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Model Characterization. This first example of a ‘meta-monadological ***historical dialectical’”” model
describes, using the medium of the !Q dialectical-ideographic language, a ‘self-«aufheben»’ temporal or

historical self-progression, one which exhibits the 'Qualo-Peanic', 'meta-fractal , 'meta-«monady-ic' 'archeonic
consecuum' process / structure of ‘continual emergence’, as captured by expressions of the Seldon-Function
T

2
form [@] . In that Seldon Function, @ denotes the originating, or «arché», human-social socio-ontological
category of this self-induced, self-driven historical-chronological progression. The value of the epoch-variable,
denoted by T, escalates from 0 to 0’s consecutive higher [, positive,] Whole number ‘Peanic’ successors.

The specific Seldon Function which expresses this model constitutes a “dialectical model’ which is also [an
aspect of] the [his-and-her-|story of Terran humanity itself, to-date.

The most fundamental thing to notice about that accumulated “**psycho-historical material’”” on the history of
human-social forms that forms the evidentiary basis of this model, is that this material reflects, not at all a
‘socio-onto-stasis’, but, on the contrary, a ‘socio-onto-dynamasis’.

That is, that **“psycho-historical™** evidentiary material is characterized by a repeated, continued emergence of
unprecedented social forms; by a recurring franscendence of the precedented in terms of social forms ontology.

That [psycho-]history evinces, nof a serial approximation of a single, statical, “Platonic™ human social form.
but a process of social formation. in which new, previously mom-extant, previously mem-existent, and
previously non-present «species» and «gene» of social formations continually emerge as the “self-«aufheben»’
self-negations, or ‘meta-«monad»-ic’, conservative, ‘meta-finite’ self-transcendences, of previously extant,
previously existent, and previously present social formations.
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Thus, the Seldon-Function model, of the form [ a ] . for “**human[-social] nature’”, is, in this case, a model
of the continual emergence of new human-social ontology; a model of a process of ‘socio-onto-dynamasis’.

T
2
The [B] model of the historical dialectic of human-social formation, described in what follows in this Part,

in that it uses the !Q dialectical ideography as its modeling language, is pretty much the most abstract, most
simple, least complex, least concrete, version of this model of human history, that is available within the
F.E.D. self-progression of dialectical-ideographic / dialectical-ideogramic [“mathematical”] languages.

T
2
Thatis, the [B] model, as a generic / nomothetic model of human[oid] history, leaves out a lot of ***local

specifically Terran human|oid| history, because the expression of such detail is beyond the unified expressive

capability of the initial dialectical-ideographic language, denoted by Q.

313

‘Explicitization’ of more of this concreteness of detail, of this greater ***determinateness™” [cf. Hegel], in a
model of the human historical dialectic, especially for an “encyclopedic™ treatment, requires recourse to the
T

2
later languages generated in F.E.D.’s [ N]  self-progression of dialectical-mathematical languages, and is
beyond the scope of this present text.
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Characterization of the Phenomena and of the Phenomenology to be Modeled. This example is one of a
'phys-ical dialectic', or '«physis» dialectic' [although the Ancient mind might have called it "the [his|stery of
the «anti-physis»"] — is, indeed, one of an aspect of 'The Dialectic of Nature' within its 'human-social’ epoch.
It is an aspect of ‘The Dialectic of Human Nature’; of the ***Historical Dialectic”’’ of the Human part of
Nature. It is the ‘dialectic of human-social formation(s)’, in terms of the «monads» of the «arithmoi» of human
settlement / governance structures.

We view these successive ‘‘‘social formations™” |c[. Marx], as ‘archaeological / meta-geomorphological
sedimentary layerings’, and as ‘meta-geological formations’ of the Earth's surface — ‘human-naturfe-lal’,
‘megalithic meta-encrustations of the Earth's crust’.

The ““*dynamics’”’ of the “**evolution’’” of these multiple, successive human social formations / ***dynamical-
systems’”’, and the 'meta-dynamics' of the 'meta-evolution' of the single. still-continuing 'meta-dynamical meta-
system’ of human social formations which, together, in their totality, these formations constitute, is an
«autokinesis», and is also an «auto-onto-dynamasis» at the level of "human-social ontology'.

These systems’ systems-progression, or 'diachronic meta-system', is a ‘self-«aufheben» self-progression’, one
exhibiting a 'Qualo-Peanic', 'meta-fractal, 'meta-«<monad»-ic', 'archeonic consecuum' process / structure. It is
so when we grasp each of its successive «arithmoi» of human social formation «menads» as a 'collective
human subject[-ivity]’, a “collective human agent|-ivily], i.c., as a kind of ‘meta-self . This social-formations
systems-self-progression is thus also one that qualifies as an 'historical-dialectical process' per our definition.

The reader is referred to the F.E.D. Introductory Letter, Supplement B [Example 4., page B-23|, for a brief
n2-ideographical rendition of the 'dialectical model of this ‘meta-monadological’ historical dialectic [link:
Supplement B Part I1I - including a Psvcho-Historical Model of The Dialectic of Human Nature (.pdf)].

*“*Formal Subsumption’” versus ***Real Subsumption’””. The foregoing phrases arise from Marx’s usage in
an unpublished chapter of Capital, vol. I. [Ref- Karl Marx, Frederick Engels, Collected Works, vol. 34, “Results of the Direct Production
Process™. Internat’]. Publishers [NY: 1994], pp. 355-471], regarding the transition, during the emergence of the “Capital-relation”
as the dominant “social relation of production™, from the “formal subsumption of labor under capital” to the

“real subsumption of labor under capital”. Quite generally, throughout this text, interpreting any !Q model of
an historical-dialectical process of ‘onfo-dynamasis’ | *meta-evolution’, we will refer to each epoch in which an
unprecedented ‘“‘ontological category’”’, or ‘omto’; a new, ‘self-subsumption’-generated ‘self-hybrid’
«arithmos» of ‘self-«aufheben» meta-«monadsy’, first makes it appearance, as the epoch in which that new
‘onto’, as the ‘meta-meristem’ of that ‘onto-dynamasis’ to-date, achieves a ‘*‘formal subsumption’’® of all
earlier-extant ‘onfos’; of all carlier-emerged ontology. We will refer to the immediately next epoch of that
model’s representation of that historical dialectic, in which terms appear that combine the subscript denoting
that new ‘onfo’ with the subscripts denoting every singleton occurrence, and every combination, of the
subscripts denoting each earlier-emerged such ‘onfo’, as the epoch in which that new ‘enfe’ may achieve the
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**‘real subsumption™>* of all previous ontology. The ***hybrid’** term corresponding to the uQ ‘meta-numeral’

whose subscript IN-value is one unit less than that of the *meta-numeral® corresponding to the next *self-hybrid’
«arithmos» of ‘self-«aufheben» mcta-«monads»’, will have, as its interpreted subscripts, the characters
denoting every ‘onto’ of lower ‘self-involution’ than that mext ‘self-hybrid’ ‘onte’. This ***hybrid’™" term,
denoting the fullness of ‘*‘real subsumption’*’, as complete integration of all prior ontology “under™ and “into™
the formerly merely ‘formally subsumptive’ new ‘onteo’, is also known as a ‘culminant term. Thus, in the
context of the social formation(s) model, for example, the Qycp ‘onto’, corresponding to the ‘meta-numeral’ gz,
or Qs - 1. marks the **‘real subsumption’*" culminant for the V, or gy, “onto’, the latter two symbols both
corresponding to the ‘meta-numeral’ Q4, while Qg corresponds to the next. Qy. or f, ‘onto’, as we’ll see below.
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Model Presentation. The *“‘[psycho-]historical dialectic’’’ of the “self-caufheben»’ ‘meta-monadology” of
human social formation(s) is described narratively, and ***pictogramically’*’, as well as ideogramically, below.
It is described by a coordinated, generic, ‘‘*nomothetic’’’ [***non-idiographic™’], ‘ideo-picto-phono-gramic’
model, deployed in seven distinct epochs of “social-formations ontology’ and of ‘socio-onto-dynamasis’, epoch
o [assumed to be extant as of initial-, or «arché»-, epoch-variable-value T = 0] to epoch 1| [emergent within
epoch-variable-value T = 6].

B o. "Bands". Let us define the originating «arithmoi», or «arché»-«arithmoi», of human settlement
formations to be those of the non-settlement-pattern "'populations™ of small, mobile, "nomadic™ "bands" of
| proto-|human predators / foragers / scavengers / hunter-gatherers.

