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1.1.3.Calling Values tdAccount
1.1.4.Science and Facts Cannot SolveRneblem
1.2. TheFallacy of ValueNeutralScience
1.2.1.When Science is Good for Us, and Wit
1.2.2.The Limits of Scientifiaviethod
1.3.Technology as Materialized Valigets
1.3.1.Technology as Frankenstein: From Mary Shelley to the WM&dhine
1.4.The Unexamined Life at a Systdravel
1.4.1.The Vdue-System Rule behind Perceived Highkrcessity
1.5.The Unseen Chains of Presupposed Rulogms
1.5.1.Reclaiming the Human Author of the Ruling ValDeder
152Humani t yés Fi el dSelfRegulaioh ue Choi ce and
1.6.Human Nature: The Animals Who Live Malues
1.6.1.ValuesMust Be Distinguished Fromesires
1.6.2.Testing for SeHGovernment by alues
1.6.3.Morally Free and Unfree Humaeings
1.6.4.The Ultimate Choice Space of HumBring
1.6.5.Aesthetic and Knowledge Values: Humanity as the \f\@aaringBeing
1.6.6.Humans a8easts
1.6.7.Valuelntelligence
1.7.The Contemporary Value Impasse: No Common Good except Méaket
1.7.1.Individual Consumers and Voters in Aggregate as Freedorbamdcracy
1.7.2.Unexamined Anomalies of the Ruling Val8gstem
1.7.3.Freedom, Life and Happiness Entail Means tSBe
1.8.Value-System Choicavithin Limits of GenetieEnvironmentaDetermination
1.8.1.Free Choice within Determined Limits: The Missing Mid@eund
1.8.2 The Freedom versus DeterminBebate
1.8.3.Living by Values Generates another Plan8eihg
1.8.4.Value Systems Decide Who \Wee
1.9.P hi | o sTarp dggiréstdUniversal Values: Rejection acr®skools
1.9.1.Pluralism andRelativism
1.9.2.0pposition to Universal Values acrdSshools
1.9.3.Anti-Imperialist Card in Collaboration with Imperial ValGgstem
1.10.The Unseen Contradiction: Value Pluralism in Theory Rteictice
1.10.1.The Inner Sanctum of a Ruling Val@eder
1.10.2.Is There a Universal Value Beyond Markétlue?
1.10.3.Ruling out theQuestion
1.10.4.Division of Fields: Methodological Blinkers against Inquiry into Univekéaues
1.10.5.Why Everything Has Changed Except Our Wayloihking
1.10.6.Rudderless Driffollows
1.10.7.The Life-Blind Absolutism That Rules Benedlttotice
1.10.8.Adaptation to the Contradiction by Avoidithig
1.11.The Homicidal Blind Eye of Modern EcononfRationality
1.11.1.The Ruling False Equations of Supply d»emand
1.11.2 Not Laws of Mcessity, But Valuglechanism
1.11.3.Homicidal Consequences Beneficient
1.11.4 Justifications for Starvation of WorkEamilies
1.11.5.From Unexamined Ruling Assumptions to Justifie€Citihsequences
1.12.Bracketing Out Ruling Value Systems across Schooldviltehnia
1.12.1.Value-System Selection against De8pructural Moralnquiry
1.12.2 Clarifying Instrumental Value anflelfInterest
1.13.The Axiological Sequences of Money Capital and G#gpital
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1.13.1.TheMoney Sequence &falue

1.13.2Not t he Same asCapkalr x6s For mul a

1.13.3.The Missing Base of Lif€apital
1.13.4.The Financialization Turn of the Ruling ValBgstem
1.13.4.1.The Mystery AxiologicallyExplained
1.13.5.The Ruling Value System as Explanatory Logic of Wéndblems
1.14.TheFatal Confusion of Ruling Norms and Physicais
1.14.1.From Ruling Value Order to Regulati&roup-Mind
1.14.2.A Paradigm Example of a LifBlind Regulating Valué’remise
1.14.3.Modern Science Too Subjugated by Ruling Vehtuegram
1.15.Recognizing the LifeBlind Logic of the Rajning ValueSystem
1.15.1.Contradiction with Reality Screen€lt
1.15.2.The Undeciphered Valu@ontradiction
1.15.3.The Totalized Value System beyoQdestion
1.15.4.Philosophy Too Abstracts Out théfe-Ground
1.15.5.0ne Ruling Value Syntax acroB®mains
1.16.What is Good? The Paradox of ientemporary Globalondition

The Transcultural | dea: Good As Happiness AndBad As Pain

of

Jom McMurtry ,Department Of Phil osophy,Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

2.1.Happiness without Pain: The Eternal Idea actadtures
2.1.1.The Market UtilityCalculus

2.1.2.Elimination of Pain: A Common Ground of Spiritual and Materialist V&ystems

2.2.Moral and NornMoral Values
2.2.1.The Defining Principles dfloral Doctrines
2.3.Aesthetic Value versus Mordhalue
2.3.1.Distinguishing the Beautiful from thdoral
2.3.2.Towards a Synthesis of the Moral and Aesthetic
2.4.Neoclassical Consumer Theory: Man as Pleasiaehine
2.4.1.Locking in Life-Blind Economics by Mathematic&lormalism

2.5.Does the Value Maximize Happiness/Minimize Pain Have Unlimitaiéity?

2.5.1.Sophisticated Utilitarianism versus Markdilitarianism
2.6.The Unexplained Value: Godeéhain
2.6.1.Art as Liberation from ShalloMormalcy
2.6.2.First Glimpse of the Value of AW¥alues
2.6.3.PoignantBeauty
2.6.4.Understanding Good Pain aBdffering
2.6.5.Not the Pleasure dflasochism
2.7.The Wrongness of Extinguishing All Pain aBdffering
2.8.The Elastic Pleasure Argument\agcuous
2.8.1.The Elastic Pleasure Argument as a Vacuoiisle
2.9.The Criterion of Good PaiandSuffering
2.9.1.Breaking Through: What Sports, Nietzsche and Zen Ha@®mmon
2.9.2.The Underlying Principle of Good Pain acr@dtures
2.9.3.Knowing the Meaning of Good Pain in Reality afd
2.10.0vercoming Polar Confusions about Pain 8uadfering
2.10.1.ConventionalizedPathological Pains a Major WorRloblem
2.10.2Ni et z Set-Goatfadiction
2.10.3.The Life-Value Antidote to the Sacrificid@attern
211.Ni et zscheds OSkelfCorgradietory nci pl ed as
2.11.1.A Paradigm of Viciou€onfusion
2.12.Drawing the Line of Good across Pain &@uffering
2.12.1.The Good WarrioPrinciple
2.12.2.Telling Good from Badvercoming
2.12.3.The Meaning of Life as Challenge himits
2.13.Evil Pain and Suffering and thelrvercoming

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS)

44

viii



PHILOSORY AND WORLD PROBLEMS

2.13.1.A Matter of theValue-System Producinty
2.13.2.Understanding the Lines of Valiveaning
2.13.3.History as Choosing Good or Evil from the CirclePafin
2.14.The Way between Extremes of FandConPositions
2141Chi Il dbirth as Exwmgleur eds Paradigm
2.14.2 Pain Relieving Drugs versus Life Capadiyilding
2.14.3.The Felt Bonds of Being i@reation
2.15.Beneath the First Premise of Buddhism &hiditarianism
2.15.1.Abstracting Out the Objectivgisorder
2.16.The Missing LifeandDeath ValueDistinction
2.16.1.Going under Utilitarianism and Buddhism to thi&e-Ground
2.16.2.TheSetPoint of ValueJudgment
2.16.3.Life-Value Literacy: Beyond Unthinking Pain and Numblrigasures
2.16.4.The Problem of Collaboration with Crugbrms
2164.1Pl at o6s Gavemry of t he
2.17.Communicative Pain: The Lif¢alue Signal of Life Gon&/rong
2.17.1.Pain as Exactly Instructivendndividual or Socialevels
2.17.2.The Neurological Leprosy Model: Individual and Soé&afms
2.18.Ignored Social Suffering: The Measure of Inhuman Sdider
2.18.1.Psychic Numbing: Social as Well blividual
2.19.Freedom from Pain: The Missing Liféround of Eastern and/esternVisdom
2.19.1.Extinction of Pain and Suffering Disables MateRasponse
2.19.2.Regrounding in Embodiedfe
2.19.3.The Gross and Subtle Bodies as VaBreunds
2.19.4.Understanding Suffering Not Seateddasire
2.19.5.Life Support Systems Abstractéxit
2.20.Transcendental Consciousseand the World: The Lif€oherenConnection
2.20.1.Bridging the Divine to th&mbodied
2.20.2.PainFree Existence as Lilacoherent
2.21.Pain and Suffering as Obligation Routes: The Inner Logic of Shaestice
2.21.1.Normalized Unseeing: The Subjective Structure of Sdajaktice
2.21.2 Life-Value Ignorance as Systdavil
2.21.3.True Obligation Follows from the Life Deprivation Which SufferExpresses
2.21.3.1.The OnteAxiology of Life Duty
2.22.Understanding Torture and Terror as SysErils
2.22.1.Understanding Cruelty beyond Libefabnception
2.22.1.1liberal State Definition of Torture to Allovt
2.22.2.The Missing Life CoordinateShroughout
2.22.3.Why System Cruelty is n@een
2.23 Who iResponsible?
2.24.Facing Disease and Death without a Cure: Bridging the IndivilaeialDivide
2.24.1.When Pain Extinction and Social Justicee®ne
2.24.2 What of the Yoga of NotPain? Limits and Possibilities of Li&round Ethics
2.24.3.The Pain = Healingquation
2.24.4.Beyond the Pleasure/Pain Principle

Moral Philosophy In Question 86
Jom McMurtry ,Department Of Phil osophy,Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

3.1.The Underlying Problem of Moral Philosophy: Decoupling fromLifie-Ground
3.1.1.Non-Prescribed Values and the Limits of Mokééaning
3.2.The Conventional Tendency: Prescribing &uwhishing Without GooReason
3.3.The Professional Tendency: Moral Philosophy without Sifiéstance
3.3.1.TechnicalExclusion
3.3.2.SubstantiveExclusion
3.3.3.MetaEthics and AgenRelative Moral Theory: The Lifé&round Abstracte®ut
3.3.4.Methodological Censorship and t@entractariarModel
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3.3.5.Blocking Out How WelLive
3.4.Evaluating Social Value Systems: @ffmits Even to MarxiarThought
3.4.1.The Unexamined Value System That Governsgt@nomy
3.4.2.All Concur in One Metdralsehood: The Ruling Value System HasQ\xtion
3.4.3.Re-Grounding Values Inquiry at the Collectilzevel
3.5.What the Organism Wants: Desire Theory and its FrdaV
3.5.1.The Demystification o¥/alues
3.5.2.The Problem with Desiréheory
3.5.3.Ecological Blindness iRrinciple
3.5.4.The Fatal Flaw: Theory and System Converge in Desires withirNio
3.6.The Paradox of Market Success: Magnitude of Desire Objects Multipigalues
3.6.1.Desires as Market Demand Which Deci@epply
3.6.2.Value Theory Based in Fadgiving Consumers What Th&yant
3.6.3.How IlI-Being Appears ag/ell-Being
3.7.Life-Value versus Desif¥alue: The Turning Point of Valukudgment
3.7.1.Grounding in Life Value: Paradigm Cases of Objective Vé&lheice
3.7.2.The Case of HumaS8acrifice
3.7.3.No Line Can Be Drawigainst LifeDestructive Desir& olumes
3.8.Desire Theory Lacks Moral Resources to Rule out Destrutidictions
3.8.1.Equivocating the Meaning dfiterests
3.8.2.InternalContradiction
3.8.3.The Problem Is Insoluble Without LHéalue Criterion
3.9.The Logic of Moral Disaster:reedom and Democracy as Multiplitnts
3.9.1.Market Democracy Failures Built into Consumer Vé@akulus
3.9.2.Despoliation Engenders Desires fxespoliation
3.9.3.The Need to R&round Understanding of What Is Freedom and Wh@bixd
3.9.3.1.The Life-Blind ValueCalculus: Reconciling Values by Countiants
3.9.4.No Common LifeGround for the Common Interest: From PerrirRawls
3.9.5.Perry and Rawls Compared and Contrasted in AbsenaéeGround
3.9.5.1.The Corresponding Exclusion across Different Maratiders
3.10.Correct Love: Fom Subjective Desires to Transcendeldehls
3.10.1.A-Priori Good andBad
3.10.2.0bjects of Love and Hate as Akin to a Mathemaficath
3.10.3.Still the Problem of No MoreCriteria
3.11What We Dondét See: TheBl@gdmessmon Structure of Mor al
3.11.1.Goods and Bads Made Invisililerough Ruling Valu&yntax
3.11.2.Unseen Goods arteils
3.11.3.A Value Theory Should Lead Us Where We MStand
3.11.4.The Convention obiversion
3.11.5.The Core of Human Crises: Liglind ValueSets
3.12.Avoiding the Problem: Invaliding Moral Principles &ach
3.12.1.The Case of NicholaRescher: Values Repres&tbgans
3.12.2.Reduction tcAbsurdity
3.12.3.To Rule out Value Substance: The Hidden Function of Logicahalism:
3.12.4.Devices ofObfuscation
3.12.5.From Positivism to Emotivism: Silencing of Values by Invalidafiingm
3.12.6.The Moral Box: Ruling Values aiféacts, Other Values Atemotions
3.13.Ruling out Objective Values by Definition: The Liéround CounteArgument
3.13.1.0bjective Values as Self Evident lumseen
3.13.2.The Recurrent Error: Values Assumed Dependant on Conscioustiesmof
3.13.3.Ultimate Values can be Thi&/ordy andLife-based
3.13.4.Preferential Rankings of Experiences versus Valuing Them Pri@ongparison
3.13.5.The Unseen Freedom of Intrindialue
3.13.6.The Formal Requirements of Aliology
3.14.Towards Value System Rerounding: The Needs Criterion dalue
3.14.1.No Sound Criteriorof Need in the iteratures
3.14.2.Market Demand Substitutes for Liféeed
3.14.3.The LongMissing and Ultimate Criterion dieed
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3.14.3.2. Degrees of Necessity and Instruméigabs
3.14.4.The NeeeBlind SocialOrder
3.14.5.Meeting Needs Required for Lifeapacities té-unction
3.15.Going Deeper: Understanding the Truth and the Limits of a Needs Thedajuef
3.15.1.Beauty Too A Need at the Contextlavel?
3.15.2.The Criterion of Need Universal Across Peoples Species
3.15.3.The Need Equations: What Progressive Philosophid<eep Ecologack
3.15.4.Re-Grounding Our Valu®earings
3.16.Values beyond Need Objects: Bridging the SpiriMalterial Division
3.16.1.Intrinsic Values beyontleeds
3.16.2.Self-Chosen Values againsteeds
3.16.3.Choosing Need Deprivation for Ascetilumination
3.16.4.The Field ofSpiritualValue
3.16.4.1 Deprivation Can Open to the Boundless Field oMhéne
3.16.5.Life-Value Resolution of Spiritualaterial Conflict
3.17.0vercoming Death: Ethical Idealism and the Loft-Ground
3.17.1.The Contemporary Platonism of Nicoldartmann
3.17.2.Mathematical and Othdture Forms Abstract Awayfe-Values
3.17.3.Eternal Ideas and Mutable Life: The Impli€ontradiction
3.17.4.Does Love of the Eternal Imply Love Death?
3.17.5.The Rope over the Abyss: The Inclusive Concept of theRrideess
3.17.6.Lebenswelt withouLife-Ground

Natural Good And Evil: Beyond FitnessTo Survive
Jom McMurtry ,Department Of Phil osophy,Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

4.1. Analytic Philosophy and the Naturalistallacy
4.1.1.The Open QuestioArgument
4.1.2.Normalized Avoidance of the Maliciousplications
4.1.3.From Avoidance t&elish
4.1.4.Purging the Felt Side of Being as a RulPaftern
4.1.4.1.Gene Machine Mael asExemplar
4.2.Fitness to Survive as a General Valleory
4.2.1.Human Choice versus Ndternative
4.2.2 Normality asGood
4.2.3.Nature, God, and Normality &nce
4.2.4.Competitive Global Market as Natutligion
4.2.5.Testing for this Moral Absolutism iRractice
4.3.An Implicit Ground of Justification foEvil
4.3.1.Defining Fitness t&urvive
4.3.2.The Fallacioud.ogic
4.3.3.The Unseen Vicioubnplications
4.3.3.1.Why the Competitively Fittest May be the M&stil
4.3.3.2.The Fittest = The Most Ecocidal Through Generatidirale
4.3.4.0verpopulationists Avoid thBaseline MoraDisorder
4.3.5.Necessary Evil as Good across Political and Disciplidévides
4.3.6.The Law of Evolutionar{Competition
4.4. The MetaAlibi: Denying ValueSystem Choice Locks I
4.4.1.Collective Abdication oResponsibility
4.4.2.The Repressed Alternative of HumdalueRegulators
4.4.3.The Alibi Equation:: Existing Order = Natural Order = Gaddier
4.4.4.Cultural Universals within thMeta-Pattern
4.4.5.The Deep NaturalistiEallacy
4.4.6.A Reductio Ad Absurdum of the Fallacy Byalogy
4.5.Rules beyond Instincts and Desires: The Mbidflerence of th&Species
4.5.1.The Meaning of Value Reason:: Thinking Beyond Naturallggéchanism
4.5.2.Evolutionarylncoherence
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4.5.3.Beyond the Deep Naturalistieallacy
4.6.The MetaQuestion of Quantity anQuality
4.6.1.The Ruling EvolutionarjEconomicAxis of Value
4.7.Ruling Value Equations as the Inner Logic of the Ultimate GIBbatblem
4.7.1.SecondOrder ValueMeaning
4.7.2.The Syntax oPropaganda
4.7.3.The PreValues Assumed in Fitness $airvive
4.7.4.The Fallaciously Slanted Axiology N8ten
4.7.5.The Repressed Humaiternative
4.7.6.The Unseen Fatéplication
4.8.The Presupposed Logic of WoiRkduction
4.8.1.The Logic ofClosure
4.8.2.ThoughtSystem Lock by Rulingylethods
4.8.3.Abdication of Moral Responsibility Is Builh
4.9.Beyond Naturalistic Fallacy: the Moral System Problem andetsolution
4.9.1.Why There Are No Limits to Growth:: The Underlying Me@aogram o¥Value
4.9.2.Yet Is Life-Value Ethics Also a Naturalistleallacy?
4.9.3.Conscious Evolutionary Theotgtroduced
410G. E. Moorebs BriGgbd§ Concept of Ot he
4.10.1.The Ultimate Good IntuiteB®irectly
4.10.2.Bridging Donains of the Good:: The Moral and the AesthetiOmate
4103Moor eb6s Al so BridgesBeaaty o0ss Arti sti
4.11.How Contemporary Value Understanding Is Alienated From NaBgality
4.11.1.The General Alienation from Nature of Human Valirglerstanding
4.11.2.1s Commercén Natural Beauty Another Form of Alienation Frdi®
4.11.3.Ecology and NaturdBeauty
4.11.4 Biophilia without AesthetiStandards
4.12.Finding the Underlying Criteria of NaturBeauty
4.12.1.Substituting Images fdreality
4.12.2.The Holocaust of Natural Beauty beneRikflection
4.12.3.TheCore Principles of Natur&eauty
4.12.3.1.The NaturaPrinciples
4.12.4.Inclusive Life Coherence Always the Vallveeaning
4.13.Regaining Our Wider Value Body of Nature acrdgae
4.13.1.0pening Consciousness to Nature as Ultimate and Inthfadice
4.13.2.Public Policy and Ec&ciencesreclude Intrinsic Naturdlalue
4.14.Finding the Ground of Duty beneath Moore dtaht
4.14.1 Rational Duties Based on Prior Caukabwledge
4.14.2.Consequentialism versus Intuitionism:: An Uns€amflict
4.14.3.Kant versus Moore oDuty
4.14.4 Reflecting on Duties as Dictates of Prbbiatic Prudence
4.14.5.The Life-Value Principle oDuty
4.14.6.The Primary Axiom of Value as Ground Diity
4.14.7 Accepting or Rejectinputies
4.15.The Nature and Ground of LiHéalueDuty
4151Knowi ngbu®nebs
4.15.2.The Causal Principle of Duty againstPiori Deontology
4153 Ka nt 6 slLifdvBlindress a Paradigm of tiiga
4.16.Physics, Economics and Ethics:: The LEEnd Logic acros®omains
4.16.1.The SoullesdMegamachine
4.16.2.Ruling Value Syntax and Global Despoliation with@annection
4.17.Good and Evil Without Life Referents:: Principia Ethica d#asadigntCase
4.17.1.Beauty and Affection:: Ultimate Categories of Value with No Princi@eounds
4.17.2 Evil Implications Follow from No Criterion dfalue
4.17.3.The Irony of Rigorous Analysis without Criterialeaning
4.18.Avoiding Moral Substance: From Indefinability to Nde-ValueCompass
4.18.1.Representative Failure of Contempor&thics
4.18.2.The Retreat to Ethical Emotivism and Loss of M&@ampass
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4.18.3.The Age of No LifeValueCompass
4.19.Repeating th@roblem of Evil:: Rational Consensus without aifg-Ground
4.19.1.Procedural Valu@heory
4.19.2.Consensus with NBoundations
4.19.3.The UnposedProblem
4.19.4.The Real World:: Rational Consensus for a Global Ma8kstem
4.19.5.The Profoundest Problem of the Hunm@ondition
4.19.6.The MissingLink:: Finding the LifeGround of Value to Guide ConsensBabcess

TraditionsasMoral Anchor in an Age of Criterionless Relativism 168
John MM urtry, Department Of Phil osophy,Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

5.1.The DeGrounding ofPhilosophy
5.1.1.Religious Fundamentalist Shift at the Safme
5.1.2.Money Sequence Rule beneath Conscious MReatings
5.2.Practicebased Ethics: From Marxism to SingsuePolitics
5.2.1.Marxism andMVorality
5.2.2.ClassBound Morality
5.2.2.1.Universalizability of Moral Principle as an Orfxiological Requirement
5.2.3.Methodological Individualism or Collectivism: A FalBédlemma
5.3.The OverStated Principle of Rulin@ | ass Det er mi nMotalityon of Soci etyds
5.3.1.Impartial Life-Value Morality: The MarxiarGap
5.3.2.Recognizing Missing Choice Spaces and Avoidhgrsimplifications
5.4.Value Theory Completeness: Towards Unlimitédidity
5.4.1.Beyond Marxism: A Value Theory for All People abdmains
5.4.2.The Limits of theLabor Theory oWalue
5.4.3.From LaborValue to LifeValue Theory
5.5.A Grounded PosMarxian Value Theory: Internal vs. Exterrabods
5.5.1.Anatomy of the Basic Valu&heory
5.5.1.1.Internal and Externaboods
5.5.2.The Global Market Order as Value System of Competing for Ext€oadls
5.5.3.Virtue Ethics: Traditions, Practices and Excellences as IntGoadis
5.5.4.The Unseen Limits of théheory
5.6.The Rise of the Story and the fall Dfuth
5.6.1.1s Life Really aStory?
5.6.2.Universalization of the Storylodel
5.6.3.Rejection of Truthollows
5.6.4.The Tidal Shiftrom Objective Foundations tories
5.6.5.The Story Model Reflects a Growing S8hift to EgoicSubjectivism
5.6.6.RelativistZeitgeist
5.7.The Unseen Moral Imperative: A Vahiground beneath Stories to Evalu@iteem
5.7.1.A Bonding Story Requires Lif&roundAccountability
5.7.2.The Center of the Story adHero
5.8.Defining Traditional Practices and Their Excellences as \ahoeind
5.8.1.0bjective, Criterial Bonding across Generations by Practicesadllence
5.8.2.Evolving Practices as the Substantively Unifying Idegafies
5.8.3.Testing the Ve of Practices as a Moral Guide to Qiwves
5.8.3.1.The Universalizability Criterion d¥alue
5.9.Life and Light: Fields of Life Value beyond Excellencdgactices
591Naturebs Beauty IExcelenpecendent of Human
5.9.2.Practices of Excellence ARehearsable
5.9.3.AnotherRealm ofGood
59.4HowEvenNoAl nt er f eri ng Human PracConticcs and Natureds
5.9.5.The Life-Ground Becoming Conscious lbéelf
5.9.6.Value Choice: To Open or Close to the Life Ground and Its Rarigessfbility
5.9.7.Awaking WithinPractices
5.9.8.Satori, theLife-Ground andPractices
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5.9.9.All As One: Peak Moments &fractices
5.9.10.The Immanent Transcendent Daytay
5.10.Resolving the Met&onflict between Activities to Excel ar@pening to th&iven
5.10.1.The Garden of Eden versus Human Projects to Neater
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5.10.3.Value Resolution to theleta-Conflict
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5.13.5.The Unseen Paradox: Internal Goods CalBB&es
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514416 Just War 0 L&tPeoteadiver ds Not
5.15.The Imperative of a Higher Value Standard to Judge Practicebraditions
5.15.1.The Linchpin of Unaccountable Practices &ubds
5.15.2.Life-Blind Globalization of the Assumed SuperRnactices
5.15.3.The Resolving MoraStandard
5.15.4.The Life-Value BottomLine
5.15.5.Can Compliance with the Measure of Life Value Make an Evil PraGtomsl ?
5.15.6.Life-Serving Modés of War
5.15.7 Life-Protective Standards &fxcellence
5.15.8.The Logic of LifeValue GainDecides
5.16.Why Justice as the Application of Equal Stand#aliés
5.16.1.The Standard Meaning dtistice
5.16.2.The TestingQuestion
5.16.3.Impartiality of Rule by Itself I4.ife-Blind
5.17.How Moral Narratives Mask the Deepest MoRrbblems
5.17.1.Moral Narratives versus Sound Principles/afue
5.17.2.Variations on the Theme: The Case of American Epics/ahaes

5.17.3.Money-Property as Validator of Practices and Their ExcellencBedbrmance

5.17.3.1Ruling Value Itself Uguestioned Within Public Mor&larratives
5.17.4.The Unspoken Methdlarrative Acrosdraditions
5.17.5.Resetting Moral Frameworks to Be Lif&alueCoherent
5.18.Why Personal Virtues Are Not ThemselveSalution
5.18.1.Truthfulness, Constancy and CourageVithat?
5.18.2.The MissingDistinction: Acceptable Virtue versus Tr\@tue
5.19.From the Relativism of Human Virtues and Powers to-GfeundecdEthics
5.19.1.The Unseen Moral Necessity: Coherence with Life and Life Sufystems
5.19.2.Two Senses of HumdPowers
5.19.3.The Core Confusion and IBesolution
5.19.4.The Essential Value Problem of Advancing Hunramvers
5.19.5.The Wider Biosphere and Commonwealthi_ibé
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5.19.6.Summary: The Crisis of Valué€eepens

The Primary Axiom And The Life-Value Compass 212

Jom McMurtry ,Department Of Phil osophy,Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

