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Omni-Copyright Notice

Omni -Copyright C.E./B.U.E. by F.E.D. -- Copyright to original portions of this text is hbyegranted to all persons

Omni-Copyright Statement This text is gartially self-exemplifying exposition,of a record of an ongoing self-critique dfie ideas advanced hereifihe ‘ideo-
system’ behind it is &'meta-dynamical™ / “‘meta-evolving” conceptual object. The time sequence of charigethe form / content of this text is predictedb®
both an illustration and an instantiation of theetemodel’ of ‘[ideo-]Jontological meta-dynamics’aththis text explores, as well as of the ‘homeorimrplefect’ of
that ‘meta-model’. We expect that successive atftiof this document will document ddeo-onto-dynamasistather than afideo-onto-stasis’ a ‘meta-evolving
ideo-ontology; a ‘multi-meta-onti¢ multi-metamonadc ideo-cumulum’ an expanding, and ever “‘thickening™, increagly ‘inter-  intra-connected’, “‘inter-
acted” network of ‘inter-implicatory’, ‘inter-determinate, ‘inter-generative’ ideas, elaborated upon a mounting countneétafinite’, ‘meta-fractal’ scales, all
exemplifying a“non-standard”, ‘contra-Boolean logit the ontologically dynamicallogic of thedialectical “law” of cognition signified by the ‘ideo-ontolocal’,

“pure-gualitative”, Q-algebraianequation -- _ %

m

This work is a potential contribution to the cotige creative property of the Terran human spedassimilate, disseminate, critiquand surpasst will. The author
seeks hereby to further neither his monetary richeshis public power, nor his personal fame. Wieatvants, money cannot buy. He hopes, with yolm, e build a
better self, and to help to do his “infinitesimafiart in building a better universe [*“infinitesadi’ differences can matter, as nonlinear dynandiesonstrates]. More
monetary wealth will not buy that betterment. Mpdditical power cannot impose it. More fame wouldinty distract from it. He hopes that you have @mr will
choose, to build a better you. He holds that thisiae entails the profoundest consequences fos difes' as well as for the lives of others. He amidds that such
choices belong to you alone. He wishes to sharth, yau, the forthcoming conceptual riches. He wéjbice, and he will be compensated, if you teaioh ih turn,
help him to correct his errors, and thus advanee dbmmon-wealth of all beyond this offering. Heoalequests your forgiveness in the areas of hisyman
shortcomings, some of which, though determinedrteesceaselessly to overcome them, he will neves, lifetime, overcome. The author, is not pulliatcessible,
but will endeavor to provide private transmittadsybu if you indicate publicly, however cryptically and he recommends that it be cryptically --rydesire that he
should do so. He wants not that his existencegltete his ego, should be an impediment to thattgezerberating propagation of new cognitions, ahémerging
new kindsof cognition, of which this text is, at best, aeomplete, imperfect, transitory, and transitiomahifestation. He therefore happily foregoes peakoredit,
except, of course, to his pseudonym, and, by thosuncing in advance the [remote] possibility of antoriety resulting thereby, hopes also to retaore lifetime
for the continuation of his workDialectical ideographyas set forth herein is interpreted variously as --

() a dialecticatideographic language dialectical mathematics or mathematicsof dialectic for mathematical«mimesis/ megmesi$ of the ‘metamonadic’
«aufheben» " dialectic of Nature” asTotality;

() a calculus of gualo-guantitative changé, encompassing aexplicit, ideographicalarithmetic for thedimensional unifie]s or metrical* monads$ of classical
“dimensional analysis, and, thereby, ‘semantifying’ the “meaninglesshggilarities [zero-division-induced, finite-time finite” values] of especially the
“unsolvable” [in part, because of those very siagities]nonlinear integrodifferential equations and their solutiamétions, via their metricate-qualification’ using
those new, explicitmetrical gualfiers’ of this‘dimensional arithmeti¢, concretizing and operationalizing Platoarithmoi monadikob & Diophantus’sﬁ;

(' )an alternativegnto-logical, contra-Boolean algebra

() an ideographic, ‘onto-dynamical’ “symbolic logifdr the state-space/control-parameter-spacetatefsontrol meta-spact” metadynamics$’ of ‘meta-finite’,
[self-]Jconversion-singularityself-bifurcation’;

() a mathematics for modeling the history of matheneati ideasas well as agsychdhistorical algebraandarithmetic for modeling the ““meta-evolution™ of the
sciences generally; an ideography for thgyEhdhistory of ideas an ideography of the “‘meta-dynamical™ logid oonceptual self-innovation and self-development;
a ‘philosophical algebra’/trans-Leibniziatialectical «characteristicauniversalis»; an arithmetic/algebra of innovative conceptiointhe creative conceptual process;
() arules-system for an ideographical languagguafitative, ontological selfescalationin concretely self-transcending [meta-][suplystems;

() a generic algorithm for tHenetd operation regress; for a trans-Hegelian, ‘autapcierersion of the aufhebens operation; and for a “dynamical”, ‘temporalized’,
diachronic,“meta-evolutionary” version of the Russellian/Gédelian “logical tygrsrarchy”;

() a model for a ‘meta-fractal’, ‘contra-Cantorigh&ory of totalities of ‘ metafinite’ arithmetics, and of the “foundations” of mathecsti

() an arithmetic, algebra, geometry,analysis built upon certaimon-standard natural numbers, i.e., upon théGodelian metanatural metanumbers, a space
of non-Musearthypernumbers™of nd degree’, ‘made up out of “standard”,st degree’ “natural numbers”, ‘instancing’ thdgwn-standard models ofst order
Peano arithmetic'implied by the st-order conjunction of Gddel's completenesgncompleteness theorenasby the Léwenheim-Skolem theoreielding thereby
an ‘ontologically dynamicdl, ‘de-Parmenideanized’, ‘de-idealisticized’ actaation of Plato's arithmetic ofdialectics , his “‘assemblages qblea- «xmonads> or of
«@@®-units’™’ -- his «arithmoi @iai#ikoi».

This treatise, in addition to that of ‘ideogramitgjctogramic’, and ‘phonogramic’ symbolization,advs also upon the power of neo-mythological, alliegd, and
mythopoeic — that is, of‘psychohistorical” — symbolization to aid in the conveyance of itssinorgent messages. Theserythingabout theFoundation is
symbolic. Not just the IdeographieBverything The author leaves it to the reader to decidet whaut the~oundation is “‘meta-fiction™, versus what is real, as a
test of the reader’s discernmeriDialectical ideographyis, he believes, a humble but potent seed. As thithseveral non-Euclidean geometries that arase the
failed attempts to prove the absoluteness of Escligtometry, thes@on-Parmenidean‘contra-Boolean,; and ‘contra-Cantorian’, “‘onto-logical” and ‘onto-
dynamicalarithmetics’and theiralgebras of dialecticsnay bear fruit for humanity only if germinateddhgh the intra- and inter-personal dialogue, diadectic, of
assimilation, critique, refutation, and supercessidhe taking to heart of the ideas “graphed”, tggraphically’, ‘ideographically’, and narratively
[‘/phonogramically’], herein, can produce profoundrisformation in the very identity of the persortaidng. Panic in response to perception of thiyeégns of such
transformation by other perceivers of such tramsédion may elicit, from some of those perceiversjcdent reaction. In particular, the intimatiorfgrein, of the
‘meta-human’- D -- implications of thécumulum’ of _uman[oid] [meta-]evolution is profoundly disturbing some. The author therefore lodges this allgress
Omni-Copyright statement as containing also a aawatling caveat: he recommends that you dissemih@ ideas of this document, or related ideas of your own
discovery, with careful judgmer&ive the friends of humanity a head start vis-athesr adversariesThe syster of dialectical ideographyglossed herein continue
toevolve to *“ meta-evolve™ rapidly in our researciThey burgeon beneath our feBtalecticsshould inculcate humility. “Perfection” is notiadl “‘meta-state”
that can be finally manifested, but an open-endagcompleteable’, asymptotiprocess moving from greater to lesser imperfection. Thehar realizes that
conceptual ‘homeomorphic defect’ is inescapablecfmynizing beings such as ourselves. Even at bestmust always be partly wrong. Even at best,cammot be
finally, completely, wholly right. One’s mental constructs cannot everthe truth, the whole truth, nothing but the truth. But one may be right enotaghone's
time, for one's moment, for one's role,for one’s part; righenoughto help one’s contemporaries to live throughpeyond, one’s time, that they thus, potentially,

might enjoy the privilege, the pain notwithstandinfja vital ['life-ful']  willing participation in the succeeding epochmopierfection
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The work, of universal labor, that has been/is peonducted byoundation Encyclopedia Dialectica
[F.E.D. for short] is, from my personal point of view, tfigition of a nearly lifelong quest that begarr, foe,
consciously, some 50 years ago, in 1959, with whatv term a ‘life-script dream’.

By a ‘life-script dream’, | mean a dream, occurrotgthe verge of adolescence, that synthesizesliatilts
one’s life-experiences up to that time, into a sghdally-expressed life-direction and life-purposean
“unusually-vivid” dream, so much so that the dreafter its first occurrence, is never thereaftegdtten.

That dream has been summarized, elsewhere, as/$ollo
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What | “saw”, in that late-childhood dream, set megr since, on what has become an ever-afteldifg-quest
for an ‘ultra-compact’ and unified expression of #dvancing totality of human knowledge/experiebogh a
method of knowledge-presentation, and of new kndgdediscovery; a quest for an ‘Equation of Evenyghi
for a unitary, ultra-enriched, ultra-condensed, dlsb a “'seed”” symbols-formation, a mnemonigaite-
growable’, algorithmic, algebraic description oéttotal humans-known history of our cosmos, i.ewlat | at
first called “Universal Evolution”, but laterame to call* The Dialectic [note singularnot plura] Of Nature™ .

For many years after 1959, | kept that dream, apdjuest in response to that “unusually vivid dreata”
myself, for the most part, confiding about themyaiol myclosest friends. | did so mostly because the hopes
for the success of my quest seemed to me to b@so But the passion of that quest was, after thaam, ever
the flaming heart of life for me.

Until April of 1996, the big clues thaperiodically punctuated my search, even though eaehwas thrilling
beyond precedent in my experience up to its ocnaaewere also “few and far between”.

The biggest of these successively mounting cluegecéirst, from, my junior high school, “cold wa8putnik-
precipitated BSC SB[ological ScienceCurriculumStudy] biology textbook, on the “levels of organization’Nature,
then from Nagel’'s and Newman’s small but rich b&ildel’s Proof from Chardin’s book khe Human
Phenomenom and from Bergson’s bodBreative Evolution in the early 1960s, and, most importantly of all,
from Marx and Engels, by way of thdihe Communist Manifestpand by way of Marx’s magisteriBreface
to his «ur Kritik ..», and by way of hi§ EconomicPhilosophic Manuscript, in the mid-to-late 1960s.

Earlier, | had also read some scieficdon, and the sciendiction writing that etched the most profound and
heartfelt impression in me was that of Asimolvtaundation Trilogy [at that time, it was not yet the ‘heptalogy’
that it later became]. In the Foundation novetndountered a principle, and an ethic, of all-hoitya

solidarity and dedication -- and also of sciencedola “psychohistory’-based predictive modelingamid
scientific intervention on behalf of, theweal of the human species as a whole -- that | thexea#iarched for
everywhere, but never found again, until | encoretet -- alas, in mystified form -- in threonetheless also
persecuteckvolutionary writings of Teilhard de Chardin, andealistic and practical form, in the even more
ruling-class maligned and persecuted dialecticreaaon-fiction writings of Karl Marx and Frederick Engels.

Still, it was not until April 7, 1996, that all dfiese -- incremental -- discoveries and clues scal for me, in
a climactic, comprehensive convergence, one thappgd me with the new language, and the firshefrtew
systems of the mathematics of dialectics, by wihehsimplest version of a ‘Dialectical Equation of
Everything’, like that of my dream, could at last\Wwritten down, and by which the key new, universal
principles, which make that symbolic expression mvggful, became clear to me in their inextricable
interconnectedness.

Since 1999, | have been communicating elementsasiet 1996+ discoveries, by mail, to selected aathor
whose published writings conduce to related reiaiat

Since 2004, we have been disseminating these reas ithternationally, by means of free-of-chargeriret
PDF files, etc., and via two published books, id@@nd 2012, respectively, and with more in thengff

Since 2012, the websites, blogs, and internet fahusads which address these ideas have exhibited a
signature, in their user statistics, of recurrimgunting, exponential surges, with increasing fesauy, and
with increasing amplitude, of global viewership, bfisitorship™, of file down-loadings, etc.

The book published in 2010 constitutes the firgiksformat introductory volume of the planned mwiitume
treatise on these discoveries, more of whose vaduarein preparation, and advancing toward pulbbicat
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In brief, what “came together” in my comprehension1996, was a kind adialectical [i.e., an @ufheben»-
operation-based] ontological categories combinatorics, crucially including what might be called a
‘consequential [i.e., a‘contra-Boolean’] categorial self-combinatorics' -- not just a‘ hetero-combinatorics’, or
an‘allo-combinatorics’, of categorial variables, but alsdauto-combinatorics’ of categorial variables -- a
consequential form of nonlinearity for an *algebraical categorial logic’, in the fowhan “intensional”
[connotational], “intuitional” HEURISTIC, ‘dialectical «characteristica universalis»’ [cf. Leibniz, circa 1666
C.E.], or‘dialectical universal character-language’ [i.e., a‘dialectical universal algebra’]. That is, what
“came together” was an ideographical, algorithralgebraic, anghon-Parmenidean version of Plato’s original
«arithmoi eidetikoi» dialectics -- of his” discrete assemblages” grithmoi»] of «@sumbletoi» [ un-addable’]
‘idea-units [«eidetikoi»], or of ** numbers™ [«arithmoi»] of ‘category-units. Plato’s @rithmoi eidetikoi»
dialectics was, recall, the original, explicit, and ‘so-narheersion of Occidentadlialectics [«dialektiké»].

What “came together” in 1996 was alstdrans-Platonian’dialectical algorithm, in several ways, including by
way of escaping the Parmenidean, “eternal” paralyhe’ adynamicity’, and the alienated-from-human-
experience reification and mystification, of Platoriginal «= die» or «/dia» vision.

Moreover, againunlike Leibniz’s vision of his original eharacteristica», this actualizedgharacteristica»
doesnot impose, or presuppose, any monolithic, singlerpretation of “Truth”, buintrinsically leaves room
for alternative interpretations / *“‘non-standaradels’ / Gédel-independent premises.

In the algebraical symbolizations below, the overec’ ’, means that the category of the category-symbol
that it “crowns”, although constitutethplicitly and connotatively by thgultiplicity of theunits of itskind, is
treated arithmetically, as itself constituting a single, singulanit.

The relation sign * ’ signifies the relationship of “‘qualitative ineglity’”, that holds between two, different
kind, categories, like the proverbigples versusoranges”; © ', ¢ °, & * ’ signify opposition relations.

The underscore, ‘', means that the ‘categoriglalifier [ ] symbol, or ‘meta-numeral’, eg., . or , that

contains this underscore, is ‘contra-Boolean’ smitultiplicative behavior, i.e., that? 2 , and, indeed, that
2

, an‘inequation’ that constitutes“astrong contrary”’, versus the‘weak contrary’”, x2 X, to

what Boole held to be the “Fundamental Equatiofifofm-al’] Thought”, x* = X, e.g., 1= 1, & 0°= 0.

The sign X' signifies thedialectical [i.e., «@ufheben»] negation operator/operation [as distinct from the

propositional negation operator/operation, and from its sign, @], i.e., ** determinate negation’” , after the
manner or mode of such negation thadpiszific to category " hence thex subscripted “‘determination’™

included in this sign. Indeed, theegator’ mostspecific to a category, " in this ideographical language, is

®

. itself, the' self-negator’: . The*“ negator” and the ‘negatee’ are one.