Note: By "population™, in this context, we do not mean the count of [proto-]Jhuman "biological individuals”,
whether of the typical or average "band", or of the totality of all "bands" extant as of a particular value of
some time parameter. The [minimally 'memetically-emerged’, phenomically ‘'proto-ic’, proto-]human
individual is not the unit, or «monad», of counting, for this 'dialectical model narrative. The "band" itself,
whaltever its size in terms of [proto-|human individuals, is that unit, or «monad». This model thus eschews the
usual "human individual-ism / -atomism / -reductionism™ so typical of capitalist, ideological “social science™.
Suppose that the "'populations™ of some of the "bands" «arithmoi» — the "populations™ of which each
individual "band" is a «monad» / unit — reproduce themselves with expansion, i.e., grow, in certain localities
of the planetary biosphere.

Then, as the nomadic 'monadic populations’ of "bands"-as-«menads» 'densify’ themselves in those localities, a
condition of "critically™ high "bands" density may arise, which we term the 'self-surroundment’ of the "band"
«monady, the 'self-environment' of the "bands", or 'surroundment- | environment-by-likes', created, for the
"bands", by the "bands".

This condition would arise, first, and especially, within the 'centerward' sub-population of "band" «monads» of
each ofthe key/core such localities, or 'meta-meristemal' / "'vanguard" social-formations-innovation

nucleation zones'"'.

Achievement of this ‘““criticality’”’ means that there has arisen a condition of "bands" densely surrounded by
[other] "bands" at the heart of each such locality.

This condition would have thereby supplanted, in intensity / 'intensivity', within those key/core loci,
the 'precedingly-dominant’ condition of the 'surroundment’ of "bands" «monadsy. This condition would have
supplanted the 'surroundment' of "bands" «monads» only by accumulated 'monadic populations' of various
predecessor scales / levels / layers of pre-human-natur[e-]al ontology, especially of the immediate ontological
predecessor of 'taxonomy level one' "human societies" «arithmoi», in the form of the «arithmoi» of 'multi-

]

meta-zoan' "animal societies", and of 'multi-meta-phytan' plant communities.

A new innovation in the human-social settlement / governance patterns' taxonomy of 'socio-ontology' is thereby
seeded.

The former condition was dominated by and characterized by ‘'merely-hybridizing’ reactions / infer-actions --
1.c., 'ontological conversion' 'hetero-actions' -- of "band" «monads» with the accumulated 'monadic
populations' of various predecessor scales / levels / layers of 'pre-human-natur[e-]al' ontology.
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The new condition — in the 'ontological innovation nucleation zones' — is dominated by and characterized by
'self-hybridizing' interactions, 'self-interactions', or 'intra-actions', of "band" «monads» with [other] "band"
«monads», which become more and more frequent / increasingly ‘self-frequentized’, as the "population
density™ of "band" «monads» grows therein, in those zones.

The formerly-predominant modes of monadic interaction —— that is, of 'ontological gther-conversion', or
'hetero-conversion' — had partially converted pre-human-natur|e-]al biomass, and animal-society ‘socio-mass’,
into [proto-]human 'socio-mass’, in the form of these nomadic 'monadic populations' of "bands" «arithmoi».

This process of pre-human *socio-mass’-and-""bio-mass".' to prefe-human 'socio-mass', ontological conversion
was 'self-catalyzed' by, or 'auto-catalyzed by, and 'self-celerated’. in direct proportion to the presence of /
inherent activity of -- and to the density of / 'physical-spatial concentration’ of -- the therefore and thereby
"'|self-]expanding™ "bands" «arithmoi».

But as the — therefore growing — 'physical-spatial concentration' of the «meonads» of the "bands"
«arithmoiy», in a[ny of the| key/core "'nucleation zones" of human-social formation, crosses its "critical mass" /-
"critical density™ threshold. the process of 'ontological heterg-conversion', of the conversion of previously-
arisen monadic sub-populations, into the growing "bands" monadic populations, shifts.

The “*“other-conversion’”” process shifis into a new and previously unprecedented process, a process of the
nascent ‘ontological self-conversion' of [part of] the burgeoning ‘socio-ontology” of the "bands" «arithmoi»,
by that burgeoning "bands" «arithmoi» 'socio-ontology'. It shifis to a 'self-conversion’, which is also an
«aufheben» ‘self-subsumption’, and ‘self-internalization’; to 'self-conversion’ into the 'socio-ontology' of a
new, 'self-involutively higher', previously unexampled "'onto-logical type", a new increment of human-social
'socio-ontological' innovation in the history of human-social formation(s).

That is, the 'self-frequentization’ of this new mode of action — of "self-inter-action™, or "intrg-action" — of
"bands" with other "bands", then, as it exceeds its critical frequency / density threshold, precipitates the
irruption of yet a new, previously non-extant, previously non-existent, higher 'meta-fractal' scale / level / layer
of human settlement / governance patterns and practices, namely, that of the multi-"band" — and episodically
non-monadic and incipiently amfi-nomadic, semi-sedentary — "camps" human-social formation(s).

A "camp", grasped as a human-social formations unit / «monad», is a 'meta’-<monady', 'meta’-unit, or
" EniNp : : :
'super -unif, relative to a "band", grasped also as such a human-social formations unit / «<monad».

Each typical "camp" is a ‘meta-"band"™, made up out of a [particular, local-][sub-]«arithmos» of "bands".
That is, each camp is made up out of a heferogeneous multiplicity of "bands" units / «monads», by means of
a “meta-ontic’, ‘meta-monadic’, 'self-«aufheben» self-internalization’, or ‘self-subsumption’. and by means of
‘self-hybridization’, of that local, predecessor sub-«arithmos» of "bands"” as predecessor «monads».

This 'self-«aufheben»' self-operation — of a local sub-«arithmos» of "band" «monads», as collective human-
social "subjects" / agents of |self-laction, acting / operating upon / within themselves, via those "band"
«monads» operating among themselves — gives rise to an ontologically, qualitatively, behaviorally new and
different, previously unprecedented «genos» of «arithmoi», one that has "camps" as its «monads». Thus, this
self-operation gives rise to the «arithmoi» of the — initially multi-"band” — "camps".
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'Ideographized' / 'Ideogramized’ "Shorthand" Summary [in the following formula, B denotes the ontological
category of the "bands" «arithmeoi» and C denotes the ontological category of the "camps" «arithmoi»):

b — b[b] = b"of"b = b? = b+Ab = b+c.

[Link to supplementary information: If you would like more information about the rules of 'qualitative
calculation' that are used in the "shorthand" expression above — i.e., about the rules of 'ontological
multiplication’, of 'multiplication of qualities' [of 'multiplication of enfelogical qualifiers' as represented by
purely qualitative ‘meta-numbers’], of ‘categorial multiplication', or of '«aufheben» multiplication' — then click
on the following link: http://www.dialectics.org/archives/pdf/Fract]-1.pdf, and scroll down to page 4.]

Diachronic «Aufheben» Diagram: " Histonical-Dialectical” "Meta-Monadology' of Human-Social Formation(s) for Epocht = |

A 7 7hmplhn of the “camps” «genos» of human-social formation ‘nec-ontology
‘ from out of the ‘self-densification’ of «monads» of the "bands” «genos»

Definition of historically-specific ‘Meta-Unit-ology', or ‘Meta-«Monadh:-ology’ —

Each “camp™ Unit or «Monad. is a meta-"band" ‘'mela-«Monad»',
each “one" made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicity

of its immediate predecessor, “band™, Units. or «Monads»,

i.e., each “one™ made up out of a [particular. local sub-}<Arithmos»,
of “band™ Units. or «Monads».

N, + k, = local population count, of the“band” «monads» of the "bands™ «arithmos»,
associated with "“critical density” in the typical incipient / emergent- "camps”
‘socio-ontological innovation nucleation zoné

i
wes — =

O<t <! T< ! = 1= T=

Synchronic Direction | Dimension of Ontological “Transcendence” / ‘Moeta-Fractal' Scale-Escalation

Diachronic Direction / Dimension of Self-Proliferation, of ' Auto-Catalysis’’, or of Expanded Self-Reproduction, of Monadic Populations
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f. "Camps". Suppose, as the next, consecutive emergence in this ‘Qualo-Peanic’ ‘self-«aufheben»
succession” / comecuum—cumulum’ of human-social-formation emergences, that the "'populations™ of some of
the "camps" «arithmoi» — "populations™ of which each individual "camp" is a «wmonad» / unit — reproduce

themselves with expansion, i.e., grow, in certain localities of a planetary biosphere.