6.1.The Primary Axiom o¥/alue
6.1.1.The Unlimited Validity and Applicability of the Primafxiom
6.1.2.Sliding Scale of Good and Bad: Amtroduction
6.1.3.Reference Body of Valududgment
6.1.4.Ultimate Value Test
6.2.The Fields of Lifevalue
6.2.1.Intrinsic and Ultimaté&/alues
6.2.2.Vertical and Horizontal Dimensions bife-Value
6.3.The Unity of the Fields dfife
6.3.1.Life-Value Philosophy Supersedgsialism
6.3.2.Primary Axiom Applies Across Species as Organically Grounded \édasure
6.3.2.1.Choice as Opening or Closing Fields of Lifevalue
6.3.2.2.We Decide What We Are By What We Identifiith
6.4.The Common Axiological Ground beneath Differmterpretations
6.4.1.Do Plants and Trees Feel Tnink?
6.4.1.1.Do Rocks Feel?
6.4.2.0ne Axiom of Value: Many Possibilities of Value Both Valid dandhlid
6.4.2.1.Ultimate and Intrinsic Life/alues
6.4.3.The Unseen Common Ground of Ethiczo
6.4.3.1.Utilitarian and Kantian Standpoints Rartial
6.4.4.The Primary Axiom of Value Remains True Through Competing Partial Gra#ips of
6.5.The Thought Field of Value: From the Infinite withinltopartial ValueStandard
6.5.1.The False Opposition of Spirituality aBdience
6.5.2.Not Anthropocentrism, ndBupernaturalism
6.5.3.Degrees of Consciousness Value: From Retarded to Advanced TiSystgrins
6.5.4.The Impartiality of Life Value Measures across Species, RaceGamiers
6.5.5.More and Less Life Value With Respect to a Reference Body of-iétd
6.5.5.1.The Requirement of a Referen8edy
6.6.The Life-Value Compass: The Nature and Measure of Thought Value &oossins
6.6.1.Conditioned Reflex ofhought?
6.6.2.Thought Admits of DifferenRanges o¥/alue
6.6.3.Judging By the LifevalueCompass
6.6.4.Absence of Thought Life Applies to People As WellZysders
6.6.5.Life-Value OnteAxiology Restores the Lo&round
6.7.Ecology, Economy and the Good:4&eounding in Life Value at theletaLevel
6.7.1.Real Economy and E€iency by Life-ValueCalculus
6.7.2.The First Principle of Justice and Morality Follows from EMalueOnto-Axiology
6.7.3.Grounding Divinity ofBeing
6.8.Beyond the Ghost in the Machine and Ligénd Measures oBetter
6.8.1.Bridging the Spiritual and Material Worlds hife-ValueOnto-Axiology
6.8.2.Not Bigger, Faster, More Powerful: More Is Better in the \Mfdue Sensélone
6.8.2.1.Dialectic withoutConfusion
6.8.3.Beyond lllusions of Value Substance by Numbers without-VdéueMeaning
6.8.3.1.From the Fetishism of Mathematics within Ruliviglue Syntax to Min€learing
6.9. Thought with No Object: The Ground 6bga
6.9.1.InnerSpace
6.9.2.The Abyss as the Question: Terrifying or Enlightening t8ékolder
6.9.3.A TestableProposition
6.9.4.The Law of Intentionality versus Consciousness withCNgect
6.9.6.Released From Nae and Form: The Ultimate Goal 6bga
6.9.6.1.The Kingdom of Heavewithin
6.10.Beyond the Polar Fallacies of Religion avidterialism
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6.10.1.The Ultimate Value Field of Thought: the Middle Path between Theisr$eirdce
6.10.2.Understanding God as Valug:ansformative Method beyorteeuerbach
6.10.3.The Life-Value Measure of Gods afkligion
6.11.Concept Thought: From the Boundless Within to the Worldrofersals
6.11.1.Concepts as the Organizing Ideas of HurRawer
6.11.2.The AgeOld Suspicion o€Concepts
6.11.2.1 TheProblematicization of Concepts by Eastern and Westkilosophy
6.11.3.A Survival Characteristic: Determination of Meaning By Negation of WhatNbts
6.11.3.1Postmodertndecidability
6.11.3.2Meeting the Ghost of Skepticism: Decidability by the Life Coher&mireciple
6.11.4.The Generic Definition of all Concepts Prior @onfusions
6.12.Beneath Nominalism and Realism: Reconnecting Concepts Liféh&round
6.12.1.Nominalism versufealism
6.12.2.Underneath Linguistic Philosophy in Meanibgtermination
6.12.3.Usage NoEnough
6.12.4.Value Universals: the Groding Regulators ofhought
6.13.Concepts Construct A Ruling Plane of Life in Biesphere
6.13.1.The Ruling Thought System behind tdegaMachine
6.13.2.Life-Value Concept Structures: The Permarterlution
6.13.3.The Godlike Powers af/ords
6.14.The Tragic Flaw of the Symb#tuledSpecies
6.14.1.PhilosophicalTherapies
6.14.2.ValueSystem Symbols Substitute for Life and Lifleeans
6.14.3.T h o u g h t-GhsiceMLEetSystem Connection @isconnection
6.14.4 Life-Disconnected Symbolic Systems: The Tragic Flaw ofSpecies
6.15.How We Know the Internal Value of AnfhoughtSystem
6.15.1.Examples in Physics arnagic
6.15.2.Evaluation of Concept Formations acr@ssmains
6.15.3.The Unifying MetaPrinciple of ThoughEvaluation
6.15.4.A Recurrent Historical Derangement of Ruling Thougiitems
6.15.5.Evaluating Superiority and Inferiority of Ways Biiinking
6.15.6.Always Degrees of Better antlorse
6.16.The Core Disorder of Contemporary Thought: Liénd Rationality
6.16.1.Limitless SelfMaximization asReason
6.16.2.Palitical and Moral Philosophy: The-Rriori Given Acrosomains
6.16.3.Narrowing the Range of Thought to Consistency with Ruling Vajistem
6.16.4.Thinking about Values and the Regulating VaBymtax
6.16.5.The EvolutionaryEconomic Though#xis
6.16.6.The Underlying War of Valu8ystems
6.17.The Life Coherence Principle: The Missing Standardesfson
6.17.1.Two Modes of Consistency as Ratiolauiry
6.17.1.1Received Standards of Reason Are 1$fgstenBlind
6.17.2.Validity by the Life CoherencBrinciple
6.17.3.The Necessity of the Life Coherence Principl®afionality
6.17.4.From Reasoned Thought to the Felt Side of Being:Mé&:Problem
6.17.4.1Introducing the Great Reduction of Feelinfe

Good And Evil Within: Opening The Terra Incognita Of The Felt Side Of Being 257
John MdMurtry, Department Of Phil osophy, Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

7.1.The Dualism of Reason affeeling
7.1.1.Levels of the Value Dualism: An Individual, Gender, Social and InternatBuiasm
7.1.2.Even William James and Je®aul Sartre Invalidate Feelihgfe
7.1.3.From Invdidated Feeling Life t®>harmaceuticals

72The Choi ce SpaMeanngf I nner Lifeds
721Theoryés I nvisibl &md®ioni son of Sentience
7.2.2.Perception Itself as a Horizonless Electeld
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7.23.0Seeingb6 as Openi ngNomallyBlockedCEitx per i enci ng
7.3.From the Beast within to the Master Deditechanism
7.3.1.Clearing the Decks: The Mechanical and Linguistic Turnsehmpt Feelind.ife
7.3.1.1.From Classical Views of the Emotions to the Hedonic Calculus of theNRaidest
7.3.1.2 Erasing the Felt Sidef 8eing as a Field dfalue
7.3.2.The Silent Modern Shift from Desire as Slave to Mast&eazson
7.3.3.The Feeling World Reduced to Propelling Mechanism for Mor&ébir
7.3.4.Locking in the FelWworld
7.4.The OnteEthical Meaning of th&oul
7.4.1.ReEntering the Lost Inner Fieldf Value
7.4.2.Decoding Kandinsky on Art, Emotion and t8eul
7.4.3.Understanding the Passionate and Infinite Inwardnekgdfegaard
7.4.3.1.Leap of Faith versus Lif&roundedChoice
7.4.3.2.Losing the Thread within th€erra Incognitaof the Felt Bonds dBeing
7.5.The Feeling of Wiversality: Decoding the Opposite Directions of Bsing
7.5.1.Felt Side of Being for Socidustice
7.5.2.Feeling Universal and the Opposing Directions of Feeling Life: A UniffAragne
7.5.3.The Values and Disvalues of Religion akitheism
7.5.4.The Values of Morality anért
7.5.5.Evaluatingemotions
7.5.6.Rage and Anger: A Paradigm Case for Evaludileasure
7.5.6.1.Terrorism
7.5.7.The Principled Grounds of Lif¢alue Judgment of All Inndrife
7.5.7.1 Emotions Can Open @lose
7.5.8.Choosing Feeling Life from Within: Blake, Epictetus dhami
7.5.9.Re Setting theFrame of Understanding F@&eing
7.6.Erasing the Inner Life: The Ruling Error of tBpoch
7.6.1.The ExternalisFallacy
7.6.2.The Metaphysics dhvalidation
7.6.2.1.The Lost Primary Reality: Feeling Life versus Obsenttng
7.6.3.Erasing What We Are and Live Without Knowihg
7.7.TheDissolution of Feeling Life into the Machiféodel
7.7.1.The Making of Robo€Consciousness
7.72The #APrivileged Accesso Brrandpoint Does
7.7.3.The Error Compounded: Consciousness@omputer
7.7.4.The Happiness of Market Doctrine: The Externalist Falldciversalized
7.7.5.The OnteAxiological SetPoint behind Ecologicaollapse
7.7.6.Felt Bonds of Life in the Market: Selling to Partifdassions
7.8.How Industrial Organization Erases Interhé
7.8.1.The UnseeiContradictions
7.9.Philosophers Lead the Paradigm ShifutdversalMechanism
7.9.1.Remembering Where We Live Against the Rulilgnination
792Phil osophyds Aummmesi a of Feeling
7.10.Re-Grounding and Opening the Lost Value Field of Beling
7.10.1.Recognizing the Long War on the Elective Value Field of Fedlifeg
7.10.2.Needs: Théisconnected LifeGround between Feeling abods
7.10.3.Transfigurative Valuing ifPerception
7.10.4.Recognizing the Value Field of FeelingAnt
7.11.The First Person Field of Feeling Life: The Value Compass of the Witihin
7.11.1.Good and Bad Directions of Fé&eing
7.11.2 Value-Choice of Felt Being in Passionadteve
7.11.3.Poles of FeHLife Possibility
7.11.4.D a n tDe/ziGexComedy
7.11.5.Dangerous Drug or Creative F€lbherence
7.11.6.Summarizing the Ont&thical Frame of FeBeing
7.11.6.1.The Field of Feeling and Transformative Valtigoice
7.12.Attacking theField of Felt Being: The Liflind Mechanism oflobalization
7.12.1.Dying Inside Without Knowingt
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7.12.2.The Flight from the LifeGround byPhilosophy
7.13.Phenomenol og ylifesGréuadiof Bectieedield df Feeelingalue
7.13.1.Life-Value Reduction within the Philosophy of Interiorityelf
7132Hei degger 6s Dildfe-Groundect From t he
7.13.3.Inner Life Angst of Existentialism without Wider Morslleaning
7.14.Philosophies of the Dark Psyche: RliWill the Id, Archetypes and Inn€ompulsion
7.14.1.Schopenhauer and Nietzsche: The Will to Life Rogver
7.14.2.Freud and Jung: Valeideutral Strategies to Manage the Bé&&ghin
7.14.3.Paralyzed Conceptions of the Felt Side of Being in DivEmsen
7.14.3.1Competing PhilosophidReveal the Elective Field of Feeling in Denialtof
7.15.The Market: Desires Are the Given that Rationality Calculat&atisfy
7.15.1.Analytic Philosophy Prefigures and Follows the DeshivigchineMetaphysic
7.15.2.Innermost Desire: Natural Right of Our Own GroufRide
7.15.3.Strauss, Freud and the Common Ground of-Biied MasterDrives
7.15.4.Character Armor over Eros: The Trials and Limits of Wilh&sich
7.16.Understanding What Feels: The Missing Criteria of Fedlifey
7.16.1Whi t eheadds Pr dlwvess Ethics: All l's
7.16.2.Does Whitehead @htradict the Primary Axiom ofalue?
7.16.3.Criteria of Life Which Carieel
7.16.4.Profound Moral Incoherendmplied
7.16.5.Human Heartedness: The Standard of Bélnghan
7.16.6.Defining the Life Subject anklleasure
7.17.Ecology without Axiology: Diamond and Lovelock and the CapitAsiueSystem
7.17.1J ar ed D Cdlapseand thesGaidlypothesis
7.17.3. The Imperative of Lif¢alue Compass for the Syst&isorder
7.18.Why Love and Compassion Require Life Sup@ystems
7.18.1.Does Buddhism meet the Challenge to Fedliifigf?
7.18.2.The Problem oBuddhism: Universal Interiority withoutlafe-Ground
7.18.3.The White Light Field: ReGrounding the Ultimate Experience of Hdlfe
7.18.3.1Reclaiming the LifeGround for Spiritualnteriority

The Value Field Of Action: Reconciling Humanity And The Beast
Jom McMurtry ,Department Of Phil osophy,Universty of Gudph,Gudph NIG 2W1,Canada

8.1.From Inner Life to the Value Field @fction
8.1.1.Delimiting the Life Field ofAction
8.1.2.The Externalist Fallacy Repeats in the Life Field\ofion
8.1.3.The Intrinsic LifeValue of Sentient Action iNature
8.1.4.The Issue of GooHxtinctions
8.1.5.The EpistemologicaBearings
8.2.From Intended Doing to the 10,000 Chariots.ifé
8.2.1.Philosophical Theories of Action: Understanding lthveits
8.2.2.From Individual Acts to the Terrestrial Field of Action and SoRie$ponsibility
8.2.3.Biodiversity as Ultimatéssue ofValue
8.2.4.Regaining the LifeGround of Value in Understanding the WorldAation
8.2.5.Infinitely Compassable Community of Speciafe
8.2.6.The Fall ofMan
8.3.How Can the Rule of Killing Power and Terror Beod?
8.3.1.The Modern Way: Humanity Must Congudature
8.3.2.ThePessimistic Way: The Value Field of Life Action Is to Be Disconneltech
8.4.Facing the Ultimate Problem of Terrestridfle
8.4.1.The Grounding Challenge to a LiféalueOnto-Ethic
8.4.2.The Idealist Solution: Release from Embodied Liferbpught
8.4.3.The OnteAxiological Contradictions for LifevaluePhilosophy
8.5.The Counterarguments of Liiéalue Theory
8.6.The Life Values of the Predatory SysterrNafture

306

86.1Naturebés Value SyYWsadanem and the Primary
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8.6.2.Biodiverse Action Value Created by PredaRyeyOrder
8.6.3.Rethinking the Pacification Mfature
8.6.4.The Ecocidalmplications
8.7.The Absolutist Fallacy of Reverence for Alfe
8.7.1.The Shared Life Ethics of Schweitzer gadndhi
8.7.2.Life-Value OnteEthics Solves th€roblem
8.7.3.The Life CompossibilityPrinciple
8.7.3.1Life-Value Ecology
8.8.The Human Turn to Symbolic Life, SeMade Rules and the Civiommons
8.8.1.Revolution of the World of Action byanguage
8.8.2.A Higher Ontological Plane: LifEnabling Norms Nowhere Else Nature
8.8.2.1.Civil Commond~orms
8.8.3.Cumulative Human Learning across Age and Death: The Civil ComBegner
8.9.Demystifying the Life Principle: From Life Force to Litéalue Axiology
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8.9.2.The Elanvital
8.9.3.No Inner Logic of LifeProliferation nor Individualife-Value
8.9.4 Life Value Affirmation with No LifeValue Ground oMeasure
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8.10.1.Evolution as Experimental ProcessLife-Value Advance or LifeBlind Regression
8.10.2.The Unnamed Causal Mechanism of Terrestrial Riégression
8.10.3.From Confused Life Affirmation to Lifé/alue Principle antdleasure
8.10.3.1Life-Value Measure: Defininglustrations
8.103.2Phi | osophy0s-V&tue acrossriltures or Li f e
8.11.Humanity and Nature: Animal Rights in LiféaluePerspective
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Western Philosophy and the Life -Ground
G. Baruchello,University of Akureyri, Iceland

1. The Life-Ground in Western Philosophy idegativa
1.1. Rarefying the LifeGround: the Ideal Turn of AnciePhilosophy
1.1.1.The lonians an&Empedocles
1.1.2.Pythagoras
1.1.3.Heraclitus
1.1.4.TheEleatics
1.1.5.The Sophists
1.1.6.The Skeptics

1.2.The OtherworldlyHorizon: the LonglLasting Legacy of Socrates aRthto

1.2.1.Socrates

1.2.2.Plato

1.2.3.HeatherNeo-Platonism

1.2.4.Early ChristianNeo-Platonism

1.2.5.Tertullian and HisHeirs

1.2.6.The Otherworldly Horizon as the Mediewindset

1.3.The Modern Separation from the Li&r o u n d : Cop€minatRévelution

1.3.1.ModernScience
1.3.2.Rationalism andEmpiricism
1.3.3.Kant

1.3.4.ldealism

1.3.5.Schelling
1.3.6.Schopenhauer

1.4.Rarefying Western Philosophy: the Linguistic Turn of the Twen@sthtury

2. The Life-ground in Western Philosophia Positiva

2.1.Western Philosophy as théother of All Sciences
2.1.1.Aristotle
2.1.2.AncientAtomism
2.1.3.Aristotelian Platonism aniflechanism
2.1.4.The Medieval LifeGround ofGod
2.1.5.The Birth of ModerrScience
2.1.6.Descartes and ModeMechanism

2.2.Western Philosophy Reclaiming the Li&ound in Humar€onduct
2.2.1.AncientAgrarianism
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2.2.3.Humanism andRenaissance
2.2.4.The IronCentury
2.2.5.TheEnlightenment
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2.3.3.Nietzsche
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2.3.5.EcologicalPlatonism
2.3.6.GreenThought
3. Conclusion: Seeing thdght

Lif e Responsibility versus Mechanical Reductionism: Westem W orld -Views of Natur e from
Pantheism to Postivism 80
Richad All en,Formerly of the University ofthe Weg Indies, StAugustine, Trinidad

Giorgio Baruchdl o,Faculty of Law and Social Sciences University of Akureyri, Iceland

1.The modern Westerworilddeba of o6t he natur al
2. Other cosmologicgbatterns
3. The Biblical view of theworld
4. Ancient Greek science ampthilosophy
4.1.0rganismandd Mechani s md
4.2.Beings andBeing
4.3.Cyclical Cosmology
4.4 Attitudestowards théJniverse
5. The mediaevalvorld-view
6. The impact of the 'mechanistic' universe of Newtosieience
6.1.Reductionism
6.2.Direct Implications oReductionism.
6.2.1.The Missing ThirdRealm
6.2.2.Quantification
6.2.3.Teleology and~unctions
6.3.Indirectimplications
6.4.Reactions;against the New View of Nature and its Alledetblications
6.5.Positivism
7. The distinctiveness of life and some reagenelopments
7.1 Some Distinctive Featuresldfe
7.2.Prospects for more adequate Pictures ofloeld
7.3.Human Responsibility Today

The Embodied Good Lif e: From Aristotle To Lif e-Ground Ethics 10€
Jef Nooran,Department of Phil osophy, Windsa Universty, Canada

. The Embodied Gootife

. Aristotle: Human Capabilities and Socldierarchy

. Marx: The Socieeconomic Grounds of Embodi€deedom

. Friedrich Nietzsche: Life aBredation.

. Herbert Marcuse: The Embodied FoundatioMofality

. Theodore Adorno: The Unbearable HardnedBeiifig

Amartya Sen and Martha Nussbaum: Human Capabilities And Globtte
. Conclusion: LifeGroundedSynthesis
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Visions Of Universal I dentity In World Religions: From Life-Incoherent To Lif e-Grounded
Spirit uality 139
John MdMurtry, Universty of Gudph,GudphNIG 2W1, Canada

. Understanding False Religion across History @nttures

. From Life Sacrifice for Selfish Gain to Offerings for Renewal of the GReand

The Animating Breath of Life: The Unseen Common Ground of the Spiritual ARedggons
. Sacrificing Self to Enable Life across Divisions: The Ancient Spirifisibn

. What Is the | That Has a Body? Rational Explanation of the Infinite Consciolitbgs

. CounterArgument: How Analytic Philosophy and Science Explain Away Ituifer

. From the Soul of the Upanishads to the Ecology of Universalddietity
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8. Reconnecting Heaven to Earth: The Infarter Infinitude of SpirituaComprehension

9. Re-Grounding Spirituality: From the LigHEields to Universal Liféecessitie

10.Redeeming the World: Bhagavaita and its Moral Code of Embodiédtion

11.spirit I nfuses the Materi al Mo u EvdlutionAur obi ndods 1| nt
12.Universal Life Needs as the Lost Li@&round of WorldReligion

Logic, Philosophy Of Scierce And The Quality Of Life 193
Alex C. MichalosUniversity of Northern British Columbia, Canada

1. Introduction
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Preface

When the UNESCOEOLSS Secretariataskedme in 2004 to organizea Philosophy

Theme for the Encyclopedia of Life Support Systems, | accepted withitiamate
commitment. We were united in our shared concern for the future of life opldhet,

and the world itself neededwhat philosophycan offer i critical examinationof first

principles and underlying value assumptions at a system level. clineulative
degadati on and c ol | -aapr@ng capatities wae by thémadniebdes | i f e
to thoughtful people,and | had alreadypublishedmuch researchon the unexamined

value system regulating the globe. With the sciences and economs&sadingly

claiming value neutrality, and philosophyand the humanitiesnot engagingthe value
systemproblemat a planetarylevel, | soughtto meeta seeminglyimpossibletask of

explaining world philosophy across specialties and areas while coming to gripthevith
emergehworld crisis. Forging explanatory connection between ruling thoagstems

and the deepstructuralproblemsof civilization had long beencentralto my research,

and so | understoodthis invitation as a call to enlist the deepestand most
comprehensiveesources of philosophical analysis to explain philosophy asobem®ls,

to lay barethe fatally misguidedassumptiongnd their consequencegressingin upon

us, andto spell out a life-coherentway of reasonto move forward.i H otewl i \haso

beenphi |l osophyds wultimate question siomce t he
not, has beenits unifying quest. Common problem and method of understandingt

whole were joined by thigroject.

Organization of the Chapters

The work found in this publicationhastwo major 6 v o | uofrexpadatoryanalysis.

The first is my ThemeEssayon Philosophyand World Problemswhich is written in a
cumulatively building explanationto fulfill the projectin one unified volume. Its 12
chapters are set out in full in the Table of Contents ahead. Here | shaBunliyarize
their researchand findings in a very generalway. Analysis beginsfrom our current
human condition with an anatomy of the global crisis in terms of oppesst
unexanined value systems(Chapterl). The next chaptersthen critically analyzeand
move beyond the immutable idea of the good as happiness and releaspafrom
(Chapter2) to critically excavateother generaltheoriesof value acrossclassic and
leading contemporaryforms (Chapters3, 4 and 5). The self-evidentbasisof all that
humanbeingstruly value is spelledout from thed p r i axéom §f v a | with dhe
Aul ti mate value fields of thoughtacrodsel t bei
problems and domains (Chapters 6, 7 and 8). The human subject and the nvahifeld
systems constructed across cultures are then explained as the rules bindinidals

and societieslive whosevalidity or invalidity, justice or injustice can be objedively
determinedby life-value analysisin theoryand practicealike (Chapters9, 10 and11).
Rational choice and scientific method across contemporary theories are then chitiqued
light of the life-coherenceprinciple asthe missingimperativeof humanreasonand of

the global system itself (ChaptE&2).

The secondd v o | ofor@idal essayss by expertswho havebeenselectedo cover

all the life-relevantfields of contemporaryphilosophicalinquiry. Their essayscover
threemetaareasof philosophy,with eachmetaareaconsistingof a setof four or five

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 25



PHILOSORY AND WORLD PROBLEMS

essays. This organizing framework complements thénalisive Theme Essaby
providing specialist accounts of major topic fields by philosophers intgrnationally
recognizedcapacitiesof researchin thesefields. The three metaareasare: (1) Onto-
Ethical Philosophyfrom the pre-Socraticsto the presentwith overviewsfrom a life-
grounded standpoint covering virtually every known figure and school of philosgphy
to contemporary environmental theory; (@pdes of Reasooonsisting of systematic
coverages of logic, science, natural language argument, and market ratio(8lity;
Philosophyand Societyinvestigatingcompetinghistorical and contemporarywiews of
human nature, democracy, and humigits.

Conclusions

Philosophy resists conclusions because its method across disagrekfilentmnodern
scienceto which it gives rise - always leavesissuesopento counterargumentand
furtheranceof understandingThis is how philosophydiffers from religious, sectarian
and other dogmasand closedsystemsof thinking. Yet agreementcrossthe research
contributing to this work is implicit or explicit on one meta principle: whateveris

incoherentwith organic,socialand ecologicallife requirementghroughtime is false,
and evil to the extent of its reduction and destruction of life fields and sigystems.
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Biographical Sketch

Summary

Showing that neither the ethics of individual decisinar immutable lawscan
comprehend the social subject and its choice spaces, this chapter explaiesidimey
plane of the humancondition as the rules by which we live and definesthe ultimate
principles of their evaluation arativance.

9.1.The Egocentric drcle: How the World Disappears in Philosophyand
Economics

The fAegocentric p-olé philosophical prokdeni inamely that a g e
nothing can be provedbeyondo n eofvs consciousstates. Solipcismand scepticism
are philosophical positions whiateny that there is any certain way beyond tirgle,
and philosophy has been haunted by the problem since the ancients. Hben
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phil osopher entering heaven asks, ufsiiowm?do |

Metatactics have developed to avoid the ultimad@undrum. Suspension pfdgment
becomes an unwritten standard of philosophical comportment, and philosophydends
stay within meanings and relationships among words. In contemporary tladstyact
rationalselvesin a vacuumdecidewhat s just, goodor valid, while in practice,selves
choose what they want in markets of commoditiespoiiticians.

In all, a worldview develops in whichnothing is seen to decide but individual
preferencesandthereis no value but what they choose Otherways of understanding
arealienficol | ectivisto, AMarxisto, fAdoaci ders f

9.1.1.A General Tuning Out of the World

In contemporary moral philosophies and theories of justice;reielfential debates
abstract out the world and buildx nihilo on themselves. That isprofessional
philosophersbegin with interpretationsof what the dominanttheorieshave claimed,
with what philosophers in central institutions say about them as referbodg
including what has beenarguedfor or againstthemthat is in fashion,and especially
what has beensaid in responsdo them in secondarydebatesad infinitum. No life-
ground ever emerges to view to constrain obligation to its requirements. theat
internalmechanics of the arguments position themselves within the received d&bates
all that normally counts. It follows that when actual universalinterestsof humanity
come to be directly threatened, there are no shared grounds to recognize the treses of
actual world or to steer out by life coordinatesuofierstanding.

