherence of the same inter-textually given, say, that I can point out ‘the apple I picked’ as still ‘sitting in that fruit bowl in the kitchen’, etc. Distinction: the specific apple in question. Accommodation: as an apple sitting in that fruit bowl. Transformation: as being picked by myself and put in that fruit bowl. Consilience (between different perceptual perspectives): I can look at this apple, and, I can also imagine eating it. Salience: looking at that ripe apple as something to eat. Standing: the apple was picked in my orchard and placed in the fruit bowl sitting on the table in my kitchen given that ‘I visited that orchard’ and ‘I am currently standing in the kitchen looking at this apple that I could also eat should I wish to do that’. That correspondences noted are all ‘textual’ in nature, and, at no stage, whatsoever, have I non-conventionally sought an extra-textual form of co-assignment. Of course, the apple about to be eaten cannot be reduced to something that is just ‘textual’, although all reportings will be ‘textual in orientation’, but, at the same time, it cannot be impossibly related to any ‘extra-textual imputation’ impossibly apprehended extra-textually, and, that even its ‘conventional representation’, in textual terms of reference’, in and through the ongoing re-iterations of an economy of re(-)representation is not reductively textual, being simulated in non-textual terms of reference, since what emerges is a lived-reality that again, cannot be merely reduced, simply, to the textual per se. Understand that dialectic, and we should find all philosophical problems are duly dissolved and done away with, at long last… if such things could be so easily dismissed… putting earnest philosopher out of work. (16)


Given a textual economy, through textual re(-)presentation, it follows, from the twelve rules currently noted, that no pure correlative as a simple text per se could be ever entertained,
 be that either passively through encountering, actively through recognition, and/or as engaged through (some requisite form of existential) standing. At the same time no ‘pure objectivity’, ‘subjective I’, nor ‘intersubjective other’ can be solely or collectively engaged in absolutistical terms. However, on the other hand, in non-absolutistical terms of reference, we can conventionally assign, through standing, a textually enriched confluence of ‘apple, subjectivity, and intersubjective reporting/s’ in and through the conventional enactment of that economy of the textual as realized through the textual re(-)presentation of ‘this apple being picked and placed in the fruit bowl in the kitchen’ as reported by (the conventional sense and semblance of) myself, albeit, in this instance, of not needing to formally report such a set of occurrences in the form of a formal text and where textual deposition, in this same instance, is purely in intentional terms of reference that, only later, is this advertently recorded as a remembered occurrence, etc., say, within the confines of a letter or, here, as a series of comments made in this disseminated exposition as just outlined, etc. Noting that sets of non-textual simulations are never equal just as, through requisite standing, non-virtual (actual) apples can be eaten, but, remembered apples can only be eaten through an imaginative act of memory, and so on. (17)


Or, as expressed more simply, my economic interactions with that specific apple allow me to conventionally assign ‘my having interacted with the same’. Obviously, as noted again, my interactions with that apple could take many forms, still, each of those salient approaches through consilience allowed me to understand my related standing, namely, ‘as the person who picked this apple and then placed it in that fruit bowl, and later eat that same apple, etc.’. (18)

Now, let me pursue a deeper dive into this type of territory from an ordered perspective. (19)


As a cautionary principles, admittedly self-directed, let me say, first, ‘one should beware our solely taking a passive approach to any topic, and, instead, in the pursuit of both balance and a greater broadness in our overall approach invite a more active set of readings along with, ultimately, an engaged set of readings that exhibit a greater sense and semblance of both the pragmatic and the existential’, and, second, that all statements should be left ever open for questioning, and, by that practice, fully invite suspensions that adequately suspend our ideological commitments, etc.’ (20)


Now, these principles duly exercised, we also need to note that even though each and every act of suspension simultaneously provokes the automatic invocation of the de-suspension there is ever instantiated an asymmetry between this input and output that can be referred to as a ‘suspensional inequality (in process)’. Furthermore, besides this inequality in process there will also be an ‘suspensional inequality in productive outcomes’. Let me explain. (21)

In a recent email I first formulated such ideas as noted:

Currently working on a definition of 'inauthenticty' as 'complicity plus duplicity'. I.e., both passive and active negative contributions to a net state of affairs whose net richness of expression is markedly diminished in both existential and non-existential terms of reference.

Also, a further refining of the 'scientific attitude' as 'hermeneutical predictions, phenomenological reference to past patters of recurrence, and an existential conformance as an alignment of the former in present time.

Taking a more dynamic approach to chains of ordered phenomenon. Instead of, say, just the 'science of history' why not, e.g., the 'science of a certain history of a certain set of facts concerning certain ethical judgments, etc.', etc. In other words, taking a more dynamic approach to active chains of ordered phenomena (i.e.  judgments). That when under consideration, what could we say about the same?

For a start, in light of my definition of the scientific attitude, let me propose as a head or initial order as setting the character of the entire operation, just as the 'science of history', etc., is a 'science (and not a history, etc.)'. We could term this the 'ordered character of the entire operation (of this complex intentional act)'.

Ok, how about terming the end component as the element of hermetically oriented prediction/predictiveness? The last element in the cited chain is 'certain ethical judgment'. So, that granted, the harmonization of this start and end would result in the existential resolution being envisaged, namely, in this instance, an alignment (or finding any discerned alignments that might be noted between the same??

Admittedly, all quite esoteric.

But, it gets worse.

In an argument that states authenticity is arrived at through the suitable exercise of a thorough suspension of all our relevant ideological commitments, etc., and, with the automatic invocation of a de-suspension we can here cite the invoking of an Axiom of Inequality (that no thing can be absolutistically equal to some other (different) thing (or even its own identity over time) then we must postulate an inequality between both the input and the output of the suspension/de-suspension. Namely, a ‘suspensional inequality of process’. But, that granted, we should also be able to cite the invocation of a ‘suspensional inquality in the productive outcome’ of such a process should different people entertain different modes of intervention, but, that regardless of those specifics, we would need to regard the differentiation of the perceived e/valuation of those circumstances of that situation in question in order to comparatively quantify the ensuing changes in its mix of its overall enrichment in and through our ability to discern the same.

I.e., what we work with and what we find as an output will be different in the experiential apperception of such inequalities. (22)


What should we take away from these first formulations? The need for a more dynamic approach to ordered phenomena; not limiting such intentionality to just the ‘x of y’; and, perhaps, the dialectical idea, already foreshadowed in rules, say, 5 and 8, namely, that all economic correlatives, correlativities, and orders are ever co-present non-superficially, but, in a relative superficial sense we find the inequality of comparative contents as presuppositional co-positings, along with co-presentings and relative co-absentings.
 (23)


This suspensional inequality (or difference or differential) may well be experienced as a differential pressure in acts of judgment, and, in those acts of judgment that are well-formed and well-informed, and appositely well-suspended, then one would hope that what they induce, therein, over the course of that judgmental process, would be appositely formed patterns of responsive and responsible forms of resolutions acting as conformally valid solution over the course of our interrogative economies. (24)


In other words, judgment is not just a passive review of the situation in question. Indeed, we could argue that Husserl, e.g., advertently or inadvertently, is doing a lot more than merely confronting the intentional constitution of a set of intentional objectives under examination subjected to a transcendental suspension (be that in a non-genetic or dynamic, genetic type of ascertainment). In lived-reality, the pressure of this suspensional differential also proposes a path of responsive-responsibility that we then have the choice to either enact or not enact, or modify the ensuing response in the light of this imputed pressure. Or, as refracted by myself through the non-economic or non-standard lens of Laurelle we could translate this as ‘the definitive decision of the last instance’, and, where the apperception of ‘the definitive decision of the next instance’ if permitted then becomes ‘the definitive existential-pragmatical response of the first instance’ as an exemplification of the individually discerned responsibility intuitively ascertained through such a well-conducted form of reflection. In effect, this imputed pressure could well act as an imperative be the type of situation in question seeking an ethical response or a type of response that is not directly dealing with ethical or moral considerations per se. (25)


Now, all things being equal, or, rather, unequal, we may well envisage that the experiential pressure of this type of differential to be somewhat indicative of how courageously or non-courageously we either accept the challenge or do or not accept the challenge arising from this apperception of the definite decision of the last instance as informing the co-associated invitation of the definitive decision of the next instance whose enacted subsumption then becomes an existentially oriented responsible-responsiveness in the form of the definitive decision of the first instance, where a string of novel possibilities can now proceed from that decisive act of permitted enaction. (26)


To some extent, accounting for an imperative at the center of all forms of judgment regardless of whether the complexion of a certain judgment involves ethical decisions or not. (27)


By going beyond a ‘passive reading’ we venture towards a more ‘dynamic, active, genetic style of interpretation’, and, beyond that again, theoretically, through a suspension of both passive and active approaches, we venture upon a more ‘engaged style of representation’ and its own style of exposition, namely, as an existential-pragmatism or pragmatic-existentialism. In an active orientation we could explore chains of orders in the manner as just sketched. Or, in a more engaged manner, effectively, we are exploring an inter-ordered level of exposition (as realized through the reduplication of our ‘metaphysically oriented’ inter-ordered orders). Where all three approaches are implicated in the conception and execution of a non-virtual process of intervention. In effect, shifting form an incremental, non-chaotic process of augmentation or de-augmentation to a more chaotically organized sense and semblance of process as realized through re(-)self-organization. (28)


Then, in the conception of ‘chains of ordered phenomena’ where the initiating order determines the ordered complexion of that process and where the desired operand determines predictive outcomes intended through motivational re-)directedness, still, the cessation of such chains would be arrived at either through an advertent process of termination and/or an inadvertent process of non-economically oriented resolution whose permitted trajectory would then take up the pursuit of both existential and non-existential objectives. Where the suspensional-de-suspensional differential as a re-directing pressure could help us to delineate outcomes and where a productive differential between the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential, under the determination of certain permissions would then oversee the enactment of those trajectories determined under the auspices of the definitive decision of the first instance. Where, of course, we can make no absolutistical distinctions between non-existential determinations of the last instance and existential determinations of the first instance given that existentialization is the product of the existentialization of the relatively non-existential, etc. (29)


As a backdrop to the overt exhibition of such relatively superficial flows of the more dynamic aspects within the epistemological hierarchy of the psyche in the form of co-associated presuppositional co-positings, etc., we must also dialectically envisage the entire scheme as being collectively co-opted simultaneously, albeit holistically where every ordered point, etc., views this world of lived-experience in some form of a working alignment with lived-reality, and v.v. (without needing to impute the extra-textual, etc.), Where, from the perspective of a textual economy, we find non-textual simulations arise through the joint suspensions of both textual and meta-textual inputs. Then, through economic complexification, we find the economy of re(-)presentation can relatively mirror the textual economy, and v.v., and, hence, this parallelization between the hermeneutics of meta-textual representations, the phenomenological processes of textual presentations, and, the non-systematic existential nature of non-textual simulations, etc., without needing to have any form of recourse to the imputation of the extra-textual even if that rationale is exercised in more conventionally oriented forms of natural discourse. Where, philosophically, etc., such metaphors can remain as metaphorical images without our needing to supply corresponding extra-textual entities, etc., in parallel with either relatively critical and/or radical strands of discursive exposition.
 (30)
2. Commentary


Let me now use this exposition, as formulated to date, in order to productively comment on the zeroth paragraph that pre-introduced the concerns of this essay. (31)


Ostensively, this essay is concerned with the joint existential and non-existential ramifications of complicity, duplicity, and inauthenticity be these defective forms of intentional deposition (and, therein and thereafter, deposited as texts) be exercised through overt silence or covert assent. As noted, defining ‘inauthenticity’ (in more detail) as ‘the (interactive) product of both passive complicity (with duplicity) and active duplicity’. (32)


However, non-ostensively, this topic has been chosen to reveal something of the economic machinations of textualization wherein we run a modelling of ‘representation’ that does not involve doing things that are impossible, as found, e.g., in traditional subscriptions to those theories that are either incoherent, self-contradictory, and/or have no functioning validity. (33)


Having posed the possibility, heuristically, of ethical sciences, political sciences, and political-economic sciences, I will extend arguments for the same by proposing a general science as a working set of scientific-like perspectives, for the ascertainment of relatively productive existentially oriented processes of intervention under the rubric of an ‘existential-pragmatics’/‘pragmatic-existentialism’. (34)


To advance this general science, more correctly as a process of duplication, as a science (52) of x, and the ensuing preservation of that ordered status, I have extended the previous list of four rules to now number a total of twelve. (35)


In an ethical or moral format I have noted the centering of such research in the deontological nature of the third trans-cognitive order (31) along with its two adjuncts from the aesthetical (21) and the pragmatical (31), and, where the re(-)presentation of the ethical or moral considerations can be situated in its tertiary adjuncts, namely, the phenomenologically semantic (21), hermeneutical possibility (51) and the ontical nature of both non-virtual enactment and ascertainment, etc. (61). Thence, as can be noted, the entire enlistment of the six orders (and, through extension, to include both cognitive and trans-cognitive orientations, etc.). (36)


However, an appreciation of ordered forms of re(-)presentation quite rightly cannot exclude aspects that are metaphysically inter-ordered and the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential extra-ordered. (37)


With what arguments can I give for both the conjunction and equivalence of the ‘pragmatic’ and the ‘existential’ from the perspective of the ‘super-relational’ viewed as comprising an ‘emergent integration of relational, pro-relational and trans-relational strands of relational experience’. By such means further arguing why a tenable political optimism is possible should we be able to existentially differentiate the ramifications between complicity, etc., and non-complicity, etc. (38)


‘Ultimately’, i.e., ‘from the meta-meta-philosophical perspective of the extra-ordered non-economic’ we find the existential finding its more overtly refined, systematic form of expression. Where the ‘deontological’ (31) is equated as ‘non-systematically existential’, i.e., as ‘the so-called third economic moment of the (overall) philosophical economy’ we find, metaphorically, only an existential ‘foot in the door’ so to speak. Then, through reduplication, we find the transformation of the deontological into the politically expressed form of volition, but, then through a second process of reduplication, we finally move towards an existential appreciation of the political competence of those interventions either entered into or not entered into, finding an augmented-enhancement
 through the imposition of a relatively more systematic sense of the existential via the intermediation of the relevant lived-experiences in question. But, then, what does this process of a re(-)enfolding over of these levels and layers of ordered experience present as a consequence involving such a potentially radical re-ordering of process? (39)


‘Ultimately’, can also be read as an ‘overall relational perspective emerging from the collective interactivity of relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational perspectives’.
 I.e., from the economic perspective of an overall relational perspective we find, through the automatic force of ongoing de-suspensions, as if the relationship per se, in its relational-situatedness, has the ability to express its own sense of a relational-trajectory through which the existential and the pragmatic find their ultimate sense and semblance of an equivalence. “Where ‘the existential re(-)enrichment of the relationship is pragmatic in orientation’, and, where ‘the pragmatic orientation is effectively attuned to the enhanced enrichment of the existential orientation’, and v.v.” Thence my argument for their equivalence from the non-economic perspective of the extra-ordered. (40)


Where, ‘ultimately’, again, ‘from the non-economic aspect of the super-economic perspective’ conformally oriented processes of truth determination go ‘hand in hand’ with the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential. Not, in some absolutistical sense, but, in the non-absolutistical sense of finding relatively successful, equally existential and pragmatic forms of resolution that, in applying those forms of resolution, oversee the relative beneficial engineering of those relational-situations in their overall relational-situatedness. In effect, at the same time, outlining a complex approach for the ascertainment of validity in processes of truth determination involving, by necessity, various forms of an ‘interventionalism’ that, hopefully, takes on a complexion that is both existential and pragmatic in orientation. (41)

By such means observing the political ramifications of such inescapable involvement, and, by default, why a return to both political non-deceptiveness and political truthfulness is necessary as we navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate the cultural-intercultural transitions to be experienced between our leaving the era of Post-Modernity and the advent of a Contemporary Era… (42)


Such granted, hypothetically, just what would that entail? (43)


First, there is the apparent complication of just what is involved in our giving our ‘existential assent’, i.e., ‘existential consent’ or ‘permission’, to a certain pattern of intervention that seemingly appears to proffer, speculatively, the adequately requisite resolution of the problematic relational-situatedness in question? (44)


As an ethical or moral observation, it appears that we sufficiently possess the required degree of freewill to legally proffer and ‘permit’ a certain course of enaction, as a responsible-response, in the interpreted relational-context of a potentially problematic relational situation. Now, the transition from a virtual possibility (51) to its enacted non-virtual actuality (61) cannot be instigated from the perspective of the (overall) philosophical economy itself, but, only in metaphysical, meta-philosophical terms of engagement, and, then only in the specific terms of the third inter-ordered order of political volition (32). However, an additional problem still remains since we also can observe that we usually have the ability to either permit or not permit the ensuing instantiation of a certain politically expressed pattern of intervention that, obviously, can be neither conducted in philosophical nor metaphysical terms of reference either individually or collectively. Thence the necessity for the invocation of a higher level of epistemological organization in its dealings with this type of elevated situatedness, expressly, a level of decision-making that invokes an extra-ordered level of expression. Thence the implication of the equivalency between the existential and the pragmatic as entailed in an appreciation of the ‘competence’ of politically oriented enaction. This has been interpreted by myself, non-economically, to entail (in a manner evoking the non-standard ideas of François Laurelle) our ability to transition from a ‘definitive response of the last instance’ to a ‘definitive response of the next instant’ that, if permitted, is then operated with as the initiation of a ‘definitive instance of the first instance (in which both relatively existential and pragmatic terms of reference are co-exercised)’. ‘A’ definitive instance of the first instance being operated with on the understanding that different people may well find different, yet successful resolutions, as suitable patterns of intervention given the necessary imperative for delivering apposite responses in similar types of circumstance. Thence, our apparent ability to ‘permit’ a certain course of non-virtual enaction can be transferred to extra-related terms of reference in the speculative form of an ‘enacted appreciation of the apparent existential-pragmatic competence of the represented relational situatedness in question’. Thence, equally, the requisite need for such well-formed, well-informed conjectural appreciation of the re(-)presented situation to hand in order to expedite a suitably apposite pattern of response in the form of a reduplication of political volition (32) in the to-be-realized form of a competently enacted pattern of ‘political permission’ (33). ‘Political’ by virtue of ‘its political exercise of arbitration; contractual and compactual considerations; public implications of objective, subjective, and intersubjective contributions, and so on. Where we may speculatively conjecture that political permission (33) acts as a catalyst in the transition overseeing the advent of the Contemporary Era? (45)

3. Political Ramification of Complicity, etc.

To imaginatively appreciate what might be taken away from the previous sections we could envisage this 6 x 3 matrix
 of orders, inter-orders, and extra-orders as holistically implicating an underlying relative transformational isomorphic invariance throughout this heuristic scheme that is then specifically qualified by a relatively less superficial superpositioning of a presuppositional co-positings along with a more superficial set of relative co-presentings and relative co-absentings in an apparent overall re(-)presenting of the distinctive uniqueness of the relational-situatedness under question as we find it progressively being re(-)constituted in the ongoing thematization of our intentional consciousness. (46)


What relevance does such an ordered understanding have in how we should deal with this political topic of ‘complicity, duplicity, and inauthenticity?’ (47)


In a recognition of duplicity and all other forms of inauthenticity, given the requisite necessary degree of standing in the situation in question, i.e., our potential ability to intervene and alter relevant causal trajectories, then in either our covert silence and/or overt denial of such deceptive fraudulence, etc., then we stand as being complicit with such a deceptive lack of good standing. Thence, effectively, this inter-linkage between complicity, duplicity and inauthenticity. (48)


‘Inauthenticity’ can also be defined as ‘the attitudinal state that is instrumental in the distortion or obstruction of the experiential potential for positive re(-)enrichment of an existentially oriented state along with the distortion or obstruction in either neutral or positive forms of relational richness along with the negative augmentation of a relatively negative state of experience’. I.e., ‘instrumental in distorting or obstructing the augmentation and./or enhancement of a relatively positive degree of relational enrichment’. Again, whatever make life harder for either another person or persons and/or your own self. (49)


Now, the raison d’être of this Tenth Essay is the argument that we need to find the requisite degree of an alignment between lived-experience and the lived-reality of such experience, etc. I.e., in attempting to delineate a better understanding of the economy of re(-)presentation, we then stand a better chance of both thematizing and fulfilling our aspirations within the hegemony of the world of arbitration that constitutes the pragmatic-pragmatical functioning of the Political-Economy as expressed through its variety of Social Organizations, etc. In other words, without such a necessary presuppositional degree of re(-)presentative alignment then to that same degree, more or less, we stand to fail in both the thematizing and the realizing of such aspirationally re(-)directed intentions. The ensuing freedom of the individual is then a reflection of how well or how poorly they can oversee such assigned forms of alignment, etc. Or, put more bluntly, should we be complicity involved or directly instrumental in the inauthenticity of duplicity, etc., then we will inevitably be sabotaging the success realization of our aspirations, etc. Thence the importance, both politically and non-politically, of recognizing all relevant forms of inauthenticity in both others and ourselves, in our communities and organizations, in our institutions and governments, and, therein and thereafter, seek to oversee the successful diminishment and rectification of the same. (50)


Thence the import of a working modelling of re(-)presentation in the hope of minimizing and resolving all forms of apparent misalignment, distorted alignment, along with those patterns that obstruct more successful patterns of alignment from forming through constructive patters of  realignment, re-de-mis-alignment, re(-)alignment; through mitigation, remediation,  re(-)normalization,; through suitable patterns of transformational retreatment, and so on. (51)


In ordered terms of reference, just how are relevant patterns of alignment to be overseen within this heuristic scheme in order to discharge responsible-responses? (52)


In passive terms, we can explore the ‘ambit’ of the relational-situatedness of the world in question. In active terms, we can explore the ‘remit’ of such fields of activity. Then, in a suspension of the former (through bimodal mediation) we ‘engage’ the relation-situatedness from the perspective, or effective point of view, of that relational-situatedness itself. Translated through an ordered schematization, we can then tabulate the primary characteristics of our explorations through this exhibition of presupposition co-positings, relative co-presentings, and relative con-absentings, etc. Let me demonstrate this ordered form of a working translation in which the primary objective is to orchestrate more productive forms of alignment, co-alignment, non-mis-alignment, non-re-de-misalignment (as a form of error-correction), etc. (53)


More than ever, I feel there is an even greater need now for ourselves, within a democratically governed political system, to have permanent, unrestricted access to reliable form of news and information. Currently, the Traditional-Media seem to be increasingly beholden to the covert and overt objectives of their proprietor-owners and seem to be demonstrating less responsible forms of service to their public given their relatively diminished commitment to their audience as a whole and a greater attention to the increasing profitability of their overall business empires. Then, in the alternative world of Social-Media, we also find a world of media that can be just as rife with complicity, duplicity and all manner of inauthenticity. E.g., with the advent of AI, and a greater access to enhanced modes of facilitation, I have witnessed the virtual takeover of key players in the field of Social-Media that, hitherto, had developed and have maintained a professional-like reputation for high levels of authenticity and responsibility. Now, in a misuse of AI tools, in an effective virtual kidnapping of these media presenters, they are now being seen still in their familiar background but reciting in their recognizable voices an all too often AI generated script for purposes that may or may not align with the philosophies of these well-known media figures. Parasitic on the well-deserved reputations of these ‘professional’ presenters, these simulated presenters are delivering speeches of dubious merit given that we are being deceived by these simulated media figures into thinking these apparent ‘presenters’ are the same presenters that we may have grown to respect and will stop to listen to. How do we know we are being duped by these virtually created phantoms? For a start, all though their speeches are recited with a similar style of voice delivery, still, there often comes a point when we realize their delivery is not as interesting and as well-paced as we have found in the past. Hand gestures soon appear monotonous and a bit too contrived. Content takes on the boring delivery of an AI generated presentation that lacks those personal touches that would further spark our continuing interest. Moreover, when we read the name or tags displayed by these podcasters, say, on YouTube, we find they do not align with those sites we have recognized as formerly belong to such presenters. Often, I head to the comments section and if no comments are being recorded on a site recently published then we should read that as, possibly, another red flag. Sadly, most comments, if present, seem to support the content of these productions, but, then, scattered among those comments for or against the content of these fake presenters we find the warning that the site is ‘AI generated’. Apparently, most viewers are being deceived and do not become aware of this state of affairs. (54) 

So, if we wish to continue to have reliable access to news and information then we have one more obstacle we need to negotiate and navigate around, namely, these AI generated podcasts. How might we find, on one hand, an alignment with the genuine presenters, and, on the other hand, avoid being enticed to listen to the deceptive simulations of their fake counter-parts? (55)

Already, I have listed some techniques for establishing what form of an alignment we might possess or might not possess when consuming a certain podcast? E.g., by first asking ourselves just what degree of authenticity should we assign to a specific podcast? Are the speech patterns monotonous or enlivened, and further vivified, by the apposite use of personalized anecdotes? Is the delivered content repetitively repeated. There is always a place for the rhetorical use of repetition, but, the inexpert use of repetition is characteristic hallmark of inauthenticity in any sphere of dissemination. Read the comments, do some commentators warn the podcast is AI generated?
 Then, should you persist in continuing with the podcast in question ask yourself what is the overall intent being expressed by the ‘presenter’, further asking yourself if such content is an alignment with your understanding of this podcaster in situations that were not merely simulated? However, currently, the most reliable approach is to note the name of the podcast and recognize if it aligns with the original podcaster or the reputation possessed by this person should you not have had a prior exposure to the work of that individual and their organization supporting such material for dissemination).
 (56)
4. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


In working through these provisional conclusions let me reconsider four issues in a synthesis of the previous materials, namely, ‘what is science, what is an ongoing economy of re(-)presentation when re-constituted through an ordered lens, how should inauthenticity in the public arena be addressed, and, what ramifications does this have for the gestation of this imputation of a Contemporary era????’ (57)


‘What is science?’, or, perhaps we should reframe this question by asking, ‘how should the World of Science (as a Social Organization within the Overall Political-Economy
) be perceived, or apperceived, rightly or wrongly, from a philosophical perspective, etc?’
 Or, more to the point, just ‘how do I conceive of this world of science?’ as a social organization overlapping a host of other social organizations from Academia, to the World of Business, and so on and so forth (58) 

Personally, I would like to carve out a Contemporary approach. I don’t see the world of science as just a completely unified discipline of science, as a monolithic Unified World of Science per se despite many resonances between methodologies; phenomenal-phenomenological rules of evidence; the near universal use of mathematical equations; use of predictive hermeneutical considerations; rules for conformal conformation; and the inescapable need, both existentially and pragmatically, to responsibly address issues concerning e/valuational formation, and so on. Even the World of Physics, as a sub-scientific field, is riven with relatively fundamental and disconcerting contradictions, etc., e.g., quantum descriptions versus relativistic descriptions; how do we successfully account for dark mass and dark energy; how might conformal field theories be integrated in de Sitter space (and not just anti-de Sitter space as per Maldacena, et al)? But, then, why invoke this Contemporary reframing of Social Organizations, the cultural-intercultural dimensions of the life-world, this desire to oversee a ‘living-alignment’ between ‘lived-experience and lived-reality’? (59)           

The cultural imposition of the false proposition of a monolithic World of Science has also provoked a Right-wing backlash so evident in the political deconstruction of a so-called ‘Left-leaning world of scientific ventures’ as so destructively unleashed by the Trump administration and where I find it not necessary to cite chapter and verse on such a wholesale anti-intellectual attack so destructively self-evident in the many negative policies so quickly initiated by that administration. (60)

As ever, I seek a middle ground in these apperceptions of what might be meant by this seemingly innocuous word ‘science’. Formulated against the backdrop of my ordered heuristic, I would argue that ‘sciences’, as a re-constituted, inter-ordered metaphysical concept, is ‘the probability of possible states of affairs’ (just as, in comparison, ‘histories’ are to be interpretatively viewed as ‘the factuality of facts’). Note my use of the plural here, with ‘sciences’ and ‘not a monolithic world of science per se’. (61)

Could we eventually arrive at one world of the scientific? No! But moving in the direction of such an attempt, suitably conducted, and whose limitations are duly noted, is a worthwhile venture when that ultimate objective is also recognized as unobtainable. However, we do live in the transcendental unity of one world-of-life and relatively scoped attempts to pursue accessible and localized forms of unification can be a relatively profitable objective. Witness the value of a working theory of Evolution; or the Maldacena Duality (AdS/CFT correspondence); or those valiant attempts to better integrate both General and Special Relativity with Newtonian Physics; or how insightful the integration and unification of the three forces of the electromagnetic, the strong and weak forces has proven to be (despite the ‘glaring’ absence of gravitation form the confines of this list); etc. (62)

Are the fields that fall under the social sciences just too random and chaotic to be approached through applying a scientific sense and semblance of methodology, etc? Surely, they can be no more random and chaotic as some domains to be found in the so-called more scientifically oriented realms of experience. E.g., a certain radioactive isotope might have the relatively exact determination of its apparent half-life, but, accurately predicting when a certain radioactive emission might be released is another matter entirely. The fact of such random patterns of behaviour does not discredit the science actually set up to observe such a phenomenon. Dispensing with all forms of a hard determinism and all other ideological constraints is actually a good place to commence your scientific research given that, heuristically, sciences concerns probabilities and neither the impossible extremes of the absolutistically random nor the absolutistically non-random (as we navigate and negotiate a middle course between both theses impossible extremes, and in the midst of a world of probabilities only). (63)

Heuristically, sciences occupy the reduplicated fifth inter-ordered order within a re-constituted metaphysics, and, ostensively, deals with texts dealing with the relevant types of experience, etc., from a probabilistic perspective. But, if that were to be the case, how different is it from the historical pursuit of conformally valid interpretations of past phenomena? Surely, historical research operates as a form of a similar probabilistic type of calculus? However, in dealing with so-called ontical facts we could argue that it is the interpretation of those facts that is relatively more probabilistic once validly ascertained facts are treated as ‘actually factual’, or, at least, provisionally even if that status can be safely overlooked? (64)


Now, interestingly, from this heuristic point of view (discounting the commendation or otherwise of an extra-ordered existential/pragmatic competence) duplicated operations with the operator as sciences (52) would take 11 distinctive forms [exempting its own reduplication (53)], namely, of a phenomenological-semantics (11), aesthetics (21), existential-deontology (31), pragmatical concerns (41), hermeneutical-possibility (51), ontical-factuality (61), categorical-metaphysics (12), a psycho-sociological spectrum (22), political-volition (32), economic-inscription (42), [sciences (52 => scientific competence 53)], histories (62). That by invoking the rule 1 of non-exclusion, at face value, all operations are to be treated as ‘open’ (and never as ‘closed’). (65)


What can we say? We already see the disciplines of both psychology and sociology functioning as exemplifying two types of social science. Then, in physics, in its preoccupations over the (metaphysical) nature of time, space, energy, field, the nature of constants, etc., etc., as not much more than invoking a categorical metaphysics? Then, why should we not have a scientific-historical approach when and where historical evidence is formally viewed through a set of methodologies instigated to produce a more productive ‘vision’ and understanding of the historical? Why not, too, a science of aesthetics? Surely, all good painters should be aware, say, of colour theory; the gestalt nature of psychically apperceived backgrounds and foregrounds; the nature of aesthetic resolution being entertained between such backgrounds and foregrounds; the role of allusion, visual quotations, iconography, and so on? That, in affirming this first rule of non-exclusion such operations, as viable permutation, should all be considered ‘open; or ‘legal’, or legitimately accessible should those applied operations be suitably exercised. (66)

That basically, ‘sciences’ oversee ‘the exercise of a scientific-like attitude that is somewhat mindful of phenomenological patterns of repetition, as to what counts as evidence, an ability to make predictions, and pursue the conformal treatment of the former through relevant modes of interpretation that productively illuminate either the potential modelling and/or mathematical calculation of such phenomena consistently subjected to such scientific-like scrutiny. Where the orbit of the Scientific World is circumscribed by method and not topic, and, where relative accommodations are prioritized but not the aspirational hegemony of an absolutistical venture into the impossible quest for a Theory of Everything (TOE). (67)


Now, in a quest for the validation of a conformal approach to the discipline to hand there is necessitated, I believe, a need for some form of a theoretical representation which I have provisionally supplied through an economy of re(-)presentation (in effect, seeking an alignment between lived-experience and lived-reality, say, as mediated through the auspices of this heuristic device, or similar). Where alignments are textually reviewed and not imputed in impossible, extra-textual terms of reference. (68)


In my philosophy of ‘transformational retreatment’ (where treatment, orchestrated through suspensions, is elevated in meta-status by one degree, and, retreatment, orchestrated through de-suspensions, is de-elevated by one degree in meta-status [along with a de-suspensional collapse in both inter-ordered and extra-ordered forms in status to an overall philosophically ordered philosophical/disciplinary and/or secular set of orientations] whilst threading these transformational-transitions is the imputation of a relative, transformational, isomorphic invariance that establishes the emergent sense and semblance of a representative point of view. In effect, where this representative stability is the invariance preserved over the course of the transformations in question, i.e., the maintenance of certain alignments that, in and through interpretative experience, are reinforced through non-economically oriented patterns of re(-)presentation set up between an ongoing ‘interactive overlapping’, in forms of iteratively reinforced alignment, of hermeneutically oriented representation, phenomenal-phenomenological presentation, and non-systematic existential re-presentation. Where, furthermore, there emerges, non-textually, the discerned simulations of the representative experience of the living-reality through the lived-reality of the representative experience that cannot be engaged solely through some reductive experience (given that the conjectural economy, e.g., needs to be one-part synthesis or reconstitution, one-part analytical or reductive, and one-part conjecturally well-performed. Where, through the suspended process of ‘inter-mediation’, as a ‘trimodal suspension of the re(-)presented situation in its situatedness’, the non-textual process of ‘simulation’ can be found capable of thematically re(-)presenting itself by means of such ongoing re(-)iterations. The net effect of such continual re(-)iterations, behind the thematization of the simulations, implying that all conventional extrapolations of a traditional modelling of representation are merely that, extrapolations, and no more, arising, I must add, in the transcendental unity of the life-world and completely dispensing with any form of overt duality or covert duality as might be presented in defectively constructed strong forms of a misguided over-commitment to realisms, idealism, pragmatisms, and any other equally misguided form of absolutism along with the relativistical under-commitment attendant upon all negative forms of nihilism, etc. That, to make sense of our being in the world with(-)others, etc., we must do away with all nonsense pertaining to both so-called ‘external worlds’ and ‘internal worlds’ along with any adherence to so-called First Principles, Middling Principles, and Last Principles given that all such nonsense is both impossible to contemplate and totally unnecessary to conceive of at the same time given living-alignments can be found archetypally, economically, through economic complexification, and through all forms of ordered phenomena! (69)


But, is that complex tripolar approach merely the result of the phenomenological basis and exposition of this complex heuristic device? Is this type of philosophical response merely setup through the nature of its exposition? Arguably, I would answer no! All simulations of a lived-reality are ever being modelled regardless of the modelling being invoked. Indeed, where their heuristic treatment, in the modelled perspective/s being entertained, is more the overt manifestation of how we actually interact in this world at large in and through our choice of models, and, where all hermeneutic modelling must be relatively inter-commensurable by virtue of their inescapable underlying economic modelling that, in turn, is ever amenable to processes of economic complexification as argued elsewhere. (70)


In recent essays I discovered the need to dispense with all forms of positioning whatsoever, be that unipolar, bipolar, and closed tripolar in orientation.
 In its place we must substitute a metaphorical ‘triangulation of perspectives’. However, that much of the to-be-anticipated philosophical difficulties of such a complex approach are to be diminished by the simple understanding that for language to make sense, in the first place, this triangulation of perspectives must already be resident in the currency of the natural language being used for it to already have made sense in the first place. Therefore, what is more left for us is to merely delineate such triplicities, note their parallels if needed, and both critically and radically proceed through the well-exercised use of suspensions for the ensuing suspensional pressures of process to articulate what is more relevant for the realization of our aspirational intentions, and, then, to discern through the suspensional pressure of production the manner the ensuing thematization of our non-textual simulations to spell out to what extent, both existentially and pragmatically, there is an ensuing non-existential productivity and an existential productivity through the articulation of definitive decisions of the last, next, and first instances… (71)


Or, more simply, how the output of our intuitions appears to determine all simulated things if we can suspend our own egotistical and ideological commitments in an epistemological process that, effectively, de-distorts and de-obstructs the ensuing trajectories of our judgments, albeit as found subjected, in the first place, to well-formed, well-informed, and well-performed conjectures. (72)


In effect, entertaining suitable patterns of intervention when we are sensitively receptive of the contours of our ‘relational emplacement’ in and through a ‘comprehensive relational approach arrived at through our embodiment/s, embeddedness/es with others, and our embankment/s in this world at large’. In a world of emplacement displaced by our inability to instantly and spontaneously realize the proportionate extent of our intentional-aspirations other than through the hard work involved through processes of de-displacement involved in and through the navigation, negotiation, and arbitration of our intentions with(-)others, before(-)others, and through(-)others.
 (73)


Now, how do such proceedings map on to an authenticity of process in a public setting, especially with respect to considerations of a democratically oriented sense and semblance of governance? (74)


‘Ultimately’, in the context of this heuristic, the authenticity of a pragmatic/existential orientation is realized through the extra-ordered competence of the operator in question as representationally appreciated through re(-)presentation. That such an orientation, theoretically, is enacted through well-performed suspensions with conjectures that are both well-formed and well-informed, etc. Where, theoretically, these overall suspensional pressures exert themselves through non-economically definitive processes of resolution as definitive decisions of the last instance, and, whose permitted definitive decisions of the next instance are immediately taken up as definitive decisions of the first instance. Or, again, more simply, where the right decision is seemingly enacted on the behalf of the unique relational-situation in the equal uniqueness of its relational-situatedness (and confirmed through the enrichment of the relationship in question through either creation, preservation, and/or conservation.  (75)


That granted, if only hypothetically, what are the ramifications for our individual and collective dealings with our encountering, recognizing, and engaging with patent forms of either complicity and/or duplicity in a relational setting that is either private or public in orientation? (76) 


As defined previously, I equate ‘inauthenticity’ as ‘either a mix of complicity and/or duplicity’. I would argue that our responsible-responsiveness to either type of inauthenticity should be the same as long as we are mindful of the consequences of our interactions given that in a well-performed existential/pragmatic pattern of resolution there can be ‘no one size fits all’ type of solution. Moreover, the uniqueness of each and every situation should also dictate an apposite sensitivity of response. Indeed, under some forms of political governance, generally of a less democratic orientation, all public responses and some private responses might need to be cautiously insulated from the inauthentic behaviours of so-called ‘bad actors’ either operating directly or indirectly on the behalf of those powers that be. Getting oneself, and others, exiled, imprisoned, maimed, or killed is not the career path most sensible people would wish to choose although that might be a risk some political activists would appear to choose despite the horrendous possibilities of such onerous outcomes should they be discovered, etc. But, putting these more extreme political climates to the side, how might supporters of democratic freedoms in a working democracy resist those anti-democratic forces that seek to subvert the existence of such political freedoms already achieved. Or, more precisely, how might we subvert such inauthentic patterns of subversion? (77)

Bringing this topic down to earth, so to speak, by exemplifying instances of both complicity and duplicity, let me demonstrate a raft of measure that we could enact that might eventually and successfully ‘subvert such subversion’? E.g., in reflecting upon the current state of democracy in America under the over-extension of executive power, deliberate attempts to deconstruct the well-established functions of institutional processes, the patrimonial incompetence and corruption of the administration under the second presidency of Donald Trump let us focus, on one hand, on the apparent silence and inaction of the Congress on matters of both tariffs and the requisite authorization of recurrent military ventures, and, on the other hand, the obvious instances of misinformation, disinformation, and mal-information disseminated by governmental spokespeople where such public utterances border on and cross over into the sphere of outright propaganda.
 (78)


A prime example of complicity is the current US House of Congress under the ‘stewardship’ of the Speaker Mike Johnson. At the writing of this essay the House is under the control of the Republican party with 220 members versus 212 Democrats (and 2 vacancies).
 Obviously, the margin of the majority is very slender and, under such circumstances, the general wisdom would be that to move relatively radical legislation could only be expedited with great difficulty. So, for President Trump, to insist that the House should legislate his highly variable tariff agenda (in the plural) would be like metaphorically ‘walking across sinking sand’, i.e., practically impossible. Therefore, to expedite these fluctuating policies concerning tariffs would necessitate the president to declare the requisite emergencies, be that legitimately or illegitimately declared, and, through an executive action, sign an executive order declaring the tariff or tariffs in question to then be a matter of law. In effect, President Trump has sidelined the Congress under whose auspices the declaration of tariffs should normally reside. Where the Congress is being seen as ‘complicit’ is that, first, the Republican party has said relatively nothing about this usurping of its powers, and second, that it is an economic consensus that such policies are not good economic tools and such ad hoc policies should be treated as such, i.e., as both counter-productive and actually injurious of the American economy as a whole and, at the same time, will hit those of the lower socio-economic demographics much harder that other segments of the population. (79)


That, a similar argument of complicity can also be extended to the Senate where the Republican party has 53 members versus the Democratic opposition of 45 votes, along with 2 Independents. Where, the Republican party, again, has been cowed into saying nothing against Trump’s executive orders that demonstrably could be effectively argued as economically counter-productive. (80)


Now, it is understandable that such politicians are keeping their ‘powder dry’, and, by such means, escape the to be expected wroth of their president who is very quick to disseminate his scorn, say, on his personal platform Truth Social or by the use of some other means, such as, e.g., interviews, statements to the press, etc. (81)


However, such complicit muteness is one thing, but, the deafening silence concerning the outrageously instigated illegal bombing of fishing boats on the high seas with so-called ‘drug runners’ is a moral issue that should deontologically call for a total protest, by both sides of the Congress and Senate, along with the population as a whole, and across the entirety of the many worlds of Media. Indeed, World Media should also be resonant with a protest at such lawless behaviours. Given that the US admits to the greatest concentration of naval forces in the Caribbean ever mustered historically, and could quite easily apprehend such so-called ‘drug runners’ hundreds of miles from the nearest American shores. Then, once apprehended, the detaining forces would be expected to display their captured contraband and put these bad actors on trial, etc. However, the fact that no evidence has as yet been demonstrated that the people on these boats were anything other than ‘fishermen’ or ‘people smugglers’ makes these horrendous acts of piracy on the high seas even more outrageous. An offense only rendered even more shameful by the Airforce returning to bomb, a second time, the survivors of these illegal acts of undeclared warfare, also contrary to international law. Furthermore, the Republican instigated efforts to demean the political advertising that argued ‘that it is not illegal for the military to refuse to carryout illegal orders’ only rubs proverbial ‘salt’ in this ‘wounding’ of the national psyche. In the past, America has stood for the rule of law, democracy, as ostensively acting ethically, promoting the freedoms and welfare of its citizens – and if the US administration cannot exercise due care for and due process of the citizens of the world, then, one would naturally ask, ‘would it properly care for and extend due process towards its own citizens..? Questioning such a state of affairs being not an unreasonable consideration given the recurrent display of seemingly ‘lawless’ behaviours of masked ICE agents all too often posted on Social-Media, in the absent face of both a silent Congress and Senate, and an equally complicit realm of much of Traditional-Media with many of its proprietors more interested in fostering the more profitable, non-media sections of their business empires given ample evidence of Trump’s well-known modus operandi and propensity to sue, impose financial obstacles, pursue vindictive indictments, use state institutions to counter and silence such critics, and so on. (82)


What can any concerned citizen do in the face of such complicity? Indeed, needs to be both persistently and consistently called out not just on a single occasion, but reiterated in a form that takes many suitably apposite channels of dissemination. Enacting a series of responsible-responses in order to operate in a non-partisan manner, siding neither with Left nor Right, but, informing a reality-based community situated in a non-partisan based form of lived-reality practising a form of deliberative democracy where we listen to the concerns of all our neighbours regardless of whether we agree with our neighbours or disagree with them, when at the end of the day there will be many more issues we can agree on given a sharing of our lived-humanity in the shared exigencies of our political worlds, given that all manner of inequalities can at random cut across all demographics... just as any working person could be suddenly made unemployed, or where the citizen could be rendered homeless, or sick, or incapacitated for some reason or other, and so on… (83)


Now, correctly, each person, before their own conscience, should decide how to respond to such despicable and appalling behaviour be that instigated either from a political perspective or from a non-political point of view. Arguably, an appropriate and proper response should be called for that is apposite in the relational context of its instigation. If the bad behaviour is political then a political-style of response should be called for, be that joining a protest march, writing letters to your representatives expressing your disdain for such behaviours on Facebook, and whatever else appears to be a suitable avenue for the publishing of such publicized scorn. (84)


In this regard, let’s be inventive. If I celebrated Xmas, and were to have a Xmas tree, I might put small boats as decoration on it, to the exact number we know about as having been bombed, as a pointed, symbolic reminder of such shameful behaviour.
 A genre of practice, I well-suspect, that could be innovatively adopted and adapted elsewhere? Say, by sending a small plastic boat to your representatives in Congress and in the Senate. Sometimes, things can be more powerfully said by being left unsaid… (85)


As a prominent example of complicity conjoined with duplicity is plainly in evidence in the form of President Trump’s apparent admiration of the war criminal President Putin and seeking various uncalled for expedient forms of a rather odious rapproachementant antithetical to what most Americans actually stand for… and now shamefully enshrined in Trump’s national security strategy for 2025 that both denigrates European allies and promotes calls for a resumption of relations with the Russian Federation. (86)


Now, let us explore the contemptible practice of rendering governmental spokespeople as now no more than purveyors of party propaganda whose wages are paid for by taxpayers who, correctly, should be calling for a far more truthful tune! (87)


Such a precipitous fall in the veracity of information could well be seen to start with Trump’s first spokesperson, Sean Spicer, who baldly claimed the crowd on the Mall for the inauguration of Trump on his first presidency, to be the largest. ‘Period!’ What that single word did for the loss of a perceived integrity displayed by that person must be inestimable?
 (88)


As a case study in such duplicity, I have previously examined publicized comments made by the Department of Homeland Security spokesperson, Trisha McLaughlan.
 (89)


The current spokesperson for the White House, Caroline Leavitt, seems to be no better? Noted for her intense, sometimes confrontational briefings, as a ‘genius of spin’, and has been accused of pushing false narratives. Although fiercely partisan, as being pro-Trump, this alignment, itself, is not to be called into question. Rather, her subverting the professional dignity of her position by undermining the political reality of what, quite plainly, has already been, indeed, often stated or repeated by Trump himself, along with the sheer substitution of either alternative facts or a refusal to state the obvious has, likewise, called her professional integrity into question. As a repeat offender, and working on the public purse, admittedly at the behest of the president, this spokesperson, in line with a succession of former spokespeople that have worked for Trump, and other allied Republicans, does not seem able to navigate an authentic pathway between such notorious presidential demands and the demands of what can be truthfully said, or, at the very least, can be respectfully ‘spun’. In such a fractious climate, this president, himself, could just as well be authorizing such statements and disseminating them on Truth Social. Unfortunately, no doubt, a succession of such people would happily diminish themselves by merely voicing such propaganda that, at times, seems to bear little resemblance to a lived-reality already well-represented through various podcasts across the vast and diverse array of platforms already present on Social-Media… without also having to be refracted and redacted by a seemingly disinterested world of Traditional-Media. Of course, there are exception everywhere, and so the referencing of any generalization here should be a preoccupation fraught with endless qualifications given that truth-seeking presentations and truth-discerning commentaries can be found when seriously looked for… that as a mirror reflect the duplicitously grotesque inauthenticity of such public utterances. (90)


Again, how should we responsibly-respond to the perceived debasement of official discourse, when and where such instances of dissemination can no longer act as valid sources of information? (91)


Indeed, let us be honest, examples of spin would be skilfully expected from such an official spokesperson, but, the substitution of either alternative narratives or patterns of outright obscuration should not be accepted, should not be normalized… if only through the complicity of our acceptance that that is now the way things are done! But, as a call to action, what could be done, or, better, what should be done? (92)


Obviously, a first bastion in the defence of official standards, in the public dissemination of governmental information, are the very members of the press corps themselves, who, from time to time, do ask tough questions… although, perhaps more often than not, will be somewhat deflected rather than answered, etc. (93)


So, if you were a member of the American public how might you responsibly-respond to this subversion of this type of an official position in government? (94)


One might well email or meet your representatives federally, state-wise, and locally, and, to in speaking to such individuals complain that the role of the spokesperson should not be for the express purpose of propaganda alone, as if a mere puppet whose ‘strings have become twisted’, no more than a mouthpiece paid to duplicitously utter such unprofessionally disseminated ‘information’ that is found to bear little resemblance to what has been experienced in a highly publicized arena where today we can all act as if earnest surveyors of the political world should we wish to attend more closely to such matters given that what politicians do and do not do is now disseminated with such mind numbing clarity, albeit through the deliberated distortions to be expected from a partisan source in the midst of the great work being done by all those better-informed, less partisan, hardworking historians of the present, most of whom are often toiling for little or no actual commensurate compensation! (95)


As for the alarmed citizen at large? It is up to them to become better informed, protest and complain, use their voting powers wisely… for we should never forget ‘true power finally resides with the people themselves’. If more people metaphorically were ‘to look to the left than to the right’, or, ‘look to the right and not to the left’, then, that would be the ‘direction’ politicians would inevitably have to see and acknowledge… and that, as a prediction, this fate for all who do not do so is all too obvious... Who knows when the ‘dam will burst’, when ‘the jester can no longer juggle a succession of balls in the air’, deflect ‘one magic trick after another’, and when the ‘final curtain calls an end to each political act upon that public stage’… a stage all so public, all too public… when and when fretful politicians can no longer hide… and have to make a stand, perhaps be found deserving an ovation should they be deeply seen to have stood with the people… and not listened to duplicitous chatter of the noisy few..! (96)


…such is the incurable optimism of those decent folk who, through their ‘concern and care’, aspire to see and seek the ongoing authenticity and advancement of good governance for all citizens..! (97)

But, that granted, what has changed, what difference is there to hand… that might signal the advent of the Contemporary era? (98)


The Postmodern world has aptly criticized the preceding world of Modernity and, therein and thereby, carved out for itself both a temporary and temporal niche that it duly occupied. By what suitable process of critique can we now arrive, in turn, at a natural succession of the old and its inevitable replacement by what, I perceive, albeit with difficulty, to be the advent of the Contemporary? (99)


Here, let me confess to be somewhat speculative by reflecting that as the Postmodern endlessly talked about simulations,
 spectres, spectacles, and so on, let us turn this around to argue that now we are coming to see that all simulations are different and not the same, all spectres are not insubstantial ghosts but living and breathing embodiments of the new and novel, the innovative, and, where, all spectacles should no longer be treated as mere ‘spectacles’, but, where each and every spectacle is uniquely formed and driven, individually informed and yet riven, ever voicing an array of contradictions whilst seeking their own expected-unexpected resolution in a diversity of solutions… reflecting the variation and variety of the human spirit to endlessly shapeshift, masquerade under a succession of personae that authentically come to reflect the seemingly amorphous individuality of the mask as its own owner, each in communion with all other masks, both owned and not so owned, and, yet, no longer to be conventionally reduced to fixed expressions of an inanimate object since, whilst the revelation of each mask is to reveal that there is nothing beneath or behind, still, the only living-reality to hand is this endless, overlapping array of intentionally enacted ‘selves’, subjectivities sometimes working together, and, sometimes not so working together… finding, from time to time, through insightful spontaneity, a living-reality that cannot be reduced merely to its lived-experience, and, where through authenticity, a vacant complicity and an empty duplicity mutually deconstruct to fill a fulfillment of intent that so evidently and evidentially declares ‘the here and now’ (hic et nunc) to be both existentially and pragmatically ‘present’ in an emergent form that cannot be merely reduced to that which is just ‘here and now’… as we await the relatively radical revelation(s) of the Contemporary… when and where each and every simulation is no longer seen equal to each and every other simulation… and where the ‘authentication of this difference’ is to see things afresh, see things not seen before… to find ourselves at home in the ‘homelessness of the wayward self’, yet, never alone, neither before its own overlapping succession of selves nor before the successions of identities that mark out the eternal mystery of all others as they ever pass before us… and where the marching sound of each and every footstep reverberates and dances across the holistic halls, halloed spaces so resonant with moments of an enchanted time..!!
 (100)







    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 18.12.25.
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Eleventh Essay: The Re-Creation of the Fourth Estate?