Then, as the 'monadic population’ of the "camps"-as-«monads» 'densifies’ itself in those localities, a condition
of "critically™ high "camp" density may arise, which we term the 'self-surroundment’ of the "camp"
«monads», the 'self- enwronmem’ of the "camps", or the 'surroundment- | “environment-by-likes’. created, for

the L] amES" b the ||c ES

This condition would arise, first and especially, within the 'centerward' sub-population of "camp"
«monads», within each of the key/core such localities, or 'meta-meristemal' / "'vanguard™ social-formations-
innovation "nucleation zones".

Achievement of this “*“criticality’’’ means that there has arisen a condition of "camps" densely surrounded by
[other] "camps" at the heart of each such locality.

This condition would have thereby supplanted, in intensity / 'intensivity’, within these key/core loci,
the 'precedingly-dominant' condition of the 'surroundment' of the "camp" «monads» by their immediate-
predecessor, 'inverse-consecutive' «monads» -- i.e., by «monads» of the «arithmoi» of "bands".

A new innovation in the human-social settlement / governance patterns' raxonomy of 'socio-ontology' is thereby
seeded.

The former condition was dominated by, and characterized by, 'merely-hybridizing' reactions / infer-actions,
by 'ontological conversion' 'hetero-actions’, of "camp" «monads» with immediate predecessor, "band"
«monads».

The new condition — in the 'ontological innovation nucleation zones' — is dominated by, and characterized by,
'self-hybridizing' interactions, 'self-intcractions’, or 'intra-actions', of "camp" «meonads» with[in] / upon [other]
"ecamp" «monads». Such ‘self-subsuming’ 'self-actions', or 'self-operations', become more and more frequent /-
increasingly ‘self-frequentized’, as the "population density™ of "camp" «monads» grows therein.

The formerly-predominant modes of monadic interaction — that is, of 'ontological gther-conversion', or
'hetero-conversion' — had partially converted the still-extant "band" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' into

"eamp" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [the process of the **‘real subsumption’>* of b by €, denoted by Q.p].
This process, of the 'ontological hetere-conversion' of [part of] the remaining «monads» of the immediately
precedingly-self-manifested «arithmoi» — of the "band" «arithmoi» — is 'auto-catalyzed by. and 'celerates'
itself, in proportion to the presence / inherent activity of, and to the density of / 'physical-spatial concentration’
of, the therefore "'[self-]expanding™ "camps" «arithmoi».

But as the — therefore growing — 'physical-spatial concentration' of the «monads» of the "camps”
«arithmoi», in the key/core "nucleation zones", crosses a "critical mass" / "critical density™ lhreshold, the
process of 'ontological hetero-conversion', of the predecessor monadic sub-population, into the growing
"camps" monadic population, shifis.
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It shifts into a new and previously unprecedented process.

This new process is that of the nascent 'ontological self-conversion' of |part of] those burgeoning "camps"
«arithmoi» 'socio-ontology', by those burgeoning " camps " «arithmoi» 'socio-ontology', infe something else.
It shifts to 'self-conversion', into the 'socio-ontology' of a new, 'self-involutively higher', previously unexampled
"onto-logical (ype™, a new increment of 'socio-ontological' innovation in the history of human-
social formation(s).

That is, the 'self-frequentization’ of this new mode of action — of ™self~**“inter""*-action™, or of "'intra-action"
— of "camps" with [other] "camps ", then precipitates, as it exceeds its critical frequency / density
threshold, the irruption of yet a new, previously nen-extant, previously non-existent, higher ‘meta-fractal scale
/ level / layer of human settlement / governance patterns and practices, namely, that of the — multi-"camp" —
"village" human-social formation(s).

A "village", grasped as a human-social formation unit / «monad», is a 'meta’-«monady', a 'meta’-unit, or a
'super -unif relative to a "camp" «wmonady, or "camp" unit, grasped also as such a human-social-formation
unit | «<monady, and is a 'meta*-«monad»' relative 1o a "band", grasped also as such a human-social-formation
unit /| «monady.

Each typical "village" is a ‘meta-"camp™, made up out of a [local-][sub-]«arithmos» of "camps”, i.c., made
up out of a heterogeneous multiplicity of "camps", by means of a 'self-caufheben» self-internalization', or
‘self-subsumption’, of that local, predecessor «arithmos» of "camps” as predecessor «monads».

This 'self-«aufheben»' self-operation — of a sub-«arithmos» of "camp” «monads», as collective human-social
"subject" | agent of [self-|action, acting / operating upon / within itself. via its "camp" «monads» operating
among themselves — gives rise to an ontologically, qualitatively, behaviorally new and different, previously
unprecedented «genos» of «arithmoi», one that has "villages" as its «monads». It gives rise to the «arithmoi»
of multi-"camps", i.e., of the — initially 'many-camp' — "villages".

'Ideographized' / 'Ideogramized’ "Shorthand" Summary [in the following formula, V denotes the ontological
category of the "villages" «arithmoi»]:

b+c — [b+c][[b+c]ll=[b+cP = [b+cl+A[b+c] = b+c+gw+V

[Note: "Hybrid", 'ontological conversion formation', "'real subsumption" «arithmoi», such as those denoted
by Qcb, above, are specially depicted in the 'ontology diagrams' introduced in this Brief. Such ““*hybrid™** or
cross-product terms denote partial or total dialectical synthesis formations, which convert the «monads» of
earlier-emerged ontological categories into the «monads» of the most recently-emerged ontological categories:
which ““*synthesize’>", and ***output’”’, in this case, € «monads», by means of an **“input’”” of D «monads».]

[Note: What “*“Sguaring’’” Signifies in this Model. It is the “self~confrontation’, or ‘imfra-confrontation’, of
physical-spatially-local «arithmoi», and of their «wmonads», that is signified, and symbolized, in the dialectical-
ideographical rendering of this model, by “self-function-ing’, or “self-argument-ing’, i.c., by ‘self-operand-ing’
of an eperator, or ***squaring’’’ -- by the ‘self-product-tion’, by the ontic, qualitative ‘self-multiply-ing’, by
the function-argument-identical, operator-operand-identical syntax, modeling the subject-verb-object-identical
meaning — of the expressions for the ‘product-tion’ of the incremental [ A ] ontological-category content of
each successive model-epoch. That is, indeed, the standard F.E.D. interpretation / ‘semantification’ of this

syntax.].
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Synchronic Direction | Dimension of Ontological “Transcendence” / ‘Meta-Fractal' Scale-Escalation

>

Diachronic «Aufheben» Diagram: " Historical-Dialectical” ‘Meta-Monadology of Human-Social Formation(s) for Epocht =2

Irruption of the “villages” «genos» of human-social formation ‘nec-ontology’
from out of the ‘self-densification’ of «monads» of the “camps" «genos»

Definition of historically-specific 'Meta-Unit-ology’ or ‘Meta-«Monadh-ology' —

Each “village™ Unit, or «Monad:, is a meta-"camp™ ‘meta«<Monadh’,
each “one™ made up out of a heterogeneous muitiplicity of its immediate
predecessor, “camp™, Units. or «Monads», i.e., each “one™ made up out of
a [particular, local sub-k<Arithmos»  of “camp™ Units, or «Monads».

N_ + k_ = local population count, of the“camp” «monads» of the "camps” «arithmos»,
associated with “ critical density™ in the typical incipient / emergent-'villages”
‘'socio-ontological innovation nucleation zoné

= x <2 T<2—>1T=2

Diachronic Direction | Dimension of Self-Proliferation, of *“ Auto-Catalysis™’
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T
Ontological Categories [ ‘Ontos’ ] Diagram for [ b ]:Z att=2:
A “Historical-Dialectical” ‘Meta-Monadology of Human-Social Formation(s) as of Model Epocht = 2

2

[b]

Q+g+gcb+!

Processes of
Self-Subsumption,
or
Self-Conversion,
of camps ontology
by camps ontology itself,
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y. "Villages". Suppose, as the next, consecutive emergence in this 'Qualo-Peanic' ‘self-«aufheben»
succession’ / ‘consecuum-cumulum’ of human-social emergences, that the "'populations™ of some of the
"villages" «arithmoi» — "'populations™ of which each individual "village" is a «monad» / unit — reproduce
themselves with expansion, i.e., grow, in certain localities of the planetary biosphere / emergent "noosphere".

Then, as the 'monadic populations' of the "villages"-as-«monads» grow and 'densifies' themselves in those
localities, a condition of "critically™ high "villages" density may arise. We describe this condition as being
that of the 'self-surroundment' of the "village" «monad»; as that of the 'self-environment' of the "villages", or
the ‘surroundment | environment-by-likes', created, for the "villages", by the "villages'".