X

Therules of “purely’-qualitative calculation that make thsw arithmetic/algebra “mime” the “meme” of
«dialektiké», can be conveyed, with relative simplicity, if leave off of any entering into its detailed
arithmetical-algorithmic undergirding, and, insteaxposit only at the level of the algebra formgdhem.

For some expositions of that undergirding, Se@p+www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Corresponderfies/Letter17-06JUN2009. piif

http://www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Dialectic_ldgaphy_files/6_Dialectics-Partlc-Briefing OCR.bc&nd slidedts 88 - 90 in the viewer --
http://www.adventures-in-dialectics.org/Adventutesbialectics/Dialectical_Pictography/Dialecticalc®graphy.htm
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Aspects of thatontological gualitative inequality’ relationship, signed by © ’* herein, are imaged below --
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The following images may serve as a more compravengroduction to the core standard ‘ideogramic’,
‘pictogramic’, and ‘phonogramic’ notations appliedFoundation Encyclopedia Dialectica _ texts --
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Now, consider some generic, algebraic category-sysnbr ‘categorial qualifiers’, of this dialecticzategorial

algebra: X or " Y or Y Zor S for _niverse-of-discourse, as indicated by the [‘pre-script’]

‘pre-subscript’ label, or ‘dialectical diacriticedark’, * .

The coreX, Y, andZ ‘script[-level] components, as inX, or the ‘[post-script] [post-]subscript’ compongnas

in . respectively, typically derive from the firsttler of thename of thespecific*kind of thing” category

for which the full symbol -- here X or ,or Y or ,or Zor -- stands, e.g.A or , and
X Y z A
O or , for the “kind of thing” categories, or “‘ontolagal categories™, of Apples " and “Oranges ",
o)
respectively, in the niverse[-of-discourse] of fuit”, i.e., in this case, = . That is, those components are

intended to function, for their users,rasemonicabbreviated single-character “‘symbolic names’” for the
full names [e.qg., single-word, or even single-phraames] of the categories that they are to represent.

To take some less prosaic examplspecific*‘ontological categories’™ so-represented mightlude kinds of
past, pre-human ‘nature-formations’, and/or cintemporary, ‘exo-human’ ‘nature-formations’, such atomic

nuclei, ormolecules, or independently-livirgukaryotic cells -, a or,, ,or,mor, ,or, eor, ,
m e

—Jin

respectively -- classified as belonging to thi, or “everything”,universe-of-discourse, =
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113

Or, thespecfic “‘ontological categories” represented mighe such as inhere past, in present, and/or in
predictedt ‘human-Nature-al’, “social formations” [cf. Marxuch as citystates, multi-city-state

empires, omation-states --S or , or eor ,or nor -- classified as belonging to the
S e n

11

_umanjzed Nature™ _niverse-of-discoursd) =

Or, thespecific*“‘ontological categories” represented might bach as inhere ipast, in present, and/or in
predictedt ‘human-Nature-al’, “social relations of productidof. Marx], such as “the_ommaodity-

LT

relation”, “theMoney-relation”, or “the Kapital »-relation” -- _ or ,or Mor ,or Kor --
M K

alsoclassified as belonging to the “iman Nature™ _niverse-of-discoursd) =

113

Generically, i.e.,

(G

algebraically’, for such ‘ontological categories” in general, the followgrrules of
purely’-qualitative calculation’ together prode@n arithmetical-algebraic model of dialectic-engral --

A. Rules of‘ Categorial Addition’ --

[A.1.] ‘unquantifiable’ addition of likes’: X X = X; equivalently, y =

[A.2.] ‘non-amalgamative’ addition dfunlikes” X Y Z, forevery Zin ,if X
M. Rules of' Categorial Multiplication’ --
[M.1.] «aufheben» auto-multiplication: = , &
X X X XX X XX
[M.2.] «aufheben» allo-multiplication: = , &
Y X X YX Y YX X
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Commentaries on the* Four’ Rules--

Rule[A.1.]:
Description Contra[A.2.], ‘Self-addition’ of a [ike] kind is‘ super-amalgamative’.

Purpose This rule sanctions us to eliminate “extra cepi any given category-representing symbol
from our calculations using this categorial calsulu

Intuitive Support For categories, an allowance for, e.¢, X X = 3 »X, would create useless,

cluttering redundancy, pleonasm. ‘ldealized exagies’ of ‘mind-resident categories’ are indistirghable.

Precursors Plato’s @sumbletoi»/*unquantifiability’/ uniqueness principles of his arithmoi eidetikoi»
‘ur-dialectic’. LaterBoolean algebra’s *“arithmetic of [formal] logic”’peration of “idempotent” addition:
Xg +X; = X5, €.0.,0,+0, = 0;,andl, +1, = 1, confined to the endpoints of the unit interval.

”

Rule [A.2.]:

Description Contra [A.1.], addition ofunlike kinds is*‘ non-amalgamative
of Dr. Charles Muses].

[cf. the' hypernumber” texts

PurposeThis principle of* non-amalgamative™ addition ofinlike ‘meta-number’ values / categorial kinds
averts‘everything is of just one kind"ontological reductionism’, as per, e.g., statements like “Everything is
just superstrings.”, and makes this categoriakdi#tal arithmeticontologically anti-reductionist’.

Intuitive Support The veryheterogeneity of [qualitatively different, heterogeneous categorieprecludes their
additive* amalgamation™ . Onlyhomogeneous categories carsliper-]amalgamate additively.

PrecursorsThe other “half’ of the Platoniarasumbletoi» principle; Complex numbers’ addition, e@.:+ bi;
orthonormal basis unit-vectors’ addition, eg,,+ €,; Museart' non-amalgamative” addition adifferent

kinds of Musean -+ convolute™ -- “ hypernumbers’, e.g.,@+ Ww.

Rule [M.1.]:

Description “ Self-multiplication” of a category-symbol models, or ‘mathematicallytaplorizes’, the
dialectical ‘double-conservation self-«aufheben»’ process. In « « = « o the

category-symbol «aufhebenx»-negates itself, in that the product-sum of this self-mplication, the
X

‘cumulum’ , is qualitatively different from , l.e., , and also in
X XX X X XX X
that the new category-symbol in that product-sum, , often denotes & ' --nota
XX

‘complementary opposite’, nor an‘annihilatory opposite’ -- to the ontological category connoted by the
category-symbol . Regarding the latté3 terms, see image, below.
X
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The category y «aufheben»-conserves itself doubly, in that a « category/term reappedtdly in the
product-sum of this self-multiplication, , and also reappeaubly, in the subscript of the new
X XX
term in that product-sum, , typically signifying that eachnit of is a'meta-unit’ relative to the
XX XX

units of , in that eachunit of is made up out of a usually heterogeneous mudiipldrawn from at
X XX

leastsome of the [former]units of " Thus, o is also an aufheben» [self-]elevation of

In contrast, irBoolean algebra’s “arithmetic of [formal] logic’the operation of “class self-multiplication” is
also “idempotent” --x,” X; = Xg,€.0.0;” 0, = 0, & 1,7 1, = 1, -- sothat the [multiplicative]
‘self-combinatorics’ of “‘Boolean categories’ ,atled “classes”, is -- just as is “‘Boolean additi” -- utterly
inconsequential. Boolean ‘logical [quadratimilinearity’ reduces utterly to ‘logical linearity’, per Boole’s

“Fundamental Law of Thought”xB2 = Xg -
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Purpose This rule enables the expressiorcoisequential ‘ self-combination categories, , that are interpretable as
XX

encoding* dialectical antithesis™ categories, representing either ‘partiahtitheses’ or ‘full antitheses', ** antithesis™”
category-symbols which are qualitatively differ&atm their “self-factor[ed]” category-symbols,g, from , by
X

virtue of their' self-combining’ that category-symbol/“‘factor’ into aingularnew category-symbol, such as the generic

® , such that ®

XX Y X XX Y

In diachronic contexts [e.g., ip§ycho]historical dialecticsg],

, is typically interpreted as connoting “new kirttfbcal populations™, whose™* units” irrupt in[to]
Y

XX
what we termimetafinite resonance singularities', from out of the densest, core loci of thaunits™ of the

11

X

, once the self-expanding self-repuotion of those core " units” achieves a critical ‘physical-
X

spatial’ concentration, thus creating sufficiertlgh ‘interactivity’ among thosg' units” . The"* units” of we
XX

typically interpret as connotingaufheben»‘metal—units’ of the"* units” of , such that eactt unit” of is
B X XX

made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicity of [eavhthe former]* units” of . For exampleassign to
X X

local

populations

atoms, and tomolecules. Then, inside, e.g., first generation intra-gata@tomic clouds’, we can reconstruct
- x -

that the immanent, internaelf-reaction’ -- atoms atoms = atoms molecules -- was going on, at
length yielding “molecular/atomic clouds™. Amolecule unit is, typically, d meta-atom’ unit, such that the typical

singlemolecule unit is made up out of heterogeneousnultiplicity of atom units [with some fewhomogeneous exceptions, e.g.,

Ha, Oy, etc., covered by terms such as , which, in this case, connotes, for one of it the [sub-]category of tidéalectical, «@ufheben»- ““conversion”’/-
YX

. . L . ® .
“glevation™ of a single kind ofatom up into amolecule]. 1N Synchronic contexts [e.g., isystematic dialectics), , IS

XX Y
typically interpreted as connoting, and transitimnpresenter and ‘presentee’ attentions tonthé higher, more

complex, more concreteyresently-existing ‘self-hybrid’ category, “above” category . Again, also in this context,
X

the* units” of are typically interpreted as connotinguéheben» ‘ meta'-units of the* units” of , SO that
XX _ X
each™ unit” of is made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicitgarhe of the" units” of . For example, if
XX X
we assign toletters, & ® towords, we have -{etters letters = letters words. Aword
X - XX Yy -

unit is, typically, a meta-letter’ unit, eachsingleword unit typically being made up out ofheterogeneougnultiplicity

of letter unit§. [Exceptions to this typicality, e.g., English wotdsand ‘I', are covered by terms such as , which, in this case, connotes the category
YX

resulting from the *“conversion™, or aufheben»-"“elevation™, of single letter -levelunitsup into singIeNord—Ievelunit§]. Dynamical reflexive multiplication

among Musean, “‘convolute™ hypernumbers -- e._é,,l‘, wt, p_t -- ultimately, periodically, exhibits ‘hypedoolean “law’-like’, “* reductive’™ ,

“ fixed point”, “dynamicequilibrium” -like behaviors -- such ﬁ = gl 15 =11, ﬂ7 =ﬂ1, p_9 =p_1 -- reflectingcircular, cyclical number-space

trajectories -- “power-orbits™-- or, in the conteftcertain other ‘analytical-geometrical’ spadeglical trajectories. These behavigngay or may

not make some ‘convolute hypernumber’ units suitabtefdrmulating “closed form”, “analytical” solutiefunctions for somé¢inear

integrodifferential equations, and even for soméhehonlinear integrodifferential equations that exhibitit-cycle” ‘solution-geometries’ in their

t

state-spaces. However, dynamical self-multiplaragiof ‘evolute hypernumbers’, like; , exhibit' non-reductive’, never-returning, never-

repeating, absolutelgperiodic,ever-expanding characteristics, that reflect, ‘analytical-geonwetty’, spaces that expand, not only in [quanititeit
1

“size” [e.g., in [hyper-]Jvolume], but also in [qutaltive] dimensionality, with every further degree of self-multiplication:; = 4, forming al-D

2
space, then ; = -, forming a2-D space diagonal, next; = ; 2 , forming a3-D space ‘hyper-diagonal’, etc. Thus, such

“‘evolute™ hypernumbers species are able to mbdmto-dynamasis', the ongoing [self-]Jexpansion of tbatology of a given universe, akin to the
[self-] expanding ‘extensional-predicate’ contefttbe finitary Set of all sets’ step-wise ideo-auto-kinesis»' dialectic, modelable via the equation

2 - 2s+1 2S+1
Ssuu=Ss =SsE 2 =S, = (29) , whereinU signifies the initial, arché» ‘set of all [idea-]Jobjects’ for the givddniverse[-of-discourse].
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This operation, of ‘auto-multiplication’, can albe grasped asdialectical ‘auto-«aufheben»’ negation of, or
as adialectical SELF-critique of, or as aialectical  MMANENT critique of, e.g., « by y itself --

- - - ® ®
X X X X X X X X X XX

1 . . . .
meta'- , Wherein denotes a “purelygualitative incrementto  , analogous to
X X X X

how, among ordinary numbebs, the termlDX denotes a “purelyguantitative increment tX. Ourgeneric
dialectical interpretation of such ‘[seligfoduct[ion]s’, in the ‘human-Natural context’, is --

thesis thesis = thesis anti-thesis

-- ‘self-reflexive action of the thegilibvulges its antithesis’ &, in the ‘pre-human/exo-human Natural context-is

«physis» «hysis» = «physis» meta-«<physis».

In both thediachronic andsynchronic contexts alike, symbol formations of thero are taken to
X X

connote thedialectical SELF-negation’ of , @s an outwarekternal expression of the' dialectical
X

INTERNAL -contradiction™ , ** dialectical SELF-contradiction™ , ‘intra-duality’, or‘self-duality’, of

Given sufficient, or “*full”’, * self-reflexion’™ of the kind of “‘units™ collectively named by W i.e., the

internal, “* self-interaction’ of that “‘population of units™, a, equivalently, thenutual interactiors among
those “‘units™ individually -- this will newly produce aew, higher category, in théiachronic context, or call
attention to aralready present higher category, in thgynchronic context -- a higher category therefore detho

by ®
XX

category o is made up out of a [heterogeneous] multiplicitysome of the] “‘units’ of category

v and populated by ‘meta-units’ of the « units™’, such that each such ‘meta-unit’ of

Intuitive Support Typically, in Nature, including in ‘human(izetlature’, we observe that “‘self-regkion’”,
“self-refl exive action™, “self-interaction”, “self-action”, “self-activity”, ‘self-refluxion’ [actionfrom self,
flowing backto self], «autokinesis», of asufficiently concentrated “local population™ of “units™ of like
kind, produces qualitative and quantitative changeg., producesew “local populations™ ofnew, higher
kinds of “‘units’ -- not “equilibrium”. E.g., the “self-gravitation” of pto-stellar molecular clouds/discs,
made up out of molecular and atomic “‘units’,IE&ansforms them into stars, which, e.g., transfeheir
core Hydrogen “‘units” into new, Helium “‘unit§’, once the density/‘physical-spatial’ concenimat/-
temperature of those core Hydrogen atoms/*“‘unitsXceeds the threshold for thermonuclear fusianitign,
“The Hydrogen Flash’.

PrecursorsComplex numbers’ ‘auto-multiplication’, e.d, i =-1, 1; vector ‘auto-multiplication’, e.g.,

e-e €,; Musearhypernumber ‘auto-multiplication’, e.qg.§ @= +1, @andw” w W.
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Rule [M.2.]:

Description “Multiplication” of symbols for two qualitativelgifferent categories, e.g., and , yields a
X Y

new, third category-symbol, " which combines ““memes’ of both the “‘multipér”’ category-symbol

“factor’”, , and the “*multiplicand”” category-symbol “‘fator”, , into a qualitatively different,
X Y

singlecategory-symbol, " This operation, ofallo-multiplication’, can also be grasped adialectical

‘allo-«aufheben»’ negation of, e.qg., , by : = v = .
X Y Y X X X YX
PurposeThis rule enables the expression aif categories’-- interpretable to represeftitdial ectical
thesis” categories, representing either ‘partiaitheses or ‘full theses, which are qualitatively
different from any of their *“factor” categories,g., from and , by virtue of those
X Y
““factors’ into a singularnew category, say @ , such that @ .
YX Y YX X

The “‘units” of may or may not be individual unit-level “*hybrids8f “‘units™ of with “‘units™
YX Y

of o Level(s) at which ‘ontological hybridization’ miests vary on apecific-case-byspecific-casebasis.