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

To make an informed decision as to whom we might vote for, or not vote for, there is the need for the dissemination of the requisite information in order to cast your vote wisely. However, political advertising rarely sets out to inform, but, more often to just persuade you to vote for A, or not to vote for B and C, etc. Thence the imperative for the working presence of a so-called ‘Fourth Estate’.
 Now the prescient reader will immediately opine that as Traditional-Media is now no longer up to the task of suitably informing the public that, therefore, democratic governance will indirectly suffer likewise given that people will be less informed and less able to cast votes for those candidates that are far more inclined to place the interests of their electorates over their own self-interest. Sadly, Western democracies under the sway of populists have shown a surprising talent for commercializing their political standing to the general detriment of the democratic process. Why has the standing, and co-associated goodwill, of much of Traditional-Media been in such a steep decline? Since the advent of the Internet and the rise of Social-Media the revenue streams for Traditional-Media from advertisement has shrunk considerably. In line with shrining profits and shrinking subscriptions, management, naturally, has felt it necessary to drastically cut back on both the quantity and quality of staff being employed in this process involved in the dissemination of information. Sadly, this contraction has also accelerated a further decline in readership or audience. Then, to make matters worse, much of Traditional-Media has been bought up by a small number of very prominent business people who, in weighing the interests of their media versus the greater demands of their business empire, have definitely shown an overwhelming preference for the later. Witness, e.g., in the US, editorial independence in both the Los Angeles Times and The Washington Post was overruled by their proprietors given their reluctance to let the editors traditionally run an editorial backing their choice of Kamala Harris in the 2024 Presidential Elections (in all likelihood, with good reason, being fearful of Trump winning the Presidency). For many people that was the last straw. If a much shrunken Traditional-Media is failing to serve the necessary dissemination of good information in a healthy democracy and is being eclipsed by the Wild West of Social-Media is there some region of the latter that might compensate for this loss of good information that is now so easily being substituted by misinformation, disinformation, and mal-information along with patterns of outright distortion or obstruction. Thus, we must ask, ‘could Social-Media step up and supply these missing inputs in a democratic world’, or, ‘should we be looking somewhere else for a replacement of this institution, say, under the independently exercised resources of the state? Thence the primary raison d’être of this essay. (0)


First, let me discuss the problematic nature of information in the democratic economy and various potentially parallel economies that could possibly influence the performance of the overall democratic economy? Second, let me explore the role some sections of Social-Media appear to have taken up on the behalf of their communities along with the advent of the good work being done by historians of the present, et al, working under their auspices. Ending with the usual provisional conclusions, comments, and so on. (1)

1. The Problematic Natures of the Overall Democratic Economy?


The ‘overall democratic economy’ encompasses both ‘the role of democratically oriented voting and the democratic stye of governance that reflects a need for either new members to be voted in or for old members to be re-voted back. (2)


However, three complications come to mind in the running of this simple model comprising these twin aspects of ‘election and governance’, namely, the role a parallel economy of political dissemination needs to co-occur in order to have, ideally, well-informed votes; a recognition of an emotional or affective economy that parallels the apparent dissemination of political information, and, the qualification of the pre-understanding that the voters should not be treated as just rational parties in such transactions and might not always operate on an understanding of what might be in their best or better interests or the interests of that country itself, and so on? Let me explore these issues. (3)


To begin, let me bypassing the first set of concerns, let me quickly focus on an articulation of the emotional or affective economy, and how it significantly influences the formulation of either political campaigns for imminent elections or the articulation of either new policy formations and/or the effective deconstruction of prior policy work. (4)


An Affective Aspect is mediated through the auspices of the both Cognitive and its judgmental appreciation of the Trans-Cognitive. E.g., we could postulate affective ‘anxiety’ but not ‘fear’ given fear usually has an intentional objective, namely, ‘fear of x’. However, once the fearful object is thematized cognitively then it could well induce a fearful anxiety. In this vein let me articulate a complex economy of the affect given this ‘vertical’ trimodal intermediation of the Affective, Cognitive, and Trans-Cognitive Aspects. (5)


Why this concern for the affective contributions that could be made to the overall democratic economy? Because, e.g., political advertising is usually more successful when it harnesses the requisite emotions to intensify the cognitive intent of that political advertising. This is a neutral observation. Unfortunately, the induction of fear, or some other negative emotion, is usually a more successful motivational force in political campaigns and I well suspect it more general presence across the economic constitution of the political spectrum, be that the political, the political-economic, or the social organizational framework of the Overall Political-Economy (that is envisaged to form a theoretical basis, etc., for a more globally understood vision of the Political-Economy worldwide. (6)


As noted, all economies are tri-correlational. Within this framework, reintroducing the aspirational economy/contractual economy (within the compactual economy), etc., let me see to what extent I can articulate an affective economy whilst taking into account the need for its ‘vertical’ integration within the framework of the Affective-Cognitive-Trans-Cognitive (‘otherwise referred to as the ‘epistemological hierarchy’). (7)


On an affective level (within the Mood-Impressional Sub-Aspect of the Affective) let me propose a number of rules for this hypothetical construction of an integrated vertical affective economy. I will start with three rules of suspension dealing with uni-modal intro-mediation, bi-modal mediation, and tri-modal inter-mediation (where the latter observes the transformational-transition from a non-systematic sense and semblance of the existential to a more outward ranging systematic exemplification of the same. Then, dealing with the configuration of the philosophical/disciplinary economy and the secular/aspirational/contractual (the latter sub-economy being encompassed within the compactual/compactual-and-contractual economy, etc.), etc: (8)

A Provisional Collection of Economic Rules Influencing Affective Formations, etc.

1. The Rule of Intro-Mediation: A uni-modal suspension of any one archetypal economic correlative/moment/polar/moment produces, through the force of the de-suspension, its ordered secular opposite. Hence:

!1x! => 4x
!3x! => 6x
!5x! => 2x (9)

Where x = 0,1,2,3 (i.e., cognitive orders, trans-cognitive orders, inter-orders, and extra-orders respective). (10)

2. The Rule of Counter-Intro-Mediation (in the suspension of the 4th, 6th, and 2nd orders reverses the first rule): A uni-modal suspension of any one secular economic correlative/moment/polar/moment produces, through the force of the de-suspension, its ordered opposite. Hence:


!4x! => 1x

!6x! => 3x

!2x! => 5x (11)

3. The Rule of Archetypal Mediation: That the bi-modal suspension of two archetypal correlatives results in the re-formation of the remaining economic corelative. Hence:


!1x + 3x! => 5x

!3x + 5x! => 1x

!5x + 1x! => 3x (12)

4. The Rule of Secular Mediation: That the bi-modal suspension of secular correlatives re-produces the remaining secular correlative. Hence:


!2x + 4x! => 6x

!4x + 6x! => 2x

!6x + 2x! => 4x (13)

5. The Rule of Inter-Mediation: That a tri-modal suspension of all three archetypal or secular correlatives induces a transformational-transition from the non-systematic orientation to the systematic existential orientation. Hence:


!1x + 3x + 5x!/!2x +4x + 6x! => Relative non-systematic existential expression to a relative systematic existential expression. (14)

6. The (Eight) Rule(/s) for Dialectical Interpretation/s: That in reading both economic and ordered formats we can provisionally focus, non-absolutistically, on individual economic correlatives or ordered formations given the necessities of trimodal triangulation, but, not to any absolutistical degree unless analytically orchestrated through definitional equations, and where a more systematic reading of these complex processes can be done in either a linear manner, a circular manner, and/or as a simultaneous totality, albeit as also ever contextually situated in turn where all readings have a certain validity, but, where those contextually situated readings of comparatively greater e/valuational formation would be naturally preferred and should be preferred especially if those preferences reference both an existential and pragmatic outlook.
 (15)

7. The Rule of Bimodally Reduplicated Perspectival Mediation: That in a mediated reading of the same material we find, through reduplication, an elevation in epistemological aspect by one aspectival degree. So, e.g., affective material under such a suspension immediately finds a cognitive pattern of re(-)presentative treatment. Similarly, cognitive material under judgment immediately gives us trans-cognitive judgments that under retreatment then re-take on a cognitive translation. Cognitively translated judgments can then be subjected to re-judgmental appreciation, whilst the inter-mediation of all relevant materials collectively re(-)presents an existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential form of response, responsiveness, and responsibility. (16)

8. The Rule of Tri-Modally, Inter-Mediated, Super-Perspectival Retreatment: this rule notes that in a vertical, tri-modal, inter-mediated suspension there are produced patterns of retreatment on a philosophical-disciplinary/secular level/s of discourse and discursive practice that take on a systematic existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential complexion as suitably expressed through apposite forms of retreatment that oversee either the creation, preservation, and/or conservation (if not, on occasions, a super-conservation) of enriched expressions of e/valuational formation. (17)


Thus, we must assume, in the light of such rulings that intro-mediation (via Rule 1 and 2) and duplication re/produces material with the same epistemological status (in terms of aspect, ordered complexion, etc.); reduplicated mediations (via Rule 2 and 4) re/produces material with an elevated epistemological status by one degree; and, inter-mediation (via Rule 8) through the ensuing de-suspension retreats all materials back on to a cognitively ordered level of discourse and discursive practice (via the permitted definitive decision making of the first instance, etc.). (18)


Embedded in these ten rules (and the eight sub-rules for dialectical interpretation) we should find a consistent method(ology) for how we consistently and coherently treat identities, and their identification, through an open, dialectical lens (in an accordance with the rules of transformational retreatment). (19)

9. A Rule of Affective Re(-)Organization: that the hypothetical, relatively negative, neutral, and positive apportionments across, respectively, the three archetypal orientations of Object, Ego, and World will naturally be translated to higher epistemological terms of reference. (20)


Because, e.g., a ‘painful experience’ is read as an ‘experience of pain’ that is judged to be ‘painful’, along with all that that might entail, namely its cognitive translation and trans-cognitive judgment along with the possibility of its existential-pragmatic responsiveness, response, and co-associated responsibility, etc. (21)


Because affective experiences, in order to be intentionally comprehended, also need to be cognitively and trans-cognitively (or judgmentally) appreciated through a collective mix of (cognitive) perception, conception, and (trans-cognitive) judgment.
 (22)

10. The Vertical Rule of Affective Treatment, etc: that a ‘horizontal’ economics also needs to be read in a ‘vertical’ orientation just as, e.g., an affectively oriented experience could not be intentionally thought let alone judged in any single focus or doubling of those individual, triangulated terms of reference, and, that by simple extension the same also applies to both cognitively and trans-cognitively oriented formations. (23)


The Rule of Vertical Affective Treatment, etc., states, through implication, that we need to apply well-formed and well-informed cognitively re(-)presented ‘horizontal’ formations in a ‘vertical’ format given that affective motivation must be present, but, at the same time, cannot be read in pure affective terms of reference, etc. (as per rule 6), and that this same observational trend can be extended through arguments that also insist on ‘vertical’ patterns of integration. (24)


Now, let me apply these rules for affective formations, etc., in order to exemplify their relevant occurrences in politically oriented forms of relatively formal reports and relatively informal reportings. (25)


The observation was made that democratic governance is better appreciated through relevant patterns of economic complexification,
 such as, e.g., the paralleling of the economy of democratic governance, the economy of electioneering (through party-organized electioneering), the economy of political dissemination (without directly referencing electioneering), and the implication of an affective economy (be that either overtly and/or covertly explicated and disseminated in the three prior economies, etc.). (26)


Implied in the sixth rule of ‘dialectical appreciation’
 (and its eight sub-rules) any economy could be constituted in any format whatsoever, but, we would naturally prefer those formulations that proffer the greater (if not the greatest) orchestrated degree of identificational richness and enrichment, especially if those approaches should proffer both existentially and pragmatically oriented patterns of enhanced enrichment. Or, more simply, chose those economies that work and already appear to be present in their conventional formulations. So, with that in mind let me articulate these four noted economies in relevant trimodal terms of reference:

i.   Economy of democratic governance as one-part executive, legislature, and judiciary.

ii.  Economy of electioneering as candidates, party organizations, and voting.

iii. Economy of dissemination as messenger, message, and the audience messaged.

iv. Economy of affectively based motivation as positives, neutrals, and negatives. (27)


But, why stop with just four parallel economies? Dialectically, we could invoke any and all parallel categories in any heuristic device that was engineered to re(-)present the Political-Economy in part or in its apparent totality. So, e.g., a 3 x 3 matrix could oversee our entertaining either nine simultaneous parallel readings or sets of the same versus other set combinations within that same matrix. At the same time, we could also adopt and adapt certain perspectives, say, seeing politics as a ‘business’ or as the theoretical recognition of the ‘politically possible’, or the political ‘style’ of the executive (as democratically oriented, patrimonial, as fascistic or socialistic, etc.), and so on. (28)


Now, given the overlooked imputed centrality of emotion in motivation in what manner could its being taken into account proffer a rich interpretation of the intentions being expressed, say, in the political arena? (29)


Dissemination demands repetition in order to persist as something to be disseminated, and, its temporary preservation in order to be understood as that relative transformational isomorphic invariance at the core of that being disseminated. There is also the insight that dissemination is not dissemination until an economic correlative alignment can be found between the economic elements of that economy. I.e., only until this alignment is mutually discerned can the parties consistently believe and state that the communication in question, that actually communicated, as a communication has actually occurred. That, the same co-incidental simultaneity can also be argued for the representation treated as ‘re(-)presentation’. I.e., representation has only experientially occurred when such patterns of experiential alignment can be discerned as co-occurring. E.g., in textual terms an alignment is necessary between the meta-textual recognition of genre, textual identification of textual re(-)presentation of relational elements, etc., and, the non-textual simulations in harmony, through non-economic resolution, is experienced (through the mediational suspension of the former, etc., subjected to contextualized inter-mediation). Then, upon such a textual basis all manner of other heuristic devices, and their to-be-discerned alignments, both within and between, can be imported as long as the comparative emergence of a surplus of e/valuational formation gives an immediate ‘seal of approval’ for the adoption and adaptation of such productive approaches that could be seen to fall under three headings, namely, the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential with the latter being mutually divided between the relatively existential and the relatively pragmatic.
 (30)


As an argument, we could claim that, with suitable forms of motivation, the potential dissemination of information becomes both non-virtually enacted and received. Sadly, in the dissemination of political advertising it is a recognized fact that negative advertising can be far more successful that positive imagery, etc. E.g., ‘X is a fascist’, and you should not like fascists, therefore, ‘vote for candidate Y who is not a fascist’. Or, e.g., ‘A is a socialist, if not a communist, therefore, you should vote for B, who is neither a socialist nor a communist.’ The first advertised pitch, in the US context, could be generically viewed as a Democratically oriented type of slogan versus the Republican flavour of the second pitch. Although successful political advertising campaigns often involve a saturation of negative advertising, still, it is also necessary for some positive ideation to be also conveyed. Again, a short-circuiting takes place by, in this instance, through certain positive imagery as being co-associated with either the individual candidate in question and/or political party as a whole. E.g., the inevitable politician ‘holding a quiet baby’ inevitably being used to convey ideas like ‘this person is a good and honest family person’, ‘is empathetic’, ‘cares for the member of their electorate’, ‘cares about their country, and its future, etc. (31)


Or, for a politician to function in an executive role, in an executive economy, they need to impress upon those that are either receptively present and/or actively enactive the desired instructions to be clearly channelled through these overall chains of command, etc. That, with both the requisite clarity and the emotive intensity, reinforcing the former, such information is then able to be disseminated in a such a manner that such information is neither successfully distorted in part nor obstructed in whole. (32)


So, the argument that claims that disseminated information is necessarily conveyed, cognitively, through apposite, emotively discharged modes of pre-cognitive motivation, implies, through the two-way nature of interactive-interaction, that this same argument should also be able to be entertained in reverse, namely, that the significance of the pre-cognitive also needs to be articulated in and through cognitive means as well. Thence, the summarization of this insight in the form: successful dissemination implies a successful utilization of emotively constituted motivation. Furthermore: the successful dissemination of political propaganda implies the successful utilization of emotively constituted political motivation. Just as: 

Because affective experiences, in order to be intentionally comprehended, also need to be cognitively and trans-cognitively (or judgmentally) appreciated through a collective mix of (cognitive) perception, conception, and (trans-cognitive) judgment. [22] (33)


Let me make a distinction here between political ‘information’ and political ‘propaganda’. Through the sub-economy of political execution by the political executive that economically co-associated information which is disseminate should be relatively non-ideological in tenor, whereas, in contrast, political parties deal in political propaganda. Unfortunately, the twain that should never meet, unfortunately can do so, and can considerably overlap in the process.
 (34)


Ideally, the skilled politician, political operative, civil servant, etc., should know that difference, but, also discern the overlooked need for a well-constructed emotive forcefulness behind all forms of political dissemination. But, as to the rhetorical shaping of political communications through such an emotive lens, let me leave that type of task to those skilful professionals charged with such a mission. Noting at this juncture, the important role of emotively directed dissemination on all forms of dissemination be they characterized as either political or non-political modes in orientation. (35)


Let me now say something different using similar arguments, and, say some similar by using different argument… (36)


Our comprehension of the affective is cognitively translated and need not be directly experience. Hence a difference between ‘my painful experience’ and ‘your painful experience’. (37)


In some sense, either non-subliminal, subliminal, and/or liminal, we find patterns of treatment that re(-)produce an elevation in epistemological status, and, that through transformational retreatment all experience is given a cognitive form of retreatment (where all these levels and layers of experience are re(-)presented in intentional terms of reference with either a philosophical or disciplined complexion and/or a secular complexion, although, more correctly, such differentiations are relatively superficial given the necessary relative integrity of the functioning psyche). (38)


This is the reason why philosophers, e.g., have endless material to work on, but, sadly, through an epistemological short-sightedness, usually confuse these various elements and facets in their narration of interminable controversies. Now, I say this ever so kindly, should ‘step back’ (from such ideological over-commitments and under-commitments) and practice, thorough the application of suitable suspensions, then all such illusions, delusions, and endless confusions, could be very quickly dissipated in and through those ensuing forms of insightfulness that would more directly address those issues to hand… and through such ‘work’, by such means of remediation, i.e., the parallel performance of both deconstruction and reconstruction, etc., discern patterns of redress given the metaphorical ‘distance’ between the question and the answer is invariably only a ‘wafer thin’, something merely ‘waiting’ to be recognized, and so on. (39)


Put, another way, in the context of political dissemination, emotive content induces affectively oriented responses that through reiteration can either divert and/or reinforce patterns of political motivation, say, in voting (patterns), in our discussing political topics with others, in feeling motivated to politically protest or not to protest, and so on. (40)


In other words, it might be thought necessary to exactly specify our affective content when, in lived-reality of our lived-experiences an effective summary of our affective content is cognitively translated for us by merely thinking about the same, and so on. That the same occurs where merely exposed, say, to political forms of dissemination predicated on cognitively presented, emotively induced forms of potential motivation. However, our responding to the same can also be short-circuited through the application of the requisite degree of an overall suspension, considerably enhanced through the required degree of inter-mediation able to counter-induce an apposite degree of responsible-responsiveness. (41)


Thus, in the light of the above, we can recognize the important role the affective plays in motivating motivation, where the cognitive channels it through conceptualized directedness, and where the trans-cognitive, preferably through a thorough degree of inter-mediation, is able to unleash the apposite form of a responsible-response through the re-directed, definitive decision of the first instance, etc. (42)

2. Could Social-Media Effectively Take Over the Roles of Traditional-Media?


All technologies are ever a two-edged sword. (43)


Traditional technologies could be blamed for the past election of populists, et al, who sought only one or more of the following, namely, power, prestige, money, revenge, unlimited possessions, and so on, instead of professionally pursuing a form of democratic governance that oversaw the ‘progressive enrichment’ of their electorate/s. Obviously, such media were not critical, or radical enough, to expose the evident predilections of such defective leaders should we have looked more closely, and, where, through affectively motivated forms of political dissemination, a voting audience were ensnared to vote for such awaiting utocrats, fascists, dictators, et al, if such fraudulent leadership were to be obtained through the ballot box. Obviously, with the advent of AI-influenced technologies, the political situation has not altered (although some might think we are about to take a turn for the worse). Therefore, for me to answer this question, ‘could Social-Media effectively take over the roles of Traditional-Media as one important avenue for overseeing the advancement of democratic governance?’ as much as I would like to pronounce an affirmative ‘yes!’ my reply must be, instead, a highly qualified, but “cautious, ‘yes!’ or ‘maybe’.” Let me explain. (44)


In view of the observation, as a maxim, ‘by what we fall, by that we can also rise’ let us assume that through the apposite exercising of both individual and collective choices it is possible for communities, organizations, institutions, and nations to pursue the general advancement of democratic governance through the intelligent and expeditious uptake of whatever technologies are able to be utilized for the such political ends. Why this cautious expression of a qualified optimism in this regard? (45)


As a general rule we could argue that through exposure, say, to diseases, ideologies, new technologies, etc., that over the long run societies learn how to respond, be resilient, and be responsible in the face of such potentially difficult transformational-transitions. Traditional-Media has had to run such a gauntlet, but, in the advent of this Contemporary era, it has had to both compete with Social-Media whilst being simultaneously deconstructed by various forces arising from a loss of market share, a loss of readership, a loss of revenues, a loss of influence, and, in many instances, from proprietors more concerned with their overall business empires rather than the independent re-growing of such enterprises. Of course, the situation between Traditional-Media and Social-Media is one where the former have had to take on many of the genres of behaviour innovatively created by the latter in order to compete, but, it would seem, more often than not, without seeing a return of those previous quanta of revenue, etc., that once flowed into the coffers of the former. (46)


But, why be optimistic that responsible sectors in Social-Media could collectively replace Traditional-Media in this potential role of ‘the oversight of the Fourth Estate’? (47)


Arguably, Traditional-Media have demonstrated that they are less capable of taking this job description seriously given the widespread loss of editorial independence, the much-reduced levels of investigative journalism, the overlooking and refusal to call out unacceptable political behaviours that once would have seen expected resignations, and so on. Into the breach, some responsible sectors of Social-Media have stepped up to the fray. By ‘responsible sectors’ I mean ‘those podcasters, and their organizations, that have seriously collated what amounts to current ‘histories of the present’, expertly commenting upon the same, taking on their duties with an obvious air of authenticity that sees them progressively seeking to reinforce their reliability of their reputations, and by such measures, grow the number of their members who have subscribed to their podcasts, substacks, or similar.
 (48)

In a stark contrast to these islands of reputable information and advice, comment and commentary, we find uninspired observations, content with misleading click-bait titles, AI-generated content of dubious value, propaganda, and outright instances of misinformation, disinformation, and mal-information. Very recently I have witnessed the harnessing of AI content with both AI voice and visual manipulation of imagery. Worse, many of these AI-oriented sites parasitically ride on the back of more reputable podcasters by presenting AI generated imagery, voices, tags, and content that appear to simulate those more reputable instances. In effect, we are being presented by a hermeneutical nightmare. How do we tell them apart?! (49)


The ultimate test is in knowing which sites are reputable, have an honest and insightful reputation, since it appears the actual tag of reputable sites cannot be exactly copied (much like email addresses). But, then, we need to first know, or acquire, a list of the reputable members of this more reputable class of sites. But, without such a ‘gold standard’ to work from how might the viewer proceed in order to navigate this ever-enlarging ocean of informational temptation? (50)


For some period of time, it has been possible to witness to unadulterated propaganda, say, on YouTube videos. In searching for information, e.g., on the Russo-Ukrainian War, we could easily find sites presenting unremitting propaganda on both sides, be that directly (e.g., through Ukrainian citizens) or through proxies (e.g., Indian sites that appear to support the Russians). One suspected, all too often, AI generated content, a lack of coherent argumentation, endless repetition, imagery not concordant with audible content, and, an ethos that seemingly inspires an incredible degree of inescapable boredom. Amid the glowing accounts of their side winning this terrible war everything basically struck an unreal note reinforced by the reworded repetitions and a general lack of informative content. Practically, a form of intellectual torment and torture. Honestly, why would you want to listen to such repetitious content? (51)


Unfortunately, a new breed of podcast invokes a total AI process of generation, i.e., a complete AI generation of visual content, audible content, textual content, etc. In the process, as noted, they all too often simulate some well-known reputable podcaster, use a tag that is suggestive of content was coming from that person being so fraudulently represented visually, voice-wise, content-wise, and, then, in the simulated voice of this person run a spiel that may or may not be in concordance with the sympathies of that simulated representation of that person. The worries here are numerous. Read the attached comments and you find many people taking the presentation at face value, then subscribing, and making comments in agreement with the tenor of the podcast. However, scroll further down those comments and you will find, hopefully, brief declarations that “that production was ‘AI generated’,” with the explication or implication ‘why waste your time watching it?’ (52)


Obviously, things are already on a level of sophistication that most viewers seem to be taken in by such productions. So, what should we worry about, and, hermeneutically, how are we to sort, metaphorically, these inauthentic goats from the authentic sheep? (53)


On of my worries is that even if we were to agree with the comments and sentiments made by these AI generated sites, still, do we really know what motivates their production? Is it possible that once they have built up a sizable membership that their overall message will, increment by increment, end up taking an opposite tack… and taking their membership along with them? (54)


Another problem is that AI generated speech is so easy to appropriate that in the sheer reading of a substantial text people will automatically gravitate to an AI form of voice production with the attending audience then quite possibly suspecting that the whole production to be of a fraudulent nature. Or, at the very least, to be an AI production, albeit with good intentions. (55)

Of course, another problematic vista would be a world of podcasts so overrun by AI generated productions that this genre of behaviour will be avoided like the veritable plague? In effect, indiscriminately discarding the good along with the bad. (56)

So, as good hermeneuts, ‘how might we discern and discard the chaff and not the wheat?’ so to speak. (57)

Here are some rules that might assist such positive discrimination. (58)

Remember those tags that have reputable content-formation and seek to subscribe only to that more reputable class of podcast. (59)

In reviewing a new podcast site, or returning to a not recently visited podcast site, initially entertain a marked degree of skepticism. In effect, treat it as potentially fraudulent before clicking on any form of subscription or approval, etc. (60)

Be wary of staged backdrops that do not seem to be in sympathy with the personage narrating the podcast. (61)

Note any unnecessary or over-exuberant repetition of observations, arguments, historical events, etc. Should your reception induce a certain strain of boredom then question the presented authenticity of that site. (62)


Currently, AI generated content lacks rhetorical subtleties, personalized anecdotes, pregnant pauses, and the like. (63)


If the image of the person, against their backdrop, does not seem to move, then be duly suspicious. Or, if their hand movements appear to be highly repetitious, treat that podcast as totally AI generated unless we find evidence to the contrary. (64)


Read the comments, although be aware that malevolent parties could also be poisoning the well by stating that the video in question is AI generated nonsense when the converse could well be true. (65)


Furthermore, consult the membership tally if present as these sites are very new and, to date, would have very low memberships, say, in the low thousands. (66)


Then, on a more integrated level of appreciation scrutinize your subjective reactions to that specific podcast in order to discern what rising doubts or subsiding non-doubts you might or might not have re the same. (67)


Google or search on the Internet for information re the specific claims of that podcast. If such dramatic claims are being made then other podcast will announce the same news before too long, and the Internet will surely do likewise. In the absent of any confirmation of such claims you have very good grounds to provisionally discredit that spurious podcast. Then, in the continuing absence of such claims elsewhere it would be opportune to completely ignore the content of that spurious podcast. In such a response we have to undo, deconstruct, destroy, ignore the existential and traditional weight of a text to purport to better represent our lived-reality… when, all too often, it so clearly does not fulfil that expressed mission in any shape or form. (68)


That despite such reservations and qualifications, such cautions and recommendations, am I still optimistic that Social-Media could responsibly fill this requisite role for a Fourth Estate. Let me explain, as the provisional conclusion of this essay, etc., why I seriously hold this opinion. (69)

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


Let me here draw the various threads of this essay together... (70)

Now, my concept of ‘appreciation’ notes the necessity for ‘higher terms of reference’, and, that ‘those higher term are to be approached through suitable forms of suspension (ideally recognizing a mix of intro-mediation, mediation, and inter-mediation, etc.)’.
 (71)


In the light of this concept of ‘appreciation’ we can say the intensity of motivation is charged emotively, but, that such e-motivation is evident through intentionally entraced forms of emotive language of an affective orientation. In other words, through a suspension of affective inputs/outputs (in the Affective Aspect) we will find the same cognitively entraced in intentional terms. Similarly, cognitive/intentional expressions find forms of trans-cognitive/trans-intentional judgment, that, then through retreatment are returned to cognitive/intentional level of experience as the delivery of delivered judgments. Then, in the re-judgmental appreciation of such delivered judgments we can then find room for the formation (through reduplication) of meta-philosophical/meta-disciplinary/metaphysical forms of expression, albeit as reconstituted in non-representative/re(-)presentative terms of reference (and with no allegiance whatsoever to defective forms of traditional metaphysical forms of representation). Then, subjecting such re-appreciated judgments to extrafication (i.e., reduplication of the inter-ordered), through inter-mediation, we then enter more directly into a relatively more systematic sense of the existentially-pragmatic/the pragmatically-existential. Of course, always at the end of the metaphorical ‘day’, we are simultaneously returned, through ongoing transformational retreatment, to where we began with whatever was first brought to hand, along with whatever emotive motivation was then brought to mind, etc. Now, I expressly state this epistemological tour in order to make a number of points apposite to the course of the ensuing argument/s. (72)


It is my contention that motivation is e-motively charged, and, that the signs of this intensification of our discourses will be found in the entracing of emotional language, and, that this is no different in the world of political discourses. Furthermore, this motivational charging of the text is given its directedness in intentional terms of reference, and, any alterations in the same through trans-intentional forms of re-directedness. Where, judgment is either reinforcing of the judgments already arrived at or is instrumental in a relatively radical sense of re-directedness. Now, given that political discourses are often of a nature to motivate forms of change, e.g., as a call to vote for Candidate A and don’t vote for Candidate B, or, to vote for Party X and not Party Y, etc., then either subtle or non-subtle use of emotive language will be required either to reinforce such allegiances already in place or to inspire a shift in allegiance, and so on. Thus, it is my belief, that the serious commentator needs to note this use of emotive language in any relevant form of political discourse in conjunction with an appreciation of the cognitive nature of that narrative being expressed through its intentional dissemination. That, to properly ‘appreciate’ the intentional content of such disquisitions we would also then need to note ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered overlays imprinted on the totality of the received text. Now, admittedly, this is a very complex form of narrational exploration, but, despite such intricacies of this type of textual scrutiny, let me exemplify what is being requested of the person who is going to attempt to ‘appreciate’ the gestation, dissemination, and reception of such political texts. (73)


There is the suggestion here that we can apply an ‘affective – cognitive-trans-cognitively ordered – inter-ordered – extra-ordered’ grid to a certain text, be that text either political or non-political in orientation, and either look for what is most relevant to the character of our explorations and/or look more closely at the overall gestation of that same text through this fourfold grid in order to better understand what is coherent or incoherent about that text, etc; to what extent it is factually based or non-factually based in lived-experience; is acted upon non-existentially (as decisive decisions of the last instance) and to what extent its existential-pragmatic potentials (of the decisive decisions of the next moment) are fully established successfully in existential-pragmatic terms of reference (as definitive decisions of the first instance). Noting, of course, that through retreatment all these aspects and levels of significance will be imprinted upon that textual deposition in cognitive-intentional terms of reference using the conventions of a natural language to a considerable extent, but, where through the specialized use of certain technical languages, some of these facets can be separately articulated as commentaries on that same text in question. With such qualifications to hand, let me exemplify this type of critical-radical approach. ‘Radical’ in the sense ‘that, on occasions, received textual meanings will be turned on their head whenever the explicated-implications of such critical research will be seen to present with relatively radical ramifications’. Where, by ‘relatively-radical ramifications’ is meant an ‘ensuing turning around of sense and semblance (and their economic conjunction as sense-and-semblance) in the formation of a re-directed reading potentially reinforced through relevantly iterative processes of re(-)reading’. Noting that the critical appropriation of the relatively-radical (and not the impossible appropriation of the radically-radical) is incrementally expressed non-economically, and, can be viewed as finding a course of appropriation through a hyper-economic process within the ‘vertical’ economy of the relatively super-economic… The implication, here, that deserves to be understood, is that the economic per se could never instigate non-economic pattern of non-virtual implementation on account of its virtual terms of reference. Hence the necessary imposition of this ‘vertical’ economy in order to account for the economic, non-economic irruption through economic resolution, and the incremental re-appropriation of the same within this calling for a ‘vertical economy’ of the super-economic, and all that that entails (when read through this fourfold scheme of the affective, etc.). (74)


As a simple demonstration of this complex approach just outlined let me quickly ‘translate’ and ‘appreciate’ certain spurious claims made by the recent administration under Trump’s second presidency that insists that all boats being bombed in the Caribbean are drug-trafficking the dangerous drug fentanyl to the US, and that, by taking out these ‘drug runners’, these so-called ‘narco-terrorists’, ‘many thousands of American lives will be saved accordingly’.
 In order to support such ludicrous claims no evidence has been presented, and, where certain patterns of obstruction are also in evidence when full video accounts of certain bombing runs and possible double tapping events were not recently handed over to the Congress when initially asked and whose requests should be neither distorted nor obstructed. Using this fourfold scheme let me proffer a few salient points, in the form of a series of comments, in order to exemplify the use of this scheme:

Affective Translations:

1. The use of the expression ‘narco-terrorists’ deliberately invokes negative connotations.

Comment: The US military forces are not bombing ordinary ‘sailors, crew, or passengers’ on fishing boats, but, extra-ordinary ‘narco-terrrorists’. However, regardless of such ascriptions, such ‘persons’ should not be murdered!

Cognitive/Ordered Translations:
2. It is a sixth ordered cognitive/trans-cognitive, ontically treated true fact that these occurrences have actually occurred. 

Comment: This is not denied by the Trump administration.

3. But, evidence as to whether these hapless victims are ‘drug-running’ has not been presented, therefore, our treatment should assign a fifth cognitive/trans-cognitive order of possibility only. 

Comment: On an increasing potential scale of ‘possible, potentialized, probable, potent, and (ontically) proven’, given the lack of evidence being presented we might be inclined to even downplay a ‘probable reading’ and treat that interpretation as only ‘possible’.

4. Such behaviours appear reprehensible, and would not be acceptable from a third trans-cognitive ordered perspective of the deontological.

Comment: People on the high seas, or elsewhere, should not be bombed (especially given that that type of response is not commensurate with the characteristic nature of those situations given the non-military nature of those craft subjected to such aerial bombardment.

Inter-Ordered Translations:

5. From a historical reading (practically, as recent ‘history of the present’) what relevant information can be supplied to produce a more informed phenomenological reading of these reported ‘occurrences’ as already described in particular terms of reference (i.e., as the bombing of these people on small boats in the Caribbean and Pacific, more often than not miles from either the coast of the US or US territories, etc., who are accused of drug running).

Comment: Small boats, sometimes with numerous people on board; often without evidence of cargo that could be ascribed as drugs; miles from the coastline of US territories; that if drugs were present, it would most likely be cocaine heading for Europe or Asia but not the US (since fentanyl is more likely to be produced in Mexico from Chinese precursor chemicals); in waters that have an elevated presence of the US navy, etc., which should be more than capable of apprehending such actors and, then, evidentially demonstrating any contraband found on board, etc.

Extra-Ordered Translations:

6. From an existential-pragmatical perspective a number of apposite points can and should be deontologically raised with both legal and moral implications.

Comment: Only Congress has the right to declare war on a country, say, Venezuela. In emergencies, the President could do so. But, to date, no declaration of war has been declared by either party. Bombing people in boats on the high seas not engaged in any act of warfare, in a military context, is a war crime, and, that, in addition, double tapping, i.e., returning to kill survivors, itself, is also a war crime. Otherwise, if the situations in question were not to be treated as occurring in a military context, then those same actions, leading to the death or injury of those persons on those boats, falls under the heading of ‘murder’ or ‘attempted murder’. Either way, we are being presented with behaviours that are clearly both immoral and reprehensible!

Meta-Comment: Such patently reprehensible behaviours do not leave the nation of America in good stead. The ramifications of such immoral behaviours will reverberate across time and leave the US with less standing in the world, unless, I believe, suitable forms of retrospective accountability, mitigation, restitution, compensation, etc., are effectively conducted at some future point in time. 

Overall Assessment: Such flagrant, unlawful actions, seemingly attest to a relatively lawless administration. The commission of such behaviours has little existential-pragmatical competence to recommend itself (from an inter-ordered perspective). I would argue that all arguments presented to date in defense of the seemingly indefensible are substantially invalid. Thence, existentially and pragmatically, in respect to such horrific occurrences, we must affirm the ‘incompetent’ manner of their ‘execution’.
 (74)


Now, let me return to the primary thesis of this essay, namely, the possibility that select, reputable and responsible facets of Social-Media will rightly inherit this mantle of the Fourth Estate (be that realized either advertently and/or inadvertently). (75)


Briefly, what would be the pre-conditions, conditions, and post-conditions for the successful exercise of such a service, namely, the relevant non-existential and existential supervision of democratic governance, hitherto, as once solely performed by Traditional-Media? (76)


In the American context, there have been historical periods when a public readership have well-supported the advent of those forms of journalism that demonstrated a professional focusing on a truthful informing of the public about current affairs including insightful commentaries, say, on what politicians were both officially doing and unofficially should not have been doing. In this regard, as pre-conditions, we have this public appetite for such professionally conducted formal reportings and informal reportings, and, the relatively competent dissemination of such information by those sectors of Traditional-Media that took up that niche for such ‘honest reporting’. Indeed, until recently, that had been a general publicly held expectation. (77)


Unfortunately, Traditional-Media have not always been able to disentangle themselves from the ‘seductions of power’
 following on in the wake of both corporate and political entanglements, be that either through co-option and/or coercion. Indeed, today, very little demonstrable independence is left on the part of the major news establishment in the US.
 (78)


As a post-conditional consequence of this diminished independence of the free press, etc., is a further erosion of their business standing and a progressive, subsequent loss of goodwill, etc., that, inevitably, translates into an additional diminishment of their financial worth (as represented, say, on the stock market, or, in an estimated financial value of that company).
 (79)


With the evident retreat of an independent press, etc., can we foresee an emergent replacement in the form of Social-Media? (80)


As an important pre-conditions, we find most people today possessing smart phones, and, therefore, able to access Social-Media should they wish to avail themselves of that option. (81)


Moreover, we do find in this realm of Social-Media certain podcasters and podcasting organizations clearly dedicated to presenting a professional reporting of the news, albeit from a certain political perspective. From my point of view, the political perspective, itself, is not problematic, only what is actually being done or not done within the confinement of its contours. I would argue that a lack of perspective is just not possible, however, through the required addition of suitable forms of suspension of both ideological over-commitment and under-commitments, a working sense of perspective can be thematized that better represents, through re(-)presentation, a fair assessment of the political landscape. No commentary can be just opinion since the reciting of relatively acceptable intersubjective public facts already grounds that formal report or informal reporting in the lived-reality of our lived-experiences in so far as the world we inhabit has been rendered inhabitable by such cultural-intercultural means. Then, I would argue, from processes of either an advertent and/or inadvertent triangulation of perspectives, in and through the economies in question, we arrive at a pretty fair comprehension of the world we live in and within which we continually navigate, negotiate and arbitrate with(-)others, etc. Upon such a landscape born from such forms of relational overlapping we need to only question more relatively superficial readings rather than those less superficial readings that currently remain without this hermeneutical need for re-reading, etc. Thus, by such means, we can currently appropriate the information imparted by Social-Media and, hopefully, learn to ascertain what is seemingly valid from that which is apparently not so valid, be it a product of misinterpretation, or from sources that are to be understood as misinformative, dis-informative, and/or mal-informative; seek to either distort or obstruct our ongoing reading of such re(-)presented events, and so on and so forth. (82)


Who would have believed that, in the realm of Social-Media, there is a valuable market for responsible journalism not compromised by the potential corruption of either commercial or political influences…
 Witness, e.g., the podcaster Midas Touch currently having attained nearly six million subscribers. In comparison, the number of subscribers, say, to The Washington Post, is left far behind. Then, furthermore, appreciate the fact that besides the costs of production, and other co-associated costs, and without the need to actually produce some physical form of ‘copy’, say, in the form of either newsprint or the relaying of programs through television networks, Social-Media must be considered to be a more efficient form of dissemination. (83)

However, the question still remains, can Social-Media take up this traditional mantle of the so-called ‘Fourth Estate’ and call all politicians to account should such necessary media exposure be called for in the creation, preservation, and conservation of an effective realm of scrutiny that would then continually contribute to this subsequent advancement of democratic governance? (84)


On the assumption that there is this metaphorical ‘hunger’ for both informative reporting and commentary, and, that reputable forms of Social-Media both claim to be respecting and apparently upholding this type of ambition, then, we must surmise that the emerging presence of such a force would and should be able to hold politician to account when and where this form of scrutiny is being called for. In the light of this claim, just what factors might support such a contention and just what obstacle might be present to impede the dedicated practice and dissemination of such respectable and responsibly delivered form of motivation? (85)


As an observation, we can say that in democratically oriented domains of governance state censorship is relatively absent or ineffective. Therefore, even if it were perceived to be dangerous to disseminate information from within a certain country such information could still be disseminated from outside that same country. (86)


I would also argue that in the collating of items for the reporting of news, and as the basis for commentary, such providers of this service are effectively doing the work of ‘historians of the present’, a form of practice that can now be exercised far more efficiently thanks to the advent of the Internet, Social-Media, and so on. From the online publishing of official documents by governmental agencies to the publishing of comments, photographs, videos, audio recordings, etc., on a number of platforms, the range of information from which such ‘historians’ can draw from is something that barely could have been even contemplated a few decades ago. Add to such ingredient both a market for such responsible reporting and those podcasters, etc., that can and have successfully fulfilled such a demand, then we already have here a recipe for the re-emergence of a virtual, veritable, and virtuous world of dissemination that either advertently and/or inadvertently, wittingly and/or unwittingly, has stepped into this role of the Fourth Estate… and through whose auspices we must hope that governments, on all levels, along with corporate governance, can be called to account when such information can be disseminated for this market that desires to be well-informed… (87)


Being optimistic is one thing, but, how might we also qualify such aspirations by exploring in what way this reputable sector of Social-Media could be handicapped and challenged by circumstances somewhat beyond its control, and so on? (88)


Short of the absence of the Internet itself and/or widespread censorship of the same what factors might impede the responsible role being exercised by this more reputable sector of Social-Media? As indicated earlier, the adulteration of media by AI generated content, be that either so-called ‘AI slop’ or precisely organized forms of malevolently designed AI disinformation, etc., there is the possibility of a public becoming completely skeptical about all forms of dissemination, a public as if destined to both believe everything and nothing at the same time. However, as outlined, ‘salvation is to hand’ in the form of those reputable islands in the midst of Social-Media known to have a persistent, persisting sense of responsibility and a demonstrable rate of subscription indicative of a market that rewards such professionalism. By all means be skeptical, but, recognize that as all sites are different that some sites, in line with our interests, will more positively repay that same interest. That, in line with this expression of a general optimism, certain observations can be made to reinforce this form of informative discrimination. Let me recount some of those features that should assist us in exercising this degree of discernment. (89)


Taking a ‘leaf’ from our historical awareness of the current decline in the independence of Traditional-Media we should be aware of the potential for the corrupting influence and confluence of either corporate and/or political power. Should a well-known, reputable organization for podcasting become a serious commercial brand, be that either as a private entity or publicly listed on a stock exchange, then we need to be aware that over time that ‘company’ could become beholden to either commercial and/or political influences. To some extent everyone needs to have the means to survive in this world and that this also applies to organizations employing groups of individuals. Besides the direct payment of subscriptions, numerous individual podcasters and podcasting organizations utilize various forms of advertising. If such revenue streams do not seem to distort or obstruct the programming of such sites then we have good reason for maintaining both our confidence and respect for the continuing quality of their programming. Basically, if high standards are maintained, then one would expect, e.g., the level of subscription to generally rise and not fall. That, given the dedication of those podcasters and their evident professionalism, one must be grateful for the services they supply in both an advertent and inadvertent strengthening and enriching of the social fabric of our resident democracies. (90)


On the other hand, in a contrast that should eventually become self-evident, those podcasting sites that do not display such an earnest level of professionalism, and resort to any form of a non-professional approach to their podcasting vocation, then the quality of their productions, or, rather, the relatively diminished quality of their productions, will inevitably induce a certain degree of disinterest, boredom, dissatisfaction, unease, disquiet, and an eventual reluctance to maintain any degree of loyalty to such sites with that degree of a recognizable inauthenticity. (91)

In effect, we should find the world of lived-experience rewarding both our skepticism and our optimism to the extent that those sites that diminish our interest will ‘fall by the wayside’ and those sites that continually augment and enhance our interest will find our faithful return to these more ‘hospitable inns to be found along the way..!!’ (92)
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Twelfth Essay: 
On the Optimism that an Inauthentic Political Voice Will Eventually Fail?

0. Pre-Introduction, Introduction, and Post-Introduction

In returning to the theme of a reasonable optimism, i.e., a hopeful attitude that is neither too optimistic nor too pessimistic, and continually tempered by suitably enacted suspensions, I would argue that when lived-experience is in an ongoing alignment with lived-reality, and v.v., then, on the grounds of probability, both individuals and groups of interrelated individuals stand a better chance of seeing their arbitrated projects and programs find a more successful degree of realization. Or, put more simply, when we are true to the holistic nature of our relationships, we stand a better chance of realizing the apparent trajectories of those same relationships. Or, again, in the baking of a certain cake, by following the correct recipe with the correct ingredients, we should reasonably expect to see that same type of cake being successfully brought to fruition. Thus, e.g., in the optimistic pursuit of good democratic governance, there is necessitated this lived-alignment with lived-reality, and v.v., etc., and for ourselves to act in such a manner that oversees the lining up of such pre-conditions in order to achieve this type of intentional objective. Therefore, to find either our advertent and/or inadvertent realization of our objectives it behooves us to be mindful of what we should be true to in order to both augment and enhance the positive ramifications of such closer forms of alignment. That, in this regard, given these necessary features of alignment, along with the requisite awareness as to how we can amplify such an arrangement, it stands to reason that by promoting such a feature that we would both better insure and ensure the successfulness of our interactions in this world-of-life by being more mindful of such pre-conditions. That, to this end, we need to stand in an alignment with all relevant economies in order to better facilitate the mutual arbitration of those aspirations. Thence, in this regard, we stand in need of a comprehensive theory of truth along with a theory of political volition that is also grounded on an understanding of the ethical, or moral, given that it would appear (heuristically) that the political arises through the reduplication of the deontological, etc., and, that, furthermore, in an alignment with the existentially-pragmatical, as the pragmatically-existential, through the reduplication of the political, this spirit of the optimistic can be more successfully expressed over the coursing of our personal-interpersonal trajectories. That, by such means, namely, through the confluence of our alignment with a truthful-understanding of our situatedness, in an alignment between the political and the ethical, and in an ongoing alignment with both the existential and the pragmatical, this expression of the optimistic can be dully amplified, and, through such overall alignment may we find the wisdom to retrospectively appreciate the decisive decisions of the last instance, prospectively observe the decisive decisions of the next instance, and, in an engagement with the very ‘here and now’ (hic et nunc) enact those decisive decisions of the first instance that both critically and radically instigate a progressive enrichment of our relationships… in whose shadow, hopefully, may we also find the requisite advancement of democratic governance. Along the way exploring numerous concepts like, e.g., alignment, intervention, commitment, resistance, the nature of the ethical-political-existential mapping of the overall life-world, and so on. (0)

That to this end, as an Introduction, let me proffer an overall alignment between a comprehensive theory of truth, an in-depth appreciation of both the ethical and political, along with an understanding of the conjunction of both the existential and the pragmatical in the non-relinquishment of this pursuit for good democratic governance also incidentally engineered by such means. Along the way dealing with a theory of re(-)presentation (rather than recycling a defective, traditional misunderstanding of this phenomenon), interventions, commitment, resistance, and so forth…  ending with the usual provisional conclusions, and so on… (1)


Now, in noting this Post-Introduction, let me map out a number of my intentions in order to signal what I am trying to achieve in this essay where many themes will find themselves being interwoven through the text of this concluding’ essay. Ostensively, I am returning to the theme of optimism in order to articulate how we might better ensure the success of desired outcomes in line with the overall aspiration of the advancement of democratic governance as the political basis for overseeing the arbitrated engineering of a better life for all its citizens. To this achieve this end, along the way, I will need to explore my economic concept of representation, namely, ‘re(-)presentation’ (i.e., the ongoing ‘horizontal’ economic re-iteration of hermeneutical representation, phenomenal-phenomenological presentation, and non-systematic existential re-presentation, and, ‘vertical’ inter-ordered hyper-economic, ordered economic, and extra-ordered non-economic processes all subject to transformational retreatment, etc.
). On the basis of the textual alignments articulated and appreciated, therein, we either informally and/or informally define and redefine an overall theory of truth determination (conformalization), ideally, through the productive, economic comparison of apposite conjectures. Then, in heading in a political direction I note how politics, from an ordered-inter-ordered-extra-ordered perspective, on the basis of that heuristic, emerges none other than through the reduplication of the ethical, as centered in the deontological, etc., and, the existential (pragmatic) domains are none other than the reduplication of the political, etc. I.e., as either a reduplication in a narrow sense of the political-economy consisting of the political sphere and its two inter-ordered adjuncts of the psycho-sociological and the economically enact or in an overall sense of the entirety of the inter-ordered, domain, etc., and where through reduplication the extra-ordered domain of the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential is thematized. As an explanation of this theoretical observation, we note that the economic cannot be self-enacted, and both politically and non-politically oriented volition cannot co-assume an existential and pragmatical orientation without this reduplication of the political, etc. Thence the configuration of the overall life-world, where the reduplication, etc., of the archetypal gives us the ordered, reduplication of the ordered gives us the inter-ordered, the reduplication of the inter-ordered gives us the extra-ordered, and through the de-suspensions of transformational retreatment the apparent apparition of this world-of-life forms through such intentional deposition as the relatively textual, etc. Thence this intimate heuristic interconnection between the ethical, political, existential-pragmatic along with an in-depth appreciation of intervention, commitment, resistance, and the fruition of our arbitrated projects and programs whose successful realization is optimistically promoted through apposite processes of alignment arrived at through re(-)alignment. (2)

1. Re(-)Presentative Alignments through Re(-)Alignments


In numerous essays I have (narrowly
) defined the ‘philosophical economy’ (also as a ‘disciplinary economy’ in contrast to the ‘secular economy’) as ‘one-part hermeneutical, one-part phenomenal-phenomenological, and one-part (non-systematic) existential’, and, on that basis, have noted three type of alignment that have a collective role to play in an overall sense of alignment to be discerned through re-alignment, namely, in and through an ongoing economy of reiterated ‘re-alignment’, i.e., re(-)alignment. Ideally, we work with what is to hand, and, then, practically, through ongoing re-iteration of alignment discern methods for error correction, etc. Hence, respectively, my critical approaches for rectification through mitigation, remediation, and re(-)normalization. Basically, processes of rectification that here utilize three different kinds of alignment. (3)


Under the heading of ‘mitigation’ I note a refinement of the relevant hermeneutical genres in play in order to better align them in the ensuing functions they would better follow. Moreover, such refinement, through a relative rewriting of those genres should only involve minor tweaks as to how those genres are to be re-employed. E.g., a person, for various reasons of either necessity or preference, might take a small fruit knife in order to cut up an apple into bite-sized chunks. Now, the most common genre of behaviour in the eating of an apple would be to merely bite into it, etc. However, for those reasons of either necessity or preference, an apple being cut up into bit-sized chunks is merely a refinement of this more usual way of eating an apple. In effect, ‘biting’ chunks of apple is replaced by the use of that fruit knife in ‘chopping’ chunks of that apple. Mitigation is not much more than that. I.e., a practical tweaking of an overall genre of behaviour through some form of modification of a sub-genre that essentially does not alter the overall nature of that behaviour. Ostensively, the usual motive is to improve on the pragmatical nature of its expedition. If a person has inadequate teeth to bite into an apple, then the use of a fruit knife is a simple way to get around that impediment. Furthermore, such mitigation is a method to better prepare pretreatment for a process of treatment in our mapping a process of transformational retreatment (and our articulation of what remains after such a process, namely, the relative transformational isomorphic invariance as expressed in and through that process of transformational retreatment). Basically, this form of alignment is realized through minor incremental attempts in ‘realignment’. (4)


In the next stage of treatment, I perceive the use of ‘remediation’, i.e., ‘the ongoing co-utilization of both deconstruction and reconstruction’. By ‘deconstruction’ is ‘meant a wide variety of analytical processes that also refine the integrity of that in question (of that under question/interrogation) as expressed through its ongoing reconstruction’. Where ‘reconstruction’ is evident if ‘the resulting textual construction/s is/are more integrated and less resistant to deconstructive-analysis/analyses’. Basically, alignment here is through ‘re-de-mis-alignment’ as a form of ‘error correction’, i.e., as a ‘form of undoing that which is found to be non-aligned or not so aligned, etc., and the realization, thereafter, of the ostensively more aligned’. (5)


The third process of re-alignment here is ‘ongoing re(-)alignment’ through what I term ‘re(-)normalization’, i.e., ‘(non-existential and existential) approximations that more closely approximate (both non-existentially and existentially) the lived-experience of that lived-reality, and v.v. In a philosophy of transformational retreatment this third stage is seen as being non-economically realized through de-suspensions and results in posttreatments of a pragmatical disposition (order-wise) and which, in turn, reconstruct pretreatment through processes of incremental realignment.
 (6)


But, this concept of ‘alignment’ needs to be more broadly approached given economic correlativity (and alignments therein and therebetween); economic complexification plus the application of more apposite forms of economic complexification; and more general, particular and specific forms of inter-ordered – inter-ordered. – extra-ordered forms of alignment, etc., along with processes of duplication and reduplication, and so on. (7)


The upshot of such a broad concept of ‘alignment’ is to invoke a representational philosophy arrived at through (the ongoing economy of) re(-)presentation in which induced representative simulations are emergently arrived at through textualized forms of alignment that equally cannot be reduced to such alignments per se, either individually or in aggregate. However, let me first start with alignments from an economically correlative perspective and from there proceed to the advancement of a more integrated version of this concept. (8)


All economies (in this obvious philosophical sense [as well all financial invocations]) involve the trimodal integration of correlations therein (and therebetween in complexification). Now, as all correlatives mutually co-define each other through their joint negations we could write this in the following nomenclature, i.e., nominating these three collectives as World (field) (W), Object (focus) (O), and Ego (frame/framing) (E):


Economy X = !W + O + E! =  -!O + E! + -!W + E! + -!W + O!