This condition would arise, first and especially, within the 'centerward' sub-population of "village" «monads»
of each ofthe key/core such localities, or 'meta-meristemal' / "vanguard™ social-formations-innovation
"nucleation zones"'.

The achievement of this *‘‘criticality’”” means that there has arisen a condition of "villages" densely
surrounded by [other] "villages" at the heart of each such locality.

This condition would have thereby supplanted, inintensity / 'intensivity', within these key/core loci,
the 'precedingly-dominant’ condition of the 'surroundment' of "village" «monads» by their immediate-
predecessor, 'inverse-consecutive' «meonads», namely, by «menads» of the «arithmoi» of "camps".

A new innovation in the human-social settlement / governance patterns' faxonomy of ‘socio-ontology’ is
thereby seeded.

The former condition was dominated by and characterized by 'merely-hybridizing' reactions / inter-actions, by
‘ontological conversion', via ‘hefero-actions’, of "village" «monads» with immediate predecessor,
"camp" «monads», and with [any] still-persisting earlier-predecessor «monads» — predecessor ontic
«monadsy as yet unassimilated to any higher "degree" of ontological 'self-involution' / 'self-internalization' /-
*self-subsumption’ / 'self~complexification' / “self~hybridization’ — i.c., with "band" «monads».

The new condition — in the 'ontological innovation nucleation zones' — is dominated by and characterized by
'self-hybridizing' interactions, 'self-interactions', or 'infra-actions', of "village" «monads» with [other] "village"
«monads», which become more and more frequent / increasingly 'self-frequentized’, as the "population
density" of "village" «monads» grows therein.

The formerly-dominant modes of monadic interaction — of monadic 'ontological ether-conversion', or monadic
'hetero-conversion' — had partially converted the still-extant "camp" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' into
"village" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [the process of the **“real subsumption®® of C by V, denoted by Qy.],
as well as converting part of any still-extant "band" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' likewise into "village"
'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [the process of the ““‘real subsumption™ of B by V, denoted by Qyp]-

This process of 'ontological hetero-conversion' of [part of] the remaining «monads» of all of the precedingly-
self-manifested «arithmoi» — i.e., in this epoch, of the "camps" «arithmoi», and of the "bands" «arithmoi»
— 1s 'auto-catalyzed' by, and 'celerates' itself, in proportion to the presence / inherent activity of, and to the
density of / 'physical-spatial concentration' of, the therefore ["'self-] expanding" "villages" «arithmoi».
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However, as the — therefore and thereby growing — 'physical-spatial concentration' of the «monads» of these
"villages" «arithmoi», in the key/core ™nucleation zones™, crosses a "critical mass" / "critical density™
threshold, the process of the ‘ontological hefero-conversion’ / assimilation, of [portions of] all earlier-

manifested monadic sub-populations into the growing "villages” monadic populations, shiffs.

The ***other-conversion’*” process shifis partially into a new and previously unprecedented process, a process
of the nascent 'ontological self-conversion' of [part of] the burgeoning "villages" «arithmei» 'socio-ontology’,
by that very burgeoning "villages" «arithmoi» 'socio-ontology', inte yet a different 'socio-ontology’. The
process shifis to a 'self-conversion' into the 'socio-ontology' of a new, 'self-involutively higher', previously
uncxampled "onto-logical type", a new increment of 'socio-ontological' innovation relative to the previous
history of human-social formation(s).

That is, the 'self-frequentization' of this new mode of action — of "'self-inter-action™, or "infra-action™ — of
"villages" with "villages", then, as it exceeds its critical frequency / density threshold, precipitates the
irruption of yet a new, previously non-extant, previously non-existent, higher 'meta-fractal' scale / level / layer
of human settlement / governance patterns and practices, namely, that of the — typically multi-"village” —
"chiefdom", or "tribal", human-social formation(s).

A "chiefdom", grasped as a human-social formation unit / «monady, is a 'meta’-«manad»’, 'meta’-unif, or
'super1-unit', relative to a "village", grasped also as such a human-social formation unit / «monad». Each
"chiefdom" wunit / «monady is a 'meta’-«monady»' relative to a "camp” «monad», grasped also as such a
human-social formation unit / «<monady, and is also a 'meta*-«monad»' relative to a "band" «monady, grasped
also as such a human-social formation unit / «<monad.

Each typical "chiefdom" is a meta-"village", made up out of a [local-][sub-]«arithmos» of "villages", ie.,
made up out of a heferogeneous multiplicity of "village" «monads», by means of their coalescence into a new
‘internity / externity’, i.e., by a self-induced, 'self-«aufheben» self-internalization', that is, a ‘meta-monadic
self-subsumption’, of that local, predecessor sub-«arithmos» of "villages" as predecessor «monads» / units.

This 'self-«aufheben' self-operation — of local sub-«arithmoi» of "village" «monads», as collective / holistic

human-social "'subject" / agent of [self-action, acting / operating upon / within themselves, via their "village"

«monads» operating among themselves — gives rise to an ontologically, qualitatively, behaviorally new and
different, previously unprecedented «genos» of «arithmoi», one that has "chiefdoms" as its «monads»: the
«arithmoiy» of — multi-"village", 'meta-village' — "chiefdoms".

'Ideographized' / 'Ideogramized' "Shorthand" Summary [in the following formula, f denotes the ontological
category of the "chiefdoms" «arithmoi»]:

b+c+gp+V -3
[b+c+guw+VvI[[B+c+Qdu+V]] = [bB+c+guw+y]“ofitself =
[b+c+gm+ V] =
[b+c+ g+ V]+A[b+Cc+gu+V] =

Q"' C+Qqwp+ V+ g.vb"'gvc‘*'gvcb'*‘!-

E

=]
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Diachronic «Aufheben» Diagram: “Historical-Dialectical” ‘Meta-Monadology’ of Human-Social Formation(s) for Epocht =3

A Irruption of the “chiefdoms” «genos» of human-social formation ‘nec-onfology’
from the ‘self-densification’ of ytmonads of the “villages” «genos»

Definition of historically-specific ‘Meta-Unit-ology or 'ME}B-((M!—MY‘ =

Each “chiefdom™ Unit, or «Monagdh. is 2 meta-"village™ ‘'meta-« Monadh,'.

each “one™ made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicity of its immediate predecessor,
“village™, Units. or «Monads».i.e.. each “'one™ made up out of

| a [particular local sub-J«Arithmos», of “village™ Units. or «Monads:.

N, + K, = local count, of the “village” «monads» of the "villages™ «arithmos»,
assoclated with ™ critical density" in the typical emergent-"chiefdoms”
‘socio-ontological innovation nucleation zoné

2< 1T <3 T3 >tT=3 T=3

Synchronic Direction / Dimension of Ontological | ‘Meta-Fractal’ Scale Escalation

Diachronic Direction / Dimension of Self-Proliferation, of " Auto-Catalysis'™, or of Expanded Self-Reproduction, of Monadic Populations
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T
Ontological Categories ['Ontos’] Diagram for [ b J* att = 3:
A “‘Historical-Dialectical™" ‘Meta-Monadology of Human-Social Formation(s) as of Model Epocht = 3

[b-]23= b+c+q,+v+q,+9,.+9,,+f
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8. "Chiefdoms". Suppose, consecutively next, in this 'self-«aufheben» self-progression'; in this '[Qualo-]
Peanic' succession of human 'socio-onto-dynamasis', that the "populations™ of some of the "chiefdom"
«arithmoi», or "tribes" «arithmoi» — the "populations" for which each individual "chiefdom" is a «monad» /-
unit — reproduce themselves with expansion, i.e., **‘grow’”’, at least in certain localities of the planetary
biosphere / emergent "noosphere”.

Then, as the 'monadic populations' of the "chiefdoms"-as-«monads» 'densify’ themselves in those localities, a
condition of "critically™ high "chiefdom" density may arise.

We describe this condition as that of the 'self-surroundment' of the "chiefdom" «monad», as the condition of
the 'self-environment' of the "chiefdoms". or of the 'surroundment / environment-by-likes', created, for the
"chiefdoms", by the "chiefdoms".

This condition would arise, first and especially, within the 'centerward' sub-population of "chiefdom"
«monads» of each of the key/core such localities, or 'meta-meristemal' / "'vanguard" social-formations-
innovation "'nucleation zones"'
The achievement of this ‘*‘criticality’”” means that there has arisen a condition of "chiefdoms" densely
surrounded by [other] "chiefdoms" at the heart of each such locality.