Outside of philosophy,a parallel autism rules. For example,professionaleconomic

understanding adopts technical and mathematical symbols in equationgragpits

which becomeautonomougircuits of meaningthat substitutefor the materialworld.

What does not appear within them dotuals not e
life needs.Necessityis thus what follows from the given axioms, not what people

require to live througlyenerationatime.

9.2.The Common Life Interest beneath Rule By PrivatdRights

Despitethis systemicdisconnectiorfrom the life-groundby contemporarytheory and
doctrine, h u ma n untleylydng longerterm patternof civilization has, in fact, been
life-protectivenorms developedacrosscultures- for example,againstdepredationof
commonresourcesletting the young or old die, attackingothersat will, appropriating
ot hersd homes, orapesexual mol estation or

Yet all of these actions are fregdyer mi t t ed i n Natur edbBichcompet.
evolutionary and economic theories adopt as their model of reproductive success. It as

the very basis of humanityds civbdingzati on
blocked out by the ruling vaé syntax othought.
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9.2.1.Market -Era Amnesia of the CivilCommons

Transcultural laws and customs defending human life are elements ofotige
developing but generally unseen civil commons discussed in the prior champers,
all social constructswhich enableuniversalaccessto life goods from languageand
life-protective laws to public life spaces, libraries and parks, and supportivevicane
helpless. Civil commons, however, are not widely recognized in philosophlyeor
sciences, including Marxian varieties. Although its structures differerfiateanity
from the naturalstrugglefor survival in every case,theseevolvedcommunitysupport
systems and their historical actualization of the common life interest are scoegrdd
even theory whtcomMmbosodoses on fAthe

For example,Elinor Os t r @ovérsingthe Commons:The Evolution of Institutions
for Collective Action (1990), for which she received the 2009 Nobel Prize in
Economics, examines only smattale commonerganized and governed dividuals
in the private sector,without governmentfunding, or legal enforcementpr life-value
criterion. Civil commonsat the systemwide level remainwithout a known nameeven
as battles are fought in the street for thmarticular forms (e.g., governmeptotection
of ecological commons, labor rights, application of international law againsirinags,
public programs for life security of all kinds, enforced rules againspibazy andseed
contamination, and san).

The evolution of <civil commons unadadysisl i es hu
explains, but their formations have been increasingly invaded, defunded and eimclosed

bitsi most poignantly in fe@rivatization of public infrastructures of prinyaeducation

and healthcare in Africa so as to pay compound interest to fdraitks.

9.2.2.Against the Grain: Recognizing the Social Subject and CiviCommons

What is not recognized is not defemaed o €
ethicaldevelopmentwh at John Stuart Mil |l c mdnkind d it
asaprogressiveh e i h may be acknowledgedn resonanphrasesbut not criterially

defined. The closest Mill comes, as we know, is the utilitarian prineipl@ximization

of happiness and minimization of pain. Yet these interests are subjectpermanent,

and not necessarily progressive as we have seBEmeifranscultural Idea: The Goed
Happiness and the Bad &sin.

r
he

The methodological problem is that what transegiveswant or decide amdividuals
or aggregates cannot recognize what has been leftwiiat societies in fact choodsy
the rules its members live bijhe social subject is not recognized. Bystemdeciding
rules we live by dissolveinto the given. S o ¢ i eute-gavesnedself creationis not
examined as a moral system.Civil commons are not esered.

Failure to conceiveh u ma n shargdéfes and life foundationsis endemicto ruling
doctrines through history. Even universal water and seys&tems so basic toommon
life today had to be struggled for underneath policy and theory by London woren
a century ago in the face of industrial squalorand choleraepidemics,and are now
themselvesunder moneyprivatization pressuresacrossthe world. Insteadof further
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advanceon the strengthof what societieshave won by universalizinglife goodsand
standards, there is a reverse tendency whose philosophical framesedftheximizing
marketindividual. Indeedlead advocateof this global marketrevolution, F.A. Hayek
and Margaret Thatcher, h avseoccileatiyme.d @At her e

9.2.3. The Common Life Interest and Civii Commons Undefined By Marx and
Polanyi

Kar | Mar x0s historic wanmnkeks ad represemadivedf st andi r
h u ma n universalinterestsis a major step in modern philosophyin recognizing

collective subjecthoodgvenif not yet formed. Yet Ma r xdneeptionfails to define

any commonlife i nt er est beyond dAfood, clotrhi ng, d
measureof their needor indication of whatthe ii e tndght includeis provided.Marx

emphasizes the historicization of human needs and their goods instgead counting

commercial tobacc@ need if habitually smoked. As we have seen, therebkas

mainstream theory avoidance of the organic-difetdeath baselines of thdauman

condition over 2500 years. Marx goes deeper towards this baseline hizan
predecessors, but he still theoretig@rases this level of analysis in positipgpductive

force development as the ultimate base of society with no need criterioitsfor
increasingly unnecessary products. At the same time, even he ignores tbencnabns

i nfrastruct ur eas apgarangetercof bumgnddeveldpmente Overad|,

abstracts it out-griori by:

(1) reductionof all social organizationto classstructuresof division and oppression,

and

(2) reduction of all norhuman life to resources for capitaliktvelopment.

One can understandvhy Marx doesthis. The village commonsof Britain had been
brutally cleared over centuries to auild tF
capitalist factory systemconsumednaturaland humanlife in feeding cycles of ever

wider worldcontrol.

It all started with At he s heelUtopia(@stding meno
the midst of the great clearances of the village commons for the transnationéiadeol
centuriesbefore.No commonsat all seemedo survive,and no commonlife interest

seemed to be protected. Karl Polanyi almost a century later implicitly identifees x 6 s

failure to recognizethis infra-classcommunity planein his The Great Transformation

(1945). Yet Polanyi never provides any regulating principldgs bfi s fi srataralal and
|l ife subst amwkee 0o which he

In short, no generically defined common life interest or civil commons base emerges
the two greatest critiques of private morwpital rule over aentury.

9.2.4.The Dualism of Rights: For PrivateProperty versus Human LifeMeans
This greataporiain humanthoughtis not resolvedbut divertedfrom by A i ndi vi dual
r i g hthespoeoccupation of social and political philosophers today. Despitgehae

reliance on the rights of the individual for both social morality and justice, another
unseen substructural problem has developed since John Locke defended thesmrights
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his canonicaBSecond Treatise on Governm€bd89)1 published the year followinthe
English revolution aginst monarchical right and feudal controlaxid.

These new 6Lockeand individual r i pivate s

propertyin ever more forms and acrossnationalborderssince.But what is ignoredin
the glorification of theséndividual rights against royal power is that these riglitshot
securep e o priglet & she meansof life requiredto exist. Consider,for example the

conf e

famed Aright to |ife, l i berty & omdtitupoor sui t ¢

in the contextof tensof millions of citizensmalnourishedand without medicalhealth
care. Yet such life-anddeathdistinctionsrarely arise in philosophicaldiscourseson

i ndi vidual ri ghts. Ronal dTakdhy RighksBamidusly c ont en

(1978) argues indeed that t h e s e considegationss
Common life interests and support systems are bracketeepoiati.

Beneath the undercurrent pull of theory and practice into atomic rights witifieno
ground runs a fatalisconnection. Abstraction away from common life supggetems
screens out their cumulative destabilizatiiyrthese individual rights in particular, by
the private rights of global corporationspolluting and degradingenvironmentsacross
borders. Primt € consumers with money ri ghthe
life-blind rights system.We may pose an unaskedquestion- what other rights now
count in theworld?

9.3. The Life-Blind Logic of the Ruling Economic Mechanism and itdVioney-Right
Holders

Commonlife supportsystemshaveno placein capitalaccountsor measure®f goods
production,and do not factor into contemporaryphilosophicaltreatiseson rights and
justice. Since the ruling paradigm of valadding knows only reversible agdalityless
sequence®f exchangevalue yielding private profit or priced products,commonlife
interestssimply do not compute. Thus stocks of forests, fish and fossil energy are
blocked out of internationaltrade treatieseven as they are visibly stripped. At the
deepestevel of ruling doctrine,the secondlaw of thermodynamicstself is suspended
by necclassicalassumptiorof the modernmarketmechanismasii gerpetualmotion
ma ¢ h iTnanounderlying assumption which physicist and econonN&tholas
GeorgesctRoegenlong agoexposedn The Entropy Law and the EconomicsProcess
(1971).4 Ac c o todhisnegvd i s c i gf hebatassitaleconomicshe trenchantly
writes, fi gile of ashesmay very well becomecapableof heatingthe boiler Also, a

corpse may resuscitate to lead a second life in exactly the reversed ordér bfthe t .

Since growth of the system and its momght holders alone count, natven

fAitrun

suppl

0

unbreathable air and weather destabilization register within the ruling mechanisim. As

IS universalised across the globe, three primary principles of rragigygrowth
regulate beneath accountability to common life requirements amsdidifdards.

(1) Nothing that existsis ruled out as a site for global marketwasteor exploitation
includingthe atmosphere, air and water as corporate \gas.

(2) Whatever is not a priced product for profitable exchange is made to beconas one
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the condition of its future funding, including public health and higésearch.

(3) Whoever owhatever is an effective barrier or adversary to the system is represented
as an enemy of market freedom gmdsperity.

9.3.1.Universal Life Supports Abolished FromView

If life standardsdo not governto stabilize climate, air and atmospheresystems,soll
mantles and organic nutrients, ocean and aquatic ecosystems, forest hatmitats
migratory routes, biodiverse seeds and species, supplies efenewable energy
sourcesand naturalwastesinks or other socialand naturallife supportsystem- all in
precipitate decline no extreme destruction of shared life conditions is rubed
Cumulative collapse followgredictably.

Contemporary philosophy assists in the unseeing. Mainstream philosophical tleéories
Aintersubjectivity fofo shtunmoadne rcno odmrsctéiriearaet n coendo,,
mor alityo, and Rawlsian f rules othe justi c
evolved common life infrastructures it seleatginst.

9.3.2.Regrounding Obligation in Objective Life Bases

Once human reason movesrézonnection to our shared life ground aaduirements,
on the other hand,a seltevidentimperativeclearly follows. The commonlife interest
obligesall humanactionto be consistentwith the protectionand advanceof common
life support systems for ém to be sustained. Yet since no existing normative theory
system of validity grounds in these life foundations, none deducekfe¢handdeath
obligations they impose across public differences and private rights. Tiaewty
practice, rather, proceedlovious to theirground.

In foundationalcontrast,life-value onto-axiology adoptsthis groundas ultimate value
base, and recognizes civil commons as its evolving practi@aliation.

9.4.The Onto-Axiology of Competition: From Predatory to CommonLife-Value
Gains

The universalhumanlife goodsand necessitieslefinedin the next chapterexplainthe

frameworkof life meansinvolved, and regulatorsconsistentwith life supportsystems

become the grounding normative deciders. The rules and prinaiprebyindividuals

and human societies live consciously or preonsciously, well or badly are

t hroughout the underlying ultimateandhoi ce ¢
advance.

Behind this deciding frameworkof 6 h otaM i vsehdmanityp sule-following nature

which has distinguished the speciged evol
beginning.Homo regulator supersedeshe immediatebody of instinct by social rules

across individuals. The system of social regulators continudesiges life or deatfor

many, but this onto-axiological meaningis gatheredonly in glimpses.Insteadsystem

rules have beennormally presupposeds natural, optimal or divinei asiniser vi ng
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oneds | ord, ki ng iathegloalondréetto ur Acoep et i ng
9.4.1.The General OntoEthical Frame

At the terrestriallevel, we may summarizewhat secularphilosophyhas learnedsince

Pl ato and Confucius. At the highesandl evel
iImagesprovide humanaction with the organizingideasthat mediatethe outer world

into intelligible forms and meansof consciousprojects.The felt world, in turn, is the

s u b j fedlirg 6ide of theseinteractingfields which motivatesasii t tv & Itd edact

felt ideas in outer form. Action itself completes and informs these inner fields biylife
material engagement with the world to manage and overcome itsilimigsnly, at the

highest levels, by reduction of desires to necessity and fulfilment of theaolostently

inclusive ideals that can be conceived hwed.

This is a mamfaceted dark glass yielding all the diverse aspects and empbhses
competing thought systems examined in this study. Underlying allhamema ni t y 6 s
universalfields of life andtheir interactionin an ultimately elective processof social
regulation. The rules by which a society lives is the most important generic shate

within which its peopledecide how to live: typically by forms of competitionwhich
humanbeingsinstitute as ¢he rules of the g a mwhich may be life-enablingor life-
disablingin quality.

9.4.2.Privatized Competition versus Civil CommonsOvercoming

Theroleof 6 t & @ mmoim thi®metaframeworkof s o ¢ i e iy ibth repressed
and confused. When received commentary speaks of them, Bsahemistdoes inits
Septembe2008 issue,we find the conventionalizedlocks to understandindoth the
commons and beneficial competition which have long bedevilled the wdrie:
Economistargument is crystallized falarity.

Scientistsfind proof that privatising fish stockscanaverta disaster.- - Most fisheries

have an annual quota of whatcanbe caugl@ut t hi s can resheal t i n
guota- - which canleadto overfishing:a classictragedyof the commons - - Fishing

can turn into a race so intense that the season had shrunk to just two to threedyantic

- - Privatisation halts the collapse of fisheries @p8).

Whatis not recognizeds thatthe rules of the original situationherearenot thoseof a
commons but of a contestfor private appropriationof fish wherethe quotasassigned
exceedthe capacityof the fisheriesto yield them. The i f r aracéto fci sobcors
becausehe fisheriesare not regulatedas a civil commons- that is, with openraccess
goods organized to reproduce and develop theme defining criterion of acivil
commons structure and its logic of k@luegain.

9.4.2.1.The Magic-Thinking Panacea ofPrivatization
The marketproposalof A i n d i tvansteratdlel) u o t i codtrast,merely privatizes

fish-stocks further, with rights to sell their former public good for privatefit.
Considerationof thosewithout privatized quotasis elided. The long track record of
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private corporate | ooting of sociedangds nat
Aprivateo, and there is no regulatory prote
time.

We may observehere the magicthinking investedin the ruling logic of privatization

and competition as the global panacea of economic organization. Good m@®ults

assumedo follow automaticallywith no causeeffect connectionsshown.In fact, the
Aitragedy of the commonso cannot bsockses ol vec
which has producedthe tragedyin the first place. Only resourceprotectiverules not

permitting any subtraction from the reproducing resouman do thisi the civil
commonsresolution. The private exchangeof quotasfor moneyprofit only reiterates

the failed privatizationregimeat a higherlevel. Its i s o | uassuntes correlationof

this rule to the best of possible worlds as a system dogswgperstition.

9.4.2.2 Private Profit versus Civil Commons: Facts in Place oSuperstition

Two examples provided by Raj Patellihe Value of Nothing: Where Everythi@psts
Much More than We Think2009) report the world of fact as distinguishdm
doctrinal superstition.

fAfter a quotasystemfailed, the governmenfof Chile] collective rights over specific

traditional fishing groundsthatt h e knéwdh and fished for generationsEnforcement

was devolvedto local fisherp e o p uniens.B worked. The fisheriesrecovered - - -

[ On the other hand], the Eur opeapnvatdni onos
companies] has resulted in millions of tons of fish being thrown away, 88#hafries

being overexploitedand the costto the public being far greaterthanthe value of the
catches-@. (pp. 106

In fact, the evidence is systematic in showing the ecocidal effectgprivhte
commodificationof naturalresourcesn general,as resourcescientistJack P. Manno
demonstrates in hBrivileged Goods: Commoditization ang limpact onEnvironment
and Society(2000). He showsin documentedietail that the measureof moneyvalue
efficiency is antiecological by itsature.

9.4.3.Civil Commons versus Predatory Forms oDevelopment

From a lifegrounded standpoint, competition®re | f or gr oup ai$ ot her s
a lowervalue order in principlet he #fApredatoryo | ogragedyof war ,
acrossculturesandtimes. This is what Albert Einstein(18791955) saysin glimpsing

the repressed alt ewenateiaVydsy: oivNawhearee O6htahwee p
human development- - Science, however, cannot create endMany humanbeings,
half-unconsciously, determine the slow evolutiorsod c i et y 0 .

We might say that the 60 years since Einstein wrote these woad$949 essayj Wh y
Socialism?0 have enabl ed cl| ar i fdladfieatonon of h
is provided by the history of social democracieswithin which no-one is allowed to

starve to death, remain homeless without means of existememable to acces®ols

of learning, or have no access to healiihe when ill. These are the stiblding linesof
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civil commonsadvance.
9.4.4.The Generic Form of PredatoryCompetition

All predatory competition, in polar contrast, is governed by a definiogmmon

principle in which the aim of group or individual competitorsis for someexclusionary

payoffto self whichis won at the life-costof othersi i r i pd dodisethe colloquial

expression expressing the predatory dimension. If we apply this inner prirafiple
competitionto any of its myriad forms or to the works of thosewho presupposats
meaning as a life universaf or exampl e, Friedrimpdwedicet zsch
treatedelsewherein this study - we find the italicized criterion identifies the exact

natureand measureof predatorycompetitionacrosscultures.How muchis takenand

how much others ameprived ofconstitute the measure of the predatoryhaxge. For

contemporary example, clearing tropical rainforests for -cagps whose profitis

private and taken elsewherehas one unifying goal -0 ¢ 0 mp ert e tt u v pEvaie
corporatemoneysequencegthe w i n n ke 6usin moneyvalue quantity); while at

the same time dispossessing all who live in the rainforest of their habitatsevéhues

so extracted not regul ated t o depnvatonod t he | i
their life and life means). The same logiomodneyvalue takeand life-valuedeprivation

applies to all cases of this predatory forntompetition.

9.4.5.The Generic Form of Civil CommonsOvercoming

In contrast, civil commons competition is a form of action whose goal ®varcoming
of opposing limits tovin a life good for all for example, the scientific competiticio
breakthe code of a lethal diseaseby discoveryof a public, nonpatentedmedicineto
treat itsvictims.

The obstaclesovercomein suchcompetitioncan include pastrule-systemsas well as
limits of nature,and they are civii commonsbreakthroughsf humanevolution with
lasting life-gainfor all T competitionat its highestlevel Whengoodsfor all of the life
community are achieved,not just for one side as in predatorycompetition,humanity
wins. Those who lead the fight for the common cause are the heroes oivithe
commons.They are found in myth andlegendwherethe herostandsfor the life of the
whole people against alien monsters and invasions. Historical victories afivihe
commonsare richer and more maturein quality i from the abolition of slaveryto the
winning of universal life security and infrastructures in modern times. Faootes
predatory competition always oppdsem.

In Canada, the greatest hero by open pols the founding father o@iniversal
healthcare® an exampleof heroic civii commonsstruggleand overcomingled by an
individual. At the most basic level there is a unifying logic of all contestithg
sustainedintention or goal of its participantsto overcomea limiting condition whose
outcome of struggle is undecided/hat distinguishes civil commons strugglestlie
goal of acommongood, not a private gain for oneside. This is the moral evolution of
competitionwhich is not yet distinguishedin receivedtheory or recognizedin social
policy. All emancipatoryhistory expresseshis inner logic of civil commonsstruggle.
Considerthe long and sustainedattlesagainsteverykind of dehumanizingorce and
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oppression in which this overcoming to universal life good provisionnmoes against
diseasesslavery,racism, sexism,superstition,illiteracy, corruption,imperialism- the
list is long. What humangood or socialadvancecanwe agreeuponthat hasnot been
fought and won in accordancevith this underlyinglogic of struggle?That it remains
unrecognized by any known category or name indicates to us how submeggedie
competition and gain human thought bagn.

9.4.6.Good and Bad Forms of Competition:The Unexamined Choice Spacand
Measure

In the distinctionbetweengood and bad competitionlies the onto-ethical choicespace

which decidesthe nature of humansocietyand humanityitself. A Hu maat uwee 0 ,

may seehere,is not a given, but a choicespacewhich canberegulatedoneway or the

other. The ruling valusyntax, in contraspresupposesxclusionary competition athe

given, and so too the Ahuman natpedaoy it f or
competition, there are laws againsesific gross forms of it, but what it is iprinciple

and how it is overcome remaiobscure.

With competition as all else, theeasureof goodness, or badness is to what extdat

is enabled or disabled by its regulating form. Even the self can castestn limitsin

an enabling or disabling way. Theonditon.s t he
Here the winning self overcomesconstrainingblocks, habits or fearsor, on the other

hand, submissively closes to wider horizons by repre$siba basic structure ahoice

at the social level asell.

S

9.4.6.1.What All Know: A Moving Line of Human Advance

An ultimate form of <civil commons dallyer comi n
life with other humanbeings,the @ mo k alo w | efdtlge eidil commonsi not to

stri ke, but to discuss, not to i gntam e, but
not to despoil,but to stewardnaturallife, not to dumpwaste,but to recycleor deposit,

not to lie, but to speak truly, and so on. In thissgg corporations and governmelaty

far behind the mor al knowl edgigheapposicta dy govVve
the officialilsdadegr osd. soci et yos

Note that every one of these everyday rules is an expression of tkelliteprinciple,

and observe that not one is found in Nature, the dominant model of competiticareAll

civil commons victories within a soisietyos
told bythem.

Yet all of this is untold in official culture, not namedby theory, not valuedin public
accounts,and not extendedby state funding to enablethe civility of life that civil
commonsbuild. This is why the much proclaimedfi w aon p o v e hat be@nonly

words maskingthe underlyingreality - trumpetedmore loudly as the civil commons

themselves continue to be unfunded, defunded or reversed across bordersifor ¢hev

gl obal mar ket competitiono. Wimpokerishroentc hange
is produced, predatory competition continues to produces.mibsurdly miniscule
moneyvalue gains are made to substitute for lived facts of deprivation (e.g.doflar
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more in the city replacing an ancestral rural livelihood counted as a rs@odareof-
living gain). So long as the civil commonsform of developments ignored blocked,
defunded or attacked in provision for basic life goods, mass impoverishareht
suffering predictably deepen.

9.4.7. LifeConscious and LifeBlind Forms of Competition Decide History

The most dominantompetitions- for market and military gains are meanwhile
presupposed with their life costs built into their rules. The patternifefblind
competitiveforms persiststhrough eventhe falls of societiespursuingthem. On the
other hand,civil commonsvictories or advancesarewon in the longer haul and show
the capacity of a society to develop. Consider, for {mmgh example, genocidalroup
conquests for the prize of rulirgystem booty and expansion made illegalder
internationallaw since1945if only beginningto be enforced.The civil battlesagainst
such predatoryforms are long and painful, and succeedso far as they establishnew
rules to effectively criminalize them, as rape and armed robbery have bedba at
domesticlevel. This is civil-commonsrule formationin process.Societiescan follow
either direction, but require life-value bearingsto desubmergdrom and combatthe
ruling competitive forms of life destruction which are invariably representetttasus

- mass homicidal wama s Apatriotico, deprivatiason of f
Adevel opmeont 6, and so

Whichever way the social subject chooses by the rules it follows, all felboaerule-
governed design which is always open to decision in its construction, itsiertents
modification. Even GenghisK h a rhd@rdeswere governedby strict rules of absolute
command, horsemanship, mass attack, looting and slaughédir presupposedas
inevitable and selValidating structures of action. The rules were objectiestyto the
extentof life and life-meansdestruction,but not questionedby thoseboundby them,
and indeed depicted with awe by historians. Human society in the microoosm
macrocosnis decidedby its rules,andwhenthe rulesarebred, enforcedand followed
without question, we find the human equivalent to mindless instinctual progitout
natural function.

9.5.Principles and Rules: The Underlying Social Subject Deciding How toive

What are our rules are, that we become.When they follow from principles of more
inclusively enablinglife thanwithout them, asin literacy and healthcare victories of
developments o c i equlatérshave moved beyondmerevalue programto form a
moral social subject the still unarticulated form of humadvance. The meanirgnd
legitimacy of the common good is decided by-idue principle, as all lastingpuman
advancesshowfrom h u ma n lortg godguiestof diseaseand tyranniesto hardwon
structuresof public provisionand commoncivility in everydaylife. Only the unifying
principle has not been deciphered.

Homo regulator can always go bad as well as good. That is the s p e cultimatedy
distinguishingnature,its bonding intelligence,and its tragic flaw. Humansmay also
only come to internalizeules by conditioned responses to rewards, anchanmatlike
indoingsa st i | | identical with their Hecausg 6s des
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more lifeenabling/disabling whether they are understood or not. Wimtlgually

followed rules are thus the social subject for better or for worse, individual a@iuhs

deviations have long been the sole ocus of moral thought. The conceptiotieative

rule structures as themselves moral subjects has been missing at the didevetidn
general,thesedeepstructuresof sharedvalue agencyare only opento questionin a

society reaching critical consciousness of iteslad moral subject. The objectiwalue

iIssue is always whether the rules accepted and lived by areardife enablingor

disabling by their regulation, but thsystemlevel of life-value measure halkeen

blocked out across cultures and received perspectives of justice, moralityeatdm.

The systendeciding rules made and followed by societies and thembers andheir

life-val ue measure are a terra incogniofa of th
|l ifeo is normally just assumed -asworhyt r i bal
of divine favour and might against all opposing

9.5.1.Clarifying the Lost Human Agency andMeasure

It is in the rules of the rule-governedcreature,not the foregroundactionsexpressing

them, that we find the ultimately governingagencyof the humancondition. Yet they

tendto be assumedat the systemwide level asan externalnecessitywith evenvilely

life-abusing rules beheld presupposed as inviolable (e.g., maiming of citizevistder

or fault, or mass life ruin by disemployment). The mata a sur e of ra@esy s oci €
is alwaysthe extentto which they enableor disablefields of life by their regulating

form of reproductionthroughgenerationatime i for example,by, the percentageand

extent of their membershipwith/without basic meansof life when the resourcesto

provide them are not/are wastex mechanisms of enforcement of thées.

At the level of ruling value purpose, any rule system of society disclosddgeis

blindness by ignoring or violating common life requirements even whilegkample,

proclaiming i h i gstardardsof | i v iwithgno life coordinates.Closure within a

particular construct of rules and meanings deepens by presupposition. It is notiyound

the Arule by the maj or i78)yanceiges oppressionf St uart
individual lives and their liberties of expe s s i o n. Rat her , mole e deepl
structureitself that overridesliberties of individual speechand selfregardingaction,

with mostpeopleactingin accordancevith it. Op p r e ss$ructareisonst ultimately

seatedin majority rule over the minority or evenprivileged classover the rest, but a

rule of all against each by a IHelind syntax of governanc®/e may consider herdor

example, the regulating presupposition of an infallible invisible hand meting

rewardsand punishmets by suprahumanlaws beyondhumancontrol which all must
competewithin to survive, and none may publicly call into questionwithout risk of
socialostracism.