…that written in this manner (where ‘!’ indicates the general presence of a suspension
), it is obvious to see that correlative-correlations act as if correlatives especially if we were to go one step further and rewrite the six elements, in turn, in a twelve-element format:

X = -!-!W +E! + -!W + O!! + -!-!O + E! + -!W + O!! + -!-!O + E! + -!W + E!! (9)


Moreover, in a concept of economic induction, should we detail sufficiently any one correlative the other two corelative will also be co-thematized given the economic nature of their dialectical, correlated economic interactions. (10)


Then, given the direct (or indirect
) referencing of the archetypal economy by any economy it follows that all economies will find direct (or indirect
) referencing of these archetypal correlations (given the common gestalt nature of all economic experience). Hence the ability to formulate a parallel dictionary of economic characteristics. Thence our ability to run the Object orientation of ‘retrospective’ (‘past’) with ‘analysis’ (‘reduction’) and the ‘phenomenological’ in the form of ‘descriptions’, etc., in a correlative contrast with the World orientation of ‘prospective’ (‘future’) with synthesis (‘reconstitution’) with ‘hermeneutical’ in the form of genre ‘prescriptions’, etc., in a correlative contrast with the ‘contemporary’ (‘present’) with ‘nomination’ (identification) with the (non-systematic) ‘existential’ and its utilization of proscriptions’, etc. (11)


That in the application of economic complexification further processes of error-correction can be entered into through those informative processes of economic complexification. So, e.g., if we were to show that a certain process of analysis had a prospective orientation, and v.v., then we would immediately know, thereafter, that this relationship should not be directly entertained in that form as currently envisaged (because ‘prospectivity’ is allied to the hermeneutical moment of World). (12)


In either a relatively formal or informal process of explorational scrutiny processes of alignment can also be envisaged within and between ordered phenomena, be that within or between ordered orders, inter-ordered orders, and/or extra-ordered orders. Let me exemplify something of the dialectical simplicity-complexity involved. (13)


Sixth inter-ordered histories emerge from the reduplication of sixth ordered ontical facts (i.e., possible facts treated as actual, i.e., conformally validated in provisional terms of reference). Then, the extra-ordered existential-pragmatic ‘competence’ of those same histories arises through the reduplication of those histories being referred to, etc. thence the obvious correlations between these phenomena on ordered, inter-ordered, and extra-ordered levels (that both horizontally and vertically can be read as operating as theoretical deployment, practical critical employment and critical-radical re-deployment given that the practical needs to be critically employed, and, the critically has the potential for radical processes of re-directedness when incrementally orchestrated). (14)


Moreover, as a direct or indirect extension of the archetypal, each and every ordered state of affairs can be written as the joint negation of all other orders (whatever the level of their ordered complexion). Hence our ability to align the same through hypothetical or non-hypothetical forms of ordered transformations. E.g., it is possible that some the apples picked yesterday will be in the same fruit bowl I put them into. I go into the kitchen to find three of those apples still evidently remain in that fruit bowl. I.e., making the ordered transformational-transition from the fifth trans-cognitive order to the ontical determination that, now, three apples still remain in that fruit bowl. (15)


Or, in asking the question, ‘do those three apples still reside in that fruit bowl?’ the element of relative transformational isomorphic invariance is apples, namely, those three apples iff ‘three apples are still found to reside in that fruit bowl’.
 (16)


That, collectively, these inputs and outputs contribute to the non-textual simulation of simulations (that in a defective traditional metaphysics get mistaken for the so-called ‘presence’ of impossible non-simulations). (17)


Thence the difference between a sensibly integrated re(-)presentative philosophy versus the ideological-logical nonsense of a defective, traditional model of representation. Admittedly, in metaphorical term, representative modelling appears to work. However, only in a strict, non-ideological, coherently operated dialectical framework does it deserve the appellation of a ‘provisional (en)placement’, nothing less than as the material to hand standing in need of remediation, etc. I.e., that to be mentally processed through simultaneous deconstruction and reconstruction arrived at through the minimal triangulation of perspectives in conjunction with the necessary resistance to the habitual forming of a position or the inadvertent elevating of a perspective or set of perspectives as if some logically coherent, self-subsistent, monolithic definition set in ideological concrete, and so on. ‘Identities’ as ‘place-markers’ laid out along the road of our argued trajectories, no more and no less. The fingers that point towards the moon are not the moon, although, dialectically, nothing is actually being pointed to once we understand the dynamics of a positive nihilism (where only through the absence of identities are we then allowed to find identifications, along the way and not left along the wayside, so to speak). (18)


This concept of the ‘non-textual’ is the so-called third moment in the economy of the textual consisting, first, of textual deposition upon the surface of this world at large, and, second, meta-textual gernes of behaviour that prefigure our ability to form certain recognizable texts capable of being interpreted within those genres of behaviour. Suspend these two moments (mediation) and you arrive at this third moment that, for convenience, is nominated as ‘non-textual’ in orientation. I.e., neither a textual deposition nor meta-textual genre, but the emergence through that replicated textual performance of the non-textually appreciated significance of the apparent import of that text in question regardless of whether it is classical, like, e.g., as found in letters, books, verbal commands, etc., and, non-classical, like, e.g., as might pertain to both perceptual and conceptual experiences. Why this appellation of ‘non-textual’? Because it cannot be reduced to the textual per se, nor to genres of behaviour. Emerging in a form that is not textual, as the apparent significance of a text, or, where through intense intent we cease to think of the textual merely in textual terms alone. Like someone completely ‘wrapped up’ in a thrilling novel and when, whose name is gently called, do not hear themselves being called by name. That person intently living in a world constructed both by that author and themselves who authorizes the emergence of that simulated sense and semblance of what is being read in and through that very act of reading itself… (19)


As creators of our spaces, as simulations, they are as felt, thought, and entered into through interminable acts of continual judgment… (20)


But, be whatever is as it finds itself being ‘read’, theoretically, or hypothetically, by the modelling of what mechanism/s are we allowed to move from the archetypal to an ordered economy? I.e., this theoretical shift from a 3 x 1 matrix to a 6 x 1 matrix (and all embedded in this 6 x 3 matrix of the ordered, inter-ordered and the extra-ordered). (21)


 From the subtle thematization of one economic correlative we induce the simulation of the other two, and v.v. From the intro-mediational suspension of one moment we induce its ordered opposite, and v.v. From the suspension of one ordered moment, we induce the thematization of the other five, everything then fully enmeshed through duplication. Whilst, through reduplication, both individually and collectively, we thematize the inter-ordered and the extra-ordered, and through a comprehensive duplication fabricate an even more tightly bound enmeshment therein. That, through an open act of inter-mediation… lived-experience of a lived-reality then reveals its existential and pragmatical impact upon this world-as-lived … but, still, as a heuristic model, that, through its modelling, works as just a heuristic device… no more and no less… an ongoing simulation of a world that is objectively navigated around, personally negotiated with, and interpersonally arbitrated… simulating a living sense and semblance of an intersubjective world as shared… no more and no less… dialectically thematized but ideologically concertized if not suitably suspended…. (22)


Hence, the recreation of this ‘creation myth’… Thence, its embedded moral to fully observe that which should be suspended, and, therein and thereby, automatically de-suspended, as that which should be re-discerned through this same type of performance. Namely, its continual re(-)iteration through an overall economy of re(-)presentation. (23)


So, e.g., ordered facts are appreciated through inter-ordered histories, whose extra-ordered competence is discerned both existentially and pragmatically, etc.
 Where, in a similar manner, the ordered is appreciated in inter-ordered terms, and further appreciated in extra-ordered terms of reference. Where the ethical is appreciated politically, and the political is appreciated in existentially, etc. And where all accommodations, distinctions, and transformations are subjected to transformational retreatment in ordered terms of reference. And, where, in an attempt to understand the situatedness of the situation, through consilience, salience, and standing we tentatively make our passage through this world in provisional-like terms of reference despite the definitive decisiveness of the non-economic to create the appearance of that which is settled, albeit as if an apparition that is only provisionally settled. (24)


Where, as if ‘ghosts’, we can ‘shake the hands’ of other ghosts whilst forgetting that, as ‘ghosts’, we are no more and no less… Where, as such ‘ghosts’, we can dispense with the impossible nonsense of all ‘positions’, be they non-dialectically poured into uni-modal, bi-modal, or closed tri-modal moulds whose logical explication, pushed beyond the metaphorical, etc., can never make philosophical sense, etc. With such disciplinarians living a life like ‘flies ever trying to fly through the glass of a window…’ (25)


What follows from such ideas, like ‘long shadows’ both stretching behind us and stretching before us..? (26)


A heuristic that attempts to ‘mirror’ the transformations we linguistically make in our exploration/s of the nature of things. The weaving of a re(-)presentative matrix that permits certain transitions and forbids the making of other transitions. So, we cannot think of table-tops that are both round and square at the same time. So, we can imagine having a cup of tea with a bald king of France whilst knowing, at the same time, no such person currently exists. Where children soon get to know that ‘Father Xmas’ is a ‘mythological figure’ and that ‘his existence’ is only ‘re-enacted’ in the local shopping center. Where students of history learn that ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon…’ and that this fact cannot now be witnessed only replicated in virtual terms of reference. Whereas, some virtual process in thought can be actualized through definitive acts of an instantiated non-economic process of choice, and so on and so forth. (27)


That, in our seeming ability to make such transformational-transitions we find throughout such a process the overall persistence of a certain relative transformational isomorphic invariance that allows us to then represent such notions found in the lived-reality of lived-experience, albeit through processes of ongoing re-iteration in the texting of such seemingly persistent notions that, collectively, map our psychic sense and semblance of a world-as-lived. But, in the phenomenological mapping of our world we must recognize the parallel world of genres and a parallel world of facts with varying degrees of conformal status. The salience of each world fabricated in and through the objectives of a certain perspective whose necessary triangulation also demands a certain degree of consilience. Hence more a ‘living atlas of maps’ whose mapping can be continually redrawn in and through our reflections upon experience itself. Where our current stand dictates what form of intervention is either possible or impossible, and what moral stand must also follow from the same, and so on. Thence the ensuing exhibition of these radical ideas that the political is born in the reduplication of the ethical, and the existential(ly-pragmatic) is born in the reduplication of the political! Moreover, the reframing of the political as a political-economics will considerably reshape what could be meant in and through the very notion of the ‘advancement of democratic governance’. So, to that end, let me continue. (28)


From a re(-)presentive modelling of experience we can now proceed to an exploration of its conformational appreciation of its conjectural economies, etc. I.e., a theory of truth determination. (29)


As per Tarski: P’ is T iff p.
 (30)


That, through the use of this tool and others, through the use of this heuristic scheme, through the use of working conjecture, and so on, we can attempt to conformally map these transformational-transitions under the headings, say, of ‘relatively true, potent, probable, possible, less probable, impotent, relatively false, inapposite or non-applicable’, or some other equivalent, and, in either an ethical or political context as relatively good, fruitful, neutral, not fruitful, non-good, inapposite or non-applicable’, and so on. (31)


Let me exemplify the triangulation of this approach.
 In and through some form of economic translation, arguments are run as conjectures where certain re(-)presentative transformations are to be judged in relevant conformal terms of reference. So, I think some apples should be still in that fruit bowl in the kitchen. In the morning, when I go downstairs to make my breakfast, I can count them. I see three remaining apples and realize that three must have been eaten given that I had picked six apples yesterday and had placed all six of them in that bowl myself. In this overall transformation that ‘some apples should remain in that fruit bowl’ to the fact that ‘I can now count three’ also implies, for me, that ‘three apples had been eaten’. Underlying this transformational-transition in the number of apples in that fruit bowl is the relative transformational isomeric invariance of apples both picked and place in that bowl by myself and those apples that are seen to remain there at that moment of time when they were seen when I came down to make my breakfast. Of course, someone else could have replaced some of the apples that had been eaten, but, under the circumstances of merely ‘counting what remains in that fruit bowl’, such an issue, in that regard, is hardly relevant. Once the theoretical complexities of this heuristic along with re(-)presentative reading of that scheme are in place, then, what remains in the operation of such information is somewhat simple to comprehend. If a certain form of invariance is observed to be maintained then its conformal affirmation follows, and, if the transformation in question is not observed, then we must assume its conformal negation.
 (32)


Ideally, truth determinations should be found stable under reiteration. Thence the conformal nature of truth determination. However, to be absolutely certain that such ascertainment is absolutistically valid then as that would take infinitely more than the entire energy of the universe then that level ascertainment is not possible. Thankfully, such impossible ascertainment is not necessary. The image that comes to mind here is that of ‘polishing silverware’, whether plate or plated, and, where a good job is all that needs be performed. Indeed, to spend an infinite-like period of time polishing would only seeing the wearing away of the entire body of that silver, be it either silver plate or silver plated. If certain non-impossible standards are in play, and such standards appear to be suitably performed, then that performative transformation can be considered to have been successfully performed. Or, similarly, if ‘the performance of a play is well-performed’ then what more is required. (33)


However, as recognized by this heuristic scheme, various standards are implied that could be problematic in executing such conformal ascertainment? (34)


What is a thing, what is space and time; what is beautiful and integrated accordingly; what characterizes a certain psychological state and what emerges from the same sociologically; what is ethical, and what are the political ramification issuing form volition; what is effective in that which is judged to be effective, what is it that is enacted politically in the political-economy (or Political-Economy as that which frames Social Organizations); what is possible and what is scientifically possible; what is factual, and what is historical… all questions, an infinite raft of interrogations, both articulated and somewhat already denominated in conventional terms of reference. Where, as implied, those conventional considerations merely need to be adopted and adapted, and re-adopted and re-adapted, etc., in the light of their context of utilization, their situatedness. (35)


That accepted, by what sets of criteria should we then apply in order to remain critically focused in this pursuit of conformal ascertainment? Simply - whatever is found to ‘work’, albeit in the midst of such situatedness! (36)


Thus, in the light of such a heuristic schematization, in order to politically advance ‘the advancement of democratic governance’ we should first ascertain the phenomenological (and existential) natures, etc., of the ethical given that the political is now to be understood as the inter-ordered, metaphysical reduplication of the same. (37)

2. The Ethical Sphere


Now, given, theoretically, that the ‘ethicality of the ethical’, or the ‘morality of the moral’, gives us the dimension of the ‘political’ through such reduplication, how should we understand the complexities of the ethical or moral determination
 (and the manner of its subsequent conformal ascertainment?) (in order also to better understand the nature of the political, etc., through reduplication?)?
 (38)


Now, this ordered heuristic has been shaped and reshaped over time, but, for the sake of convenience, let me overlook such argumentation to merely exhibit my current findings (that, of course, can be subjected to continual scrutinized elsewhere which is to be welcomed). (39)


Quite simply, I now afford a differential preference to the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological (31) over these secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical (21) and the pragmatical (41), and, in turn over those remaining tertiary place-makers (11, 51, and 61) that describe the situatedness of such ascertainments
). (40)


Why this preference? As an observation, e.g., in a trial, where if the jury has to decide between a ‘deontological choice, say, doing one’s duty’ and a ‘pragmatical choice, say, of expediency’, the deontological almost always is the preferred choice in such matters. (41)


But, I should immediately remind the reader that this sense and semblance of the ‘deontological’ in no way is predicated whatsoever on so-called ‘First Principles’, or ‘Middling Principles’, or ‘Last Principles’, or, on theological or spiritual grounds.
 To some considerable extent the existential nature of the compactual dimension is either wittingly or unwittingly pre-assumed. For convenience, on provisional grounds, let us merely note that whatever ‘enriches the enrichment possessed by a relationship’ is to be (provisionally) treated as (existentially) valid and as self-validating in that same respect. However, this is not to be dismissed as a circular argument on the grounds that both the evidential and the existence of the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential also needs to be demonstrated in and over the course of lived-experience, as shaping our understanding of the very constitution of lived-reality, etc. That such a demonstration would involve the delineation, e.g., of existential hallmarks, and so on (as has been explored elsewhere on a number of occasions). Suffice to say, what incremental augmentation is found to chaotically enhance the qualitative experience of a relationship is to be potentially treated as existential in orientation. (42)


Thence this deontological preference centered non-exclusively in the third trans-cognitive order of the (non-systematic
) deontological(ly existential). Finding room for complementation or supplementation through the secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical, in terms of integration and harmonic expression, and, pragmatical considerations, as mnemonically expressed under a formula like ‘effectiveness, expedience, efficaciousness, efficiency, economical-ness, expeditiousness, and so on.
 (43)


That, although the centrality of the deontological is to be accepted this need not be at the partial expense of either the contribution brought by these secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical (21) and the pragmatical (41). Indeed, because we cannot insist on the sheer individual, isolated primacy of the deontological, theoretically, room should always be found for how the aesthetical and the pragmatical will both augment and enhance the character of the deontological.
 Just as in a contractual relationship the absent element of the compactual cannot nor should not be found, and, in a similar manner, given the relative existential, as an existential orientation, is forged through the ‘relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v.’ in a similar manner the contractual or the relatively non-existential should not be treated as ever absent. Just as correlatives mutually define the tri-modal economy through their collective correlativity, so too, all orders also mutually define the ordered economy in question in at least its virtual entirety, and, by extension (of the same type of argument), throughout, at least virtually, or through implication, the entirety of both the inter-ordered and extra-ordered aspects of this overall heuristic device. Thence this explication of an ensuing dialectical inclusivity (where no amount of ideological-logic can produce, and reproduce, the impossible positioning of a characteristic order as self-existent, as absolutistically independent, order-wise, of its relational context of its relational situatedness, and so on...
 (44)


How should we describe the apparent centrality of the deontological complexion? In effect, presenting as ‘the totality of an imperative that seems to completely characterize the overall ethical or moral complexion of that relationships as understood in the situatedness of its relational context(ualization)’. More simply we invoke ethical concepts, such as, say, ‘duty’, ‘being honest’, ‘promising’, ‘loving’, ‘attempting to be authentic and in tune with the envisaged trajectories of our relationships’, ‘by observing the seemingly inherent call for a progressive re-enrichment of our relationships’, and so on. (45)

Thence, in this regard, an ‘existentially oriented intervention’ is an ‘intervention that pragmatically assists in either the creation, the preservation, and/or the conservation of relational richness and enrichment’. Or, in pragmatic terms, whatever enhances the performance of a relationship at the relative, overall, non-expense of its relational participants. I.e., whatever assists in the performance of interactions in the context of a certain relational situation in its relational situatedness. Where such incremental non-chaotic augmentation and non-incremental, chaotic enhancement collectively act to enrich the overall functioning of that relationship, etc. Thence this co-identification of both the ‘existential’ and the ‘pragmatic’ within the experiential embrace of this concept of inter-ordered ‘competence’. (46)


Now, with an ethical emphasis upon the deontological a relational ethics or morality is explicitly being announced. Over the years, a thematization of my reflections on the nature of the relational has been systematized under the headings of the following as a progressive schematization starting with the ‘relational’ as a ‘relational inventory of participants and parts’; the ‘pro-relational integrity’ of our experience of that relationship in ‘the apparent integrity’ to be found in its relational situatedness;
 and, a trans-relational subjectively oriented experience in which we come to discern the trajectories of our relationships from a trans-subjective-intersubjective sense of relational subjectivity. Thence our super-relational experience of the ‘relational economy’ consisting of the ‘relational, pro-relational, and trans-relational aspects’ to be collectively viewed as on par with ‘economic correlatives’. (47)


I deliberately use the expression ‘progressive’ since I envisage a ‘progression of our relational re(-)consideration from the relational to the trans-relational through the pro-relational’. (48)


Where, through reduplication, we move from the relatively virtual to its non-virtual enaction as expressed through non-economic patterns of resolution appreciated primarily in hermeneutical-like terms of performative genres within an inter-ordered metaphysics, but, also mindful, to varying degrees, of an extra-ordered existentialism. (49)

3. The Political Sphere through the Reduplication of the Ethical


Now, let us not invoke absolutistically pure notions of ‘potentiality’ and ‘actuality’ since such ideation cannot be economically entertained! The implication being that the experience of the possible is already somewhat actualized, and, the actualized is already somewhat potentialized, and v.v. And what is this difference that oversees an actual act of volition? That is a realization of the ‘political’ as expressed through an act of ‘volition’. To my mind, this could be envisaged as the collective confluence of an affective intensification of our intentions, a thematization of possibilities for re-direction of behaviour, and, some sense and semblance of permission that ‘signal’ our degree of commitment to either enact or not to enact (or to defer such enaction) when such factors find their integrated sense of place through some apposite sense and semblance of ‘emplacement’. I.e., an intent to observe such instantiation, an appreciation of the overcoming of a certain degree of resistance, an awareness of the intentional distance from the virtual to the non-virtual enaction of a shorter-term project or a longer-term program given the total performance is over time and not just in any one moment of time, and, hopefully, the eventual dis-placed displacement that allow us to reflect that such emplacement, as aspired after, has been accomplished to some degree or other should such an accomplishment be realized, which, almost invariably, is enacted through the requisite patterns of arbitration, etc., as found necessary in order to successfully oversee such an accomplishment. Thence the near-inescapable political dimension of enacted behaviours! Yes, we have agency, but a sense and semblance of agency effectively augmented and enhanced through the inputs of others, be that derived either through co-operation and/or co-option. Thence this important insight that the enaction of our volition primarily has a political dimension. (50)


A philosophical point that finds affirmation once we understand that reduplication of the ethical is political in orientation! (51)


Of course, we must now attempt to understand why and how ‘political enaction’, be it politically oriented nor not so politically oriented, all too often may not appear to be ethical in its characterization? Say, in the breaking of political promises; or the wilful repudiation of alliances; or in the deceitful performance of behaviours where politicians say one thing and do something else, or worse, say one thing and somewhere else say the opposite by retailoring a message they think more desired by their perceived audience… despite this Contemporary era where we find the current ubiquity of the Internet and Social-Media. Then, the narrations of history are riddled with the non-metaphorical and metaphorical ‘knifing’ of opponents so we must clearly seek the resolution of this conundrum ‘if both the political and ethical behaviours are arrived at through the reduplication of the ethical why should there be this enormous mismatch between both theory and practice?’ (52)


First, we must avoid an impossible to find absolutistical logic that is used to argue for any form of a pure either/or. All relatively political and relatively personal behaviours, in order to be effectively discharged, must possess some theoretical sense and practical semblance of the ‘ethical’ because, otherwise, all such behaviours in general could not be successfully discharged. That the ensuing commission and/or omission of all such instantiated behaviours is realized a testament to the persistence of an ethical core where, in some measure, we will find ourselves being true both to ourselves and to others. Hence the saying, e.g., that ‘there is honour even among thieves’. Or, arising from the serious mistreatment of a valuable slave or groups of slaves that community of both non-slaves and slaves could well expect to see some degree of distortion and/or obstruction in the enactment of the disseminated commands issued by that slave master. All patterns of behaviour can and will eventually initiate patterns of a co-associated consequence in keeping with the ethical tenor of their enactment. Theoretically, a dead slave or a non-compliant slave is not the desired objective of a slaver, so, therefore, even between a slave and their slaver their interaction must possess some minimal degree of ethically oriented reciprocity in order to avoid those counter-productive outcomes for the slaver. That, if the expectation of a bare minimum in ethical reciprocity is to be observed between a slaver and their slave how much more must this ethically oriented reciprocity exist and operate between people whose imbalances in power dynamics are not as great as that between the slaver and their slave/s. Just, on one hand, as a mafia boss might rule by fear, on the other hand, they must be even more quick to reward the desired behaviours they seek to find in others, if only to cancel such previous threats, and so on. (53)


As discussed elsewhere, this is another way of noting that all patterns of dissemination must have both the existence and persistence of a minimal democratic-like core… otherwise, all dissemination of power and information, and so on, ceases! Not just distorted in transmission, but, totally obstructed through forms of either non-compliance or the effective absence of the next party in that directed chain of dissemination, be that through the active absenting of the next party or an effective absence through either death or disability. (54)


That qualification granted, let me now supply a list of factors that could well oversee the distortion and/or obstruction of such dissemination between parties despite relative differences or relative non-difference in the power dynamics entered into by either individuals and/or communities regardless as to how they might observe an ongoing resolution of those same differentials. (55)


Here, we should also note that the perfect resolution or non-resolution of the relational dissonance in a relationship immediately results in the metaphorical ‘death’ of that same relationship. With the immediate implication that when different parties relate to each other it must, first, be in time, and, again, second, with some degree of a democratic-like process of an ongoing partial relational resolution of their relational differences. (56)


That, given consonance, dissonance, and resolution are economic correlatives within the same harmonic, archetypal sense of space, it follows, given all correlatives in an economy are defined through their joint negations, that we need to observe a Goldilocks’ degree of resolution with just so much consonance and non-consonance; so much dissonance and non-dissonance, and just so much resolution and non-resolution, and so on! (57)


Of course, this minimal degree of the democratically ethical, even though it can built upon in more ethically oriented relationships, by itself, obviously, cannot account for the unethical execution of either intersubjectively oriented political enaction or subjectively oriented personal enaction. So, we must ask, indeed, insist, as to why this sad, seemingly inauthentic state of affairs is so evident in the lived-reality of this world at large and as so starkly in contradiction with this claim that the political arises through reduplication of the ethical, primarily, of the deontological along with its secondary adjuncts? (58)


Here, I would like to nominate a number of overlapping factors for such relative duplicity, namely, ideological distortion; over-egotistical involvement; over-commitment, or under-commitment; transactionalism; a (sociopathic) desire to either exploit others or be exploited by others; a lack of responsibility, an inability to discern the probable consequences of our enactions; short-sightedness; selfishness; an impoverished or truncated ethical education; either a lack of reflection or an inability to reflect; a deficient sense of personal integrity; a lack of social conscience; a corruption of the spirit; the continuing immersion in a social environment politically ruled by either rampant disturbances, an endless struggle to survive, or inauthenticity, and so on and so forth… which can all be basically summed up in an inability to suspend the aspirations of the ego, take a super-relational stance, and operate more on the behalf of our relationships, hopefully, in a political environment that would reward the expression of such relative authenticity. Just as ‘one head can wear many hats’, but not at the same time, so many excuses could be put forward, one after another, for this lack of concern and care being shown to both oneself and others. Then, just as these ‘hats are all ‘excuses’, and, all ‘excuses’, metaphorically are ‘just varieties of hat’ let me propose the common denominator for such careless behaviours, namely, the effective absence of suitably invoked, apposite suspensions along with the automatic de-suspensions as instrumental in the re-directing of more suitable forms of apposite behaviour… should we allow ourselves to be beholden to the same through decisive e decisions of the first instance. (59)


In technical language, for some time now, I have defined ‘suitable’ as one-part hermeneutically ‘appropriate’, one-part phenomenologically ‘proper’, and one-part non-systematic, existentially ‘apposite’ (in its non-systematic sense of existential as the ‘so-called third moment’
). Now, the bi-modal suspension of the ‘appropriate’ and the ‘proper’, through the ensuing de-suspension, is productive of the ‘apposite’ (through intro-mediation), and, then, that a tri-modal suspension of all three correlatives (through inter-mediation) contributes to a relatively more systematic sense of the ensuing existential responses delivered through the automatic induction of an extra-ordered sense and semblance of an existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential orientation, i.e., as experientially expressed through some form of ‘relational competence’. (60)


Less technically, whatever is ‘suitable’ is that which ‘performs well from the perspective of the relational’. So, the question that now arises is, ‘how is the suspension of the relational able to find complex ordered forms of expression, preferably expressed with the existential hallmarks of a competent complexion?’ (61)


Basically asking, ‘just how do apposite suspensions function in such a productive manner (and signal the authenticity being expressed through a requisite, existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential degree of relational competence?)?’ (62)


In other words, ‘why are suspensions, either inadvertently and/or advertently instigated, central to both the virtual formation of intentional objectives and find their non-virtual expression through processes of volition?’ (63)


Simply put, our relationships, in their situatedness, find their re(-)presentative simulation, which, through some form of an overall suspension, then finds, through the ensuing de-suspension, their expression through inter-ordered volition, which, through dissemination, essentially characterizes, holistically, the non-existential and existential complexion and tenor of the ensuing pattern of the resulting behaviour as observed. Thence the significance placed earlier in this essay on the role of re(-)presentation rather than the misguided practices of a defectively constituted traditional metaphysics summed up under the dubious rubric of ‘representation’. The economy of re(-)presentation is quite complex being constituted from hermeneutic representation, phenomenal-phenomenological presentation, and non-systematic existential re-presentation and where the latter implicates the chaotic element of re-direction, etc. To this we can then add a richness to be derived from considerations of accommodations, etc., and consilience, etc; economic complexification, ordered readings. operations of duplication and reduplication, etc; taking on board a relational – pro-relational – trans-relational set of perspectives; and so on. Thus, in this richness of identification we can now apply an overall suspension suitable to discerning a conformal e/valuation of our intentional objectives and overseeing their transformation from virtual to non-virtual in orientation. Where any apposite form of suspension will, therein and thereafter, unleash a corresponding form of volition. How is this discharge to be envisaged? (64)


Surely, a suspension is just a trap to be eternally buried for ‘ever and a day’. However, we are saved from the suspension through the very ‘suspension of that suspension’ as its automatically invoked ‘de-suspension’.
 Now, between the suspension and the suspension of that suspension, invoking an axiom of difference,
 we must recognize in the compression of the suspension and its metaphorical ‘decompression’, the unwinding of that state of affairs can never, ideally, be exactly a re-simulation of the past. Thus, through the ongoing re-iteration of such differences, new identities and identifications can be summoned that induce perturbations over the course of our relational trajectories, hopefully, with an advantageous complexion and tenor... thence the discharge of this sense and semblance of the will. (65)

But, that granted, how do we ascertain both the existential and non-existential forms of status issuing from such differentially re-directed behaviours? (66)

4. The Existential Sphere through Reduplication of the Political


The metaphorical ‘doorway’, as an ‘entrance’ and ‘exit’ to the existential dimension or orientation, is ‘through the requisite utilization of the suspension’. The important word’ requisite’, as both ‘required’ and as ‘necessary’, needs to be well-understood because we are immediately presented by another conundrum, namely, that in each and every moment in the psychic unfolding of our lived-lives is punctuated and contoured through the continual exercise of suspensions, so, that understood, we must ask what is the  qualitative difference between the exercise of relatively ‘mundane (natural) suspensions’ and relatively ‘non-mundane (transcendental) suspensions’ that permit us to take on a relatively systematic sense and semblance of the existential? Or, more simply, admittedly once understood, what is the difference between the relatively ‘non-systematic existential’ and the relatively ‘systematic existential’? (67)


Again, a dialectical middle path needs to be navigated.
 On one hand, we are continually exercising suspensions, moment by moment, in order to make judgments and exercise distinctive patterns of volition, yet, to take on an existential orientation we need to be more committed to this overall process of the suspension itself. Indeed, I would argue, that this difference is between the ‘non-systematic existential orientation’ and the ‘systematic existential orientation’. Now, the former, as an economic correlative, must be present for that economy in question to be functioning. However, for that economy to take on a relatively systematic existential complexion then this sense and semblance of the non-systematic existential needs, first, to be sufficiently thematized (the mediation of the other two correlatives), and, then, through inter-mediation all three correlatives need to be suspended collectively. That would be a theoretical explanation. As a practical explanation, we more consciously make a decision to observe a suspension of that economy in its totality by whatever stratagem or strategy we either intuitively and/or intentionally take up. Say, by questioning, or, supplying a metaphorical modelling, or treating he phenomenological presentation as if only apparent in an apparitional-like state, and so on.
 In effect, I am pointing out that the experiential intensity of our collective processes of suspension need to become more prominent, be that engaged, either wittingly and/or unwittingly, through the adoption and adaptation of those stratagems or strategies
 that appear to facilitate this existential transformation. (68)


To some extent this difference in the exercise of suspensions between the non-systematic and systematic existential, first, is merely a matter of degree, but, second, such incremental preparation sets us up to re-experience either a critical revalidation of the same and/or a radical re-validation. I.e., either way, through a non-economic irruption of e/valuational formation that either critically revalidates the same or radically forces us to re-validate that triangulation of approaches in a radically different manner. That the net force of such re(-)e/valuation is to take on through this process of existential transformation a more (super-)relational sense of perspective on the situated nature of our relational situations. (69)


This imputed process of an existentially oriented transformation of intentional consciousness can also be better understood from an operational point of view. ‘Reduplication’ is a ‘process in which a certain form of meta-appreciation is invoked in order to better appreciate a certain form of appreciation already to hand. Now, by the rules of duplication this implies that the resulting product of this epistemological operation will take on the ordered status of the operator which in this instance is in the form of a meta-appreciation. Translated to an ordered schematization of experience, i.e., the ordered heuristic as previously explicated, this means that the ensuing product either takes on a meta-philosophical, metaphysical complexion if initially ordered in a philosophically ordered order, or, takes on an extra-ordered status indicating its apparent existential competence if initially ordered in a meta-philosophical, metaphysical, inter-ordered format. I.e., depending on where we commence the philosophical takes on a metaphysical complexion, and, the metaphysical takes on an existentially-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential exhibition of its apparent competence. (70)


Or, translated to a political orientation we could that the ethical through reduplication becomes primarily political, and the political through reduplication becomes primarily existential in complexion. Albeit with all the preceding dialectical qualifications, namely, that we cannot make full ideological distinctions between the democratic and the non-democratic, between the potential and the actual, between the non-systematic and systematic existential, although, of course, we must also discern, in practice, between the relatively non-democratic and the relatively democratic in complexion, and so on. Otherwise, our interest in the advancement of democratical(ly oriented) governance would be null and void…
 (71)


There is quite a difference between ‘the advancement of democratic governance’ and ‘the advancement of democratically oriented governance’. Yes, we should be interested in the preservation of our democracies, especially if we are fortunate to live within the orbit of one. At the same time, in order to advance the democratic transformation of relatively non-democratic forms of governance it would be wiser, and more successful, to build on the ‘democratic structures already in place’ even if previously eclipsed by the so-called ‘will of the Dear Leader’ or the ‘demands of the Dear Party, and so on. Here, I am reminded by the nonsense of the ‘new boom sweeping clean’ when, in lived-reality, the more or less complete transplanting of one system by another is only a recipe for a complete disaster. Much better ‘to work with what you have to hand’. and that advice is extended to both philosophers and non-philosophers, to politicians and non-politicians, and so on and so forth. (72)


How might we better view this process of existential transformation? As a re-orientation, as a turning around, as a working with what is already present, in a making the covert overt, explicating the implicit, building up on what is already present but needs to be made more evident, if not self-evident, albeit in a non-ideologically constructed frame of reference, etc. (73)


Indeed, that granted, if only hypothetically, what are the ramifications
 of this philosophy of existential transformation, in the ‘observance’ of this imputed existentialization of experience? (74)


However, things can become more complicated before a complex-simplicity reveals itself...! (75)


I have been tempted to think, and tentatively say, that ‘reduplication of the archetypal’ gives us the ordered (in the form of a philosophical-disciplinary economy); that reduplication of the ethical(ly ordered) gives us a political(ly inter-ordered) economy; and reduplication of the political(ly inter-ordered) economy gives us the existential-pragmatic (extra-ordered) economy,
 but, the overall suspension of the same, through the de-suspension, returns us through the non-economic collapse to the philosophical-disciplinary economy through the ensuing levelling of transformational retreatment. However, first let me revisit this transformational-transition between the archetypal economy (say, 1 x 3 matrix) and the ordered economy (say, 1 x 6 matrix). (76)


By various stratagems I have attempted to move from the archetypal economy to the ordered economy. Let me outline my latest thoughts on this loosely applied concept of ‘reduplication’. Could we merely ‘reduplicate’ the archetypal economy in order to account for the hypothetical gestation of an overall philosophically ordered economy? In the past I have noted subtle forms of thematization through suspension as giving birth to this hexamodal scheme of the ordered (be that either cognitive or trans-cognitive in orientation). However, let me take a leaf from my reading of the interrogative economy in order to supply a metaphorical modelling of how we might move from one tri-modal economy to the other economy in a hexamodal format. (77)


In my reading of the interrogative economy, I noted the [prescriptive] hermeneutically (World) oriented role of the ‘either/or’ (under the Boolean operator ‘Or’), moving on to the [descriptive] metaphorical (Object) orientation of the phenomenologically-semantic (under the Boolean operator of ‘And’). ‘Finally’, I mooted the Non-systematic) existential (Ego) role of the ‘apparitional’ under two stages, namely, first, the [proscriptive] non-systematic existential role of the negation (under the Boolean operator of Not), and, second, the role of the double negation/ dNot) as actually being able to denominate facts on the ground so to speak. Here, we can note, that without the double negation (dNot) we could not articulate any actual facts whatsoever. It would seem, therefore, that in order to enter into the ‘secular economy’ of the three orders that do not directly coincide with the archetypal economy, namely, the second (21), fourth (41), and sixth (61), we merely need to collectively negate those orders that merely appear to implicate a doubling up of the archetypal economy. Indeed, the assigned Boolean operators here are respectively arrived at through a negation of the three primary or archetypal Boolean operators, namely, Or (51), And (11), and Not (31), giving us, through negation (suspension), Nor (21), Nand (41) and dNot (61). Hence, by extension of this apparitional paradigm, the ordered economy arises through the collective suspension of the archetypal economy. Or put, another way, through the suspension (negation) of the counter-tri-modal inter-mediation plus the tri-modal inter-mediation we arrive at the hexamodal economy of the ordered (be that either trans-cognitive and/or cognitive in orientation). I.e:


!inter-mediation! = !inter-mediation + counter mediation! => hexamodal orders…


= !suspension of the archetypal economy! = ordered economy. (78)


So, ‘reduplication’ of the archetypal economy does give us a ‘doubling’ through the two economies of the philosophical-disciplinary economy and the secular economy, and where, in terms of nomenclature, ‘the overall philosophical economy’ encompasses ‘all six orders of the ordered economy’ (in contrast to the meta-philosophical/metaphysical orientation of the inter-ordered economy, and the extra-ordered, existential-pragmatic economies arrived at through the reduplication of the inter-ordered economy. (79).


The ‘secular economy’ can also be read as paralleling the ‘aspirational economy’ (i.e., the apparent ‘realism’ of an ontical reading of the lived-experience of physical reality (where [we are]), and, apparent ‘idealism’ of the integration of our planned ‘progression’ from the former moment to its idealized aspiration (why [we are heading somewhere else]), and a pragmatical ‘how’ this might be achieved in functional terms of reference. So, an aspirational economy, as here treated, cannot coincide with an archetypal economy, but, without the archetypal economy plus its counter-inter-mediational treatment of the former there would be no ordered economy… (80) 

5. The Ramifications of the Existential-Pragmatic Sphere


Given the deontological centrality of the third order in ethical re(-)presentation on an ordered-philosophical level of exposition its reduplication takes on a political complexion in inter-ordered terms of reference, and, the latter, through reduplication, then takes on an extra-ordered existential-pragmatic complexion. Thence this intimate connection between the ethical, political and pragmatic/existential spheres in e/valuational formulation. (81)


Then, in a vertical economic perspective, given the non-economic role played in the formation of definitive decisions, we might note the following map, namely, definitive decisions of the last instance as being ordered in complexion; definitive decision of the next instance being extra-ordered and pragmatic-existential in orientation whilst the instantiation of the same is ‘politically’ realized in an inter-ordered metaphysical (meta-philosophical) orientation, as decisive decisions of the first instance. Thence this realization that all enacted behaviour is political, but, all political enaction is a mix of both non-existential and existential orientations, and where the latter orientation can only be viewed as falling under the heading of ‘definitive decisions of the first instance (given the existential ramifications of such decisive decisions initiates a relatively-radical re-direction of impetus that ‘continues ever after that first instance’). (82)


Now, just as we can perceive, so, too, can we apperceive (considerations of e/valuation)! (83)


I see three apples in the fruit bowl by looking at this fruit bowl, given my standing is in my kitchen. Once ascertained, I don’t need to look again. In terms of apperception, if I can imagine, say, the ethical ramifications of certain relevant enactions
 conducted in a certain situation will most probably result in a diminishment of the richness of that situated relationship then I should apperceive that state of affairs accordingly. Then, one would need to ask what standing do I have in that situation and do I have the ability to reverse that diminishment in relational richness? Or, in a similar enquiry, what deontological-like relationship might be borne by myself in that situation in whose contextualization I find myself included, say, through some form of promise or dutiful expectations or vicarious empathy that should impel me to either intervene or not to intervene, and so on? (84)

However, I am self-presented with another philosophical problem, namely, if we have the (partial) philosophical-disciplinary economy
 versus the secular-aspirational economy and the ‘political’ establishment of volition is a reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological and its coincidence with the archetypal moment of Ego then how does the aspirational aspect of the secular economy operate when none of its three ordered moments coincides with the third order and its coincidence with the moment of Ego along with the ensuing instantiation of behaviour through the third inter-ordered moment of the political. Let me diagrammatically map the emplacement of this apparent conundrum:
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…now, in the aspirational economy, the aspiration, in effect, is formed at the ordered moment of the aesthetic order 21, however, the enacted process of that the aspiration can be conceived of as the relationship ‘idealism-consilience – pragmatism-salience’ whose (secular) suspension (mediation) is coincident with the third order of Ego. I.e., the suspension of the relationship 21 – 41 is coincident with the so-called ‘third moment’ of Ego, and, thus, ensuing the instantiated possibility of enaction. Basically, what would be entailed. None other than a negotiated form of arbitration as an arbitration of such negotiations. Like, e.g., going into a coffee shop and requesting a certain type of coffee. The remaining two relational interactions of ‘idealism-consilience – realism-standing’
 would be a ‘negotiated-standing’, and, ‘realism-standing – pragmatism-salience’ would be an arbitrated-standing, these two remaining attitudes coinciding, respectively, with the archetypal moments of Object and World… Thence the ability of aspirations formed in the secular economy to find forms of enaction by effectively coinciding with the archetypal moments of Ego, Object and World. Where, through arbitrated-negotiation/negotiated-arbitration,
 aspirations can be enacted both through the auspices of the philosophical-disciplinary economy and within the overall philosophical economy from an ordered perspective, etc.
 (85)


Thence this resolution, namely, aspirations are thematized and realized (in the secular sense and semblance of a world as lived) as the mediated suspensions of their secular relationships involving the following orders 2-4/4-2, 4-6/6-4, 6-2/2-6. (86)


Thus, through these relationships, the aspirations and contractual behaviours of the secular economy are capable of finding instantiations (through collective patterns of arbitration, negotiation, and navigation). Furthermore, through such interactions, relatively non-existential forms of productivity (be they relatively positive, neutral, and/or negative in orientation) in addition, can also take on a co-occurring existential orientation in extra-ordered terms of reference (although, correctly, through the dialectical co-existence of the entire epistemological machinery, there can be no absolutistical separation between non-existential inputs/outputs and existential inputs/outputs, etc.). (87)


What are the political ramifications of this interplay between philosophical and secular economies within the overall philosophical economy, within the inter-ordered economy of instantiation, within the extra-ordered economy of a pragmatic-existentialism, and, within the collective collapse of the same as expressed in and through the process of transformational retreatment, etc?
 (88)


Basically, moving from conventionally oriented decisive decisions of the last instances to the decisive decisions of the next instances as expressed in an existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism in extra-ordered terms of reference, and then instantiated, politically, etc., in inter-ordered terms of reference, in and through the decisive decisions of the first instances should they have suitably reflected an apposite existentialization of process. Otherwise, the process does not directly take on an existential complexion and merely reinforces the conventional status involved in the expression of those last instances. Understanding, at the same time, that these orientations are relative and not absolutistically isolated one from another. In other words, even in the midst of the worst political regime, even in the midst of the demands of a slaveholder over their subjected slave, an existential core must be in existence, if all political parties wish to remain operative in this world at large. Yes, a violent regime could kill whomsoever it nominates for execution, still, it diminishes its relational richness by doing so in that same measure, and, if its were to do this completely across the board, then that regimes will completely deconstruct, alas, unfortunately, in some short-term eventuality and, sadly, not necessarily in the next instant.
 (89)


Instantiated volition is ‘political’ by virtue of its irruption into the world as lived with(-)others, before(-)others, and as arbitrated through(-)others (even if unseen by others the surface of the Earth is reconfigured and that could be seen by others, if not, now then perhaps later). Furthermore, this textual re-configuration of the ‘political’ is a mix of both non-existential and existential imprinting even if the latter appears to be absent. (90)
6. Provisional Conclusions as a ‘Politics of Resistance and Commitment…’


Simon Critchley, in his book Infinitely Demanding. Ethics of Commitment, Politics of Resistance; Verso, London & New York, 2007, has inspired my uptake of these two concepts in his subtitle, namely, ‘ethical commitment’ and ‘political resistance’. Now, given my heuristic argument that (the inter-ordered nature of) politics emerges from the reduplication of (the ordered nature of) the ethical I would like to extend both the positive requirement for ‘commitment’ and the relatively negative requirement for ‘resistance’ on both levels of the ethical and the political, and, by extension, argue that the very expression of such experiences emerges from an extra-ordered sense and semblance of the existential-and-pragmatic sphere of lived-experience, i.e., the super-relational experience of the relational, pro-relational and the trans-relational domains as they effectively re(-)create the overall economic sense-and-semblance of the relational per se., albeit as expressed within the confines of these various  essays collected under the rubric of Pursuit. Let me explain, and through this explanation, thereby, proffer a provisional conclusion for this ‘concluding’ essay.
 (91)

It would be reasonable to assume, in the context of this comprehensive heuristic, that the ordered nature of the deontological, resident in that third trans-cognitively ordered order, cannot be fully thematized except in the third extra-ordered terms of reference and, then, fully expressed except in and through third inter-ordered terms of reference. Or, as a sad observation, it is easy to see that not all behaviours are exercised in an ethical or moral manner capable of either creating, preserving and/or conserving the richness and enrichment of their co-expressed situations through the situatedness of their co-associated relationships. That, we may surmise, therefore, most behaviours are merely the decisive decisions of the last instance. However, despite the ostensive lack of an apparent existential dimension, as extensively argued, both an existential and a democratic core cannot be entirely absent from our interactions with others and their interactions with us. That, to some extent, a residual modicum of the existentially deontological and the politically democratic can be effectively absent even if not entirely absent in either theoretical or hypothetical terms. Of course, that is small comfort, indeed, no comfort whatsoever, for the brutally treated slave or the protestor shot on the street. However, an eventual comeuppance will eventuate overall even if the actors concerned are exempted through the exigencies of life. However, it is to these ‘islands of sanity’ in the midst of seemingly irredeemable behaviours that the process of existentialization will need to return to in order to more fully express the deontological along with its secondary adjuncts within the situatedness of their third adjuncts (i.e., the phenomenologically-semantic, the ontical, and the relatively possible
). (92)

The epistemological nature of the third trans-cognitive order of the non-systematic existentially oriented deontological is to act as an imperative, with three aspects, namely, first, a directed aspect constituted cognitively in terms of a possibly intended set of intentional directions; second, a certain intensity impelled by the affective forces being harnessed therein; third, an existential aspect that permits that intentionally directed act either to proceed or not to proceed, but, whose authenticity of commission can only be suitably ascertained if and only if appropriately, properly, and appositely engaged through the utilization of the requisite suspensions able to co-determine its existential competence in that same regard. In other words, without these requisite suspensions, permission is incompetently appropriated, and, therein and thereby, can only intentionally discharge behaviours that would be judged to be of a relatively non-existential complexion, be such ensuing enactions to be judged as either positively, negatively, and/or neutrally commissioned. On the other hand, under the auspices of suitably enacted suspensions, ensuing patterns of behaviour should reflect the relational trajectories already in play in such a manner so as to augment and enhance the overall richness and enrichment of that relationship in the lived-context of its relational situatedness. Both consequently and subsequently, such existential engagement should duly oversee the relational richness and enrichment of that relationship under consideration. (93)

That, from a political perspective, democratic considerations, likewise, would be duly overseen in a parallel manner. I.e., we can make an equation between ‘good governance’ through ‘existential performance’, and v.v. Broadening the concept of ‘good governance’ to apply to ‘good behaviour’ be that performed personally or inter-personally, and, where by ‘good’ is meant the application of the qualitive ascertainment of the ‘richness and enrichment of e/valuational formation as collectively evaluated through the sense and semblance of the non-existentially-pragmatical and the existentially-pragmatic’. Hence this close relationship through reduplication of the ethical (centered in the deontological), the political (centered in good governance, albeit in its broadest application to the relationship/s in question), and the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential (as fully ascertained in terms of the decisive extra-ordered competence that takes into account both non-existential and existential contributions being positively brought to the sense and semblance of its overall relational richness and enrichment). (94)


Given this pragmatic intimacy imputed to exist between the ethical, the political, and the existential, as to be realized and appreciated through reduplication, how should we both critically and radically view any specific relational situation whilst, hopefully, being adequately cognizant of the contours and contortions of its apparent situatedness? That, given the inescapable mixing of both the inauthentic and the authentic to be found in our lived-experience of the overall life-world, as to be found expressed through the generality of the Political-Economy along with its overlapping array of social organizations replete with all the social problems attendant therein, just how are we to insightfully navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate through living-experience the lived-confines of the ongoing transcendental unity of this one world-of-life? Or, more simply, how is this concept of ‘good governance’, in its broadest sense, to be observed, be that passively, actively, and/or through existentially oriented engagement? (95)