This condition would have thereby supplanted, in intensity / 'intensivity', within these key/core loci,
the 'precedingly-dominant' condition of the 'surroundment’ of the "chiefdom" «meonads» by their immediate-
predecessor, 'inverse-consecutive' «monads», the "village" «monads» of the «arithmoi» of "villages".

A new innovation in the human-social settlement / governance patterns' taxonomy of 'socio-ontology is thereby
seeded.

The former condition was dominated by and characterized by 'merely-hybridizing' reactions / inter-actions,
‘ontological conversion' 'hetero-actions', of "chiefdom" «monads» with their immediate predecessor
«monads», and with [any] still-persisting earlier-predecessor «monads» — predecessor «monads» as yet
unassimilated, or “unsubsumed’, to any higher "degree" of ontological ‘self-involution’ / ‘self-internalization’ /
‘self-complexification’ / ‘self-subsumption’ — i.e., ""inter-actions™ with "village" «monads», with "camp"
«monadsy, and with "band" «monads».

The new condition — in the ‘ontological innovation nucleation zones” — is dominated by, and characterized
by, ‘self-hybridizing’ ‘‘‘inter’’’-actions, ‘self-**‘inter’'’-actions’, or ‘intra-actions’, of "chiefdom" «monads»
with [other] “chiefdom” «monads», becoming ever more frequent / increasingly ‘self-frequentized’, as the
*“‘density’”’ of “chiefdom” «monads» grows therein.

The formerly-dominant modes of monadic interaction — of ‘ontological ether-conversion’, or ontological
*hetero-conversion’ — had partially converted still-extant “villages™ ‘socio-ontology’ / “socio-mass’ into
“chiefdoms™ ‘socio-ontology’ / ‘socio-mass’ [the process of *“‘real subsumption’> of V by f, denoted
ideographically by Qg/]; [part of] still-extant “camps™ ‘socio-ontology’ / ‘socio-mass’ into the emergent
“chiefdoms™ “socio-ontology’ / *socio-mass” [the process of the **‘real subsumption™’ of C by f, denoted by
Qs-]. and [part of] [any] still-extant “bands™ “socio-ontology’ / “socio-mass’ into the emergent “chiefdoms™
*socio-ontology’ / ‘socio-mass’ [the process of the ***real subsumption™ " of B by f, denoted by Q).
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This process of 'ontological hetere-conversion', or subordination / assimilation, of [part of] the remaining
«monads» of the precedingly-self-manifested «arithmoi» — of the "villages" «arithmoi», of the "camps"
«arithmoi», and of the "bands" «arithmoi» — is 'auto-catalyzed by, and 'celerates’ itself. in proportion to the
presence of / inherent activity of, and to the density of / “physical-spatial concentration’ of, the therefore and
thereby "[self-]expanding™ physical-spatially-localized "chiefdoms" «arithmoi».

But as the — therefore and thercby growing — 'physical-spatial concentrations' of the «meonads» of the
"chiefdoms" «arithmoi». in the key/core "nucleation zones™, crosses their "critical mass" / "critical density™
thresholds, the process of 'ontological hefere-conversion', of past monadic sub-populations into the growing

"chiefdoms" monadic population, shifts.

This process partially shifts into a new and previously umprecedented process, the process of the nascent
'ontological self-conversion' of |part of] those burgeoning "chiefdoms" «arithmei» 'socio-ontology’, by [part
of] those burgeoning "chiefdoms" «arithmoi» 'socio-ontology', inte another, new 'socio-ontology'.

This process partially shifts to 'self-conversion' of “chiefdoms™ 'socio-mass' and 'socio-ontology' into the
'socio-mass' and 'socio-ontology' of a new, 'self-involutively higher', previously umexampled "onto-logical
type", a new, previously mon-present increment of 'socio-ontological' innovation in the history of human-

social formation(s).

The 'self-frequentization’ of this new mode of action — of "self~"*“inter’*’-action™, or "imfra-action" — of
"chiefdoms" with "chiefdoms". then precipitates, as it exceeds its critical frequency / density threshold, the
irruption of yet a new, previously mom-extant, previously mon-existent 'meta-fractal scale / level / layer of
human settlement / governance patterns and practices, namely, that of the — initially multi-"chiefdom" —
"eity-state” human-social formation(s).

A "city-state”, grasped as a human-social formation unit / «monad», is a 'meta1-<<monad)>‘, 'meta’-unif, or
'super -unif relative to a "chiefdom", grasped also as such a human-social formation unit / «monad»: is a
'metaf-«monmf»‘ relative to a "village", grasped also as such a human-social formation wunit; is then also a
'meta -«monady' relative to a "camp", grasped also as such a human-social unit, and is then, finally, also a
'meta‘-«monad»' relative to a "band", grasped also as such a human-social formation unit / «monad.

Each typical "city-state" is a ‘meta’-"chiefdom", or ‘meta’-"tribe" — often founded as the result of a
local alliance of "tribes": an alliance of formerly disparate and formerly mutually-warring local "tribes"
against less local / more distant "tribes" — i.e., is made up out of a [local-][sub- |«arithmos» of "chiefdoms"
or "tribes"; is made up out of a heferogeneous multiplicity of "chiefdoms", by means of a 'self-«aufheben»
'self-internalization', or ‘self-subsumption’, of that local, predecessor sub-«arithmos» of "chiefdoms" as
predecessor «monads».

This 'self-«aufhebeny' self-operation — of a sub-«arithmos» of "chiefdom" «monads», as collective / holistic
human-social "'subject" / agent of [self-]action, acting / operating upon / within itself, via its "chiefdom"
«monads» operating among themselves — gives risc to an ontologically, qualitatively, behaviorally new and
different, previously unprecedented «genos» of «arithmoi», one that has "city-states” as its «wmonads»: the
«arithmoi» of — [initially] multi-"tribe", multi-"chiefdom" — "city-states".
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'Ideographized' / 'ldeogramized’ "Shorthand" Summary [in the following formula, $ denotes the ontological
category of the "city-states" «arithmoi» of «monads»|:

b+c+gp+V+0Guw+Gue +Quen +f

-

[Q"'Q+g6b+!+gvb+gvc+gvcb+!] ‘of” itself =

[Q"‘Q+gcb+!+g-vb+gvc+gvcb+f]2 -

Q+Q+gcb+!+gub+gv:+g¥cb+!+g!b+gic+gfcb+gfv+gfvb+glvc+gtvcb+§'

Diachronic «Aufhebem Diagram: “'Historical-Dialectical” ‘Meta-Monadology of Human-Social Formation(s) for Epocht =4
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Diachronic Direction / Dimension of Self-Proliferation, of '“Auto-Catalysis™”, or of Expanded Self-Reproduction, of Monadic Populations
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" 4
Ontological Categories [‘Ontos’] Diagram for [ J* att =4:
A “Historical-Dialectical” ‘Meta-Monadology of Human-Social Formation(s) as of Model Epocht = 4

[DF =b+c+@Q, +V+Q,+G,.+ Q. +T+Qu+Q + Q.+ G + G+ Gt Ty + S

T = 4 'Meta-Meristem': Irruption of the
“city-states” ««genos» of human-social
formation ‘neo-ontology from out of the
‘self-densifications of «monads: of the

«archér» onto

Synchronic Direction / Dimension of ‘Meta-Finite’ Ontological '"slrgulnrlty'" | “Transcendence"// ‘Meta-Fractal' Scale-Escalation
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g. "City-States". Suppose, as the next, consecutive emergence in this ‘Qualo-Peanic’ ‘self-«aufheben»’
succession / 'consecuum-cumulum' of human-social emergences, that the "populations" of the "city-states”
«arithmoi» — the "'populations™ of which each individual "city-state" is a social formation «monad» / unit —
reproduce themselves with expansion, i.e., ***grow’”’, in certain localities of the planetary biosphere / emergent
"noosphere".

Then, as the 'monadic populations' of the "city-states"-as-«meonads» 'densifies' themselves in those localities,
a condition of "'critically™ high "city-state" density may arise, which condition we term the 'self-surroundment'
of the "city-state" «monad», the 'self-environment' of the "city-states", or the 'surroundment- | environment-
by-likes', created, for the "city-states", by the "city-states".