9.5.2.Laying Bare the Inner Logic of the Game

S o c i eute gydtamis the preconsciousocial subject.lt becomesconsciouswhenit
understands what it really is, a system of prescriptive regulators and rewards
penaltiesfor successor failure in competingat and within its rules. In our world, the
actually regulating ontaxiological system igoverned by money value faverything,
with who has the money impelled by its rules to have more of its value as the rature
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its game. This is its market moralityi The soci al responmskebi | i ty
p r o f li epistemologyis that the truth is what sells,and its socialgoalis moretotal
private commodities and money in grovetytles.

This inner logic of reality, truth and value at the systemlevel is the greatunspokenof
philosophy. Here and elsewhere, thée-system is the setieterminer of society, bus
assumed as necessitated without option. Whatever form it takes and however mmuch it
passively presupposed, effective rule structures are the ultimate deciddretifer
society lives well or ill. Eversocieties with much lower average private incomelivean
better by lifevalue measure than those with higher average private incgegs
Kerala versusother statesin India, CubaversusColumbia). Any societycanin fact
always becomebetter in life terms, but their rule-structuresexert immenseinertial
resistance byollectivehabit holdand vestedinterest defencelhese are the twgreat
blocks against human emancipation across cultures. They are not ordgedssdut
mind-fixed.

9.6.What is Goodin History: Finding the Onto-Ethical Baseline

A socialorderonly truly advancesvhenits rule systemis mademore coherentlylife-

serving - usually by the initiation of relatively few who carry the brunt gifoup
indifferenceand wrath in the painful progressionThe collectiveintentionis a process
of construction and sedimentation. Historical advances of social rule sygamaglly
crystallize around a gradually emergent clarity about the reahmfdeath stakes
involved despite powerful privatinterests militantly resisting and obfuscatinige

underlying life issuesi asin the stoppingof universalpublic healthcarein the U.S.

which other industrial societiesachievedover half a centuryago. The inner logic of

overcoming such systeparalysis is in all cases by more coherently includifesvalue
conception and institution of collectiebligation.

9.6.1.Understanding Backward As Well As ForwardMovements

The backwards movements lmdmo regulatooccur because those following thvalue
syntax they host cannot see beyond it. Ignorance within its coils is if not bliss,irasier
the moment. This is why the peB®80 turn backwards from developingocial
infrastructuresof collective life developmentto regimesof ever more private money

ard commoditieswas not publicly repudiatedfor its dramatic social and ecological
failures. The inertial lock of the ruling mechanism may thus persist, perhaps fatdlly,
the backward can still be told from the forward movement ofsystems, whatevehe
representationare, by the ultimate and objective principle of life-value. Without this
anchoring measure, system injustice may reign in the name of Freedo/lladn
immune to detection of it.

Life-blind rules and rule systemshave, however, beenthe tragic flaw of the rule-

governed animal since the beginning. The inability to move past atomic posiitbirs

the instituted rule system sustains it. The common life interest does not conifhirte

these positions and their system of interactions@omerged have natiestatesclasses

and peoples been in the demands ofthdtcompet.
they cannotconceiveof the universallife necessitiesand interestswhich unite them.
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Therules of the gameblock systemselfrecognitionevenasthe oceansise and major
cities are submergedWhich massor academicmedia observesthat poorer societies
with civil commonsstructuresto protectlife againstsuchchallengessuffer little harm
while richersocieties suffer catastrophas in the case of Cuba versus New Orldans
by the sam&sunami?

At the level of global societyin general,a stateof natureremainsamonggovernments

as well as corporations and citizens. Extreme inequalities of prieatdusionary

holdings in money demand, strategic positions, invokable armed force arah so

continueto rule so that the most powerful win at o t h e r svithcno kntit 40 the

deprivations and devastations. Like the psychopath at the individual seysdstates,

their advising corporations and allies are indifferent to the life despoliation of @bers

irrelevant to their competitive interest®Vithin this predatory form of contestingnd

victory, even the common life support systems of all are blinkeradt by gtedte nAt he
game of bl ood and treasureo. The | itbe coher
meaning. We might call this the schizophrenia of officiailization.

9.6.2.When is One God, Empire or LawGood?

Singly or together,comprehensioof the social subjectsof history is alwaysgrounded

in the rule systems governing them, and-lisdue is always the measure of thewrth.

Yet the one ultimate issuewhich still doesnot surfacein the moneycapital systemis

whetheritsr ul e system enabl es or di sabl éss peopl
whether the common life interest, its universal life goods and the civil common®base

both are being advancedor reversed.This unifying frame and ground of evaluation
supersdesthe brute criterion of victory and success more for self/selfgroup alone-

which still holds at the politicaéconomic level ofegulation.

9.6.3.The March of God through the World

The canonical modern philosopher, Georg Wilhelm Hegel ({831), nonetheless,
idealizes the armed conquering stwaotrd das | ec¢
His Lectureson the Philosophyof History affirm thisfi p i t iodiceobfist ohnéversal

I d e as @bsolute, with the power of the imperial state cowing any rebellious
particularity with i g | e asma bnrgedgh@ necessityof i ma @arnyinnocentflower

being trampled in its patho. The H#egelnni ng o
what all humandevelopmenis necessitatethy a dialectic of historywhich, he claims,

ends in Amore universal rul e of rengoet and |
us to reject the Third Reich afteim.

Unnoticed by Hegelian philosophers and scholars, not even ceaseless genndiel® is
out. P e o p lives sindl deathsare alike compatiblewith the marchof the Idea. Hegel
expressedn anotherwayp h i | o slangrésgldicsnof the problemof mortality and
imperfectionby eternalideasand idea systemsindifferent to death.Why is deathnot
preferable? There iso answer given. In philosophy it is seldasked.
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9.6.4.The Anti-Universalist Reaction

In the second half of the twentieth century, however, there has been a great

phil osophical reacti on a g ai nPogtmoddirispnyr anni e s
deconstructionism, relativism and afdundationalism affirm plurality andlifference

as all therereally is. What unifies their understandingss the ideathat all universal

principles override and oppressparticular valuesand perspectivesthe differencesby

which individuals actually understand and live.

Who is right? The answeris neither.For, neither recognizesany distinction between
principles that realize universal requirements of life and those which doThe.
ultimate principle ofvalue distinction remaingnknown.

9.6.5.0ppositions Lost without a Value Compass oGround

Matt hew Arnold speaks of the humamrlashondi t i c
by nii gohetpoogram of declared right confronting another with violiemte

ded di ng, Athe shock of body against inbodyo,
fact had endlessclaimantsto universalright and law and wars betweenthem, but with

no objective life-value measurewherebyto rationally testthe claimsof il i ber at i ng
sociaf ya klifenbgtterfor p e o pbly thi® or that system.In the aftermathof
EuropeanFascismand Soviet Communism,contemporaryintellectualshave come to

widely reject Agrand designs of wumvhater s al r
hasgonewrong in principled terms.Philosophicalpositionsacrossschoolsof thought

have no lifevalue bearings or compass to gujigidégment.

With no criterial grasp, the next life-blind program comesto rule as i mar ket
globalizati ono wts$tyrdanoiaaltprescretonsgWhattare benalled f

Al aws of supply and demandod ar e,pricedn fact,
commodities to private money demand at the highest possible profifgivate

corporations, a rules system which recognizes only those with money and is ihgosed

financial and armed means across domains and borders. Alternatives arewrdggd

apriori and ill consequenceblinkered out by this grand designof necessitywhich

remains invisible to those assumingries.

9.6.6. Underneath Differences across Cultures: The Missing Reality Principle of
Life Value

Even contemporarytheoriesof justice and morality presupposehis rule systemas a

silent given, abstractit away, or idealizeits logic. i Mu t racagnitionofd i f f er ence s 0
seems an apparently countervailing movement of thought led by thinkers like

Emmanuel Levinas (1906). For Levinas repudiates the hoary Hegelihalectical

model of masterslavewhererecognitionis won by fight to the deathor surrenderof

one side in trembling fear of the Other. Yet his concept of ethichlacefea c e 6
recognition has no principled ground to recognize, for principal examible,

surrounding rules system as annihilating feeéacer e | at i eThale maau Mt er 0.

Flightstofit h e a n s ¢ @sindtlee nasedf Levinasand Martin Buber) or to ideal
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Asoci al contractso without -HAmeficanpolitcadds or [
philosophy) captureattention.Elaboratesystemsof conceptionbracketout the ruling
soci al order and humareality pyiriciple df lifevatueitbedfis e t oge't

assumed away on bokwvels.
9.6.7.Collective Guilt Made Invisible

In theseways,h u ma n sotiaysabgecthoodthe rules by which its memberdive, are

left locked into silent presuppositionlt is only whenthe disastersof the ruling order

become heinous beyond debating thuaanlyt he <cor
from a safe distance after thele-governedatrocities have unfolded. TheNazi
holocausthbecamethe main issueof the SecondWorld War, it is true, but only after it

was over. Few now speak of collective guilt and evil in the ¢lotaketregime

despiteits despoliationof life supportsystemsafflicting hundredsof millions of the

poor, not to mention species and habitats in extinction spasms. Until thgnenaiples

of universal life value to judge it, the surrounding rule system can reigrobyalized

ecagenocide without philosophicabtice.

Yet the inner logic of devastations daily systematicBecausethe actually regulating
value system recognizes only pecuniary demand as a title to means of éfe/tioing,
all withoutit become expndablg the innermost evil of this global rudgstem.

9.7.Social Rules and Their Validity: From Language to UniversaMorality

A logical problem of this orderds oddaproduct
itself cannotbe examinedwith the standardmethodologicaktonfinementto individual

opinions and their sums- as explainedfrom Section8.12. on - it is blinkered out &

priori.

9.7.1.The Abdication of Responsible Government by a Presupposed Rul8gstem

Yet since humanityis a rule constructingand following animalin all matters,it is a
profound fallacynot to address and evaluate the governing-sylem bywhich
individuals are bound prior to personalchoiceswithin it - the unseenframework of
system coercion. To not appraise its order is to leave it above question. ilhus
essentiatulesbecomeabsolutizedasii t lawsof thema r kwhoseén i n v ihainldloe
governs as a syste@od.

The present collapse of planetary life is the loergnresult of this institute@bdication
of responsiblgovernment.

9.7.2The Paradigm Case of Societyds Common La

Where a rule-governedsystemis life coherent,it is structuredso as to maintain or
enable more inclusive compossibilities of life capacitied their expressiomvailable
illustrations are manifold, but let us consider an unpoliticized sphere to focus exactly
the axial principle at work across domains - the universal requirement of all
grammaticalrules to enable more clarity and coherean®ng speakers of tih@nguage
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than would be the case without any on¢hem.

The life-value axiom is revealingly expressed over generational time thriaungjuage
development itselfi the paradigm example, as we have seen, of cigibmmons
advance. Where there ot enabling function of thought and communicatighe
grammatical or semantic rule is socially superannuated by social uaagéor current
example,with the rule againstthe split infinite in English and the mandatoryformal
A v 0 asa personakingularin spokenFrench.In differentways, both enablea wider
life range than beforé another basic plane of operation of the primary axiornaadfie.
The split infinitive enablesa wider rangeof meaningand cadencan compositionand
communication.The droppedformality of i v o wwer@omesa hierarchicaldivision
which limits the field of shared experience amspgakers.

Here again,we may seethe life-value principle of more coherentlyinclusive life as
better operaing within grammaticafule shifts themselves. Similarly with newords.
They may offend traditionalists a sof
A s c i eamd AinsotBbdick JonathanSwift (1667-1745); but if they enablea more
inclusive compassof meaningthan without them, they are validatedby the primary
axiom as lifevalue adding. Observe that the changes are of rules aodis&lual
differences by cumulative choice of the common rules they $hidne social subjecin
informal action througktime.

9.7.3.The Life-Enabling Rule of Moral Validity
The same general principle of lf@alue advance by social subjects appliesross

spheres of civil development, includingpral thought, feeling and action. Considéar,
example, the classicahnscultural moral adage in its original negative Confuéosm,

fibar ba

Ado not do unto others what you pwblamsd not

with this principleT you are not me,and| am not you, so how we know the analogue
will work across out diferences? Nonetheless the principle revealingly suppdkese
is atacit common ground of lifealueto work from. What you would find harmfdbne
to you is harmful doneto others,and so, it follows, you/l/we ought not to do it. This

principle therbecomes a sockslubject choice if rules ensure it (e.g.,feotective law

and universal provision in need), a civil commaoosstruction.

This commonlife groundby which all are united - more exactly, their universallife
needs and goods without whidghe life capacities of each are redudeds the
touchstonemeaningof the Good at a systemwide level. This is the subjectof Deep
Principles of Justice: Grounding in LHealueMeaning

What hasbeenmissingin understandingf morality and justice, however,is this very
regulatingprinciple of all true value - the universalgroundand compasf life-value.
While its ultimate principle is now absentin value discoursesit explainsthe common
interestacrosssituations.That is, one ultimate and underlyingprinciple holds true for

assessing the validity of any rule system or sociopolitical structure, whether orisiot it

aboutto be instituted, or is sunkin the history of conquestand instituted habit. It is
always good or bad, just or unjust, to the extent that it nmwemprehensively

enables/ disables the | ives of its cofti zens

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 17



PHILOSORHY AND WORLD PROBLEMS- Vol . Il - TheLostSocial Subject: Evaluating The Rules By Which We Live- John
McMurtry

t he same. Observe that it irs fncategoridall | ber ty
i mperativedo or other val uevalpermeaswye. Abesgt gui d e
at the most coherently inclusive, hf@lue ecology comprehends all life as explained

Sections 3.15.2 and 8.7.3.1.

9.7.4.Life-Value Coordinates and he Life-Performance Measure ofSociety

Sustained biodiversity isawédlln own macr o measur e owith a soci e
respect to the natural environment, although more modulated -walifie ecologythan

the standard measure of species numbergelationship and theirreproductive

distribution (as explained in Secti8rR.3).

With respect to human life, high life expectancy, universal nutrition, downd@ehse
rates,housingfor all, free educationto highestlevels of qualification, public spaes,
discourseand arts uncontrolledby price or party are benchmarkmeasuresf social

well-being because they directly measure-tiggacity enablement in angociety.
Wherever ranges of life can be deepened and broadened by rule systeams

wildernessreservesto vital gamesto theoreticalphysics- the measureof betterand

worse remains, as we have seen, constant across practicksaaids.

9.7.5.The Originary Civil Commons as ParadigmCase

Everydaylanguageis both the primary vehicle of anys o c i #&fé¢ godds and the
originary civii commonsof the humancondition.It is h u ma n ultimgtérge system
of meaning, its social ordering of thought and communication acsedsother
divisions, and the primary civii commons of rgeverned uniersal accessof
communitymemberdo life goods- let us communicatainderstandings its commons
goal and variously affects all fields of life.

Here too, however,comprehensiomt the level of the systemwhole is lacking. In the
words of Wang YangMing (1472152 9 ) , we confr onisolatédf r ag me n
details and broken pieceso.

9.7.5.1.The Language Paradigm of Wealth Creation versus Profit byExclusionary
Right

Despite the persistent undertow of language privatization and gated expéyises
priestly, court, scholastic and now corporatepyright enclosures, a deepealue
meaningholds. Languagefunctionsbestthe more universallyit is sharedand used.lts
wealth is enriched, oppositely to private property, money and compegitislasion.
For every word and idea becomesof more life-value the more it is a cooperatively
accessibldife goodi asopposedo af d e avardor ideaat the otherpole. That this
defining property of language and human understanding has been ignored byatiteory
violated atevery turn in practise by enclosures from priest monopoly to corpoogig
right showsat yet anotherlevel the ultimate value conflict this studytracks- between
rule systems for private gain and civil commons advance of universgbofis.

fi | the beginningwasthe Wo r @& @ GrecoeChristianreligious motto. i T hverd is
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ours and our meanings growogmouwdthe ci
9.7.6. Language Sciences and the Missing Li¥éalue Calculus

Linguistic philosophydoes not comprehend this nature and ground of languagéhdut
linguistic theory of Noam Chomsky (1928 does provide the siints of auniversal
grammar acrossultures.

The innermost logic of the social subject is thereby comprehended at a unireeta
but not yet at the onto-axiologicallevel of civii commons.Hereinmay lie the missing

link betweenC h 0 ms kngudstic and political works. It is herethat the distinction

between good and bad rules begins, and the choice space of life vdisieatwe opens

within the developmenbf languageitself. C h o ms politiabwork implicitly agrees
without explaining the bridging meaning.Life-enablingrules always make the social

moral subjectbetter, and life-destructiverules always make it worsei as Chomsky
implicitly demonstrates in U.S. and Israeli foreign policy formations whoskerlying

value syntax is maximize powers for the sgibup in blindness to the livesattims.

9.8. The False Opposition of Individual Freedom and CollectivReguation
A major obstacle to human understanding is the instituted opposhienveen

Ai ndi vidual freedomo and Acol | ec bacause
individual freedom is normally only possible so far as collective regulatiablest.

That is, more exactly, individual choices require common rules to protect and treable

lives of individuals. This is not to deny that collective regulators can stiskify
individual life expression. The way to tell the good from badial rules is constards
in all else.The antisepticdomainof grammaticalstructuresagainoffers a model. For
centuries, free verse and experimental syntax of prose were ruled out of offitiseé.
But great twentietltentury writers like T.S. Elitt and James Joyce used their fortas
liberate new ranges of creative experience and expression. Yet, on theéhathker
without any binding common syntax of communication, individuals canhet
understood beyond parochial domains. Coherent construatidnagreemenamong
partsof speechare thereforegood rules insofar as they enablerangesof meaninglost

with no grammatical standards. Thus if the cockney English of Lis& ma w6
IS

Pygmalionhad enabledmore clarity and scopeof meaningthanit Ke n ga g |
then it would have been better, mairse.

9.8.1.The Open Range and Limits of Fre€Speech

The sameprinciplesapply to resolveconflictsover6 f r e efd @ ® e@nbnday say
what one wants, but not so asto block o t h eightst@their life rangesi hencethe
restrictionon i s h o WtFii nnga trdvdedt h e a ©ne griociple of value decides
between good and bad acraesnains.

Collective rule frameworks and individual diversity of expression are therefure
opposedput work togetherto enablelife sofar as neitherharmsit. This is why more

vi l C

regul

S
ho,

open latitudes of free expressionof every kind are good and the markof s oci et y 6 s
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normativematurity aslong asthey do no harm- the essentiabrgumentspelledout by
John Stuar tOnlMlefty 6s cl assi c,

Yet Mill, as liberal thought after him is caught in an atomic framework of choicesand
overlooksthe systemproblemof fi f r e efdhe por e sebriingonly to thosewho

own one. This is a problemof biasin s 0 ¢ i rile-gystesnitself which mainstream

phil osophy does not yet penetratemeaihe Afr e
a society in which there is a monopoly over speech.

9.8.2.False Concepts of IndividualFreedom

Al ndi vidual f frexcooh oton dhave armore tmbrey ocommodities
independentlyof the deprivationof others- the freedomdefendedby marketdoctrine

and Alibertariano phil os-28003) eis snbalancéed## Rober t
ignoresthe freedomof many more citizenswho are deprivedof their freedomby this

rule systemi not only in the areaof a free press,but in more basic areassuchas

whetherthey and their children have enoughfood to eat or meaningfulwork through

time.

This is the central system problem of theneycapitalist regime and itgistifications.

As authors like Karl Marx (1818883) and Karl Polanyi (1890957) have

demonstrated in historical detail, this valoielering regime has, in reality, been built by

sustained and drastic extercakrcionofc ount | ess i ndi vi drulesl s6 | i v
i for example, violent clearance of village commons, deprivation of childn@ming

and executionfor unemploymenbf thosedriven off the land, all by statelaws. There

were no complaints from fremarketers about the state overriding their righas,

forcing the thus impoverished families to labor in factories feh@ér days tsurvive.

Freedom here clearly applies only to mowapital and commodity sales,asdo c i et y 6 s
rules determinethis life-blind bias. Regulationto protectand enablep e o p livess s
remains, however, denounced as fthelatteempet i t i
a term carrying a mortal threat in developing capitaliktires.

9.8.3.Again the Missing Measure of LifeValue

What all known theorists pro and con fail to provide is a principled grourifieaalue

and measurenvherebywe cantell directly whatis well or ill in any socialrule system,
and to what degreein any sphere.The life-value principle offers the missing moral

metric which can evaluate traditional, capitalist or socialist formations by impartdl
objective measure That which enablesmore life capacity enjoymentand expression
thanwithout it, or the opposite,is goodor badby the marginsof life-rangeit increases
or reduce$ domain by domain, or as a holisset.

This universally applicablemeasuremay again be explainedneutrally by the caseof

| anguage. The wor ds and rul es ofandl anguag
communication not Esible without them. They are thus of life value to the meastre

their doing so or, conversely,by the loss of communicativecapacitywithout them.

Word frequency and range thus become the accepted determiners ofusagect
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Rulesor conventionswhich disable people,in contrast,are alwaysbad. For example,
customsor rules allowing maltreatmenf peoplein virtue of their gender,skin color

and sexual preference are blameworthy to the extent of their disablemerd ofp | e 6 s
lives or, otherwise put, to the extent they reduce their ranges of life. Here toarhgre
cometo be agreementcrosspartiesto eliminate thesedisabling rules or customs,a

civil commonsvictory.

9.9.Principles and Rules Decide Evil: From the Military Institution to Will to
Power

Humani t yos symbolic pl ans and t lsezond mat er
c r e a tamdevery stepof themis by the orderingof rules. The trials and errors of

other animals, on the other hand, lack these cumulatively organzeérsals of

meaning and transmissible formulae of sequential actions. Insofar as aetiens
governedby theserule constructionsthey move beyond confinementto the natural

circle of speciespecific instincts and instant environmertgjgers.

9.9.1.Life-Blind Rules Not Only ClassBiased

Marxian anthropology understands these differences and how technclogical
extensionsof the humanorganismeventuallyconstructanothermaterialworld. Yet it
ultimately locatesthe problemswhich arisein classdivisions ratherthanthe rules by
which these divisions are instituted. L-Nalue onteaxiology does not rejectlass
analysis, but moves to the deeper level of determination by sociaystem bywhich
antagonisticclassdivisions are instituted, moderateddeepenedor overcomeby civil
commondormations.

The speciespecific danger of the ridmaking animal is that in remaking the worttie

rule structures can go badly wrong. There are many disorders of this (iass
exploitationbuilt into i t tulesof theg a mis ot the sole derangementlTaboosand
stigmas may be systemically Hkestructive without class explanation.False
metaphysicdike the universalwill to power can lead life-devastatingaggressionThe

armedforce logic of social pacification and expansion can be driven digssless
solidarity. The central challenge of the rmaking species is to recognizife-

incoherent regulators @il forms.

9.9.2.Mass-Homicidal Method: The Most SelfEvident Value-SystemDisorder

The supemely destructive rules system of human history isdefensivearmedforce
war. The patternis redundantacrossepochs.Armedforce threatsand attacksagainst
symbolically identified enemieshave beenreproducedacrosscenturiesat ever higher
levelsof kill capacity.

Whateverthe justifying representationghe ultimately regulatingprinciple of armed
force war across nations and times i€aase the mass destruction or maimingtbfer
humanbeingsand their life conditions It doesnot matterwhetherit is ancientsiege
machinery or modern weapons of mass destructiorChrestianera armies or thé).S.
military today. A set of defining subset rules are presupposed acioses:
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(1) social segregation of an arfmsonopolizing group to execute this objectiven
command with no effectivimit;

(2) rankordered commandtructure relying upon motivation by fear to coerice
membership into performing and risking this meslsprescription;

(3) immersive programs of obedience conditioning, indoctrination, anduliféormity
to liquidate human individuality anchoice;

(4) major social investmentin racesof scientific technologyto provide progressively
more and varied lifelestructive weaponand

(5) public moral sanction of this program of thought, felt being and action as likeroic
sacrifice and the supremetue.

Every element of this rules system admits of-fifetective alternatives consistemith
effective social seltlefence: for examplea citizenry trained to mass ciwisobedience
at every level of social organization.Rule-systemchoice existsto protectand enable
humanlives and conditionsratherthan annihilatethem. Yet this choice spaceof the
rules we live by has beeneffectively blinkered out in the caseof the armedforce
institution, perhapsthe greatesttransculturallife-blindnessof all history. Conquestof
Nature has featured the same inner logic ofdfeaultive rule with biocidadiege
machineries developed parallel with weapons oveenturies.

9.9.3.The Psychologization of War: Avoiding the OnteEt hi ¢s oRuleSoci et y 6 s

The turningpoint choice space of the human species always lies in the ruigs it
governedby, but this choice spacehas only beenengagedat the margins (e.g., the

Geneva Conventions protecting prisoners within military wars, but nowbatlawing
masshomicidal weapons). Perhaps the most known work on the nature and ctise of
pathological institution comes from Sigmund Freud (:8989)and his followersvho

have psychol ogized humanityds regul atory ch
betweenan unconsciousaturaldrive for life (Eros) and anotherunconsciousatural

drive for deat{ Thanato$.

More primitively at the masslevel, the issueis externalizednto a sectariardualismof
Us versusThem with no objective life standardto tell Us apartfrom Them or any
impartial principle of why one is good and the otbet.

Freudds | ater ont ol o gDeathéEros wrsus haratospgaitso f L i f e
independentdrive to destructionin all humanbeings, a lawlike instinctual force to

explainwar. This relocationof the evil to a force within abstractsout the rule-system
problem.Social regulators(1) to (5) insteaddisappeaiinto psychologisticconjectures.

Thus therule-governed, constructed social disordsr not engaged the recurrent

blinker of philosophy and theory. The system problem is abstracted ouhigiferofit,

nonproductive technology, environmentalaste and hierarchical command #ie

expense of the public and public resources do not factor into the causal pictuaee but
presupposedas the natureof war and of manat once. The acquisitivevalue program

imposedby rules and armedforce is reducedto a spontaneougnstinctualpropulsion.

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 22



PHILOSORHY AND WORLD PROBLEMS- Vol . Il - TheLostSocial Subject: Evaluating The Rules By Which We Live- John
McMurtry

Yet the claimed naturaldrive to destroycannotexplain why most peoplehaveto be
forced and relentlessly conditioned to go to war by pressgangs, pnagaganda,
military drafts and joblessnillions to recruitfrom..

We may make three philosophical otbnser vat i
highlight its diversionaryature.

(1) Life-versusdeath issues are reduced to competing organic instincts condaived
terms of ancienmyth.

(2) The allegedat ur al Adeath instincto tinstitueox pl ai n 1
by inherited rules which coerce the actual combatants into the killindesstidiction.

BThe real mechanism at work in tdekenseul es o
is therebypre-empted.

(4) Alternative to masshomicidal mechanismby life-protectivelaw acrossbordersis
made to seem an unnatupabject.

In short, a pathological socialle construction is locked into an allegedhatural
program of the individual psych&he reductive Freudian understanding exemplifies
morbid hold of the ruling value syntax on modernityacrossideologicaland scientific
domains.