Intuitive Support Typically in Nature, observed hybrids of twormore distinct ontological kinds may be
“‘advantaged’™ in some senses with respect tartHgarents’™, e.g., may be more *“‘robust’™ tlan either of
their “parent™ categories, such as in the phenoore in biological genetics, of “hybrid vigor”, tineterosis”.

¢ . . . y s = /x\ /x\ . . .
PrecursorsVector ‘allo-multiplication’, e.g., € €, suchthag, ™ e, ™ e,; Hamiltonian

2
“*Quaternionic’” ‘allo-multiplication’, in which, e.g.,i” | =K andi™ Kk ® |: Grassmanniaigeometrical
arithmetic allo-multiplication’, e.g., the multiplicative iataction of two distinobnedimensional objects, such
as [directionally-flistinctLines,[L L] = P, where the producP, is a Planular-object’, @wo-dimensional

object, sothak, P L ,; Musean, “convolute™ hypernumber ‘allo-multiplication’, e.g. & 1 = @,

suchtha@™ @ ™ i,and@ @ i.

The above-described ‘new-old’, algebraarganon», or ideographical “‘tool of thought™, has giveus a new,
deeply-rooted, intuitivéway in” to every domain of human knowledge of which weéhawleast some
“'seed’, “chaotic” [Marx, «Grundrisse»] experience to build from. We can, thereby, lrettonstruct,
systematically as well asshronologically, thepast-to-present of that domain’s content, and, potentially, also

‘preconstruct’ -- symbolically, “*algebraically”’, canotationally heuristically -- the of that domain’s
content, though our capability to interpret the bpis of ontology, generated algorithmically by the

method of this “*algebra’, may often, given oexperience to-date, be limited.

So, before long, after the discoveries-surge o619& had, “in hand”, in particular, four key ‘deakical
equations’, one reconstructing total, cosmolognadural history, including the irruption of the hamspecies,
and three reconstructing the ‘human|oid]-socialirgthistory’ portion within that total natural hasy, within
its human speciesnto[logical category].
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Before turning to thosgpecific ‘dialectical [meta-)models’, | will illustrate for you what we mean by
‘dialectical order’ -- by the‘generic dialectic’, of which eachrpeta-]equation [meta-]model is aspecial case --
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-- which includes an ‘extention’ of the more farailigeneric dialectical triad, which can be imagedodows --
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Each of thesédialectical [meta-]equations’ is written, in its simplest form, in the “‘alge#i of this
‘dialectical «characteristica universalis»’, this ‘algebraical dialectical logic’, or‘algebra of/for dialectical
logic’, that | have described above.

We had soon “solved for” the meanings of manytleé newontological category descriptions -- each one
described, “‘symbolically’”, in terms of new [sk]lcombinations of the oldalready known / already “‘solved
for”” category-symbols / -descriptors / -epithétsneta-numerals’ -- represented by the riéalgebraic™ /
unknown terms generated by the ‘self-iteration’ ofleguch equation-model -- all the way out to mairghs
‘self-iterations’ for each such equation-model.e$& newinitially-unknown terms issued forth from, first, the
recurring, [self-]iterated “‘self-application™ /*self-operation’™ / ‘self-function[ing]’ / ‘s elf-reflexion™ /
self-involution / self-multiplication of each equat’s ‘pre-known’, assigned, chosen single “‘seed’”, or “cel
form” [Marx], “‘founding term”’, or «arché». Thereafter, after that starting point, n@nms ever issue forth
from each *“‘self-operation” [from each *“‘squanig with itself”’] of each subsequent, ‘self-opaxay
expanded’ “‘accumulation’, or ‘cumulum’, of ‘prgeny terms’;““recursively’ , i.e., with each_‘olecumulum
self-operation-generated’ néaxpanded ‘cumulum’, and with neMbranches™ of ‘physio-ontology, or of
‘ideo-ontology’, or of ‘ideo-physio-ontology’ buddg forth from each oler, ‘previously-budded’, ‘previously-
branched’ branch of this ‘ramifically’-burgeoningiéta-genealogy’.

113 1 1113 113

This first‘dialectical algebraic logic’ evidently occupies a in the

arithmetics and algebras.

sweet spot of possible basic

sjre

Such basic arithmetics/algebras include the “Néitarthmetic of the Peano “Natural” Numbers, foet
number set, or “‘number space™, ® {1, 2, 3, ... }, and theoriginal Boolean ‘““logical numbers’”

arithmetic of the set, or ““space”{ O, 1; }, or, more accurately, 0,/1;, 0,/0;, 1,/1;, 1./0, }, the

latter listing the four “coefficients” involved iBoole’s “development” algorithm for *“logical divien(s)”.

It is, of course, widely known th&dter Boolean arithmetic/algebra became the logic-catmra basis, and
model, for modern{ Off, On }, or “binary”, “digital” computer circuitry and faits logic.

All three, ‘algebras-undergirding’ arithmetics ket arithmetic for dialectical logic’ that we have described
above, the Peano “Natural” arithmetic, and theinabBoolean* arithmetic for formal logic™ -- all

converge, connect within, intersect within, andedge again from, this “‘sweet spot’”.

11

The'dialectical algebra’-undergirding arithmetic for dialectical logic’ is an extreme, “‘diametrical’,
dialectical ‘co-opposite’, or ‘joint supplementasgposite’, to both “‘Boolean arithmetic’’ and stdard
“Natural” arithmetic.

This ‘first dialectical arithmetic’ is a “Non-Standard Model” of the first-order PedPuostulates-based
“Natural” Numbers arithmetic, forming an arithmetit‘unquantifiable “pure” qualifiers’, in contrast
“Standard Model” “Natural” arithmetic, which is amithmetic of ‘unqualified “pure” quantifiers’.

This ‘first dialectical arithmetic’ is also a‘contra-Boolean’ arithmetic, oflialectical, ‘content-al’ logic, as
opposed to Boolean, *“form-al”, logic, because theoms of thisfirst dialectical arithmetic’ entail, as a
theorem, atrong contrary to what Boole naméd he Fundamental Law of [formal-logical] Thought” .

The axioms, and the proof of this theorem from ¢hasioms, are given below, for the benefit of thterested
reader. Those not interested in that degree afate@ detail may skip over the images below, withiearing
any major loss of comprehension in regard to teeakthe sequel, which presents this materiatttiitively’”.
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This‘contra’ to Boole's** fundamental equation of human thought™ thus figuresnot as arassumption, i.e.,
not as a postulate/axiom, of oudialectical «characteristica universalis»’, but, on the contrary, as a provable,
and proven, theorem, deducible from dotual axiomsassumptions of this newaxioms-system for dialectics.

This ‘contra-Boolean’ theorem, that constitutes ‘¢iundamental “Law” of Dialectics, in ideograms --

-- is deductively implied by the axioms that we dgresented, as per the proof also presentedseeathingly

so simple -- provides nothing less than a rectificaof the chief defect of Ancient Mediterranédmithmism’
and‘Monadism’, i.e., of the principle that animated Ancient Medianean philosophy and science from the
Pythagoreans, circa  B.C.E., through Plato and beyond, all the way fmthat least to Diophantus’s ‘proto-
ideographical’ algebrairca C.E.

That chief defect was thedical dualism of «arithmos» vis-a-vis«kmonad», i.e., of* assemblages of units™
versus* individual units” , viz.:* EUCLID defines in th&elementsVIl, 2, a number as “thewultitude [k.s.:
«rithmoss] Made up olinits [k.s.: wonad»]” having previously ElementsVIl, 1) said that aunit is “that by virtue
of which each of existing things is callede.” As a unit is not composed of units [K.s.: but, on the contrary, aunit is,
typically, “made up of” sub-units, e.g., a‘ meta-«monad»’ is“made up of” «monads», as we haveseen], neither EUCLID nor ARISTOTLE
regard aunit as anumber, but rather as “thbasis [k.s.: «rché»] Of counting, or as therigin [k.s.: «rché»] Of

number.” " [H.-D. Ebbinghauset al, Numbers Springer Verlag [NY: 1. p. , bold/italic/ emphasesadded].

Under the spell of that radical diremptica [@ '] between «rithmos» and «nonad», only a radically
‘statical’, ‘Parmenideanoid’, ‘early-Platonoidbsmos could be conceived, as an etermatia-«arithmos»
cumulum’ of eternally fixed, radically distinctienctically unrelated @rithmoi» of «monads».

True, an element of [“purelyfuantitative] dynamism could enter this world picture“ggenealogy” -- as the
begetting of new raonads» by old[er] «<nonads» of the @rithmoi aisthetoi», the sensuously-empiricalinits’
-- but all andonly within a given kind, i.e., within a single, “etaliy “eternally fixed” « »-«arithmos», or
«species»-«arithmos». never asmeta-genealogy’ .

That is, no « »-«arithmos» -- not even anyspecies»«arithmos» -- could cross its boundaries of kind, its
ontological boundaries, to give birth tmenads» of even a different, batiready existing other « »
«arithmos», or «wpecies»-«arithmos», LET ALONE give birth to a previouslunprecedented, brand new

« »-«arithmos», or «peci es»-«arithmos».

That is,” genealogy” , butno ‘ meta-genealogy’, was admissible for such a world picture.

Thus, nocosmological ‘ meta-dynamical meta-evolution’ was even conceivable for such a drastically
‘warithmos»— @ «monad»’ «mentalité».
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But the deductively-derived ‘contra-Boolean’ rulesing the sign * ’ to signify the meaning “implies”] --

-- interpreted in such a way thggch of the anonads» of thesuccessor «arithmos», denoted by | is
constituted out of a [sub-j«ithmos» of [some of] the [former]ronads» of thepredecessor «arithmos»,
denoted by , i.e., such thagach [meta-]J«monad» of the [ J«arithmos» is “made up of” a

heterogeneous multiplicity of thenonads» of the  «arithmos», each unit thus a meta-«monad» of

those -typeunits/ «monads», tells a dramatically different story.

This rule can make possible the compact, ideogcapldescription of _omains, ofuniverse-of-discourse --
including ofthe universal [whole cosmos| universe-of-discourse, theniverse-of-discourseof the total
universe [as a wholg], as asingle, still-further-unfolding meta-genealogy’ .

Such a description thus formulatedil ectical theory of everything'.

But even also for subordinateomains, this rule makes possible the ultra-condgndeographical description
of ‘sub-universes’, causally andmeta- tically’ connecting predecessair&hmoi»-kinds with their
“offspring’ new-« arithmoi»-kinds -- their successor kinds -- consisting ohbutta- and
«arithmoi»-of-«monads», to which those predecessar iknmoi»-of -«monads»-kinds give birth, describing a
universe-of-discourse-‘universe-atheta-genealogy’ of ongoing, recurring ontological innovations, i.e., of
‘onto-dynamases’, expressible / describable by / in / via a siridlel ectical meta-equation’.

Definitions of our concepts ofmeta-genealogy’ and of onto-dynamasis' are imaged below --
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There have long been ‘foretellings’, in both anti@md modern philosophy and mathematics -- of such
“‘sweet spot’”’, of a conceptual locus or zonesafch *“‘convergence/divergence’, including in ruomed
“unwritten doctrines” of Plato, regarding hiasumbletoi», «arithmoi eidetikoi» dialectic, and his principle
of the™" aoristos dyas™ .

Three of the deepest theorems of modern, matheah&dgic -- the Lowenheim-Skolem Theorem, all [self,
and the Godel Completeness Theorem and Incompg=tdrieorem, in their “first order logic’-level maiu
conjunction of implications [all three theorems imavbeen discovered in the 1930s] -- have implidthve, in
effect, “‘predicted”” -- such* Non-Standard Models” of “Natural” arithmetic. They dglo by asserting that the
“existence” of the “Standard”, “first order” moded “Natural” arithmetic logically entails the *““‘cexistence™
of “Non-Standard Models” of “Natural” Numbers arithmetid.e., ofalternative “Natural” arithmetics -- as
well. Alas, these three theorems are not “constrelt-- they do not show how to actually constraoty
counter-examples [cf. the writings of Imre Lakatos] to tis¢andard Model Natural arithmetic”, amgamples

of suchalternative “Natural” numbers. However, within the range af cesearch/reconnoitering to-date, we
have found no similar anticipations, prior to owrg that --

- any of these *“non-standard models of mathematiegduld include a “purely’gualitative arithmetic, a
“‘dialectical antithesis™ axions-system to the *“‘dialectical thesis™ axiorag/stem that constitutes the
“standard model” of “Natural” numbers, as a “puteguantitative, arithmetic. Or that --

- these ““non-standard models™ would include ‘amithmetic of dialectic’, a generic arithmetic, capturing,
algorithmically and ideographicalluniversal features of dialectical process, alike for natural-physical,

human-mental& mental/physical-combined contexés;iniversal model of dialectic. Or that --

- the “‘dialectical contradiction” between theseo arithmetics, “standard” verstiss “ non-standard”,
would lead onward to their “‘dialectical synthe&igan the form of yet a new, third axiossystem of
dialectical arithmetic, a second *“non-standard/stem, this time an arithmetic with an explicitly

‘gual o-guantitative’, or‘ guanto-qualitative’, arithmetic& algebra&, also, further onward in that
dialectical progression of axi@systems of dialectical arithmetic, to a systemétieardered [self-]
advancing cascade of new, higher, richer “diatsdtantithesis”& ‘full or partial dialectical synthesis’
axionms-systems of dialectical arithmetic, beyond thos#t finree *“‘first thesis’™, *“first [full]

antithesis™”, & ‘first [full] synthesis’ systems of axioms for dé&tical arithmetic/algebra. Or ihat --

- the *“first antithesis’ system and language dhbkctical arithmetic/algebra, thdialectical
«characteristic universalis»’ described herein, would be capable of modelamg] ofheuristically
guiding, thediscovery/invention, and the detailedonstruction, and thepresentation of this entire,
cascading;dialectic of dialectical arithmetics’, including, thereby, helping to ‘pre-constructidato
“‘solve for”’, each successor axiossystem ofdialectical arithmetic, each one forming an
ideographical language that is more descriptivelfebed, more descriptively powerful, even more
descriptively “‘determinate™ in linguistic expigsive capacity, as an arithmetical/algebraic laggus
dialectic, and each one, after the “purefyiantitative «arché» arithmetic, either “purelyjuantitative,
or ‘gualo-guantitative’, in ‘numeralic’ content, and ‘alternatinglso. Or that --

- this very “first antithesis™” axions-system ofdialectical arithmetic would constitute, identically, both a
“non-standard” “Natural” arithmetic, and‘ aon-Boolean’ arithmetic for a likewis€ non-standard’,
“* non-formal’, ‘contental’-ontological logic, undergirdingan algebra of dialectical logic.

-- let alone that all of the ‘aforelisted’ characteristics wauhvolvea single one of these* non-standard
“Natural” arithmetics™, namely, the singlaialectical «characteristica universalis» arithmetic/algebra’
described herein.
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The resultindgdialectical ideography’ is also d“ universal ideography’ , in large part because it is both
““ ontological’™” [‘contental’], and* categorial™ .

The four key dialectical-algebraical meta-equations which, by applying thisieneric ‘first antithesis system’
of ‘dialectical arithmetic’ to variousspecific [sub-]Jdomains of ouuniverse’' s ontology -- in particular, by
applying it to the starting categories', ‘ ultimate ancestor categories, or «arché» categories specific to each
of those [sub-]domains -- that had samrnecrated, yielded even more insight when consideretjust
individually, buttogether.