This condition would arise, first and especially, within the 'centerward' sub-population of "city-states”
«monads» of each of the key/core such localities, or 'meta-meristemal' / "vanguard" social-formations-
innovation "nucleation zones". This means that there has arisen a condition of "city-states" densely
surrounded by [other] "city-states" at the heart of each such locality. This condition would have thereby
supplanted. in intensity / 'intensivity’, within these key/core loci, the 'precedingly-dominant’ condition of the
'surroundment’ of the "city-state" «monads» by their immediate-predecessor, 'inverse-consecutive' «monads»,
namely, the «monads» of the «arithmoi» of "chiefdoms".

A new innovation in the human-social settlement / governance patterns' taxonomy of 'socio-ontology' — of
human 'secio-systematics', or 'socio-taxonomics' — is thereby seeded.

The former condition was dominated by, and characterized by, 'merely-hybridizing' reactions / infer-actions,
'ontological conversion' 'hetero-actions’, of "city-state" wmonads» with their immediate predecessor

«monads», and with [any] still-persisting earlier-predecessor «monads» — predecessor «monads» as yet
unassimilated to any higher "degree™ of ontological, ‘meta-monadic’ 'self-involution' / 'self-internalization' /
'self-complexification' / ‘self-subsumption’ | ‘self-hybridization’ — i.e., interactions with "chiefdom"

«monads», with "village" «monads», with "camp" «monads», and with "band" «monads».
The new condition -— in the "ontological innovation nucleation zones™ — is dominated by and characterized by
'self-hybridizing' **‘inter’” -actions, 'self-"*“inter’” -actions', or 'infra-actions', of "city-state" «monads» with
|other] "city-state" «monads», which become more and more frequent / increasingly 'self-frequentized’, as the
"'population density™ of "city-state" «monads» grows therein.

The formerly-dominant modes of monadic interaction — modes of monadic 'ontological gther-conversion', or
'hetero-conversion' — had partially converted, or subordinated, still-extant "chiefdoms" 'socio-ontology’ /

'socio-mass' [in]to "city-states" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [the process of the ‘*‘real subsumption’” of f
by S, denoted by Qss]: [portions of] still-extant "villages" 'socio-ontology’ / 'socio-mass' [in]to "city-states"
'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [the process of the ***real subsumption’”’ of V by 8. denoted by Qsy]: [portions
of any] still-extant "camps" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [in]to "city-states" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass'
[the process of the **‘real subsumption’>” of C by S, denoted by {s.], and [portions of any] still-extant
"bands" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [in]to "city-states" 'socio-ontology' / 'socio-mass' [the ‘*‘real
subsumption™”’ of b by 8. denoted by Qsp].

This process of 'ontological hetero-conversion' of [part of] the remaining «monads» / units of the precedingly-
self-manifested «arithmoi» — of the "chiefdoms" «arithmoi», of the "villages" «arithmoi», of the
"camps" «arithmoi», and of the "bands" «arithmoi» — is 'auto-catalyzed by, and 'celerates' itself, in
proportion to the presence of, and to the density of / 'physical-spatial concentration' of, the therefore and thereby

"'[self-lexpanding™ "city-states" «arithmoi».
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However, as the — therefore and thereby growing — 'physical-spatial concentration' of the «monads» of the
"city-states" «arithmoi», in the key/core "nucleation zones™, crosses its "critical mass" / ™critical density™
threshold, the process of 'ontological hetere-conversion', of past monadic sub-populations into the growing
"city-states" monadic population, shiffs.

It shifis into a new and previously unprecedented process, of the nascent 'ontological self-conversion' of [part
of] the burgeoning "city-states" «arithmei» 'socio-ontology’, by that burgeoning "city-states" «arithmoi»
'socio-ontology’, into something new: its 'self-conversion' into the 'socio-mass' and the 'socio-ontology' of a
new, 'self-involutively higher', previously umexampled "onto-logical type™; its 'self-conversion' into a new
increment of 'socio-ontological' innovation in the history of human-social formation(s).

That is, the 'self-frequentization’ of this new mode of action — of "'self-***inter’*’-action™, or **‘intra-action’”’
— of "city-states" with "city-states". then precipitates, as it exceeds its critical frequency / density
threshold. irruption of yet a new. previously non-extant, previously non-existent 'meta-fractal scale / level /-
layer of human settlement / governance patterns and practices, namely, that of the multi-"city-state" "empire"”
human-social formation(s), e.g., the Incan, Mayan, Aztec, Babylonian, Egyptian, Persian, Athenian,
Carthaginian, Macedonian, and Roman "empires" of Terran human[oid] history.

Note: The word "empire” is used, herein, only in its earlier meaning, to describe a pre-nafion-state, ancient-
civilizational, multi-city-state governance / settlement formation, i.e., primarily of the gncient-historical world.

This social formation involved city-state-colonization, and tributary, etc., conquest, [partial-]enslavement,
and/or other subjugation of, especially, other / rival "city-states", by a dominant / "central™ "city-state", as
seen, for example, in those "empires" that emerged, in the Mediferrancan planetary 'sub-hemisphere’ of planet
Terra, during the period of "classical antiquity™, such as the rapacious / parasitical "empires" centered upon
the transiently-dominant / "central” "city-states" of Akkad, Persepolis, Athens, Carthage, Macedon,
Alexandria, and Rome, in Terran human history.

The word "empire" is not used herein to describe that qualitatively. ontologically, behaviorally, and
"“categorially™ different — systematically / taxonomically qualitatively different — 'meta-fractally’ higher
scale / level / layer of the later-to-emerge imperialist formations of the "nation-states" epoch.

The "nation-states" epoch of "[national] empires™ — the "nation-states" epoch / scale / level / layer of the
multi-nation-al, or multi-"nation-state", 'nation-al / colonial imperialisms — is higher in 'ontic dimensionality'
— but nonetheless 'meta-fractally analogous to' — the earlier-to-emerge formations of the herein-modeled
multi-citv-state "empires" epoch.

The former, national, "'empires™, are typically centered in a single, dominant transitional / mercantile-capitalist,
or industrial-capitalist, "nation-state”, such as the rapacious / parasitical inter-|proto-]national
imperialisms centered upon the transiently-dominant "'central™ [proto-|"nation-states" of medieval Portugal,
medieval Spain, and of the Dutch United Provinces, or, later, those of modern France, England, Russia,
Germany, Ttaly, Japan, the so-called "Soviet" Union, the so-called "Peoples’ " "Republic” of China, and — last,
but far from least, in rapacity — the North American United States.

An "empire", grasped as a human-social unit / «monady, is a 'super1-unif, 'meta’-unif, or 'meta’-«<monady,
relative to a "city-state", grasped also as such a human-social formations unif / «<monady; is a 'meta’-«monad»'
relative to a "chiefdom", grasped also as such a human-social formations unit / «monady; is a 'meta’-«monad'
relative to a "village", grasped also as such a human-social formations unit / «monady; is a 'meta’-«<monad»'
relative to a "camp", grasped also as such a human-social formations unit / «<monad», & is a 'meta®-«monad»'
relative to a "band", grasped also as such a human-social formations unit / «<monad».
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Each typical "empire" is a meta-"city-state”, often founded via the military and commercial conquest, by a
single, "central™, dominant, ‘*‘imperial’** "city-state”, such as ancient Macedon, or ancient Rome, of a
multitude of other "city-states". It is a 'meta-"city-state” ', made up out of a [local-][sub-]«arithmos»
of "city-states”, i.c., made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicity of "city-state" «monads» / units, by means
of a 'self-«aufhebeny 'self-internalization'. or ‘self-subsumption’, of that local, predecessor sub-«arithmos» of
"city-states" as predecessor «monads» / units.

This 'self-«aufheben»' self-operation — of a local sub-«arithmos» of "city-state" «monads», as collective
human-social "'subject" / agent of [self-]action, acting / operating upon / within itself, via its "city-states™”
«monads» operating among themselves — gives rise to an ontologically, qualitatively, behaviorally new and
different, previously unprecedented «gemes» of «arithmoi», to one having "empires" as its «monads»:
noneother than the «arithmoi» of the multi-"city-state" "empires".

'Ideographized' / 'Ideogramized' "Shorthand" Summary [in the following formula. € denotes the ontological
category of the multi-"city-state” "empires” «arithmoi»|:

b+c+Qgeo+V+Ouw+ Qe+ Qs+ f+An+ Qe + Qe+ Qv + Givb + Give + Guen + 8 —
[D+C+ Qe+ ¥+ Qo+ Qve + Quen + T+ G + Grc + Geen + G + Grvb + Orve + Qep + 812 =
b+c+ g+ V+ O+ Qe+ Quep + f+ O + Qi + Qo + G + Aivp + Qive + Aiven + S +

Qso + Gsc + Qsch + Qsv + Qsvb + Gsve + Qsveb + Gsf + Jeib + Qstc + Qsfcb + Qsfv + Gsvp +
Qstve + Qsfven + €.