In life, the very lived-fact of our intervening in this life-world is something over which we have no sense and semblance of choice, but, as to how such interventions are to be suitably performed within this world-of-life we have the infinite-like freedom to modify such interventions from within both non-existentially oriented perspectives and existentially oriented perspectives whilst understanding there can be no complete isolation between these imputed realms of the non-existential and the existential! That, when people do not exercise an adequately sufficient degree of suspension they are at the mercy of their ideological existences as they progressively become unraveled through time… to that extent we get to suffer the consequential ramifications of such previous forms of standing as exercised accordingly. That springing from the deontological, experienced as an imperative, we find, positively, a sense and semblance of commitment to be ethical, and, negatively, a desire to resist the seemingly non-ethical, both the predations of the immoral and the amoral! On one hand we are called upon to be ethically committed to observe the ‘performance of good governance’ in its widest sense, and, on the other hand, to resist the appearance of all forms of improper ‘governance’, albeit in and through an attunement between the lived-reality of lived-experience. Observing a middle ground between absolutistical over-commitment and relativistical under-commitment through the intuitive exercise of suitable suspensions, and, putting aside a middle path in the definitive exercise of decisions that suitably resist the misaligned performances of a ‘defective governance’. It could be said that there is a certain wisdom in knowing either ‘when to observe a middle path or when to dispense with the same?’ Like the example of the pregnant woman, no woman can be partially-pregnant and partially-non-pregnant at the same time, similarly, a person who traduces the relational richness of a certain relationship in which you have some standing (propinquity) it becomes beholden upon you to address that same situation and find some suitable form of redress should that be found to reside within the requisite exercise of your powers to suitable intervene therein. However, be that as it may, such redress is not something to be found either in a book or in the stars, and, how that person responsibly enacts a suitable pattern of response is very much dependent upon their ability to skillfully ‘read’ that situation and enact a pattern of response that they intuitively feel is the choice exercise, being well-chosen, from a range of choices, in keeping with their appreciation of that relational-situation in its relational-situatedness. All things being unequal, some choices will be better than others. Still, given that there are differences between all people, all people will inevitably choose different choices. Yet, the existential value to be discerned can be intersubjectively evaluated pragmatically from the discerned appreciation of the apparent ‘competence’ to be discerned in and through such decisive decisions, as exercised through those patterns of intervention, given ‘our appreciation of the existentially-pragmatic’ is equivalent, more or less, to ‘our appreciation of the pragmatically-existential’, and v.v. The existential, as a surplus or excess in e/valuational formation, is reinforced pragmatically to that same extent that ‘that which work’, is to be found as ‘that which works’! (96)

In more practical terms, we need to suitably differentiate the ‘critical’ from the ‘radical’, and v.v! There will be times when the ‘represented e/valuational formation to hand’ critically ‘represents’ what is apparently best practice, or, more correctly, a better form of practice (given that we are never in the absolutistical position of definitively knowing what course of enaction is the very best, but, despite that understandable limitation, we can find ourselves in a position to relatively determined better courses of enaction when suitably reflected upon through well-exercised conjectures). However, on other occasions, being apparently called upon to better ‘re-present a working triangulation of perspectives’ we come to experience the relative-radical, increment by increment, that, in turn, is suitably re(-)appropriated, likewise, increment by increment. Where the ‘relatively-critical’, more or less, is observing ‘the enaction of conventionally understood expectation’ versus the ‘relatively-radical’ as ‘the currently non-conventionally understood expectations, that appear for the person or persons intervening, to supply, on balance, the better outcome for all parties concerned’. Of course, people can get things wrong, hopefully, through suitable suspensions, ensuing de-suspensions will assist that pattern of intervention in such a manner so as to deliver much better outcomes than if they had been enacted along more critical lines instead. Arguably, in some form of a rapport with the ongoing re(-)presentation of the situated-relationship in question, through the exercise of suitable suspensions, etc., we stand a much better of chance of working on the behalf of our relationships, be they relatively personal or relatively interpersonal and more political in both orientation and in aspiration… (97)

Now, political power can only be disseminated through the democratic-like cooperation of the social world. Without such arbitration, there could be no dissemination of political power. Obviously, given the seemingly all-pervasive inauthenticity of others it behooves the individual in confronting such perfidious individuals and organizations to skillfully navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate to the best of their abilities. However, a potentially more successful approach is to organize with those people and organizations that appear to genuinely express a more authentic approach to such political issues. I.e., give demonstrable evidence of working through suitable suspensions, with the requisite degree of concern and care determined as necessary in order to deliver better outcomes for all relevant parties. This optimistic possibility granted, how might we ascertain if all the relevant ‘moving parts’ in question are capable of successfully resolving such political issues? By what observations and tests might we seek to delineate in order to determine the apparent competence of such agents in working together to arbitrate and finesse more responsible outcomes that ‘beneficially engineer’ this existential and pragmatic enrichment of those relevant relationships in question?
 (98)


Obviously, ‘permission’ to execute a certain decisive pattern of enaction is either non-existentially enacted or existentially enacted, or, more correctly, as a certain mix of both orientations. E.g., someone is very angry, has a gun pointed at the person, say, who is taunting them, ‘triggering’ an emotional intensification of their current emotional state… and shoots them once, twice, or even three times. Pulling that trigger is an intentional act, they desired to shoot that person, but, a few moments later may well regret this ‘life-changing event’ in all senses of that expression. Or, e.g., a person, as an important public official, may have been offered a bribe for the first time, say, a very large sum of money. However, they decline that offer, either directly or indirectly, and, perhaps, mention it to a relevant authority that a bribe had been offered. This public official wishes to honestly and faithfully represent the people who have placed their faith in this individual to do as they promised in taking that oath. In the first instance, emotions ruled the roost and a person was shot. In the second instance, a person gave permission to do the right thing, namely, refuse the offer of that bribe, etc. Arguably, the key difference is to what extent an adequately ‘comprehensive suspension’ was instigated. In hindsight that first person may well come to regret the impulsive nature exercised behind the shooting of that hapless person. Then, for the person offered the bride, they well have fallen back on their aspiration to enact their duties in an honourable fashion. For them, to change course was not called for given their aspirational perspective to discharge their duties in a dutiful fashion. That second person puts their duties to the country first and is not out to gain more than what they are entitled to through access to their salary or wages, etc. This illustrates the point that a ‘comprehensive suspension’ is one where ‘the person is not egotistically driven to consider their own interests alone, but, feels it necessary to take the interests of all relevant parties into account as well, indeed, makes that a priority over their own personal interests without, at the same time, eclipsing the latter’. Furthermore, public officials should not be shot at and so their personal security should also be a concern of the well-run state (especially in the light of the fact that this person had refused the taking of a bribe that could also call for entertaining the potential consequences of that negative pattern of enaction). (99)


So, what is the point of this comparison? First, a comprehensive suspension must be of all relevant information. Second, the suspension should be enacted from the apperceived perspective of the primary relationship itself. Third, such a suspension must suspend all co-associated affective and cognitive materials. I.e., the ensuing suspension should suspend all affective and ideologically oriented contributions. Fourth, that the suspension should be allowed to deliver both responsible patterns of response and the existentially oriented ‘permission’ to enact the same accordingly… with the implication that a consequential course of reflection must also be called for during the enactment of such deliberations. In other words, ‘permission’ needs to have its source, primarily, in the suspension of that well-represented re(-)presentational economy and not self-directed from an egotistical source alone. (100)

Another implication could also be inferred, namely, that the enaction of our ensuing aspirations will necessitate some form of negotiated-arbitration for otherwise our aspirations will be either overridden by others and/or we will feel the need to override others through enacting our own independent courses of enaction at the ensuing expense of the general loss of a social freedom all round. Yes, we witness a ‘freedom from’ and a ‘freedom to’, yet, we overlook the more important ‘freedom through’ others since given our social complexities in the advent of this Contemporary era, along with this digital age of AI, and so on, very little can be accomplished purely from the exercise of our own efforts alone. Indeed, for that ‘shooter’, in the first instance just cited, their decision to shoot will undoubtedly see an ongoing unravelling of their ‘freedom to be’ in this world-of-life, this overall life-world given the legal, political, and social ramification of those potentially quite selfish few seconds ‘executed’ in that moment of time. Of course, in dealing with non-hypothetical instances of such consequential incidents we should also ‘stand back’ and ‘suspend our pre-judgments’ and let the authorities suitably carry out their investigations so that the courts can duly deliver their final determinations of responsibility, and so on… trusting that such deliberations are authentically followed through to the satisfaction of a reflective and demanding public…. (101)

What exactly experientially drives our (ap)perception of an imperative? (102)


The apperception of a potential difference in our current aspirations as potential responses to a certain relational situation. (103)


As I have noted elsewhere, merely staring at a rosy ripe apple on the branch of an apple tree is going to get you that same apple by merely thinking about it. On the other hand, through the enaction of intentional behaviour that apple ‘finds itself being picked’ and then ‘eaten’. So, what is this enactive difference that allows us to transform the virtual intention into a non-virtual pattern of enactment, namely, in tis instance, picking that apple, etc? As I have argued, somewhat as a metaphor, but, something a bit more than just a mere metaphor, through suspension the ensuing de-suspension empowers my picking of that apple, and so on. Of course, things are a bit more complex. That, adding to this complexity, is the observation that intentional motivation needs to be well-motivated, and, as intimated, this intensity is supplied from affective considerations. E.g., if I am very hungry, my hunger would intensify this aspiration to pick and eat that apple chosen to be both picked and eaten. If I were merely admiring the apple from an aesthetic point of view, I might be less likely to pick it unless that co-associated intentional state was also being contemplated. Another complication concerns ‘permission’, i.e., what motivates me to consider my deliberate choosing to pick that apple or not to pick that apple? Maybe that apple, in the first place, was not mine to pick, but, being very hungry I go ahead and do so. In effect, overriding my moral scruples in this situation. Hence, concluding from this type of observation, that there is a need for my distinction between a ‘relatively non-existential choice’ and a ‘relatively existential choice’. However, ultimately, from the perspective of a suitably enacted suspension, these two types of choice would merge into an existentially oriented sense of decisiveness. That, through the auspices of a well-exercised suspension a well-formed de-suspension is formed whose ensuing contribution sets the stage for both the enactment of the ensuing delivery of intent and the co-associated value of that intent, albeit as appreciated from the situated-perspective of such ensuing enactment. The differential difference between contributory inputs of the suspension and delivered outputs deciding whether there is either a preservation of trajectories through their non-chaotic representation and/or their chaotic re-direction through some more radical form of re-presentation. That without a suitable suspension of either our absolutistical ideological overcommitments or our incoherently thought out relativistical under-commitments we would both distort, if not obstruct, our access to any overlay to an existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential reading, and so on. Thence these two types of permission, and, one must extrapolate from those two different types of experience that existentially oriented permission is the result of a motivation to be motivated in that same manner, and, our where we would need to find the requisite intensity of expression that would keep us on that ‘side of the ledger’, so to speak. In affective terms of reference, we could imagine a fear of being caught, or our wishing to abide by a promise made, or from a super-relational orientation participating in the fostering of an aspiration to work on the behalf of the primary relationship under consideration allowing our trans-subjective sense and semblance of subjectivity charge those proceedings accordingly (given that ‘the relationship is greater than the sum of its relational inventory’, and, that this ‘existential difference’, as a ‘surplus’ or ‘excess in e/valuational formation’, is capable through the differential force of the de-suspension to enact patterns of behaviour in an apposite harmony with such intentional trajectories preferred in those super-relational terms of reference. (104)


But what ‘truth’ or ‘authenticity’ might be better discerned and expressed by such more carefully enacted reflections? (105)


As previously argued, the non-virtual enaction of intentionally directed behaviour is the result of a reduplication of the deontological third trans-cognitive order in an act of political-like dissemination emitted in and through the third inter-ordered order of the political. This is the result of non-economic activity, namely, some form of permission that then permits the transformation of that virtual pattern of enaction into a non-virtually expressed pattern of enaction. Ideally, that pattern of permission is enacted, primarily, in existential-pragmatically oriented extra-ordered terms of reference under the rubric of competence, and, in this instance, as a third inter-ordered form of existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential competence. Non-ideally, such clarity of discernment can be easily disrupted through the over-vivification of intent imposed from either ideological and/or intensive affective inputs when the act of decision-making is more supplied from a relatively non-existential perspective, be the overall tenor of such decisions of the last instance, therein and thereafter, reflecting either a relatively beneficial, non-beneficial, and/or neutral complexion from a contextualized point of relational-appreciation. So, e.g., the hungry person has eaten that ripe-looking apple they find growing on the apple tree, or, the angry person has assaulted the person taunting them, or, where it would have been better if that same angry person had just walked away from that taunting person and completely ignored them. (106)


In this ordered heuristic, arguing that the non-economic is expressed in and through extra-ordered terms of reference; meta-philosophical deliberations are exercised and expressed in inter-ordered terms; and, all patterns of commencement and retreatment both start and return to an overall philosophical and disciplinary mode of expression in and through the trans-cognitively/trans-intentionally ordered judgments (along with their cognitive/intentional content). (107)


In addition, another level of complexity is brought to such considerations by attempting to understand the secular economy and its orle, say, in the formation and execution of aspirations (in an aspirational-arbitrational economy). (107)


Now, in my earlier explorations of the ‘interrogative economy’, as involved in the simple ‘asking of a question’, etc., I came to the conclusion that no factual state of affairs could be delineated purely in philosophical (and disciplinary) terms of reference. Only in the ‘apparitional moment’ conceived of as ‘both a negation and a double negation’ could a factually based conclusion be supplied, whereas, that philosophical (and disciplinary) economy, on its own terms would be incapable of achieving a resolution of the question in factual-like terms of reference! Indeed, one had to invoke the double negation as one correlative in the secular economy in order to achieve such a definitive and decisive outcome. (108)

Then, we would be philosophically confronted by the problem, how does the secular economy, say, in its aspirational guise, actually enact patterns of behaviour given the transformation of virtual enaction into non-virtual enaction only occurs through the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order as the political, although, more correctly, the non-economic aspect of this process occurs in extra-ordered terms reference, namely, through the reduplication of the political (itself the result of the reduplication of the ethical (i.e., third trans-cognitive order of the deontological). (109)


Obviously, the conjoining of both philosophical and secular economies is called for. That granted, we should then ask, ‘how is this amalgamation possible?’ Then, in the formation of this ‘hexa-modal economy’ can it still be treated as ‘economic’ given its hexa-modal complexion? (110)


The amalgamation of both economies is conducted on the basis of the underlying archetypal economy because the secular aspects are indirectly aligned through their being effectively centered in pairs. So, e.g., through a suspension of negotiated-arbitration, arbitrated-negotiation, indirectly aligns with the third trans-cognitive order whose reduplication/s ensure a coincidence with the underlying moment of Ego. That this reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order then initiates the ensuing dissemination through the permitted sense and semblance of the political, etc. In effect, the aspiration economy, as representative of the secular economy, is comprised of those ‘external’ features that take the three additional negative Boolean operators Nor, Nand, and dNot in order to non-virtually realize through the political our ensuing intervening in this world at large. Let me illustrate this again:
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This diagram suggesting, through the suspension of ‘negotiated-arbitration’, a coincidence with the Ego moment in the philosophical world, and, therein and thereby, through reduplication of this third moment, its politically permitted instantiation through the inter-ordered moment of the political. (112)


As already noted, the inter-mediated suspension of the philosophical-disciplinary economy gives us the secular economy, and, the inter-mediated suspension of the secular economy gives us the philosophical-disciplinary economy.
 (113)


Then, through reduplication of the overall philosophical (and disciplinary) economy to are presented with the inter-ordered, meta-philosophical, metaphysical economy, and, whose reduplication in turn, then gives us the competence of the extra-ordered economy. (114)

Now, we need to recognize ‘the radical ethics of ethics as non-ethics’ (given the ‘the ethicality of the ethical is the political), and, ‘the radical politics of the political is non-political (given ‘the politicality of the political is not political, namely, as the existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential’, as jointly expressed through the concept of ‘competence’. (115)

As a series of conjectural inputs, etc., what relevant ramifications can be inferred, etc? (116)

As an implication of transformational retreatment, we would argue that the persistent presentation of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance is tantamount to the demonstration of a process of re(-)presentational ‘objectivity’, and, that such intentionally demonstrated ‘objectivity’ would also be re-expressed in all co-associated forms of ordering, inter-ordering, and extra-ordering… further reinforcing such demonstrable notions of a representative re(-)presentation. That, in reverse, representative re(-)presentation can be demonstrated merely by indicating such relative transformational invariance. (117)

In effect, in demonstrating such representative re(-)presentation through such transformational isomorphism, and v.v., there is a need, in order to demonstrate such alignments, to (metaphorically) get ‘all our ducks in a row’ so to speak, otherwise, our efforts would be either self-deconstructed and/or other-deconstructed. Therefore, to translate this to a political dimension of interactions with others, etc., both the duplicitous and the complicit, demonstrably in a state of relative non-alignment with lived-experience of a lived-reality would more likely experience an ensuing deconstruction of their political efforts. Witness, e.g., Trump’s ever-declining poll figures, and, by extension, the imminent decline of the fortunes of the Republican Party… now so beholden to the dictates of one very flawed individual (notably not known for his alignment with the factual, and so on). (118)


Is there a need to articulate a series of conjectures that note the intimate connectivity between, say, lived-experience with lived-reality, and, say, our collective abilities to disseminate political power and instrumentally deliver a constructive realization of political aspirations on the beneficial behalf of others if the central parties to such an implementation of ‘policies’ are running with policies that are not in an alignment with lived-reality, and so on? Of concern here is a need to have collectively implemented and harmonized parallels between ‘what is said and what is also relevantly said’, ‘between what is done and what else is relevantly done’, ‘between what is said about what is relevantly done’, and what is done and what is relevantly said about the same, and so on and so forth... (119)


If a certain political leader is setting the stage for the formulation and implementation of political policies then we would hope they both speak coherently and in a fashion that is relatively non-contradictory, and, furthermore, that those who witness such declarations of intent do not have to ‘misinterpret’ the same in order to produce something that is both credible and reproducible. (120)

Thence the philosophical need for a working theory of representation, hence my theory of re(-)presentation that, whilst invoking metaphysical-like aspects, is most certainly not bound to repeat those impossibly constituted, traditional forms of representative theory. Where all such ‘alignments’ are only textually and inter-textually oriented’ and have nothing to do with a so-called ‘external world’, or similar, but, where, through successful forms of pragmatic-existential productivity, we find our lived-experiences aligning with the lived-reality of those same experiences, and so on. (121)


That the important political lesson to take way from such critical reasoning is that ‘to be successful in our passage through this world at large such productive alignments need to be pragmatically fostered’ regardless of whether the intended realization of such intentions is either personally or inter-personally oriented, or privately or publicly oriented, or, non-politically or politically motivated!’ That, conversely, both duplicitous and complicitous behaviors undermine such alignments and their necessary contribution to the overseeing of a political successfulness in productive forms of dissemination. (122)


Such a non-partisan observation should be central to any productive critique, say, of the American administration under the second presidency of Donald Trump, or, the non-partisan critique of any other political administration regardless of the political actors involved! (123)


It so obviously stands to reason that to exercise our negotiated patterns of arbitration, arbitrated patterns of negotiation, the sequential and parallel alignment of our intentions needs to be in a suitable degree of an alignment with the overall aspirations behind such intent. Otherwise, it would be a bit like setting out to bake a cake and forgetting to add half the ingredients, or, incompletely baking the cake for the time needed, or, over-baking the cake… and wondering why no one wants to eat a piece of that defective cake when the resulting product is placed on a plate. Having eaten cakes that have been expertly baked why now partake of something that here bears little resemblance to a well-baked item that barely resembles the ideal semblance of a cake? (124)


To further explore this idea of a philosophical economy needing a secular economy, and v.v., in a representative process of re(-)presentation, let me re-explore the theoretical manoeuvres entailed, first, in an interrogative economy, and, second, in an aspirational economy. Then, in this same vein, let me also explore the apparent preservation of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance in an ordered philosophy, and by extension, through an inter-ordered philosophy when historical considerations are also in play, etc. Last, look at the ideality of this relationship between the ethically ordered, the politically inter-ordered, and the existentially extra-ordered as arrived at through various forms of reduplication and retreatment. (125)


Questions involve conducting an ‘either/or’. E.g., ‘this apple is either ripe to eat or is not ripe to eat?’ (discounting the middle classification of ‘not quite ripe yet’ or ‘only partially ripe’
).  Questions rhetorically devolve about this ‘either/or’, so, ‘either these apples are ripe’ or ‘these apples are not ripe’? Affirming one of these two possibilities answers that question. (126)


Now, I have argued elsewhere that a first answer is metaphorically oriented. ‘Apparently, when tasted, these apples appear to be like ripe apples or not like my previous experience of ripe apples’. (127)


In the ‘either/or’ we have a dis-conjunctive suspension, but, with a first reply in the form of a partial metaphorical resolution we are now presented with a conjunctive suspension. we note that these apples are both ‘like ripe apple and not like ripe apples’, since, in this theoretical stage we are only concerned, ostensively, with a metaphorical-like resemblance. (128)


In order to resolve this conjunctive suspension and form a literal response to this question we need now to more on to an apparitional suspension… where, in an affirmative ‘it is as if this apple is ripe as if this apple is ripe, etc.’, or, where, in a negation, ‘it is as if this apple is not ripe, as if this apple is not ripe, etc.’ But, within the parameters of the philosophical (and disciplinary) economy such a factual-like attribution just cannot be made as things stand. The ‘either/or’ is hermeneutically oriented, whereas, the first metaphorical form of a reply, as a metaphor, is phenomenal-phenomenologically semantic in orientation. We have been moving from the general to the particular, but, the definitive resolution of this contestment (of the “either/or’) needs a literal, non-metaphorical response. The apparitional is first centered on a negation, the proscriptive, the Boolean operator Not, and, only through a double negation can we then arrive at a verified factual (ontical) determination. ‘It is not not the case that it is merely as if this apple is ripe’ (or ‘not ripe’), ‘as if this apple is ripe (or is not ripe), as if…, etc.’ (129)


In effect, it is only the so-called ‘third moment’ in the aspirational economy (as it falls within the secular economy) that allows us to make this definitive response, namely, that ‘this apple is ripe’ or ‘this apple is not ripe’! No longer ‘as if, as if…’, but now, through the affirmative power of the double negation, ‘it is the case that that apple is not unripe’ (or ‘is not not ripe’)! (130)


In other words, the question operates in the philosophical (or disciplinary) economy, but, can only be answered in the secular economy. (131)


In other words, by implication, to definitively answer questions, in a literal manner, we have to invoke an ordered economy… and move beyond a philosophical (or disciplinary) economy and invoke the requisite ontical (factual) standing that then allows us to allows us to definitive answer this question in a non-metaphorical, literal mode. (132) 


Let me show this in ordered terms of reference. Asking the question, re the working conception of possible states of affairs, is conducted in the fifth cognitive/trans-cognitive order of the potential. Then, the metaphorical first reply is delivered in terms of the phenomenologically-semantic, i.e., the first cognitive/trans-cognitive order. Next, in the second apparitional reply we are operating in the third cognitive/(trans-cognitive) order of the conceptual as a conceptual process /(rather than, in this instance, in a third trans-cognitive order of the non-systematic, existentially deontological). ‘As if, as if…’ is ‘not quite, not quite…’ and so on. However, we are rescued by invoking the double negation of the sixth cognitive/trans-cognitive order of the ontical. I.e., is a fact, namely, ‘that this apple is not not ripe’ or ‘is not not unripe’, respectively ‘is ripe’ or ‘is unripe’. (133)


Invoking a Tarskian frame of reference this question is evidently resolved in terms of the requisite evidence, namely, ‘the set containing this apple is ripe is T (true) iff (if and only if) this apple is evidently ripe’. Or, better, the meta-set containing this apple is ripe (Apple)’’ is T (true) iff the set containing this apple is ripe (Apple)’: 

I.e: (Apple)’’ is T iff (Apple)’. (134)


Ideally, such ascertainment of ripeness demands a historical appreciation of the factual, i.e., the factuality of the factual. I.e., it is historically the case in inter-ordered terms of reference (62) that this specific apple is ripe (61) in ordered terms of reference:

I.e., (62) is T ff (61). (135)


So, surprisingly, to resolve a question asked in philosophical terms we need to invoke non-philosophical, secular means in order to seek a resolution in the form of its literal determination. Now, conversely, we have the opposite ‘problem’, namely, should we seek to realize our aspirations formulated in secular terms (through the auspices of an aspirational economy) then we have to invoke a philosophical (or disciplinary) economy in order to oversee a non-virtual realization of those same aspirational objectives. (136)

 
That, in the realization of our aspirations (be that through either arbitration, negotiation and/or navigation) we have to understand ‘where’ we are (in a realistic appreciation of our current standing [propinquity] in this world at large), understand where we are going through a(n idealistic-like) determination of ‘why’; and, importantly, discern just ‘how’ we go from one to the other via a process that is pragmatical, i.e., capable of joining the metaphorical ‘dots’ so to speak. Which is all very well and good since we are only half way there. In order to convert our virtual intentions into non-virtual objectives then we need to consult and find an alignment with the inter-ordered of the political since it is only through the same that we expedite those aspirations in non-virtual terms of reference. (137)


Let me sequentially determine these theoretical or hypothetical manoeuvres as follows: The intentional objective is formulated in the second cognitive/trans-cognitive order of the aesthetically-integrated. In perceptual, fourth cognitively ordered terms of reference/ in fourth pragmatical, trans-cognitively ordered terms of reference we intuit how to get to our idealized objective through working out how we migrate from our current situatedness, in and through a realistic appreciation of our current standing (propinquity). But, be that as it may, we cannot, as things stand, transform such virtual objectives into working non-virtual objectives in a realization of such intent without now entering the philosophical (disciplinary) domain of our ordered scheme, etc.
 (138)


So, in order to instantiate our intentions, we must move from the secular world of our aspirations to the philosophical domain, preferably the third cognitive/trans-cognitive order so as to enact such volition, albeit in the third inter-ordered order of the political as arrived at through reduplication. I.e., where the third order of the deontological (and its secondary adjuncts in the aesthetical and the pragmatical) then take on a non-virtually enacted transformation in the form of the ‘political’. (139)


Thus, we must conclude from these two examples, albeit through the addition of similar, reasonable forms of extrapolation, that the philosophical (disciplinary) economy and the secular (aspirational) economy must be conjoined in order, say, for us to literally answer questions, and, say, for us to literally find the means for our being able to instantiating our aspirations, etc. Thence this conjoining of the philosophical and the secular, but, also, their reduplication into an inter-ordered domain in order to supply both historical and volitional facets to experience. (140)


Of course, I would also argue that we must further invoke a reduplication of the inter-ordered domain in order to also account for an existential and pragmatic domain that oversees the enrichment of our relationships along with a satisfaction in life for life itself for without the same motivation would merely remain, primarily, on an affective level of both our ‘seeking pleasure’ and avoiding the non-desired, the unpleasant, pain, etc. (141)


In finer detail I will now briefly demonstrate both ‘horizontal’ and ‘vertical’ forms of transformational retreatment in epistemological operations involving ordered phenomena… (142)


Say, I have this desire to pick an apple and eat it. The apple needs to be ripe, and, in this instance a ‘ripe apple’ is ‘large, red, and, sweat and juicy’ when bitten into. In both cognitive and trans-cognitive terms of reference (i.e., as the cognitive content of trans-cognitive judgments) we note that a first ordered apple is merely apple-like. In order to think the thought ‘that this apple is ripe’ we must tick off these four appellations of ‘large, red, sweet and juicy’ as being integrated in the through of this apple being bitten into. Cognitively, this is as both conceived and perceived, and where the judgment to be delivered is that that apple, indeed, is ‘large, red, sweet and juicy’. Then, in fifth ordered terms of reference that possibility is expected to be the case in seeing an apple that is both ‘large and red’. Ascertainment of this apple as ‘ripe’ being the case when it is found to be the case. Hence this ‘horizontal’ or ‘linear’ process of ordering which in this instance allows me to mental, or psychologically, travel form the first order to the sixth order (of the ontically factual) should that progress be evidentially established and verified through our appreciation of that experience. (143)


However, in order to pick that apple, I need to invoke an inter-ordered politically oriented form of volition. Similarly, in order to recognize an experience of ‘ripeness’ as ‘being ripe’ we would also need to invoke an historical approach both to the current sequencing of our actions but also in regard to invoking forms of phenomenal-phenomenological recognition that allow us to say a certain apple is large, red, sweet, and juicy. Hence vertical forms of reduplication that then allow us to horizontally experience inter-ordered, meta-philosophically (metaphysically) entertainable semantic categories (of largeness, redness, sweetness, and juiciness) along with all else, namely, psychological-sociological states where we subjectively-intersubjectively appreciate these linguistic correlations in a textualized form of such experiences that focus on largeness, redness, sweetness, and juiciness of apple-experiences, etc; acts of volition; the enacted consequences of volitional acts, etc; scientific-like appreciation of probabilities; and an appreciation of relevant historical involvements, etc. (144)


Interestingly, if there were no ripe apples currently in my apple orchard, but, in my neighbour’s orchard I were to espy a crop of lovely, large red apples then my contemplating the picking of a few of these apples that do not belong to me then I would have to entertain a process of deontological appreciation asking myself ‘whether I should or should not pick the same.?’ Let me explore this type of evaluation. (145)


To begin with we should understand that the performance of most patterns of intentional behaviour are not just self-directed in enaction and consequences, but, more often are both subjectively negotiated and intersubjectively arbitrated. Just as, as a comparison, ethical behaviours are deontologically centered and not divided, say, equally between the deontological and the pragmatical (and the overlooking of an aesthetical dimension with this latter aspect being concerned with issues like, e.g., integration, integrity, harmony, relational resolution of the problematic, the relative competence envisaged as stemming from the probable ramifications of various courses of enaction, etc.). In a similar manner we should note that all behaviours potentially have a political dimension even if such an intersubjective dimension is not actually invoked directly. Let me demonstrate this near-inescapable facet of lived-experience. (146)


Picking apples that belong to me is one thing, and, picking the apple that belong to someone else is another type of consideration. Now, if my neighbour knows that they have permission to pick a few of my early ripening apples then they might expect that I would do the same with their late ripening apples. All that is not problematic. On the other hand, if I were to hire a truck and a gang of apple pickers and were to descend on the ripening apples of a commercial orchard my defense should not be that ‘I was being enterprising’ and that as ‘the world is constituted in a Darwinian fashion then my forcibly acquiring those apples means I am now entitled to them’. One could imagine our inserting a Kantian categorical imperative at this point, but, more simply the claim that those apples were stolen would be more to the point in practical terms. Legally, I had no standing to take those apples, and so on. Consequently, I also have no standing in maintaining a retention of those same apples that were picked. Obviously, the illegal picking of those apples now has a political dimension even if the mere picking of an apple on a priori-like grounds does not seem to implicate a political dimension. That context is everything, and that it is short-sighted to view all actions as merely self-initiated patterns of enaction. E.g., hypothetically, that day I was picking some apples in my own orchard I should have been performing my jury duties, so, my absence from the court could well be construed as a political act, at least at face value. That, without a full appreciation of the relevant constitution of context all patterns of enaction could well have political ramifications. Admittedly, we must accept that some actions practically have no political consequences, as far as we can currently (ap)perceive, but, overall, most patterns of enaction do have a political dimension. That, on this theme, we should also realize that it is also not possible to make a full and absolutistically thorough appreciation of all the possible political ramifications that might devolve or might not devolve from the performance of certain patterns enaction. But, then, on the other hand, this impossibility, this insistence of an ‘infinite responsibility’, or similar, should not be called for since a suitably adequate understanding of the relational circumstances of our behaviours is usually more than enough for us to operate a reasonably authentic form of ethical practice as we make our passages through this world at large, both individually and collectively. In a similar manner, all calls for an absolutistical certainty and perfect knowledge about the world as lived are equally fraudulent, being both impossible to exercise and totally unnecessary. If I am in my orchard staring at two ripe apples and wondering which one to pick that final choice could well be arbitrary. As far as I am concerned, both apples look perfectly edible, and, no doubt, when I make my choice, when I bite into one and eat it, I will then be able to confirm or disconfirm this assessment of ripeness. As to which one to choose, maybe this is done on the grounds of aesthetics or pragmatics, say, should one of those apples be much closer and easier to pick. At the end of the day this apple was chosen to be picked and not that other apple… and of course I do not ask myself ridiculous questions as to whether these apples actually exist or not, whether I should be picking my own apples, and so on, or, for that matter, what political ramification might arise in the mere act of picking one of my own apples should all my political and social responsibilities, etc., are not countermanding the performance of such behaviour. (147)


So, what are the points being made through this anecdote? ‘Absolute certainty’ and ‘absolute responsibility’, as theoretical directions of discernment, might be entertained as the right direction to travel towards, but, most certainly not as a reasonable ideal, as an objective, to exercise. On the other hand, only with a sufficient appreciation of the relational context can the relative presence or relative absence of a political dimension be adequately ascertained. But, even if apparently absent, on an individual basis, it does not rule out the fact that if iterated on a much grander scale that, then, both a moral and a political dimension could well emerge. E.g., exposing one child to one ice-cream commercial on television once a year, just before mealtime, may not seem to be something to get worried about. But, imagine if ten advertisements a day for ice cream were to be shown during television for children, year in and year out. Obviously ‘advertising pays’, and such predicated changes in commercial behaviour are being proposed. Does society want children to be exposed to such non-essential foodstuffs on such an industrial scale? Then, coupled with advertisements for a range of non-essential fast-foods, etc., one may wonder what the ensuing ethos behind such advertising has done to the cultural ethos in terms of a shifting of eating habits in directions that have become considerably unhealthy. Again, eating the occasional ice cream or some other form of fast food has little or any adverse consequences in itself. However, if reiterated on a much more regular basis from these changes in dietary practice we would then see the emergence of both an ethical and political dimension co-arising from the proliferation of such advertising. That because most patterns of behaviour arise through set negotiated patterns of arbitration, arbitrated patterns of expected negotiation, then we should regard most patterns of behaviour as possessing both an ethical and a political dimension rather than the other way round in surmising that ethical action is primarily instigated by the individual vis-à-vis some other individual or set of individuals, etc. That, more often than not, what we do has both ethical and political ramifications regardless of whether such dimensions are overlooked by the individual and by society in general. Yes, on a few occasions, such dimensions might be relatively absent, but, we should not automatically rule out such dimensions as having a role to play in the performance of behaviour in general. (148)


Many years ago, In Aotearoa New Zealand, there were complaints aired on television that the Police were stopping individuals on the street and conducting uncalled for searches of their property. What rights people had in that regard were carefully explained. However, most people being stopped, in appearance, were of Maori or Polynesian descent. Then one day, around this same period in time, I was stopped on the street by two very young policemen, perhaps only a few years younger than myself, and asked ‘what I was carrying in my bag?’ I was most indignant and almost impolitely told them where to get off. My intuition told me that they were bored and merely stopped me for the sake of it. I duly enquired why and not having a suitable reply to hand told that it was my right not to comply. This annoyed them, but, having deconstructed their positioning, their relevant standing in this manner, I continued on my way. I felt it was my right to stand up, under such circumstances, at least on the behalf of others knowing their rights in such matters. What did I learn? That on the next occasion I would still be lawfully indignant, but, perhaps, a little less overtly political in my admonition of this type of behaviour towards myself and others. I should add that the Police in New Zealand don’t carry firearms and have considerably improved their public relations skills, and are generally well-respected. (149)


Although suggesting that fraudulent ethical and political demands for an ‘infinite responsibility’ should not be contemplated, still, how should we view claims that a ‘responsible authenticity’ should be enacted? Does such a concept have a practical existence, or, is it merely a strategy ideologically fostered on an unwitting public that merely reinforces the constraints and restraints imposed on society by the powers that be, be that the result of an inadvertent or advertent imposition of a ‘morality’ that works more for those elites and their instituted enforcement of behaviours more suitable for a social consolidation of their fortune, power, prestige, and a preservation of class along with the ‘perception’ of certain additional rights and privileges? (150)


Short-circuiting the rhetoric here, does the phenomenon of ‘being authentic’ have a phenomenologically demonstrable existence? I believe so. Thence this ensuing exposition I will need to philosophically conduct along descriptive, prescriptive, and proscriptive lines of discernment, i.e., respectively, in phenomenological, hermeneutical, and non-systematic existential terms of reference. Moreover, noting the parallel existence of a secular dimension, consideration as to how authenticity presents will also be identified, necessitating the utilization of an ordered approach, etc. (151)


As a first argument, I will posit the experiential fact that, if authenticity is to be viewed from a comprehensive relational perspective, then it will also need to be viewed in and through the articulation of that comprehensive relational perspective. Arguing here for a concept of a preference for a suitable degree of ‘relational richness and enrichment’ in our relational experience rather than the converse, namely, a certain loss of ‘relational richness and enrichment’. That such an approach can be argued for on the grounds that relationships cannot be reduced to a mere catalogue of their relational inventory and that their experience would need to be experience similarly. That such richness, etc., is the apparent facticity of a relationship, i.e., the experiential extent a relationship is experienced as greater than the mere sum of its parts, as would be also entertained in our experience of the same, given that the nomination of such relational experience cannot be entertained as the mere inventory of relational items articulated as relatively independent in that same relational frame of reference. E.g., if I am lucky to find on my apple trees one or two apples that are edible then I can hardly refer to such meagre pickings as if it were a commercial crop. Or, e.g., if a drunk person were staggering along a street, in all probability we should be able to avoid our bumping into them or have them bumping into us. However, if on that street we suddenly saw a rampaging crowd hellbent on the destruction of property and beating people up then it might well be less likely for our being able to avoid them. One angry person is one thing, an angry crowd of people is something else both in character and in intensity. Again, we might be more able to avoid or reason with one person, and either avoid a certain situation or de-escalate that situation, but, reasoning with a crowd might well need a different set of skills given that it would be both more difficult to avoid the same or to reason with the same. I am not saying there is an absolute difference, but, nonetheless, a radically different sense of difference all the same. Indeed, what might work on an individual basis may well not work on a more communal basis. In effect, illustrating this point that relationships are emergent phenomena and our approaches to the same cannot be simply reduced to how we might interact with a certain individual element of that relational inventory. (152)


Take, e.g., imagining the breaking up of a broom into the broom head and a totally disintegrated handle, say, a handle that was found to be completely rotten. Last year we were charged with sweeping up the fallen leaves in the backyard and it only took ten minutes. Now, in having to get down on my hand and knees, and in using just the head of that broken broom, it then took me thirty minutes to sweep that backyard. An intact broom gave me the ability to sweep up all those leaves in ten minutes. Now it takes me twenty minutes longer and has lessened my freedom to sweep that backyard considerably to that same degree. (153)


Or, consider the following situation. Joy of joy, a miracle, this year my apple trees produced more than enough fruit that were not either spoilt by the rain and mildew, nor eaten by the birds and the possums. So, I pick the best of these apples and present my neighbours each with a bucket of fine apples. Yes, on one hand, these apples are just apples, but, on the other hand, these apples are also gifts and, as gifted apples, they cannot be considered to be ‘just apples’ when picked and given as gifts. (154)


Or, e.g., a few drops of rain will not wear away a solid rock, say, a piece of granite, but, over eons of time water can carve mighty mountains and reduce them to the sand cast upon the formation of a recent beach. (155)


Or again, imagine shaking hands with a sleeping person and comparing that experience to the shaking the hands of a newly deceased corpse. Yes, you are ‘shaking hands’, but, in one experience the sleeping person is awoken and in the other situation you find ‘someone’ who is just not able to eventually shake your hand in return. The ‘relational difference’ here is that the sleeping person can awake and function as a person and not merely function passively as an inert body or corpse. The integrity of the person as a ‘person’ is recovered on waking, but, the dead person is merely a corpse, a body now without animation. (156)


The apparent ‘psychic integrity’ of the living person is built up on the emerging of integrated phenomena ‘all the way up and all the way down’. Hence the hierarchicalization of my epistemology where from the suspension and transcendence of the Affective we find the emergence of the Cognitive, and its orders, and, from the judgmental appreciation of the Cognitive, we find the emergence of the Trans-Cognitive and its orders. Or, similarly, from the circulation of value in a certain economy, from its non-economic, or trans-economic disruption, we find the unilateral decisiveness of the last instance, and so on. (157)


Just as well-functioning broom is never just the functioning of a separate handle and a separate broom-head, so, too, our world functions for(-)us, etc., through our experience of these different types of relational difference. Indeed, through this plethora of relational differences are experienced the living-reality of this relational world of lived-experiences is lived as ‘relational-experiences’, and not otherwise! (158)


One should not have to articulate this which is so obvious. Unfortunately, we are exposed to an all-encompassing reductive bias that distorts everything correspondingly. If anything, it should be the other way around, namely, a world seen as a concatenation of ‘living wholes’ rather than a fragmentary vista of just ‘dead and dissected parts’. Our very ability to enter into acts of judgments demands a dialectical economy of synthetically oriented ‘wholes’, analytically oriented ‘parts’, along with the nomination of logical subjects (in turn, somewhat divided into subjects and objects, etc., given that even the person is also embodied, but, not just embodied as a mere ‘body’ or ‘corpse’, etc.). (159)


Pointing out that the inner domain of the extensive suspension is this overall transcendental suspension divided between hermeneutical ‘synthesis’, phenomenological ‘analysis’, and non-systematic existential ‘nomination’.
 Hence, too, its designation as a philosophical economy and as an instance of a disciplinary economy (given that philosophy is also a complex discipline consisting of many styles of discursive judgment). Thence, too, its contrast with and the necessary incorporation of a ‘secular economy’ (for reasons as discussed) and where both form the ordered constitution of the ‘overall philosophical economy’ (acting equally as an ‘overall disciplinary economy’). (160)


Now, in contracting the course of this disquisition on the nature of relational experience, let me simply state that relational experience per se, i.e., from a comprehensive relational perspective is none other existential experience per se, and v.v. By ‘comprehensive’ is meant the envisaging of a relational economy (consisting of a relational inventory or subjects and objects, etc.), an economy experienced from a pro-relational perspective of its apparent unity as engineered to that same extent through relational resolution, and our trans-relational experience of its sense and semblance as a distinctive relational entity whose situatedness is also experienced form the perspective of its apparent relational situatedness. I.e., respectively, a relational inventory of subjects, objects, inter-subjective entities, and inter-objective temporal-like spaces, etc; the apparent trans-relational subjectivity experienced in and through the process of ongoing resolution as currently operating; and, in what manner that distinctive subjectivity calls for distinctive patterns of behaviour that would create, preserve, and conserve the distinctive uniqueness and existential richness of that relational experience (as uniquely experienced through our experience of its apparent facticity). (161)


 However, despite the simplicity of such claimed statements (of interpretative fact) I would further need to argue that a more systematic sense and semblance of the existential (and its equivalence with the concept of the ‘pragmatic’) arises in extra-ordered terms of reference and not in either ordered or inter-ordered terms of reference, i.e., respectively neither in trans-cognitively ordered terms pertaining to the overall philosophical economy nor in the inter-ordered terms of the overall meta-philosophical, metaphysical economy as here reconstituted along non-traditional lines as re(-)presentative and not pertaining to an impossible representative modelling of the same). (162)


Radically stated, the ‘ethicalness of the ethical (as ordered)’ accounts, through reduplication, (in inter-ordered terms of reference) for the volitional status of the political, and ‘the politicality of the political’ accounts, through reduplication, (in extra-ordered terms of reference) for the experience of the existential. Where, from this extra-ordered sense of perspective the concept of ‘existential’ is equivalent to the concept of the ‘pragmatic’, and, where both aspects are merged in the working concept of ‘existential competence’. Or more succinctly”:


{The ethicality (of the ethicalness [of the ethical])} = competence.
 (163)


Or, the ethical, political and existential are intimately and pragmatically related through reduplications! (164)


That many, diverse implications follow from the formularization of this simple equation. However, in order to suitably explore its ramifications, we need to correctly define its parameters, pay close attention to the interconnected natures of the ‘ethical’, ‘political’, and the ‘existential’ (along with the ‘pragmatic’ and the substantiation of both the ‘existential and pragmatic’ within the relational concept of ‘competence’), etc.  (165)


One rather startling thing to say, given this heuristic (of the economically-ordered), is that in regard to this scheme the ethical is philosophically oriented, the political is metaphysically oriented (in my reconstituted, non-traditional sense), and the existential is neither (being extra-ordered in orientation). Or, in a vertical version of the super-economic, the ethical is phenomenologically economic in orientation, the metaphysical nature of the political is hyper-economic
 and hermeneutically oriented, whilst the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential is non-economic in orientation. However, given the nature of transformational retreatment, through the de-suspension, all ordered operations will immediately return a final product to the sole level of the philosophical (and the disciplinary) when and where all three epistemological levels in textual explication will collapse on to the conventional nature of intentionally directed textual formation and ensuing deposition. Thus, it behooves the philosopher, or any other professional, and also the discerning secularist, with a metaphorical ‘eye’ on both the critical and radical, to disentangle such linguistic enmeshment of these three heuristic levels of the economic and trans-cognitively(/cognitively) ordered, the hyper-econom-ic/metaphysically inter-ordered, and the non-economic/existentially extra-ordered. (166)


As noted, the ‘political’, etc., can be defined through reduplication as the ‘ethicality of the ethical’, etc. Let me re-explain. (167)


The ‘ethical’ has been defined as ‘the third trans-cognitive order, as primarily de-ontological in orientation with two secondary adjuncts of the second trans-cognitive order of the aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical’ (and where its ‘contextual situatedness’ is defined through its ‘tertiary adjuncts’ of ‘the first trans-cognitive order of the phenomenologically-semantic, the fifth trans-cognitive order of possibility, and the sixth trans-cognitive order of the ontical [provisionally treated as ‘validly ascertained true facts’ be that on either evidential, testimonial, and/or inferential grounds]). (168)


Now reduplication, ostensively in the symbolic form of ‘the x of x as equal to non-x or not-x or meta-x’ should be translated as the meta-x (x’) of x, etc. Once translated in that form the ordinary rules of duplication can now be applies, namely, the ordered status of the operation reflects the ordered status of the operator and not the ordered status of the operand. Hence, in the following notation: x’.x will result in a product y’ given that it possesses the same ordered status as exercised by the operator. Or, more precisely, in ordered notation: na.mb (where n is a numbered order 1-6, m is a numbered order 1-6, a is a level of ordering 1-3, and, b is a level of ordering 1-3), and this produces a product with the status na. (169)

E.g., in the following duplication ‘the history of science is a history (of science)’. In notation: 62.52 => 62. (170)


E.g., ‘the aesthetics of history is an aesthetics’ (say, in the determination of an ethos or zeitgeist). In notation: 21.62 => 21. (171)


E.g., the ethicalness of ethics is political. In notation: 32.31 => 32. In other words, the ethicalness (of the ethical) is automatically political in orientation. (172)


E.g., ‘the politicality of the political(ness) is political competence’ (which is extra-ordered in complexion). In notation: 33.32 => 33. (173)


Hence, by extension, 33.(32.31) => 33.
 I.e., the ethicalness of the ethicality of the ethical is the ascertained political competence of the politically-ethical as viewed from an existentially-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential perspective. (174)


Another way of applying this heuristic is to (ap)perceive an intimate resonance between the ethical, the political, and the existential, etc., and that the ensuing product should be primarily reviewed through this lens of ‘relational competence’. ‘Relational’ in the sense that the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential is reviewing the relational situatedness of the relationship in question in the comprehensive sense of the relational, i.e., collectively as a relational inventory, through its apparent pro-relational unity, and as relationally experienced through the simulated or represented re(-)presentation, as the lived-reality of the relationship as had in lived-experience without needing any recourse whatsoever to impossible feats such as perceiving the so-called ‘external world’ (or the so-called ‘internal world’) qua “a so-called ‘external world’ (or then so-called ‘internal world’)”. (175)


We are already ‘in the world of lived-experience’ without impossibly dividing it into a so-called ‘external world and a so-called ‘internal world’! Through our experience of represented processes of re(-)presentation we experience various ordered-like forms of textualized alignment either within and/or between textual variants continually subjected to transformational retreatment… where the logical subject of such a transformation is representatively re(-)presented in and through our apperception of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance and the ensuing transformational productivity as apperceived as the differences entailed over the course of that transformational process. Where, internally to an intentional objective, it is judged to possess an ongoing (philosophical-disciplinary) economy of accommodations, distinctions, and transformations, and, externally to that intentional objective, it is judged to possess an ongoing (aspirational-secular) economy of consilience, salience, and standing (propinquity). That from a conjunction of these two economies we apperceive, through representative-like processes of continual re(-)presentation (consisting of hermeneutical representation, phenomenal-phenomenological presentation, and non-systematic existential re-presentation) the ensuing simulation of the relational situatedness of the relationship under consideration (as aesthetically-integrated, pragmatically interacted with in a confirmation of our current standing to that extent it is taken up and exercised). Noting, by ‘simulation’ is not meant ‘the simulation of that which is not being simulated when impossibly (mis)treated as the pre-simulated, etc.’, but, as ‘the simulation of simulations; through such (reinvaginated) processes of re(-)simulation, and so on. Or, as another way of noting this ‘ongoing economy of alignment’, i.e., ‘re(-)alignment’, it can be collectively ‘viewed’ as being ‘one-part a representative process of hermeneutical realignment in a minor modification of the appropriate invocation of all relevant meta-textual genres of behaviour through such mitigation), one-part a process of error-correction established through remediation (as a simultaneous process of deconstruction and reconstruction), and one-part re(-)normalization as seemingly better realized through the ensuing pragmatics of the continual approximations of our working processes as thematized through the apparent rectification of the overlapping of these evolving and devolving alignments and non-alignments, and all alterations entered into within and between, both therein and thereafter. (176)


In the misguided language of the conventional, we may refer to such processes as extrapolations, but, more correctly, there can be neither these so-called ‘external worlds/’ nor so-called ‘internal world/s’. (177)

Or, put more succinctly, for once, when in my orchard out picking apples, I am already in the world of living-experience where I am already experiencing ‘the lived-reality of that lived-experience’! (178)


…why experience a duplication of worlds when both ‘aligned experiences’ and ‘non-aligned experiences’ are duplicated for me as that which is either provisionally ‘valid’ or ‘not valid’, where if I should feel the need to change my mind, I should find valid reasons for doing so, and, where I find myself reveling in a world of unequal facts, where some facts are found to be more that equal to the occasion and where other facts find themselves falling by the wayside… as we progress through this world at large, this overall world-of-life in our interactions with(-)others, before(-)others, and find an inestimable freedom through(-)others)… (179)


Now, the ostensive topic of this essay is that we can reasonably entertain the optimistic supposition that an inauthentic political voice, that is either characteristically duplicitous and/or complicitous, as an observation, is more prone to deconstruction, and, that that will eventually and inevitably occur, and, of course, preferably the sooner the better. That, ideally, such deconstruction is accelerated when exposed to the joint presence of both ‘engaged commitment’ and ‘engaged resistance’. Let me explore the ramifications of this imputed observation in the hope, with good reasons, that we can go beyond such optimistic speculation. (180)