Considering theswelialectical equations’ together, and also together with a plethora ofrotlees synoptic
‘dialectical equations', discovered concurrently with the discovery of than four, opened, before our minds’
eyes, an increasing number of scales and levéledftory of thgast-to-present of our &«osmos», and

growing glimpses of its possible, and probable,

Thesespecific ‘dialectical equations’, as we shall formulate them herein, will all sharommongeneric,
universal format, all of the form --
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-- wherein _ denotes a [self-Jexpanding-[] ‘cumulum’ of heterogeneous, qualitatively distinct, but

‘meta-genealogically’-related, *“‘[meta-]geneticgll-related ontologies / ontological categoried,inhering
in, and constituent of, [sub-]Jdomain. In this format, @ denotes the “'seed™, “‘cell-form™,

“‘ultimate ancestor’”, or @rché» ontological category of the observed/reconstdipredicted historical
categorial progression of the self-expanding omple the' onto-dynamasis' -- of/within [sub-]Jdomain .

The main four, corépsychohistorical-dialectical meta-equations -- ‘meta-equations wherein the “exponent”,
or “power”, N, has also, in turn, its own [thuseta]exponent, orineta]power, in the form of , the whole-

number-valued, discrete-tintéstorical epochg[-counting variable for [sub-]Jdomain -- are set forth below.

All of these'dialectical meta-equations' use * ', a variant of the central symbol of my ‘life-sgtidream’,

to denote a diverséjstorical accumulation, or'cumulum’, of ‘co-present’ symbols for multiple, ontologiblal
diverse, heterogeneous, qualitatively differenégaties, modeling the categorial representatiartdlogical
content of each qualitatively unique, ontologicalhjique,* historically-specific’” epoch, in ajeneric way,

via the rict algebraic variable, for thgast history of the given [sub-]Jdomain, , being modeled.

That mix of ontologies is representegplicitly, collectively and univocally, by tH: -specific symbol --

—_—
-- which, implicitly, refers to & -dependent‘ non-amalgamative sum’ of such ‘ontic’ category-syms&ol
The four domainspecific ‘dialectical meta-equations' to be presented presently herein all use ‘preesigis’,
as part of both their LHSumulum’-symbol, and of their RHSasché»-symbol. Thes&re-subscripts’ are
indicated hereimenerically by * ’, as their ‘[sub-]Jdomain variable’, and by LHSst-subscripts’, denoted
rically [algebraically] by ‘f ', to specify both the domain, again, visub-subscript’, * ’, [because of the

domain-specificity of epochatime variables], and, visubscript t’, the relative, ordinal, discrete, whole-
numbeitime [historicalepoch] variable ‘Self-iteration’ “‘tempo’™, and “_eal-time” epoch-duration, may
differ, not only epoch-to-epoahithin each domain [e.g., by way Gftemporal acceleration™ ], but also
domain-to-domain -- tHt: are * -specific. The symbolt ' appears again, on the LHS, as ‘[post script]

super-supesscript’ to [also ‘post script’/h, which is the ‘self-iteration co-driver exponesftthe RHS
«@rché»-symbol [‘co-driver’ together with tHt: ‘meta-exponent’, the exponenf the exponent n]. These

‘dialectical meta-equations' also use underscores,”,  ‘overscores’, * ', with the same meanings [relative

to thespecific, [psycho]historical-dialectical context] as was assigned earlier, herein, to signs * ,
respectively, relative to thgeneric ‘super-context’ of, e.gE.D. standarddialectical-algebraic’ variables such

as " y and T signs which, given thigeneric ‘supercontext’,as ric, as‘super-’, apply

equally to both the fisycho]historical, diachronic dialectic’ context of these four key, cordialectical meta-
equations, to the ‘[reta-]systematic, synchronic dialectic’ context described, herein, further on.
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Our definitions for the termigneta-equation’ and‘ meta-model’ are given below --
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These ‘dialectical meta-equations also use upward-directed arrows;,‘to represent “‘the arrow of time™”
-- ‘the arrow of history’ -- by tagging “purely”-quantitative variables, tgplly indicated herein as variables

without either underscore(s) or overscore(s), fike,' so as to signify that such discre@iables are toary --
are to [bejncrease[ed] -monotonically consecutively, in their “purely’-quantitative magnitude/value.

Eact “epoch value” -- and the uniqueumulum’ of categories native to each individual historiggbch in

the ontological, ‘onto-dynamical’ ‘meta-evolutioof domain rically denoted by -- can best

be grasped as a momentaneous, ‘discrete-izedgéde-frame’, “‘stroboscopic™ extract from oudf the

implicitly ““continual’ interactive and** self-interactive™ ferment of [sub-]Jdomain -- from out of the
implicit time-"“‘continuum’” of each such [sub-]dona.

113

That is, each sudh ‘cumulum’ can best be grasped as a ‘frozen framing’ of sime, transient, evanescent

MOMENT, in which all of the categorial constituents of i — 1) ‘cumulum’ for [sub-Jdomain , denoted

by ¢ -1 have both interactefdilly with every other such constituent of tiffat— 1) ‘cumulum’, and

113

have also
products of thosefull interactions, and

self-actedfully, BUT in which interactions, and *“‘self-actions’, irolving the categorial
‘““self-actions” -- ontologitaategory-symbols which arew in and

to epochtt , i.e., the categorial-symbols-content aimulum-difference’,

S t -1

havenot quite yet begun.

(81.) Forthe* Dialectic of Nature” as_awhole, asTHE whole -- as thd otality of our «<osmos» to the
degree that we presently know it, and for its “leigii, most general ontological categories [forEig. domain

=" 1, with f..” denoting a “Natural” number, i.e., from the 4ét, 2, 3, ...}, and witHt.. also counting,
andlabeling [numerically, cardinallypaming], the epochs of cosmol ogical-ontological _evolution, we have --

t,.—
n

—tee W

-- such that ‘N’ connotes the ‘physi[cjo-ontological category'tbe “’sub-nuclear” “particles”, that is, of the

“* non-composite bosons™ [e.g., excluding the mesonspf the** non-composite fermions™ [e.g., the
guarks and the leptons, excluding, e.g., the psytihre neutrons, the ‘hyperonic’ “composite particles”], and

such than = 2 or 3, and such thatt.— ', with its & * ““suffix’” component, indicates that the “indegndent”
variable .., takes onsuccessively, the valuel, then the valué, then the valu€, then4, then, ..., in the
indicatedconsecutive order. Fott. = 8, cosmologicagpoch 8, per this' meta-equation meta-model’, the
RHS [Rght-Hand_Sde] of the resulting* equation-model”” , when the indicate8-fold ‘“self-involution™
[“self-multiplication™ ] of N is enacted, generatesScamulum’ of 2% =256 category-symbols for the

n = 2 version of the resulting equation-model™ --
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-- wherein the256th category-symbal, "1, connotes thécosmo-ontological category’ of [planetary]

uman(oid] societies. Thisneta-model’ still falls short of beinga dialectical model of everything now
known’, in particular, because it does not yet explicitiglress so-called “Dark Energy” and “Dark Matter”,
which are, it must be said, at present, just bagatgring into thénow known’. Nonetheless;oundation
researchers are well underway in the work of brigghese new ‘“‘matters’™ -- and these new ‘“‘egées’™ --
into the very heart of thisneta-model’, via a new, deepefarché», and a newfirst meta-«physis»’.

To afford you a feeling for thi§'* super-domain’dialectical Totality meta-model’, the image below expands
upon that* Dialectic of Nature™ asawhole ‘meta-model’, or‘Dialectical Theory of Everything [known]’

‘meta-model’, for just thefirst of itsn = 3 version: forjustitst =1 ‘dialectical equation’ --

The following image providesrmodels specification for the various single-epochodels contained in a
lumped <arché»’, abbreviated version of thisneta-mode!’, in which n S are combined to formr --
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The next image depicts thiseta-model’'s st stages oflialectical, «aufheben» ‘ self-meta-monad-ization’ --
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inside’™ -- , ensuing

11

inside

(82.) Implicitly going on_within -- the‘ cosmo-ontological category' of

[planetary] 'uman[oid] societies, and, algmplicitly, within the range of equatio(l.), thehistory,
i ——g,

11 (A1}

anddialectic, the *“[ psycho]historical dialectic™’ , of “human-social formation(s)” [Marx], is ‘moddiee’ as --

t -
n

= b

— -

-- such that * b’ connotes the:uman(oid], ‘socio-ontological category’ of the pesal, proto- uman[oid]’

“bands” of “nomadic” hunters/gatherers/foragers/sngees, fom = 2 or 3, and such thdi = the counter,
and the “independent” variable/driver, for the brgtally-observed/archaeologically-reconstruagpdchs of

uman social for_ation(s) on planet Terra, as theapechs are defined, ontologically, per tHidial ectical
meta-equation meta-model’.

Fort =6, human social for ation(s)epoch 6, per this dialectical meta-equation meta-model’, the RHS
[Right-Hand_Sde] of thisequation, when theb-fold *“‘self-involution™ [*‘self-multiplication”” ] of b is

carried outgenerates dcumulum’ of 2° = 64 category-symbols for tha = 2 version of thisequation --

26 64

= Q = Q = Q n

6

-- wherein theg4th category-symbol, N, connotes the ‘socio-ontological category’ -- theman-social
for__ation(s) category -- of theation-states species» of 'uman-social for_ation(s). To help to afford you a
feeling for this -domain’ psychohistorical-dialectical meta-equation meta-model’, the image below expands

upon this* dialectic of human-social for__ation(s)”” ‘meta-model’ for thefirst of then = 3 version of
its ‘ psychohistorical -dialectical meta-equation’ --
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The following image providesmodels specification for themodels contained in thismeta-model’ --
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The next image depicts thiseta-model’'s st stages otlialectical, «aufheben» ‘ self-meta-monad-ization’ --
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going on within , ““within™ its .. _ category, is that very
g+

“[ psycho]historical dialectic” within the “*  uman-social elations of production™ “side” of Marx’s core,

‘social _orcesof production  social _elations of production’ umanhistorical “ dialectic” [ see Karl Marx,
«Grundrisse», Penguin Books [NY1993], p. 109], which we model as --

(83.) Also,implicitly, concurrently,

t -
n

-- such that *__’ connotes the [proto-luman(oid], ‘socio-ontological category’ of the méreppropriation” of

the products of Nature in their “raw” forrapnimproved, for uman consumption, byuman labor. Thus,__,

connotes the onlgroto- uman/sociabnimalanimalsocial,still-ecological only proto-economig praxis/-
mode/ elation of species [self-re-]“production” that ctihges [animal-]social/groupredation. That is, it
connotes thetill mostlypre-/non-production uman__ppropriations of the product[ion]s of preaman/extra-

uman/exo- uman Nature, in a form as yet unrefined, by [udeesproductive] uman Nature/uman
concrete labor: the hunting/gathering/foraging/eoging mode of social reproduction, at tipper boundary
of predatory animal sociality, and of mere, ‘preseamic’, animal ecology, and at tlewer boundary of, true,
distinctly [, * animal’], sociality.

Also, in this‘dialectical equation’, n = 2 or 3, and each successive valudt obtands for the counter, and for
the ordinal-numeric “*name’”, as well as for tiiiver/“independent” variable, for the historicathpserved /-

archaeologically-reconstructegochs of domain , such thatt =11 - ® {1® 2® 3@ 4® ... }.

Fort =4, uman-social elations of productioepoch 4, per this* meta-equation meta-model’™” , the RHS

[Right-Hand_Sde] of thisequation, when thed-fold “‘self-involution™ [“‘self-multiplication™ ] of __is

carried out, generates eumulum’ of 2=16 category-symbols for tha = 2 version of thisequation --

A

-- wherein thel 6th category-symbol,__, connotes the ‘socio-ontological category’ of ‘theapital»-_elation’
[cf. Marx, e.g., @rundrisse, ibid. , pp.749-750] «species» of the  uman-social elations of productiongenoss.

When we ‘self-iterated’ the RHS of the equationabfor/tof =5, oneepoch beyond the preserdapital-
centeredgpoch, the new terms generated, especially the lasbbtiese terms, , precipitated in us, at

length, the discovery of an hypothesis as to tliailed constitution ofhe successor system to capitalism,
which we termed_ quitism’, or ‘Palitical-ECONOMI C Democracy’, rooted in anew social _elation of
production that we naméGeneralized __quity’. For more about thiglialectical-meta-model -guided
discovery’, see:

http://capitalismsfundamentalflaw-wayforward.blogspom/2013/04/political-economic-democracy-parf®.html
http://equitism.org/Equitism/Equitism-entry.htm
http://www.equitism.org/Equitism/Theory/Political&@itomicDemocracy/PoliticalEconomicDemocracy.htm
http://www.equitism.org/Equitism/AmendmentXXVIII/AemdmentXXVIIIl.pdf
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To help to afford you a feeling for thisdomain® psychohistorical -dial ectical-algebraical meta-equation’, the
image below expands upon ddialectic of the elations of production meta-model’, for the

first triad of then = 3 version of its dialectical meta-equation’ --
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The following image providesmodels specification for themodels contained in thismeta-model’ --
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The next image depicts thiseta-model’'s st stages otlialectical, «aufheben» ‘ self-meta-monad-ization’ --
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(84.) Also,implicitly, concurrently ““going on within™ , “within™ its ' category, is the

g+
“[ psycho]historical dialectic” within the “*  uman-social elations of production™ “side” of Marx’s core,
‘social _orcesof production  social relations of production’ uman#historical dialectic [Karl Marx, Grundrisse»,

ibid., p.109], that is, the * uman-social or ces of production’ “side” of the historic[al] “developent of the social
individual” [Karl Marx, «Grundrisse, ibid., p.706], which we'meta-model’ as --

t—
n

-- such that*_ ’ connotes thedroto-]_uman[oid], ‘socio-ontological category’ of the iman” social
community itself, beginning with the@j{oto-] _uman-social community of the primeval hunting /hgaing /-

foraging / scavengingands themselves, as the primary and primeuvahan-social “‘energy”’__esource at

the very core of theaxché» of the_uman social orces of production: “The community itself appeasshe
first great force of production...kdr marx, Grundrisse», ibid., p.495].

Also, in this‘dialectical equation’, n = 2 or 3, and each successive valudt oétands for the counter, and for
the ordinal-numeric “*name’”, as well as for tiiiver/“independent” variable, for the historicathpserved /-

archaeologically-reconstructegochs of domain , such thatt—11 - ® {1® 2® 3@ 4@ ... }.

Fort =6, i.e., for human-sociabrces of productioepoch 6, per this meta-equation meta-model’, the RHS
of this equation, when theb-fold “‘self-involution™ of __ that it calls for is carried out, generates a
‘cumulum’ of 2° = 64 category-symbols for tha = 2 version of thissquation --

17

-- wherein théd4th category-symbol,_ , connotes th& physio-ontological category’ of the *“tomic

power’ energy__esource gecies» of productive orce [e.g., tomic power], as thenergy-_esource

core of the most advanced possible categoryurhan: productive_orce extant as of domaingpoch 6;

as thedeepest umanappropriation of pre- uman/exo- umanNature, qua _uman: [re-]productive-
orce__esource, possible as ofomain epoch 6.