9.9.4.The Nietzschean Fallacy: LifeBlind Egoism Affirming Free Life

Friedrich Nietzsche (1844900) anticipatescreud in his psychological probesf

unconscious behaviors, but he goes in the opposite direction of Fxkettsche
repudiates societyds value const energiegsi ons as
of t he A hibarnheasch Fraadnoa thé€ontrary, seeks the reverse€onscious
adaptation of the ego to societyodoevgi ven r e
challenges or conceives of an alternatoe

Nietzsche is thought to have influenced Freud with his excavatiomnobnscious
desires, but he boldly denounces the soegulators that Freud assumesresessary.

They are not Athe reality principhebdoas Fr
I n their stead, Nietzsche affir msvaudgse nAwi | |
-whose highest form is expresseclatonshipp he fAna

with the sheeplike masses.
9.9.4.1 Life-Value Contradiction at the Core

Niez sche makes much of dAlife instindutso and
the inner contradiction of his position is not penetrated. For on the one haatfirims

robust life capacity above all, while on the other he abhors what is alwagssaegfor

humanlife to flourish, evenfor the young Tamerlaneor Napoleoni life-protective

rules.
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Whi | e Ni etzscheos mor al ni hil i sm thes
fressentimendf the h e r adjainstnaturally superiorii f rsepe randthe delusions
and prohibitions of religion and morality expressing a perverted will to pdwer
imposing liferepressive laws, his position is unreasoned. félis to distinguish
between lifeenabling and lifedisabling moral regulator$ as Freud fails from thather
side. Without lifevalue consistency, his philosophy plunges into a learfredzy

ast |

repudiating any common life grounds of humanity at all. There are éntyat ur al

Y

masterso and fAsl aveso. Ob s e-made structgrasf n
oppression.

Life-caring valuesare thus disdainedas unnaturaland decadenforms imposedby the
weak and fearful on the strong and visionary. Martin Heidegger(18891976), who
wrote a thesison Nietzscheand becamea Rector of HeidelbergUniversity underthe
Third Reich, follows a similar patternwhenhe affirms thefi F u hasoairrwill andour
| awo .

9.9.4.2.The Inner Cosmos of Inflationary Egoism

An atavistic worship and mystification of natural powersseemsto lie at the core of

thesevisions of return to a pre-regulatorydeep Yet it may be a simpler matterof the

selfmaximizing drive of the surrounding capitalist imperialism idealizedhesoic
egoism. Prohibitions againstthe violent predatoryenergiesof systemexpansionare
reviled, and any commonlife groundsof mutual supportare written out - a themal
philosophicalcurrent from Schopenhauereamessimismto contemporarypostmodern
flights of fancy.

In his most famous worlBeyond Good and EviNietzsche rejoices in thevercoming
of all life-protectiverulesby the will to powerof thei n a t wruglelelgcowhose
talons of rule seize the masses as prey in their fre@ggféssion andxpansion.

9.9.5. The Coded Ideology of &ivilization

At bottom, Nietzsche articulates an historic drive to reverse human rule systaims for
overmanexpansionin blindnessto the life supportregulatorsuponwhich humanlife

depends. Nietzsche deal i zes the master pr eawitlod .

Romanticizingthe unfetteredselfism at the felt core of money capitalism,Nietzsche
leaps backwards to the pBocratic ideal of Homeric warriors seekingabulous
conquesiand fortune acrossothe r sodietiesi both anallegory of the plunderingrich

t he

mo d

empires around him and an anticonpatreeoof

despoiling societies today for limitlegsalth.

A life-blind inner logic holds acrossmonumentalexpressions the ruling value of
predatory overcoming as hwrthanitydos fi

9.10.Above Public and Market Rules: The MoneySequence SysterDisorder

Predatorygain of the dominantfew over the manyis now institutedin a transnational
0 i n v-e s gradas 8ystemwhich enrichessingle individuals to greaterwealth than
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entire societies.Everyoneis thoughtto be playersof the game,but one percentat the

top receive over 90% of the money gains. This wider predatorysystemis no more

exposed tdife-valuea ppr ai s all t han Ni et zsclpenogliialmor e na
energies of lordly selves. The common life interest is ruled out by claimed n&wsl

of competition selecting for higher forrighe evolutionaryeconomic axiof the ruling

story. Yet beneath diverse representations and idealizing accountssoitial
constructiondecidinghow all areto live is the moneyto-moremoneyvalue systemas

world sovereign (as explained in Sectibi).

9.10.1.The Ruling Form of Value through Diverse Modes

The logic of preference governs as follows. Privately owned moapifal uses lifeas
means (the possessor s, t he e mp lwbayeeee s 6 , t h
way can be organizedto maximizeits increaseto more in the control of its owners
(individuals, corporations, syndicates or institutions). There are innumerabéions
of the master value sequence: owner types, intermediations of purchassaland
productive or nonproductive moments,tangible or intangible commodities,labor or
nonlabor requirementstemporaland spatialspans,forms of life directly or indirectly
used,positive or negativeexternalitiesof processesold or new types of government
subsidy and policy collaboration, profitable, less proféatr bankrupt outcomesnd,
most deeply over time, diversified pathways of directly mutating monegstments
into more moneyreturnswithout any requiredoutcomeof life value, but increasingly
despoliation of host life conditions gonsequence.

Virtually all contemporarywars are propelledby this masterpredatorsequenceThe

proliferating modesof this moneysequenceaule systemhave, however,becomeso

complex and mathematically se#ferential that none of the human functions withi

$- $'- $- é $'circuits areawareof the meaningof the rules systembut apical

financial dealer$ with government themselves led in service to the magiealigrging
moneyto-moremoney sequenced i r ect i ng societybds exchange
levels.

9.10.2.The Money-Rule System above the Market, Government and Life Needst
Once

As long as the monetp-moremoney system is cipheric to the public and teovered
from its last crash of less developgatieties, it is daily affirmed as producimgptimal
results.Its ruling imperativeremainsexcludedfrom critical questioneventhroughthe
crashes of entire societies, while its catastrophic ecological externalitiesichre
connected back to its ruld.the moneysequencing system fails at the center itselfras
2008, its primary privateapital institutions are fed by public funds to keep thgomg
as the obligation of supreme public authortisglf.

Thus on the collapseof Wall Streetin Septembef008,a $700billion-plust ax pay er 6 s
infusion of moneyd e mand was rushed through the US Co
an amount quickly rising beneath notice to $1.2 trillion and estimated in 200%Dbe

trillion of public spendingover the longer term, with $4.6 trillion trackedby March

2010. Noeone could keep track of the public money poured in under the directitimeof
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architectsof the disasterthemselves BloombergNews suing the FederalReserveto
makethe information public. Nor werethe banksreceivingit requiredto disburseit in
creditto families and enterprisedosing their homesand businessesjor to accountfor
any of their expenditures to the U.S. Congress originally passingethergency
EconomicStabilizaton Act in 2008. In the words of CongressRepresentativeDennis
Kucinich, at that time fAsaving homdd,
not factor in. What silently matteredwas that the debtrules of the banksremainedin
force acrossvorld borders with public money to leverage tloaillection.

Here we may observe that the rules of money sequence growth overrid#sthe
principlesof 6 t fheema r kitgetf, Accountabilityfor public wealthreceived,andthe
actuallife needsof citizensat once. Instead,hundredsof billions of public dollarsto

creat

A

buy and support financial products already repudibte@lt he fr ee mméged ket 6 we

for the benefit of Wall Streetand its leader, GoldmanSachs,whose executiveshad
themselves ledhe collapse from within the U.S. Treasury itself. Moseguencingat

the top was now disclosedasthe higher necessityoverriding marketrules, responsible
government, and the life requirements of the people all together. Accountaiokitny
but conthued moneysequencing for more, the bailedt champion of theruling

financial systemsoon postedrecord profits and plannedwith lavish bonusesa new
bubble of public carborredit brokering while effectively usurping governmeeturn
to the pre2000 fnancialrulesaB e x ces si ve 0.

As this processhad alreadyprecipitatedin a few hundredindividuals owning more

wealth than half the worl dds popul dri on at

thosebillions malnourishedjoblessor immizerated,impartial observationcannotbut
recognizethe life-blind disorderbecomingmore publicly subsidizedwith eachof its
mounting systenfailures.

9.11.System Regulators Determine What the Interests Are, Not the Othai/ay
Round

Since self moneycapital possessiorseeksto becomemore moneycapital possession
throughtime and placewith no otherregulatoryconstantthe unseenwar betweenthe
demandsof this moneysequencesystemand the life-systemrequirementsof human
beings and environments deepeayoss domains. Although the consequenaes
cumulatively dire, they are not connected back to what causes them. Socrstaral
life support systems are instead more comprehensively subservemntpetitive
realizationof private moneysequenceshrough ever greaterarcs of global expansion.
Officially representedsii t RreeWo r | fdtokngineof p r 0 g raadsis duey to

poverty ameliorationo, the rule spHEtem dei

disappears into its effects as inevitabbsts o | obal i zat i ono.
9.11.1.Class Interests Determined by the Rules of théame

ACapitalist interestso are bl amed view
misses the deeper level of explanation that the rule system itself determinethegeat

interests are. That is, capitalist interests are determined by the foamiéad rule
system in terms of which the monegpital sequencers live and die as functiahsays
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seeking to be more as the rules of the inherited gameme€tegprogram of the games
what is missing from evaluation. Positivistience assumes it as axiomatic, winieral
analysisdoes not examinesocial systems.There is, in sum, no theoreticalspaceto
critically examineit, the onteaxiological determinditself.

Yet just asthe rulesof any institution precedeand succeedhe participantsin it, sothe

rules of the moneysequencesystemprecedeand succeedheir humanmanagements

and functions. The rulers are ruled by it, andtheir interestsare decidedby its rules -

which they may change,if allowedto, to makethem more perfectas an autonomous
moneysequencegame.The gameis what rules, and its beneficiariesare its favoured

creatures for a time. The rules society lives by are as always what deodier ill, the

social subject in process which determines it$eliere by the magic formulaef
financialization reprgdodratled adads omtohe free n

9.11.2.The Governing Rules System Determines Value Meaning arg@iain

That the defining rules dhis system itself are no more questioned than physicalisaws
an ancient pattern. Prior kings and feudal lords assumed their positions as apppinted
the laws of God, and soughtonly to protector expandtheir holdings. Thesenatural
bloodlines ofassumed divine right were gradually replaced by the rule systenivate
moneycapital growth and commodity exchangedispensingwith inherited positions.
Yet once either regulatingsocial order is presupposeas inexorably and immutably
given with no akrnative order conceivable, submergence in its rule becdmes
condition of intelligibility and worth of the selveswithin it who daily reproduceand
expand it and, as possible, their own positions before giving way torépdacements.
The reining rule-systemcontinuesuntil, in the moneycapitalist case,its cumulative
rundown of social and natural life infrastructures poses the objective problem of
system in conflict with terrestrial life itself. Yet since the system is assuased
producingthe commongood by ruling presuppositionno more ultimate requirements
thanit canbe conceived.Rule adjustmentsat the marginsare madeto keepit afloat
rather than to become consistent with the organic, civil and ecologicatpf@duction.
This is the fatally closed circle of theystem.

9.113System and Life RequiremerPoBlemConf |l ict: S

While only higherorder regulation by actual life standards can steerinbgtuted
disorder so that it does not violate but meets ¢ggirements of human aretological

life, even revolutionary theory has no such life standards or measures. What isitacking

a principledgroundof life-valueto recognizethe problemandresolveit at the level of

life ratherthansystemnecessity.Thereare many glimpsesof this principle in ad hoc
regulators but they are not connectedn principle and are overriddenby thes y st e mé s
rules of growth (e.g., the waiving of environmental regulations on major capagcts

like the Alberta tar-sands,the greatestoverall pointsourceof carbonpollution in the

world).

Not eventhe theory and practiceof classrevolution reachesthe life-ground level of

analysis in received principle or policy. Rather the theory stops at the leifel
productiveforce developmentand changeof ownershipstructurewith no definedlife
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criteria or standards to govern eitliea problem made clear in revolutionary statbs.
this way, even oppositional theory has failed to recognize the ultimate ipreiiéthe
nature of its solution. Once reasonrecognizesthat the requirementsof life and life
support systems precede and are more basic than their commodity productivity or
owns them, the deepercommonlife-groundbecomesevident. Yet no receivedtheory
adoptsuniversallife requirementghemselvesas its defined value basei as analysis
does ahead.

9.12.The Ultimate SystemChoice

Beneath philosophical notice, the lagswer
in fact, beenglobally imposedby the laws of a ruling value mechanismassumedoy
both ruling and revolutionarypartiesas beyondhumancontrol - with evenprojected
proletarianrule perceivedasfi i n e v iby teelmpemtionsof the systemitself. Until
life-support foundations and standards are coherently included in stekraigjon
structures, whoever manages them, the planetary crisis is neither understaet! nor

In the end, the framing meaningis: eitherthe ruling orderis adaptedo the life values,
measures@nd universallife necessitiest hasscreenedut, or it continuesto depredate
the conditions of life itself. This is the |Henddeath choice space not comprehended
the systentevel.

9.12.1.The Missing Link: Accountability of All Rules to Life Support Systems

Thewayto tell a betterfrom a worserule or rule systemremainsconstantacrosscases
and times. Whenever it is known to disable life or life support systems, it mussbe
to be consistentwith them, or to betterrealize their known requirements from the
stable carrying capacities of the atmosphere to the nutritional requiremestigdoén.
The principle is selevident, but no politicaéconomic ordering in reality amaginary
has spelled it out, the missing link provideyllife-valueonto-axiology.

If one reflects on revolutionary and counterolutionary programs in the lasentury,
one seesthat their deepessharedfault-line is not recognizedAll go wrong insofaras
they are, in one way or another, unaccountable to life standards. Neahealist
moneyvalue nor Marxian labevalue recognizes this baseline problem nor, asaxe
seen,have other value theories.As the fish cannotseethe sea,so it has beenwith
humanityods gtounh,e fi el ds and

9.12.2.The Elementary Logic of the Life-Value Calculus

At the positive end, rules and laws scorewell acrossindividuals and time by a direct
feedback process of adjustment to enable more inclusively coherent compassessof life
an exactly regulating processthrough time. This is not a utopian conception.Good
medical and educational practices alreadydefined by lifeenabling feedback loop
bodily-function and cognitive levels, although not yet with unifying gmdhcipled
comprehension.

At the negativeend, any value regime is worse to the margins of its reductionor
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destruction of fields of life and their support systems. There have, of courseniaagn
evil rulesandrule systemsacrosshistory into the present.Yet h u ma n ¢capayitpfar
selfmade rules is not in plausible doubt. Only the systiexiding purpose dife-value
and accountabilityof rules to it have beenlacking. There is positive recognition of
discretedomainslike availability of water, longevity of life and public literacy, for
example,but not as explicit policy regulatorswithin a comprehensivdrame of life-
value rule. Contemporarycivilization fails whereit is not regulatedby suchlife-value
goals and accountabilityT as we may seewith the moneyvalue regime which has
significantly undermined even those social life standards which Haseorically
evolved.

9.12.3.A Philosophical Analogy: Release from the Cave of Conditionelnages

The realization of the human capacity fbfe-responsible regulation mightbe
understood as the IHgrounded meaning of release from the cave of conditionades
described by Plato in his Socratic dialogldéne Republic- a meaning thaPlato
abstractedaway by noumenal ideals in an immaterial realm above death and
imperfection.

Oncegovernedby understandingf universallife standardsratherthan movedby the

transient shadows of particular self interests, the common life interest caadgmized
and can governacrossconflicting perspectivesP | a ttran§cendentatealm of Pure

Formsis re-groundedand madeimmanentlyregulatoryby universallife requirements
as ultimate principles of understanding anton.

9.12.4.The Ruling Forms as Life Standards ofSustainability

We might saythat the Ruling Forms which Socrates and Plato locateddisembodied
ideal immaterial realm are, in worldly fact, the universallife standardsrequiredby

contemporary humanity to be sustainable. They are the ultimatgrditend of the

common intereswith which all decisions must be coherent to be rational, and/loinh

all binding obligations finally depend and are shaped by.

Humanityods ul ti mate f or ms and f suppord
infrastructuresof the e a r tedosystemsy which humanity in all times and places,
individually and collectively, is sustained from moment or generation to the Tiegte
are, in turnchosenfor or against insofar as their sustainment or degradation ialey
anddecision structuresfor examge, protection rather than despoliation of thea r t
ozonelayer, its air and water, and the life habitatsof other speciesover generational
time. The method of lifvalue onteaxiology entails the rational process tfis

recognition and rulegovernasc i n pl ace of t hehagdl obal

lllustration assists meaning. There already exists a deducible imoréasingly
recognizedmetaprinciple of life value to guide individual and social decisionat all
levels of interaction with thplanetary ecosystem on which all human life depetids:
basic life imperative to close all loops of use of menewable resources toward=ero
by systematically diminishing wasthis is thelife-capital efficiencyprinciple.
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9.13.Inner L ogic of System Blindness Across Domains

How canthe metastructureof capitalbe re-setto life standardsThis re-settingis not

yet comprehended. Wdlleing indexes have revealingly multiplied in the lasty2@rs,

but with no unifying life-value principle or ground.At the highestlevel of normative

thinking, universal values across cultures have been widely deemed impdsgible
contemporary philosophers because of ineliminable differences of view and pr@ctise.
proxies | i ke dfepvred dowpenteinted , f dirpare ma copteng o od s 0
and, most dominant, fieconomaluecritgriaaowt ho have

In ruling policy and practise,claimsof i e ¢ 0 nroend e sandfitgyl st aalndar d s o
have been pervasive as ruling systpmescriptions, but the value equatiotisey
presuppose are morally absurd. ADemando =
priced commodities for sale. fiOpviemommeins Ot
is more ofboth.

criteria are life-blind, consistentwith the majority being malnourished,commodities
being increasingly incapacitating and addictive, and development being ecocithe. In
regulation of society by these equations, the ultimate global disorder is founthelrut
lockedin presupposition conceals their life incoherence. Quite astonishingdy,
criterion of human life necessitieshat without human life is diminished and didsas
been defined by received sciencgbilosophy.

9.13.1.Life-Ground Disconnection Built In By the Ruing SystemGoal

Some readers may think that @alue understanding ialready implicit in health
medicine, the life sciences, education, and ecology. All seem to be based irspadko
of universal life necessity in some seingbe necessity of caliw intake, ofbiodiversity
preservationof literacy developmentand so on. Suppositionof suchuniversalgoods
and necessitiegvenimplies that all shouldhaveaccesgo themi the civil commons
principleitself.

It is true that at the implicit heaof these research areas and disciplines ther¢hase
groundsof implication from which universalcriteria of humanlife necessityand the
commongood might be deduced But this philosophicalunderlaborhas beenabsent.
More deeply, moneyvalue rather than life-value standardshave becomeincreasingly
dominant in these areas of research and practise by funding and deforeihgnisms.
A L isfcel e ii itselfsagorporatecoinage- now dominantlytreatlife andlife means
(e.g., laboratory animals and foods) as instruments to decrease cosiiscr@ase
revenuesfor private corporations.Publicly financededucationand researchhas been
increasinglyunderstoodand directedto fi e n sstudertscan competein the global
ma r k et gnd umiveesibiesi ¢ énng new knowledgeto ma r k Ecblagy itself
lacks any life-value principle to resolvethe conflict of moneycapital and life-capital
requirements, and has become a puptiticy issue subserved to market aanmodity
growth (e.g., carbontrading and competitivenessn internationalenergymarkets).Iln
short, the more deeply we examine rgteverned trends in even the most cenfiedtls
of life andlife-value developmenta similar ruling patternof funding selectionagainst
universal life standards and for global mevedye gains has increasingly
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predominated.

At the sametime, dismissalof universalvalueshas prevailed acrossphilosophyand

liberal discourses withtheverydea typically rejecmand as fiau
faceted block against recognizing any common life interest has been simultaméous

moneyvalue growth presupposed as the ruling goal. Gold toilets for the rich andflack
potable water for theor f ol | ow predictably ag£vehhe f#fl av
on the reflective philosophicallevel, the universalneedsof humanlife dissolvefrom

view or invite stigma. The progressive Oxford philosopher, Steven Lukesxample,

claimsin Power: A Radical View (1975) that any universalisttheory of humanneeds

may be fAa paterna((pBst I|icense for tyrannyo

9.13.2.0bjective Life Needs of All BlockedOut

As Jeff Noonanexplainsin Democracyand Human Needs(2008), the closestthat
received philosophicaliteratures have come to a criterion is Daitir ay br oo
Meeting Human Needé 1 9 8 7 ) and Do yAaTheorg of Humarbleedsh 0
(1991). Yet neither gives an objective criterion. Doyal and Gough accept hness
as a moral category,but offer no objective standardof any need. They distinguish
betweenneedsand needsatisfiers(e.g., the needfor food versusdiversemodesof its
satisfaction), a clarification which avoids the conventional error of inferfrogn
diverse modes of need satisfaction titre are no universal life needs. Yet in #wed,

keods
S

anal ysis retreats to linguistic pftoml osophy
Awast at e mithma gsgoond of meaningbeneaththe use of words. If language
usage all ows i EJimguisfioonaredecigee ds a car o0,

9.14.Beyond Proxies of WeHBeing: The Universal Principle of Life Needsind
their Measure

The missing baseline principle of all need or universal life necessity is as wed&ve
x is a need if and only if, and to the extent that, deprivation of its object redigaasc
life capacity

This universal criterion may be tested by seeking to find whether there is anyiaing
is a needwhich it doesnot cover, or anythingthat is not a needthat it mistakenly
subsumes. Thought experiment confirms there is none in eédbker

This formal criterion simultaneously provides the anchoring principle of nied
capacity linkage at the innermost core of-M@ue understandingieedsare, andonly
are, that without which human life capacities are reduced; while no life capaciéies
existor flourish without theseneedsmet Theseprinciples apply acrossculturesand

I ndi vidual s. For what ever onemay belfaod guage ¢
protein, potablewater, cleanair, linguistic interaction,and meaningfulwork are what
must be accessed for anyoneoddeadl i fe not to b

This samecriterion identifies the measureof life necessityby the extentto which life
capacities are reduced without it. People may get protein, but not enoughawith
corresponding reduction in their life capacity and its functionable rangesef@mple,

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 31



PHILOSORHY AND WORLD PROBLEMS- Vol . Il - TheLostSocial Subject: Evaluating The Rules By Which We Live- John
McMurtry

reducedcognitive ability or cardiovasculamperformancebelow what they have with
enough. This is the dividing line stfficiency exactly where life is made betteather
thanworse.

This set of principles defineswhat has beenboth supplantedin fact and denied by
theory at the sametime - the exactly determininglife-lines of objective standardsof
living and theirmeasure.

9.14.1.The Bottom Line of Values: What Is Needed to Live and to Liv&Vell

While there are centuriesof ideology and doctrineson i t lgaod | i ftle @eneral

conclusion today is that none works across individuals and cultuiidse
counterarguments are manifold. It depends on circumstances and who one is. @r what
oneds need is anothero6s desire. Or Orncome a
no authorily hasthe right to decidewhat we need.Or abstractequality is the issueto
debateinsteadof what all are due as human.Thereare more blocking argumentghan

theories.

The problemhasbeenthat no philosophyhascriterially groundedin universalhuman
life goods, the degree of their necessity, and their measure of fulfilment. ddfaing
principle is precise and objective, as we have seen. All life capacitiestrand
flourishing are only possible to the measurable extent to which these life itiesese
met, and their standard is testable by two questions. Is there anything atiadlundéd
by this criterion of universalhumanlife needwhich shouldbe?ls thereanythingat all
which is includedthat is not truly neededto enablethe life capacitiesof eachto be
expressed?

If we can thus ground in this ultimately distinguishing principle between betigorse
life - that which hasbeenso long deniedand obscured- we may at last proceedto
humani t yos -oapacity set s/ avthich alleuted and deciding principtesy
be evaluatedin knowing how to live. To this ultimateissueof fi d ejeyps twe oo 0
move.

Glossary

Agent-relative: A standard philosophical tersignifying individual choice; asn
fageatative ethicso whichis assume
restricted to individugbersons.

Analytic An umbrella term covering any school or methoglmfosophy

philosophy: for which logical rigor of conceptiiaation and argumentefine
philosophical understanding.

A-priori: Derived independentlyof senseexperiencee.g., 2+2=4. Truth
by definition and tautological deduction is thmathematical
model, but presuppositions are often falsely assusptbri.

Axiology: From the Greek, axioma, i w h ia thoughtto bewo r t the 0,

ultimate, but undetheorized category of value reasateally
building from rationally sekevident bases @xiomsof value a

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 32



PHILOSORHY AND WORLD PROBLEMS- Vol . Il - TheLostSocial Subject: Evaluating The Rules By Which We Live- John
McMurtry

complete system of value (aesthetic, epistemologicabral,
etc.) with unlimited validity acrossdomains.Onto-axiology is
axiology which grounds in the nature of being. bvfue onto
axiology grounds in lifevalue as defined by the PrimaAxiom

of Value.
Anti - A genericterm for the dominanttrend of philosophyover the
foundationalism: recent century embracing many contemporary philosopaeds

schools of thought whose unifying characteristic isi@esf any
universal ground, truth eralue.

Biophilia: A term coined by Eri dhfer omm
which he distinguishes fiiloonvets o
of deat ho or r e p rpkils ssidistiequishedf | e x i b i
from life-value onteaxiology in attending only to thaffective
or felt side of life affirmation without principledistinctions
among fields and ranges of life value aml/alue.

Capitalism: A socieoeconomisystemin which all valuesare conceivedin
money terms and maximum sale of commodities faximum
private profit is the ultimate value governor of thougdmd
action. (Strictly speaking, the adjective money befcapitalism
IS requiredto ensuredistinction from other forms of capital).
(e.g., life capital). Money capitalism is defined by italue
governorthe money sequence ofalue.

Civil commons: A unifying concept to designate social constructs whielmable
universal access to life goods. Life support systemsciarie
commons so far as society protects and enabibsir
reproduction and provision for attembers.

Coherence see Life Coherenderinciple
Principle:

Collective agency:A concept which is little understood philosophy and theocial
sciences which dominantly focus on, respectivelyenirelative
methodsof analysisor aggregateof individual choices It is
best understood by the rule systems people (s) make or faow
societies- the ultimate and ongoinghoice process ofocieties
which governthe lives of all, but are normally presupposeas

given.
Common life A concept which disambicgnmart es t he
interest: i nt efepublci nt e and S bMLg specify what these

concepts normally omit, shared life suppystems.

Deepecology: A movement founded by Arne Naess whose leadiidpas
against environmental -beiegamdur ci s m
flourishing of nonhuman life have value in themselves
Il ndependent of their usamdul ness
A h u mbareno right to reducethe richnessand diversity of
|l ife forms except to updefinedsfy vita
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Deep natualistic Doesnot merely identify the good with a natural property,but

fallacy: identifies the survivabf-thefittest order of nature witthuman
order, and assumeghis order as both necessaryand good for
human survival andevelopment.

Consequentialism: Often equated to utilitarianism, but strictly holding that ¢fo®d
or badis to be found in its consequences)ot its principle of
action or intention.