Diachronic « Aufheben» Diagram: “Historical-Dialectical ™ ‘Meta-Monadology * of Human-Social Farmation(s) for Epoch T=35

ﬂ irruption of the “empires” «genos of human-social formation’nec-ontology’ from the ‘self-densification” of the “city-states” «.genos»

Definiion of isioncaly-soeclic Mews-Unlf-ciogy o Vets—: Monsd 000y -

Each “empire” Unit. or «Monad':. is = meta- " city-stal ~ meia-«Monad): M +k = jocal count, of the “city-state” «monads: of the “city-states” --arithmeos»
a3ch one” made up out of 3 AGRMBJANRCUA MR Ty assocated with ~ critical density ™ the typical emergent-“empires”
of 13 Immeaixte prececessos, Tcity-state , Units, o «Monads =, | ‘socio- ical i leation zone

& sach “one 'nweupmio{apocaimi-rm-
of “city-state " Units. or «Monads

BAGRSERASEREAE N, PLssssaEmassan,
s s g .

. - = »
. = - ese @ Callipy :
1--|tnnn:hainf _ ‘_.:'.‘...._f;ﬁ’.';

T<S > 1T=5

4< 1T <5 —_— : T=35

Synchronic Direction | Dimension of Ontologleal / 'Meta-Fractal’ Scale Escalation

Diachronic Direction / Dimension of Seif-Proliferation, of“Auto-Catalysis™, or of Expanded Seif-Reproduction, of Monadic Populations
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€. "Empires". We have arrived at the relative "ultimate", or «ferminus», for this particular, [meta-|finite
[self-|regress, or [meta-|finite 'self-progression’, of human-social formation(s), with regard to both the model of
full 'self-internalizations', and that of full 'self-meta-«monad»-izations'. The multi-city-state "'clash of
empires™ was, in Earth's history, not the only driving force — or even the principal driving force — behind
the next irruption of a new ‘socio-ontological’ category, the new/next «arithmoi» of human-social formation(s).

The planetary "population™ and 'densification' / physical-spatial "'concentration" of such multi-city-state
"empires"-as-«monads», remained too "few and far between", particularly in relation to the attained level of
transportation technology of their epoch.

The global interaction of "empires" with [other] "empires" remained rather tenuous, infrequent, and rarefied,
across physical-spatial / duration-of-travel temporal distances that were large in relation to the transport
capabilities of those times.

In the larger Mediterranean world of the ancient Occident, the Roman "empire" subjugated. and incorporated
into itself, most of the Carthaginian and Macedonian "empires", as well as numerous other pre-"city-state"
human-social terrains of the rest of western and Eastern Europe. and of the islands later to be known as the
British Isles. Thereafter, not so much infer-"empire" processes, as ‘intra-[Roman-]"empire" processes,
precipitated the protracted path which, ar length, led to the appearance of the new, previously-unprecedented

«genos» of the «arithmoi» of "nation-states".

It was more the internal «lysis», into Eastern and Western Roman "empires". and other aspects of the internal,
immanent, 'meta-catabolic', interior 'self-dis-organization' — the human-social-reproductive 'self-entropy'
accumulation — of the ancient Roman [in]human-social-formations, in parallel with. in counter-point to, and in
"co-evolution™ with, their mutually-destructive 'hybrid' interactions with the surrounding "barbarian" ‘mobile-
chiefdoms’, ectc., that led to the collapse of "empires" in Europe / 'Mediterranea'. The result was an
Occidental "Dark Ages" that catastrophically and protractedly-delayed the emergence of the consecutively next,
***modern’”” "nation-states" epoch / 'socio-ontology' and stage of human-social formation.

That next epoch eventually arose, not from out of the zeniths — as, typically, with the previous emergences of
our model - but, on the contrary, from out of the ruins, of the ““*ancient’” "empires".

In that sense, then, the [[mercantile+]-capitalist] "nation-states" «arithmoei» might even be categorized as
constituting a new «arché»-«genos», for a new, separate, successor — ‘meta-epochal’ — *** historical dialectic’’’
of human-social formation(s), for planet Terra.

All that we can find, in favor of the posr-"empires” continuity of the old 'dialectic’ of human-social formation,
is that each typical "nation-state” is a partial 'meta-"empire” ', made up out of a [local-|[sub-]«arithmos»
of 'ruin-ed' "empire-fragments™, i.e., made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicity of the, often-overlapping,
ruins, or ruined-remains, of the social, memetic terrains of multi-city-state "empires", by means of an
'«aufheben 'internalization' of the local debris of fallen "empires" as predecessor «monads».
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7. "Nation-States". Even so, were such a model, with the "nation-states" «genos» as its «arché», expected
to see its own ‘consecuum’, for even one next, successor ontological category of «arithmoi», then a major new
"singularity™ in Terran, human-social history, must also be expected. It must be so if the history of planet Terra
is to instantiate — if planet Terra is to participate in — that 'consecuum’ / succession / ‘self-progression’.

All of the epochs of human-social formation as yet considered, and 'dialectically-derived, or 'self-«aufheben»-
derived , via our paradigm, of the ‘self-«aufheben»’ process as a process of ‘meta-monadization’, in the above-
rendered model-narrative, so [ar, were, in concept, confined to the theatre of a single planet's "geo"-logical
["'planet-ological™, planetary-]formation platform, as their ‘*‘natural basis’"’ [cf. Marx|.

Is it still plausible to assume that the entirety of this phase of the 'self~-meta-cvolution' of this cosmos — of this
human|oid] part of ‘The Dialectic of Nature’ — namely, 'The Dialectic of [the] Human|-ized Portion of]
Nature', should be forever confined to a single planet for each and every "human|oid] species™ that arises in
every given stellar / planetary system in every given galaxy?

Even if given that a successor social-formations «genos», for planet Terra, after the "nation-states" «genos»,
is the «genos» of "world-poli", and nef that of a singleton "'world-polis™, ¢.g., on planet Terra alone — a
single «monady, instead of a new local «arithmos», of such "global-poli", or "planetary-poli" «monads»
— then the "ecosphere" of Terran humanity, of the Terran human[oid] «species», must first expand beyond the
confines of planet Terra.

If, locally, there is to be even a mere pair of "'planetary-poli" «monads», i.e., in the 'Terra-proximate' part or
locus of the cosmological, galactic, «arithmoi» of "'planetary-poli", then the vast human "«species»-project
of the colonization and "'Terra-re-forming™ of, e.g., Mars, must emerge in Terran humanity's future.

Indeed, competent human-«species» extinction-risk ‘human-social risk management’ would require such a
"diversification" of the [initially-|Terran human «species»’ 'planets portfolio': an outspreading of our «species»’
population to the nearby, other-to-Terra, planets of this solar system. and. eventually, beyond.

We might thus be led to frame the hypothesis that human|oid| «arithmoi» that continue the 'self-consecuum’' of
'self-progressive' cosmological «auto-kinesis» — of cosmological "'self-cvolution™ and 'self-meta-evolution' —
also continue into a ‘‘‘multi-planetary’”” phase / stage of human-social formation(s), with respect to this
***taxonomy level two’’ view of cosmological ‘‘‘onfo-dynamasis’>’, as a process going on within the

““‘taxonomy level one’’” ‘cosmo-ontological category’ that F.E.D. symbolizes by ‘;ﬂ‘, denoting thereby the
***onto’"’ of the cosmological human|oid] «species».
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We might also wonder what the emergence of such "planetary engineering™ levels of growth of the human
"social-productive forces" and capabilities might have to do with a possible 'self-continuation’' of the
«arithmoi»-'consecuum' of 'The Dialectic of Nature' with respect to its ‘taxonomy level one' view, already
broached above, viz. [listed below such that only the ‘meta-meristemal’ cosmo-ontological category of each
successive epoch of “*‘taxonomy level one™” cosmological 'self-meta-evolution' is mentioned. neglecting the
accumulating ‘cumulum’ of “hybrid ontos’| —

(e

pre-nuclears —

nuclear Sub-atomics —>

Moleculars—>

Prokaryotic cellulars —>
€@ukaryotic cellulars —>
meta-biotics —

anfma-e -societals —>

human-societals — . . ..