To help to afford you a feeling for thisomain ‘psychohistorical-dialectical-algebraical meta-model’, the
two images provided below offer an oversiécification for this‘ meta-model’, and focus in upon this

“ dialectic of the orces of production’™ ‘meta-model’, for just thefirst , of then =
version, of its dialectical meta-equation’ --
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The Marxian category dfthe elations of production” is principally an “historicallyspecific” category,
such that the predominance of a particular “sqoaédtionship of production” typically accrues toatgcular
‘historical species’ of uman society -- to a particular stretch afman-historical time -- albeit that past-
predominant socialelations of production are, to some degoaesied forward into, as well asmodified by,
their successor ‘historicabecies’ of uman society. On the other hand, the Marxian qunoE’ the

orces of production”, although it too exhibits certain “historicalipecific” aspects, is also dfistorically

ric’ category, spanning the entire progression ofhistdricalspecies’ of uman society, and associated,

even for [critical, threshold] changes in its -- as m@@d -- merelguantitative level alone, witlyualitative

changes in thé elations of production”, i.e., is marked bthe boundaries between -- and by the
‘meta-evolutionary’, “ elations of production” ‘socio-ontodynamical’, social- evolutionary

transitions from -- one ‘historicakpecies’ of uman society to its immediate successor ‘histospaiies’.

How, then, can we construct dristorically ric’, dialectically-appropriate, dual o-]quantitative metric
of/for the Marxian' orces of production”, consistent with what Marx wrote on the mattet, bu
appropriating also developments in science subseqoadarx’s lifetime, and also given that Marx didt
directly and definitively provide suchraetric, despite the centrality of such to his core th@ory

The most advanceédual o-quantitative’ metric of the uman-social “orces of production” in use, by the
F.E.D. Special Council of Psychohistoriansand also approved, for public dissemination,HeRE.D.
General Council, is the following.
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We grasp the Marxian *“growth of the=c =/ _orces of production™, not just as growth in protuity with
respect to particular kinds of use-values, buitsitotality, as theustained rising‘ self-productivity’ of

umanity, as the rising ‘rate ei reproduction’ of given, local uman , Or, in its totality, in the
aggregate of all contemporaneousman on the planet, as the risihgate of reproduction’ of
the Terran umanspecies as a whole. Theuman productiveorces, we hold, must be conceived, not as an
ordinary, Newtoniari external force”, as if acting uponuman “from without”, but, on the contrary, as
an“internal _orce’” of uman , and also as auman ‘self-_orce’, a‘sdf-reflexive _orce' -- a
_orcegenerated by, andfrom within, and from out of uman itself, but also aorce “bending back

upon” its source; upon itself acting back upon, oracting within, and thereby changing, the veryman
from out of which it arises.

Marxian “productive orce” is* self-reproductive self-_orce’, the self-reproductiveorce of human society, the

_orceof the self-accelerating self-expansion of * '. Accelerated ‘self-growth’ of *

' is thecause of this_orce, and is also itsffect. ' is theinput, and is also the
output, and is also th&' processor” of that self-samé ' whose sustained self-accelerated
‘self-growth’ expresses, manifests, or materializleat s ‘societal self-reproductive self-_orce'.
As a* rate of self-reproduction™ , a ‘reproductive rate’, this metric qualifies asckof a** fitness” metric.
However, this metric dogmt measurdarwinian “fitness”, or any “fitness’of isolated It
measures theollective, holistic ** fithess” of a as a whole, or of the planetarymanspecies

as a totality, only within which can individuauman lives subsist and develop.

And it doesnot measure theollective Darwinian “fitness” of the uman Geomealone. It also measures the

umanspecies self-reproductive fitness dhe uman Phenome' -- indeed, it measures the co-evolving,
conjoint fitnesof theintegrated*  uman Phenome/  uman Genome' complex unity, or*“ dialectical

thesis” . The contributions to umanspecies reproductive success‘ttie  uman Phenome' versus those

of the “ uman_Geaeome” can only be disentangled with great diffiguif at all. By the latter term, ‘uman
Phenome’, we meanuman “culture” -- that now vastumulum’ of exo-somatically transmittedpn-gene,
non-chromosomalpon-Genomic “memes”, the “memes pool” of heritable acepl uman characteristics, of
learnings, of the fruits of “universal labor” [Mdrthat have their core in spokeruman language, and, later, in
written _uman language, but encompassing the ideas ofuhgan mind, and the feelings of theman heart,
includingMythological, Religious, , andScientific ideas, that are by now at least as crucial as is
the uman Genome to the “‘reproductive success’, sual, and prosperity of the umanspecies. We call
the combined fitness of the tman Phenomeluman Genome’ ‘Meta-Darwinian fitness’.

If this is what any metric dlarxian “productive_orce” must measure, théiew do we measure it so?

The challengeisthis: our ‘productive orce’/'Meta-Darwinian fithess’ metric needs two gooments -- one
qguantifying the contribution of ‘theuman Phenome’, the other quantifying the contrdoutf “the uman
Genome”. And both of these components need todssured with a common unit of measure, i.e., via a
common “dimension”.

We denote, b¥z, the ‘Genomic mass’, the aggregate maskvifig uman individuals constituting the

population, during its time-peridid[e.qg., a year], of that unit ofuman society whos@aternal *“‘ productive

_orce’” -- whose societal self-reproductive self-_orce’ -- is to be measured: that social unigpresentative

uman biomass for periodt, measured in units of grams grh.”, or, in the7th dialectical algebra,
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We denote, by, the Phenomic mass’, the aggregate mass wian artifacts constituting the accoutrements,
the social infrastructure, the “property”, indivally and collectively, of the populating that
unit of _uman society whosaternal *“* productive _orce’” -- whose societal self-reproductive self-_orce’ --

is to be measured; that social unitpresentative artifact mass for periodt. We define the ‘ umanonto-mass’
-- therepresentative mass of the ‘uman ontology’ extant during time peridtl, the periodtt mass of the

‘_umanonto’ -- to be therepresentative*  uman Socio-mass of periodt, Sy ® Py + G;. We then apply the
seventh dialectical arithmetic in our systematic-dialectical systems-progression presentation of our systems of

dialectical arithmetics to formulate thisgual o-quantitative’ metric, as a function of the€sy andPy “purely”
guantitative components. The variableg andPy are not defined for negative values.

We then measure thself-reproductive self-momentum’ of that social unit -- and, using sudelf-momenta’,
also measure itself-reproductive self-_orce’ -- from the' past-self-relative’, ‘pastperiod-relative’ growth

‘self-velocity' of © uman socio-mass’ self-expansion, as rendered imtage below. In that image, th *
‘headdresses’ of certain of its symbols identifual o-quantitative’, or, equally, guanto-* gualitative’, values
[after Diophantus, Arithmetica», circa 250 C.E]. We say thapositive[-signed], * uman socio-masshcreasing uman

societal ‘[self-re]productived f-velocity’ /‘self-re]productivesel f-momentum’ exists, for periott, whenever
((Pe+Gy)- (Peo1+Gp1)) = D(Pp1+ G 1) = DS, > 0. We say thapositive‘  uman-societal
[self-re]productive [self-Jacceleration’/‘'sociefalelf-re]productive [self-]lorce’ exists, for perioli, whenever
there is a gain ipositive ‘self-[reproductive] momentum’ in peridid relative to periodt— 1 --

(Pe+Gp)- (P-1+Gp-1)) =D(Pr-1+G-1) > D(Pp-2+ Gp-2) = ((P-1+ Gp-1)= (Pr-2+ Gy-2)).

In the image below, thesgN( (P 1+ Gg.1)- (Pe-2+ Gi-2) )’ factor in the numerator rectifies the sign of
the whole expression when either the sign of{tiBy_ 1 + G- 1) - (Pg-2+ G 2) ) denominator, or the signs
of both the( (Py + Gy) = (P 1+ Gp-1) ) numerator-component, and the denominator, aretivedan sign].

For the * uman-societal self-reproductive self-_orce' to exist -- indeed, for theumanspecies,as suchto

exist, for long -- botlP; andGy must be greater than zero. Living representatfeélse uman Genome, but
stripped of all ‘Phenomic artifacts’, and so reniragn do not constitute a viablsystainable umansocial unit,
and therefore do not qualify as manifesting thetexice of uman-social self-reproductiveorce. An
accumulation of ‘Phenomic artifacts’ alone, no mattow massive how vast, if devoid of any living uman
population, do not constitute aiman-social uniét all, and, likewise, qualify even less as manifesting t
existence of uman-social-reproductive selbrce. In either case, the value of this ‘s@fee’ isnot ‘O’, but,
rather, takes on the “‘value’’on-existent’, connoted by ‘ . Therefore, the fac(®y %Gy )/(Py *Gy) in
the image of the productivesrce formula below is included. Its value is producing no impact on the overall
value of the metric, as long as b&handG; are greater than zero. But if eithéy or G, or both, go the

value to O’, which we call ‘empty zero’, then the value oétluantifier’ part of the whole metric becomes
(0/0). Taking the ‘metricaijualifiers’ into account, we have ‘full zero’ as thesudt for the entire expression --

(0) 1(0) ° Q/@® ° O

The image below illustrates the construction of imetric for the Marxian, “‘social [re-]productiveorce™ --
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A ric rendering of theystematic dialectic of dynamics-measuring formulas out of which theeaaf the
metric imaged above emerges @rasentational dialectic that we have just concluded for tgmcific case of
our developing dynamics-metric for ‘social-reprotive self- orce’ -- is portrayed in the following image --
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When, in ourseventh dialectical arithmetic/algebra, a** quantifier” value of ‘empty zero’O, multiplies the
‘metrical gualifier’ in one of its gualo-guantitative’ arithmetical/algebraic expressions, the result is
axiomatically, but also intuitively, held to be vitvee call ‘full zero’, which we denote by ' -- anew
kind of arithmetical value, which first takégll shape in thiseventh system of dialectical arithmetic. This
‘full zero’ value, in the axioms-system of thgeventh dialectical arithmetic, stands fofno longer exists, i.e.,
for thegualitative, ontological “* non-existence™ of the entity measured by the formula when thantda
takes on this value, signifying, in the formulatloé image above, as in the logic of our argumdidyae, that
uman-social productive _orce can exist only whilboth Py Gy maintain above-zero valudd; > 0 <G;.
Of course, this productiveorce metric camomentaneously and transiently pass through the ‘full zero’ value,
whenever theelocity of social reproduction crosses over, from negative to positive value$;am positive to
negative values, momentarildemanifesting’ this orce E.g., during famines, economic depressions, warsgdes, etf. But

Gt = 0 and/orP; = 0 meandasting ‘ demanifestation’ of thisorce for the social locus so-measured. For

more about ouseventh dialectical arithmetic, the ‘Mu” arithmetic, ITI®P mu ® MON , and its
7

new ‘meta-number’, ‘full zero’,. ', see pA-9 to A-14, and ppA-18 to A-21, in SupplementA to the
F.E.D. Introductory Letter , composed by ouf.E.D. General Council’'s Secretary-General, H. de Nemeres

http://www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Primer_filesRBE.D.%20Intro.%20Letter,%20Supplement%20A-1_O@R.p

Each of these fourDiversity = F(Unity)'-form[atted]* equations™ , is actually an “equation of
equations, i.e., an** equation of second degree’, a' meta-equation’. Each is ameta-equation’ unit because
each is made up out of a [qualitatively, ontolotliddeterogeneous multiplicity df mere equation™ units --
agualitatively differentequation-unit for eachguantitatively different value of its specific versiof the epoch

counter/driver-variabldl;x,Xﬁ {", , , } Since'equations’ constitute' mathematical models’, any

‘meta-equation’ for domainX is also d meta-model’ of domainX, i.e., is @model of models’, a“* model of
second degree’, suchHmeta-models being made up out of a heterogeneous multiplaftyhistorically-
«speci»-fic™, ‘epoch-«speci»-fic’ mere models, thusmodels of only *“ first degree”, bridged together by the
“‘meta-evolutionary’”, ‘ontologically revolutionary’ temporal, historicddoundaries, and by the historic
transitions, between/from one epochand/to its successor epoch. The latter three of the‘foeta-models
introduced above are all instances of what we t@gychohistorical-dialectical meta-models' -- per our
paradigm, one which we have namgsychohistorical materialism’ -- because thoseneta-models focus on
the'psycheic’, on‘psyches-bearing’, i.e., on the uman[oid] stage(s)/portion(s), tfosmological meta-
evolution’, i.e., of* the Dialectic of Nature”’ as a whole. The latt@ ‘meta-models deliver uman ‘socio-
ontological category-symbols’ in thiaronological order -- in the ltx order’ -- in which the first units that

formed thée psychohistorical material content’ of each given ‘ uman-social kind’ category came into
existencerelative to that of the other ‘uman-social kind’ categories modeled, all in acaoak with our
principle of*chrono-empiricism’. That is, suchmeta-model’ fulfill ‘the chrono-empirical imperative’ of
reproducing, symbolically, the actual, historitabrder of appearance” [cf. Chardin] of once-new ‘uman
social ontology’, i.e., producing their symbolsampirically-accuratehronological, ‘ diachronic dialectical
order’. Further, suchdialectical meta-equation meta-models, formulated in the sam'glial ectical
«characteristica universalis»’ algebra described above, and the one that & tastormulate each of the four
‘[psycho]historical -dialectical meta-equations’ just addressedan also deliver ** systematic order’™ --
‘synchronic order’, taxonomic order; classificatory order, or *“‘peptaical order” --aswell as the kind of

‘diachronic order’, “temporal order”chronological order, or* historical order™ |, ** order of appearance
«species» of order delivered by the fotimeta-equations’ just introduced aboverfrx, «Grundrisses, ibid., pp.100-108].
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That is, suchdialectical meta-equations can generate category-describing/-specifying algelberms in
“‘systematic’”, taxonomic, classificatory,’ synchronic cross-section™, or “snapshottialectical order’,
not just in “!longitudinal’’, “* chronological’™ , ‘diachronic dialectical order’.

For such synchronic, present-ational’ -- ‘present-ation of the present historical state’ -- ‘expositional cumula’

of ontological categories, we use a sign of “‘careous’™ motif, , in place of the sign of “*angular’”
S

motif, , the latter being used fonistorical cumula’ -- ‘diachronically dialectically-ordered

categoriakumula’ -- as exemplified in the foumeta-equations' described above. These “‘angular” versus
“‘curvaceous’™ motifs in fact pervade the respeet symbols-sets for thé historical-dialectical’™” versus for
the™ systematic-dialectical” divisions ofF.E.D. dialectics, throughout.

The categorialcumulum’ for/of eachstep,S,, in such a modelesystematic presentation, for a domainx,
contains, not only the entire *“‘heritage’™ of atlategory-symbols generated from all previsteps, up to the
immediately/consecutively previogsep,(S,~ ), but also contains category-symbols for riesvest
categorial-combinatoric fruition of the user’s mental ‘interactioning& mental ‘self-actioning’, of all
categories symbolically contained/explicit/extarégented as of that previosiep, (S,~ ), of presentation.

However, the categoriatumulum’ for/of stepS, doesnot [yet] explicitly, symbolically contain the
categorial-combinatoric fruition of the user's mental ‘interactioning’, and mensalf-actioning’, of thenet
new categories symbolically contained/explicit/extanitented as of the immediately, consecutivagxkt step
after that previoustep,(S,~ ), of thepresentation, namely, o§tep((S,- )+ ) =S,, i.e., of the user’s
mental “[self-]hybridizing’” [mental ‘interactioning’ & mental ‘self-actioning’] of/famong thog®t new
category-symbols themselvemr of that ‘interactioning’ of thosget new category-symbols with all of thsid
category-symbols, that were already extant in,@maleviously ‘present-ed’, before and/or up-to-and
including,step(S,~ ). The lattercategorial-combinatoric fruitions belong to thenext step beyondteps,,

i.e., tostep(S,+ ), and also to its sequel, given tmeond, externalconservation moment of our algebra’s
double-conservation «aufheben» product-rulé conservativity' , as distinct from that product-rulefig st,
internal-conservation moment conservativity’, the*meta-monadizing’, neo-«arithmos»-forming moment.

