| CIVILIZATIONAL
HEALING: THE
ARCHITECTURE OF
NON-DOMINATION

Civilizational healing is

compatible with continuing
conflict and sometimes requires
non-consensual constraint.

A Diagnostic Toolkit for Navigating Irreconcilable
Harm, Structural Injustice, and the Ethics of Coercion.
Based on Transformational Study T3 by Bichara Sahely.




The Healing-Domination Dilemma

Harmony
Romanticism
Dialogue is treated as
universally sufficient.

Danger: Delay, false
symmetry, and incumbent
harm becomes the default.
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Non-Dominating
Protection

Protects persons, contests claims,
constrains evidenced mechanisms.
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(mechanism,
not person)
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Warrant
(evidence,
necessity)
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Bounds Afterlife
(due process, (repair
reversibility) consequences)
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Therapeutic
Authoritarianism

Opposition is recoded
as social disease.

Danger: Identity becomes
diagnosis, standing falls,
and power escapes challenge.
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The Constitutional Floor: Anti-Pathologization

| Raw Inputs |
unflicts/Claims)

The Permitted Path:

The Rejected Path:

Biological & S = S — Structural &
Identity Variables = = Conduct Variables
- B

Do NOT pathologize N=] | = |
identities, populations, E F.. \ DO diagnose institutional
Sy -~

cultures, or dissenting
groups as cancers or

mechanisms, power relations,
\ conduct, and structural
\ privilege.

W\

Never turn the person into the pathology. |I|

Negative Control Case:
Eugenics and Nazi Racial
Hygiene—where expert classification
removed legal standing and
purification became state cure.
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Even when conduct is constrained, the subject retains personhood, rights, and due process.
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Matrix 1: Diagnosing the Conflict

— ® [ AIF-—H|
pO¢ 'Cunflir.t Dimension d 4 Presumptive Response A o Warning: Characteristic Category Error A \
Q Epistemic Settle via inquiry. Epistemic laundering (settling facts by vote). || 9 :
4
Egj Interpretive Settle via public reasoning. Requiring a shared memory.
3\ : ; Claiming “science” resolved a normative
/ Value Settle via protected plural choice. s i
6'% Interest Settle via bargaining/redistribution. Disguising material stakes as technical.
' e n Treating rights as mere preferences
éié Rights | Settle via adjudication/enforcement. (Preference flattening)
L
T Settle via countervailing Stakeholder symmetry (assuming equal
\ % Domination power/restructuring. participation cures structural asymmetry). | |'
: : : ; e Symbolic substitution (apology instead of N
g Historical-Repair Settle via restitution. R |
@ Security Settle via protection/guarantees. Letting emergency erase standing.
O =
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Equal Persons, Unequal Claims /\/-\/

T U ’4, Q\\M

Moral standing is universally equal. | | Case Study:
| WHO FCTC Article 5.3

Scenario: The tobacco industry |+
has a documented commercial
conflict of interest with public
health policy.

7=

Every person possesses dignity, rights, and
protection from categorical degradation.

Application: Justified
function-specific participation

Claims and institutional M limits. The industry is removed
) : ' from the regul ign
g  roles are NOT symmetrical. T Iy ST

table.

Takeaway: This is legitimate
asymmetry. It is based on
documented evidence and
functional role, not an
imputation of ‘disease’ onto the
individuals working in the

industry. // |
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The Three Overlapping Regimes

Political functions that may coexist—not a universal escalator or chronology

ANTI-PATHOLOGIZATION + POWER RAIL (preserve standing)

litigation - roportion
= SETTLEMENT P P

SUFFICIENCY

ENFORCED
REMEDY

CONTESTED
DESIGN

PROVISIONAL
LEGITIMATE OR LITIGATED PROTECTIVE \\
CONTESTATION PROTECTION CONSTRAINT
Inquiry, voice, Rights floor,
bargaining, protest, enforcement, necessity,

REPAIR

Residual injury, five
forms, consequence +
generative change

DUAL-ERROR + REVERSIBILITY RAIL (distribute risk)
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The Ethics of Coercion: Least-Dominating Effective Means (LDME)

= B =

Step 1: The Legitimacy Gate

Must possess lawful authority and public justification.
Unlawful or vigilantism options are discarded here.

REJECTED OPTIONS
(Unlawful/Vigilantism)

REJECTED OPTIONS
{Unlawful/Vigilantism)

Must have a reasonable prospect of actually ending or /
preventing the evidenced injury in the relevant time.
(Symbolic but ineffective options are discarded). /
\Hm, REJECTED OPTIONS ;

— REJECTED OPTIONS
S~ (Symbolic/neffective) _ .a E. (Symbolic/Ineffective)
e ____-" .,

™ / T : - ¥/ ~—
\@)i’ \h_ | 7
.\®\ %_ \\ choose the one imposing the least { / |
ﬂf = _ uncontrolled power and '
. G = a

Q.

-
.t
.,

8 structural ependency.

H-

The Output Condition o

B The final chosen measure must preserve —

due process, independent review, and
distinct termination rules.
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Module 1:
warrant

What is the evidence?
Does it target an

identifiable harm/rights
violation rather than a
metaphor or offense?