As the description suggests, being duplicitous, meaning intentionally misleading if not deceitful, can be seen when a person operates with at least two intentions, namely, knowing what is true, but, also saying or acting in a contrary or deceptive manner to the non-revealed truthful intention. A duplicitous person might know something to be true but says something contrary to the same, or, sets up a similar difference between their actions or between their speech and actions. In this regard, a good liar needs to have a good memory since they must remember both what is both true and what they have said or done that is not true or not truthfully performed, and so on. One could imagine an actor in the same play, playing the same character, being given two sets of lines, both of which they must know, but only one of which will be publicly performed on any one occasions. Surely a recipe for a dramatic disaster? For a pathological liar the situation could be even worse, especially if they were a prominent politician, and a person more intent on telling their audience what they want to hear, and, where different audiences get different messages. Something much harder to pull off, one would think in this age of the ubiquity of Social-Media. Yet, we have the pathetic situation of a certain infamous president behaving as if a certified liar continually making outrageous statements that a Traditional-Media merely repeats, complicitly, without any form of a commentary that might better rectify and de-distort such duplicitous utterances. In such a situation one must wonder if that person referred to actually believes such fabrications, or, worse, is delusional enough to accept such alternative facts, such alternative scenarios. Either way, the point I would like to make is that when such duplicitous behaviour is ‘leaned upon’ it can be more easily deconstructed. Then, should that person be exposed and be seen to have some form of over-commitment to such alternative versions of that unlived-reality then one should not be surprised if they exhibit patterns of behaviour that I have described as ‘pseudo-psychotic’. Furthermore, when criticized, they take such questioning rather personally and, in a pushing back, can be quite vindictive if not aggressive. We could contrast that type of pseudo-psychotic behaviour with the more normal type of person, who, for whatever reason they were being duplicitous, could well express embarrassment if not guilt when called out. Then, in comparison to a person who operates with a general under-commitment or a lack of moral commitment, when caught out, they may well be more inclined to laugh it off as ‘no great deal’. Now, I have taken this short digression into the psychology of both duplicity and complicity to note the observation that when such inauthentically (in)formed texts are disseminated they are potentially prone to being more easily deconstructed given the lack of moral integrity behind their manufacture. Ultimately, all texts can be absolutistically deconstructed given their dialectically constructed formation as realized through processes of resolution, but, if approached through a triangulation of perspectives it is the relative ease of deconstruction that should be taken into account. ‘Positioning’ that remains stubbornly uni-modal, bi-modal, or tri-modally closed also falls more naturally within this category of a relatively accelerated deconstructive facilitation along with those texts that are not suitably resolved, or appear to be incoherent, self-contradictory or other-contradictory when rendered dis-coordinated with some other relevant set of texts, etc., etc. (181)


Defining ‘inauthentic behaviours’ as ‘either duplicitous and/or complicitous behaviours’ in the light of this psychology that notes an accelerated facility for deconstruction presents an argument that such a breakdown in the perceived legitimacy of such texts indicates a lack of coordination and misalignment between what I would like to refer to as ‘the lived-reality of its co-associated lived-experience, and v.v.’ In other words, we do not have to directly appeal to some traditional metaphysical notion of a certain reality out there that those relatively defective texts somehow mis-portray. Instead, we can argue that through a lack of alignment between various relevant textual strands that the emitted text is being not in an adequate degree of concordance with the very formation of its own construction and dissemination, albeit as also conceived of as being presented in a contextually relevant frame of reference. As noted elsewhere, that, in telling a lie, we have to tell the truth first in order to then alter one or two elements in order to create that type of deception. Then, to expose the deceit we have to either demonstrate a disharmonious process either internal to that text and/or external to that textual formation from a more contextually oriented point of view. These inter-textual and extra-textual forms of non-alignment can be more easily exposed in our suitably conducting either closer re-readings and/or contextual re-readings, etc. Furthermore, this economically-ordered heuristic can also be of assistance here by proposing a critical, and potentially radical, scaffolding for such deconstructively oriented re-readings, and so on. In these processes of rectification we can organize and apply insightful forms of mitigation, remediation, and ongoing re(-)normalization as well as overseeing well-formed, well-informed, better integrated, appositely suspended and de-suspended patterns of retreatment, practically refined, and well-reformed re-readings, etc. I.e., instigating readings that seek a more aligned sense and semblance of textual formation, exercising hermeneutically oriented realignment (of meta-textual gernes of behaviour), phenomenal-phenomenological remediation through deconstruction and reconstruction engineered through the error-correction of re-de-mis-alignment, and re(-)normalization realized through relatively radical processes of a more chaotically oriented re-alignment, and so on. That, into this mix, as intimated, various forms of ordered analysis, or examination, or investigation, i.e., as ordered patterns of exploration can also be entered into. Thence this intra-inter textual modeling of a ‘representative re(-)presentation’ that, as here just described, has absolutely nothing to do whatsoever with a traditionally constituted metaphysics. In seeking to observe and clarify forms of relative alignment and relative non-alignment between various relevant strands of textual dissemination this process of representation, in an economy of re(-)presentation can be proceeded with, hopefully, in an insightful form that clearly highlights elements that, correctly, are relatively existential and pragmatic, or, relatively non-existential, and, where the latter falls under the two classifications of the trans-cognitive/cognitive orders and the inter-ordered orders. The latter being a non-traditionally constituted form of metaphysical explication concerning a categorical metaphysics; a psycho-sociological spectrum, political volition, the economically enacted, sciences, and histories. (182)


Now, one of the purposes of outlining this ordered philosophy (entailing the three epistemological levels of the overall philosophical (and disciplinary) as orders, a non-traditionally constituted metaphysics as inter-ordered, and the existentially-pragmatic as extra-ordered) is to proffer this scaffolding for discerning these processes of relative alignment and non-alignment. In effect, supplying transformational material for a Tarskian style theory of truth determination, i.e., conformance. By itself, the Tarskian approach can only supply the general conditions for a theory of truth determination. However, now, in parallel with this economically ordered heuristic, suitable textual material can be supplied for this ascertainment of alignment, non-alignment, etc. Indeed, a set of procedures that might help to further accelerate this deconstructive facilitation of inauthentically manufactured textual formations. Briefly, let me demonstrate how this can be initiated. (183)

One of my favourite images for philosophical scrutiny is my ambition ‘to walk on the surface of the Moon in my birthday suit’. Now, I can imagine myself doing this, so, if it can be imagined then, surely, it could possibly be acted out. Thankfully, I do not see myself being sent to the Moon to perform this impossible mission. In cognitively ordered terms, I can imagine myself doing this. However, in a full conceptualization of the context and preconditions for doing this I quickly discover that I will have no air to breath on the Moon, that it will be extremely cold, and, in a vacuum of space, a body that is used to living in world of considerable air pressure, will, more or less, explode. That, if I wish to persist with this crazy ambition, I would need to get to the Moon, and then be wearing a pressurized space-suit especially constructed for that type of sojourn. In other words, to correctly imagine what it truly means ‘to walk on the Moon’ I would need to be suitably outfitted with such a protective device. Now, in cognitively ordered notation, for me to successfully walk on the surface of the Moon I must successfully pass through all six cognitive orders in such a fashion that would allow me to actually make this type of suitably outfitted walk on the Moon as an ontical fact: 

I.e., (60)’ is T iff (60). (184)

Or, in a meta-oriented Tarskian format (rather than in an object-oriented Tarskian format):  

(60)’’ is T iff (60)’. (185)

Of course, this same transformational progress must be visited within each of these cognitive orders, from the first to the sixth, in order to establish this true fact that ‘I successfully conducted this Moon-walk, albeit as suitably outfitted and not just in my birthday suit’. (186)

Such alignments abound in this ordered approach, both horizontally and vertically. As philosophers we should prefer to run with the meta-oriented Tarskian format, but, from a conventional or secular point of view, we may prefer to utilize an object-oriented Tarskian format along with all the co-associated notions of so-called ‘external world/s’ and so-called ‘internal world/s’ that, if read literally, would then have us descending once more down those bottomless, traditional metaphysical rabbit holes that all respectable philosophers, disciplinarians, and secularists have no desire to even impossibly entertain! But, alas, many are the people that cannot be saved in that regard... forever idly chatting about untenably strong forms of realism, or idealism, or pragmatism, or dualism, of any other form of a dogmatic absolutism or a non-committal relativism, and so on. (187)

Simply put, we need to live our lives in an aligned form of living where ‘the lived-reality of our lives matches our lived-experience, and v.v.’ Moreover, we also need to discern the relatively existential and the relatively non-existential. whilst also realizing that the relatively existential arises through the existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v., and never ever through the existentialization of the relatively existential. (188)

What is implied in this concept of the existential? (189)

As noted in this essay, there is a profound resonance between ‘the ethical’, ‘the political’ and ‘the existential (and pragmatic)’ engineered throgh processes of reduplication. Or, in an equivalent form, I noted that the ‘existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism’, as embedded in the concept of ‘relational competence’, is also equivalent to ‘the ethicalness of the ethicality of the ethical’. Where by ‘ethical’ we noted its centrality in the deontological plus its two adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical (31+):
Therefore, relational competence = [(31+)’. (31+)]. [(31+)’. (31+)] = 33+. (190)

But, if we treat ‘+’ to include secondary and tertiary adjuncts, i.e., all six orders then ‘relational competence’ = Zn3, where n = 1-6. And ‘Z’ = ‘the integration of n’. (191)

All this granted, if only hypothetically, what are the profound ramifications for a political philosophy that sees this intimate resonance between the ethical, the political, and relational competence (through processes of reduplication)? (192)


That a political philosophy, viewed through an economically-ordered heuristic must have an ethical basis, that an existential philosophy must also have an ethical and political basis, that an ethical philosophy cannot escape having a political dimension, and so on. (193)


Quickly, let me explore a small fraction of these ramifications. For a start, in the advancement of the democratic process we can argue that the core of all political practice is democratically oriented even if it were to be eclipsed by relatively non-existentially oriented forms of practice. Indeed, democratic advancement would proceed through an expansion of that relatively democratic core through an existentialization of that which is not relatively existential and would be relatively non-core in that same regard... (194)


As a general measure to institute would be to supply whatever preconditions would generally advance the metaphorical ‘expansion’ of that ‘democratic core’. Treating politics through an economic lens, whatever advances the democratic economy should advance the democratic nature of that process. As discussed in The Eighth Essay, instituting, or re-instituting, a Westminster-like ‘separation of powers’ would be a perfect place to start in that regard. (195)

Given this resonance between the ethical (or moral), the political, and the existential and pragmatic, then it is obvious that good governance needs to be ethically based, primarily in the deontological without overlooking its secondary adjuncts in teh aesthetical and the pragmatical. Moreover, a relative existentialization of process should also be exercised through suitable forms of ethical and political intervention. (196)

The promotion of ‘relational competence’ means ‘the instantiation of good governance for all citizens in a manner blind to their gender, ethnicity, sexual orientation, livelihood, education, marital status, financial state, and so on’. The promotion of a process of governance that maximizes the actualization of the potential of all its citizens, and, at the same time, acts as good citizen on the stage of international affairs. But, how might such an ideal be instituted? (197)

Through empowering of all concerned and caring citizens capable of practicing working suspensions whose conjectural basis is well-formed and well-informed, etc. Indeed, finding both a commitment to the existential ethical and political as well as the potential to display those forms of resistance that effectively can deconstruct the utterances of the less authentic... given that to maintain both duplicity and complicity is a process that need a greater investment of their psychic interest that, therefore, can all too easily be dismantled when suitably leaned upon by those more committed to the pursuit of the democratic ideal..! (198)

Setting out to live our lives in a manner where our lived-experience is in accordance with its lived-reality, and v.v..! (199)

And what could be more radical than that..!!
 (200)








          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 23.1.26.

Postscript A: A Contemporary Instance Where Unethical, Inauthentic Behaviour 

Is Seen to Deconstruct?

On January 24, 2026, Alex Jeffrey Pretti, a 37-year-old American intensive care nurse for the United States Department of Veterans Affairs, was short and killed by the United States Border Control agents in Minneapolis, Minnesota. This occurred amid widespread protests against a federal immigration crackdown and followed the January 7 killing of Renée Good, also by federal officers.
 (201)

According to most commentary on videos of this apparent ‘execution’, the victim was filming with his cellphone the nearby protest re a group of masked Ice agents. When a certain woman, who was protesting, was being aggressively harassed, Pretti tried to non-violently intervene by interposing himself between the same. Apparently, he was pepper sprayed, then hit with the empty canister, and violently pushed to the ground. He was immediately surrounded by six Ice agents, a seventh disarmed his concealed gun, and that at no stage he was brandishing that weapon (contrary to multiple government reports). Immediately after being disarmed, it appears, he was shot by two agents about ten times. He had the necessary permit to carry a concealed weapon as per state law. (202)
Now, admittedly, an inquiry should be conducted to ascertain the full sequence of events, etc. However, even before the expected announcement of such an enquiry, statements issued from the president, Donald Trump, on down to his Vice President J.D. Vance, to the Secretary of Homeland Security, Kristi Noeme, and that department’s spokesperson, Trisha McLaughlin reported, and all stated, more or less to the same effect, that this person was a ‘domestic terrorist’, ‘was armed with a weapon with two magazines’, ‘had violently resisted when officers attempted to disarm him’, and, that ‘federal officers had fired defensive shots at Pretti’. The latter spokesperson also stated that the situation was ‘evolving’. (203)
To put it politely, the administration is going to look ‘unprofessional’ on three counts, namely, in immediately supplying a narrative in support of their Ice agents (when a more neutral account noting important facts alone should have been disseminated), by supplying an account that is evidentially contradicted by commentary on multiple videos by both Traditional-Media and Social-Media, and, then being forced to walk back certain outrageous claims that should not have been made in the first place. As I had noted elsewhere, governmental spokepeople should act as ‘spokespersons’ and not as ‘propagandists’, or, in other words, use a minimal degree of an expected ‘spin’ but not operate in some form of ‘hyperbolic overdrive’.
 (204)
Subsequently, from statements made bystanders, and from viewing a number of videos of this incident, considerable discrepancies with the official, governmental statements need to be noted. For example, that he was only holding his cellphone in a manner suggesting he was filming proceedings, and, therefore, at no stage was he brandishing his legally concealed firearm, and, was shot immediately after being disarmed whilst immobilized on the ground with perhaps ten bullets.
 (205)
Obviously, governmental ‘propaganda’ is no longer ‘impartially informative’. People on both sides of the political spectrum have come out in support of the consensus view that this was an ‘execution’ totally in non-conformance with the requisite protocols for policing, etc. Such an incident cannot be successfully spun in line with governmental propaganda unless all the organs of state, and the dissemination of information, are firmly controlled by the central government. At this moment in time, this not the case in America, and we are seeing a near-total deconstruction of this ‘official consensus’ irresponsibly issued so soon after this appalling incident. Undoubtedly, the government will have to walk back, and has, some of its outrageous claims. E.g., ‘why would any citizens go to a protest armed’ (admittedly in line with common sense, even though that is not illegal when a person is carrying a concealed weapon with the required permit). A somewhat ironic claim to make when the Right argues so strongly for the upholding of Second Amendment rights re gun ownership, etc. Watch this space. How can this government dig in further when even right-wing Media is calling out the perpetrators of this incident as acting in a ‘Gestapo-like fashion’, or as ‘goons’, as ‘rogue elements’, etc. (206)
In a contrast that could not be more marked, and brilliant in its expedition, the Democratic Governor, Tim Walz, called out the National Guard, with with those troops wearing high visibility lime-green vestments, as officers who were wearing no masks, who, in the very cold weather, on the streets, were handing out hot coffee and doughnuts to the protestors in an effort to defuse the exacerbated tensions raised in the aftermath of this horrendous series of recent events. (207)
It is obvious to both more regular law enforcement and commentators that these Ice agents need to be better trained, need to clearly operate within expected protocols (contra the wording of certain secret memos, issued in May 2025, that illegally promoted the idea of an ‘immunity’ for enforcement when and where it involved a lack of warrants, had used excessive force, etc.). (208)

The automatic re-use of an unprofessional, unethical playbook might work some of the time, e.g., in ‘victim-blaming’ and ‘branding’ them as one more ‘domestic terrorist’, probably ‘paid to protest by certain unnamed dark forces’, but, as evidenced here, it will not work all the time. The government has clearly outed itself as ‘fascistic’ and very few people are fooled into thinking otherwise… Americans will have ‘to take back their country’ lest their current government take it from them. But, as corrupt and incompetent they seem to appear, one must surmise that in their ‘political theatre’, government ‘run by clowns can only be a circus’ and, thankfully, lack the efficiency of a well-run bureaucracy in order to enact a fully-fledged fascist style of government..?! (209)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 27.1.26. 
Essays on the Advancement of Democratic Governance
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Appendix A: Themes for an Open Forum

1. 
If democratically oriented governance is to be considered the ‘best form of possible politics’, from the perspective of the people involved, then why are some democracies more democratic than others be that both in time, between nation states, within organizations and institutions, and in our relationships in general?

i. 
Why did it take so long for women or indigenous peoples to get the vote?

ii. 
If 16 year-old individuals are legally able to marry then why can they not vote, say, in Australia, USA, etc?

iii.
Or, why should rate-paying entities, say, a business, through their proxy representatives, get to vote in local elections?

2.
 Are our democracies working for us, and, are we working for our democracies? If not, for whom or what are our democracies seemingly ‘working for’, and, towards the enaction of what apparent objectives are we intentionally permitting, either advertently or inadvertently?

i.
Is participation apparently either welcomed and/or resisted?

ii.
Is participation real or imagined, either passively and/or actively engaged? 

iii.
Is the re-directing of change either welcomed and/or resisted?

3.
In what way is the democratic process discriminatory, perhaps, non-inclusive?

4.
How should democracies avoid the rule of the majority by a minority (minoritiarianism), or, have minorities overruled by a majority (majoritarianism)?

i.
To what extent should a majority overrule a minority? Say, by 1 percent more of the vote… and introduce a raft of radical changes (not necessarily agreed to by that majority?)?

ii. 
To what extent should a minority introduce radical changes (given that people vote for parties and not necessarily individual policies?)?

6.
How is political representation to be effectively arrived at? What does having a political voice mean in lived-reality of political experience?

7.
Can a ‘gerrymandered electorate’ actually be avoided either advertently or inadvertently? 

i.
Without some degree of representation, the way electoral boundaries are drawn inevitably involves some degree of an effective disenfranchisement?

ii.
Could we have virtual boundaries, with AI dispersing winning candidates to an electorate near them when all AI drawn up electorates are designed to have the same number of people?

7.
Could democracies be constructed in a manner that is more representative and engaged? Is the best designed democracy an impossible myth? Would we be better advised to work with what we have and then attempt to oversee patterns of adaptation that might better represent current forms of political consensus.

i.
Questioning whether a certain democracy, in its current form, is able and capable of such a positive political evolution, say, through being excessively deadlocked, obstructed by certain factions, etc?

ii.
Or, how might we criticize a current democracy from taking what appears to be a too radical course of change?

8.
To what extent should non-democratically oriented nations be allowed to interfere in democratically oriented nations, and v.v?

9. 
What is a democratically oriented style of governance? Given the necessity for a certain degree of consensus building in the formulation and expedition of policies should we view all forms of governance, at least at the center of power, to be democratic to a certain degree?

10.
Do we view the current state of play in a nominated democracy as maintaining a progressive trajectory or as being undermined in a counter-progressive trajectory? 

i.
How might we define progressive?

ii.
How should consensus be formed and represented?
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0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


This essay is both a critique
 of various philosophical readings
 of the expression ‘Anthropocene’ and an exhortation for the necessity of a ‘democratic’ basis for overseeing the successful realization of a responsible environmentalism. (0)


First, I will explore an historical and contextual appreciation of the recent nomination, and failure of that nomination, of this current epoch as the advent of the ‘Anthropocene’. (1)


Next, I will explore humanist, post-humanist,
 anti-humanist,
 trans-humanist,
 and super-humanist readings of this imputed nominative. Although all such readings have a place in philosophical discourse, I will argue for my preferred preference for a super-humanistic reading that focuses on a conjunction of both existentially and pragmatically oriented perspectives. (2)


Then, I will argue, in the form of an exhortation, that a democratically oriented form of governance would be a necessity for more fully observing a responsible environmentalism.
 (3)


Providing provisional conclusions, comments, and commentaries in order to summarize the approaches adopted and adapted over the course of this essay. (4)

1. An Historical and Contextual Appreciation of this Nominative ‘Anthropocene’

The advent of this nominative expression ‘Anthropocene’, earmarked as a geological-like epoch, was formally rejected as such in the year 2024.
 According to an AI Overview the Anthropocene epoch was formally rejected by geologists because it didn’t meet with strict criteria for a geological epoch, though it is widely accepted as a significant period of human impact. Critics argue that human impact is too recent, ongoing, and lacks a clear geological boundary. With some preferring to describe it as an ‘event’ or a different type of time scale, rather than a formal epoch. (5)


The expression ‘Holocene’ effectively covers the impact of humanity upon the landscape after the termination of the ice ages of the Pleistocene. Arguably, in one hundred years, this decision could be revisited. In stratigraphic terms, say, post-1945, after the advent of nuclear tests; given the recent proliferation of micro-plastics; the use of DDT and other insecticides; heavy metals; ever-lasting chemicals, etc., it would be easier to imagine that such differentiation between strata should be less problematic. (6)


Without needing to appeal to a geological basis, the recent and widespread uptake of this expression hints at other more psychological and sociological concerns behind its conceptual dissemination. In this regard we might surmise that its origination is more prompted by ecological concerns, the cultural apperception that the environment is not being properly cared for, that demands for a global responsibility are not being duly met in political terms, and so on. In the light of the fact that the human species has become ecologically dominant a consensus is forming that we need to exert a political responsibility in such matters given that, currently, there can be no plan(et) B. In this regard, we might further surmise that such anxieties have reinforced the cultural-intercultural need and subsequent demand for such a concept given the implicit ecological imperatives embedded in and through its motivated expression and dissemination. Although informally introduced in 1980’s by Eugene F, Stoermer, and more formally by Paul Crutzen in 2000 to a wider scientific audience, still, this idea has its roots in a number of earlier expressions. E.g., Antonio Stoppani in the nineteenth century proposed the expression ‘anthropozoic, and Aleksei Pavlov in 1922 proposed the expression ‘anthropogene’ to express a similar type of concept… (7)


To some extent, the appeal of such a concept is that it both diagnoses a lack of ecological responsibility, and, at the same time, automatically demands the wholesale implementation of those measures that will stop and then reverse such environmental degradation. To the double acting of this concept, in its roles as both descriptive and prescriptive of behaviours, I would like to add a third category, namely, a proscriptive dimension to the extent that certain behaviours will also need to be exempted, as indicative of a pragmatic-existentialism/existential-pragmatism - as my preferred reading which will soon be discussed in the next section under the heading of a Super-Humanism. (8)

2. Various Humanistic Reading

a. Humanism

As an AI generated summary:

A humanist reading of the Anthropocene is a complex perspective that focuses on the centrality of the human role in both causing the current planetary crisis and bearing the primary responsibility for finding solutions. This reading re-examines traditional humanist values—such as reason, ethics, human welfare, and progress—in the context of humanity's unprecedented geological impact on the Earth's systems. 

Key elements of a humanist reading include:

Acknowledging Human Agency and Impact: The core of the humanist perspective is the recognition that human activities (industrialization, agriculture, etc.) have become the primary driver of planetary change, from climate warming to species extinction. It accepts the scientific evidence that humans have fundamentally reshaped the planet.

Emphasizing Human Responsibility: Humanists argue that since humans are the cause of the crisis, they must take sole responsibility for addressing it. This involves a call to action, urging humanity to redirect its powerful, yet often unintended, disruptive capacity toward intentional, radical socio-environmental change and stewardship of the planet.

Focus on Reason and Innovation: Drawing on the humanist tradition of relying on science and reason rather than supernatural explanations, this reading looks to human ingenuity, technological innovation (like geo-engineering or carbon capture, in some extreme views), and collective intelligence to develop solutions for a sustainable future.

Ethical and Moral Questions: The Anthropocene forces a re-evaluation of fundamental questions of meaning, value, purpose, and ethics. A humanist approach considers how human values and moral decision-making, based on empathy and compassion, can guide actions to ensure a liveable planet for present and future generations.

Universalizing "Humanity": A potential critique of this view is that it tends to homogenize "humanity" (anthropos) as a single, uniform agent, potentially overlooking the significant asymmetries in responsibility and vulnerability between the global North and South, and between wealthy elites and the global poor.

A "Human Turn": The Anthropocene can be seen as prompting a critical "human turn," where humanity is confronted with its own finitude, dependence on Earth's systems, and the urgent need to understand itself not as separate from nature, but as an integral, powerful, and precarious part of it. 

In essence, a humanist reading of the Anthropocene does not despair at the scale of the problem but rather sees it as a defining challenge that demands humanity fully embrace its capacities for self-determination, community action, and ethical innovation to forge a new path forward. (9)


My commentary, etc., on these AI generated points:

 
A humanist approach could be equated as those types of approaches that retrospectively appear to constitute a concept of modernity as critiqued by post-modernity. I.e., say, an optimistic attitude that uncritically believes in human progress, that truth can be defined in non-dialectical, logical terms of reference in a manner that with enough due diligence should be self-apparent to all invested in such observations, methods, argumentation, etc. (10)


However, despite the post-humanist deconstruction of human agency, over-optimistic concepts of an inevitable progress, an inescapable critique of human nature and the concept of ‘nature’ itself along with the concept invoking a so-called ‘natural law’, etc., it could also be argued that a humanist approach cannot nor should be pigeon-holed as ‘philosophically defective’ once suitably critiqued through a set of post-humanistic lenses and augmented and enhanced through the open lens of an existential-pragmatism, etc. (11)


That many of the objectives and intentions behind a humanist reading are commendable and should be duly salvaged in and through a more constructive format (once a process of philosophical remediation has been duly conducted, i.e., where various relevant ideas, etc., to hand are both simultaneously deconstructed and reconstructed…). (12)

b. Post-Humanism

As an AI generated summary:

Post-humanist readings of the Anthropocene critique the term's inherent anthropocentrism while simultaneously using it as a crucial lens to highlight the urgent need for a non-dualistic, relational, and multi-species ethics for planetary survival. 

Key Themes

Critique of Anthropocentrism: Post-humanists argue that the environmental crisis stems directly from a Western, humanist worldview that positions humans as exceptional, autonomous, and entitled to dominate nature. Naming the epoch the "Anthropocene" (Age of Man) can paradoxically reinforce this human exceptionalism, potentially leading to further hubris, such as misplaced faith in techno-fixes like geo-engineering, or ignoring uneven impacts on marginalized communities.

Relational Ontology and Entanglement: Post-humanism emphasizes that humans are not separate from, but rather fundamentally entangled with, the "more-than-human" world (non-human animals, plants, technology, geological processes). This relational ontology suggests that human existence is always co-existence, challenging the rigid boundaries between nature and culture, human and non-human, and even living and non-living matter.

Agency and Shared Responsibility: The post-humanist perspective de-centers the human as the sole, unified agent. Instead, agency is seen as distributed across complex networks of human and non-human "actants". This understanding calls for a shift from a focus on individual human blame to a collective and planetary sense of shared responsibility for fostering sustainable and just relationships within a multi-species community.

Materiality Matters: Post-humanist theory brings renewed attention to the significance of matter itself, moving beyond a focus solely on discourse and culture. The material consequences of human actions—such as plastic pollution, altered atmospheric chemistry, and species extinction—are central to this analysis, demonstrating how human bodies are transcorporeally intertwined with the material world on a global scale.

Rethinking "Humanity": The Anthropocene, for post-humanists, necessitates a re-evaluation of what "human" means. Scholars like Rosi Braidotti and Donna Haraway advocate for a "posthuman turn" that acknowledges the historical construction of "humanity" as a privileged category (often along lines of gender, race, and class) and moves toward more inclusive and situated ways of "becoming-posthuman" in a planetary context. 

Key Thinkers:

Prominent post-humanist scholars addressing the Anthropocene include:

Donna Haraway: Known for concepts like "companion species," "cyborgs," and the "Chthulucene" (her alternative term for the Anthropocene), emphasizing interspecies kinship and situated knowledges for collective survival.

Rosi Braidotti: Advocates for a critical, affirmative post-human theory that uses a "logic of relations" to move beyond anthropocentrism and develop a transnational ethics for a more-than-human world.

Karen Barad: Uses "agential realism" and the concept of "intra-action" to stress the mutual constitution of human and non-human entities and the inseparability of matter and meaning.

Timothy Morton: Describes the Anthropocene's impacts as "hyperobjects"—entities so vast in time and space that they defy easy human perception—which challenge traditional environmentalism's notion of "Nature" as a separate domain. (13)

My commentary, etc., on these AI generated points:


I like to think of ‘human nature’, that ‘which merely appears, phenomenal-phenomenologically, to be held in common with other people’, can be viewed under three overlapping headings, namely, as our embodiment, our embeddedness with others, and, our embankment in this world at large. That, in effect, we cannot be merely defined by being embodied, or by being merely embedded in and through a set of human interactions, or by merely being embanked in the world as either a mere object and/or a mere subject. Given these three overlapping headings, it becomes less conceivable to envisage the person apart from the intersection of these three perspectives of embodiment, etc. Thence (the economic necessity of) this co-triangulation of perspectives. (14)


In a similar manner, the person should not be merely viewed as completely self-autonomous, as existing apart from nature, and, in a similar vein, as either profitably divorced from human emotions or as some completely integrated entity able to subsist apart from any relevantly implicated economy whatsoever… (15)

c. Anti-Humanism/A-Humanism


After conducting various AI searches for discourses dealing with the Anthropocene and consulting Wikipedia itself it would appear that anti-humanist or a-humanist style discourses only occupy a very small fraction of the overall literature. If anything, they could be defined as a small, pessimistic fraternity within the overall auspices of the post-human/post-modern era. That understood, what input do they contribute to an overall appreciation of this topic of the Anthropocene? (16)

As an AI generated summary:

An anti-humanist reading of the Anthropocene argues that humanity's role as the central agent in the current geological epoch is a destructive force, viewing humans as a "cancer" on the planet whose self-interest is leading to inevitable collapse or extinction. This perspective rejects anthropocentrism, challenging traditional notions of human supremacy and instead advocating for a philosophical and sometimes radical acceptance of our potentially self-destructive impact. It critiques the idea of humans as "protagonists" and often suggests that civilization is doomed, with some thinkers embracing this outcome or even seeing it as a necessary step to restore the planet's "sovereignty". 

Key tenets of an anti-humanist reading:

Rejection of anthropocentrism: Unlike traditional humanism, it denies humanity's exceptionalism and the idea of being Earth's "protagonist".

Focus on destruction: The Anthropocene is viewed not as a triumph of human ingenuity, but as undeniable proof of a destructive impact on the planet, with many thinkers seeing human self-destruction as inevitable or even a just outcome.

Critique of human control: It challenges the idea that humans can or should "manage" the planet, seeing this as a continuation of the very logic that caused the crisis.

Acceptance of collapse: Some interpretations suggest that the only way to restore the planet is for human civilization to collapse, or that the ongoing environmental crisis will lead to a drastic reduction in the human population.

Emphasis on nonhuman agency: A more inclusive version of this view might give equal "respect and agency" to nonhuman things and even nonliving things, disrupting human exceptionalism at a fundamental level.

A new relationship with the world: This perspective calls for a new way of thinking about our relationship with the world, one that acknowledges our entanglement and interdependence with the ecological web, moving beyond a detached, observational stance. (16)

My commentary, etc., on these AI generated points:

The radical pessimism of this type of perspective can be viewed either through a partial positivity or through a radical negatively. I.e., we are either implicated through an impossible human exceptionalism that deserves our abdication from such a conceptual approach in order to let things be in a manner more dependent upon their own trajectories or we should recognize that we will inevitably fail and that through such failure this planet will regain, through a greater probability, a more productive continuation through our inevitable absence (concomitant upon our inevitable destruction as a species of life on this planet). (17)

Obviously, an anti-humanist has a profound point to make, namely, should we continue in the same irresponsible manner of the past then our future will inevitably become very bleak indeed. Or, even more to the point, there will be no future at all for the human species. (18)

As a criticism of the irresponsible characteristics of the humanist or modernist, etc., hell-bent on destroying this planet, then (in only subscribing to this negatively nihilistic vision) it follows that the inevitable consequences of our non-diversion, our non-turning around from this type of trajectory, will end in the extinction of one more species, namely our own. But our recognition of such a logic demands that we pay attention to what would be required were we to take a more responsible type of trajectory, namely, the taking up of an existential-pragmatism as a pragmatic-existentialism as would be entailed in my (positively nihilistic) vision of what would ideally constitute a super-humanism or super-modernism, namely, a more respectful appreciation of our relationships as ‘relationships qua relationships’ and not as ‘relationships qua the mere inventory of the relational elements that present the apparent form of that relationship in question’. Recognition of an emergent approach to relationships constitutes an existentialism that I would argue is both existentially and pragmatically responsible in outlook. (19)

On the other hand, as one strategy to avoid the extinction of our species is proposal put forward by trans-humanists, it to marry technology and biology in the form of the trans-human who is both part-human and part-non-human… (20)

d. Trans-Humanism

As an AI generated summary:

A transhumanist reading of the Anthropocene generally interprets it as a call to embrace technology for humanity's self-directed evolution beyond current biological limitations, arguing that continued technological progress is essential for our species' survival and for solving the environmental crises we have created. This perspective views humans as "works-in-progress" who can and should use science and technology to become "posthuman". 

Key elements of this reading include:

Technological Solutions: Transhumanists believe that the very technologies (e.g., genetic engineering, AI, nanotechnology, geo-engineering) that have contributed to the Anthropocene's problems can also provide their solutions. They advocate for developing and deploying advanced technologies to mitigate climate change and restore Earth's environment (a view known as Technogaianism).

Overcoming Limitations: The Anthropocene highlights human vulnerability to large-scale environmental changes. Transhumanism addresses this by proposing enhancements to make humans less susceptible to natural constraints, such as disease, aging, and climate extremes. This could involve biological enhancements or even the uploading of consciousness into alternative substrates.

Continuation of the Enlightenment Project: This perspective sees transhumanism as the logical extension of Enlightenment ideals, such as the application of reason and technology to gain control over nature and improve the human condition. It maintains a human-centric (or "mind-centric") view, prioritizing the survival and expansion of consciousness, even if it requires transcending the biological human form.

Responsibility for the Future: Rather than seeing human impact as purely negative, transhumanists frame it as evidence of humanity's power to shape the planet. They argue that we now have a moral imperative to use this power responsibly, engaging in "participatory" or "directed evolution" to ensure a long-term future for intelligent life, potentially in posthuman form or even by colonizing other planets.

Critiques and Dystopian Potential: Critics of this view argue that transhumanism merely exacerbates the anthropocentric ideals of relentless progress and resource exploitation that caused the Anthropocene in the first place. They also warn that the unequal access to enhancement technologies could create a "genetic divide" and new forms of social hierarchy or exploitation, as depicted in some science fiction scenarios. (21)

My commentary, etc., on these AI generated points:


Personally, it is my belief that this topic of the trans-humanist perspective is far too over-hyped. Yes, we have tools that already extend both our apparent power and impact upon this world at large. We step into a car and go somewhere much further than if we were to walk. However, entering a car does not make us as if ‘part-car’, i.e., ‘as part-person and part-car’. Tools are appropriated as ‘tools’ and extend those abilities and capabilities already possessed. We do not become ‘tools’, at least hopefully that is not the case. Should the day arise when we are have integrated circuits with super-computers, and so on, then, let us discuss such ideas when that might happen or, better, before such processes were about to happen. (22)


Similarly, sensible discussions in the pessimism of either an anti-humanism or an a-humanism can also be put to the side given that issues subsumed by the concept and tentative description of the ‘Anthropocene’ are more likely to directly deal with environmental issues, individual and collective responsibility (as an existential theme), the economics of de-carbonization, etc., as a pragmatic/pragmatical set of issues, and so on. (23)

Now, as a convenient heuristic device, I would like to gather the remaining three forms of humanism to form a ‘humanistic economy’ which, therefore, can be described as one-part humanist/modernist, one-part post-humanist/post-modernist, and one-part super-humanist/super-modernist. The point of this exercise, hopefully, will become clear through the following exposition. (24)

A humanism or modernism, in all its multi-various varieties, would be unwisely dismissed in its totality given the accumulated insights gathered both culturally and inter-culturally, as accumulated over historical time. However, argumentation for such ideation is more often than not conducted in a fallacious manner given a short-sighted approach to the experiential nature of the logical, i.e., as arrived at through its dialectical appreciation. Then, even the dialectical is not fully appreciated given a need on our part to experientially ascertain the ‘way of the world at large’ before computing things in either a pure logic and/or pure dialectics. In other words, the style of such argumentation could be described as a practically misguided ‘positive nihilism’. In the form of an analogy, as pointless as insisting, in a quantum framework, that in a certain event E at time t we know that certain particle p is at the precise location l. Because in quantum reality, we cannot precisely determine E, p, t, l, and so on, in relation to each other. So, if we think we have a precise idea of ‘where’ then we do not know ‘when’, and if were to know ‘when’ then we do not know ‘where’ the identity in question is located, etc. That in a similar fashion the epistemological, the ontological, and the trans-ontological-epistemological are similarly constructed in terms of our experiential interpretations of the lived-reality of such lived-experiences. Or where the logical is qualified by the dialectical, and the experiential qualifies the expression of the dialectical, etc. (25)

Where is this heading? I would like to argue, again, that this humanistic economy of the super-humanist or super-modernist complexion could be engineered through the bimodal suspension (mediation) of both the humanist/modernist sub-economies and post-humanist/modernist sub-economies. (26)

Whereas the modernist has insightfully observed conclusions, but ill-supported by fallacious arguments, in a style of argumentation that I would described as defectively forming a ‘positive non-nihilism’, in a contrast, the post-modernist aptly critiques the arguments of the modernist, but, if merely conducted in a totally reductive manner, then that unproductive style of argumentation might be described as ‘negatively nihilistic’. However, should we decide to suspend (through mediation) the former perspectives then the ensuing process would give us a relatively novel style of argumentation that could be described as ‘positively nihilistic’. Moreover, conducted as a human(istic) economy, just what advantages might transpire for the philosopher, et al. (27)

A ‘negative nihilism’ is just that, namely, ‘a nihilism that is entirely negative and absent of identity, and, consequently, if absolutistically pursued, would be totally unproductive’. In comparison, a ‘positive nihilism’ is ‘proficiently productive by virtue of having neither fixed unchanging identities (in an extreme absolutism) nor having processes without identifiable outcomes (in a veritable relativism). By marrying both aspects together and then observing an emergence from the same we arrive at a ‘positive nihilism’, i.e., ‘transformational processes by virtue of the absence of fixed identities in processes with consequentially entailed outcomes’. In effect, the taking of a middle path between what otherwise would be a mix of either an absolutist dogmatism and/or a pointless relativism. Of course, given that these three parties are also economic correlatives within (the heuristic device of) this human(ist) economy it follows that even this vision of a positive nihilism cannot be (mis-)appropriated as a pure positive nihilism, and, that this same observation will also apply to the positive non-nihilism of the modernist and the negative nihilism of the post-modernist. (28)

Basically, through this détente here, we have the distinctive features that I believe are constituting the current advent of the Contemporary era where we are moving far beyond the dogmatic faith of a modernism or humanism and the skeptical relativism of a reductive post-modernism or post-humanism. This historical interpretation granted, if only hypothetically, just where might these radical ideas, as expressed by myself, eventually lead? (29)


I could answer that rhetorical question, although one should wonder if rhetorical questions should be answered, at least definitively, by noting that such an era, theoretically, would be characterized by an increasing recognition of the existential dimension, and, furthermore, by the intuitive identification of the ‘existential’ with the ‘pragmatic’ when viewed and enacted from a super-relational sense of perspective, i.e., from the overall perspective of our lived-relationships, themselves..? (30)

e. Super-Humanism as a Super-Modernism

Why this (transcendental) equivalence from the (trans-relational) perspective of the process of (trans-cognitive) judgment per se?
 (31)

Because, understood in this manner, demonstrates why there is this direct and equivalent interconnection between our experience of ‘value’ and the ‘pragmatically oriented process of intervention’ given its ‘resolution’, as a ‘process of relational resolution, realized through ongoing processes of judgment suitably suspended, de-suspended, etc.’ Hence this (transcendental/trans-cognitive) identification, as I understand it, between the ‘existential’ and the ‘pragmatic’… and its transcendence of mere passivity and mere activity in a process of resolution that would be better described as being ‘(existentially) engaged’ when enacted, ‘spontaneously’ in and through that perspective of the lived-relationship per se, albeit as suitably pre-informed, etc. Theoretically, this is my argument by highlighting this identification between the ‘existential’ and the ‘pragmatic’ in their conjunction of a pattern of response that preferentially enriches the ensuing course of that primary relationship in question as emplaced in this world at large (i.e., to the extent as we find ourselves as embodied, embedded with others, and embanked in this very world about us… where, in turn, each and every identified primary relationship in turn is also embedded in a world of the other). (32)

However, be that as it may, as theoretically articulated here, let me, instead, attempt to prompt an intimation of this ‘existential orientation’, the ‘relatively existential aspects of experience’, by providing a few metaphors that might achieve this form of insight? (33)

You, singular, have been busy shopping and are starting to notice the coffee shops that you have been passing. So, you decide to have a coffee at a specific café you find gives good value for money in this regard. You will enjoy your coffee, along with a small cake, and then you will head off home. However, on this occasion you encounter a friend you have not engaged with for some time. You both decide to go to your favourite café and over the course of a wonderful conversation, full of interesting gossip, movies that you tell each other that should be seen, along with the mentioning of exciting ideas in the world of politics, physics, and philosophy you eventually part company. Obviously, if you had to choose between a ‘cup of coffee by yourself’ or ‘with this friend not seen for some time’ you would prefer the latter scenario. In effect, you are noting an ‘existential difference’, a ‘surplus of value’ that is not so evident in the first instance when envisaging your having a cup of coffee being imbibed just by yourself. (34)

To highlight this existential difference, imagine a different scenario. You, unfortunately, meet a relative, say, a very nosey aunt or uncle who is very prone to gossip with all your other relatives and on occasions is inclined to over-mix both truth and fiction in their somewhat over-dramatized accounts. You have just sat down, and they then see you and immediately join you, quickly indulging in their usual interrogations. This ordeal is to be suffered. They are, of course, family, but, preferably members to be encountered, say, once a year, hopefully, during Xmas festivities when you can more easily exempt yourself from their inquisitive probing of your very interesting life that, in this situation, you would prefer to leave unspoken. Obviously, you would much rather have had that coffee by yourself. Where, in effect, you are now experiencing more of a non-existential loss of value given your preference to have quietly drunk that coffee in your own company. Hopefully, these clearcut contrasts between these various scenarios might intimate this difference between both ‘existential and non-existential forms of e/valuational formation’ and ‘positive non-existential and negative non-existential forms of e/valuational formation’?
 (35)

Basically, I would argue that positive non-existential value can be either augmented or de-augmented, and where progressive de-augmentation could be instrumental in either the neutral or negative formation of a diminished semblance of an e/valuation. Whereas, existential value can only be relatively enhanced or de-enhanced, whilst remaining positive, given its positive enrichment of our lives as lived. Moreover, that latter type of e/valuational formation is marked by a spontaneity, the sense of a definitive resolution that is revealed as being more pragmatic in its uptake, and so on. Indeed, a different sense of how we experience time, space, ourselves and others… (36)

As a summary of its characteristics, how do we describe, in existential terms, either a super-humanism or super-modernism along with its co-associated presentation of the advent of the ‘Contemporary era’ that, alternatively, could also be referred to as (an existential appreciation of) the so-called ‘Anthropocene’ (in that manner that might drive home the imperative for our embracing the profound need for an environmental responsibility) (as counter the ideological demands for either our neutrality or the continuation of negative, counter-productive behaviours when viewed from the apperceived integrity of that environmental perspective [as a value to be viewed in its own right rather than translated through a pragmatic lens of utility, etc.])? (37)


Correctly, there can be no pure non-existential reading or set of readings of lived-experience, nor, equally, a pure existential reading or set of readings of lived-experience because, as has been argued, the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential arises through the relative existentialization of the relatively non-existential, and v.v. Without their mutual interaction neither aspects could be relatively defined in their own relatively distinctive terms of reference. In other words, an existential aspect to experience should be imputed to the same extent that a non-existentially oriented type of experience is also being accounted for, and v.v., despite the fact that in lived-experience no person can perfectly balance out this dialectical-like interplay of both the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential although, at the same time, suspensions are demanded that balance such factors. (38)


On numerous occasions I have insisted that there is more than just a simple relational interpretation of lived-experience. That, in effect, we should also argue for an existential orientation, i.e., a reading or set of reading/s) that cannot be read either as a (set of) realistic or materialistic reading/(s) or as an idealistic or rationalistic (set of) reading/(s) or as a (set of) pragmatic reading/(s)… where, in effect, we are simply referencing either a mix of subjective participants and/or objective parts, along with inter-subjective/inter-objective understandings of context, etc. Instead, in a pro-relational orientation we also take into account the pro-relational integrity of the relationship that cannot be reduced to its mere relational status either along with or without a trans-relational sense and semblance of subjectivity where we recognize each and every relationship as also possessing a distinctive ‘life’ or trajectory of its own, to some degree or other, and where the collective economy of the relational, the pro-relational, and the trans-relational can also enter into our appreciation of the overall existential sense and semblance of a more broad reading of ‘relational experience’ (beyond the mere cataloguing of subjective participants and objective parts, etc.). Or, more to the point, where experience cannot be read merely through a non-existential, relational lens as just defined regardless of whether that point of view is constituted in either materialistic or rationalistic or pragmatic terms of reference. That, equally, any declarations of a pure existentialism should also be dismissed as just patent nonsense. Where this sense and semblance of an overall existential-non-existential set of readings more perfectly aligns, in representational terms, with the lived-experience of that lived-reality currently being experienced to hand. Where this more complex set of readings, with a composite nuance of both non-existential and existential aspects, will here be cast as a form of a ‘super-humanism’ or as a ‘super-modernism’ or, effectively, as a complex existential reading that neither overlooks nor erases these interacting dimensions of both the relatively non-existential and the relatively existential. (39)


These imputed observations and qualifications granted, on the existential complexion of a ‘super-humanism’, etc., just what can be said about such experience that has a relevant commentary to make on the reception and appreciation of this concept of the ‘Anthropocene’. Quite simply, I would like to conjecture ‘that it is our socially increasing awareness and acceptance, on the part of those citizens more concerned about such matters, that there is a more extensive need for an environmental responsibility that has prompted and promoted this general acceptance of this era as the ‘Anthropocene’.’ In accepting that humanity is adversely affecting our fragile environment, from the increasing emission of greenhouse gases to the all-pervasive presence of micro-plastics, etc., it follows that in order to be morally responsible before(-)others, etc., such positive shifts in attitude are being called for. Hence, we could surmise, that this concept has been taken up by those more concerned citizens on the strength of such social anxieties about the degradation of our future environment rather than on grounds that are more scientific and quantifiable? (40)


Hence, in this regard, the concept of the ‘Anthropocene’, currently, is more a cultural concept rather than a scientific concept and whose scientific relevance has been somewhat dismissed in the courts and councils of academic. (41)

2. On Various ‘Humanistic’ Approaches to this Topic

Conventional wisdom is somewhat enshrined in a more humanistic approach, and, where the advent of a postmodernist critique of the former has constructed a more complex post-humanism. (42)


A more pessimistic subsection of an evolving post-humanism is incorporated in a very academic based dissemination of an ‘anti-humanism’ (and/or ‘a-humanism’), that, has also prompted the articulation of a ‘trans-humanism’, i.e., ‘the controversial contention that the evolution of the human subject must now be ‘digitally upgraded’ through being ‘interfaced with various computational devices’.’ In my opinion, much of that discussion is hyped in a similar manner to the recent over-expression of concerns over artificial intelligence and its imminent threat to white-collar employment, etc. Here it could be argued that much of the uptake of AI has already taken place without an apparent excessive disruption in the marketplace of employment. That, similarly, to some extent, we already live in an era of a trans-humanism to the extent that we travel as passengers embedded in a car, or a bus, or a train, or an aircraft, etc., and, that a wide range of medical devices are already to hand, etc. However, the contention ‘that we will need to be technologically upgraded before the competition of AI in the workplace renders us completely redundant’ is a hyperbolic form of over-exaggeration. To date, machines have augmented our human functioning, but, cannot replace our ‘humanity’, even before being taken over by a highly leveraged world of AI bent either on our complete subservience or sheer eradication from the face of planet Earth, although, it should also be said, that we, ourselves, could very easily ‘end civilization as we know it’, etc., by merely enacting a global nuclear war and/or unleashing virulent forms of biological warfare, etc.!! (43)

3. The Democratic Necessity for a Responsible Environmentalism


Merely in our own right, each and every individual is practically powerless to alter the trajectories of most events, be they either basically natural or intentionally directed in origination. On the other hand, collectively, we have seen ‘people walk upon the surface of the Moon’, and so on, as the successful result of the concerted cooperation of individuals organized to that extent that has allowed them to jointly realize such social ambitions. In the same manner, a recognition ‘that climate has being adversely affected by humans’ can also be read as a call to arms in order to address such issues. It is in this light that that we could argue that the very concept of the ‘Anthropocene’ has been so rapidly taken up given this concern and care demonstrated by a vast swathe of the population. That, the flipside of this observation, is a general concern and care for the environment that urgently perceives the need for the requisite degree of political organization that could successfully address such issues. That, even though such concerns could be voiced in political-economies that are less democratically organized, still, arguably, it would fall upon the shoulders of our democracies to seriously consider an amelioration of such issues by putting in place those approaches that might eventually reverse the problematicity of such problems and optimistically return the ensuing prospect of our climate towards a less devastating set of scenarios. (44)

4. Provisional Conclusions, etc.


Thence this set of provisional conclusions, namely, that this concept of the ‘Anthropocene’ has had a cultural uptake rather than a scientific uptake because of the apparent clarity of its articulation of our social anxieties over global warming, etc., that are, therefore, prompting the deontological imperative that such issues should be taken most seriously, and so on. Indeed, an acceptance ‘that climate variations have a human contribution’ is embedded in the very concept of this expression ‘Anthropocene’. (45)


Second, that various forms of competing humanism have entered into this discussion, this conversation, critically altering its contours over time. Where, generally, the post-humanists criticize the humanist, and, then, in taking a relatively pessimistic turn, the anti-humanist, admittedly on the sidelines, have critiqued the former. Then, on the periphery, a trans-humanism has also been argued, somewhat, in my opinion, rather unconvincingly. However, the rapid uptake of this concept of the Anthropocene is also suggestive of the fact that an existential super-humanism, more correctly, has been responsible for the broad dissemination of this novel concept. (46)


That the wide uptake of this descriptive concept also parallels a prescriptive ‘call’ that all forms of political governance, from federal to state, from local to the governance of all our institutions, businesses, and organizations should also equally follow suit in working towards a more responsible environmentalism. That, for all concerned citizens, that such care should be suitably addressed and duly redress accordingly..! (47)


Put another way, given that the ‘humanist project’ involves a ‘humanist turning’ (in a centering of our interest toward the ‘individual-in-society’ as environmentally embanked therein in both cultural and inter-cultural terms of reference
), and, the ‘post-humanist (rewriting of that humanist) project’ involves a ‘post-humanist turning’, why not then subject the human economy to a further ‘pragmatic-existential turning’ by insisting on this as a ‘super-humanist turning’ wherein the full relational significance of our emplacement (through embodiment, embeddedness and embankment) is taken up through a set of relational perspectives that notes, individually, the relational dimension (of participants and parts, etc.), the pro-relational integrity of our relationships (that cannot be reduced merely to the truncated representation of their relational configurations), and their trans-relational dimension of relationally oriented experience (to the extent our relationships appear to have simulated a subjective dimension through chaotic processes of ongoing re(-)self-organization), and, collectively, the joint expression of a super-relational domain wherein the human economy cannot be reduced to neither a humanist reading, etc., nor just a relational reading (as just defined), etc.
 In effect, validating a human economy through suspending, and both transcending and immanentalizing,
 these correlatively articulated facets of the humanist, etc., and the relational, etc. In the process, through our inescapable interventions in this world, delivered through ongoing de-suspensions, etc., we find engineered a manner more harmonious than if such trajectories were to have been merely plotted in simplistic, intentional terms of reference alone should we have merely taken up the ideological restraints left expressed through any individual, non-triangulated sense of ‘position’, or, rather, perspective..!
 (48)


That, by the exercising of such an open attitude, it should become apparent that environmental responsibility, implicit in the concept of the Anthropocene as a covertly unstated imperative, is best developed in and through an arbitrated approach better facilitated within a political context that is both democratically oriented and democratically inspired given that the dialectics of such behaviours need to be enacted both subjectively and inter-subjectively, both individually and collectively, both privately and publicly, both contractually and compactually, both non-existentially and existentially, and so on and so forth..! (49)


Thence this conjoint argument for both environmental responsibility and responsible democratic governance..!! (50)

    Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 18.11.25.
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Appendix C: Going Hither to Where?