Regarding theystematic order modeling potential of thedialectical «characteristic universalis» algebra’ that
we have been considering, let us now consider aiewfic examples.

11

Consider, for one example, the first, “*deepesiitad of Hegel's &Vissenschatft der ogik» [The Science of

Loqic], in stepS = of that presentation [as we model it]. This opgistep of Hegel's categorial-

progressionsystematic|-dialectical]-method-of -presentation [Marx] exposition of, ostensively, the core
categories ofnodern human-social cognition, i.e., for tieapitalist epoch of ‘the human Pheome’

[the epoch that was ambient for Hegel], covers tlialectical logic of the mostjeneral, most abstract layer
of that cognition, per Hegel.

We have labeled, by = , the domain of Hegel’Science of ogic. This domain may be solvable as --

S S
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-- if we take ‘ __’ to connote Hegel's arché»/starter-category -- that of abstract, indetert@nanmediate,

pure “‘_eing’” -- as thefirst «species» of what we term__eing-in-« »-ral’. ForstepS = ,the RHS of
this‘dialectical equation-model’ generates a triadic categorisdeo-cumulum’ --

1
If we “solve” our nd term, , @s connoting Hegel'sther/opposite category to that denoted by

-- thatopposite being “*abstract, indeterminate, immediate, pu@ntent-less_othing[ness]™”, hence

connoted by ® ® - then it follows that our rd term, , is to be “solved’” as/by a

category connoted by ® , or by a category connoted by ®

The way in which thé&* units” of the category of *“* _othing™’, __, can be grasped as arising -- for the
human mind, as the actor/agent/subject, ‘mentafipadying’ thefirst category, __ -- from [out of] the
content of thafirst category, __, itself, as a[n] ‘felf-]«aufheben» [self-]meta-unit-ization’, or as a

[ self-]meta-«monad»-ization’, of theunits, or «monads», of category __, isnot easy to discern. However,
once discerned, this discernment opens out inestaoonsideration -- indeed, intalialectical, immanent
critique -- of, not just' The German ldeology, but of no less tharThe Modern |deology' as a whole,
including ofmodern mathematics as a whole, since thatathematics constitutes merely the most rarefied
distillation of thatmodern, * elementary value-form™ [Marx], «mentalité» as a whole. This discernment
may arise via reflection upon thalectic of the ‘finitary Set of all sets cognitiveelf-movement’, which we

-

S S
model asS¢ = . ,givenSs1 ® Ss ® S E =, with ‘U® O °’ denoting the Univers|e][al]
Set”, orinitial “set of all [‘Ur’-] Objects™, and, more deeply still, via thesychohistorical materialist’ take on
S
thedialectic of the “finitary set of alQbjects deo-auto-kinesis»’, which we model a®©s = U , again,

.= O e
via the ‘Power-Set Evolute Product Ru®; ® OsE ~— ® Q ,for the “multiplication” of sets.

Indeed, these twadeo-dialectics constitute the [cf. Marx] ‘cell-forms’, or “seefirms’, of all of our
discoveries. But here, in this locus, we must pags them, for the present.

The category-symbol ° = ' connotes the new;| that results as the , or
categorial/conceptudl " and™ " or' dialectical S
S ", of category __ and/with category __, as --

-- and/versus as --

-_ . [The above two category-symbols are distinct in rimgas even opposite -- connotationally, but not

distinguishable arithmetically, in our algebra,asd we substitute thé Godelian™ version of thé double-conservation «aufheben» evolute product rule’ axiom, for
the version of that axiom described herein. Forenadoout this alternate axiom, detp://www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Dialectic_Idgaphy _files/6_Dialectics-

Partic-Briefing_OCR.pdfp.| - 151.].
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We may “solve” for this symbol, * ,or' ', as connoting thé of Hegel's « ogik», that

which Hegel names “* " "’ and which Hegel defines as the total movemewonsisting of two
“moments” --(1) the passage from “ othing™, __, [in]to “* _eing”, __, which Hegel names %

[in] " [ing]

[well connoted by , intimating* ., ’, theconversion, of _othing by__eing, into

11 113

eing”’, __, to

113 113

_eing], andy(2) the passage from _othing”’, __, which Hegel names % [to]

"[& " ] [well connoted by , Which suggests © ., ’, theconversion, of _eing by__othing, into

__othing], & which, as a whole, as tleal ectical [v] of these “moments”/‘sub-movements’, constitutes
Hegel's ** " "’ category --

Consider, for anothésynchronic, systematic dialectical order’ example, the full [table of] content(s) of
Marx’s treatise, « apital» [capital, A Critique of Political Econom{, Volumesl, |1, & |11 [butnot including “volumel v*, Theories of
Surplus-Value, “ The [pre-JHistory of the [Marxian] Theory [of Surplus Value]'] -- the domain that we will label, herein, by

X = . Foran “abridged such example, manageabli¢ghin the confines of this sketch, consider Marx’s
«magnum opusin terms ofonly its categories regarding the ‘socio-ontology’ lué fiorms of exchange-value
involved in the girkulationgprocess» of «apitals», within Marx’s** systematic-dialectical’™ , ‘synchronic-
dialectical’ “** method of presentation’™ exposition of the political-economic core categerofmodern, i.e., of
capitalist, daily life, social graxis»/social practice, and human cognition. Symbolsoting these categories
can be symbolically generated, for presentatiom pedagogically-advantageous, systematic, clagsifig,
taxonomic'dialectical order’, i.e., cumulatively, starting from the simplespshabstract, least determinate
category, and progressing, consecutivstgp-bystep, all the way dowrf, for Marx, all the way “up”: see KaMarx,
«Grundrisse», ibid., p.101, “...rising from the abstract to the concret¢.f0 the most “‘determinate’, i.e., most ‘deteinations-rich’,
most complex, most ‘thought-concreteirkulationgprocess» category. Those category-symbols can be so
generated, in thaystematic order, via following the' dialectical model-equation’ for the [table of] content(s)
of Marx’s «Kapitab», for its «cirkulationsprocess» categories, its “‘value-forms”” categories [of) by starting
from Marx’s “*mid-scale’, *““mid-deep” « arché»-/starter-category 1ot from the ‘deepest’ arché»

category, that of' the elementary or accidental form of value”, of VOL . |, PARTI|, CHAPTERI ., Sectior3.,
[sub-section]A., nor from the near-“surface of societyarché» category, that ofder produktionsprocess des

kapitals», of VOL. | as a whole, but from the category, @dmmodities”, ofvOL . |, PARTI, CHAPTERI.
as a whole. The resultiriigst triad of categories is --
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This category, of Commaodities”, is that of the ‘Capitalissynchronic’, *“‘present’, “‘contemporary’” kind

of “Commaodities” units, sold fori¥lonies” units -- in exchange for consumer-revenae$yr Capital Vonies”
-- i.e., not, typicallypartered commodities, as were the historicdiiyst, diachronically [surpassediast kinds

of commodities. Herein, we will connote this, aamporaneous,sgecies» of “Commodities”, by the category-

symbol C. Given the foregoing, tHelialectical meta-equation’ for Marx’s circulation-sphere categories is --

S S

= Q =

For its third and finagtep,stepS = , the'dialectical meta-equation meta-model’ above generates the
following progression / ‘cumulum’ of ‘socio-econo-ontological’ categories, per osolution” of it --

= € = ¢c=¢C M MC c M MC

[Note In this, latter; meta-equation’, vis-a-visthe former meta-equation’, the* dialectical meta-equation’ format has also changed, from one of --

‘Implicit Categorial Diversity = F(Explicit Categorial Unity)’, for the former meta-equation’, to, for the lattefmeta-equation’, one of --

‘ Implicit Categorial Diversity =...= Explicit Categorial D/'vers/tz].
Inthes = ‘dialectical equation’, as “solved” above, we have the following ‘sociaogical’ categories:

(1) [«_apital», Vol.l, Partl, Chapteil.] Our «arché» category, C, connotes the human, ‘[psycho]historical-
material’, ‘socio-econo-ontological category’ ofolwange-value in the form oCommaodities”;

(2) [Ibid., Vol. I, Partl, Chapten11.] Category M connotes the human-social, ‘[psycho]historicalenat’,
‘econo-ontological category’ of exchange-value“agdnies™, as M = cc. Not physically, but in

collective-cognitive, symbolic, “‘socio-psycholagl™ terms, in the minds ofCommaodities-personifying’
and ‘Monies-personifying’ human agents, e&bbney unit is, essentially, aeta-Commaodity’ unit, made out
of the heterogeneous multiplicity/mental list df@flthe qualitatively different kinds c&@ommodity units that
will exchange for [quantitatively-definite aggregatof] that\ionies [unit]. This symbol arises, ‘qualo-

computationally’, from C C C = cc = M, as the first [full] dialectical antithesis

category in/of this“ method of presentation’™ dialectic, a opposite to «arché» category, C;

(3) [vol. I, Partl, Chap.lIl., Sec2.] Category c connotes the human, ‘[psycho]historical-material’,

‘econo-ontological category’ of exchange-valuehesdngoing, incessantodern social process/movement of
the “ Monies+ “[Simple] CiRculation” of Commaodities”,{ C M C’}, as the* dialectical
thesis” /** " [ 'socio-ontological ' [ ‘alternating " of the content
of the *“Monies™ category with that of the Commodities™ category, the first [fulf}' dialectical synthesis™
category in thispresent-ational dialectic’, or* dialectical present-ation™ , of Marx’s. This symbol arises,

‘qualo-computationally’, from M C C = vc, or from  C M M = M

yielding, in terms of overall resultsi= = ¢ = ¢u as the first [full] " in/of this Marxian

method of presentation’™ dialectic.
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[Vol. I, Partll] Category v = K connotes the ‘[psycho]historical-materiatipdern, ‘socio-econo-

ontological category’ of exchange-value &sagitals», i.e., as the oppositeto M; ‘contra- M’
or ‘meta- M’ as K; not the processgsC M  C'}, but their inverse{, M C M'}. This ric,

« » « » category, hasmplicitly, many «pecies»  sub-«pecies», and, alsomplicitly, countless
unitgindividuals«monads». This category-symbol is tlsecond *“* dialectical [full] antithesis™” category-
symbol in this present-ational dialectic’, for « » as ‘the autocatalytic forms of exchange-valuies!,
as [cf. Marx] “self-expanding [exchange-]Jvalues?, C M M' >M, M'-= M = gross profie DV =the
“purely” quantitative increment of capital-values§lf-lexpansion”, as “realization” of surplus-latsosurplus-
value. Not physically, but in collective-cognitive/symbolitgocio-psychological’” terms, e.g., in the mind$
capitalists, each “individual »” unit is a ‘meta®oney’ unit, made up out of a multiplicity ¢&=D\} }
[Money units aggregates, representing periodic poofivss], from past [accounting] periotis, ‘Qualo-

computationally’, this category-symbol arises asvi M M= v = K,

[Vol. 11, Partl, Chapteill. ] Category «c connotes a human, ‘[psycho]historical-materiedodern,

‘socio-econo-ontological category’ of exchange-ealas “Commodity-« »” oras "'« »-ized
Commaodities™, typically as “Industrial-« »"", manifesting transiently in the form oCommodity-
assemblages’, e.g., Commodity-inventories™, as one of the major «pecies» of the ric, « »

Vol. 1l « » category. This is thigrst ‘dialectical partial synthesis' of the ““Commodities™,
“Monies™, "« »"" categories that has been evoked/presentedrgoda tosteps = |, but, as
the** dialectical synthesis™ /** " ['socio-ontological [ " of just
the C categories, it thustill falls short of ‘co-synthesis'/‘co- '/‘co- " also with
the contents of the\l category. It arises, by ‘qualo-computation’, as C C = c

[Vol. 11, Partl, Chaptei. ] Category « connotes the human, ‘[psycho]historical-materiaddern,

‘econo-ontological category’ of exchange-value$‘égoney-« »”’ oras "« »-izedMonies™,
typically ““Industrial-« »"" manifesting transiently in the form olMloney-assemblages’, e.g., as
“liquid capital(s)™, as one of the major «pecies» of the ric, « » Vol. Il « » category.
This is thesecond *‘ dialectical partial synthesis of the ““Commodities™, “Monies”  “« »"
categories that has been evoked/presented soefaitpsteps = |, but, as the” dialectical
thesis” /' " ['socio-ontological [ " of just the M
categorieglone, it thusgtill falls short of ‘co-synthesis'/‘co- '['co- " also with the
contents of theC category. This category-symbol arises, in termguélo-computation’, by way of the
M M = v cumulum-component categories multiplication/subtractiorcektion.
[Vol. 11, Partlll, especially ChapteXXIl. ]| Category Mc, Or mc, connotes the human,

‘[psycho]historical-material’, ‘socio-econo-ontolcgl category’ of exchange-values as the ongoimggssant,
interrupted by “economic crisisinodern, [i.e., capitalist] social process of the appropriation/subsumption/-

“internalization’/*‘conversion™, by the actual content intendeby the “« »”" category,of much
[but not of all] of the systematically simpler, less-inclusivesdé ‘thought-concrete’™ contents of the earlier
presented category of the also incesgasdern social process of ‘Ylonies+ “[Simple ] CiRculation”

of Commodities”,{ C M C’}, connoted by category-symbolin this symbols progression, yc.

Thus{C M C'} conceals botf...<c M c..h { Ky ce- Pl c v .-}, 1.€., capital in
the form of commodities exchanging for [selling tajpital in the form of money, exchanging agaituim for
capital in the form of commodities, as well ashe form of the inverse motion, and so.an
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The category denoted ¢, recall, is théfirst dialectical FULL synthesis category in thiglialectical

categorial progression, i.e., combiningll [in this case, combininigoth] of the previously-extant &§nti]thesis
categories’, namely,M and C, that have been symbolically evoked/presenteaup tyc, i.e., up to the

step stepS = ]inwhich category ¢ first explicitly arisesgxcepting only the very last, latest term, in
this case théourth term of thasstep, the term  yy = , Which represents the newest, in this case, the

second, thesis category’ to be evoked in thisategories-progression up to thasstep,steps = 2.

Category [vc] represents / evokes / invokes / presents stiiend dialectical FULL synthesis’ category of

thisdialectical categorial progression, i.e., again, combiningll [in this caseall ] ‘previously-extantized’
‘thesis or antithesis categories’, namely,\, M, and C, that have been symbolically and systematically
evoked/invoked/presented up to «uc, i.€., up to thetep [stepS = J] in which category vy first

explicitly arises, and, agaiexcepting only the very last, latest term in tigsep, in this case, theighth term,
the still“ unknown” term denoted algebraically by =?, which represents the newest, in this case, the

, " antithesis category”’ to be evoked in thisategories-progression up to/through thagtep,s =

Category vc connotatively includes/combines/synthesizes/‘eeomimlogically hybridizes’in effect, two

of the three majorsoecies» of the “fully-developed”/Marx-contemporaneousdurstrial-< » « »,
namely c and v, excluding only Productive Capital”.

Thus,in toto, in net effectcategory vc, as interpreted/“solved” herein, connotes a pdftiavolute™]

113 1 (R1]

appropriation’™ / subsumption /** conversion’” of the also already present/contemporaneous empirical
content referenced by ¢ -- the category of thsimple circulation ofCommaoditiessia the of

Monies’-- by « », by the empirical content referenced by categéry® = ww; that is, the
‘econo-ontological »-ization’ of that ‘simple dkculation ofCommodities™, into ‘Commaodity-
circulation byMoney+ ', i.e., into what Marx called ““The...Circulatioof the Total Social Capital’”,
and which phrase forms, in fact, the very titlahaf final part of ®as Kapital», vol.ll. Category MC

arises, in a ‘qualo-computational’ sense, as: MC Me = Mg = MC

(8) [Vol. I, PartVIlI, ChaptexXXXIl.; Vol. [ 11, PartV, ChapteiXXVI1.; see also @rundrisse», p.410, § ]
Category =7 isthe andfinal ‘dialectical anti-thesis, or‘ meta-thesis', category-symbol that is, per

our solution, within the scope of Marxisalectical, immanent critique of the ideology-vitiated social science
of capitalist political-economics, i.e., for MarxX’gresentational dialectical categorial progression’” model/-
theorization of thenodern « »-system.