Deontological Essentiallyiduty et hi cso, autilitarmmisanr d 1y op
ethics: insofaras it holdsthat good lies in the principle or duty which
action embodies, not itonsequences.

Determinism: A problematicterm typically, but falsely, counterposed to
freedomof choice. The meaningadoptedby life-ground onto
axiology is to delimit (determine) a known range of material
possibility within which individual or collective choicesan
occur: otherwiseput, individual and social freedomof choice
within materiallimits.

Development: A central term of value isontemporaryglobal discoursewhich
does not distinguish between opposed forms of developorent
growthi principally, more commodities sold farofit (market
development/growth) versus more means of life availéte
peopl eds Hdeavelopnsent/growihina n

Dualism: A central and controversial doctrine in philosophywhich
reality is conceived as divided into two unbridgealzed
incommensuarbleorders of being - most famously, mind and
body, res cogitansand res extensathe dualism institutedn
Western philosophy by Descartes. Dualist divisions Haeen
perpetual in philosophy since the ancients, and in respebeof
felt side ofbeing include reaseemotion, subjectiveobjective,
andspirit-matter.

Either-or A regulating structure of normative thinking which assurttes

reduction: logical form of por notp (it he excl uded mi dd]I
eliminating the rangefather value possibilities, includingoth
in more complex mutual inclusion. See dxalism.

Epistemology: This is a central field of philosophy concerned with theature,
grounds and limits of knowledge: a generalliywrecgnized
realm of value judgment and theory insofar as judgmentsorest
elective norms of Atrdédeaoavahddiofal .

Ethics: One of the three recognized basic areas of philosaibiay:
which is concerned with what is good and limdhumanaction,
including competing positions of utilitarianism,
deontological/formalist/duty ethicgmotivism/noncognitivism,
evolutionary ethics, intuitionism, naturalisnperfectionism,
phenomenological ethics, postmodern ethics,
subjectivism/plurasm/relativism, selfrealization/teleological
ethics, and virtue ethics. Perhaps the most endwwteived
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Existentialism:

Externalism:

metaethical debate is between consequentialism (juddigg
consequences, e.g., utilitarianism) am@bnconsequentialism
(judging by the intrinsic principle of judgmentand actione.g.,
Platonism and Kantianism). Moral philosophy is oftequated
to Ethics, but is in principle more restricted in referemnoe
oughtto statements which entail prescriptions mohibitions
whose violation is thought to deserve guilpanishment.

Classically defined by JedPaul Sartre aB e x i s t pecoedes
essenceo, whi ch means t hdaes
(existence) precedes any set fate, determinism, rokxternal
design: with those denying responsibility of choice being
Abad Mmauvaidhish (

Any standpoint or theoryhich denies the inner fields of
thought and feeling or, conversely, restricts realitysfmace
occupying states. See aB®chanicalreduction.

Fields of life value: This concept refers to the fields of thought (concept iamaige),

Globalization:

Hermaneutics:

Human value
identity:

Inclusivity
principle:

Intrinsic and
instrumental value:

Internal and
external goods:

Justice:

felt side of being (sentientand affective), and action (organic
movement through spadine), the triune paranwgc of all
value whatever as explained by the Primary Axioraifie.

A concept whichadmitsof manydifferentmeaningsut whose
dominant meaning is globalization of capitalismSee
Capitalism.

Theory, methodology or ph#mphy of interpretation @éxts.

This is a concept which understands value identity asvitheth
is identified with by a self asits value meaning(e.g.,the value
identity of a personwho identifies only with his possessions
including life as private property,and , at the other pole, the
h.v.i. of a personor societywhich identifieswith all of the life
process withougxclusion).

The more coherently inclusive the taking account offinught,
feeling and action, the higher the valuelerstanding.

What is a good in itself and what is good aseans.

This is the basic distinction between what is a good in itsedf
what is a good as an external possession.

SeeSocialjustice

Life-blind norms: A characteristic tendency of the ruling value systero$

Life coherence
principle:

established societies and of their received ideologiddindéer
out their lifedisablingeffects.

The onteaxiological principle whereby positions aystems
must be consistent with (1) factual premises and Va)id
inferencesso as (3) to enablerather than disablelife and life-
systemso qualify asvalid.
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Life-Ground:

Life -world:

Life sequenceof
value:

Life standards:

Life support
systems:

Life-unconscious

Most simply expressed, all of the conditions required to tiade
next breath, or life support systems in tlegitirety.

Concept deployed bsomecontinentalphilosopherdike Husserl
and Habermaswhich doesnot refer to life but to background
beliefs. Sed.ife-Ground

The processwherebyany body of life becomesmore life by
means of life: which admits of regressiweproductive and
progressive modes and degrees, each measurable loyitdrea
of more/less fields of life enabled or enjoyed throtigte.

Those principles and laws which protect and enable huraad
ecologicalife systems.

Any naturalor humanmadesystemthat enablesthe life of the
biosphere in a sustainable way so as to meet hueeas.

The lifeunconscious arises oaf life desires beingconditioned
to repressiveforms 1 for example,the desirefor onenesswith
life conditionedto be a craving for a powermachinevehicle
dominating nature. See Bernays, Edward VBibliography.

Life-value metric: More/less liferange in any domain or degrees of life function

Life-value onto-
axiology:

expression.

The valuesystemwhich regardslife and meansof life to more
coherently comprehensive ranges of life as the ultinzaid
universal good. (Alsaeferred to as lifevalue onteethic when
emphasisis on the normativedimensionof the axiology.) See
Axiology.

Linguistic idealism: The dominant tendency of philosophy to decoupdaguage

Linguistic turn:

Measures oflife
value:

from its referents within autonomous andselfreferential
discourses.

Major philosophical movement of the twentietltentury
associatedvith the work of Ludwig Wittgenstein,but moving
far beyond Wittgenstein and his school in its influerfeqy.,
antifoundationalism,  postmodernism) in confining
philosophicalproblemsand discourseto issuesof languageor
signsystems.

Theserefer to the rangesof the fields of life value which are
maintained, gained or lost the margins in reference topaior
or compared state (e.g., at the collective level, litereate
growth, caloric and protein intake compared teealth
requirements, and housing ratios per capita to ratiogbls
bodied citizens to available meaninwork of value toothers).
Life-value measure is applicable to phenomena inldenfield
or domainby identification of more/lessrangeof life capacity
through time.
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Mechanism:

Mechanical
reduction;

Megamachine:

Meta-Ethics:

Metaphysics:

Money sequence of
value:

Doctrines according to which all phenomena are matter
motion or governedand predictableby physicslike laws. See
alsoMechanicalreduction.

Whatever reduces life or Ifsystems to mechanical systess
as to rule out nomechanical life properties (e.g.the
irreversibility of life processes, nesubstitutability of
constituents, or fields of interrde).

In ontoaxiological terms, a system thating bya-priori
technical formulae disconnected from life needsréorganize
the world to fit a lifeblind global system astransitory
constitutivefunctions.

The study of the nature of moral judgmentonventionally
preoccupiedvith the logical status of ought and taxonomads
competing theories in exclusion of substantive missles.

The ultimately regulating principles of existence (ontologyd

knowledge (epistemology): referred to also Asmet ap hysi c 0

when adoctrine lacks consciousness of the underlyngciples
of its assertion. //Metaphysics The ultimately regulating
principles of existence (ontology) and knowledge
(epistemology) which typically lack grounding in universiéé
support systems of caatson, choice analentity

Using anything whatever as means (includinnoney

derivatives) to turn private money sums into greater quaniities

reiterated choice paths of moreglue adding. Themoney
sequence ofvalue ultimately regulates and is expressed

myriad forms ofs&c al | ed fAgl obalizationo.

Moral Philosophy: Moral philosophy is often equated to Ethics, but is pminciple

Natural kinds:

Need: That without which lifecapacity iseduced.

Objective Values:Val ues whi ch ar e i ndepethethe nt
(e.g., the values of universal life support systems likeetteer t h 6 s
atmospherg.

Openquestion Whenever identity of thegood with a natural propertyis

argument: claimed,the questionof value that alwaysremainsis - butis it

more restricted in reference to ougbtstatements wbh entail
prescriptions or prohibitions whose violation is thougtat
deserveguilt or punishment(e.g., in life-value ontoc-axiology,
the prescription/prohibition not to harm life). See dsloics.

A concept introduced by Saul Kripke toeeto basic namdgke
those for water or the human species which retain theaning

i n every context whateverofand

their referents,not merely conventionalsigns but necessaryn
all worlds.

reallygood? (e.g.fipl easur eo) .
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Onto-Ethics/Onto- A primary concept of lifgground value theory in whickthe

Axiology: standard and reductionist split between ontology thiosophy
of being) and ethics/axiology (critical theory of good and kad)
overcome in a nedivided unity of understanding: such thhe
analysis of the ultimate structure of being as such (ontokgy)
of the ultimately regulating principles of good anoad
(ethics/axiology) are integrated into one field miilosophical
understanding.

Pareto Optimum A standardideal of philosophicaland economicratiorality in
(or Pareto which neone can be made better off without maksgmeone
efficiency): else worse: based on pusge dyadic exchanges gbrivate

assetsn vacuo.

Onto-axiology: A concept which supersedes the standard reductiorsptit
between ontology (the philosophy of being) aettiics/axiology
(generaltheory of good and bad). Objective Values - Values

which are independent of thendi vi

values of universal life suppasystems).

Pareto Optimum A standardideal of philosophicaland economicrationality in

(or Pareto which neone can be made better off without maksgmneone

efficiency): else worse: based on ptygpe dyadic exchanges gbrivate
assetsn vacuo.

Phenomenology: A major school of contemporaryphilosophy in which human
consciousness as such is adopted as the direct objaciadfsis
prior to the subjeebbject distinction, causal explanatioor
scientificclaims.

Primary Axiom of  An axiom formally expressing the first and ultimate principfe

Value: all value and disvalue,and the measuref eachacrosstime,
place or culture i.e., x is of value if and only if, and to the¢ent
that, x consists in or enables more coherentiglusive
thought/felt being/action. See als@lds of lifevalue.

Proceduralism: A generic pattern of leading philosophies of value whgtume
that universal values can only be implicit in or decidey

du

procedures of argumefte . g . , Acontr gustcear i ano

andnormsof i t [ealspeechs i t u a andwehaseratipnal
Aprocedureso distinguish the

Profit: The positive difference betweeninput of value and output of
value whose dominant type is prigainoney inputs angrivate
money outputs to the maximum gain of mowaypital owners.
Profit from the positive difference betweenpublic investment
and the lifevalue gain of citizens is its civil commofsm.

Relativism: A generic term for the viewhat there areno objective or
universal values because all values are by their nature retative
the contingent cultures, preferences, individuals, practeces
world-views in which they arembedded.
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Ruling Value-
System:

Secondorder Shift:

Socialjustice:

Soul:

Transcendental
deduction:

Truth:
Universals:

Universal life
goods:

Validity:

Value
compossibility:

A s oc i e tsystem pres@pposed by those governedtby
which ultimately regulates the decision norms and goalthef
societydbs dominant s oc i within i
them,and the thought structure of those internalizing it. Slse
Value Syntax.

A move from firstorder valuesystem (e.g., to maximize
pecuniary possessions or equivalents) to a seooae level of
value understanding and choice within which tffiest-order
valuesystem is only one regulating possibility. This is a lagfic
distinction which is straightforward in narormative matters
(e.g., the first-order of red and blue, and the secondorder of
color), but not at the normative level wherevera ruling value
program is assumed as withalternative.

The baselineand measureof social justice is defined by the
principle of its opposite which it overcomessystematic
suffering from need bythe life-capacity loss entailed bthe
deprivation of lifemeans.

The ultimate elective depth of the person or commuhgy,
feeling core opening beyond self as the felt bonds bafing
which admit of infinitepossibilities.

Logical analysisin which the necessaryresupposition®f the
intelligibility of a claim or position are deduced sslfevident
(eg., the necessary presupposition that all humaniBur®pean
in the stat advwowed mMEDI ambl s

SeeValidity .

Applied to gener al
which an ancient debate from Plato througmedieval
scholasticism to philosophy today has involved thissue

whet her o6universalsoé ref ¢ei
instances (fAidealismo omerdiyr eal i sm
convenient  designations  for  resembling particulars
(Anominal i smo) .

All goodswithout which humanlife capacitiesare reducedor
destroyed.

From the Latin, validus or strong,usually reducedto rigorous
logical consistency of inferences from premises (philosopny)
replicatable demonstration @mpirical claims (science)with
neither required to be consistent with life requiremedéLife
Coherence Principle.

The compatibility of formerly competing or tradeff goods
yielding more coherently inclusive alue provision (e.g.,
housing development including preservation ofatural
environments for multipliedalue).
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Value neutrality: A standard which is claimed when a vakystem is so deeply
taken for granted that itsutcomes appear as value fraehough
achievedby the regulationof strict criteria of value and value
judgment (e.qg., the canons of scientifiethod).

Value-system: Any stable set of regulators of judgment and action, whetber
not the value decideeserecognized.

Value syntax: Organizing principles of prandcon meaning, prescription,
position and transformation which regulate a value system,
may be invisible to those who presuppose it. In the ruliasige
syntax of contemporary global society, thebjectis money
capital whoseverb is seekingto becomemore without upper
limit, and all modifiers are moneydemandor its equivalents:
with competing money capital subjects and the huraad
natural resorces they purchase, exchange and disposénatys
usedto becomemore money capital. Rationality in this onto
axiological grammar is regulatively presupposed ass@)f
maximizing strategiesin (ii) conditionsof scarcity or conflict
over (iii) desiredpayoffsat (iv) minimum costsfor the self to
(v) win/gainmore.
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of theformer.]

McMurtry, J. (1978)The St r uct ur eViewf278M@a Prixnadten: RiflocetdsrdversityPress.

[this work defines an ultimately regul atomairsg i nner |
and periods, in particular drawing out his undergirding concept of human nature and its realigation

which the whole implicitlyests.]

McMurtry, J., (1979) i Ho wanadan Jowrallof Philoseph¥X @)387 f r om t he
411.[This studymovesunderneathithe phenomenaf 6 | eahdtd & i @&sbpriméry namingcategoriesof

ethicepolitical opposition to theinexamined principles governing their vaktand meanings sindbe
ancientsandhowtheyprovideanexplanatorymoralcompasgoday.]

McMurtry, J. (1981) Al s The Canadian JMmal xfPhilasophiPer s on al
Supplement VII, 178. [This analysis is useful as the only work seeking to deducaulastantive

individual ethic from the work of Karl Marx in the light of the methodologicabarriersagainstsucha

project.]

McMurtry, J. (1984),f F a s andNenConservatismls ThereaDi f f e r Rraxis lat@matonal 4
(1), 86102. [A systematic comparison of regulating principledaatrine.]

McMurtry J. (1986) A T hAggumentumAd A d v e r s dnformalmapic, VIII.1, 27-36. [Explainsthe

underlying logical disorder of fallacies loljwersion {gnoratio elenchi as forms of switching the issue

an accepted enemy or adversary of theficminenluiné v er @),
a trackswitch of thoughtarguedto be a universalbut defeasibleform of fallaciousthoughtand social

life.]

McMurtry, J. (1988)fi T hUaspeakableUnderstandinghe Systemof Fallacy of theMe d i lafarmal

Logic, 41:3,1335 0 . [ This analysis sets out the gsyretrado  regul
as a systemof rules selectingagainstwhateverinvalidatesthe presupposeduling orderof control over

s 0 c i means6f existenceand for whatevervalidatesit - in correspondencéo the > < degreesof

each.]

McMurtry, J. (1989), Understanding War,90 pp. Toronto: Sciencdéor Peace [Thismonograph
demonstrateshe locked choicespacesof the military paradigmof war acrossculturesand times, and
explainsthe onto-ethicalalternativeof warring for life valueandlife supportsystems.]

McMurtry, J.(1998)Unequal Freedoms: The Global Market As An Ethical Sys3&@ pp. Torontoand
Westport CT: Garamond and Kumarian [A systematic critique exposing the unexamihiedl
assumptions and assertions of classical, neoclassical and contemporary ethicaliaabtpetty asvell
as policy of the Ali bewswttm]mar ket ordero as a ruling
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McMurtry, J. (1999/2002), The Cancer Stageof Capitalism, 312 pp. London and Tokyo: Pluto and
Springer Press. [This work explains how ruling vadystems since the ancients may belilied andyet
presupposedy the leading critical philosophersof the period, spelling out this patternin the money
value sequences of late capitalism which are argued to be systematically carcinogenic at thiewseicial
of life organization.]

McMurtry, J. (2002), Value Wars: The Global Market versusthe Life Economy 262pp.London: Pluto
Press[This volume explainsand tracks the underlyingepochalprinciples of opposingvaluesystemsin
the 6 n emarld o r d &cmossphenomenaf wars, social systemconflicts, ecologicalcrisesand public-
sectomeltdownswith defining constitutionaregulatorsor alife-groundedylobalorder.]

McMurtry, John(2007),fi T hPestmoderrVoice of Empire: The MetalogicofUnaccounthabi | i t yo,
Postcolonial and the Globa{eds Krishnaswamy K. and Hawley J.), 328 pp. Minneapolis: Univelsity
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Merchant, Carolyn (1980}, he Death of Nature92pp. New York: Harper and Row.[This warkovides
a prototypeecofeminist analysisof the imagesof modernscientific mechanismsince Baconand their
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Mill, John Stuart (196391), Collected Works, 33 vols. Toronto: University of Toronto Press.[These
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Nat ur e 0 Three BssayshdRetigion]

Miller, Peterand Westra,Laura, eds(2002),326 pp. Just Ecological Integrity: The Ethics of Planetary
Life, Boston:Rowmanand Littlefield. [Representativéext of original work in environmentalkthicsby
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Mill, J.S. (1860/1996Vtilitarianism, 260pp. New York: Oxford University Press [This voluroentains
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actionsareright in proportionastheytendto promotehappinesswrongastheytendto producep ai n 0 . ]

Miller, P. And Westra, L (2002)Just Ecological Integrity: The Ethics of Planetary Li826pp.Boston:
Rowmanand Littlefield. [This crosscurrentcollection of articles,written for the occasionof the Earth
Charter 2000 in Costa Rica, provides stateof-theart analysesat the interface between human
understandingndvalues,onthe onehand,andecologicalchallenge®f sustainabilityon the other.]

Mirowski, P. (2000), Machine Dreams, 540 pp. Cambridge:CambridgeUniversity Press[This study
tracks the machine model in model s of apefl i ed <cog
economicmilitary and decisiortheoryresearch.]

Monbiot, G. (2000)Captive State: The Corporate Takeover of Brit&i80 pp. LondonMacmillan.[This
analysis excels as a documented paradigm case of hovwsysim formation and applicatioby
contemporary statdsave been captured by private corpopateer.]

Moore, GE (1909)Principia Ethica,272 pp. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. [This isléssic
work of ethical theory of the twentieth century, and exhibits in paradigmform the close analysisof
argument and agemelative premises which have typified the dominant analytic schooAmjlo-
American moral theory since Dauitlme.]

Nietzsche, Friedrich (1964)he Complete Works of Nietzsdlegl. O. Levy). New York: Russeland

Russell. [Includes #hworks in value theory referred to and critiqued throughout the Theme Essdy,

as The Genealogyof Morals and BeyondGood and Evil which explainNi e t z snasterdéashat

fi v a lareeosstructsof d o mi n aand ttatmbral will is ultimatelya i witd pl o wewitlbfi s | av e

mo r a Itoo asy will to power moved by ressentimentgainsttheruleof inat ar eé s oo@r acy o0,
whosefi f reexep r e s s i bumanbeinfsé mMmiu leereducedto slaves,tot o o Martin Heidegger

and Michel Foucaultdiversely expressthe Nietzschearvalue ontology - the formerin a dichotomy of

Sein(Being) and das Mann (loosely, superiorand massman), and the latter in the organizingidea of a

ruling knowledge/power alliance with himit.]

Noddings, Nel (1984/2003)Caring: A feminine approach to ethics and moral educati@m5pp.
Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. [This work leads in developing a concrete relational
morality ofcaring with no onteethicalground.]
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Noonan, J. (2003)Critical Humanism and the Politics of Differenc&89 pp. KingstonMontreal:

McGill-Qu een 6 s University Pr e s s :strucfuralh dorgradidtianbetween e x pos e s
postmodern denial of any universal human essandthe presupposition of just such a value esstarce

humanlife to selfdeterminedifferences.]// [This pathbreakingstudy examinespostmodernisnin the

works of its leading authors (e.g., principally Derrida, Foucault, Lyotard and Iris Younggxpndesa

deepstructural contradiction between postmodern denial of any universal human essartéhe

presuppositiorof just sucha value essence for humanlife to selfdetermine- which Noonanshowsis

i mplicit in Atheipsiehtiplhaedoi ndisufbenee ge dagamstmani t yos
ruling systems adppression.]

Nozick, R. (1974)Anarchy, State and Utopi&67pp. New York: Basic Books. [A very influentialork
rejecting liberal arguments for equality of rightsfévour of rights of private property to trump akind
of redistributive ethic, argument policy.]

M.C. Nussbaum and Amartya Sen eds. (1998 Quality of LifeClarendon: Oxford Univerity Presa.
major collection of articles and replies to them bydkra in the field including the editors, G.&ohen,
OneraO 6 O n dlilaty IPytnam,CharlesTaylor, and Michael Walzer, on equality, capability and well-
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NussbaumM. (1999) Sexand Social Justice 476pp.New York: Oxford University Press.[Majomwork

of an outstandingAristotelian liberal and feminist, revealingin its attentionto i s e p ar afttemes s s 0,
separate indivouabhbuasuhtdergtanddng, the #Afundamen
abstraction out of life support systems as a methodolagicai. ]

Olson, M.(1965)The Logic of Collective Action: Public Goods and the Theory of Grolippp.
Cambridge Mass: Harvad Uni ver sity Press. [ Al ong wimbré@ Arr owo s
comprehensivstatemenof the problemof collectiveactionbasednindividual choicefunctionsalone.]

Ostrom, Elinor (1990¥%0verning the Commons: The Evolution of InstitutionsGolective Action 280
pp. Cambridge Mass: Harvard University Press. [Recipient of the 2009 Nobel PriEeoriomics,
Ostrom confines her study to smatlale commons organized and governed by individuatisout
government funding, legal enforcement]ite-valuecriterion.]

G. Outkaand J.P.Reedereds.(1993), Prospectusfor a CommonMorality, 302pp Princeton:Princeton
University Press.[This collection of original articlesincludesinternationallyrecognizedieadersin the
field with, aselsewhere, no common life interedefined.]

Pareto, Vilfredo, (1971 [1906]), Manual of Political Economy New York: A.M. Kelley [Classic of
rati onal choice theory and economic reasons whose f a
based omyadic asset exchange with no relation tovéftie.]

Parfit, D. (1984), Reasonsand Persons 543pp.Oxford: ClarendonPress.[The definitive work of this
authorandof contemporaryliscourseonfi p e r § d e a kxenplfydngfine-grainedargumentatioron
the idea that fApersonal tmedJenti tyd means sameness th

Patel, Raj (2009), The Value of Nothing: Where EverythingCostsMuch More than We Think, 250pp
Toronto:HarperCollins [Usefulwork on globalmarketfailuresandcommonsoptions.]

Perry, R.B. (1969), Realmsof Value: A Critique of Human Civilization, 487 pp. Cambridge:Harvard
University Press [Perry providesthe most comprehensivargumentfor the generalvalue theory of the
good = what iglesired.]

Plato (1961), The CollectedDialoguesof Plato (ed. E. Hamilton andH. Cairns),PantheorBooks: New
York. [The completedialoguesin whichS o c r artdB k & tideassfi T h edal F ¢ r npesiispure,
transcendentandeternalideasof which all materialentitiesarebutinferior, mutablecopies.]

Polanyi, Karl (1944/2000),The Great Transformation 315 pp. Boston: BeaconPress.[This canonical
studylays barethe life fabric of violent transition from pre-marketvillage societythroughthe utopian
free market cataclysmto the 1944 understandingpf communityinstitutedby public institution and the
welfarestate.]

Radhakrishnan, S. and Moore, C. (19559urcebook in Indian Philosoph§83pp. PrincetonPrinceton
University Press.[This is a definitive and comprehensivecollection of Indian philosophyand non
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Western value understanding, including the full texts of the eleven principal Upanisha&haitevael
gita, and canonical selections of early andBatgdhism.]

Rawls, J. (1967), A Theoryof Justice.542pp.CambridgeMass: Harvard University Press.[This is the

leading work in the field whose paradigmatic method assumemagimizing rational choicé i ncl udi ng
wanting a | arger share for onesel f0 aenkedsidstract a
collective supporsystems.]

Reid, G.B.R. (2007)Biological Emergences: Evolution by Natural Experimé&iff/pp. Cambridg®lass:

MI'T Press.[This work by a biologist explsydtems how th
which reduces infinite interactive possibilities to predictable pathways of homeostasisduifigeently

flexible to allow for emergence of new typedifaf.]

RescherN. (1969), Introduction to Value Theory, 205 pp. EngelwoodCliffs, NJ: PrenticeHall.[This
monograph by the most published anal ytiformglsti | osophe
method and symbolic notations purged of substantive issveatuef]

Robert, J.S. (2008), Embryology, Epigenesis, Evolution, 290pp. New Yarkibridge UniversityPress
[Critiques the onavay fAgenomani ad which has swept and er cont e
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Rorty, R. (1989), Contingency Jrony and Solidarity, 289 pp. New York: CambridgeUniversity Press.
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RousseauJeanJacqueg1984), Discourseon the Origin of Inequality (trans. M. Cranston),182 pp.
Harmondsworth, Middlesex: Penguin Books [Rousseau conceives human beings in their natucdl state
human language, reason and species sympathy before private property, division of labor aegiesin
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Rousseau, Jealacques (1968)The Social Contrac{trans. G.D.H. Cole), 100 ppgHarmondsworth,

Mi ddl esex: Penguin Books [ Rousseauds besthe known bt
grounding idea omneoglivdnggot hesobdlawe ttohe costatel i ct bet"
|l aw, wi t h citizens choosing At he ¢ ommdemocratint er est o

government.]

Russell, Bertrand (1983 ), Bertrand Russell: Collected Papers, 29 vols. London: Allen and Unwin.

[IncludesR u s s problificécarpusof philosophicaland public works, including his regretof twentieth

century philosophyés wide abandonment of #fsknder st an
which philosophy thoughout has hitherpur suedo] .

SamuelsonPaul and NordhausW.D. (2005), ECONOMICS 784 pp. New York: McGraw-Hill. [The
standardglobal referencetext and classicof contemporaryeconomicsin which the prefaceinvokesthe
valueimperativetofi S p rthegodpelof economicanywaywec a n 0 . |

Sartre,JeanPaul (1972), Critique of Dialectical Reason2 Vols. London: VersoBooks.[ S a r majoe 6 s
work after his earlier 1953 classicof existential phenomenologyBeing and Nothingness seekingto
synthesizéndividual existentialchoicewith Marxiandialecticalreason.]