Can Political Pieces be Picked Up After Being Broken?

Humpty Dumpty sat on a wall,

Humpty Dumpty had a great fall…


Should one live next to a park where children regularly played either baseball or practiced their golf swing, or similar, then it might be a good idea to cover your windows with a suitable grill to avoid having them broken. But, should a window be broken in picking up the shattered pieces of glass who in their right mind would even attempt to mend them and then refashion a pane of glass from those same fragments? Admittedly, as a metaphor, who, in ‘picking up’ the ‘political pieces being shattered by Trump’s presidency’ would go that step further and ‘try to put them back together again?’ (0) 

As President Carney of Canada so succinctly put it, we are politically experiencing a ‘rupture’ and not a mere ‘transition’.
 There must have been some truth in these reflections because they appear to have annoyed President Trump to such an extent that he soon after revoked, i.e., disinvited, Canada’s invitation to participate in his Gaza Board of Peace.
 The president did not specify why he was withdrawing the invitation to Carney, but his social media post came after the prime minister gave his recent Special Address in Davos, Switzerland.
 (1)

If the old-world order, as exemplified, say, by diplomacy as exercised under the Biden presidency, etc., has, indeed, been ‘ruptured’ then we might well feel the need to ask, ‘what are the radical ramifications implied in this period of ‘non-transition’?’ Or, in more detail, ‘what is broken?’, ‘why was it broken?’, and, how might these political pieces be ‘picked up’ in both senses of that expression, i.e., through being ‘tidied up’ and being possibly put ‘back together again’??
 (2)


Now, Trump could be described as a ‘wrecking ball’ or a ‘bull(y) in a china shop’, but, we would give him far too much credit for such behaviour on his part alone. A complicit Congress and Senate, along with a multitude of enablers, could only occur if those members were not also paid-up members of this disruptive style of politics regardless of whether they would, on the record, formally subscribe or not subscribe to such a job description. So, with this background in mind, whatever the complexities of its complexion, Trump would be better viewed as a symbolic figure of a trend in US politics that has transpired for decades, and, perhaps, causing to resurface other characteristics of the American psyche that, in rising to the surface from time to time, get to re-shape the current politic of that era, such as, e.g., a strident nationalism; a recurrent desire for a political isolation (especially from the fractious nature of European politics);  a stated propensity for ‘small government’ (when, for decades, direct participation in local, state and federal politics directly concerns the employment of the relatively low number of about 16% of the US’s population); the pre-occupation with certain controversial cultural issues ‘of the day’; a conservative anxiety over the possible future ‘loss of political privilege’; and so on. (3)

Now, I do not claim to either wish to own or hire a crystal ball, but, let us constructively speculate where world politics might be heading? In the process, let me rhetorically ask those questions ‘what was broken, why was it broken, how are we to move on after such metaphorical ‘breakages’, and so on?’ (4)

However, I would not be alone in saying that a rampant Neo-Liberalism, e.g., as either advertently or inadvertently promoted by both the Republicans and the Democrats, could well be a deeper cause for such political disenchantment and disgruntlement with the current state of ‘politics as usual’, and, from such incremental dis-empowerment and dis-enfranchisement of both major and minor political-life-worlds 
 we are ever witnessing the rise of a populism considerably scarred by the slow decline in the economic freedoms of both a middle-Middle Class, and lower-Middle Class.
 (5)

The distorted ethos of the neo-liberal mindset, ever falsely dividing the US world up into ‘makers and takers’, and in the Australian world into ‘lifters and leaners’, we find the hegemony of a major discourse where it is almost impossible for politicians and non-politicians alike to seriously ask political-economic questions about the world not framed by the gravitational pull of this well-ensconced style of discursive thinking. You would think, e.g., if you claimed to be an adherent of the Christian religion, and unconditionally supported the sacred being of each individual person, that if someone were to be ‘unemployed’ that, as a prominent member of a certain government in power, that you would ‘wish to observe ‘the equal treatment of all unemployed people’ as ‘people all equally unemployed’, and each equally deserving of governmental assistance in a manner that respected both the natural and sacred dignity of each and every unemployed person as a member in society equally deserving an equal degree of such concern and care. But, no, today, sadly, all too often, you would be mistaken. Witness during the recent Covid crisis in Australia where the then Prime Minister Scott Morrison further devised an unemployment payment scheme that financially discriminated between those that had recently lost their job with a higher JobFinder Payment from those that had been seeking employment with a lower JobSeeker Payment. In the process, making the further sub-division of ‘pensioners, etc.’, along with ‘both overseas students and work visa holders’, and where the latter were simply told, most uncharitably, to just ‘go back home’. Then, to rub further ‘salt’ in this ‘wound of discrimination’, the allowances of both JobFinders and JobSeekers were later slashed as if the expenses of living would also be magically cut likewise. Obviously, in this seemingly Orwellian world of ‘alpha babies, beta babies’, and so on, your perceived status to be either a so-called ‘lifter’ or a ‘leaner’ would be duly taken into account in apportioning some form of a ‘co-deserved recompence’ for your current state of unemployment. Personally, I find such arbitrary divisions appalling, and, even more appalling that people do not seem to register the same outrage as felt by myself. That, this general absence of ‘concern and care’ can only be a reflection of the overwhelming impact of this Neo-Liberal mindset where people can no longer think outside this psychological ‘box’ or ‘prison’ so to speak. In effect, like ‘stranded fish in a fish bowl’ we are no longer even aware of ‘the water we drink’ as we ‘swim around in endless circles within the confines of this world that we can no longer see clearly, given that it is but one option for lived-experience, as to how we currently live, but, that we could live better, if only we were able to see past what currently ‘imprisons’ us, namely, the major discourses of our own era…’ (6)

Simplistically put, the ‘progressive’ over-rewarding of so-called ‘makers’ over the continuing under-rewarding of so-called ‘takers’ has produced an increasingly precarious so-called ‘precariat’. People know that they are losing out, parents can see their children no longer have the opportunities afforded either their grandparents or themselves. At the same time, in an omnipresent world of both Traditional-Media and Social-Media, people are continually bombarded with a saturation of materialistic propaganda extolling this product and that product, insinuating that without the possession of such products that their ‘real’ social status is somewhat deficient, indeed, definitely ‘suspect’ and ‘socially wanting’. Of course, not all people react the same way, see themselves in such a negative light, however, the accumulative impact of such social messaging cannot but have a detrimental effect on the functioning of our societies. (7)

Some commentators seem to believe that we are coming to the end of this Neo-Liberal Era.
 If anything, through either evolution or revolution, certain changes have to be made. Sadly, our politicians, generally, are more reactive and far less proactive. Still, things cannot continue on the same way, as outlined for them two to three generations ago. But, unless drastic political circumstances call for some modicum of real leadership and apposite forms of change, otherwise our democracies will be deconstructed under the onslaught of populists, fascists, techno-feudalists, and so on. Or, we can be optimistic and, on the ‘back’ of human resilience, believe that we will soon muddle through and expertly craft a new sense and semblance of an economic-politics that is more democratic in orientation and relatively more beneficial for both the plights and exploits of all its diverse citizens..? (8)

Should we dream on in such an optimistic fashion..? (9)

In some considerable measure we must be resilient, but, also perceptive enough to realize ‘that we need to make such changes lest changes re-make us instead’. (10)

One of the shocking claims made by this just cited podcast is that tax havens, more often than not are a covert financial refuge for the very well-off, are practically a design feature of the neo-liberal world-view. Tax legislation would appear to have been effectively ‘captured and designed’ by those with the means and power to exploit such ‘inadvertent loopholes’ in such legislation. Rather than everyone paying their fair share of tax it would appear the hard-working person is actually paying more than their fair share relatively speaking given that certain wealthy individuals, families, companies, multi-national enterprises can avail themselves of such instruments, and similar, in order to not fulfill their part in a social contract where they are also very happy to gladly accept both its tangible and intangible benefits. We all use the roads, e.g., but, why pay for their construction and upkeep through our taxes, or similar, when you can so clearly avoid doing so by utilizing these avenues to make a financial escape from such social responsibilities? Yes, a few people availing themselves of such financial trickery would make little difference, but, when this practice is taken up with such determination, say, by multi-nationals, then only a small fraction of their finances officially resides in those countries where they actually make their profits and where the monies paid in taxation is a miserable fraction of what should be owed ‘the people of those countries in which they make their profits’ but where they happily avail themselves of ‘the services provided by those resident governments’ paid for by those people who responsibly do pay their requested share of the taxation asked for. A design feature, indeed, of a system that supposedly frowns on so-called ‘leaners and takers’, when, in truth, the so-called ‘lifters and makers’ are ‘lifting and taking’ a far greater share of those rightful monies owed if such financial sleights of hand were not indulged in by these rich and powerful ‘paragons of virtue’. (11)

The upshot of such disparities is a political system either unable to pay its way and redistribute such taxation, etc., in the direction of those standing in need of such wealth transfers, through both direct benefits and indirect services, etc., and/or, an over-spending by the powerful in ways that are either wasteful and/or benefit the so-called ‘rich and powerful’. Effectively, in such a rorting of the system, we have the ongoing dismantling of a political system that has overseen both the creation of such wealth and, in part, its equitable redistribution to those who, otherwise would be in need… to the overall benefit of all its citizens and resident organizations. Under dictatorships or weakly run governments, business people are regularly ‘taxed’ through a creative mix of both official and unofficial forms of corruption, on top of relatively non-corrupt forms of accounting, and, I well-suspect, that a democratically oriented form of governance is the preferable business environment to more likely thrive in and meet a degree of success commensurate with the actual efforts invested in such an enterprise, etc. (12)

I should add, that in Australia, many of the wealthy ‘one percent’ do actually pay their taxation in full, but, that some of ‘the upper one percent of that one percent’ who give ‘the one percent’, overall, a bad name. We have, e.g., wealthy corporations paying no tax whatsoever, or worse, entitled to certain subsidies where citizens, the real taxpayers are footing that bill, themselves, and end up actually paying these entitlements… in an age when so-called ‘entitlements’ were supposed to be a thing of the past.
 (13)

Compounding such neo-liberally inspired social stresses and strains we have some governments also overspending, and, then, either insisting on austerities that fall less equitably on lower socio-economic sectors of the economy and/or having to utilize the bond markets and other financial instruments, etc. It can be viewed as a fact that in comparison to both Obama and Biden, Trump ends up adding to the national debt at twice the rate, and, through the use of his Big Beautiful Bill seems well on track to repeat that same feat. One must wonder if he is out ‘buying votes’ through such excessive spending, but, then, it didn’t seem to work when he was in office the first time, nor now, but, then he did manage to get himself re-voted back into government in 2024, despite orchestrating his insurrection on January 6, 2020? (14)

As a populist, Trump appealed to his constituents on those economic issues that would promote such notions as ‘affordability’, a ‘more secure forms of employment’, ‘more jobs in manufacturing’, etc., in a neo-liberal workplace’ characterized by such practices like episodic redundancies, the ever-increasing of profit margins, ever larger benefits for executives, the dislocations of globalization for first world nations, and so on. The net result of such a marketplace is a commercial world where the precariat feels even more insecure, less optimistic about the future, believe their politicians have failed them, are forever subjected to ever increasing costs through ‘inflation’, where levels of wage and salary renumeration in some years might improve, get better, but, over a longer span of time, are ever-diminished and whittled away. It is no wonder that voters will vote for those politicians making grand promises, when, realistically, even those same promises could never be kept. Further consolidating a downward political spiral where those politicians, as populists, able to promise even more, are eventually voted into office without, seemingly, the least desire or ability, to assist the lives of their constituents. Where the more organized might practice a fascistic style of governance, and, where the less organized install a system of patronage, benefiting loyalists, in a system, inevitably, that can only be characterized as both ‘corrupt’ and ‘incompetent’.
 (15)

Now, according to Heather Richardson Cox,
 America has been here before and has gone on to make the necessary reforms in what she terms periods of realignment, and, which will happen, once again, in one more ‘great realignment’. As an historian, she notes that when American politics is characterized by a concentration of power, along with a loss of constitutional checks and balances, issuing from the ground up patterns of reform can very quickly evolve to become credible centers of power able to eclipse an ‘older way of doing things’… which brings me back to my metaphor of ‘picking up the pieces’. (16)

Can the US and the World return to the way things operated for about seven decades post World War II? (17)


I believe the simple answer would be a very complicated ‘yes’ and ‘no’. I am fairly certain that much of Europe, Canada, Mexico, Australia, and Aotearoa New Zealand, and many other countries, would like some form of a return to the benevolent hegemony of a pax americana, but, given recent political shifts in the US symbolized by the unexpected reemergence of a second Trump presidency, plus a complicit Congress and supine Senate, along with an assortment of cowed institutional enablers, and a Right-wing leaning Supreme Court, and so on, the distant possibility of their putting their faith once again in an ‘old faithful friend’ may well not materialize. Then, imminently, on perhaps a fast-approaching future horizon, we may well be witnesses soon to an inevitable deconstruction of American power where the world will not be so beholden to the American dollar, where counties will be both more self-reliant, but, also other-reliant on bilateral agreements, etc., that may well successfully bypass any form of American input. We see the latter trend in the recent evolution of the Canadian economy. Then, Trump, Version II, never learnt from the imposition of tariffs on China in Trump, Version I. Beholden, then, to the American market, China has since invested considerably in the soya bean market in Brazil to such an extent that that country, alone, could practically supply the entire Chinese market. But, no matter, other countries like Argentina could supply any shortfall without needing to reenter the American market. Consequently, American farmer in soya beans, and other exported agricultural commodities, have had such a tough time in the wake of Trumps fluctuating tariffs in 2025, that a fund of about ten billion US dollars has been inaugurated to bail our those affected farmer when, if Trump had said nothing about this topic of tariffs, this sector of the US economy would not be in the dire difficulties it is now currently facing. Along with the loss of trade for US border towns; a downturn in tourism; a potential for a spreading property collapse in the housing market; turmoil in private banking (where, although public banks are flush with money, they no longer wish to invest in private banking); with the US government printing about 200 billion dollars in 2025 (and 40 billion in December, 2025, alone); an obscenely over-priced stock market with a speculative bubble in about a handful of companies all linked to the pioneering of AI that has as yet to demonstrate forms of profit vaguely commensurate with the levels of investment; the possible accumulative loss of one million jobs (versus the sixteen million created under the Biden presidency, and before that, only one million new jobs created under Trump’s first presidency), a stubborn inflation rate that, as yet, is not firmly under  the control of Treasury; the ever-rising cost of borrowing in the bond markets; the depreciation of the US dollar; accelerating health costs; another possible governmental shut down,  and so the foreseen and unforeseen list of adverse phenomena continues to grow… that, in more capable economic hands, could well have been prevented or, at least, we might hope, would be better managed. It may be only a misguided observation, but, it seems to be the case, more often than not, that Left-oriented government are continually picking up the pieces after the failures of Right-oriented governments? (18)

But, given, in the US, that both Republicans and Democrats are wedded to the major discourse of an equally errant and rampant Neo-Liberal ideological embeddedness we might well ask if the US electorate wants to go back to an unreconstituted Democratic party? Arguably, Trump, himself, is a symbol of this bankrupt, and politically bankrupting, ideology. As a failed business person, his contractual style of negotiations, without an understanding of the compactual dimension, or of a need for goodwill and an equitable interest in the mutual, and so on, sadly, we already know well where these misguided forms of business management will lead.?! (19)

‘Politics is not business, and, business is not politics per se!’ Governments should not be run with the making of a profit in mind. Of course, it is good when governments can balance their incoming sources of revenue with their outgoing forms of expenditure, but, still, although an equivalence is desired good governance more sensibly calls for an equilibrium over time given fluctuating cycles of political exigency. Then, although companies have a political dimension, still, democracy is hardly the game of commercial concerns, or of business empires, or of multi-nationals that, in keeping with their description probably give their psychic oath of allegiance to the understandable making of profit, without being good national and global citizen at the same time (unless prompted, otherwise, by either reactive or proactive forms of insistent and prolonged processes of political intervention). (20)

It would definitely be unkind to call Trump a political ‘clown’ when a more apt metaphor might be better found in the skillful performance of a ‘juggler’. With an uncanny sense of timing, an ability to weave miscellaneous controversies, all at the same time, it amazes one that in pursing one diversion after another, his eye never leaves what is of importance to him in the midst of the political arena, and where he has yet to drop those ‘balls’ so expertly manipulated before the public gaze. However, a democratic politician is only as powerful as the overall will of that public that either stands with them or against them. Elected with just under fifty percent of the total vote cast, in an electorate where one third don’t vote for whatever reason or reasons, the continuing trend in public opinion has this president considerable underwater and where special elections, etc., around the country are indicating a considerable voting differential considerably in favour of the Democrats indicating that they will most likely win the 2026 Midterm elections in November. Should the Democrats take back the House, and possibly control the Senate, then, undoubtedly, Trump and his cabinet, and other enablers, will be strenuously investigated by a variety of congressional committees, etc., along with a possible third impeachment of this same president. Who knows, he may not be as lucky a third time? (21)

Of course, predicting the future is a discipline fraught with failure.
 On the other hand, should certain trends continue, then predicting outcomes becomes a lot simpler. If a train has already just arrived on time at the station preceding its advent at your station, where you are currently waiting, then the possibility of that train also being on time at your station is considerably strengthened. Political punditry under such circumstances becomes a lot more certain in terms of probabilities, bets placed on betting markets, and so on. The difficult elections are those ever on a knife edge, that have a profoundly chaotic complexion, that can only be settled once the actual votes are clearly cast, tabulated, tabled, and publicly disseminated in a definitive form as to who won and who lost. (22)

Where thing get more murky is how will insightful politician be able to call into existence the sheer possibility of those needed reforms that will suitably address those factors already causing, today, those very issues that would otherwise further abet the rise of those populist demagogues and other strange political bedfellows out to harvest the fruits of such political chaos. When an electorate is undecided, in the casting of its vote, between, say, both previously major and minor parties, and where political instability is further ensured, then the wrong people, unfortunately, are more likely to be voted into power and who will be seen, eventually, to exhibit neither the desire nor the ability to serve well their nation in a patriotically performed act of public service. But, in the midst of this political crisis, where some will say, is already with us, it is to be hoped that the ‘leaders of the hour’ will arise to fully inaugurate the advent of a more Contemporary form of politics. In what form might this conventional break from tradition take? (23)

Currently, it is conceivable, for whatever reason or reasons, that the speakership could go to the Democrats, before the 2026 Midterms, given the narrow voting margin already in play. But, even if that should not happen, given Trump’s rather clumsy and vindictive style of governance, he is not acting as anything other than as a liability for the Republicans wishing to keep control of this House of Congress. Indeed, given an apparent fracture between an unreconstituted MAGA and the possible formation of an America First faction, along with a few more traditional Republicans seemingly already in the political wilderness, then, in all probability the entire Republican party, or what is left of it, after these Midterms, could well be decimated in a number of swing states and severely reduced on their more traditional homeland? As is usual, we have witnessed the retirement of more Republicans than Democrats given the midterms usually are lost by the party in power, but, in the current political environment, many politicians already believe that the ‘writing is on the wall’, and, where some people, myself included, fear that the Republicans will be left as an ineffective political opposition for quite some time until the Republican party, or its replacement, sees the metaphorical ‘light’ so to speak and regains or gains the support of the American public prepared to re-authorize their receiving a possibly much altered mantle of political leadership? (24)

That, the Democrats, too, will also need to do much soul searching in the wake of Trump’s wrecking of the ‘old consensus’. In what form would that possibly take? (25)


Sadly, it could be ‘back to business, much as usual’, perhaps with a few tweaks around the edges? Or, maybe, certain key reforms might be instituted..? (26)


At some point in the future, it is clear to me that certain reforms will have to be instituted. Donations, to my mind, are proving both corrosive of the body politic and as a form of corruption where the interests of people, and businesses, with money are overriding sensible reforms more aimed at the general welfare of its citizens. Let’s be honest, the amount of money thrown at a certain election, be it federal or state, local or the judiciary, etc., does not of itself guarantee the side with the deepest pockets will inevitably win. Given the exhaustion of the limited time US politicians possess is inevitably spent more raising funds for their own election, and the election of their own parties, earmarked as an essential political skill that each and every politician should possess, and keenly observed over the course of primaries, etc., it is in their best interests to totally excise this corrupting element of the political process. On the other hand, only small donations by individuals should be permitted as, arguably, a potential sign of the political ‘health’ of a candidate is better measured by the raising of such limited funds. Large donations, to a consider extent, also have the habit of excluding a more participatory style of democratic governance which, in all its beneficial forms, should be promoted. (27)

As earlier implied, the neo-liberally inspired political form of discourse needs to be seriously deconstructed and replaced by a more existentially oriented sense of political consensus. Then, too, an ‘anti-woke ideology’ needs to be exposed as ‘anti-human’ given the natural diversity of our communities. Equally, in the same vein, the standing of woman should no longer be treated as a de facto minority in need of DEI support. Better market measures need to be in place to reduce the current inequalities between the wages of men and the wages of women. To fund such a more personal approach that needs to be taken in political discourse then more equitable forms of taxation need to be legislated. To that end, I would envisage the dismantling of tax havens, a progressive tax scale where all people are seen to pay tax, from CEOs to pensioners, but, even if maximum tax brackets might eventually approach 50%, most certainly they should never exceed the same. In this same environment, I would also insist that all companies stand equally before the law of taxation. That differential benefits tabled, and expected, by multi-nationals should not be at the expense of smaller business operating on a more national basis, and v.v. Then, each year, 5-10% of national revenues should be put into a tightly regulated future wealth fund whose revenues should only be availed of in those times of a serious national emergency, say, in times of war, major catastrophes, and the like. Then, at the same time, why not institute the start of a basic national income for all citizens that likewise should also be appropriately taxed (and by such measures blunting the fraudulent claims that both ‘takers’ and ‘leaners’ don’t pay taxes [when, in lived-reality, they disproportionately end up paying a greater percentage of their income in value added taxes, state charges, imposts placed on all goods and services, etc.]). (28)

That, in the midst of working on such serious reforms, let all relevant parties ‘speak’ without giving any deference to those that apparently possess more power or more money, etc., and who might be more inclined to distort or obstruct such deliberative proceedings.  (29)

Although, you might think it not to be my style of reform, all radical transformations should pragmatically be more ‘transitions’ than ‘ruptures’, i.e., building up on what apparently works and then removing, around the metaphorical ‘edges’, those less essential features that do not seem to work or work so well… (30)

Will the Democrats arise to the occasion and capture the new spirit of the times? Given this advent of the Contemporary era, and where a completely unchanged return to the past should not be countenanced by either more insightful, proactive politicians and those members of a more informed public (and who are also happy to lend their considered expertise in the deliberation of such matters)? That, into this ‘bubbling mix’ of ideas, reforms, proposals, innovative policies, and so on, let us be ever-mindful that, on occasion, it is only the incremental addition or subtraction of small details that can set in train a radical course of behaviour whose apparent novelty needs to be carefully inspected lest ‘the wrong genie escape the bottle’, so to speak, and wreck an ensuing havoc on all future political proceedings. Hence, in this regard, in part, my call for a harmonization of a political transparency, when and where relevant, an individual accountability, and a corporate responsibility, along with the political ability to swiftly change direction should that type of a situated rectification be called for.
 (31)

Hopefully, these political diversions entertained in this misguided supporting of populists, nationalists, demagogues, racists, fascists, hard-Right wing ideologues, et al, can all be relatively neutralized and oversee that their rising popularity be reversed in and through a serious dismantling of those neo-liberally oriented policy settings that were instrumental in creating that adverse type of a political environment in the first place, that promoted the rise of such political misfits. Where an existentially oriented form of general legislation needs to be enacted that can suitably defuse and delete those adverse policy settings that can be shown not to be socially beneficial, most certainly when carried out to an extreme that perhaps was not envisaged in their initial formulation. Rendering this neo-liberally instigated deviation in recent political theatre, along with those elected populists voted in on its ensuing train of devastation, more as a minor footnote in the overall unfolding of history despite the immense suffering left in the wake of the enactment of such misguided and inauthentic ideological thinking and practice. (32)

Can these political pieces be picked up. I answered both ‘yes’ and ‘no’. ‘Yes’, the damage done needs to be both suitably addressed and redressed. ‘No’, because an unthinking return to the past is neither called for nor warranted. In the US, the Republicans will need to reconstitute a more Contemporary sense of party, and, the Democrats will need to ‘seize the day’ by carefully instituting a series of political reforms that undo much of the damage done by neo-liberally oriented policy settings instituted by either party, and so on. However, given the current dominance of the neo-liberal major discourse, a radically new, replacement form of a discourse will need to be thematized and established.
 However, as with all change, we should incrementally instigate the relatively-radical and never the radically-radical. That, through thoughtful tweaks here and thoughtful tweaks there, the situation may well arise when the relatively-radical appears to express itself, hopefully, in a positive form that is both existentially beneficial and non-existentially beneficial for all those people affected by such influential reforms. (33)

In Australia it would seem the Coalition, or what is left of it, is now suffering its time in the political wilderness, but, it is to be hoped, for ensuring the viability and a strengthening of democratic governance, that an effective Opposition be soon found in some reputable form or other. A ‘piece of rope’ forever has two ends, and, without ‘the tugs and twists’ of a viable political dialectic, democratic governance must inevitably suffer. Hence, therefore, the potential significance of an engaged politically inspired public to also call to account whatever it find is not in alignment with democratic values, and, so, serious politicians should be aware that in this Contemporary era of an omnipresent surveillance, both political and non-political in scope, that such information must now be seen to exist in a form that can be harnessed in order to keep those elected politicians more honestly moving along that ‘public highway’ and not be found ‘falling by the wayside’, being called to account in public where they ‘stand’ and not tolerate where they might wish to ‘lie’, be that in the halls of power or some secretive recess doing deals when an open form of lobbying should be more called for… (34)

Great ideas need great people to think them, but, a great many people to support their successful institution..!!
 (35)






      Noël Tointon, Wentworth Falls, 30.1.26.

Essays on the Advancement of Democratic Governance
Appendix D: Overview:
What Can We learn & What Cannot be Learnt
Given Relational Uniqueness?

BOOK X - Part III
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 – 2026

Appendix D: Overview:
What Can We learn & What Cannot be Learnt
Given Relational Uniqueness?

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction

A considerable proportion of these essays is a ‘strenuously enacted going up the mountains’ and only to a lesser extent are we ‘heading downhill with a more assured sense of step’. Then, as also noted, the overall aspiration that threads these various explorations is a desire to oversee the advancement of democratically oriented governance.
 Each essay being a more focused form of an exploration that hopes to contribute to this advancement. However, in the weeds, so to speak, I am also continually setting out to delineate and appreciate the nature of the radical to the extent this economically-ordered heuristic is able to throw a contrasting light on the imputed relations that I have proposed between the ethical, the political, and the existential via this concept of reduplication (as a specialized form of duplication). (0)  

In this overview, I will briefly add various comments on these twelve essays. However, to commence this overview I will first attempt to explain why the last two paragraphs of The Twelfth Essay are set up to portend a relatively-radical sense of re-direction. (1) 

Setting out to live our lives in a manner where our lived-experience is in accordance with its lived-reality, and v.v..! [199] 

And what could be more radical than that..!!
 [200] (2)
‘In accordance’ is implying a ‘certain form and degree of alignment, namely, between ‘lived-experience’ and ‘lived-reality, and v.v.’ To treat this apparent binary as tri-modal material for an economy we can either note ‘lived-experience’ and lived-reality’ as two correlatives with the third forming the relations between the same, or, take an intentional approach and note the three sense of the intentional, namely, intentional objectivity (phenomenal-phenomenologically intending towards the intentional object[ive]), the hermeneutical orientation of intentional motivation (appropriating a certain affective contribution), and intentional subjectivity (as incorporating a certain chaotic aspect by invoking a non-economic facet capable of re-directing behavior, and so on). (3)
Viewed through a gestalt lens this archetypal economy can then be re-viewed as either philosophical or disciplinary in orientation. But, as it stands the philosophical economy (as one-part phenomenological, etc.) is totally incapable of either acting in the world so to speak or forming a recognition of ontical facts, given as it is only capable of recognizing possibilities under the guise of the hermeneutical orientation (of the background field). (4)

Interestingly, in formulating within a ‘secular economy’ (contrasting the philosophical economy) an ‘aspirational economy’ with the three correlatives of aesthetic integrity of an idealistic ‘why’ and a metaphorical starting from a realistic aspirational ‘where’ we currently stand in the world, and noting a pragmatical ‘how’, as to ‘how’ we get from ‘where’ to ‘why’, still, as this economy stands, we cannot enact those sequential measures that would allow us to possibly realize that aspiration. Fortunately, hope is to hand through a conjunction of these two economies, the philosophical (and its disciplinary forms) and the secular (and its aspirational format) we arrive at a set of six ‘orders’ forming the ‘overall philosophical economy’ (in order to demarcate it from the ‘philosophical economy’ mirroring the ‘archetypal economy’). (5)

So, to in order to establish a factual basis for the philosophical economy we need the secular economy (e.g., in its aspirational format), and, for the aspirational economy to find its enaction we have to invoke the philosophical economy plus, specifically, its reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological in the formation of the political. (6)

Then, as argued, we need to invoke the reduplication of trans-cognitive third order of the deontological (31) as the meta-philosophical (metaphysical) third inter-ordered order of the political (32) in the extra-ordered formation of its ‘political competence’ (33) as viewed from a super-relational perspective. However, that form of enactive permission, characterized as existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential, is all too often effectively missing from the world of the political, along with the world of both the philosophical and the secular. For relatively non-existential forms of permission, we have to invoke forms of motivation arrived at from either intensive form of affective determination and/or cognitive directedness coupled with degrees of over-commitment, etc. Still, as must also be argued, a core democratic center must continue persist over the course of all forms of dissemination given that without some degree of cooperation, i.e., be that either co-opted and/or gained through co-operation, the dissemination of power will be fatally distorted if not completely obstructed. (7)

Let me diagrammatically depict these two economies of the philosophical and the secular as incorporated within the six orders of the overall philosophical economy:

Philosophical Economy:

11

31

51

Secular Economy:



21

41

61

Overall Philosophical Economy:
11
21
31
41
51
61 (8)

Key: Phenomenological-Semantic (11), Aesthetically-Integrated (21), Non-Systematic Existential-Deontological (31), Pragmatical (41), Hermeneutic-Potential (51), and, Ontically-Factual (61). (9)

As argued, political power is exercised through the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological (31) giving us (the meta-philosophical, metaphysical notion of) the political (32).
 In this transformation, the virtual enactment of ideation is converted into non-virtual enactment (42, etc.), i.e., as that which is politically enacted. (10)

Hence this (radical) argument for the imputed resonance between the deontological (31), the political (32), and relationally oriented enactive competence along with its imbued existential-pragmatism/pragmatic-existentialism (33):

I.e., in notation: 31 : 32 : 33. (11)


Of course, to explain this subtle interconnection between the ethical and the political, etc., we have to adequately pre-define those same terms and this has been conducted under the economics of this complexly ordered heuristic.

Arguing, from a meta-perspective, that this heuristic device contributes a surplus of significance, as a philosophical output, etc., that is far, far greater than the overall investment of its inputs (in order to initially set up and run this device). Otherwise, let me rhetorically enquire as to ‘whether you have something better to operate with?’ (13)


That, surely, the mere utilization of conventional language has thousands of years of interminable controversies following on in its wake..! (14)

A cautious pragmatism would suggest both its careful inspection and provisional utilization..?  (15)


Now, in the form of an overview, let comment on each of these twelve essays and highlight certain features of my arguments for your focused attention. (16)


The First Essay concerns the dialectics of both pessimism and optimism. We should be worried about the fate of our democracies given the social benefits to be gained for the overall population of those countries whose governance to date has been relatively democratic in orientation. Arguing, throughout these essays, that in a successful alignment between ‘lived-experience’ and the ‘lived-reality of that experience’, and v.v., we have better grounds for being both optimistic and seeing that that optimism would, more likely, eventually reward our efforts, our commitment to the relatively existential and our resistance to the adverse aspects of the relatively non-existential. (17)


The preoccupations of The Second Essay concern the use of AI technology in operating the levers of political processes. A secondary theme that surfaces, from time to time, throughout these essays. (18)


The Third Essay explores the relatively circumscribed successes of the deliberative democracy movements. (19)


The next essay explores the positive upside to a de-oligarchicalization of the political econ-system. (20)


The Fifth Essay explored the political debate over ‘freedom from’ and ‘freedom to’ and strongly suggests we should also add an overlooked ‘freedom-through’. (21)


Although The Sixth Essay, ostensively, is concerned with transparency, accountability, and responsibility, on a deeper level, I explore the relationships between different types of ethical experience, between their political expression, and a need to note and notice an overlooked existential dimension that is also pragmatic in both orientation and complexion. Basically, exploring the radical ideas of an ‘ethical science’ and a ‘political science’, and the nature of their interactions, etc. (22)


The Seventh Essay explores the possible ‘possibilities’ of a deconstruction of the Russian state in its current form. This essays also explores a broadening of the idea of the ‘historical’, along with themes concerning ‘nationalism’ and ‘imperialism’… (23)

In the next essay dealing, with the question of ‘W(h)ither US Democracy?’, I run the economic argument that one way to run the ‘democratic economy’ is ‘to supply the three economic correlatives of the Legislature, the Judiciary, and the Executive’. In that economic framework, either the denigration and/or over-promotion of one or more of these correlatives, in effect, destroys the ongoing harmony between these three economic facets, and, both consequently and subsequently, oversees a deconstruction of democratic governance. In reverse, or obversely, a harmonization of these three economic facets would oversee both an augmentation and enhancement of democratic governance. (24)


In The Ninth Essay I ask the double question is Neo-Liberalism (politically) responsible, and, also responsible for the recent rise of both the Right and the Far-Right (in a number of countries with relatively democratic forms of governance)?? To these two questions I answer, ‘yes’. (25)


The Tenth Essays concerns the political ramifications of ‘inauthentic behaviour’ that can be defined as ‘either duplicitous and/or complicitous in orientation’. (26)

With the continuing decline of the Fourth Estate, I ask if Social-Media could act as a substituted bulwark against the future erosion of democratic governance? Hence the raison d’étre of The Eleventh Essay. (27)


In The Twelfth Essay I return to the initial theme of optimism by arguing that if adequate forms of political alignment, etc., can be exercised then we stand a better chance of overseeing an augmented and enhanced sense and semblance of democratic governance. To argue for this observation, I felt it necessary to explore a series of philosophical themes from outlining a representative theory of re(-)presentation (quite different from traditional forms of metaphysical construction), a theory of conformal truth determination, and a number of other ideas concerning the relationship between the ethical and the political, existential intervention, a need for both ethical and political concern and care, commitment and resistance, etc. (28)


Then, in Four Appendices, I outlined, first, various themes for an initial workshop on the nature of democratic governance; then, the complex nature of debates over the possibility of a new era called the ‘Anthropocene’; an asking what could transpire after a Trump presidency as to whether the US and the World could return to an era as characterized by the Biden presidency? The last appendix, Appendix D, being this essay constructed in the form of an overview. (29)

So, what might we conclude, or, do the themes in these miscellaneous essays deserve to be further re(-)explored? To that latter end, it is my belief that I have constructed a number of philosophical tools, the first of which being this ‘economically-ordered heuristic’. Then, in the wake of this continual re(-)framing of philosophical discourses a number of radical perspectives emerge, namely, that philosophy cannot restrict itself to a transcendental phenomenology, or a cultural hermeneutics, or a refined from of existentialism divorced from the everydayness of this one world-as-lived… that there is a need to reinvest in a meta-philosophical metaphysics, in broader and more encompassing ways of doing histories, in advancing democratically oriented forms of governance… inspiring people through concern and care to be ethically and politically both committed to pursuing the beneficial and resistance to the imposition of the less beneficial, and so on. That every situation in its relational situatedness is unique, and, will call on our apperceptive receptivity to the trajectories and needs of our relationships.  That in and through well-constructed and well-exercised suspensions, and their automatically delivered de-suspensions, as suspensions of those suspensions, we are entrusted to oversee various forms of permission, that under the best circumstances need to collectively find an existential alignment. Motivation needs to be both affectively charged and cognitively directed. The enaction of such motivation is better left to its existential-pragmatic appreciation as ‘self-delivered’ through the re(-)iterated enactment of those processes of de-suspension. Thence this trajectory of ‘the definitive decision of the last instance’ in a determination of non-existential e/valuational formation. Thence its portending of an existential re(-)e/valuation through ‘the definitive decision of the next instance’, that, should it be taken up, then initiates an existentially oriented response and responsibility of ‘the definitive decision of the first instance’, given this relative-radical re-direciton of enactment upon which a consequential analysis, etc., will also automatically follow, to some extent or other, either advertently or inadvertently, in the wake of this enactment of such a decisive re-direction of our attention. Given that the existential is never absent from both non-political and political forms of enactment it follows that these three permissions, necessarily present in the very fabric of motivation, are better enabled in a harmonious manner through suitable processes of relational resolution, indeed, in a form better able to establish the very relational existence of that relationship already in play… (30)

A miscellany of relatively-radical ideas whose exploration will be taken up, chronologically, in the next book.

That, if I have succeeded in constructing a critical-radical re(-)framing of these issues then I will feel my work is done, or rather, more correctly, that ‘our work has but just commenced’. Surely, with suitable ‘tools’ we work in ‘the garden of the world’, and, ‘what could be more radical than that..?!’ (31)
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A Sixth Digest that can be Appended to The Seventh Book...


That there is a profound resonance between the ethical, the political and the existential. (1)

Namely, as the ethicalness of the ethicality of the ethical. (2)


Because through reduplication the ethical becomes the political, and through reduplication the political becomes the existential, and all that that entails. (3)


Reduplication is a special form of duplication, i.e., where the apparent operator takes on its meta-status. (4)

Thence the ordered connections between the ordered, the inter-ordered, and the extra-ordered. (5)


Thence the nature of the relationships between the overall philosophical economy; the (non-overall) philosophical economy, as the disciplinary; the metaphysical economy as meta-philosophical, etc; and the existential economy as pragmatic and as the relationally competent; along with divisions of the ethical and its secondary adjuncts, and the situatedness of its tertiary adjunctions; and the non-divisions between the philosophical (and arbitrational economy) and the secular economies (with the latter including the aspirational economy), etc. (6)

In their direct or indirect relationships to the archetypal economy. (7)


With the interrogative economy finding its basis in lived-reality through the sixth order of the ontical through the operation of dNot (double negation). (8)


And where the aspirational economy finds non-virtual enaction through the reduplication of the deontological as the political (and some form of permission). (9)

Where, through transformational retreatment, everything is given a seemingly mono-dimensional textual inscription. (10) 

Thence the inescapable advent of interminable philosophical and non-philosophical controversies…

Hence both the critical and radical approaches needed in the life’s work of the disciplinarian, regardless of whether they work as either a philosopher and/or as a non-philosopher… with the problematic to be suitably defused through the application of this economically-ordered heuristic (whose primary defense is to pragmatically request a better replacement!).  (12)










   N.T., 1.2.26.
� 	Explored in the Fifth Essay under the three headings of a ‘freedom from’, a ‘freedom to’, and a ‘freedom through’.


� 	E.g., the ethical needs to be critically reviewed through the lens of the deontological along with its secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical as situated through its contextualization in its tertiary adjuncts of the three remain in ordered orders of the phenomenologically-semantic, the hermeneutically-potential, and ontically treated facts.


� 	The expression ‘non-systematic’ merely defines the sense and semblance of the existential as the so-called ‘third moment’ (given the order of numbering these archetypal moments is merely a matter of convention). A relatively systematic sense and semblance of the existential is to-be-realized through ongoing suspensions an overall existential transformation is put into effect through both our identification and operation being exercised from the super-relational perspective of the overall relationship in the specificity of its situatedness.


� 	This is demonstrated through an exploration of the interrogative economy where the third moment of the apparitional has to be conducted through two sub-moments involving both negation and then double negation (the latter sub-moment occurring in the secular-aspirational economy).


� 	The number refers to the designated order of the trans-cognitively ordered order, as types of judgment, namely, (1) phenomenological-semantic, (2) aesthetically-integrated, (3) deontological-(non-systematic) existential, (4) pragmatical, (5) hermeneutical-potential/possible, and (6) ontical-actuality.


� 	This Foreword began as an email exchange, but, here, has become edited and expanded.


� 	E.g., the obesity crisis.


� 	Thus, there can be no relatively simple tetra-modal economy. E.g., in inter-ordered reduplication of the first trans-cognitive order (of the aesthetical) I foresee the metaphysical concept of the psychological-sociological spectrum. Now, the psychological economy is tri-partite, say, field (as the archetypal moment of World), focus (Object), and subjective framing (Ego), and, the sociological economy could be though of as Ego, Other and Cultural-Intercultural Domain… where we can envisage these two distinctive economies intersecting in a subjective sense through a sharing of the subjective moment of Ego/


� 	Thence my call in Book XII, Part I, for a triangulation of perspectives and a forgoing of positions!


� 	I.e., ‘analysis, retrospective (past), phenomenological descriptions’ versus ‘synthesis, prospective (future), hermeneutical prescriptions’ versus ‘nominations, present, (non-systematic) existential proscriptions’. 





� 	Emergence of this ‘relational or existential surplus or excess’ is the ‘facticity’ of that relationship.


� 	‘(-)’ is the nomenclature for ‘an ongoing re-iteration of that trimodal economy’.


� 	So, in taking this advice, the reader is welcome to completely ignore the last few paragraphs.


� 	There can be no one map (given the map of a set of maps is not a map but an atlas). Economically, we should choose those perspectives that proffer a sufficiency of e/valuational formation. Noting that no one perspective can be fully exhausted, and, that there can be no exhaustion in the number of perspectives able to be articulated. However, what is more important is choosing those perspectives that better assist us in realising our aspirational objectives. That no one perspective, or thing being judged and appreciated therein, can escape this sense and semblance of the dialectical, thence the presentation everywhere of the dialectical. Therefore, the proscriptive injunction that there can be no sense of an absolutistical position, or positioning, only a continual adjudication of the triangulation of perspectives. That, in the light of this injunction, we should translate all philosophical and disciplinary work through this lens of the tri-modal. We can do this through tri-modal constructions that appear to proffer the required degree of detail, or, represent conventional forms already in place, taking a bimodal formulation and supplying a third party through a hyphenation of the same, or, through economic complexification when we profitably compare those additional economies that successfully comment on the current work to hand. Just as a temporal economy of past, present, and future would be found to better assist the historian rather than a temporal economy that merely noted ‘daytime, night-time, and the waxing-or-waning of light, respectively, at the time of dawn and dusk.


� 	Somewhat of an impossible task given my need to continually reconsider certain approaches, etc. With some vestiges of truth, I would quip that ‘I am never wrong, but, that my misstated ideas only need to be modified’. In a similar fashion, I might add, that most of the elements of a lie cannot be falsely represented in order to operate that form of a deception.


� 	By ‘existential’ is meant that e/valuational formation that emergently arises above and beyond the material elements constituting that relationship in question’.


� 	By ‘conformance’ is meant ‘our personal ability to validly replicate an appreciation of truth determinations, demonstrate the same inter-subjectively, and note the evolving existential-pragmatic consensus being formed re the same’.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.III.E.1.


� 	In Sanskrit criticism, e.g., we have the concept of sesha where the implicit or implicated elements of a proposition or compound are more fully explicated.


� 	The pair ‘watering and weeding’ also parallels ‘(positive) commitment and (negative) resistance’ as explored later in these essays. 


� 	For the latest version of this essay, envisaged more as a series of sketches mapping out areas for more detailed discussion concerning the potential ramifications of this topic, refer to following link: � HYPERLINK "https://noelshomepage.homestead.com/pursuit.html" ��https://noelshomepage.homestead.com/pursuit.html�


� 	Refer to paragraphs 67-69.


� 	Refer to paragraphs 13-17.


� 		CNN Business; Lisa Eadicicco; ChatGPT is getting a big upgrade. It’s smarted and less likely to deceive you; updated 8 August, 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.cnn.com/2025/08/07/tech/openai-gpt-5-chatgpt-launch" \t "_blank" ��https://www.cnn.com/2025/08/07/tech/openai-gpt-5-chatgpt-launch�


� 	Refer to Section 3.


� 	Ibid. Refer to paragraphs 23-36.


� 	The Conversation; Does AI really boost productivity at work? Research shows gains don’t come cheap or easy; Jake Goldenfein, Fan Yang, The University of Melbourne, 15 August, 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://theconversation.com/does-ai-really-boost-productivity-at-work-research-shows-gains-dont-come-cheap-or-easy-263127?utm_medium=article_clipboard_share&utm_source=theconversation.com" ��https://theconversation.com/does-ai-really-boost-productivity-at-work-research-shows-gains-dont-come-cheap-or-easy-263127?utm_medium=article_clipboard_share&utm_source=theconversation.com�  


� 	1-4 represents my ideas on transparency; 3 represents personal accountability in document or policy formation; 4 represents collective or corporate responsibility, namely, of the group in question by that group.


� 	I.e., proper in phenomenal-phenomenological terms, appropriate in hermeneutical terms, and apposite in existential terms. The epithet ‘suitable’ being defined as ‘exercising all three criteria in an adequate and relevant manner’.


� 	We should also question the use of AI tools to mark examinations, and where similar criteria for the use, if utilized, should prevail, i.e., notification that examinations will be marked by AI tools and where the requisite oversight will be conducted without the same at the same time (and that all appeals be conducted in a similar form of non-AI oversight).


� 	Alluding here to three important requirements that I believe should be demanded of a democracy, namely, transparency of political process (other than in inner cabinet deliberations), accountability of individuals in the formulation of policies, etc., and the joint responsibility of department/s in the dissemination and implementation of such policies, etc. The reader might like to refer to my book written on this topic titled: Do We Have a Policy for That? Existential Policy Formation: A Brief Philosophical Manual for Overseeing Existential Policy Design (7.8.16).


� 	Note that my use of ‘(-)’ is nomenclature for indicating an ongoing economic process is implied.


� 	Apparently, this was prominent feature in earlier forms of AI-formulated text generation. Currently, e.g., OpenAI’s research has found, when browsing is enabled on its newest model GPT-5, it hallucinates between 0.7 per cent and 0.8 per cent of the time when asked specific questions about objects or broad concepts, and 1 per cent when asked for biographies of notable people. If browsing is disabled, these rates are 1.1 to 1.4 per cent of questions on objects and broad concepts and 3.7 per cent on notable people. Refer to article in The Sun-Herald, Sydney, by Jackson Graham, titled: ‘Apologies for any confusion’: Why do chatbots hallucinate? 24 August, 2025.


� 	NPR; By The Associated Press; Michael Cohen says he unwittingly sent AI-generated fake legal cases to his attorney; 30 December, 2023. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.npr.org/2023/12/30/1222273745/michael-cohen-ai-fake-legal-cases" ��https://www.npr.org/2023/12/30/1222273745/michael-cohen-ai-fake-legal-cases� This same phenomenon has occurred in Australia. Recently, a judge in Victoria, Australia, by the name of James Elliot, scolded lawyers acting for a boy accused of murder for filing misleading references that included AI-generated, non-existent case citations and inaccurate quotes from a parliamentary speech. Refer to The Guardian; 14 August, 2025 Link:


� HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2025/aug/14/judge-criticises-lawyers-acting-for-a-boy-accused-of-for-filing-misleading-ai-created-documents-ntwnfb?CMP=share_btn_url" ��https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2025/aug/14/judge-criticises-lawyers-acting-for-a-boy-accused-of-for-filing-misleading-ai-created-documents-ntwnfb?CMP=share_btn_url� 


� 	London School of Economics; Peter Finn; The Make America Healthy Again report shows how AI can undermine the US Official Record, and democracy; 3 July, 2025. The White House reported such errors to a totally unbelievable mistaken use of ‘formatting issues’. 


Link:  � HYPERLINK "https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/usappblog/2025/07/03/the-make-america-healthy-again-report-shows-how-ai-can-undermine-the-us-official-record-and-democracy/" ��https://blogs.lse.ac.uk/usappblog/2025/07/03/the-make-america-healthy-again-report-shows-how-ai-can-undermine-the-us-official-record-and-democracy/�  


� 	Another terminological equivalent for ‘delusions’ is ‘deceptions’.


� 	This complaint is reference in the following article: Nature; Ananya; What counts as plagiarism? AI-generated works used others’ ideas without credit; 20 August, 2025. 


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-02616-5" ��https://www.nature.com/articles/d41586-025-02616-5� 


� 	A prime exemplification of this problem is demonstrated in the recent South Park, series 27, episode 3, titled ‘Sickofancy’. A defect also referenced in The Sun-Herald, Jackson Graham; ‘Apologies for any confusion’: Why do chatbots hallucinate? Sunday, 24 August, 2025.


� 	Ibid.


� 	Ibid.


� 	Ibid.


� 	Ibid. Refer to the podcast titled The Alignment Problem. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://play.prx.org/listen?ge=prx_3360_1c591e5b-5eb1-47c1-a9c7-037c5648cd31&uf=https%3A%2F%2Fpublicfeeds.net%2Ff%2F3360%2Ffeed-rss.xml" ��https://play.prx.org/listen?ge=prx_3360_1c591e5b-5eb1-47c1-a9c7-037c5648cd31&uf=https%3A%2F%2Fpublicfeeds.net%2Ff%2F3360%2Ffeed-rss.xml� 


� 	Expressed as a transformation between the fifth trans-cognitive order and the sixth trans-cognitive order.


� 	As a technical expression, I use the expression ‘enact’ to mean ‘intentional deliberations to definitively decide on a certain course of action, or through non-action not to follow a certain course of action, or to currently defer such decision making through some form of inaction’.


� 	Refer to the article: Institute for Government [U.K.]; Jordan urban; Policy making in the era of artificial intelligence; 6 February, 2025. 


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.instituteforgovernment.org.uk/publication/policy-making-era-artificial-intelligence" ��https://www.instituteforgovernment.org.uk/publication/policy-making-era-artificial-intelligence� 


� 	Refer to the article: NBC News; Kevin Collier; An AI-powered bot army on X spread pro-Trump and pro-GOP propaganda, research shows; 16 October, 2024. 


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.nbcnews.com/tech/internet/republican-bot-campaign-trump-x-twitter-elon-musk-fake-accounts-rcna173692" ��https://www.nbcnews.com/tech/internet/republican-bot-campaign-trump-x-twitter-elon-musk-fake-accounts-rcna173692�    Refer also to Rolling Stones; Miles Klee; How the Epstein Files blew up a pro-trump AI bot network on X; 5 August, 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.rollingstone.com/culture/culture-features/epstein-files-trump-ai-bot-network-x-1235400646/" ��https://www.rollingstone.com/culture/culture-features/epstein-files-trump-ai-bot-network-x-1235400646/� 


� 	By ‘existential’ is meant that e/valuational formation that emergently arises above and beyond the material elements constituting that relationship in question’.


� 	By ‘conformance’ is meant ‘our personal ability to validly replicate an appreciation of truth determinations, demonstrate the same inter-subjectively, and note the evolving existential-pragmatic consensus being formed re the same’.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.III.E.1; Pursuit, III.X.II.First Essay (I), 1. 


� 	Pursuit, III.X.III.I.3.


� 	Paragraphs 20-24.


� 	Where it is my argument that people directly involved in the formation of a policy, or similar, should signed their names to its formulation and by such means demonstrate a certain accountability for its formation, and, where the institution implementing such a policy, or similar, should collectively sign their names to its official dissemination (as one measure instituted to order to avoid scapegoating of lesser officials, e.g.).


� 	Refer to footnote 13.


� 	As discussed in Pursuit, III.X.II.Third Essay, (X.13).2. This political style of patronage has been terms a patrimonialism or a clientalism.