Before delving into the detailed content of thisntmating category, per our “‘solution’ as tostmeaning, let
us first put in place some overview characterizegiof this systematic capitalisnmeta-model meta-equation’
as a whole.
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The following image providesmodels specification for themodels contained in thismeta-model’ --
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The following four images depict, in the first inea@g pre-presentation grasp of the capitals-sydtdowed
by, in the next three images, the firsstages of its Marxian presentation Das Kapitab, for those
circulations-process value-forms which thiseta-model’ captures --
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The Content of this Models Final Category. The other category-symbols that share, withgmatesymbol
, @ common form, generically, the form vy, with a double occurrence of the same subscrihetp

namely, the category-symbol cc = M, fromstepS = onward, the category-symbol = KK,

fromstepS = onward, served to raise the presenter’s and piexs@si) attentions from the content of a
category of the form v to the content of a category of the form yy, a content thaélevates andcontains,

congtrains, anddelimits [part of] what also inheres in the y category, a content that megice have been
organized only up to the level of the content iningein that category, v, but a content that presently,

synchronically elevated as/in[to] a higher category, categoryyy, but a higher category that exists still within

the sphere of thenodern « »-system, and still within the totality of the ploamena of that « >-
system, and within the historical empirical expecie ofmodern, contemporary individuals, human social
individuals living within that »-system, as microcosmic parts of thdtgital s»-system -- presentor

and presentee(s) alike. However, in the casetefjoay-symbol , Whose (.’ subscript epithet stands for

the highest ‘self-hybrid’ category of thé&l »-system, i.e., fork »itself, yu= ® , this

‘category-symbol’ must therefore refer to a contémia reality, at least tendentiatigyond, andoutside of, the
present « »-system, a category belonging, thus, topgiiential future of this humanity, or to the
transition from to that future.

This category thus points to a humanity self-orgaaj predominantly, via a new ‘socio-econo-ontolpgwa a

“*new social relationship of production’heyond [but still «caufhebenx»-containing] the ‘« »-relation’,
and one thukeyond the explicit experience of presentor and presentee(k¢ alhough some of them

may have witnessed/experienciadplicitly, if often typically alsounwittingly, the “sprouts”, the “transitional
forms”, the ‘protoic’, “‘embryonic forms™, the “seed-forms” or “‘cell-forms™, of thisfuture [cf. Marx, Capital
Vol. 111, Partv, Chaptexxvi1.] -- forms already extant in the , synchronic historical moment of the still-
continuing self-reproduction of the<« »-system, but often discernible as such only vigpdseientific
insight. [E.g., per Marx, the worker-owned/workeanaged producer-cooperatives/“cooperative facbrie
exemplify such a “‘seed-form’™. To our eyes, e “co-ops” foreshadow the soon to be recognkiamhan

Right, & economic-democratic institution/social property relation-of-production, of ‘Citizen Stewardship
_quity’, whatever may be the name under which it finakgomes known, tiuture history].

In the «rundrisse», Marx put the matter -- from himethodological point of view, including with respect to
his method of presentation of the content that was later to becor@asKapital» -- in this way:

“...ourmethod indicates the points whehéstorical investigation must enter in, or where bourgeo@memy as a merely
historical form of the production procegsints beyond itself to earlier historical modes of production. In order to
develop the laws of bourgeois economy, therefoiis niot necessary to write theal history of the relations of
production.”

“But the correct observation and deduction of tHases,as having themselves become in history, always leads to
primary equations -- like the empirical numbers sghatural science -- whigiint towards a past lying behind
[Ks: i.e., located bothdefore’, and internalized presentiyithin®] this system.”

“Theseindications [Andeutuny together with a correct grasp of thezsent, then also offer the key to the understanding
of thepast -- a work in its own right which, it is hoped, waadl be able to undertake as weh: alas, Marx did not live to do k3
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“This correct view likewise leads at the same ttmgoints at which theuspension [KS: i.e., at which the aufheben»-

'] of the present form of production relations gives signs of it§ - i
“Just as, on one side tpee-bourgeois phases appear amerelyhistorical, i.e. suspended [KS: i.e., as aufheben» ated’]
pre-suppositions, so do thentemporary conditions of production likewise appear as endageuspending themselves
[KS: ie., in ‘[s=i-]«aufheben»-atng [themselves} and hence in positing th@storic presuppositions for 8

[Karl Marx, «Grundrisse», ibid., pp.460-461, italic-bold, underlinedshadowed, andcolor emphas&added].

11 {R1]

In our “interpretation” of outdialectical meta-equation’ for the *“‘value-forms’ content of Marx’<apital,
e.g., in our “solution” for the meaning of the lastegory-symbol that thisneta-equation’ generates, ,

the symbol refers to thémeta-’ part, to the meta-evolutionary’ moment, to which theelf-evolution of
capitalism leads; to the appearance oftiné -- ist -- as
engaged not only in the more and more degraded -- reproduction of the relation and, hence, dhe

ist system, but as also engagedsé f-«aufheben» self-negating [Nicolaus: “ suspending’ | themselves, and
hence inpositing the historic presuppositions for a potential future, new state of society, whose founding
relation we, as already indicated earlier, call Juitisn™ , or ‘theGeneralized _quity social relation of

production’, symbolized herein as =_ =__, & connoting aransition, [from] out of ism, &

[in]to a new, higher, more _quitable, morejust, far more democratic system of human social reproduction.

Thus, we see as connoting thegf-critique, thedialectical, immanent critique, orthe immanently-

critical dialectical self-negation, of ® , the < »-category, just as ¢c¢ connotes, for us, the

immanent / self-critique, of  ¢® C, of the ““Commodities™ category, as encompassing the totalftthe
categorial ‘meta-anatomy& ‘meta-physiology’ of the k »-system& justas  , connotes, again,
for us, themmanent / self-critiqueof ~ ,® M, of the ““Monies’ category, as taken to be a category that

exhausts the categorial ‘meta-anato&y’meta-physiology’ of the k »-system, i.e., as theorizing/-
explaining that system in its totality.

Theimmanent / self-critiqueof ~ ¢® Cinthe formof cc= M, and thémmanent / self-critique of

v inthe form of = £, send the attentions of the presentor and of tbeeptee(s) to jaresent

higher categorial locustill within the compass, and the kencapitalism, plus toimplicit resonances with
categories that first existed also in thefore-side’ of the « »-system, in itpast-empirical [and,
archaeologically -- as archaeological remains esent-empirical] “‘temporal-side’”. On the contrary, the

immanent critique, or self-critique, of ® in the form of =_ =__, exceeds antiianscends

® , transcends its very domain; ', and points toward an as yet-present’, new domain, one which

we can therefore, initially, only designate negaliryby ='. Thatcritique categoriallytranscends capitalism
itself, and sends the presenter’s, and presentee(&jti@ins into the inward, anticipatory directionadifthat is
as-yet-un-experienced’, to the empirical ‘after-side’ of the &« »-system, thus aiding the
inferentially-rigorous* pre-imagination™ of that‘after-side’ [see Marxcapital, vol.1, Partii1, ChapteNI1., Sec1., definition of
human labd}, by presenter and presentee(s) alika its empirically present “ sprouts”
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The category thus also connotes, and ‘pre-constructs’, symathidinguistically, i.e., ‘pre-says’, or

“pre-dicts™, a future human-social process of the human constructienhagher form of human society,
founded upon aigher principle than that of capital-profitabilitat any human/social cost, albeit ahigher

principle that still <aufheben»-“ containsg’ and** «aufheben»-constrains™ ; presages the
‘self-conversion’ of present, into a new, higher social state and form, based
upon anew, higher social relation of production vis-a-vis*® " [Marx].

We envision thiguture human-social process/movement as a socigtethfinite singularity’, a ‘social
relations-[of-production] evolution’, self-propelling human society beyondjitesent, ‘« »-ist’
stage/form; an immanent, internal, ‘sociotologically revolutionary, new human-social-ontol ogy-creating,
dialectical, i.e., @ufheben», *“ internal-opposition / self-opposition™ and [ determinate’, not “abstract”,
i.e.,not abolitionist] “* SELF-negation™ , andpractical critique, of the objective contents of th& a »
category. This aufheben» “* self-negation™ of « (9)» connotes, e.g., the rising-up, withir
of “variable " [Marx], ‘dialectically self-negating’, or‘ self-«aufheben» self-negating’, both itself

, and the rest df , including “constant " [Marx], including “fixed
thusfreeing all of these forms of from their [former] determinations/limitationgjua»

Recorded formulations by Marx which resonate wlih interpretations stated above include the folhgwi

- Marx’s classic prediction, at the closeQdpital, volumel [PartVII1, ChapteiXXXI1.] of the historical
“*karma’’, or ‘self-refl uxive fate’, of the & (9)»-immanengexpropriation operation; his prediction
that this core capitalist operation“axpropriation” , applied, not only in the initial process of the
“ primitive accumulation” of capital, but also all along, ever since, immehg e.g.,by [e.g., larger]

« » themselvedp [e.qg., other, smaller]k » themselves, and applied, by all tho&exeital s»,
as a whole, to the working class, in regard togitpeopriation of the workers surpluslabor, would, in the
end, come ‘round to apply tdé<« » itself,as a whole; would come to be appliday « » as a
whole [i.e., including “variable "1, to « » as a whole, culminating in &expropriation [a

determinate self-negation] of capitalist expropriation itself’, in which” The expropriators are
expropriated.” [Marx] -- “in the former case, we had the expriagion of the mass of the people by a few
usurpers; in the latter, we have the expropriabiba few usurpers by the mass of the people” [Marx]

- Marx’s formulation, in the Grundrisse», of the ultimaté self-destruction” of the < (g)»system, i.e.,
the destruction OF the « (9)»system, BY the « (9)»-system itself, owing to the essential
tendency of that system to continually increase $&lé-reproductive _orce’ of humanity, and to explode
any barriers that it encounters to such increasiuding I TSELF once it becomes such a barrier, thus
“bursting asunder” the capitaklation itself, the capitalocial_elationof productionitself, as predominant
‘determinor’/determinant/determination miodern human society, once the capit&hation itself becomes
the primary remaining fetter upon / barrier to, theher ‘qualo-quantitative’ growth of the humaorces of
production, to the growth of tHeelf-reproductive self-_orce’ of human society, that is, to the growth of the
‘self-productivity’ of humanity/of human ‘socio-mass’ as the prime metric of hurspecies’ “‘fithess™ in
the‘meta-Darwinian’ sense: Capital has pushed beyond national boundaries @ejddices, beyond the
deification of nature and the inherited, self-siéft satisfaction of existing needs confined withvell-defined
bounds, and the reproduction of the traditional wilfe. It isdestructive of all this, and permanently revolutionary,
tearing down all obstacles that impede the development of productive forces, the expansion of needs, the diversity of
production and the exploitation and exchange afnahtind intellectual forces. But because capitéd up any such
boundary as a limitation and is thdeally over and beyond it, it does not in any way follihat it hageally
surmounted it, and since any such limitation catitta its vocation, capitalist production movegdmtradictions
which are constantly overcome, only to be, againstantly re-established. Still more so. The ersality towards
which it is perpetually drivindinds limitationsin its own nature, which at a certain stage of its development will
make it appear as itself the greatest barrierigotéimdency, leading thus to its oself-destruction.”

[David McLellan, The GrundrisseKarl Marx, Harper & Row [NY:1971], pp. 94-95, emphasesm].
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The following image summarizes this progress froghstory [Marx], to human history proper, as we ge-
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Question How might one construct another “purely’-qudlita, “purely-ontological”, “‘simple” *categorial
progression dialectical-mathematical meta-model’ of the [table of] contents of Marx’'Das Kapitab, using
the very samédialectical «characteristica universalis» algebra’ that was used aboviut thistime also a
‘meta-model’ encompassing more of the *“‘value-form(s)”’/*‘forms of exchange-vlue’”/*“*circulation-
forms™ content of that treatise?

Our ResponseSuch a construction requires a ‘“‘deeperédrehé» category, ostarting category, than the
category of Commodities”, C. That deeperarché» category might beE, connoting the category that Marx
named “TheElementary or Accidental Form of ValueZabital volumel, Partl, Chaptet., Sectior8. A.]. TO construct a
model encompassing also the dirgotoduktiongprocess» categorial content @apital, requires anarché»
category situated “‘deeper’” still in the histaal layering withinmodern social objects, i.e., withimodern
objective repositories of capital-value. That d&egrché» category might belU, connoting the Marxian
category of Use-Value” Eapital, Volumel, Partl, Chaptet., Sectiont.], the “Use-Value”historical and systematic core of

the Value ofmodern, contemporary, capitalist, “‘pric éd”’ Commaodity[-Capital]. Eachmodern commodity
constitutes/is constituted by/asdialectical , harboring the ‘dynamizingntra-duality’ of --

‘Use-Value Exchange-Value’'. Marx may have ruled out usingé-Value” directly as the explicit
“‘deepest’ «arché» category for/of his treatise @apitalism, because that treatise was to be limited to an
immanent critique of classical, use-value-eliding, “political econgin Thus, the scope of Marx’s treatise was
to coincide with that of the capitalist-ideologyrspromised science of classical bourgeois poligcainomy,
except for special boundary topics, where bourgeois $pa@mmanently* points beyond itself”, to a potential
future state of society, to a future-historical rad production. Shedding that self-imposed castiof

Marx’s theorization irCapital, one might go *“deeper’ still for an arché» category, all the way down to the
pre-human/extra-humaxiatur e ultimate core content of every human product, of everidse-Value”, of every

contemporary commodity. We denote that ultimateakché» category by A, connoting direcAppropriations,
by humans, in raw/unrefined form, ld&ture's ‘exo-human’ ‘product[ion]s’; of the products Gextra-human
" which, in the synchronic, systematic, contemgary, capitalist context, means the “raw materials”

Nature
mining industries [e.g., gold], “‘industrializeckq; »-ized’] agriculture™, & other “extractive industries”.

These ‘deeper arché»’ dialectical-mathematical meta-models of «Das Kapitab can be summed-up as:

s s

. = E = e :
s s

. = g = 0 :
s s

. = A = A

All three meta-models are being explored in our ongoing research, pobtisand, so faunpublished, alike.
The first two diagrams below illustrate thieachronic, historical dialectic -- “the past that hidegehind, and
that also hidesithin™ [ cf. Marx, Grundrisses, ibid., p. ], the capitalist present, thepresent “state of society” [Marx]
that thesynchronic, systematic dialectic of our‘ meta-equation meta-modd’ --

S S

= g =

S C
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-- IS meant to encode, at least for the forms ef&airkulationsprocess de Kapitals» of present times:
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The third diagram, below, represents the “‘constn™ of the contemporary capitalist commodity a
“laminar’™ ‘content-structure’, which isboth systematic andhistorical, both synchronic anddiachronic, and
which illuminates the interconnexion ofof the alternative, “‘deeper’” arché» options just discussed --

namely, U, and A -- to the arché» option whosécategorial progeny’ were actually elaborated hereilC:

The fourth diagram, below, depicts the opertingd of thecategorial progression for the E «arché» --
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Regardless of which of thesarehé» options is selected, the resultimial ectical meta-model meta-equation’
converges, and culminates, in a category of theesaonnotation, . The interpretation of that connotation

that has led, for us, to the greatest insightstimopossible nature/character of a progress-ennbgdyccessor
system to capitalism, was this one: that connotes a ‘i« » Of « »' category, a category of

trans-« » units of‘ nonlinear”, higher [in this case, of nd] degree [ = 1,

a category ofmeta-« »’ units, each one made up out of a heterogenealtfpiitity of “linear”, “first
degree”, “mere” K » units. That is, connotes a “‘manifold”” of suchmeta-« »’ units, each

one @ufheben»-contai ned/constrained/negated/conser ved/elevated by a higher human-social organizational
principle than thestockholder-equity principle of profit “ maximization” no matter how “* maximal™ the
resulting degree of human, social loss, i.e., such that each *“‘individualke »"" unit is «aufheben»-
negated, by being aufheben»-constrained/contained/conserved, by being aufheben»-elevated, by a higher,
superveningpoalitical -economic-demaocratic social-reproductive principle, and relation, of ramsocietal self-
reproduction It wasthis interpretation that ‘insighted’, in us, thar¢hé Human Rights concept, and higher
institutional infrastructure concept, of th@eneralized Equity’ social relation of production category -- the
«arché» categorial principle of theialectic of ‘ Palitical-Economic Democracy -- that we have named

‘Citizen Externality Equity’.