N,

7

The Legitimate Constraint Test

Module 2:
Power

Are structural

o

dependencies mapped?
s the intervention
necessary because
plural processes are

captured or too slow?

f..-"“*-.

Module 3:
Ruthority

Does the actor have
lawful competence? Is
the burden
proportional to the
expected benefit?

Module 4:
Procedure

Are the means
reversible? Are there
notices, hearings, and
evidence access (due
process)?

Module .
Remedy & Revision

What triggers a

relaxation or termination

of the measure? Who

pays if the intervention is

wrongly applied?

iy

o
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Over-Constraint
) (False Positive)

Wrongly treating legitimate
pluralism or dissent as
danger. Authorizes
unjustified power.

Under-Constraint
(False Negative)

Delaying intervention while

injury accumulates.

Permitting structural violence
to continue under the guise

of open dialogue.

/l//_,

| " Case Anchor - Little Rock

The Supreme Court ruled in Cooper v. Aaron that
local hostility (under-constraint) could not justify
suspending constitutional rights. Delay was an
exercise of subordinating power, not neutrality.

.’,.l'"' =

? ( o
{\L Evaluation Dimensions “E“ . ~
Severity Uncertainty Urgency Reversibility {whE LSEE,'E :ﬂﬂsm

I
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Refusal, Resistance, and Counter-Power

> il

Case Anchor -
Sarayaku v. Ecuador

Context:

Indigenous Kichwa People
refused state-authorized
petroleum exploration on
their territory.

Verdict:

The Inter-American
Court ruled this was a
protective refusal against
a defective assertion of
state jurisdiction that
lacked prior, culturally
appropriate consultation.

e

Lawful

|
|
£

Authority Relation

&

e
& . | Key Insight: Refusal has no |
|| fixed moral valence. Its legitimacy
- depends on jurisdiction, means,
.|| and consequences.
[ |
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- Defective/Imposed v

| L Lt

Protects Self Harms Third Parties
External Consequences
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Regime 3: Repair (Beyond Cessation] o)
£ P
j Core Concept: Ending conduct is not equivalent to repairing injury. A cut-off point leaves a temporal residue. £
CESSATION
7 N
L/ N
The Trailing Shadow (Residual Injury)
N : : /
i Case Anchor - Minamata Disease f
The Action: The Japanese government The Reality: Stopping the discharge did not
officially recognized and stopped the toxic restore lost neurological function, clean the bay,
™ methylmercury discharge in 1968. rebuild the fisheries, or erase the stigma. n
—
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Matrix 2: The Two-Axis Repair Architecture Vel T

RESTITUTION | COMPENSATION | REHABILITATION | SATISFACTION | NON-REPETITION | I

=

return bodily + services + truth - record | protection + m
restore material loss support apology monitoring m I

“
RELATIONAL status loss is owed cult?lgl;i}q:safe names - voice i ;f Sl-llE;lE]:lilEl:'i : % I

(Restoring standing/trust) membership not charity !/ jurisdiction 5 : 5 =

care relations =

-

[

=
STRUCTURAL/GENERATIVE |[EETINSNAS Cgﬁgﬂﬁiﬂ Sﬁ;“;ﬂ; admission | law - incentives =

. . » m

(Changing causal mechanisms) assets o S changes rules oversight o
5 |

itv- ‘ T

iAga AL GOy A iecenactty intergenerational | living memory | affected power =

(Building future capabilities controlled | underaffected | 1\ u + transmission to govern
under affected control) bases control P ty i I
f | Sk
e Insight Box: The Omission Detector
= S | This matrix is an omission detector. E.g., Compensation (money) without |7~
L Generative depth (changing the law) purchases closure while exposure continues. ﬁ
| | \
[ 1 | 1
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P =
n Causal \ B ® =% '
Material contribution 5 . / | & Present possession of

| to the injury. — 4 [ traceable unjust advantage.
| e — o : ey | : i
| '. /
! - /A 4 /
| Culpability [ Present Capamty
o — Knowledge, intent, ; ! = Distinctive ability to —tcO
'ﬂ or negligence. ObhgatIOn 3:\\ make repalr effective. |
= L1 | L I!J - F
H Institutional Role
Continuity of legal :
identity/assets (e.g., churches - dsut?ﬁ:gr? :rrggmgti%_
running residential schools). [ ;
: k Membership in an ongoing polity E -
RN whose institutions bear
li continuing public responsibilities. N

Takeaway: We can separate structural duty from personal moral blame. et



& Non-Compulsory Reconciliation

E—
The Principle: Forgiveness is institutionally non-demandable.
Justice cannot be contingent on a victim’s emotional closure.

Personal Affect
& Forgiveness

Public Justice &
Lawful Coexistence

™! —

CasalAnchorsESouth AfricaleiCanada TRES .~ However, official expectations of “national unity”
| can shift the burden of repair onto victims.
Truth, records, conditional amnesty, and material |™™ 1| |ndigenous Peoples, for example, do not need to accept

reparation can (and must) be built. | astate-defined relationship to qualify for justice.




7. Preserve challen
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7~ Closing Note:
True civilizational healing is
not an end-state of harmony;

it is a continuously maintained ||
architecture of accountability. || |
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