� 	Refer to the podcast: Is AI destroying our planet? Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F_-f5NS0pEc&list=PLK4elntcUEy1Nqf1fFarSYpe8csE1fKmf" ��https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F_-f5NS0pEc&list=PLK4elntcUEy1Nqf1fFarSYpe8csE1fKmf� 


� 	Where, admittedly, each one of these issues deserves to be well-debated by a democratic community, by each country that perceives itself as a democratic nation.


� 	In a similar manner, we can note difficulties in the general misinterpretation of authors in regard to points of humour or irony, being duplicitous, in recognizing the dissemination of mal-information, an inability to identify different reference frames or different authorial voices, treating hypotheticals as possible or actual states of affair, etc. E.g., in one of my essays I went to some considerable lengths to demonstrate one technical expression had two quite different meanings which I scrupulously indicated by surrounding those expression with the differentiation of key terms, and where the ensuing AI summary could only discern one of those technical senses and, thereby, considerably misinterpreting the purport of that essay.


� 	I am sure my own essays are being regularly mined given the reiteration of notified towns with huge data-harvesting outfits apparently ‘reading’ my work? 


� 	Juries are more prone to observe a deontological bias rather than preference a pragmatical interpretation should a deontological dimension be present. The classic example being the defective petrol tank on a Ford Pinto truck not being duly recalled and replaced, and where this failure of goodwill ended up cancelling the entire assembly of that vehicle.


� 	CNN Business; Matt Egan, The ‘godfather of AI’ reveals the only way humanity can survive superintelligent AI’; 14 August, 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.cnn.com/2025/08/13/tech/ai-geoffrey-hinton" \t "_blank" ��https://www.cnn.com/2025/08/13/tech/ai-geoffrey-hinton�


� 	Ibid.


� 	These three Appendices are only brief, initial outlines of what would be required to render the same in a working algorithmic-like format. But, at the same time, in attempting to articulate and construct such systematic-like accounts is very much an informative approach as to how we might do so less formally in a more intuitive, philosophical format.


� 	Referencing the First Essay and defending there, in its terms, this apparent redundancy.


� 	I would like to thank both Dr Greg Young and David McDivitt for alerting me to the existence of various articles and podcasts that have greatly helped me in the writing of this essay.


� 	E.g., treating the dissemination of power as an inter-ordered phenomena as centered in the political-economy (treated as hyphenated) which will be looked at in the next essay.


� 	Proposing, e.g., responsible-responses like ‘up(-)righting’, etc., as methods derived through existential conformance for the social re-regulation of institutions , meta-textual genres of behaviour, etc., for dealing with the personal presence and social impact of the advent of these relatively-radical non-continuities, etc. Refer to the essay: 7V. Re-Righting ‘History’ through the Use of A ‘Pragmatic’ Narration: A Pro-Relational Accounting of ‘History Doing History’ (19.9.22); Pursuit, III.XI.7V.                                                                                                                                                                                                                          


� 	I.e., the harmonized interaction between the fifth, first, and fifth orders and their orderfied parallels in degree (in inter-ordered terms of reference, etc.) and the second, fourth, and sixth orders and their orderfied parallels in degree (in inter-ordered terms of reference, etc.).


� 	Or, given that I am not going to starve, we could run the equation with Ae and Pr remaining the same, but, weighting the deontological-existential aspect in T2 as 3.3 = 9. By this route T2 would be 15. Again, as 15>12, then the trajectory T2 should be enacted through observing that distinctive intervention.


� 	As per Quine, et al.


� 	‘Pragmatical’ being treated as a ‘fourth trans-cognitive order dealing with matters of efficiency, effectiveness, efficaciousness, experience, economicalness, etc.’


� 	Thanking Mark Simmons for this observation.


� 	With respect to our identifying a certain community or demographic sector, I treat empowerment and disempowerment as affecting the power relations between such communities, and, treat enfranchisement and disenfranchisement as how power relations are being altered within such communities, etc. So, e.g., the ability of a community to construct and disseminate its own histories, both within and between communities, being, to my mind, an essential indicator of shifts in such forms of status.


� 	E.g., in regard as to how governments, legislatures, legal frameworks, etc., will deal with AI; automated agents with AI abilities; Bitcoin and other crypto-currencies; autonomous driving; robots; proactive forms of surveillance; forms of electronic identity, theft, fraud, etc.


� 	Covert in origination, but, not necessarily left in such initial terms of reference given that such demands may well also be voiced through various mechanism, be their dissemination either relatively corrupt and/or non-corrupt in character.


� 	Thence my technical use of ‘enactment’ to cover both active and non-active patterns of behaviour, and inactive patterns of deferment through the postponement of deliberative decision making.


� 	As was argued, e.g., by the sociologist and philosopher Niklas Luhmann (1927-1998).


� 	Where ethical judgment must also take into account both pragmatical and aesthetical adjuncts (along with the other orders in terms of how they configure the specific situatedness of those relationships in question).


� 	Taking an ordered perspective, invoking a more detailed perspective of transformational retreatment, starting with the fifth trans-cognitive order of the hermeneutical, we note the absence of well-formed conjectural arguments from a meta-textual perspective, mis-informed ontical inputs through misinformation, etc., improperly remediated processes of reform, poor aesthetically conformed patterns of coherent integration, subverted patterns of non-systematic existential re-form, and overlooked patterns of pragmatically reinvested and re-informed transformations of initial hermeneutic inputs. From a more systematic existential perspective we note the subversion of inequalities through either their being either overlooked, exaggerated, or downplayed.


� 	In the Ninth Essay I will be exploring this observation that a persistent and rampant neo-liberal mindset appears to have predominantly spawned a range of anti-democratically oriented forms of governance on the Right.


� 	On this topic of a patrimonialism, or clientelism, refer to the third essay in my Three Essays, in Pursuit, III.X.Part II.(X.13).


� 	For one notable exception, the magazine The New Yorker has detailed the apparent extent Trump has used the presidency to enrich both himself and his family. For the first half of the year 2025 the amount earned was tallied up as 3.4 billion US dollars. In this figure I found myself to have been mistaken in thinking that the Trump family were amassing one billion per month when the amount was only half a billion. Refer to the article in The New Yorker, David D, Kilpatrick, The Number: How much is Trump pocketing of the Presidency? 11 August, 2025. A podcast on this topic, by this same author, has also been published by The New Yorker on YouTube, Link: � HYPERLINK "https://youtu.be/cpOE3aAt8XU?si" ��https://youtu.be/cpOE3aAt8XU?si� 


� 	There are a number of organizations in the US pursing such objectives, e.g., the Deliberative Democracy Consortium (DDC); Unify America; Journal of Deliberative Democracy; Democracy Lab; Behavioural Insights Team (BIT), etc.


� 	An analogue of this distinction can be found in the treatment of people with gastric ulcers with sometimes expensive, effective, but short-lived, symptomatic relief to be had from antacids versus the cheap, long-term, efficacious use of triple antibiotics.


� 	E.g., sociologically, when we compare church attendances in the UK with the US.


� 	Witness the January Six Insurrection in Washington, D.C., in 2020, that sought to obstruct the peaceful transition between the Trump administration and the Biden administration.


� 	Refer to my Three Critiques on this topic posted on my Homepage site 2016-2018 


� 	Alluding to the pre-conditions necessary for a fruitful optimism as outlined in the First Essay.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.IV.3, etc. All disciplinarians deal with disciplinary problems and the advent of a problematization of certain features and aspects of their discipline. In a differential contrast, the working philosopher needs to adopt a relatively metaphysical-like perspective, etc., in order to explore a meta-problematics in the hope that such insights can be extended to our disciplined existences within the secularity of this world at large, etc. That such exposure will be both to the relatively-critical and the relatively-radical, and where transformational retreatment returns such insights back to a philosophical sense and semblance of world. That, through an accompanying existential appreciation, the non-religious, the spiritually minded, and the religiously theistic can all partake of such apparent insightfulness and apply the same to ‘smoothing out and enriching’ our passages through this world both individually and collectively. By the previously alluded to ‘etc.’ is meant access to a raft of adjunct disciplines within the philosophical sphere like. e.g., dialectics, logic, aesthetics, pragmatics, a categorical metaphysics, psychology and sociology, political-economics, sciences histories, and so on.


� 	Which could be expressed as the ‘incrementally conducted, relatively-hyper-economic appropriation of the relatively-non-economic irruption form the relatively-economic within the working orbit of the super-economic’.


� 	I.e., insured-assurance/assured-insurance. Invoking the joint concepts of both insurance and assurance, i.e., respectively, we can metaphorically ‘retrace our steps’ and, therein and thereafter, find a point of a great assurance in order to ‘restart our journey’ once again, etc.


� 	As indicated in the previous essay – II.(Appendix)C.


� 	In witnessing that we have neither perfect insight nor imperfect non-insight, and that we can work with what is both already to hand and framed through questions, etc.


� 	Hermeneutically mitigated; factually well-informed; remedially deconstructed through re-de-mis-alignment and reconstructed through being approbatively reformed; aesthetically integrated as con-formed; non-systematically re-formed existentially; and, re-informed in pragmatical terms capable of re-thematizing hermeneutical pre-treatment, etc. But, such ordered transformational retreatment is only the dialectical basis for a plethora of time-tested tools and techniques, from investing in the inter-ordered, etc., to the invocation of other sub-philosophical disciplines, etc.


� 	I.e., the relational objectivity of relational parts and the relational subjectivity of participating parties, etc.


� 	I.e., by being open to the potential, ongoing re(-)self-organization of the suspended simulation of our well-formed, well-informed represented-relationships, etc.


� 	In the US it is now acknowledged that the top 0.1 percent own a degree of wealth equivalent to that possessed by the bottom 90 percent. This claim is supported by research conducted by Emmanuel Saez and Gabriel Zucman in their 2014 study into wealth inequality. Refer to The Guardian; Angela Monaghan; US wealth inequality… 13 November, 2014. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/business/2014/nov/13/us-wealth-inequality-top-01-worth-as-much-as-the-bottom-90#:~:text=Wealth%20inequality%20in%20the%20US%20is%20at%20near%20record%20levels,point%20above%20the%20top%200.1%25" ��https://www.theguardian.com/business/2014/nov/13/us-wealth-inequality-top-01-worth-as-much-as-the-bottom-90#:~:text=Wealth%20inequality%20in%20the%20US%20is%20at%20near%20record%20levels,point%20above%20the%20top%200.1%25�. 


� 	In AI parlance we also have the situation where agents, if authorized, could quite independently enact certain patterns of behaviour that then would have less reference to the intentions of certain individual, etc., other than the fulfilment of generally framed objectives, hopefully, articulated by the same (and expedited for the self-perceived goals of that AI platform itself). Recently, one person permitted the use of an AI agent to operate on a trial basis, and found, to their surprise, the delivery of an evening meal that had been ordered and paid for by that AI agent without that person’s instruction to that effect. This event being enacted purely on the basis that this person had previously ordered meals around that time in question.


� 	Paragraph 8.


� 	A thematic aspect that will be taken up in Section 3.


� 	Perhaps comparable to the US situation where the top 0.1 percent have an equivalent wealth equal to 90 percent of the bottom demographic. Refer to Third Essay, 47.


� 	The Venice Commission is an advisory body of the � HYPERLINK "https://www.coe.int/en/web/venice-commission/impact-/-follow-up" ��Council of Europe� on constitutional matters, known officially as the European Commission for Democracy through Law. It was established in 1990 to provide legal advice to member states, helping them align their legal and institutional structures with European standards of human rights, democracy, and the rule of law. The Commission gathers and shares the constitutional and legal experience of its members, contributing to a shared constitutional heritage and promoting best practices worldwide. 


� 	Mikhailo Minakov; The Paradox of De-oligarchization; 27 June, 2923.


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.wilsoncenter.org/blog-post/paradox-de-oligarchization" ��https://www.wilsoncenter.org/blog-post/paradox-de-oligarchization� 


� 	Or, perhaps, pursue both objectives?


� 	I am thinking, e.g., of both Rorty and Dewey in this regard (although viewed through the entirety of their respective bodies of work this intuitive summation might be somewhat unfair, although, I should add, others have voiced similar criticisms. However, given the thread running through these essays that enacted intentional motivation is primarily centered in deontological-like imperatives we must assume the centrality of motives, on the part of most people, must be preoccupied with the realization of the socially good and culturally beneficial. Furthermore, we might also surmise that given such a shared assumption that such intentional objectives could well be taken for granted without necessarily needing to be defined too closely given such inter-subjectively pre-understood objectives?). In James Campbell’s book titled Understanding John Dewey: Nature and Cooperative Intelligence; Open Court, 1995/1996, Chapter 4, titled: Designating the Good, focuses specifically on this topic of a need to define this implicit understanding of the so-called ‘Good’, or similar. 


� 	The third inter-ordered order of the ‘meta-deontological’ arises through the reduplication of the third trans-cognitive (judgmental) order of the deontological and can be referred to as ‘volition’ or as the ‘political’ (as the active aspect of the hyphenated political-economy). The simplified version of a complex argument being told here is that of the six orders and their reduplication as inter-ordered phenomena only the meta-deontological has the ability to transform virtual enaction towards the enaction of the non-virtual through a chaotic process of re(-)self-organization. However, given the deontological roots of the meta-deontological one must then account for the fact that naked exercise of power is not necessarily performed in an ethical manner so one must then supply a set or series of side arguments in order to account for that obvious observation. Basically, through egotistical desires, ideological demands, etc., through a lack of suspensions, the core deontological complexion of volition, therein and thereby, is contaminated by such distortions and obstructions. That, if we were to suitably supply the requisite degree and form of suspensions, etc., then, hopefully, we would be able to oversee a remedial process of de-distortion and de-obstruction, and an ensuing re-assertion of the relatively-existential, etc. Refer to the Third Essay, 26-36.


� 	Witness my set of one hundred essay collectively titled: Transformation through Re-Self-Organization? The Beneficial Engineering of Social Change.


� 	In the distant past I would have viewed the ‘pro-relational’ as the ‘existential’; then, more recently, I would view it as coinciding with treatment and the analytical (and through remediation as both deconstructed and reconstructed). However, through economic complexification, we might better assign the non-systematic existential to the trans-relational, the synthetic unity of the pro-relational to the hermeneutical orientation (and its paralleling of synthesis), and, the relational orientation (in a phenomenology of participants and parts) as analytical and treatment oriented.


� 	Refer to the Third Essay, 15-16.


� 	Or if x = x2 then the operation takes a super-ordered status, i.e., x3. E.g., if x = sixth ordered then we would be dealing with the progression: facts -> history/histories -> historical competence (of a certain history, etc.).


� 	Tapping, by such means into the motivational inspirations of the psychological-sociological spectrum, and, delineating the consequences of such impositions on the economic dimension of the overall-politic-economic.


� 	Say, under the headings of a passive suspension in which the deontological input is encountered; then actively recognized through an active suspension, and finally, further re(-)thematized through a engaged suspension wherein a more relatively systematic sense and semblance of the existential can be thematized through a more systematic existentialization of process, etc. (although not in any absolutistically perfected form of expression).


� 	The non-systematic existential as the so-called third moment/economic correlative of the harmonic process, etc.


� 	In the Fifth Essay.


� 	Further arguing that ‘natural freedoms’ are arrived at through the intersection of all three freedoms as here indicated.


� 	Although it should also be noted that reduction to the purely existential or the merely non-existential is also economically impossible and should be seen through as more a figure of speech, as observing the ‘relativity’ of that current economic ‘orientation’.


� 	Rebecca Henderson; Reimagining Capitalism: How Business Can Save the World; Penguin, 2020, p. 20. Refer to my essay titled: 2I. Imagining the Possible versus Reimagining the Impossible: A Series of Essays Inviting a Radical Re(-)Thinking of the Political-Economy, etc:  Part I: Reinvesting in the Idea of an Economy; section 16. (Pursuit, III.V.2I.16).


� 	As of June 4, 2025. The total net worth of the billionaires in the Trump administration, as of June 4, equals at least $450 billion – which is � HYPERLINK "https://worldpopulationreview.com/countries/by-gdp" ��more than the GDP� of 175 different countries. The net worth of Trump’s Cabinet alone, which excludes Musk and others, is at least $13.8 billion.


The figures are most likely significantly higher, but finding the net worth of Scott Bessent and Charles Kushner, known billionaires, is tricky, and therefore they’ve been left out of the above calculations.


By comparison, former President Joe Biden’s Cabinet total net worth was about $118 million, and Trump’s first Cabinet total net worth was about $6.2 billion. Prior to Trump, former President Barrack Obama’s Cabinet net worth was about $2.8 billion in his second term, � HYPERLINK "https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=bumDur435bA" ��according� to Forbes.


In Trump’s cabinet we have Tilman Ferttita, B10.1; Stephen Feinberg, B5; Warren Stephens, B3.4; Linda McMahon, B3.2; Charles Kushner, B?; Scott Bessant, B? Refer to the article in the USNews, by Laura Mannweiler; titled:  All the President’s Billionaires: The Extraordinary Wealth in Trump’s Administration: All together, the billionaires in the Trump administration are worth at least $450 billion – higher than the GDP of 175 countries.


4 June, 2025. At that same time Elon Musk was estimated to have B414.9. Donald Trump was estimated to have B5.1.


� 	Elon Musk announces he is leaving Doge on 28 May, 2025.


� 	Refer to the Third Essay, footnote 66. Of course, it is to be hoped that some individuals in this Cabinet would attempt to be professional in their setting out to well-represent the American public, however, given the degree of wealth possessed that might be too optimistic to hope for?


� 	An abbreviation of those policies that are meant to respectfully consider issues of diversity, equity and inclusiveness.


� 	Heather Cox Henderson; There Are Two Ways to Look At Freedom; 4 September, 2025.


� 	Albeit as reconstituted in a non-traditional manner through the reduplication of ordered phenomena as inter-ordered phenomena, and, where the same will be inevitably subjected to an overlooking of the transformational retreatment of the same in re(-)producing a more philosophically oriented level of discourse (with all the philosophical problems and confusions in the wake of such potentially problematic conflations engendered between these imputed philosophical and the metaphysical levels of intellection).  


� 	‘Orbit’ is here treated (metaphorically) as a technical term encompassing ‘a passive permit, an active remit, and an engaged composite’.


� 	A tripartite arrangement that also seems to be replicated on a cosmic scale, from the microcosm to the macrocosm seemingly quite apart from our intellectual ability to both represent and simulate the same (with the speculative imputation that even nature needs to know itself through a necessary triplication of such economic means, etc?).


� 	Admittedly in a market where values are set on the premise that most contractual parties will consist of two working people paying off their mortgage. Still, the analogy holds, i.e., through relational interaction an economic emergence arises that cannot be reduced just to the relational catalogue of that relationship and its divisions into mere parts and participants. Where, e.g., the embodied person is a participant whilst alive and then becomes a part (corpse) when dead.


� 	In a more technical language this can be expressed as the relative ‘covert mediation’ of two correlatives is productive of the relatively ‘overt presentation of its de-suspended (relatively singular) intro-mediation’.


� 	Apparently, there are differing formulations of The Ten Commandments depending on whether they are viewed through lenses that are Jewish, Catholic, Protestant, etc. 


� 	What might have acceptable many decades ago is now no longer acceptable to the majority of the American public. According to the last consensus in 20nn self-nominating Christians accounted for x% of the population whereas people with no religion comprised y%. People with other faiths comprising the difference of z%.


� 	E.g., by Trump putting troops on the streets of cities (without the express permission of the governors of their respective states). 


� 	As a ‘rhetorical dis-conjunctive suspension’ in the form of an ‘either/or’. As explicated through a dissection, e.g., of the interrogative economy.


� 	I.e., as a ‘conjunctive, metaphorical suspension’ that operates through ‘like’ read as ‘both like and not-like’.


� 	Also defined as an ‘apparitional suspension’ in the form of a ‘balance of both a negation and a double negation’.


� 	I was born into an era where people, understandably, were paranoid about getting polio. I knew one child at school who had to hop around using calipers and braces. Then, there were people imprisoned in so-called ‘iron lungs’. But, then came the oral vaccines, and decades later those people affected by polio are now greatly diminished in number. I also remember getting mumps, measles, chicken pox, and whooping cough, especially the latter. No doubt yearly colds and continual asthma at the same time did not help. My perpetual asthma being considerably relieved much later through the uptake of an anti-pneumonia vaccination. It is also hard to credit that only since the Second World War have we had access to antibiotics (despite the prevalence of potentially fatal side-effects for some people in the use, e.g., of penicillin). 


� 	Obviously insisting on the relational emergence of a form of identification that cannot be purely reduced to the catalogue of its relational elements, i.e., parts and participants.


� 	Given that I have full ‘standing’ in this situation and ‘permit’ myself hitting that switch as the last step in the making of that aspired after cup of coffee. When and where all the relevant and necessary pre-conditions have been arrived at through either arbitration (say, having bought that coffee machine and obtaining ground coffee) and/their pre-conditional enaction (by following, correctly, all the sequences necessary for the successful use of that same coffee machine).


� 	Paradoxically, from an existentially oriented perspective, it could also be regarded as if a ‘mysterious and mystical experience’ that, with an effective loss of both psychic inertia and resistance, we can purposefully navigate, negotiate, and arbitrate with both ourselves and others in this experiential sense and semblance of a world at large in a manner that must still escape us as to how such can an event can occur, or why such events can occur, or for what reason we should exist and exist in the intentional form we do, etc.


� 	Directly alluding here to ‘economic induction’ as noted in paragraphs 26, 31.


� 	I am influenced here by some of the thinking of John Dewey where we invoke a scientific-like exploration rather than a traditionally established science per se (along with its distinctive institutional support structures of the latter, etc., to be found co-established with an established science whose relative existence or absence supports the differentiation between a traditional science and an alternative science that may or may not become absorbed in the former). E.g., James Campbell; Understanding John Dewey; Nature and Cooperative Intelligence; Open Court 1995/1996; p. 99, 110-133, 144, 193-200, 240-244.


� 	The ‘etc.’ here is explicated in the next paragraph under the heading of transformational retreatment.


� 	I.e., noting and maintaining, in this instance, the distinctions between 63, 62, and 61 (and the cognitively ordered 60).


� 	With an obvious allusion to Richard Rorty, et al. Proffering a dialectical account that resuscitates ‘representation’ as modes of inescapable ‘intentional simulation’, but, at the same time, does not resurrect their traditional associations with a traditional metaphysics. In other words, as re-simulations they primarily simulate each other, and, it is only through their alignments, non-alignments, etc., that allows us to speculatively extrapolate beyond those terms of reference, albeit, preferably, through the working prism (not a prison) of a positively nihilistic pragmatic-existentialism/existential-pragmatism, etc., along with all entailed suspensions/de-suspensions, etc. That, given the persistence of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance threading our vision of the world, and so on, as found in our mapping of the world, be that either phenomenologically, hermeneutically and/or existentially, or through conjectural economies, etc., then it stands to reason that given the existence already to hand, in the form of such representations, simulations, already in place, what need have we then for that which is neither simulated nor represented, and so on? Indeed, what is not there for us is not there for us..!


� 	My stealing just one apple could be viewed as having little import for others, but, as having import for me given the potential consequences of this act, especially if it were to be replicated. However, if everyone passing through that fruit and vegetable shop were to do the same as me then that vendor would soon go out of business. We have to be careful though, since the situatedness of our relational-situation could well radically reconfigure our ensuing appreciation of the uniqueness of that relational-situatedness. Given that both the specificity of a certain situation and its co-ensuing thematization of a responsible-responsiveness, formulated for enactive intervention, therein, necessitates our ‘openness’ to such existentially directed ‘instructions’… as arrived at through re(-)simulated re(-)self-organization of that conjecturally well-formed and well-informed understanding of that simulated relational-situation, etc. Where the automatically expected application of strict a priori-like attitudes should never be called for as the end-result in any scientific-like scrutiny of our explorations, whatever their nature. Where there should be no absolutistical principles, but, where relevant ethical guide-lines can be seen as just that, namely, as just ‘guide-lines’.


� 	A motto that also has radical ramifications for a working-theologian.


� 	In an infinitely open list, say, of disciplinary treatment, philosophical treatment, metaphysical treatment, processes of retreatment; conjectures; analysis, synthesis, nomination; hybridization; secular utilization; rhetorical suspensions, metaphorical (analogical) suspensions, apparitional suspensions; working suspensions; critical and radical differentiation/re(-)appropriation/integration; reduplication and duplication, etc., etc.


� 	Said in a press conference on 12 August, in 1968.


� 	This in noted in passing in section 7, in the first essay of Three Essays (Pursuit10Part3). Refer to Pursuit, III.X.III.I.7. In 1994 this figure was 17% of the employed workforce.


� 	Namely, that governments should be run in a publicly transparent manner except for those sections that should be not so conducted; along with the exercise of individual responsibility and corporate responsibility as outlined.


� 	Otherwise, people in asking for advice would not be given fully honest and frank advice, etc., should such proceedings be published in some form or other.


� 	So, e.g., something like the Robodebt debacle in Australian, inaugurated in its initial implementation in 2015 (initially as a pilot scheme) to November 2019, when it was stopped following legal advice and a court ruling that the averaging method used to raise debts was unlawful. The scheme was officially terminated in May 2020 after being found to be unlawful by the Federal Court. Ideally, it should have been stopped in or before its pilot trial. It should never have been signed off on by a competent legal department, and, if it were being trialed it should have been postponed until its methods for the calculation of debts actually utilized accurate records, and so on.


� 	As a fifth inter-ordered order (52).


� 	That we have valid grounds for a science of the ethical or the political, or the political-economic, or the philosophical and metaphysical, etc., by virtue of the fact that a scientific-like approach can be applied to any topic, i.e., through invoking a general scientific sense of method, in ascertaining the facts of our exploratory narrative/s, and that we can apply an ordered phenomenology, along with processes of reduplication and duplication as operations that can be conducted therein and therebetween, etc., as conducted through the ensuing critical and theoretical integration of such frameworks, etc. In other words, the pre-conditions for a scientific-like approach are already to hand, and only need to be brought together within such a working-framework.


� 	And by extension, at the international level as well, e.g., at the United Nations (although the anti-democratic practice of an exclusive veto as the permanent right of a small number of nations should not be countenanced).


� 	The difference between the ‘relatively-non-existential’ and the ‘relatively-existential’ is that the former comes in three relative flavours of the negative, neutral, and positive, whereas, in a contrast, the relatively existential is naturally positive along with both non-chaotic augmentation and chaotic-enhancement of the same as argued elsewhere. That, analogically, we cannot live by bread alone (the relatively-non-existential) or by brioche alone (as cake) (the relatively-existential) given that ‘the existential process arises through the existentialization of the relatively non-existential.


� 	Refer to the Third Essay, 15-16; Fifth Essay, 45, 53.


� 	I have used the discipline of the shoe shiner to make the point that all disciplines are predicated on the proposition of a distinctive disciplinary difference, meta-difference, and non-difference as discussed elsewhere. These differential aspects give each discipline its distinctive phenomenology.


� 	Be that in either general, particular, and/or specific terms of reference.


�	E.g., in terms of charge, positive, negative or neutral. Or, where quarks can be formed in triplets (or pairs) to construct certain particles, etc. 


� 	Where the superscript ‘1’ is to be read as the operating trans-cognitive (judgmental) process acting on the operand of its cognitive content represented by the superscript ‘0’. Where the ‘.’ represents the productive process of the operation of the operator operating on its operand.


� 	As a relatively uni-modally focused economy as a sub-economy within the archetypal or its secular offshoot arrived at through ‘intro-mediation’ as a ‘suspension of one economic correlative or the suspension of the net result of two economic correlatives treated as one node in the secular economy (consisting of the 2nd, 4th, and 6th trans-cognitive orders)’. ‘Intro-mediation’ is ‘the suspension, cancelling out, dynamic balance, or negation, etc., of one economic correlative (x) or ordered node (a) in the secular economy’. In a contrast to intro-mediation, ‘mediation’ is ‘the same process of suspension but applies to two elements, namely, either two economic correlatives (x, y) or nodes (a, b) in the secular economy’. Where, ‘inter-mediation’ is ‘the suspension, etc., of the three economic correlatives (x, y, z) of an entire economy or the three nodes (a, b, c) of the secular economy as a secular economy or one of its equivalent variations (such as the aspirational, contractual, etc.)’. Inter-mediation is the mechanism for overseeing the existential transformation of the relatively non-systematic existential towards a more systematic existential orientation. Thus, in notation, we can depict these three types of suspension as types of balanced negation, etc., as follows:





Intro-mediation:	 x + -(x) or y + -(y) or z + (-z) or (a + -a), etc.


Mediation:	(x + y) + -(x + y) or (a + b )+ -(a + b), etc.


Inter-mediation:	(x + y + z) + -(x + y + z) or (a + b + c) +-(a + b + c)





� 	Referencing ideas of François Laurelle on my interpretation of the concept of the ‘non-economic’.


� 	I.e., taking a complex approach to the relational situatedness as viewed through these three transformational lenses of the generalized pretreated relational orientation (of parts and participants, etc.), particularized treated pro-relational orientation, and the specificity of the retreated trans-relational orientation.


� 	I.e., invoking the rule of duplication that states ‘the product reflects the ordered status and the meta-status of the operator’.


� 	Reading ‘and so on’ as the duplication of any ordered product (as the operand) where the operator is scientific (52). E.g., where 52.12 is the scientific exploration of the elements of a categorical metaphysics, such as semantic notions of time, space, energy, motion, change, force, field, etc. Furthermore, under such a framework all social sciences can be reviewed through a scientific lens, albeit one sympathetic to the nature of the operand.


� 	In seeking, through processes of transformational retreatment, the realized preservation of a relative isomorphic transformational invariance between, say, hermeneutic representation subjected to mitigation, phenomenological presentation as arrived at through the remediated error correction of its re-de-mis-alignment, and non-systematic existential processes of re-direction influenced by the de-suspension as experienced through retreatment viewed as a process of re(-)normalization whose overall complexion could be either relatively-critical or relatively-radical in orientation.


� 	The second order of the aesthetical/psycho-sociological spectrum being seen as arising through the mediation of Ego-Object, and, the third order being seen as arising through the mediation of Ego-World. Where the reduplication of the ethical economy generating the political economy, albeit corresponding to the economy of the political-economic.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III, Books III and IV. The 3 x 3 matrix of the archetypal political-economy was constituted through the reduplicated matrix with sides that noted, more or less, ‘the political/theoretical; the economic/practical, and the stylistic/executive’. In that scheme executive power devolved from the latter, especially in its reduplicated intersection.


� 	A certain asymmetry appears to exist between these two contentions, namely, the initiated and the recovered (with a favoring of the latter). If we were to run a potentially fruitful parallel with conformal theory we could note that just as there can be no perfect lie, since to tell a lie we must first express the truth to then tweak only one or two, or so, small elements of that now deceitful exposition, albeit with radical consequences, be they both intended and as well as unintended. Similarly, in recovering what is present, albeit with induced distortions, all we have to do, theoretically, is to remove such distortions through the suitable exercise of suspension, in order to recover what was there all along, etc. Whereas, in initiated processes that would oversee processes of re(-)organization even an accelerated process of re(-)self-organization would support more the contention of recovery rather than the merely initiated process of some novel form of inauguration? As I have remarked elsewhere, there can be no experience of the radically-radical, only the re(-)appropriation of the relatively-radical, unwinding each novel innovation by each novel innovation, one at a time. The somewhat obvious implication being, through the relatively less effort needing to be involved in such re-organization, that the same would be more easily instantiated through a process of re(-)self-organization of what is already present rather than the total creation of what is required to arise under such circumstances. To light a fire, we might simply strike a match once the fuel is brought together. Here re(-)self-organization chaotically initiates and re-direct this process of combustion, etc. Similarly, a few tweaks from a suitable process of suspension is enough to better represent the extra-relational nature of its relational-situatedness and where the apparent initiation of a set of events need not be performed nor could be performed purely from scratch. That, therefore, a pure process of an initiated creation is impossible, whereas, the mere readjustment of the relatively superficial is more indicative of a process or recovery even if reinterpreted also as process of initiated reorganization.


� 	I have felt it necessary here to coin the expression ‘trans-mediation’ to distinguish it from the technical expressions of mediation (in treatment that is both deconstructive and reconstructive); unimodal intro-mediation (as a unimodal form of suspension that arises through the covert bimodal mediation of the remaining economic correlatives); bimodal mediation (as an overt form of bimodally balanced suspension through the covert intro-mediation of the remaining economic correlative); and, inter-mediation (where all three economic correlatives are duly suspended through an ongoing form of dynamic balance).


� 	I.e., on ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered, and super-ordered levels of ordered explication. On an ordered level we note in the ethical economy the primary centrality of the deontological (centered on the moment of Ego in the archetypal economy), its two secondary adjuncts of the aesthetical and the pragmatical, and its three remaining orders as tertiary adjuncts of the phenomenological, the hermeneutical and the ontical. The political economy parallels the ethical economy through reduplication within the metaphysical economy with its two secondary adjuncts in the psycho-sociological spectrum and the enacted spheres of the economical, along with its three tertiary adjuncts of the remaining inter-ordered orders of the categorical metaphysics, sciences, and histories (of the past, present, and future).


� 	Note, an additional layer of the super-economic or a pragmatic-existentialism/existential-pragmatism is arrived at through a reduplication of the metaphysical and can also be referred to an ‘economy of competence’; e.g., semantical competence (12), psycho-sociological competence (22), political/volitional competence (32), economical competence (42), scientifical competence (52), and historical competence (62).


� 	Where P = ‘philosophical research as an economy comprising (51 + 11 + 31)’, and where the scientific-like treatment of the same can be notated as 52.P1 (whose textual complexion is 52 and whose textual content remains P1, i.e., as philosophical in orientation).


� 	If you were to see a child about to fall into a well or upon a working fireplace, the general belief, and expectation, is that you would automatically try to prevent the same from happening. Still, we do not normally act upon such an impulse if we were to observe that same type of event being simulated in the midst of a play. 


� 	Where the imputed force of the chaotically re-directed de-suspensions conversely somewhat mirrors the role played by working suspensions in the first place. Where, through retreatment, de-metafication conversely or inversely mirrors a translation from the relatively interpersonal-personal sphere of the political back to the relatively personal-inter-personal sphere of the ethical. Or, at least, as envisaged hypothetically (given an understanding of the axiom of inequality).


� 	I.e., respectively, the sub-metaphysical economies of a Categorical Metaphysics, Psycho-Sociological Spectrum, Volitional or Political, Economical, Scientific, and Historical.


� 	Two other ways of modelling this covert-overt existential transition from the relatively non-systematic to the relatively systematic existential being our envisioning a comprehensive economy of the secular economy, the philosophical economy, and the third economic moment of the joint secular-philosophical economy, or, the intermediation of all three economic moments (or the hexamodal intermediation of all six ordered moments [and where by ‘all ordered moments’ this could also be construed to mean ‘ordered, inter-ordered, etc.’]). 


� 	Because I am basically feeding the wildlife, namely, the birds and possums.


� 	Where the three remaining orders (without direct Ego involvement can be construed as ‘tertiary adjuncts’.


� 	But, in the 3 x 3 matrix of the political-economic it would be read as the stylistic aspect; and, where the political is treated as ‘theoretical’, and the ‘economical’ is treated as the ‘practical’ (and where, more correctly, the critical aspect of the stylist is actually more radical than critical). The moral here, with different heuristical devices imperfectly overlapping, is that no set of heuristical devices can be perfectly accommodated, etc. Where this ‘art of consilience’ is an imperfect process, but, still, a useful one to work towards.


� 	By ‘etc.’ we could add the ‘meta-non-systematic existential’, and, where the systematic existential then proceeds from a process of ‘inter-mediation’ as a ‘full suspension’ when ‘all dialectical moments or economic correlatives are set up to enter into a dynamic state of balance across the simulated representation of the relationship in its relevantly represented relational-situatedness’. The explicated implication being that representations are very important in the ‘therapeutic process of suspension’, but, where at the same time, the limits of representation are not transgressively extended in the ideological pursuit of impossible chimera.


� 	I recognize that these ideas are controversial (and hence my attempt to heuristically demonstrate why such ideas have been articulated). I could joke that the pragmatist operates with heuristic devices, as modelling the world at large, all the way up and all the way down. That, as pragmatists, we should work within our models or between the same, but, never beyond them. That we cannot escape our modelling of the world… as found in language, as in perception, as in our talking about perception, and so on. Still, despite accepting such confinement, we can at least understand the extent we can free ourselves, both critically and radically, through our very appreciation of the fact that we can appreciate the limitations of such confinement. That, almost perversely, we lose our freedom the moment we transgress such natural limitations.


� 	Certain other cautions could also be entertained, namely, avoiding the too literal treatment of the concept of the ‘transcendental’ (in an extension beyond the constitution of our intentions in affective, cognitive, and trans-cognitive levels of epistemological delineation. And, in a similar vein, neither over-emphasizing the transcendent or the immanent, but, rather, maintaining a balance of both, when and where necessary, as a form of suspension in pursuing such theoretical research.


� 	In this essay I have outlined certain forms of consequentialism that well deserve to taken notice of, e.g., causal; logical and dialectical; legal and electoral; ethical, political, philosophical, metaphysical, etc; pragmatic and existential, etc.


� 	Through economic complexification it could be argued that they come in three flavours, where, e.g., the passive suspension is metaphorical and acts as a conjunctive suspension in orientation; where the active suspension is rhetorical and acts as a dis-conjunctive suspension; and, where the engaged suspension acts as an apparitional suspension through both negation and a double negation, or, as a negated balance of the passive and active suspensions.


� 	Here I am deliberately echoing Abraham Lincoln’s Gettysburg Address: ‘government of the people, for the people’ (which also makes for a very succinct definition of the relatively ‘democratic’).


� 	Namely, that governments should be run in a publicly transparent manner except for those sections that should be not so conducted; along with the exercise of individual responsibility in policy formation, and corporate responsibility in the dissemination of individual policies as outlined.


� 	Otherwise, people in asking for advice would not be given fully honest and frank advice, etc., should such proceedings be published in some form or other.


� 	So, e.g., something like the Robodebt debacle in Australian, inaugurated in its initial implementation in 2015 (initially as a pilot scheme) to November 2019, when it was stopped following legal advice and a court ruling that the averaging method used to raise debts was unlawful. The scheme was officially terminated in May 2020 after being found to be unlawful by the Federal Court. Ideally, it should have been stopped in or before its pilot trial. It should never have been signed off on by a competent legal department, and, if it were being trialed it should have been postponed until its methods for the calculation of debts actually utilized accurate records, and so on.


� 	As argued in my Three Critiques of Neo-Liberalism, separate critiques of either the ‘economic’ or the ‘political’ can never do full justice to a critique of neo-liberal ideology and practice, thence the need for a hyphenated topic of the ‘political-economic’ (which, when dealing with Social Organizations, like, e.g., the World of Business, Academia, the Legal Fraternity, Politics, etc., can be capitalized as the disciplinary appreciation of the Secular World, albeit as reflected through such an assortment of Social Organizations..


� 	Pursuit, III.X.III.Sixth Essay, 19. By ‘etc.’ is also implied work in philosophy, metaphysics, an existential-pragmatics/pragmatic-existentialism, and so on, can also be included in this extensive list of scientifically treatable topics.


� 	Ibid., 22. To this list we can also add Edmund Husserl.


� 	Thence the following distinction between the ‘philosophical economy’ (of 11 + 31 + 51) and the ‘overall philosophical economy’ of the six ordered orders themselves (11 – 61). Similarly, the ‘overall metaphysical economy’ (12 - 62), and the ‘overall existential-pragmatic/pragmatic-existential economy’ (13 – 63).


� 	All bono fides relations are two-way. E.g., a certain father is the father of a certain son, and, that son is the son of his father. We can make an economic argument for this observation: Given all bimodal relationships are inescapably encapsulated in a trimodal economics, then, in a circular depiction of that economy there can be no valid reason why that bimodal relationship could not be approached in either a clockwise-like manner or in a counter-clockwise-like manner (given, further, that all correlatives are co-constituted through their joint negations). Therefore, no bimodal relationship can be fully entertained in and through any (impossible) unimodally exercised approach! On the other hand, given an axiom of non-equality, the envisaged bimodal relationship should not be completely envisaged as absolutely symmetrical. So, e.g., the father could be taller than his son, or v.v., etc. Hence if a ‘history of science’ is valid, then, ‘the possibility of a science of history must be also valid’ (but, where that ‘validity’ is dependent upon a ‘valid interpretation of what would correctly be constituted as a conformally constructed science of history’).


� 	Pursuit, III.XI.


� 	I.e., that all possible ordered pathways, arrived at through re/duplication, can be actualized to some degree or other. Thence the theoretical non-exclusion of all such possibilities.


� 	Alluding to the economic fact that treatment comes only in these three flavours, either in simple presentation or a complex presentation, namely, either synthesis, analysis and/or nomination.


� 	Where intentions, hypothetically or theoretically, could be economically looked at under these three gestalt modes of synthesis, etc., or, vertically, through lenses that are affective, cognitive, and trans-cognitive (judgmental) in orientation, or, over time, through the super-economic lens of the economic, non-economic, and its reappropriation in hyper-economic terms of reference. The latter also being beneficially read through non-existential, existential, and joint-non-existential-existential lenses. Where all these readings can invoke transformational rules to allow us to pass from one form of transformation to some other, and, where, through the discernment of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance reiterated patterns of alignment can also be conformally pointed to.


� 	Indeed, today I listened to the beginnings of a podcast, published under the name of a very prominent anchor in the traditional world of US television that initially appeared to be read in her voice. The information appeared credible, but, a bit too logically presented with a tad too much reiteration. Then, the speaker revealed little of the engaging style demonstrated by this anchor. But, when she read the word ‘indictment’ as ‘indickment’, as far as I was concerned, the game was up. In reading the comments on this recently started site, with a very small, but not insubstantial, number of viewers, most people were supportive, but, the occasional comment would echo my own negative sentiments. In other words, from the apparently supportive nature of most of the comments, it seemed most people were under the impression that this was something sanctioned by this anchor? But, in the absence of the to-be-expected quality of her work this should count against that charitable interpretation.  Now, the apparent motives behind this dissemination, to the extent they could be discerned from both the content and arguments presented, could well be above board, however, given the duplicitous nature of its emission, the entire podcast deserves to be dismissed as a ‘fake’. Sadly, it will not be too long when we will all be fooled should the quality of such productions accelerates under the impetus of more successful iterations of AI, and where we will have to tentatively trust only the well-deserved reputations of the broadcasters in question as long as we still have the requisite guarantees that those channels are exactly what they claim to be. It would also seem to be the state of current play that YouTube will publish anything and everything under any name whatsoever, but, perhaps at a later point in time, through viewer complaints, temporally block or terminate that ‘offending’ channel that could very well, I suspect, then immediately popup under another similar name? The moral of this anecdote - ‘Buyers beware’, perhaps, should also now read, ‘viewers beware (and be aware)’.


� 	This point presenting the prime criticism of the work of a futurologist, namely, that the future is never going to be an exactly bigger and glossier carbon copy of the present (or of the past).


� 	In this regard, we can appeal to the persistence of cultural genres of behaviour where despite changes in the nomenklatura, the political elites in power, persisting ways of cultural thinking have a habit of reoccurring. E.g., Tolstoy, complains about censorship under the Tsars, but, the same complaints could be made in both the Soviet regime and the post-Soviet era.


� 	I use this construction ‘or its equivalent’ to refer to countries that either may not see themselves or be seen as ‘empires’, or the apparent political functions of bureaucracies that appear to act as with imperial-like ambitions.


� 	As Prince Charles, in his crucial and most commendable role of ensuing the preservation of Dumfries House in Scotland along with saving its irreplaceable collection, in its original situ, of Chippendale Furniture, as a prominent trustee of that project oversaw the design of its vegetable garden in the form a Union Jack, stating, without directly making any public comment of course, where he actually stood with respect to Scottish nationalism.


� 	Refer to paragraph 1, 11-13, etc. Or, where, e.g., Australia is more a republic rather than a constitutional monarchy (once removed). In Russia we have the shifts in identity re Tatarstan, e.g. Refer to footnote 213, and Putin’s overruling of the same.


� 	Dr. Frank Furedi, author and social commentator, is an emeritus professor of sociology at the University of Kent in Canterbury. Author of more than 20 books, Furedi’s studies have been devoted to an exploration of the cultural developments in western societies. His recent research has been oriented towards exploring different dimensions of the Culture Wars in the contemporary era. As a scholar, he began with a Marxist perspective that later headed in a Libertarian direction. According to Wikipedia: In November 2021, Furedi assumed the post of director of the MCC Brussels centre, an offshoot of the � HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Mathias_Corvinus_Collegium" \o "Mathias Corvinus Collegium" ��Mathias Corvinus Collegium� funded by the ruling Hungarian � HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fidesz" \o "Fidesz" ��Fidesz� party,� HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Frank_Furedi" \l "cite_note-11" ��[11]� citing the need for an alternative to mainstream pro-European think-tanks. Furedi's views on race have been described as a "colourblind racism".� HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Frank_Furedi" \l "cite_note-19" ��[19]� � HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/George_Monbiot" \o "George Monbiot" ��George Monbiot� has accused Furedi of overseeing extreme � HYPERLINK "https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Right-libertarianism" \o "Right-libertarianism" ��right-wing libertarian� campaigns "against gun control, against banning tobacco advertising and child pornography, and in favour of global warming, human cloning and freedom for corporations". For Furedi the growing contempt for objective truth and transmissible knowledge is the sign of a deeper malaise within society – a loss of trust in rational thought and a flight towards "social inclusion", where this means, in effect, mob rule. The philistinism of educational theory, the take-over of the humanities by the "postmodern" charlatans, the loss of respect for science, and the growing tendency to put "relevance" at the heart of the curriculum – all these are signs, for Furedi, of a fundamental repudiation of knowledge. And this explains the vanishing of the intellectuals… 


� 	Frank Faredi; Elite’s contempt for ‘raise the colours’ an attack on patriotism; The Australian; 30 August, 2025. On 29 August, 2025 the following substack titled: Suddenly the English Nation is Astir: In Praise of Patriotism: link: � HYPERLINK "https://frankfuredi.substack.com/p/suddenly-the-english-nation-is-astir" ��https://frankfuredi.substack.com/p/suddenly-the-english-nation-is-astir� 


�  	BBC News; West Midlands: Why have thousands of St George’s flags gone up in cities and towns? Eleanor Lawson and Will Jefford, 30 August, 2025. 


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/c626vxyxgj6o" ��https://www.bbc.com/news/articles/c626vxyxgj6o� 





� 	Refer to paragraph 6, first footnote. Faredi has denied accepting Russian money, or being pro Russia, and has supported Ukraine in his book The Road to Ukraine. While Furedi is not personally on a Russian payroll, the funding for his think tank, MCC Brussels, comes from the Mathias Corvinus Collegium (MCC) in Budapest, which has financial ties to Russian energy (as per an AI search).


� 	I am reluctant to refer to Australia as an ‘empire’, but, that could be merely a matter of perception or perspective? E.g., how has Australia been viewed from the perspective of Papuan politicians, etc? That, to some extent, the eventual signing of a recent treaty between those two sovereign nations, viewed as ‘equals’, is an attempt to remediate such notions, and so on? According to the Australian government website we are told: The Treaty explicitly refers to both Australia’s and Papua New Guinea’s respect for the sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of our neighbours (and, by extension, of each other).


� 	As another anomaly we can note, e.g., that in Puerto Rico the citizens there are unable to vote for the US president given they are an unincorporated territory and not a state (and, although Hawaii is about 1.83 times larger in land mass than Puerto Rico, the population of the latter is nearly double).


� 	In a first phase, in the February Revolution, Tsar Nicholas II was forced to abdicate, and, in the October Revolution, the Bolsheviks came to power under Lenin.


� 	A potted history. The next section is a potted sketch of the possible bifurcations in the future trajectories that the current political entity of the Government of the Russian Federation could take, but, given the chaotic nature of such disruptive events, without an obvious form of succession should that bifurcation be chaotic in complexion, does not allow us to chart anything other than a probabilistic anticipation of how that might turn out, and, thereafter, continue to politically mutate. Here, optimistically, commentators rely on the nature of past Russian history in order to anticipate such a possible point of bifurcation, and, speculatively envisage how that trajectory might then unfold. I don’t see myself doing much other than the above.


� 	Elsewhere, I have argued that histories of the past preference historical ‘discontinuities’; histories of the present need to focus on the innovations of ‘non-continuities’; and, histories of the future need to attend to those ‘continuities’ that will continue to constitute that form of ‘grounded’ historical speculation. ‘Grounded’ in the sense that ‘that history could not be formulated without reference to such continuing forms of an envisaged relative transformational isomorphic invariance’ (in its reference to a philosophy of transformational retreatment in order to account for such a continuing basis. Moreover, other than a complete reconstitution of the human physiology and psyche people will continue to discharge the need to eat, drink, sleep, seek entertainment, relate to others, etc., along with the genres of behaviour that will format such expressions of individual and communal behaviour).


� 	There is some expectation that then current Prime Minister would be the interim leader. However, the more general expectation would be that a power struggle would ensue and where no one is too sure where that would lead? I.e., either to a consolidation of power around a certain individual or an eventual disintegration of power across the political entity of the Russian Federation. Hence those versions of speculation that envisage a breaking up and/or seizure of parts of the Russian Federation, say, by China (that believes it has a historical claim on Russian territory in the eastern half of the country, especially, around those areas north of North Korea). Hence the importance of closely examining the various elements that make up this federation, be they titular republics where the indigenous populations are either currently out-numbered by Russians and Russian speakers or where, demographically, those republics could practically assume a form of governance in their own right, say, as in Chechen Republic (already under the control of a Moscow appointed ‘warlord’) or Tatarstan (that had its recognized equality of statehood effectively annulled in 2017 by Putin).


� 	In 2017, Tatarstan was the last of 43 regions that had negotiated a degree of self-rule with the Kremlin to possess the same. 


� 	A lose analogy could be made with the dissolution of the British Empire and where sections, like Scotland, e.g., were later able to establish a certain greater degree of autonomy if not a final form of separation (that a large section of that population are still continuing to argue for).


� 	As already noted in the Chechen Republic in paragraph section 14.


� 	Given, e.g., the widespread location of nuclear weapons, and other nuclear materials; miscellaneous weapons of war that would inevitably find themselves traded on various arms markets, etc?


�	Trump overtly campaigned on Agenda 47. Project 2025 has been noted to have a lot more detail that Agenda 47. Agenda 47 consists of 20 electoral promises in order to ‘Make America Great Again’, e.g., Seal the borders and stop the migrant invasion (promise number 1); Carry out the biggest deportation operation in American History (promise number 2, and before the ear has ended more than half a million people have been deported); Make America the dominate energy producer, by far (which one could argue had already occurred under Biden), etc. Project 2025, formulated by the Heritage Foundation along with numerous conservative organizations, is a 922-page document that is not constructed as a series of slogans, but, as an integrated, well-detailed set of policy directives which it can be demonstrated Trump’s administration, on the whole, is seriously attempting to implement.


� 	The general consensus, I believe, is that if Trump were to attempt such retroactive legislation that he would meet an insurmountable degree of resistance and negativity to such an endeavour that that could well stymy such a course of ‘policy formation’. Calling such pronouncements, a process of ‘policy formation’, might well be thought to be a too optimistic description of such seemingly arbitrary announcements in economic policy, etc. Especially in light of the fact that President Trump is also often conflating foreign policy with such announcements, e.g., additionally penalizing Brazil over the prosecution of the previous president as an ‘insurrectionist’ by the current president. On the reported decisions behind such tariffs announcements by President Trump refer to the second essay in Pursuit, III, Book X, Part II.


� 	Namely, WOE, WEO; OEW, OWE; EOW, EWO.


� 	As first formulated in Pursuit, III.VII (The Seventh Book…)


� 	A 3 x 3 matrix that will also be described as a reduplicated disciplinary economy (in contrast to a triplicated disciplinary economy which will be introduced later in this essay).


� 	This hermeneutic dimension also parallels a fifth trans-cognitive order.


� 	This phenomenological dimension also parallels a first trans-cognitive order.