Note The office of category-names like  and -- of terms exhibiting the general, algebraic form
cc MM

T in our ‘dialectical-algebraic’ renditions ofsystematic-dialectical’”, “‘dialectical methodfo

presentation” expositionSde Marx, Grundrisse», ibid., Introduction p. 1001.], IS to lift the attention(s) of the presenterda
of the presentee(s), alike, up into tiext ““higher™ [ in the sense ofGrundrisse», ibid., Introduction (3) The Method of Political
Economy, p101] ‘self-hybrid’ category that islready present/contemporaneous, & objectively, empirically
instantiated within, the “slice”, or **synchroniross-section’, of history being presented systéoally [not

chronologically]; the ‘self-hybrid’ categomyext in the ‘systematic[-dialectical] order’, after z‘" Z. le.,

the office of category-symbols of the form  is to refocus attention(s) on thext more inclusive, next more
zz

11 1 113 1 113 1

determinate’™, next more ‘determinations-richiyext more “‘complex’, next more “‘[thought-]cacrete

‘self-hybrid’ category. Thus, the units aintemporary-cosmos categorymolecules, m ® = , are

each made up out of a [usually] heterogeneous ptialty of [former] units of the ‘cosmo-ontological

category ofitoms, a® = , and the units of the contemporary phonetitting category ofivords,
™SS

w® = , are each made up of a [usually] heterogeneouspitity of the phonetic characters
W

units of the etters category, ® . This*meta-unit-ization’ meaning of the general *‘systematic-

dialectic™’ category-form - represents the ubiquitous, typical, concrete [tinot universal]

interpretability of the corelialectical [self-]«aufheben»-operation, unifying all three of its ““moments’tf
[self-]cancellation, [ self-]elevation, and Belf-]conservation --

2z z 7z

N
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Let us now return, helically, to the beginning of tdialectical models' discourse herein, to the first three of
the key, core four flsycho]historical-dialectical meta-equation meta-models', only adumbrated, above, so far.

Perhaps now, after the foregoing reading experiekater the foregoing, remembered ‘thought-expesshc
as well, you may feel ready to “‘solve’, for yoself, some of the ‘progressive succession’ ofgartg-terms
of these threémeta-models’, terms which we have “‘hamed”’/symbolized mnemaadly, below, given our

take on their “*solutions™, and after ‘self-itating’ them out to their th category-terms, i.e., out to their

( )th category symbols. In all three cases, thesefold expansions cover only the ontological-catéajor
reconstruction of th@ast histories of the domains in question, not yet egtate-ments’ of oupresent
‘categorial, ontological state’ for each domairt,deone anypre-construction’prediction of their states.

Perhaps you can even, by now, discover new dialdagconstructions, and predictions, of your oimoluding
by identifying another [sub-]Jdomain,, one other than those which we have addressethharel, next, by

determining the appropriatexché» category, or starting categor@, for that domain. Thereafter, you could

proceed step-wise, “‘self-iterating’ the resulg equation’s RHS, ‘initiallyjanknown-category-symbols-
t

generator, a , “'solving’” for the meaning of each new categesymbol+ unknown” so generated,

in a systematic, symbol-by-symbol, epoch-by-epadhion. Perhaps, in this way, you can alreadyritte
something new to the already-burgeoniogmulum’ of dialectical science hypotheses accumulateduso f

“*Solution™ of the first three, key, corédialectical equations that we have presented herein -- that is, the
decisions as to the best deciphering of meaningdoh of their ‘post-arché»’, initially “‘algebraic™ /-

“* unknown’’ category-symbolizing terms, generated bg RHS ‘self-iteration’ of thearché», or‘ ultimate
ancestor category’, of eaclequation -- proceedsintuitively, heuristically, andrecursively, based upon the

solver’s personal experiential knowledge of theegiysub-]totality, , being thereby reconstructed historically.

We start byfirst, “‘solving for”’ the meaning of the nd category-symbol/term in the @ -generated,

epoch categorial progression / *poly-gualinomial’ / ‘categorialcumulum’ of each dialectical equation’,
namely, the term, , given the known/‘pre-stipulated’ meaning, already assto thefirst term,
aa

representing the@rché» category, & ® itself. Suppose we solved as follows: = b“’ b.
a aa

Then we continue by, next, “‘solving for”’ the naaing of the next two terms, the two additionalynerms,

the andfourth category-symbols/terms, namely, . and bb,this timeinthe a -generated,
a

epoch categorial progression of each dialectical equation’, given the known meanings, already determined,
for thefirst and thesecond terms, of each of theSmeta-genealogies’ of their respective domains.

We then continue for the next epoch, epoctby *“'solving for’” the meaning of the next fouerms, the four
additional, new terms, tHéth, sixth, seventh, andeighth category-symbols/terms, which, if we have solved

= ® @ will be named, , , , and ,thistimeinthe aQ -generated,
bb L) ‘a @ gha
categorial progression of eadfialectical equation’, given the known meanings, already determined, for the
first, second, andfourth terms. And so on, “‘recursively’, by ‘consecwgly escalating’ £ '] the value
t —
oft in a
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Our results, via this procedure, carried out thtoagochs for these , core'dialectical meta-equations’, are:

(8 .) FortheNatural History of Nature as Totality, for the*“ Dialectic of Nature™ asthe totality [** '] --

1>
ilm
E

sn un un n o™ s ™ sn ™ " mn " ms ™ msn

m ™ man "™ mas " masn

-- wherein & connotes the ‘cosmo-ontological’, ‘physi[c]o-ordgical’ category of multsub-atomic-

“particle” atoms, M of multi-atom molecules, andp of ‘anuclear’, or non-nucleated™, pre-eukaryotic’,

or “prokaryotic” , multi-[macro-nolecular” living cells’ [e.qg., [archeofacteria];

(§ .) For the history, and for the ‘pycho]historical dialectic” , of “*human-social fogs ation(s)” --

% = %Q = %Q =
%Q e o % % % % %t % % %
cb b C cb fb fc fcb
% % % % %S
f fvb fve fvch

-- wherein,, \V connotes the uman ‘socio-ontological’, “’social f¢x ations™ category of -- the primeval --
[initially] ‘multi- camp’ iIIages,%j of multi-village chiddoms, and, S of originally multi-chiddom-alliance
city-states, and;

(& .) Forthe history, the “[psycho]historical dialectic” , of ““ uman-social elations of production’ --

= A = A =
A G M
GA A G GA MA MG MGA
K
M MCA MCG MCGA

-- wherein C connotes the uman ‘socio-ontological’, sociakelations of production category of [initially]

ommodities, M of Monies,& K of Kapital [originally, ‘““sphere-ofeirculation” -confined,
“antediluvian” [Marx], mercantile capital andusurers capital, except for somancient -- and somenodern
[e.q., pre-Civil-War U.S.A., Southeastern stateshattel-slaves-worked ruralplantations/«atifundia», as
agriculturalproduction, agriculturallyproductive capital, butnot yet as urban/‘industrial-goods’-productive
capital].
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Note A ‘dialectical meta-equation meta-model’, one formulated in the language of our firgial ectical
«characteristica universalis» algebra’, constitutes, in many ways, an heuristic, intenal [connotational],
intuitional, categorial analogue tife Lagrange Equations of the second kind in modern physics. As with the
‘« »-ric’ Lagrange Equations of second kind, some of whose “generalized coordinates” may prove

to beun-needed terms “-inoperative terms” -- for a given, sgeci»-fic’, application thereof, i.e., for a

‘«speci»-fic’ [sub-Jdomain of physics, so too may some & possible category-terms of the (gnex»-ric’ O
self-]lexpansion, , prove to be “inoperative” for a &zeci»-fic’, or application
[self-]exp o p Y S ¢ ¢ . pp

thereOf[yet, often, in our experiencevery ‘«gene»-ric’ term turns out to be ‘weci»-fically’ meaningful, to a high value df ]

One can, of course, go further with these ‘selfaitiens’ of the arché», for each of the threearché» -- n,

0, and A -- expanded above. One can even continue sulfitesations’, via consecutively escalating the
t value in each casett= 1, , orf , respectively, for the abovdialectical equations’ -- categorial

reconstruction of th@ast-to-present of each given domain -- héte, %, or -- and on into the predictive
‘pre-construction’ of symbolic representationsoot / , ot

presently extant/existent/instantiated. That is, one caiff-iterate’ each suckguation until one reaches, in
each domain -- perhaps, for each domain, for @wdifft value df -- ‘cumula’ of category-symbols that one
recognizes as representingxeept for theirfinal category-terms -- thieistorical present for each domain, the

contemporary historical status of each domain, or systemas categorially expressed: tiwatemporary
stage of its categorial ontology and of its ‘me&ealogy’.

Thosefinal category-terms will then represent ontologicakgatial,dialectical "’ asto the
to be expected, per hypothesis, for/in these dosnai

At this juncture, one can try to proceed as befotésolving’™ for the meaning of thefinal, *“

terms just as one had for the earlpast-reconstructive, anthbresentative’ terms -- i.e., based upon, relatlve to,
and in continuation of, one’s solution for eachhafimmediatel y-preceding terms, in each case, i.e., in the
context of, and consistent/coherent with, the megsdetermined for all of thogeeviously-solved terms.

However, one does so, for thiaal terms, in a way which reachiss one’s possiblempirical knowledge
andexperience of the domain/totality in question up to thessent.

One therefore must, for thefeal , marshal, integrate, and extrapolate the meamhtjse
already known terms, to see what they “‘seed® gvoke what they entail, to infer what they impend
regarding thenext " of the categorial ontology; regarding tine: of the ‘ontological-
categorial meta-genealogy’ -- the ‘meta-lineagdor-the domain regarding which thef$gal terms arise.

Nor need these so-callédfinal’™ terms be

One can ‘self-iterate’ these equations further efeen higher values #f than the value that produced these
“* final, first- 1

However, one’s capability to extrapolate one’s exreEemore than thepresent epoch is,
quite often, insufficient to enable one to deriVedlutions™ as to the plausible meanings of tlecz
, SO that such exercises may often be felt tGrbeain” . Butnot always so.
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For the ‘meta-equations ‘self-iterated’ to their epochs, above, thé" final “ final " are --

T

(8 .) Fordomain =", that* final” t. valueid. = ,and epoch ’s‘“ final , may

encode, and thus reves!;r cosmological :
(8 .) Fordomain =%, that* final” t,, value idt,, = , and epoch 's “ final term™ , o, , given

that the term, connotes the *** ation-state social fo¥ ation, may ‘pre-construct’, symbolically,

umanity’s social fa¥ ation(s) ;
(8 .) Fordomain = ,that* final™ tt valueid = , and epoch ’s* final ", , given that

connotes the_«apital» social_elation of production category, may ‘pre-construsymbolically, the next

to be predominant sociaélation of production irur -- in __umanity’s -- , if we can learn to “‘solve

for”” the meaning of this symbol, in advance oéthctualization that it heralds.

‘Co-consideration’ of the ‘historical-dialectical meta-equation meta-models described herein, and of the
‘extra-equational’ convergence among possible nmgmnof the most imminent potentially ‘pre-constivet
terms of the first -- ' % , -- has catalyzed within us a progression of itijtatartling,

breath-taking, world-shaking insights, not onlyoitihepast andpresent mysteries of umanity/social science,
but also, we believe, into Terrarumanity’s possible and likely as well. We fervently hope that your
perusal of, and your gleanings from, the foregalisgourse, will afford you at least some sharéhege
insights, to the extent that you have not alreadyed at their like, independently, by way of éifént ways --
so valuable are these insights, to our lights. [&ate our work as a recent increment to the lahgaacing

uman legacy of advances in the symbolic toolsextent-tions’, of uman thought. As the first work on the
first ‘dialectical algebraic logic’, on the first algebra of dialectical logic’, and as the inaugurating chapter of
‘the mathematics of dialectics, this work immanently critiques, arftlantithetically”” and“* synthetically’™

, a grand historical progression of landmarks inman cognitive advance. These signal advances

in “universal labor” [Marx] range from the Pythagans’circa 500 BCE table of categorial opposites, to the
circa 475 BCE surviving fragments from Heraclitus, to Zencdii®a 430 BCE method ofroof by
contradiction, and to the Socrateairca 400 BCE «@enchus» dialogic method, to Platosirca 348 BCE
dialectical dialogues, and to his, largely losta«ithmoi eidetikoi» doctrine of dialectics, to Aristotle’scirca
322 BCEOrganon including theCategoriesand theTopics to Diophantus’sirca 250 CE ‘proto-algebraic’
text, the Arithmetica», to Leibniz’'s1666+ CE Dissertation On The Art of Combinationsnd his logic and
«characteristica universalis» ms., to Newton’sirca 1666 CE“ method of fluxions” ms.,and his1687 CE
«...Principia Mathematica, to Hegel’sl812 CE Science of Logicto Boole’s1847 CEThe Mathematical
Analysis of Logi¢ and hisl854 CE...Laws of Thought.,.to Marx’scirca 1857 CE, «Grundrisse»>-opening,
methodological I ntroduction to the Critique of Political Economy”, to Frege’'sl879 CE «Begriffsschrift»
[““Concept-script™], to Engel'scirca 1882 CE Dialectics of Naturems., and hid 885 CE Anti-Duhring, to
Peano’sl889 CEThe Principles of Arithmetic Presented by a New Methptb Robert Grassmannis891
CE «ogik u. Formenlehre», to Russell's and Whiteheadl913 CE «Principia Mathematica», to Godel’s
1931 CE“On formally undecidable propositions fincipia mathematica”, to the holon theory of
Koestler's1967 CEThe Ghost in the Machineto Bohm’s1980 CE Wholeness and the Implicate Order .
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The™ chronological™ listing above may seem to involigo radically-separate, and also radically-disparate,
mutually-contending historical threads of ‘ideo-mgenealogy’, or of ‘ideo-meta-lineage’, within theuman
Phenome’. We see in it, on the contrary, a reegrrcontinuing; thesis/contra-thesis' historical dialogue

within asingle thread of legacy, single, alternating ‘ideo-meta-lineage’, but owih counterpoint: glimpses

of «dialektiké», vis-a-vis «dianoia»; glimpses of «ernunft», vis-a-vis «erstand» -- glimpses of a asernunft»

and of a dialektiké» that cannot be, fully, founded, and groundedhwld, until umanity ‘self-transitions’ to
the successor systemgzpitalism.

It is our hope, and our intent, that our additionttis legacy will do its part in catalyzing theegter advances
that are still to come.
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