Schopenhauer, Arthur (1818/195The World as Will and Representatidhvols. London: Routledge

[ This is Schopenhauerds definitive watsdepictiondie cl assi
cosmic |ife as a round of blind desire, coahpetitive
thewilltol i veo. ]

Schweitzer, Al bert (1936) , Chiistehdem1E22%39. ¢This ioperhaBse ver enc e
the mos crystalline argument for Schweitzerés fl agshi
absoluteethics of will -to-live [which] mustreverenceevery form of life, seekingso far as possibleto

refrain from destroying any life, regardless ofptaticulat y p e 0 . ]

Searle,J.R. (1995), The Constructionof Social Reality, 238 pp. New York: Free Press.[Searleargues
clearly for the irreducibly symbolic and rufgverned character of objective human reality possibly
explicable by physicgbarticles and fields débrce.]

Sen,Amartya( 1 97 7) . &d®la:A Criiquadf the BehavioralFoundation®f EconomicTh eor y 0,
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understanding of selhaximizingrationality.]

Sen, A (1998)The Possibility of Social Choioe, 37pp. Trinity Coll 4lpie, Cambr i
lecture providesan incomparablyrich documentatiorof the literature on social choice,demonstrating

there is no conception of social choice in received social science or philosophy other than as
aggregation of individualhoosers.]

Singer,Irving (1966 -1987), The Nature of Love, 3 volumes.Chicago:ChicagoUniversity Press[The
most comprehensivestudy of theoriesof love from Platoto Sartre,it arguesfor love asfi b e s tob wa |
v a | enéeélove objectwithoutlife-valueconsiderations.]

Smith, Adam (1776/1966),An Inquiry into Nature and Causesof the Wealth of Nations 2 vols. New
York: A.M. Kelley. [Possiblythe most influential work in history, the founding work of fi t meral
sci ence 0 ecoomica.dder n

Spinoza,Baruch (1985), The CollectedWorks of Spinoza(ed. E. Curley), 7 vols. Princeton:Princeton
University Press] S p i nmoozt atudiedwork, the Ethics is a deductivesystemmodelledonEu c | i d 6 s
definitions,axiomsandtheoremsn which God or infinite substancés conceivedastherationalsystemof

the universe in its thinking and extended modes wfidite attributes which can be bettgmore
adequately) or worse (less adequatetyhprehended.]

Tompkins,P. And Bird, C., The SecretLife of Plants (1973).402 pp. New York: Harper& Row [This
bookprovidesextensiveevidenceor thesentiencef plants.]

Taylor, Charles (1989%ources of the self: the making of the modern ider&iiypp. CambridgeMass.:

Harvard University Press.[This is a standardwork in what is calledii ¢ o mmu n e t h ifot issd

grounding in historically developed social relations as distinct from abstract liberal selves maxifinizing

a fAwvmdwter al voido, but withasejt any common | ife inter

Thoreau,Henry (1965), Walden,and other writings. 732 pp. New York: Modern Library.[ Thor eau 6 s
classic writings affirming a life of harmonious simplicity and awakeness in Nature and his explarfation
opposition to war by newiolent civildisobedience.]

Trungpa,C. (1988). Shambala:The SacredPath of the Warrior. 202 pp. Boston: ShambalaPress[A
leadingexampleof contemporaryconceptionof religiousillumination and practiceasthatof an war r i or
pat hdo of happiness, her e tthhuen dlerbbealatndo .Bljuddhi st fAvehi

Vico, G. (1724/1984)The New Sciencd45 pp.thaca, New York: Cornell University Press. [imhich
Vico arguesthat humanitycanonly know for certainthatwhich it hascreatedbecauset is directly our
construction.]

Wei sbrot, M. , Baker, D. , and Rosnick, Ydarsof( 2006) .
Di mi ni s hi nlgterfationagJouensl ofoHealth Servicé$,2: 211234.[Scientificidentification
of the pattern of degrading human life systems during manstenglobalization.]

Whitehead,A.N. (1938), Modesof Thought,172 pp. New York: Macmillan[ Wh i t e imostavellé s

known lectureson hisii p r o e is Is o svbigh kopakivesNatureasfi a | iAvf eede,lfiiprug @,0si ng o
and ever fAcreatived in the energy fl owscodelvescr i bed b
asGod)as opposed to fideado traditieh.] ii nert o in the Newtoni e

Wilson E.O. (1984)Biophilia (157 pp.) Cambridge Mass: Harvard University Press. [@minent
entymologistproposesthe fi b i o phhyi pl oi t alofeas inrmté i a f f with ingtuyeingrainedin our
g e n o ttoeppkidi w thymanscarefor otherspeciesunrelatedot h e mo . |

Wittgenstein, Ludwig (1968Fhilosophical Investigation®260 pp. New York: Macmillan. [Perhapbe

most celebrated work of twentiettientury philosophy, it leads whphilosophers have come to cdilt h e
linguistict u rofplilosophywith noreferenceotheworldbeyondi | a n guanges 0 . |

World Commissionof the Environmentand Development(1986). Our CommonFuture, New York:
Oxford University Press.[ This famous wokkn d or ses fAfi ve to t esgstemti mes O mq
fi g r o with hodife standardefisust dienwvablbement 0. ]
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Summary

This analysis defines and explains the ultimately regulating principles of jubeoey
over 2500 years East and West, critically focusing on leading modewoatemporary
philosophies of justice in developing a lgeherent understanding of what eachdise
acrosultures.

10.l1LRecovering the -\WoeBeadimps Lost Life

The major cognitive problem of contemporary civilization is, as we have #een,
failure to understand the common {geound beneath selves and money sequemdes.
the most general level, the myriad partial perspectives within which grobatet
cultureis confinedresemblethe blind men of ancientVedic lore. None canrecognize
the whole elephantof which eachcan feel only a part. One feels a thick snakelike
being, anotherfeels a sharphorn, anothera tree trunk, and so on. The unified reality
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cannot beseen.

Today the elephant that cannot be seen is the mesgyence rule system joinedross

the individuals and cultures of the world. Its inner logic of justice is by rightsdatids

of money demand possession, exchange and growth. Wars are fought to univérsalize
peoplerise and fall by successor failure in servingits rule systemiandé necessary
sacrificesd propitione denmi edsi rtomi sl adagsidéo b aWh i
status as a system of morality and justice is generally unexamined in philosopive. As

will continue to find in the analysis ahead, mainstream moral and politioatht

blinker it out, while economicsciencepresupposess prescriptionsas akin to laws of

physics.

10.1.1.SystemDeciding Choice Space: The Lifé/alue Plane We Need tdreclaim

Al t hough they remain generally unexchmined,
morality and justice are the deciders of society as sosgifnizing lifesystem. Theware

generalized instituted decisions with stakes of better or worse life for all they regulate
humanityds ultimate choicegivenpace, but nor ma

As explained in Section 9.10.2, the social subject of the rules by whitiien®asbeen
abdicatedto a moneysequenceystemof dictatesconceivedasfi e ¢ o nloani Byo .
this conception,the choice spaceof decidingthe rules by which we oughtto live is
denied even texist.

Yet we also know from prior analysis that where social rulemaireonsciouslysteered
by common life interests, they are hfiestructive- from rituals of child mutilatiorand
malnourishment amidst plenty to the natural environment as industrialgdz#sin and
sink. When social ordering life coherent, in contrast, its rule system protecisimon
life interestsandis binding on all - from universalobligationsof child careandsocial
programsfor the deprivedto enforcedenvironmentallaws and free wildlife spaces.
Suchsocial orderingfollows the life-coherenceprinciple proposedby life-value onto

axiology, but this life-groundedunderstandings not yet recognizedin the reigning
philosophicalraditions.

Around and between these polsscial rules and norms prove invalid or valid in fagt
life-value standards of judgment. Yet while ruling value systems are the priraangs
of all of s 0 ¢ i eukesyaddsnorms, they are seldom examinedas moral or justice
systems. Rather each is prppased by those living within it as a silent first premide
acceptable discussion. Or utopian schemes are fabricated which bracketreigring
order apriori, as we see ahead. Questions do not arise within received philosophy as
the rightnessof the ruling systemof justice itself - evenif, for example,1% of the
populationcontrols over 90% of s o0 ¢ i wdalthansl seeksby thes y s t milesios
further maximize its private enrichmentwhateverthe deprivationsof the majority of
their society. As we will see,a standardposition in philosophyas well as the wider
world is that such a situation benefits the least well off by tridkin wealthcreation.
On the other hand,thosewho repudiatethis ruling systemmay be attackedas heretics
were once pursuedfor blasphemy.Very little work in contemporaryphilosophy, or
ever, has raised this issue itself, the justice or morality of the roridey.
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The social rule system by which we live, what we ultimaseyas a society, mayost
of all needinquiry into its morality and justice, but it is rarely examinedas a unified
value system.Although the given systemis typically assumedas regulatingfor the
commongood betterthanany possiblealternative,this is an assumptiorwhich cannot
bear lifevalue scrutiny, as we have seen. So what are the theories of justicestarndh
out over human history and today? Can we discern any underlying pattenddstand
them more clearly across differences and cultures? And can we inttheflige-value
analysisidentify in principle exactly wherethey go wrong and how their blind-spots
may beovercome?

10.2.Marx and the Missing Life-CoherencePrinciple

While philosophershave discussedn abstractowhat a just social order meanssince
Pl at o0 s (d'heeRepubliathkyshave rewealingly done so by ideanstructions
not connectedo the surroundingsocial orderi that is, until Karl Marx almost 2500

yearsafter Plato. He certainly called the ruling systeminto question,but was barred
from academicappointmentand his ideas have beenwidely distorted almost out of

recognition. To be uncontroversially brief, Marx proposed a wenkercommunist
societyonceindustrializationhad developedthe meansof productionto a level where
private appropriationof profit was less productivethan social ownership,and, at this

point, he claimed,it mustbefi i n e v irevaubohizedto servehumandevelopment
instead.

The problem, as we have seen in prior chapters, was thanaséer equation of

productiveforce advanceto humandevelopment an underlyingequationwhich Marx

shared with mainstream economieswas not critically examined. Rathemore

productivity was the ultimate value imperative with the needsand capacitiesit was

meant to serve not spelled out to ensure that technolemidastrial development
servedthem, as opposedto subjugatingthem to its internal dictates (e.g., by mass
assembbline method and technological substitution for Nature). This issueaased
in general by Section 5.19.

10.2.1 Life Coherence Principle Missing on AllLevels

While Ma r wléinsate ideal is famouslyfi f r eachaccordingto his ability, to each
according to his needso, t her e ihharted b een
principle.

A)ANeeds o0 themselves have r emaThoseddmagingt hout ¢
habits conceivedas needsmay qualify as benefits,leadingto disablingconsequences
anddisputes.

(2) Thefi a b i kxpdactgdiom eachis not groundedin humanlife capacities.Thus
dehumanizing use of abilities can be obliged, allowing for industrial subjugatien,
alia;

(3) Thereis no principled linkage betweenthe needsprovided for (benefits)and the
abilities given (duties) to ensure system life coherefies theprincipal issue o$ocial
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justice is missing, as well as defined criteria of its budlenefitsides.

In short, the life coherenceprinciple i consistencywith humanand ecological life
requirements hasnot beensatisfiedon the three most fundamentalevels. Theseare

not merely academiamatters.Marx in fact affrmed 6 n e gralvéh with no limit (e.g.,
cigarettesand mansiongfor all if thatwasthe norm), and he uncritically assumedhat

t he producti ve devel opment C 0 n dnexbrabteni ng t
determiner of humanityo6s soci-gauesaamddrdshi st or
were nowhere defined, and i nproductiveforcea s e wer
determinisn. Human subjugation by technological growth and its system demaasls

not conceived as an issue, but only the issue of class control. Theolierence

principle of social organizationof benefitsand burdenswas not conceivedas system
regulator.Prindples of justice themselvesvere dissolvedinto the statesuperstructure

and Athe rulingladeas of the ruling

10.2.2.Productive Force Development as Determiner Trumps Morality andJustice

In the heat of revolutionary creation, Marx assumed that all wigiuttevitably together

in the end, led by what he saw as h u ma n prodycéive telos. In this respect,he

provided peerlessscientific comprehensiorAs opposedto slaveholdersandi deal i st s 6
exploring the mindbs structur e @auspicioushe wor |
of any ideal not promoting the proletarianmaterialistrevolution which he envisaged

that he disregarded and disdainieem.

Yet why would justice and moralityotbe Mar x 6 s gr eat esprojeatl | i es i
of human emancipation? The brief answer is that Marx thought thatrduesformation

was as inevitable as the transmutations of Nature: one could only hasteméngence

of what was as certain to occiMiore than a century later, we may more easilythae

neither morality nor justice are ensured by productive force development, nbabge

of classrule. Life may, on the contrary, be diabolically sacrificedto systemdemands

unless accountable to deeper structural regulation bydiferenstandards.

10.3.Back to the Beginning: The Invisible Realms of Ndustice

The key and canonical idea jokticeitself from Plato and Aristotle ohnot to mention

in the religions of Judaisn and Islam - is i t @ery man his d u e The masculine
pronoun reveals the masculine bias of the ages, but this bias is corrected by $ayiong,
every human being what is d u e Such a phraseis not current, but it re-sets
comprehension towards taking into account the majority of human beingggilomgd

by theoriesof justicei slaves,hired workersandwomenuntiwo r k andwa@dme n 0 s
suffragein the last 175 years,and still today children and young peoplewho remain

with no placein known theoriesof justice. Under law, they are classifiedas the legal
Apossessionso of their parents.

We may identify herean underlyingpattern- the a-priori erasureof rights and justice
for thosepersonswho are not property ownersbut possessethy othersas a form of
property. It is only by moving to theseunderlying, prior rights of private propertythat
we are able to see this silent linenofjustice for those who are under thprivate
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possession adnotheri the dark side of justice and rights which is normally kept afut
view. Privatepropertyby definition grantsthe proprietorthe right to direct and useits
contents and exclude all others from doing so, including the possessed life ofgpebple
natural beings unless legally enforced limits are prescribed tpdssession.

A societybs rule system decides t hrnoe, and i
humanand life conditionsare coherentlyprotectedin transgenerationadevelopnent.

One cannotthus now legally own other humanbeingsas slaves,althoughfor most

history across continents the privileged could and did. One cannot either legallgt own

womanas chattelwithout consentand alienateher as one choosesalthoughthis right

still continues in some cultures today. One cannot legally destroy or pollute all forms of

life and life conditionsin privately owned Nature, but theseare now understoodas
requiring protection. One ¢ annorimind lava t oneo:s
in industrializedcountries,but the right of life and deathover o n echildren, servants

and wives prevailed from biblical ages to effectively many couritazsy.

10.3.1.The Progress of Civilization and Its RetardingLimits

In short, we have gery mixed picture of justice and rights for human beings (attnr
life), and it continues into the presénbut with arising line of human andchon-human
life which is protected by evolving social relgstems

Limits on the use of propertyin life marksthe progressivepatternof civilization, but
such limits are usually fought tooth and nail by proprietors of slaves, wochddren,
naturallife and, still sweepinglytoday acrossthe world, boughtlabor. Herein lies the
unseenmoving line of civili z a t adwancg@sand retardation.Yet this very line of
humanityos mor al advance and conmesnuous 0
philosophyof justice until limits have becomeinstituted led by thinkers outsidethe
acceptedmainstream.While such limits advancetowards nonslaveryin peopleand
equalrights for womenin developedand socialist societies,they remainretardedin
corporateuse of naturallife supportssystems,and haveregressedvith boughtlabor.
Human labor rights do not exist in transnationaltrade law since 1988, the year of
passagef the North AmericanFree Trade Agreement{NAFTA), which hasbeenthe
global prototype of an historical reversal of these fifetective rightsince.

Throughout this process of reversal, howeveh e i dqualityo fo f r iiglteéns 6 has
nearpervasivelyproclaimed,while the conceptof i e g u ahbsibderyadead issueof

debate among philosophers in central institutions and journals. Yet as we wiksepn
Aequalityo i s wahichddmaitsef astinaqualitesircianpet

10.3.2.Life-Value Onto-Axiology: Justice for All that Lives

While nonhumanand pre-adult humanlife as well as, more strikingly, humanlabor
have no placein any known generaltheory of justice, they are necessarilyincluded
along with the young and womenwithin a life-value framework. For life-value onto
axiology, that s, justiceis a conceptwhich includesall that lives so far asit actsand
feels, with correspondinglymore life-value as it bearsthinking consciousnesbeyond
immediate identity with thbody.
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Before we moveto justice andrights for humanbeings,however,the centralissueof

this chapter, we may briefly summarize life value eamx@logy onjustice for animals

by two principles explained in prior chapters, which sharply contrast with tfwgimal
exclusion in received theories of justice. For-lidue onteaxiology, as we haveeen:

i. there are no rights or justice for animats Nature whose ecosystemsegulate
numbers biodiversity and food suppliesby predationand food cycleswhich human
beings develop beyond by ruteaking to proteclife;

ii. humanrelations with other animals follow the principles of life-value ecologyin
which speciesreproductionand biodiverse flourishing are protectedand enabledas
justiceto Nature

iii. human relations witHivestock and domestic animat®nform to the livevalue
principle of allowing their life-capacityrangesto be expresseaonsistentwvith non
harm to othelife.

These principles constitute At heinte alias t
in Sections8.1.1,8.2.3,8.6 and 8.7.3.1. The remainderof this chapteris concerned
solely with justice for organic humdreings.

10.4.Who Deserves Justice? The Inner agic of Receivedoctrines.

While the unifying idea of justice @r ender i ng t lwldseaarasétheonds s
and times, it admits of many opposingvariations.What is due to eachhasbeenthe
primary question posed by philosophy, but, as we have just seen in SectiontH®i2,
entitled to justice is an evenmore basic questionwhich is assumedaway in various
ways. Modernp h i | o sumgetyingdsfining principle of who deservegustice is
unexaminedYet it assumesxclusionswhich are quite breathtakingin substanceand
scope. Il n its modernly dominant Osoci

the planetexceptwhat can rationally agreeto contractualterms.Thatis, thisi s oc i a |

c o n t tragittoh which hasreignedover the philosophyof justice for over 400 years
from Thomas Hobbes, John Locke and Jéacques Rousseau alwagsesupposes
agreement to a contract as the basis of justice in terms of which all its teclesidesl.

We may observeherethe externalworld of marketcontractoperatingpuretype asthe
silentruling paradigmi a presupposednhodelthat rulesout all thosewho do not think
or agreein theseterms,suchasindigenouspeoplesand the young, and otherswe will

see. This sweepingprinciple of exclusionfrom justice is seldomexplicit in modern

philosophy, but it is a methodological assumption to which all established fofms

philosophyof justice still conform. In law, contractualrelation is the silent ultimate
logic of modern justice with no lifgaluemeaning.

10.4.1.Who Is and Is Not Seen: The Standard Biasesof Justice Doctrines and
Processes

Until contemporarytimes, there have beensilent requirementsto qualify for justice

treat

dueo

al

which have been assumed since the ancients although they exclude the vast afajority

humanbeingsas well as other life forms. They revealthe ruling tendencyto confine
justice to a specialgroup of ascendanpower. They deservea formal listing to move
beyond the implicit assumptions which have variously governed civilizations 808r
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years as what we might cddlise justicebecause of itpartial and sectarian naturelTo
be countedas one who deservedo fi r e c @ n ed®sevbateverthat might be, the
unstated qualifications have been:

(1) beinghuman

(2) beingadult

(3) beingmale

(4) being acitizen

(5) being apropertyholder.

(6) being or representinga@rporate persomather than the human labobitys.

These discriminatory selectors haveebgreponderantly preconscious amgexamined
over 2500 yearswith major turning points occurringover centuriesthroughuniversal
suffrageovercominglimits (3) and (5): thatis, adult maleswho did not own property
and more recently, adult femaleBlon-citizens thus fall through the crackover
millennia, not only slaves, but refugees and all others within a society not recogsized
citizens (the adult majority, for example, in classical Greece and Rome). As wtitie all
gualifications of (1) to (5) those not covered have remaingdisible to justice
doctrines.

There are many manifestations of this unrecognized structural blindness of tlzeaties

institutions of justice. For further example, in traditional law those under 21 oreté
classifiedaslegalfi i n f alitetaby,0ff u n atdbd e drkcontemporarylaw, more

deeply and more invisibly to leading doctrines of justice, the civil rights we holdidear

not protect the majority of people in their active Hifeurs because these grerchaed

as the commodity of Al aboro and anoe the p
masterservantor managementights i essentiallyover everythingbut the contracted
wagesthemselvesjf theseare in fact contracted.Thus, for example,iimanage ment
right so0 rule out free speech, free asaembly,
paid-for hours in or out of formadontracts.

While employees are thus excluded from democratic rights and justicese
fundament al ways, the Acorporat epripcpalsons o e
litigants for civikrights protections against government regulations with teahs

lawyers and financial powers to ensure their rights of freedom of speech, assamibly,

so on which their own employees lack. Indeed the U.S. Supreme Court overtlamed a

requiring labelling of human consumer products containing bovine growth horrasnes
violating the cor porlatdrnatombFsodsiviAmestp®996n ot t o
Thislopsi ded design of Arights and | uhitchi ceo an
mo s t peoplebds | ives are substantiahdy excl
transpareninjustice. Yet for mainstream philosophical literatures on rigdntsl justice,

the issue isinexposed.

10.4.2.The Ruling Value Syntax behind the Justice and Rights dslobalization
Rights of justice for the tensof millions of i s t a p @ Ir & driges fiom their lands
by wars and conflicts as well as poor childexerywhere fall beneath even the rigbts

bought labor, whiclmayhave independent unions representing it or legal protectbns
society which are enforced(e.g., on safety of working conditions). Rights for poor
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children and statelegpeople do not in general exist. With little or no money demand
therealright in this systemi humanbeingshavefew life protectionsat all. Eventhe
vast majority of workers have no rights to living wages,safe working conditions, or
unionstowit hese protections. Workers artle a
market and managedat the lowest price possibleas other commodities- with, for
example,unionsin thew o r Iridhéssnation,the United States protectingfewer than
10% ofprivateemployees.

What justice or equality can remain?one might ask. The answeris: All are equalas
citizens able to vote and speak freely and in their rights to become emplayers
employeesand all havethe sameright of moneyto buy and to consumeproductsof
their choice. We may observethroughoutthe ruling value syntaxat work herewhose
essentiabrinciple is entitlementof private moneydemandand sequences$o haveand
becomemore in marketexchangeswhoseinternationalform, in turn, is free flows of
capital and commodities acrdssrders.

10.4.3.From Justice to Labor to Justice forChildren

Children under parental an parentiscare are legally recognized as entitled to a kihd
justice or due (e.qg., life supportby their guardiansand protectionagainsttheir sexual
abuse)but not to selfdeterminationor voice in wherethey live, what they eat, what
they do, how they are educatedand so on. While animalsled childrenin recognized
legal rights until the last quarter of the last ceptehildren today are widelyprotected
against deprivational abuse by their possessorsidibily the system in which thelwe

- whose employersmay disemployand underpayfamily breadwinnershowever this
deprives their children. Revealingly, childoverty rates have not decreasduljt
increasedin correspondencéo trade and profits over the last 30 yearsin developed
countries themselves.

Justicefor humanlife, in short, continuesto be honouredmore in the exclusionsthan
the protections.It remainstrue thati | u s has acdeepand resonantring of moral
meaning,as it should. Yet Chief Justicesattend only to what is alreadybefore the
courts; Ministries of Justicefocus on punishmentsof offendersand enforcementof
privateproperty law; and philosophiesof justice do not normally examineany of the
bi ases of Afalaeejusticeo identified

10.5.Classical Justice East and West: The Unifying Principles of Rubnd
Servitude

The defining generalprinciple of justiceasfi t eachhis d u en@ansboth benefitsand
burdens, rights and dutieShis is the innermost principle of justice across theoaied
times.

Plato and Aristotle are exemplaryas philosophersof morality and justice over 2500
years, but they remain within the pattern of unseeing identified in Sed@ioh 1.
P | a fThee &kepublica monumentally rich dialogue which is about justice woithin
the individual soul(the microcosm of justice within) and withithe state (the
maciocosmof justicewithout), providesa paradigmcase He developshis ideasin the
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voice of Socrates, a n d -old methed ofqaestibngnd p hi | 0 s @
response towards reasonable conclusion in the light of competing ideasill\8&2 as

we move how evencritical dialogical methoddoesnot releasephilosopherdrom the

ruling prejudices of thday.

10.5.1.The Right of the Stronger

In P | a tRepabdic,the claim thatil j u sot riglt meansnothing but what is in the

interest of thest r onger partyo (Thr asymac hthat ) is t
Socratesrebuts(l, 336b1 347e)i basicallyby arguingthat it doesnot distinguish
betweenwhatis in the strongerp a r tinter@stand what the strongerparty demands

which may not be in his interest. From this it follows, Socratesreasons,that
disobediencdo the strongercan be both good and bad, and is thus a contradictory

position.

Socrateshowever,doesnot answerthe position that doesmakethe distinction which
Thrasymachusverlooks,and only claimsthatfi j u s is whatéhe strongersayiit is,
whether true or false. This cynical position is implied in the worksNafcolo
Machievelli through to Leo Strauss and their elite followers todastice is arartifact
of rule, ard may pretend what is false in the interest of rlilee truth is what workgor
the ruler or ruling group.

Michael Walzer claims in Spheresof Justice (1983) that this underlying pattern of
historybés 6érul e of the s trevealsgoshdleominast a ki nd
goodo, he says, Abut only di ff emaegnitc ikainnsdos. «
Magic may be too generougeam.

10.5.2.Justice as Rule by the Rational Element of the Soul and 8bciety

Although Plato via Socrates recommended i c onsi der ab | eegadnge of d
the eugenics of the ruling philosophical class in breeding its next generationwa®),

Strauss seizes on as generalized rule of popular deception, this was ianfact
exceptionalaffirmation of falsehoodin his Republic What justice meantfor Platoand

Socrates in the statend in the individual soul was the ultimate regulation thé

conflicted elements of (1) Reason, (2) Spirit/Will, and (3) Appetite fhe r i par t i t e
di visiondo of b o bchkty)tolaeationah himeny df thawholatmtth s
microcosmicand macrocosmiclevels. Both the personand the society are properly

governed, he argued, by (i) the rational element, (ii) enacted by the will iotlikiglual

and the guardianclassof societyto (iii) subdueand organizethe lowest level of the

appetites in the person and the lower classes to the rational endRepthsic.