� 	Where this non-systematic existential dimension also parallels a third trans-cognitive order of deontological judgment, that, through reduplication, is then expressed as politically oriented volition, the more active aspect of the Political-Economy.


� 	Supplying a theoretical reason for this intuitive observation that on the diagonal there is no real interactive basis for the envisaging the ensuing interaction given that both vertical transitions and horizontal transitions have elements in common, but, that this is not the case on diagonal pathways.


� 	The archetypal economy can be symbolized by World, Object, and Ego moments (or their equivalents arrived at through economic complexification). This specific order of introduction is also a harmonic sequence given it aligns with consonant background, dissonant foreground, and subjective appreciation of the resolution of the former. All economies are tri-modal, but, not all economies are directly aligned with the archetypal economy. E.g., the economy that implicates the separation of powers aligns with the philosophical economy or disciplinary economy is aligned with the reduplication of the fifth, first, and third trans-cognitive orders. In a converse relationship we have the secular economy aligned with the other orders, namely, the second (aesthetical integrity), fourth (utilitarian functions), and sixth (ontical judgment). In a contrast to the former varieties of the economic, we have the ethical economy centered on the third trans-cognitive order of the deontological with secondary adjuncts in the second and fourth trans-cognitive orders (whose collective reduplication is able to enact such ethical judgments delivered as therein and which are entabulated or inscribed upon the tertiary adjuncts of the phenomenologically-semantic (11), the ontical (61) and the possible, potential, probable, potentiated, and potent, etc. (51).


� 	‘Disvaluation’ – a functional expression first defined in the two versions of my Thesis.


� 	‘R’ signifying some form of interaction.


� 	By appealing, say, to the diagrammatic table in paragraph 44. A similar type of problem is being expressed in paragraph 34 when the pursuing of a diagonal passageway should only be professionally exercised in publicly in a totally transparent manner (lest the person making such a diagonal passage be accused of corruption, political impropriety, unconventional behaviour, etc.). 


� 	I.e., phenomenal-phenomenological ‘descriptions’, hermeneutical ‘prescriptions’, and non-systematic existential ‘proscriptions’, and, from the secular perspective, say, the aesthetic-like integrity of the psycho-sociological spectrum in the form of ‘ascriptions’, the utility of an operative functionalism in the form of ‘conscriptions’, and the evidential assignment of historically ascertained factual ‘inscriptions’


� 	Articulated in this question is the architecture of the disciplinary economy, namely, a philosophical level, a metaphysical level, and a pragmatic-existential level paralleling, respectively, ordered orders, inter-ordered orders, and extra-ordered orders (of competence), whilst also paralleling, respectively, the economic, the hyper-economic, and the non-economic that collectively comprise the imputation of the super-economic.


� 	In the exercise of our intentions their implementation can fail, hence mis-intended consequences. All patterns of implementation have a window of opportunity before unintended consequence become evident. Then, such disruptions can also set the stage for an exaggeration of left-field, non-intended patterns of causation. E.g., disrupt your emergency services to that extent that when a serious emergency should arise that service might not be able to suitably respond to that current situation to hand.


� 	By ‘ordered’ is here meant ‘ordered, inter-ordered, extra-ordered (etc.)’.


�  	As a note to self: There is the need for a crash course here (that I hope to add as an Appendix to Book XII, Part IV) in what I would like to term ‘philosophical-economics’, i.e., a compact ‘disquisition on the interrelations between an Ordered Economic, Philosophical (Disciplinary) Phenomenology, an Inter-Ordered, Hyper-Economic, Metaphysical Hermeneutics, and an Extra-Ordered, Non-Economic Existential-Pragmatics/Pragmatic-Existentialism as the three correlative branches of the ‘Super-Economic’. That within its outlines we note the archetypal economy, assigned economic correlatives, parallel correlativities arrived at through economic complexification and whose thematization is promoted through economic induction, etc., the existential enrichment of overlapping economic assignments in the formation of simulated-representations, etc., along with their ostensive truth determinations, and so on. An outline that should considerably simplify and replace The Seventh Book… (Pursuit, III.VII)


� 	Treating the non-systematic existential moment as the deontologically proscriptive (and arrived at, therefore, through a single proscriptive negation).


� 	E.g., by noting ‘a cow’ is ‘not a bull’, but, ‘both a cow and a bul; are not-not members of the class ‘cattle’.’


� 	E.g., refer to paragraphs 57-64**.


� 	Obviously, ‘reforms’ instituted, disproportionally, for the welfare of a certain demographic, say billionaires or oil and gas producers, at the direct expense of other demographics will eventually need ‘to be reformed’ and brought back into a general alignment with a viably exercised form of public consensus.


�	Thence the imputation of the necessity for a triplication of economic perspectives and the impossibility of ‘positions’ per se.


� 	Mirroring the formula in music of ‘preparation, dissonance, and resolution’.


� 	Even a ‘bi-polar’ magnet can be read as participating in a ‘tri-polar magnetic economy’ by defining its ‘three correlatives’ as ‘the north pole, the south pole and the interactive field between the same’ and where each must be treated unobtainable, i.e., as non-attainable and non-appropriable and thence their dialectical status as ‘orientations’ that cannot be defined in, of, from, or through their own terms of reference.


�	The ethical economy consisting of the primary third trans-cognitive order of the Deontological and its secondary adjuncts of the second trans-cognitive order of the Aesthetical and the fourth trans-cognitive order of the Pragmatical (not to be confused with the extra-ordered nature of the pragmatic read as a pragmatic-existentialism/existential-pragmatics). Where the ‘trans-cognitive’ is ‘trans-intentional’ (and thence both ‘trans-perceptual and trans-conceptual’ in orientation, i.e., ‘judgmental’ in orientation (which must be trans-conceptual, i.e., trans-intentional in orientation as per Kant). 


� 	The non-systematic existential recognizes the relative orientation of the so-called third moment of Ego. Through the tri-modal suspension of the economy per se (inter-mediation) we move towards a more overtly experienced, systematic existential orientation.


� 	Here, in ordered terms, respectively, we find the fifth order, the first order, and the third order. As a disciplinary economy it inscribes itself on a ‘secular economy’ comprising ‘second, fourth and sixth orders’. Thence the expression ‘Political-Economy’ when we combine ‘both disciplinary and secular economies’. The Political-Economy encompasses all distinctively perceived Social Organizations like, e.g., Academia, Business World including the Medical Industry, Media, Politics, etc. World problems being seen as either intro-socially organized and/or inter-socially organized.


� 	Our ability to find working, definitive resolutions of our questions through the requisite disruption of what, otherwise, would be endless processes of economic circulation.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant the thematization of the definitive virtual formation of the next instance that proffers an existentially oriented mode of non-virtual intervention that, if taken up, then forms the definitive determination of the first instance.


� 	In the horizontal economy of the primary economy or relationship in question we have, respectively, accommodations, distinctions, and transformations. In the vertical economy and inter-relational economy in question we have consilience, salience and propinquity (standing). In transformational retreatment we can propose hyper-economic pretreatment, economic treatment, and non-economic retreatment with a demonstration of the persistence of a relative transformational isomorphic invariance.


� 	Where these three vertical levels of the super-economic parallels, respectively, the inter-ordered metaphysical, the ordered philosophical, and the extra-ordered as a pragmatic-existentialism,/existential-pragmatics.


� 	With the inescapable implication that as economic correlatives are mutually co-defined through their joint negations an economy is less likely to be well-behaved and suitably functioning should its correlative membership be either overemphasized and over-committed or under-emphasized and under-committed. Thence the necessity to avoid both dogmatic ideological extremism (absolutism) and a dogmatic indecisiveness (relativism), and, where this dynamic balance is best expedited through the utilization of suitable suspensions along with the recognition of their automatic de-suspensions, which, not being equally opposite are capable of delivering constructive forms of an existential surplus. Now, we should also understand that each correlative is a form o33f suspension, and, that the suspension of correlatives takes covert and overt forms of mono-polar intro-mediation, bi-polar mediation, and a collective tri-polar inter-mediation. 


� 	A position that remains contested, and not yet fully tested in the Supreme Court (although with some legal movement in that direction?)?


� 	In the infamous Nebraska-Kansas Act of 1854 (which effectively repealed the Missouri Compromise).


� 	As in 2020.


�	Which, despite Republican propaganda to the contrary, have been the safest to date, with only minor anomalies that were soon noticed and quickly resolved. 


� 	Part imputation derived from an observational generality, and, part-interpretation of a general observation… where both aspects are needed to continue with that type of supposition.


� 	London Review of Books; Volume 47, Number 9; 22 May 2025; p. 9-10.


� 	The ABC (Australia) has a wonderful graphic to demonstrate how the contest between the traditional Left and Right in Australia has played out over the years, namely, a whittling away of primary support for these two parties and the current trend for a more chaotic style of an election with the potential for the successful winning of the vote by other third parties (given the role played by proportional voting and where candidates with the highest poll tallies may still need to win with the use of preferences if they did not achieve a fifty percent outright win in the first place). Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-04-24/election-data-rise-independents-major-party-drift/105144918" ��https://www.abc.net.au/news/2025-04-24/election-data-rise-independents-major-party-drift/105144918� A recent Newspoll is indicating that a small fraction of the Coalition’s vote is being re-directed towards the populist party One Nation (described as a ‘surge in support’ by news.com.au), and that that party is currently polling 15% versus 13% for the Greens. A leakage to the moderate de facto coalition of the Teals is also eroding the current primary vote of the Coalition. According to this same poll, published in early November, the primary vote between Labor and the Coalition currently stands around 36% versus 24% (it all-time low-point).


� 	Witnessed the announced demise in the US, on the 23 of November, 2025, of DOGE (the quazi-Department of Government Efficiency initially organized under the supervision of Elon Musk). This announcement being made by Scott Kupor who reported that DOGE had ceased to exist and that many of its functions had been absorbed within the OPM (The Office of Personnel Management).


� 	Ibid., p.9.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.X.II.X.13.2, etc.


� 	In effect, Slobidian make this same point when he notes the various strands of political manipulation within the Political-Economy of the US, ranging from techno-fascists to those in Trumpworld… that these people are all Hayek’s bastards in their different ways and it’s not hard to imagine them eventually ripping each other’s throats out. Ibid., p. 10.


�	I am proposing here an anecdotal comparison, where the analogy needs to be ‘seen’ regardless of our assent or non-assent to the validity of the grounds involved, statistically, in the ascertained validity of that comparison being proposed. So, e.g., a religionist gives their consent to say both M(ythos) and E(thos), but, in a loss of faith in M, either advertently or inadvertently, continues to still subscribe to E. In a similar manner, in once fully subscribing, politically, to a Neo-Liberalism (N-P) as practiced currently, say, by a traditional political party along with its co-associated Neo-Liberal point of view (N-PV), now, the politically disenchanted cease to subscribe to a Neo-Liberalism, in the form of a traditional political party, whilst still maintaining their adherence to a Neo-Liberal point of view. I.e., where a critical percentage of the voting population once subscribed to both a Neo-Liberalism and a Neo-Liberal point of view end up, effectively, then subscribing, unwittingly only to a Neo-Liberal point of view. I.e., N-P + N-PV -> N-PV. Previously, I noted that in Scotland, e.g., a fraction more than fifty percent of the population no longer subscribes to an organized form of religion, and that this general trend is being found repeated in first world countries. Admittedly, I am stretching the meaning of ‘ethos’ to note here more ‘the general moral or ethical features co-associated with ‘the characteristic spirit of a culture, era, or community as manifested in its attitudes and aspirations’.’


� 	On the other hand, the number of votes realized in the Electoral College, between these two presidential candidates, presented a much greater sense of contrast. Whether the use of such a mechanism is more democratic or less democratic is a contentious point? Perhaps such a comparative chaotic divergence created in the Electoral College could be seen as a democratic positive? However, the Republican chant that ‘the vote is rigged’ is a proposition that the Democrats could easily give their assent to given that the Electoral College is weighted towards those more conservative rural states that, traditionally, are more inclined to vote Republican. Witness the fact that in the 2016 elections, Hillary Clinton received nearly three million votes more than Trump, but, still lost.


� 	A link to this dynamic display, posted by the ABC, as cited, is here posted: Over five decades, here’s how voters have shifted away from the major parties: Link: **


� 	I am not proposing here an ‘either/or’. Contractually, people are treated as means to an end, say, in the promise to repay a loan, but, also as a compactual presence in society possessing certain freedoms, etc. Where, importantly, a certain ‘economic’ balance also needs to be entertained between these facets of the ‘contractual’ and ‘compactual’.


� 	Officially titled: the One Big Beautiful Bill Act (OBBBA or OBBB or BBB). It was signed into law by President Trump on 4 July, 2025 using the budget reconciliation process.


� 	Refer to the ‘Three Essays’ in Pursuit, III.X.III.


� 	I.e., a greater fraction swinging to the Right, etc., rather than towards either more traditional or non-traditional senses of the Left. Ultimately, in the general scheme of things, a balance will eventually be restored with a general swing back towards the Left once the population at large find the political practices of the Right are less capable of reinstituting a general sense of political well-being. Of course, in any unbalanced swing to the Left, the same vision of a restoration of balance will also apply, albeit in reverse.


� 	To be understood in the plural as a set of scientific-like methods utilizing the accommodation, differentiation, and transformation of suitable perspectives for dealing effectively with such matters.


� 	Basically, this essay is constructed in a similar manner to the Sixth Essay. Just as in that essay the overt topic was transparency, etc., covertly, an exploration of the scientific attitude was undertaken in order to validate the contentions of the overt topic. Similarly, in this essay, the overt topic is on complicity, etc., but, covertly, in an attempt to scientifically approach a working theory of representation, ordered phenomena will be more closely explored in support of a way of conformally articulating what is meant by complicity, etc.


� 	Pursuit, III.X.III.VI.147. Namely, as here nominated, ‘Non-Exclusion, Duplication, Reduplication, and Retreatment’.


� 	Thence the rule of ‘Non-Obtainment’ (through neither pure obtainment nor pure non-obtainment).


�  Whereas, e.g., a ‘red-square’ in notation = (redness + squareness) or –(redness, squareness) [contrasting a ‘square circle’ cannot be a ‘square-circle’ given –(squareness + circularity)/{squareness, circularity)].


� 	Contra, e.g., Descartes, et al. So, all ethical models that begin (or end), say, solely in subjective experience or only in intersubjective experience should be immediately discounted and duly ignored. In other words, the ‘ethical (moral) economy’ is ‘constituted between the correlatives, say, of the subjective, the intersubjective and their relationship as the subjective-intersubjective’. Furthermore, from a super-relational economic perspective we can view existential-pragmatically/pragmatical-existentially oriented engagement from the relationally economic perspectives of the relational (as a catalogue of relational participants, parts and part-participants [i.e., embodiements]), pro-relational integrity arising through ongoing resolution), and trans-relational subjectivity and its potential experience of the relatively systematic existential orientation through inter-mediation of the super-economic’s correlatives of the economic-relational, the hyper-economic pro-relational, and the non-economic-trans-relational.


� 	To exemplify this distinction of the’ relatively internal’ versus the ‘relatively external’ let me supply the following example. Imagine ‘internal’ to the intentionally translated objective re(-)presentation of this ‘glass of salty water in front of me’. I.e., internally we have the phenomena-phenomenological-distinctions (glass-ness + water-ness + saltiness), the integrated accommodations of (glass-of-salty-water), about to be drunk as its transformation. Externally, when treated in its context of greatest relevance we have a-glass-of-salty-water-in-front-of-me-about-to-be-drunk that should not be drunk, but, perhaps only gargled with as arising from a consilience of perspectives, like, e.g., tasting, drinking, gargling, simulating its ingestion, etc.’; the salience of this primary perspective ‘being this glass of salty water about to be possibly ingested’; and my standing being ‘my being in a position to ingest the same, but, actually intending only to gargle with it’.


� 	As per rule 5. Formally, we could posit all 12 rules as noted.


� 	As discussed, in an ordered phenomenology we find, e.g., only the virtual ‘echo’ of a ‘square circle’ (as an unobtainable conceptual product, i.e., non-integrated thought), and, with respect to Father Xmas only an echo of an ontical fact other than as a mythological-cultural entity. In a clear contrast, picking an apple to eat is fully ‘co-present’ and not ‘co-absent’ until that time it is eaten. Implicit in such an idea is that all orders can productively interact and be created, ostensively, on equal terms, but, culturally, that we preference, quite naturally, some product-formations over others. E.g., the current cultural preference of science (along with its Right-wing cultural reaction against the same) over, say, perhaps history or philosophy or a reconstituted metaphysics; practically ignoring the presentation of an existential/pragmatical dimension in existentially oriented e/valuational formation. That, embedded in such pointed observations is the need for a universal interdisciplinary university for a re-social-ordering of such disciplines that proves to be more receptive to current cultural-intercultural needs, etc. In general terms I do not jest, but, if we were to ignore the six extra-ordered orders (as extending, when apposite, more a seal of approval at the current exercise of an apparent required degree of competence) then that would give us in a paired permutation of the 12 remaining orders a ‘university’ with only 132 sub-disciplines… (although taking into account the subtraction of six ordered reduplications and six inter-ordered reduplications this total would be 132-12 = 120). So, starting with the first order, its duplication gives us the meta-philosophical metaphysical category of a ‘categorical metaphysics’. Then in its duplication of the aesthetical we get the phenomenological-semantics of aesthetic interactions, etc., etc.


� 	‘Relative, non-systematic, existential experiences’ are defined as ‘relatively non-textual simulations’ within the textual economy (that could equally be labelled the ‘meta-textual economy’ or the ‘non-textual economy’). The expression ‘non-textual’ has been chosen for a number of reasons, namely, the inability for the textual dimension to be defined in mere textual terms of reference since, e.g., apples are eaten and not texts (nominating apples, etc.); that when we are absorbed in textual explorations we cease to behold the text in question as merely a text per se; that when people are highly absorbed in the intentional machinations of that text in question the calling of their name can be either not recognized or quite disruptive of the non-textual experience, just as when I am playing a harpsichord the moment I think I am making some success is the signal to me that I am about to make a considerable mistake, etc., since reviewing the text merely as a text equally deconstructs the non-textual dimension of that same textual experience.


� 	Technically, ‘augmentation’ through positive, incremental, non-chaotic amplification in e/valuational formation, and, ‘enhancement’ through positive, non-incremental, chaotic amplification in e/valuational formation arising through either a process of chaotic bifurcations, emergences, and/or phase changes.


� 	I.e., as noted elsewhere, ‘relational’ being a ‘relational inventory of parts and participants, i.e., objective, subjective and intersubjective elements’; ‘pro-relational’ as the ‘relational integrity of the relational situatedness overall’; and. the ‘trans-relational perspective’ being the ‘subjective-intersubjective-like trajectory of the relationship qua relationship in its relational-situatedness’. 


� 	As depicted in the diagrammatic representation of this 6 x 3 matrix in the Sixth Essay, paragraph 147.


� 	Unfortunately, in reverse, some commentators, in commenting on authentic podcast productions, could cast doubt simply by raising the same types of objection, albeit either inadvertently or fraudulently. At the same time glowing commendations on an inauthentic podcast also poisons the public well.


� 	An aspect of the Media that will be further explored in the next essay.


� 	As perceived in terms from the perspective of a Generalized World-Economy and not so much from the specific viewpoint of an individual country and its Specific Political-Economy.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant a generalized, reconstituted inter-ordered metaphysical perspective, and, a generalized, extra-ordered existential/pragmatic perspective. Given the problematic collapse of all textual materials onto and into an ordered, philosophical level of disquisition such issues as the inter-ordered and extra-ordered contributions would also need to be critically addressed. Given the overall philosophical level of exposition also implicates both the philosophical and disciplinary economies and their parallelization in aspirational and secular economies such issues are probably better addressed from both critical and radical perspectives along with the marshalling of considerations of consilience, salience and standing, and so on.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.XII.(Part)I.


� 	Respectively, through a mix of passive encountering, active recognition, and existential/pragmatic engagement.


� 	As explored in some detail in Pursuit, III.X.(Part)II.(X.13).


� 	Non-voting member who can sit, debate, and appear on committees, are delegates form Washington D.C., Pueto Rico, Guam, U.S. Virgin Islands, American Samoa, and the Northern Mariana Islands.


� 	According to Wikipedia, on the date of completing this specific essay, a total of 27 boats have bombed on 26 occasions with the killing of perhaps of 99 people.


� 	Sean Spicer, himself, on a CNN, interview admits he has regretted that comment where ‘he trashed the press for accurately reporting on the size of the crowd on President Trump’s Inauguration Day’.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.X.(Part)II.X.13.27, etc.


� 	By ‘simulations’ is meant the ‘simulation of simulations’ and ‘not the simulation of that which is not simulated’. That granted, we have to recognize, al things not being equal, that all simulations are also modally different too, stand in various relationships of relative propinquity or non-propinquity (standing).


� 	Where the ramifications of our enactions, in this overall world-of-life, ever call for a continual expression of an ongoing exercise in responsive-responsibility… given the holistic nature of a relational space-and-time to be found in this world at large and there to be experienced through an existential and pragmatic lens… if we can but ever attend to this ongoing alignment in ‘living-experience’ between ‘lived-experience’ and (its) ‘lived-reality’.


� 	This expression has an embedded reference to the French Revolution by naming the ‘Press’, or today as ‘Media’, as the ‘Fourth Estate’. After the French Revolution (1782) the French state was referred to as the Ancien Régime along its three estates of the First Estate (Clergy), the Second Estate (Nobility), and the Third Estate (Commoners); where the first two estates had considerable privileges and few taxes, and the Commoners had few privileges and carried most of the tax burden. Does this sound familiar? Perhaps a proven recipe for a revolution should this pattern be seen to re-occur?





� 	The notation ‘!x!’ is indicative of a suspension (along with its automatic de-suspension), Now, suspensions take many forms, e.g., through relative uni-modal intro-mediation, relative bi-modal mediation, and tri-modal inter-mediation; or, conjunctively, dis-conjunctively, apparitionally , etc. 


� 	This rule might be better nominated as the six rules of dialectical interpretation, namely:


1. All forms of identity should be read dialectically, i.e., non-absolutistically unless defined analytically.


2. But, where even analytical equations are circumscribed contextually.


3. Where identity is always determined through trimodal economic triangulation and never positionally,


4. Where such identification cannot be either pure uni-modal, bimodal and/or in a closed trimodal format.


5. Where interpretations can be a mix of either identified aspects, linear, circular, and/or simultaneous.


6. Where all contextualization, in turn, is also contextualized be that either overt or covertly expressed.


7. Preferencing those readings that demonstrate a relatively greater degree of interpretative richness.


8. Especially preferencing those readings with both existential and pragmatic ramifications. 


�	Where the ‘affective’ can also be nominated as relatively ‘pre-cognitive’ in orientation.


� 	Refer to paragraph 3.


� 	The ‘pragmatic’ (centered in the third trans-cognitive order) is not to be confused with the ‘pragmatical (located within the fourth trans-cognitive order) which, in effect, falls under the first heading of the relatively non-existential and its emotive flavours of a mix of either the positive, neutral, and/or negative factors. E.g., when we are hungry, we eat, and, that can be viewed primarily as a positive form of non-existential e/valuational formation. In an existential-pragmatic contrast, giving food to a hungry person/s takes on a positive enhancement of the relationship between the hungry person/s and the non-hungry/food donating person/s.


� 	An example of this ‘confusion’ is explored in X Part II. Refer to Pursuit, III.X.(Part)II.X.13.27, etc. It is as if the campaigning of party politics has spilt over into democratic execution. There is a place for both information and propaganda, but, their different roles should not be confused.


� 	E.g., those lawyers, etc., who work under the tag of Midas Touch which now has nearly six million viewers. In practically every area of the news we have such serious, professional-like podcasters. Even a small number of Traditional-Media can also claim a similar viewership, e.g., MS Now.


� 	The ‘etc.’ includes, e.g., interrogative suspensions of the conjunctive, etc., processes of metafications, etc., de-suspensions (as suspensions of suspensions), and so on. 


� 	In the Media there are many references that could be cited. Let me post just two. In The Guardian we have the following: Robert Tait; Killing of survivors sparks outrage – but entire US ‘drug boat; was is legally shaky; 4 December 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2025/dec/04/venezuela-boat-strike-legality-hegseth" ��https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2025/dec/04/venezuela-boat-strike-legality-hegseth� In a second article Trump’s adminstration refers to such people in these boats as ‘narco-terrorists’. The Hill; Filip Timotija; US military blows up 2 alleged drug boats, killing 5 ‘narco-terrorists’; 31 December 2025. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://thehill.com/policy/defense/5668816-us-military-blows-up-2-alleged-drug-boats-killing-5-narco-terrorists/" ��https://thehill.com/policy/defense/5668816-us-military-blows-up-2-alleged-drug-boats-killing-5-narco-terrorists/� 


� 	By ‘competent’ is meant here ‘the competency of either ordered and/or inter-ordered types of behaviour when viewed through an extra-ordered, trans-relational sense and semblance of the relationship/s in question as re(-)presented (i.e., in and through an ongoing working economy of re-presentation).


� 	Alluding here to certain warnings presented by the veteran PBS newscaster Bill Moyers (who recently died in December, 2025). This journalist argued for the need for an independent journalism not compromised by either commercial influences or political influences. 


� 	E.g., witness Trump’s various legal cases against major news outlets that other media have regarded, effectively, as either meritless or without merit, but, which were resolved in Trump’s favour in order to avoid either directly and/or indirectly threatened adverse political consequences, etc. E.g., where both the L.A. Times and the Washington Post refused to publish an editorial opinion in favour of the presidential candidate Kamala Harris, and, thereby, plainly demonstrating a loss of editorial independence. E.g., the sycophancy of Fox could hardly be contested. However, one of the very few major news outlets that seems to maintaining an certain requisite degree of independence, in my estimation, is MS Now?


� 	E.g., The Washington Post lost about 10 percent of its readership (over 250,000 subscribers) in late 2024 in the wake of the editorial non-endorsement of Kamala Harris at the instigation of its proprietor Jeff Bezos. In 2025, average paid daily circulation fell below 100,000 for the first time in 55 years. As a private company, the market worth of The Washington Post cannot be directly ascertained. However, this company reported an $77 million loss in 2023. Since then, subscriptions have continued to decline, with an audience decline of 50% since 2020 highs.


� 	This type of comment repeats a concluding point of view in a previous essay. Refer to the Eight Essay, C 18.


� 	By ‘etc.’ I would be alluding to ramifications, and, by ‘ramifications; is broadly meant ‘retrospective considerations, prospective considerations, and contemporary considerations’.


� 	In a non-narrow sense, the overall philosophical economy is identified with the six trans-cognitive(/cognitive) orders and their transformational-transitions from one ordered order to another, i.e., basically as forms of operation in which the successful operation takes the ordered status of the operator. Thence this designation of ‘order’.


� 	In an ordered schematization of transformational retreatment, the archetypal nodes, coincidental with orders 5, 1, and 3, we treat ‘posttreatment’ as occupying the ordered transition 3-5 moving through the fourth trans-cognitive order of the pragmatical. In proceeding from pretreatment to treatment, i.e., 5-1 we pass through the ontical sixth order and invokes a need for a well-informed factual set/s of conjectures. The remain transition from treatment to retreatment is through the second trans-cognitive order of aesthetic integration and oversees the requisite integration of remediated materials in order to proceed to the non-economically initiated moment of transformational retreatment (via an automatically ensuing suspended-suspension/de-suspension).


� 	Furthermore, the ‘suspension of one element’ being suspended is define as ‘intro-mediation’; a bimodal suspension is ‘mediation’; and, a ‘suspension of three elements’ is inter-mediation and the metaphorical ‘doorway’ (as both ‘entrance’ and ‘exit’) to the existential-pragmatical dimension as expedited through existential intervention, commitment and resistance.


� 	Say, in the invocation of a secular or aspirational economies, etc., based on the ordered progression 2 – 4 – 6, the correlatives of the same would be a doubling of these archetypal polarities or moments as per the next footnote).


� 	As theoretically evidenced in the secular economy or aspirational economy, and similar. The economic nodes, in this instance, being bimodally referenced. I.e., the overt/covert intro-mediation of an archetypal moment gives us the covert/overt mediation of the other two correlatives, and v.v. Thence the secular economy could be understood as arising from a set of bimodal archetypal economic relations, namely, the three combinations of ‘W-O, O-E, E-O’.


� 	I.e., as per Tarski: ‘3 apples in fruit bow’ is T(rue) iff 3 apples can be found in that fruit bowl.


� 	In nomenclature: in this instance, where 61 is appreciated through 62, which, in turn, is appreciated through the lens of the 63.


� 	To my mind, more correctly, this should read the meta-proposition P’ is true (T) if and only (iff) the proposition p is evident (be that either through direct sense perception and/or through testimony or inference presented when all such postulations are viewed as an inventory of facts with a sixth trans-cognitively ordered status. E.g., the meta-proposition that ‘there are three apples in the fruit bowl in my kitchen’ is currently true because we can proffer the evidential proposition describing the fact that we can see three apples in that fruit bowl if we were now standing in that room. Or, e.g., the meta-proposition that ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon’’ is true because the proposition ‘Julius Caesar crossed the Rubicon’ is treated as a ‘foundational’ fact in Roman history. Such a formulation, to my mind is not controversial. However, how we cash it out in our interpretations of lived-experience is a veritable minefield/mind-field of mislaid positioning, etc. This essay is attempting to sketch out a path across such treacherous terrain in order to find ourselves, therein and thereafter, able to constructively address and redress philosophical problems in a fruitfully productive manner. I.e., ‘work’ in such a manner that augments and enhances existential patterns of commitment, intervention, and resistance.


� 	In the very articulation of the relevant conjectures in that current argument to hand, a triangulation of approaches is an automatic feature of that transformational landscape (given the trimodal nature of all economies).


�	The meta-proposition that ‘some apples remain in the fruit bowl’’ is T iff the proposition ‘some apples remain in that fruit bowl’ accurately describes what is to be now found in that fruit bowl. This, of course is profoundly simple, but, how truth determination is to be applied to the accommodations, distinction, transformations; and the situated forms of consilience, salience, and considerations of standing (propinquity) is another matter entirely. Hopefully this ordered schematization both addresses and redresses such problems be they secular, disciplinary, philosophical, metaphysical, existential, etc., in orientation.


� 	Indicating that I am still not wishing to make a distinction between the ‘ethical’ and the ‘moral’.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant the extra-ordered dimension of the existentially-pragmatic/pragmatically-existential as realized through reduplication of the inter-ordered domain, and is e/valuational formation as ‘relational competence’.


� 	I.e., the phenomenological-semantic identities of a relational inventory, their possible status and actual ontical status as provisionally ascertained through conformal facts).


� 	Now, a theologian, theist, or a religionist might want to make such a connection, but, correctly, they should do so only after establishing the phenomenological nature of the deontological as a relationally oriented sense and semblance of the re(-)presentative idealization of the relationship in question, in its relational situatedness, as it is allowed, and permits us, to act on its behalf in order to oversee the progressive instantiation of both the intuitively determined non-existential and existential benefit/s that could be brought to that said relationship. Thence the relational nature of this style of ethical interaction as expressed through patterns of non-economic resolution, rectification, realization, etc.


� 	Making an non-absolutistical distinction between the so-called ‘third moment of the non-systematic existential’ (Ego) and where through tri-modal inter=mediated suspension we hope to find the emergence of a relatively more systematic, overt sense and semblance of the existential in lived experience, in both subjective and inter-subjective modes of orientation.


� 	Which, in their own way, as I have pointed out, could be described as having a ‘relatively fragmented sense of the deontological’. Why be effective, but, for the apparent sake of an inherent imperative for effectiveness? Why be economical, but, for the apparent sake of an ‘inherent’ imperative for being economical, etc? That although the harmonic is realized through resolution, in the moment of Ego, coincident with the third trans-cognitive order, still, through aesthetic integration of the second trans-cognitive order we find the expression of the aesthetic induced accordingly through such integration and as possessing its own sense and semblance of an imperative (for being aesthetical, integrated, harmonious, etc.).


� 	‘Augment’ and ‘enhance’ are technical expressions referring to, respectively, ‘a redirected, incremental, non-chaotic amplification’ and ‘a potentially exponential, re-directed, chaotic, non-incremental amplification in overall e/valuational formation.


� 	Where the tools of accommodations, distinctions, and transformations effectively describe the situation in question, and, consiliences, saliences, standings describe its relational situatedness in the world at large (either subjectively and/or intersubjectively) (and, where, in turn, that context is relationally situated in meta-relational terms of reference, etc.).


� 	For some time in writing this Pursuit I equated the ‘pro-relational’ as the ‘existential’ in its relatively systematic sense. However, in running a relational economy I now treat the pro-relational process of unification as just a part of the overall relational economy whose ‘super-relational experience’ is to be co-identified with my concept of the ‘super-economic’. However, from a holistic correlativity it is not wrong to identify the pro-relational with the existential, in any or all degrees of its systematization, since the essential nature of the relational is also phenomenologically experience, etc., along just those lines. Where ‘essential’ is to be understood in its phenomenological sense and most certainly not along the lines of a defectively constituted, traditional metaphysics.


� 	‘So-called’ as it is merely a matter of convention as to which archetypal moment is first mentioned. Usually either the hermeneutical or phenomenological moments are first numbered. Note, moreover, that a hermeneutical-phenomenological-non-systematic-existential order is also a harmonic one given that it parallels the conceptual progression of ‘consonance-dissonance-resolution’.


� 	Certain phenomenologists might wax lyrically over a variety of ‘suspensions’ but be completely oblivious to the necessity for ‘de-suspensions’ (arrived at through the ‘suspension of the suspension’). Then, in a similar manner, talk about correlatives, say, noetic and noematic in orientation, but, be oblivious to the fact that all correlatives, correctly, are economic, i.e., tri-modal in their full constitution, and, at the same time, also tri-modally situated in the integrated-complexity of their relational contextualizations. Then, linking both blindspots, or oversights, is the fact that suspensions are directly (or indirectly) the suspension of correlatives (or information indirectly place under a correlative place-holding). Hence overt and covert intro-mediations (of one corelative), mediations (of two correlatives), and inter-mediation and counter-inter-mediation of three correlatives. Where overt intro-mediations imply covert mediations, and v.v. And, overt inter-mediations imply covert counter-inter-mediations, and v.v. To this list we should also add, in turn, that the suspension of the intro-mediated is formed as a counter-intro-mediation. Thence the presentation of the negation and the double negation as the two co-occurring stages of the apparitional suspension as argued elsewhere in this essay (paragraph 78**).


� 	I.e., that nothing can be equal. Where the overall difference between the inputs and outputs decides both the overall existential and non-existential status of the ensuing production.


� 	Alluding to previous arguments that in the dissemination of power a minimum democratic core must be in place in order for that dissemination of power to be have been successfully transmitted. Or, translated, a minimum degree of ethical consideration of the other has to be in place for the successful transmission of power. Or, again, in political enaction a certain degree of the ethical must persist even if seemingly eclipsed and cancelled. Or, similarly, that there can be no absolutistical difference between the ‘potential’ and the ‘actual’, and, that we make a decision to relatively-absolutize our choices in that regard. That, in effect, we must not be mesmerized by ideological-logic that insists on such a black and white set of distinctions. That through the use of suitable suspensions we avoid an over-commitment (or under-commitment) to such issues, and, instead find an apposite degree of commitment, in line with our standing (propinquity) as to how ‘we should make a stand’ in the relational specificity of that situation to hand. As argued elsewhere, over-commitment induces what I have termed to be a ‘pseudo-psychosis’ (with features similar to a psychosis but arising only in regard to their experience of that ‘over-commitment to that topic in question’). Hence the difference between ‘over-commitment (and under-commitment)’ and ‘commitment’ is the manner and degree certain relevant suspensions are being exercised.


� 	Here I am alluding to the suspensions exercised in an interrogative economy, i.e., the asking of a question.


� 	I.e., devices or methods (without making a hard and fast distinction between the same). E.g., simply asking a question or questioning the topic to hand versus our following through on that process of interrogation. I would also argue that an increasing economic awareness of the situation to hand would also be instrumental here, be the ensuing exercise of suspensions either directly enacted and/or indirectly induced.


� 	The perceptive reader should now realize, more correctly, that the title of this book should be read accordingly, namely, as ‘the advancement of democratically oriented governance’.


� 	By ‘ramifications’ is technically meant ‘present implications, future consequences, and past patterns of recall along with non-time dependent, conditional continuations, etc.’


� 	Noting I need to observe a technical difference between the ‘pragmatic’, on an inter-ordered level of extra-ordered performance, and ‘pragmatical’ operating purely within the fourth trans-cognitive order (of the pragmatical).


� 	Note ‘enaction’ is a technical term to indicate an ‘intentional decision has been made to either act or not act or defer the making of a decision re the same’.


� 	The partial philosophical-disciplinary economy of the three trans-cognitive orders of 51 + 11 + 31 versus the overall philosophical economy of the six trans-cognitive orders 11 – 61.


� 	Where ‘standing’, itself, is basically ‘navigated around’. Being our ability to directly intervene in a certain relationship by virtue of our propinquity/standing in that situated-situation.


� 	Put another way, arbitrated-negotiation/negotiated-arbitration are realized through their coinciding with transformations (at the moment of Ego, finding political instantiation through the political dimension of the third inter-ordered order of the political (and existential permission through the third extra-ordered order of existential competence).


� 	By ‘etc.’ is meant the direct co-option, through reduplication, of the inter-ordered political and extra-ordered pragmatic dimensions, etc.


� 	By ‘etc.’ is implied the textualized thematization and dissemination of information arising from these processes of retreatment. In effect, arising from the conventional world of ordered phenomena and back to the same, hopefully, with a suitable degree of apposite existentialization.


� 	Witness the murderous predilections of the Pol Pot regime in Cambodia. Then, it took the interventions of the Vietnamese government to bring that murderous regime to an end.


� 	Where the next two essays can be viewed as a Summary and Appendix respectively.


� 	I.e., respectively, the first, sixth, and fifth trans-cognitive orders.


� 	‘Beneficially engineer’ is a deliberate allusion to my set of essays titled: Transformation through Re-Self-Organization: On the Beneficial Engineering of Social Change, 2015.


� 	The philosophical economy is also an example of a disciplinary economy. That the amalgamation of the philosophical and secular economies then gives us the ‘overall philosophical-disciplinary economy (whose meta-philosophical reduplication then gives us the inter-ordered economy of the metaphysical), etc.


� 	Say, we are very conscientiously running an excellent restaurant with a very good reputation, so the apples we supply for our patrons at the end of the meal need to be at their very best.


� 	As ever, ‘etc.’ is important here since we have to enter the third order of the cognitively conceptual (30)/trans-cognitively deontological (31), and, then, subject it to an inter-ordered transformation in the form of the ‘political’ (32).


� 	Arguing elsewhere that the Husserlian concept of the suspension as a mix of both the suspension and the reduction (analysis), in effect, is a partial accounting of this economy entailing ‘synthesis, analysis and a balance of the former as a process of nomination, etc.’ This same order of ‘synthesis, analysis, and nomination’ also mirrors, in a gestalt formulation, the harmonic progression of the synthesis of background consonance, the analysis of foreground focus appearing as the relatively dissonant, and the ongoing resolution where this economy collectively presents a harmonic rendering of the relational to the extent that without a process of ongoing resolution there would be no relational economy and, thereby, no relationship (as experienced through a corresponding trans-relational subjectivity). That, in a similar manner the apparent transmission and reception of information is similar constructed as with all economies (along with their archetypal ability to reflect each other in and through processes of economic complexification).


� 	In On the Nature of the Radical (Pursuit, III.XII.(Part)IV) I imposed the rule of ‘the -ality of the -ness of the -al’. E.g.,’ the ethicality of the ethicalesss of the ethical’. The same can be applied to the political on the grounds that in retreatment to a philosophically ordered level of explication the political would then be rewritten in ordered terms of reference).


� 	The ‘hyper-economic’ has the hypothetical or theoretical role of ‘economically re(-)appropriating, on a micro-incremental basis, all critically induced radical forms of non-economic irruption’, emitted from the relative mundanity of the economic, in order to either re(-)establish or extend the overall confines of the super-economic as the ensuing economy in question (otherwise no economy would ever be able to establish any sense of intentional productivity other than as the merely virtual and the totally ineffective in causal and interventionalistic terms of reference). Now, one problem to address here is that although the non-economic is extra-ordered in orientation and political volition is metaphysically inter-ordered I would argue that existentially oriented permission is granted under the auspices of a well-exercised working suspension (as an extensive suspension, etc.), but, that such existentially oriented permission can be usurped if either an intensively exercised affective component is experienced and/or an extreme ideological form of decisiveness is insisted upon, be that collectively arrived at through some ingrained force of habit or insistently imposed through an act of will (and possible wilfulness). Consequently, under the auspices of an existentially oriented and instantiated pattern of permission political volition would be generally characterized, to the best of our ability, as authentically reflecting such existentially ascertained discernment. On the other hand, in the relative absence of a suitable suspension, a relatively existential form of permission would be initiated, be the ramifications of that ensuing productivity of relatively non-existential e/valuational formation be found to be either positive, neutral, and/or negative in orientation. E.g., if you had to eat a meal in front of a very hungry person it would be natural, and responsible, to offer to share some, if not most, of that same meal with that hungry person. On the other hand, when you are hungry it would be natural for you to seek out something to eat. Of course, if you then eat too much that could well be unpleasant. Or, then again, if not too hungry, you might decide to forgo that meal in the hope of not putting on extra weight by more actively pursuing that semblance of a diet.


� 	Operating in the brackets first.


� 	This idea of the ‘radical’ will be explored in the Preface to Pursuit XII, Part IV, etc. An exposition on the last two paragraphs of this essay is explored in the opening sections of Appendix D.


� 	As per Wikipedia, 27.01.26.


� 	Refer to the third essay (no.13) in Pursuit, III.X.Part II.


� 	From being disarmed to being shot, most probably by two of this group of seven agents, one of the agents shouts ‘he has a gun’… was this said prescriptively, i.e., he has a gun and needs to be disarmed, or, descriptively, i.e., ‘he has a gun, but, has been disarmed’? Additional reasons for a well-conducted enquiry.


� 	* Latest link: � HYPERLINK "http://https://noelshomepage.homestead.com/pursuit.html" ��http://https://noelshomepage.homestead.com/pursuit.html�


� 	In part, this essay forms a reply to the presentation given by Michael von Brasch on the topic of the Anthropocene at The Continental Philosophers Group meeting on 26.10.25.


� 	Michael von Brasch introduced his essay with the advertisement of the following: Anthropocene? A word that has crept into usage in the 21st century. It was initially a Geological expression, but has spilled into the Humanities. I wish to explore its current use and in particular the intent and purpose behind the word Anthropocene. Anthropocene - the word has and is becoming an important concept in particular for A-humanists and Anti-humanists, rather than for the Trans-humanists. We might look to explore this...


� 	Most of the literature on this topic is either humanist or post-humanist in complexion with the latter proffering a critique of the former.


� 	A very small section of this overall discourse on the advent and significance of the Anthropocene is anti-humanist or a-humanist. In some measure, it could be viewed as a more rarefied, extreme, and pessimistic form of post-humanism. Some expositions also hint at either pragmatic and/or existential readings.


� 	A trans-humanistic perspective, somewhat, is both a mix of science fiction and lived-reality. That the lived-reality of the human will inevitably need radical forms of augmentation is already with us on one level with deep cerebral electrode implants, pacemakers, titanium metal inserts, etc., but, in other respects, it proffers a dystopian view that humans will need to be ‘digitally upgraded’ in order to compete with AI, and all other electronic revolutions which, to my mind, is just futuristic nonsense.


� 	‘Environmental responsibility’ is synonymous with ‘responsible environmentalism’, i.e., ‘the successful instigation of those approaches that reverse the prospect of species extinctions, ecologically rehabilitates our forests, and all other distinctive forms of the terrestrial landscape, increases diversity, etc.’


� 	Refer to, e.g: The Conversation; Gemma Ware; The Anthropocene era that isn’t – the decision to not label a geologic epoch means for Earth’s future?  April 4, 2024. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://theconversation.com/the-anthropocene-epoch-that-isnt-what-the-decision-not-to-label-a-new-geological-epoch-means-for-earths-future-227069" ��https://theconversation.com/the-anthropocene-epoch-that-isnt-what-the-decision-not-to-label-a-new-geological-epoch-means-for-earths-future-227069� 


� 	Setting up this equivalence as being entertained between the brackets, i.e., here the ‘transcendental’ is defined as trans-relational (and as trans-intentional) and as ‘trans-cognitive’ (i.e., as judgment entertained both ‘trans-perceptually and trans-conceptually’) as, in effect, a ‘transcendental sense of lived-process’, i.e., the ‘judgment’, albeit as ‘viewed from the enacted resolution of its sense and semblance of a ‘lived-process’.’ As noted, basically redefining the Husserlian (and Kantian) sense of ‘transcendental’ in apposition with this understanding of the ‘judgment process per se’. Thence the necessity for conjectural clarity, i.e., a process that is well-informed and well-formed, the latter being exercised through apposite suspension/de-suspensions, etc. Hence what I would like to term productive patterns of ongoing rectificational re(-)alignment through hermeneutical mitigation, phenomenal-phenomenological remediation, and non-systematic existential re(-)normalization.


� 	The reader can explore for themselves other occasions over the course of their life when and where an existential difference was intuited, retrospectively, as being present. Of course, they can then turn that around, prospectively, by attempting to mutually engineer similar occasions in the future, and, therein and thereby, enrich the coursing of our own relationships along with the relationships that others have with each other. Ideally, good democratic governance sets the stage for the differential enhancement of such personal and interpersonal enrichment.


� 	Say, as being situated both nationally and internationally.


� 	Arguing, for both these three overlapping, humanist turns and the three overlapping, relational turns.


� 	Given that the suspension is also the product of attitudes, held in apposition, that are both transcendent and immanent. So, talk of either a pure transcendence or a pure immanence is, and can only be, just nonsense (given that the use of the expression ‘pure’ is considerably overdone, and, can only have a relative reading, albeit with either some form of an a priori pre-determined equation as to what constitutes ‘pure’ or the mere invocation of an equally arbitrary limitation that once reached then settles such considerations. Just as, e.g., in an examination using the genre of multi-answered questions where only one solution is correct and where the sum total of all correctly answered answers then gives a perfect score, i.e., as predefined, ’perfect’ in the sense as here predefined. However, we should also recognize that the phenomenologist also has a qualified sense of ‘pure’ or ‘distinctively essential’ when a specific phenomenological semblance naturally falls within the particularity of a certain set of physiological experiences (and their conventionally co-associated sets of genres of behaviour) along with the distinctive uniqueness arising from an existential perspective when a certain resolute pattern of responsive behaviour is experiences as responsible, as suitably apposite, etc.). But, all these experiences of the apparently ‘valid’ are also framed by the very limitations imposed upon the origination of such distinctive types of experience.


� 	Thence these three turnings of the humanist, post-humanist, and the super-humanist, and, their collective falling under the rubric, say, of a democratically oriented ‘eco-humanist’ or ‘ecological-humanist’. I have argued that it is impossible to actually hold a position, hence, the articulation of the same, more correctly, is a ‘perspective’ (set within its co-associated field/s, and, in turn, also hierarchically encapsulated, etc., whilst recognizing a need for at least two other ‘primary perspectives’ in order to also run that encapsulated economy, etc.


� 	Davos 2026, World Economic Forum Annual Meeting: Special Address by President Carney of Canada, January 20, 2026. This speech emphasized the end of a rules-based international order and outlined how Canada was adapting by building strategic autonomy while maintaining values like human rights and sovereignty. The section of this speech being alluded to stated: This bargain (living under American hegemony) no longer works. Let me be direct. We are in the midst of a rupture, not a transition.


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.weforum.org/stories/2026/01/davos-2026-special-address-by-mark-carney-prime-minister-of-canada/" �https://www.weforum.org/stories/2026/01/davos-2026-special-address-by-mark-carney-prime-minister-of-canada/� 


� 	As per Wikipedia, 29.1.26: The ‘Board of Peace (PoP)’ is an organization established by Trump that purports to promote peacekeeping. Established in September, 2025. The chairman is Donald Trump.


� 	Refer to the article by Politico as linked below. Other parts of this speech would also have annoyed Trump/ Namely, ‘Canada doesn’t live because of the United States. Canada thrives because we are Canadian’, and so on.


Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.politico.com/news/2026/01/22/trump-disinvites-canada-gaza-board-of-peace-00743279" �https://www.politico.com/news/2026/01/22/trump-disinvites-canada-gaza-board-of-peace-00743279� 


� 	Provisional answers to these four questions might be the following. First, one could reasonably ask if pax americana is still in play if one cannot trust the president of the USA to either make an expected offer of assistance or whether he would keep his word as to honouring his decision to help or not to help? Second, the reason why this post-Second World War American-World consensus is broken is through the unilateral decisions of the US president although historians might add certain financial exigencies also exist where the US can no longer support being metaphorically ‘just the only cop on the beat’, etc? Third, in tidying up the ‘mess’ or ‘vacuum’ left, countries have to be become both more self-reliant and other-reliant, with the latter depending on a succession of apposite bilateral and regional agreements, etc. Fourth, undoubtedly, there will be a desire to return to the old way things were done, but, the requisite trust has to be rebuilt, and demonstrated whilst also recognizing that things are no longer the same, and so on. Indeed, a reversal of a Neo-Liberal ideology also has to be undertaken along with the construction of a replacement, working major discourse given that is how the mind works, and how people frame their interactions with others, etc.


� 	Outward ‘disempowerment of the overall minor political life-world in question, and inward ‘disenfranchisement’ of the internal functioning of a political life-world. The life-worlds, say, of blue-collar workers, the elderly as pensioners, etc., etc.


� 	The reader might like to refer to my Three Critiques on Neo-Liberalism on Page 5 of my Homepage Site.


� 	Witness the title of this insightfully constructed podcast: Neoliberalism is dying: what’s next? Some ideas in this essay will refer to this podcast. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.facebook.com/share/p/17pE7Nemyj/" �https://www.facebook.com/share/p/17pE7Nemyj/� 


� 	According to a Coalition politician, Joe Hockey, in Australia, who, as Treasurer, made comments along those lines, along with his rather gauche statements about so-called ‘lifters and leaners’. We all are born into this world as ‘leaners’, and, many of us die in such dependent circumstances. Then, some people are both, e.g., those people paid a support allowance for caring for a certain person, say, a family member. Again, at various times in our lives, we oscillate between both states in accordance with our circumstances. Moreover, a considerable proportion of unpaid labour, perhaps approximating 40% of GDP, is actually done, say, by woman and the elderly, and other so-called ‘leaners’. Witness, that before and during the demise of the Bond Corporation in the 1980s, it was still able to claim certain not inconsiderable subsidies despite being technically bankrupt (apparently able to defy corporate death through the use of about four financially positive trusts continuing to pay its executives, etc.).


� 	The latter as discussed in Pursuit, III.X.Part II.


� 	As previously discussed in this book. Refer to Pursuit, III.X.Part III.V.7, 11; VIII.C.


� 	Preferably conducted as a ‘history of the future’ and not as some recycled form of a ‘futurology’ that merely imagines things can only get both bigger and better. Where a history of the future is predicated on noting current non-continuities, in a history of the present, and asking how certain continuities and the consequences of past discontinuities, in a history of the past, might possibly affect future states, etc.


� 	The relatively overt theme of The Sixth Essay.


� 	In my Three Critiques of Neo-Liberalism, I argued that, existentially, this is one-step process, and, non-existentially, this needs to be conducted as a two-step process. Ideally, both options should be in play.


� 	We could draw a parallel here to the use of yeast in breadmaking. However, just using yeast alone is not enough given that the pre-conditions for good breadmaking must also be followed.


� 	Refer to the Preface of this book of essays.


� 	This idea of the ‘radical’ will be explored in the Preface to Pursuit XII.Part IV, etc. These last two paragraphs refer to Pursuit, III.X.Part III.XII.199-200.


� 	The reader might like to refer to the diagram at the commencement of this book in the Preface, B: Foreword, paragraph 57.


� 	Pursuit, III.XII.IV.