This principle of just rule by rationality has beenthe masterlogic of philosophical
thought for as long ashé life-coherence principle has been absent as pitoper
governorof rationality T the topic of chapterReclaimingRationality And Scientific
Method::TheLife-CoherencePrinciple As Global SystemImperative.For Plato and
Socrates, justice by rational governance mealesof the lower elements by tiegher
in which the three classes of human beings operate in the same way dhkreéhe
elementsof the individual soul 7 that is as the rational ruling class,the enforcement
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class,and the craftmerchantclass(es)n organizedharmony.At the bottomwere the
Ahired | aborers hardly w@&%le)h considering in

On both individual and social levels, then, the properruler is always rationality and

knowledge, but without any universal life requirements to govern rationality iTded.

is why, at bottom, the rationaldesignof societythat Socratesand Plato formulatecan
assumanassslaveryasfi n at dirha Ir é& Jo o asaat woéth consideringandwars

totakeo t h dandéasifi n e c e glls 278 A4) This life-blind logicof 6 r at i onal i ty
persists in metdorm to the present, and is reset to-liiund coherence bigeclaiming

Rationality and Scientific Method: Thefe-Coherence Principle as Globabystem

Imperative

10.5.3.The EastWest Principle of Justice: Doing That to Which One isNaturally
Suited

One organizing principle rules heihat each receives and is obliged by as dukirto
dependson following thesedifferenti n a t ufun&idnsi with, in P | a teon,the
Many as the appetitive class; the administrativeenforcing Guardiansas the spirited
class; and the Ruler of all as-ktihdgssr ati onal

Readers may bridlat the philosophek i ng i de a, but Pl aft@wrs cond
their goodsin ¢ o m m csmtbat the reasonof the rulers is not corruptedby private

property biases. All education, livelihoods and practices are structured in thistateal

of the Republicto realizethis regulatingframeworkof justice in the individual andin
society. Reveal i n egxXiojogicalpiinaigleotliats o iatfogyabys o nt o
rule is corruptedby private property holdingsof its rulers - is neveragainproposedn

philosophy, although implied by Rousseau datx.

10.5.3.1 Dharma and the Five Relations

P | a wisiod wassystematicand hasmuchin commonwith the notion of Dharmain

Indian philosophy and thEive Relationf Chinese Confucianism. Both tifesegreat
and ancient philosophical traditions also suppose one organizing idsapasme:
natural classes of society in rutenled relations as the proper and eternafiggulating
order of human justice.

The underlying definitive formula whichpplies across these classical understandings
that justiceis the stateof affairs in which eachandall functionsand classeglo that to
which they are naturally suitedThere is no question in any of thesanonical
philosophiesof justice of the West, India and Chinathat peopleare born to a certain
function (e.g., femalesand workers), and that they properly serve higher classesof
rational rule (e.g., fathers, Brahmins, kings). We may observe here a métasyntax
of value across civilizatns

10.5.4.The Dark Side of Classical Justice: The Servitude of thglany

Division of labor under reason and light to accomplish the common goodusifiyang
idea. Division among reas@motionsappetites on the individual levahd ruling-
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executingappetitiveclasseson the social level is the organizingprinciple acrossEast
and West. Herein lie the innermost first principles of just rule across tmeger
civilizations.

The dark side of this rule is seldomraisedor questionedIf only the rationalrule, then
thenoar at i onal are properly subjugatwhidh to t he
can foresee by the exercise of mind is by nature intended to be lord and masteatand
which by its body cangive effectto suchforesightis a subject,andby natureas | av e 0
(Politics,1252a4). There is little in all canonical philosophy across continémts
challenge this principle. Thus the natlr@sed differences between natural masssrd
slaves,men and women, aduls-children, superiorand inferior personsand offices all

fall into a common premismference patternlrhe rationally superior rule, thenferior

obey, and justice is the organizing system of their proper social positionatio@ally
orderedwhole. This orderingof justice on the basisof 6 n a tcul raasfjsverssécross
classical Eastern and Western civilizations and their prominent philosophias as
underlying structureof onto-ethical assumptionDespitethe modernshift away from
bloodline determinationof positionsinto claims of i e q u aHisimiode pf thought
remains an undercurrent of assumption in popular and political culture, and rethas in

sociobiological idea of geneitfircatdwrtaeslrsmismi s n
in gene form.
The underlying metaphysic of thidntesaci al or

level in the duality between reason and emotions analyzed in Sectionand
subsequent sections.

10.5.5.Classical Confucian, Aristotelian, and HinduConsensus on the Naturef
Justice

ChineseConfucianismholds to this metastructureof thoughtin its doctrineof A Fi v e

R e | atandsatsoddoesHinduismwith its four Varnas againnaturalclassesn a

variation on the metatheme. Governingrelations are claimedto be naturebasedin

gender,age order, and inherited familial line, with a ruler-ruled relationshipassumed

between natural superiors and inferiors in each relation. For examplelassical
Confuciani sm, t he order i ng -mihisted fatheesonf i ve r e
husbanelwife, older brotheryoungerbrother- with guesthostthe intriguing anomaly

until one considers the visiting superior or lord. The unifying principé®rsnion and

servitude based on assumed differences of natural capécitt i s t he tmat ur e
be unequal o i s t he pl ausi bl e u nnmafurgli n g as
inequality is understoodto be one in which the natural superiorordersand receives

while the naturalinferior obeysand serves.Disasteris variouslythoughtto attendany

violation of this moral order of the cosmos. Classical tragedies follow this innerdbgic
Ajusticeo.

Thus Indian thought from just as ancient a logic dihguorder declares th&od-given

organizing principle ofvarna ( I i t er al | vy, Acol or 0) fourn whi ch
classes, very muc h Btahnkne Kshatriya,t @iéysand Sudra s s e s |
standing for the spiritual, the warriadministrative merchant and laboringlasses

respectively, each below and serving the ones above it. Each and all, it is behelced,
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their positionsby a cosmiclaw of justice - the law of karma (moral causeeffect) in
which the deeds of paktes determine position in the divinely sanctioieztarchy.

10.5.6.The Meta-Principles of Just Order in Pre-Modern Philosophy

What is in common across these civilizations and ruling thought systenfivare
distinguishable metarinciples of just rule andrder:

(1) Each receives his due of benefit dnoden

(2) in accordance with the natural functionbears

(3) as his/her performance of this natural functi@serves

(4) with all positions falling within unequal naturelbsses

(5) such that the naturally inferior servis® naturallysuperior.

Unifying thesemetaprinciplesthemselvesare the legitimating masterideasof justice
by rational/enlightened rulers in which all of lower faculties in different ways ohest
their superiors in nature. Behind or above the earthly scene of mortal ruleeieithal
cosmic order divine right, truth and justice whicites the rulers themselvéasr justice
to be achieved.Deviation from this divine order, it is believed,brings ruin until the
order is restored. The Greeks called this ofdeira or Fate (Plato rationalizingnd
secularizing it as At he AEoadnnds 0f) t. h eTohMa nGloant f el
He a v emddindus call it Rta the moral order of the cosmos,with dharma the
principlesof it. All imply an objectivemoral order of the universeto be followed in a
strictly hierarchical system of rule and service, with the imperial ruler obladlying
God, Brahmin or the Mandate of Heavenas the ultimate sourceof legitimacy and
justice on earth.

Modern philosophy and doctrine changes this rAbefgéef system of justice abne
defining level. God is still retainedas the Ruler in Heaven,and JohnLocke and the
1689 G| o rRiewv wd Und justdies invoke God asjudge andsanctifierof the new
propertyright order- just asthe U.S. Declarationof Independencedoes87 yearslater.
Yet one seismicchangeoccursin ordering conception.All ideals of modernjustice
negateone underpinningmasteridea of earlier civilization - inherited ranks of natural
inequality and function across generatioBsoodline determination of properhpolding
and use, in other words repudiated.

10.6.From Inherited Rank to Money Capital: The Meta-Program of Transition

An innocentquestion insists across thought systems, but is unansweredplinbles
of s o c i @dgt guleé descendfrom on high i whether as the Mandate of Heaven,
Dharma,or Private PropertyRight - how can subjugationand impoverishmeniof the
majority of the world, the armedforce determinationof effective right, and ecocidal
development persistithout the notice of justice doctrines ahdorie®

10.6.1.The Failed Capitalist Revolution in Retrospect
Modern philosophyand societyrevolt againstthe precedingancientorder for reasons

which are well known. But the underlying value program which defines this
revolutionarychangein s o c i rile-sysiesnis more basic. The defining principle of
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the prior ruling order mustbe repudiatedf marketcapitalistsocietyit is to existat all.
That organizingprinciple is the assignmenbf peopleto receivedrank positionsand
functions, from bloodline royalty and aristocratcontrol of landedestatesio peasant
and artisan smaholds of land and craft production. The latter in particulad@geally
incompatible with capitalist freedom to organize agriculture and manufactyseviate
profit and mass production in which inherited roles and status are fentarbarriers.
The moneycapital sequence has to eliminate these inherited positions to exgtoand
andit doesso by what s the new immanentGod to mankindi thei | aofvreotion of
c a p i Kad Mawx.richly explainsthis undergirdingtransformationn materialterms,
but the inner logic of regulating principle of value and social choiceis pre-emptedby
externalist explanation.

Although the dees t r uct ur al regul atory c hamply e

demonstratedrom Marx through Polanyi to contemporarytimes, a great regulatory
changehastranspiredthat neither justice doctrinesnor economictheory have heeded.
The ruling imperative of money sequencing to more has moved finaacialized
mechanism of private moneapital gains with no pouctive contribution. Sociatule
by ever more leveragedsequence®f linearnumbermutationsof moneygain govern
evermoredomainsof s o ¢ i ke apdieproductionin aninner logic of value growth
which is entirely blinkered out by justitieeory.

10.6.1.1 Money-Sequence Rule with No Life Value, Justice Theory witNo
Ground

i n

The foll owing ordering of societyobgshebenefilt

moneysequence econontyansferring ever more control of existing asdlfcreated
money demandotfinancial controllers with no goal but self enrichment withbotind,

societybdbs structure of rights andNadat.

of the standard arguments of contemporary justice theory which ingokerior
productivity of performancein producingusefulgoods(contribution)to justify higher
income returngbenefits) applies to the dominant system today. Fdinancialization
sequences, limitless money returns (benefits) flow to mseegyence speculatiomith

no production of any useful good requir@dat is, no burden or duty to providgeciety
with more goods by productive performancéhe rightduty correspondencassumed
by all classical and modern theories of justice has in this way collapsed bemdiath

Yet neitherthe theory nor practiceof justice hastakenaccountof this collapsein the

world reality surroundinghem.

The outer collapseof this systemoccurredin 2008 with drying up of liquidity from
which moneysequencing institutions and their managements had leveteggdssly
to morereturnswith no groundof valueto keepthemin check.Leastof all hasthere
beena requirementof higher productivity of goods(burden)to receiveever more in
money returns (benefit). On the contrary, governments rescued the nvemgy

sequencing institutions and apical managements which had engineered the eotlapse

trillions of dol | ar s o f -benefd, xopligayioernigkt,d
productivity-reward logic of social justice over millennia dissolved in tinancialized
system with justice experts and philosophers of justice unaware fdbiem.
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Peopl eds means of idébied t an ¢ ®deniutesppodudiies e r e d
for expanding money sequences to lever into more with no organiecological
function and no correction for this even after system collapse. Rathep, thb | i ¢ 6 s
presentand future wealth was pouredinto the systemto keepit going with evenless

funding to meet mounting ecological, social and organic disorders. No thearyiaie

on justice registeredthe seachangein the very structure of right-duty and benefit

burden that hadccurred.

10.6.2.What Has Gone Wrong? Return to the Original ValueProgram of the
System

As systemjustice collapsedbeneathprincipled understandingn 2008, a predictable
responseexpressedhe structuraldisorder.i T hsgstemmustbe s a v esthteleaders
and mediaof recordacrossthe world proclaimed.Only marginalchangesn money
capital requirements were made, the cumulative degradation and collapse of aatural
social life support systems continued, and the philosophy of justice went on asdsefore
i f nothing had hprpplelneemdd .but fAa mar ket

How could things go so profoundly wrong with s o ¢ i aule gyétemof rights and
obligationswith no normativecomprehensior evennotice?In fact, the setpoints of
the moral logic of social justice out of which this system had long evolved wenitsack
philosophical founder, John Locke.

10.7.Understanding the False Justifications of MoneyCapital Right

What Locke arguedfor in his classicThe Secondlreatiseof Governmentvasa theory
of justice that has since become official doctrine and the centrepiguditafal theory
and liberal discourse Its phrasingand logic is institutedinto the U.S. Declarationof
Independence; its text is studied as a central classic of political philosoplsci@nde;
and standard works on justice still orient themselvesrims of itsarguments.

The innermostprinciple of L o ¢ ktleedrgof justice of which all elseis elaborationis

that all right and legitimacylie in the right and legitimacy of private property. Even

oneds own | ife i s c oprogery lviethe exclasivapropeotf m of pr
the metaphysicaproprietorwho holdsit asthefi p r o pnehisownp e r s asel® |,
ownership ficonferred by Godo asfthedomdi mat

The self in this doctrine, however, mayt i | | be ensl|l avedrietoy Aj ust
in which the victor has a property right to the life of the vanquistied h e floirffed t of
by defeatin war, the ancientlogic of justicein this ageold hoary institution. Locke,

incidentally, was anajor investor in the African slave trade and officer ofdtaminion

in the Carolinas.While suchslaverymay is outlawedtoday, the exchangeof life for

moneyin boughtdaily labori what AbrahamLincoln himselfcalledii wa gl a v-er y o
remainsthe centralinstitution of global capitalism.What is importantto recognizein

this system of justice isthatthei ght s t o money gain llbeg pri vat
stand behind both wagelabor and slavery: (i) the propertyright of the victorious in

colonial war who may enslavethe losing people,and (i) the employerin the market

who owns the labor of those who have nothing else of market vadad.to
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10.7.1.The Free, Just and Profitable Exchange of Money for Workind.ives

Buying human labor is the permanent basis of capitalism, whereas slaverynsjoe

historical basisin thiss y s t glabaization. The underlying principle at work in all

periodsis the equationof privatepropertyright in moneyto privatepropertyright in

ot hersdé working lives. As we see ahasad, thi
given by Locke once money is introtdusced by
standas an absoluteright with no condition of a living wage,safeconditions,sharein

proceeds, or anything else for those whose working lives have been dowghployer

liability occurs in destroying the life of the worker and courts certifies (ais
exceptionaloutcomeeventodaywhen, in fact, hundredsof thousandsof workers die

annually from employmerkelated diseases without redress), money payntent
survivorsdischargeshe right of that life. Life is in this systemof justice, in short, is

equivalent to the sum of money it can be markéted

The justice and freedomof this life-money exchangethe basisof capitalism,is not
guestionedby Locke or liberal and conservativethoughtafter him. The underpinning
throughline of meaning to global capitalism today is that money rightfully buysh e r s 6
life-time and profits from its exploitationwithout any regulatingregardto violation of

human life and its most basic conditions of human existérita theboughtandsold

human labor of this system has been forced to be sold to survianbgdforce
clearanceof hundredsof millions of peoplefrom their landsis a topic not discussedn

modern justice theory from Locke to today, although it still globalizes asrdggenous

lands acrossontinents.

10.7.2.The Inner Logic of Capitalist Justice and Equality

From Locke to today, justice and the public good are ultimately conceivedin termsof

private property rights and moneyexchangeJusticeis conceivedas serving private

property and its exchanges or contractsiso use John Lochkeensand Ada
Adeandiyu mpi r e 0 o fwhichahad no limit ofimgré dr less fanyone.

This is the innermostmeaningof justice and equality in this thought system.While
materialinequality may be limitless in fact, equality of rights is assertedbecauseall

alike hawe the right to become rich AiThe poor boy/ i mmhgr ant r
everyday expression of this idea. Conversely, no inherited rights of social si@titon

mar ket purchase or sale of Il and, réesources,
originary form of this ruling doctrine,mustnot re-distribute private propertyholdings,

however unequal and beyond need they become. This is the essential arguroeke of

and of RobertNozick in his famous State, Anarchy and Utopia (1974),and it is the

essenti al meaning of Afreeahtarid i n this theo

Equalityr e mai ns, nonet hel ess, assumed as a defi
asin the equalchancegpeoplehavein a competitivegamewith the samerules for all.

All alike gain or lose by its rules governingeveryonewithout externalinterferenceby

the state. Further more, ther esgywlteeomomigso under
systemgovernedby i ainvisible h a n (@& conceptlater addedby Adam Smith), and

justice as the legislation and enforcementof its rules with governmentprohibited to

interfere with private property rights or contracts around it. Justice and law haat, in
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a unifying goal to secure and protect private propehd punish those whtransgress

threatenit. No otherultimateright or obligationfinally exists.ii G ofidaselsewherejs

the ultimate deaniddevi n@ini hedoweke 6swihcanoni c:
At lcaenmonrule and me a s wheeem men obeythefi natrightaflpr opertyo

which is prior to society, but reqdoesres t he
not obeythelawsof i r i rgeha stbhenaneis judgedto haveabandonedeasonand
Aput himsel f i nt oonawhese praperty ie ttansgressed: thainst h t h e

a state of war with the armed forces powers
equatedto this legislative/executivdunction without which it becomesunjust, that is,

by violating private property. Sabsolute is this principle that evesontemporary

philosophy of justice ludicrously refers to redistributive taxation as an isfuesdf aver y o
of Atalentedo peopl e.

To protectprivate propertyby law and enforcements, in short, the propertyh ol der 6 s
sacred right Af or whi ch gover nnveollating i s Cr e
property], which is the rule given betweenmanand ma n loo¢cke says,f h leecomes

liable to be destroyed by him - as any savage ravenous beast that is dangerdus to

being ( Section 181). Thiagainstwhosepmbpedyiolatione ki ng
Locke justifies revolution againstJamesll in 1688, as do the United Statesagainst

Britain in 1776. When governmentreachedi t bnel of governmentand reason- the

good andpreservation of property, Locke decl ares aofd t he
|l ndependence echoes, fAhe has det hrwthed hi ms
his peopleo (Section 239). How gensuer nment

securiy of its majority against dispossession by menapital accumulation cannoh
principle ariseas an issuewithin this ruling logic of justice. Thatis why redistributive
liberalismor socialismis anathemdo its value program,and predictablywarredupon
by abuse oarms.

10. 7. 4. Lockeds Origi mPapertyPr ovi sos for Just

One may wonder how sucha doctrinecould still be thoughtto producefi j us and c e 0
A e q u aPerhapst anight not have beenso understoodvere it not for the fact that

Loc keds Teeatiseassearts thrée famopsovisosfor just private propertyhich

seem to rule out all that has gone wrong since. So clear and apparertlyiceiit are
theseprior conditionsof private propertythatit is they, notL o ¢ kaetdatarguments

after them, which may stick in ther e a dneind asthe defining logic of justice and
privateproperty right:

(1) Private property must be the outcoméiofni x i ng owith whatisl abor 0
ARappropriated f26om natureo (Section

(2) Private property mustalwayse ave fienough and goodo | eft i1
do likewise (Sectio27).

(3) Private propertymust e ver fdbe al($eotimmdl)d t o spoil o

10.7.4.1Reversing the Three Provisos One B@ne

Theseconditionsof private propertyseemjust, and Locke eloquentlyjustifies eachof
them- in particularthe conditionof i mi xa metgberw i t whateveris claimedas

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 66



PHILOSORHY AND WORLD PROBLEMS- Vol . Il - DeepPrinciples Of JusticeGrounding In Life-Value Meanirg-John
McMurtry

0 n epdoperty. Yet after pagesof justification, Locke parentheticallyabolishesevery

one of his provisos by perhapsthe greatestphilosophicalsleightof-hand in history

(which still works). Justas he completeshis egalitarianand magniloquentdefenseof

labor right, sufficiency of landandnonwaste he says t hapropérty,he s ame
vizt hat every man should have as mucbf as he
these three conditions, a rider at the tail end of hibnEOsentence creeps (Bmphases

added):fihad not the inventionof moneyand the tacit agreementf mento put a value

on it introduced by consentl ar ger possessi oflSectiaB®)d a r i ght

Locke smugglesin this entirely new and unjustified premisewith no explanation.He
thenproceedson its basisto eraseall of the conditionshe hasspelledout as cardinal
requirementgor propertyright. Managedby a small clauseat the end of a voluminous

text, one might note the doctrinal prototypeof the 100-pageWall-Streetmortgageson

peopl eds homes which begin wi tintoucphyaldee t o z €
compoundinterestsums.Smallprint reversalof what went beforeis a conventionof

this long-ruling order of justice.L o ¢ kseriptaralargumentfor just capitalistprivate

property cheerfully goesin the oppositedirection of all he urged beforeit, and then

boldly asserts as given what before was ruled ionnulment of thelabor-mix
requirement, removal ofthenama st e condi ti on, dropfoi ng of
ot her s 0 amd-nnddll t the sudden justification ofinlimited inequalityin

property. In short, Locke reverses his entire set of just conditions of private progerty

a stroke of the pen, and does dntoduction t he en
ofmoneyo.

The primary blanksin this canonicalcase for the justice of capitalistpropertyare not
exposed since. What remains magically unexplaisted

(i) thesource of the money suppalgd who controlg;

(i) what giveditle to money propertgquivalent to laboright;

(iif) how trueconsento it is shown thaallows refusaland

(iv) why unlimitedly unequapossessions justified by people usingioney.

None of thesegaping holes of systemjustification are in fact ever filled by rational
bridge.

10.7.4.2 1 abor Right Annulled

Thusit now follows thatmencanbuy o t h éabosadd its productswithouti mi x i n g
their |l aboro with anything, a n d justifieda t t hey
ownership of the monegemand itself not an inconsiderable issue given that 9%%

money today is created by the debt issues of privatdks and financial institutionn
theseways, the claimedultimate right of justice- right to what one hasproducedwith

0 n eovswork - is erasedrom both ends.Thatis, thereis neitherlaborright justice

for theworker (whosemateriallaboris boughtwith all right to its productannulled),nor

for private money sequencers (who may mix labor with nothing and yet havenever

money property to continue this process witrend).

the useeofsatyBbe wamaduds tl aib

AGod gave earth t
t t ito (Sections 32, 34). B

r 0
to be his itl e 0
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its fruit lies the completereversalof justice andright whoselogical stepsare nowhere
coherently explained.

107431 Go&dough Left Over For Otherso Erased

The secondcondition of justice in private propertyright goesthe sameway of labor

right. It is erased.Yet hereLocke and his successorslo not deploy the silent middle

term of money to extinguish it. It is simply dropped out of the discussion. Loeker

mentions this condition of just privapgoperty right again once he has made usetof it

justify private property right as the basis of justice. Yet what could ve mgportanto

justice than that thereis i g o endughleft over for o t h emhex appropriationof
natureds | and and r esour-gienrightdThe quastois e | f i s
not posed.Rather,as elsewherethe primary condition and justification of this right,

now permitting inequality of possessiomwithout limit, disappearonceits pretexthas

served itgole.

We might further observethe ecologicalimplications of this erasureof the i agood
enough left over for ot h ecorslitton. Had this proviso of land and resource
appropriation been honored by private property in Nature being allowed only insvhat
reproducible, a fasighted capitalism might have been environmentally responsible
rather thamcogenocidal.

10.7.4.4 Condition of Non-Waste and SpoilagéAnnulled

Oneis hardlyfinishedwith thesereversalsof just right thanthe third andfinal proviso

of nonwaste and nospoilage is annulled as well. Locke first resonantly shgs

ANot hing was madepoiyl God dest manwot o@ecti on
life-value onteaxiology with or withouiGod.

Here as well the primary condition of just privatepropertyright is reversed,but by
more slippery changing of terms. First the principle of no spoilagelestruction
(Section31) is reducedto a principle of A n @re r i s h ¢Gectioh46); then it is
attached s pecisomelasiing thingtthat m@nmmaay kegp [andrease]

without spoilingo (Section 47); afmaathen it
be hoarded up without iinjury t o-talssmyagyneo ( Se
the nonwasteproviso altogether It is worth citing the twisting form of his argument

given the global systemdés now pervilesi ve wa:

usefulto the life of manin proportionfood, raimentand carriage[sid], it hasits value

only from the consentof me n saysLocke in nonsequiturinference.Therefore,he
concludes, nit IS plain that meumequhla ve ag!
possessiomf the earth,they having by a tacit and voluntary consent found out a way

how a man may fairly use more land than he himself can use - - by receiving in

exchange for the overplus the gold and silver which may be hoarded up without-injury

- - A the sentencecarrieson for 10 lines. In this way, Locke reasonsin the style

characteristic of this doctrine through seven specious steps which ahstmguished

T nor seized upon by analytic philosophers of justice who livéistinctions:

(a) oBut since gold and silver [repthohci ng #dfn

©Encyclopediaof Life SupportSysems (EOLSS) 68



PHILOSORHY AND WORLD PROBLEMS- Vol . Il - DeepPrinciples Of JusticeGrounding In Life-Value Meanirg-John
McMurtry

(b) being little useful in proportion to food, raimeartdcarriage;

(c) has its value only from the consent of men [unproved consent is giverg]

(d) it is plain that men have agreed to [plain agreement now replaceacaaitance]

(e)a di sproportionate and uneqguapossgenEsE® SSi 0N
now jumps to Adisproportipnate possession

(H andthus menreasonablyarrive to i a inequality of private possessionsnen have
made practicable out of the boundtke of soc
three priorconditions of justice results with no contrestjuired].

10.7.5. The Ruling Moneyalue Syntax behind the Reversals dfleaning

Not one of the unexaminednovesthrough(1) to (4) or (a) to (f) standsup to critical
scrutiny. Yet all follow throughthe ruling value syntaxassumedacrosscenturies.The
reversalof meaningof the original three conditionsof just private property may be
complex in prevarication, but elementary in syntactical f@obstitute moneproperty
into everylogical spaceof just right, and it follows thereis nothingleft at all for life
requirements.

Locke rides on this built-in equivocationfrom Section37 to 243, and so hasthe global
moneysequence system since. Once set into this syntax of meaninggvalisals

follow. Neither Locke nor his heirs acknowledge that labor right, the original bgsic

of just property right in the commons, has been been cancelled out withoutegsaoh;

that unlimited inequality hasadvancedn the nameof i j u s @andfceeu & ¢ thdt O ;

Afgood enough | eft over for ot hermivate has be.
propertywithout notice; nor that the universalmoral principle of nonwastehasbeen

trivialized into gold and silver which do rsytoil.

Over threecenturieshave not exposedhe manifold incoherencevuilt into the logic of
this system.Money-capital overrideslabor right, sufficiency of naturalresourcedor
others, and nowaste at once, the very conditions of private property whagktimated
it as right andgust.

10.8.Contemporary Theories of Justice: Excluding Life Substance an@apitalist
Rule

Explanationnow fastforwardsto the receivedphilosophyof justice today to observe
that what Locke erasedhas not has not beenadmittedback into the argumentWhile
justice theory hasbecomeperhapsthe most active field of philosophyin the decades
since the publicat i onATebryaf dustiom 1B74,analgs mo n u me
and debatehavecontinuedto follow the genericmethodof kept philosophy- blocking
out all issues which transgress the ruling mptagram of value judgment andstice.
While the ruling value syntax continuesto governin this unseenway, a more deep
structural mode of disconnection from the real world is maabventional.
Philosophicaldiscussion is locked into a hermetically sealed circuitry of debéte
silently obligatory avoidance. The actually reigning justice systemafeycapitalist
right is oftlimits to discuss. Its logic of rule and profit is no longer justified as it lmas
John Locke and Adam Smith, bafbstractedut
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