We mean a 'self-continuation' beyond the present, planet Terra ecosphere epoch / ontological category /
«arithmos» of cosmological «autokinesis», or ‘self-meta-evolution’, that has "Numan_societies" as its
«monads», to a possible, consecutively next epoch / ontological category / «arithmos» of the post-human
"meta-human'', symbolized, by F.E.D., via the ‘*‘cosmo-ontological category®*’-symbol :’A_h, denoting the

F.E.D.-predicted ‘*‘taxonomy level one

9%

333

next irruption of new ‘cosmo-ontology’.

For more information on the above-sketched !Q dialectical-ideographic model of ‘‘‘taxonomy level one’”’

cosmos ***self-meta-evolution’"’, see the F.E.D. Introductory Lelter, Supplement B, Example 3., pp. B-20 to
B-22 [link: *netp:/iwww.dialectics.org/archives/pdfF.E.D.%201ntro.%20Letter. %20Supplement%20B-1,%20pp.%2012-22,%20v.2.paf |
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The Human Social Formation(s) Model as a Whole, from epoch T = 0 through epoch T = 6.

T

2
a. Bands as the ***Historical Premiss™** of the process of human, social formation: [B] asoft = 0.

0

6T - IBT = &

T
2
f. Camps emergent [epoch of **‘formal domination’>> by the camps formations]: [D] asoft = 1.

i

[b] = bIb] =b"f" b=>0b"=b+Ab =b+c¢c.

T
2
y. Villages emergent [epoch of “*‘formal domination’>’ by the villages formations]: [B] asofT = 2.

2

[b] = [b+cl[b+cll=[b+cl = [b+cl+Alb+c]l =b+cC+Qu+V

T
2
8. Chiefdoms emergent [epoch of *** formal domination’” by the chiefdoms formations]: [ B ] asoft = 3.

3
[b] = [b+c+Qo+VI[b+c+guw+y]] =

[b+c+Qqu+V] = [b+c+au+Vv]+A[b+c+gp+V] =

b+c+Qgu+V+ Q0w+ Qv+ Qv+ f.

5
2
€. City-States emergent [epoch of **‘formal domination’"’ by the city-states formations]: [b ] asoft = 4.

4
[.l;z]2 = [b+c+Qp+V+Q,+Q.+Qyp +f] =

b+Cc+Qduw+V+Qu+Que +Quen + £+ Qi + Qi + Qo + Qv + G + Qive + Dven + S
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T
2
t. Empires emergent [epoch of ***formal domination’*’ by the empires formations]: [ D] asoft = 5.

5

2
[b] =
[D+C+ Qb+ Y+ Qub+ Qe + Gven + T+ G + Grc + Qe + G + o + Grve + Orven + SI° =
b+c+Qp+ V+ G+ Gue+ Quen+ f+ O + Qe + Qrco + Av + Dive + Dive + Drven + S +

Qst + Qsc + Qscb + Qsv + Qsvb + Qsve + Gsvep + Qs + Qs + Gsic + Gsien + Gsiv + Gstvp +
Qsfve + Qstven + €.

1. Nation-States emcrgent [epoch of the merely ‘*‘formal subsumption’*’, by the nation-states formations,

T

2
of all previous social-formations ontology]: [B] asofT = 6.

isT =

[b+c+ Qe+ V+Quu+ Que+ Quen+ F+ O+ Qe + Qo + Qv + Dive + Dive + Qrveb + S +
Qst + Gsc + Gscb + Gsv + GQsvb + Qsve + Qsveb + Qs + Qs + Gsic + Gsich + Gsiv + Gsivh +
Qstve + Qsiven + €17 =

b+

C+

9n + ¥V +

Ovb + Qve + Quen + f +

O + Gic + icp + v + Dive + Give + Qrvep + S +

g,sb+gsc+g,scb"'gsv"'gsvb"'gavc"‘g,lvcb"'gsf+gsfb+g,sfc+gsfcb"'gsf\l""gﬁfvb‘*‘
Qstve + Qstveb + € +

Qeb + Gec + Qech + Qev + Gevb + Geve + Geved + Gef + Qe + Jefc + Gefch + Getv + etvd +

Qefve + Qetveb + Qes + Qesb + Gesc + Gesch + Jesv + Gesvb + Jesve + Qesveb + Jest + Jes +
Qestc + Qesich + Qestv + Lestvb + Destve + Gestven + N. M
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The [Self-|Growth _of the |[Human-]Social [Self-1Force(s) of [Human-Society / Human-Social-Relations]
[Self-[Re-]1Production [/ [Self-[Re-]]Productivity / ['Self-Transformativity']].

If the above-narrated 'dialectical model of the history of human-social formation(s) is one which appropriates
the Marxian theory of ™social [meta-]evolution™, then the driving force of the 'socio-ontological' epochal
transitions that it portrays must be —

"The Growth of the Social Forces of Production™.

Indeed, it is so, implicitly.

The ‘self-growth’ of the ‘self-numerosity” and the ‘self-density’ of the 'meta-meristemal’ social-formations
«monads», assumed at every step of this model, as the driving “self-force’ / ***[self-1energizing principle’”” of
every epochal transition, is, precisely, the product of the growing effectiveness, efficiency, and self-productivity
of their 'quanto-qualitatively’, 'quanto-ontologically' changing repertoire of human, social-self-reproductive
practices, within every stage. The "'social forces of production™ concept does not refer only to the [labor-|time
/ durational-productivity, and other-inputs-productivity, of human activity with respect to the products. the

"goods"-objects output thereby, conceived atomistically, and in isolation.

If these “goods-objects’ are "good", arc truly "goods", and not "'bads™ — if they truly represent use-value, not
merely from the atomistic, immediate-subjective, "individual / atomized consumer"” point of view, but also from
the 'mediate-subjective’ point of view of contributing, by their ‘*‘[re-]productive consumption’, to the
maintenance and advancement of human-«species» social organization, of human-social order, of "human-
social negative entropy". or ***human-social negentropy’”’ — then the human-social consumption of such
goods, including by the human producers of such "goods", must both sustain, and add to, productivity of / for
further goods production, as produced by those human producers, which, in toto, adds to the self-support
capability of the human population, by 'quanto-qualitatively' advancing the "human-nature™, the **‘objectified
humanity™™’, the ““‘self-objectified collective human |infer-]subjectivity’””, the ***humanized nature’’’, the
"'meme-pool"™, the "Phenome™ of that, therefore 'quanto-qualitatively' growing, population of such producers.
The Marxian "'social forces of production™ must, thus, refer to the level / rate / scale of the 'quanto-qualitative'
'self-productivity' of humanity. It must refer to 'human socio-mass self-[re-|productivity'. This self-expanding
‘human-social re-production’, and self-expanding ‘human-social self-re-productivity’, should both be
comprehended in a way which encompasses the «aufheben»-conserved ‘‘‘moment’>” of biological
reproduction -- of the [re-lembodiment of biological-individual human 'subject-ivity', or 'agent-ivity'. These
two concepts should also be comprehended in a way which comprehensively encompasses the **‘moment’’” of
*econo-psycho-cultural re-production’. This means the continual, cumulative, self-expanding re-creation of the
human «species»’ collectively "self-materializing" artefactual and “*‘meme-ic’’” [or **‘meme-etic’”’/-
***Phenomic’’], ‘endo-somatically’ assimilated, conceptual, spiritual, ethical, aesthetic, and emotional wealth,
as well as our ‘exe-somatic’, concomitants and other “*‘tools””’ and accoutrements -- our self-developing
human-natur{e-]al ***mentalities’” and ***instrumentalities™ ", both.

The growth of this human-social “self-force’ of self-expanding “humanity-production’ — comprehended as the
growth of the ‘self-[re-lproductivity’ of the ‘human-social self-forces of human-society[’s] self-expanding,
auto-catalytic, ‘auto-poiesic’, ‘auto-kinesic’, self-|re-|production’, is manifested by the °qualo-quantitative’
self-expansion, and by the physical-spatial ‘self-densification’, of the populations of social-formation
«monads» at every level / ‘meta-fractal’ scale addressed by the preceding model narrative / narrative model.

For an explicit !Q_-idcographical, ‘dialectical model’ of the *self-meta-evolution’ of the human-secial ***forces
of production’’, see the F.E.D. Introductory Letter, Supplement B., Example 6. [forthcoming.]
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‘**Social Formations’” versus ‘**Social Relations of Production’’’. The model of the 'self-meta-evolution'
human social formation(s) rendered narratively — and in dialectical-ideographical "shorthand" — above,
is supplementary to the one which Marx formulated. Marx's model of the historical ***human social relations
revolutions™ " describes [what F.E.D. terms] ‘the historical-dialectical self-meta-evolutions’ of the human
"social relations of production", as driven by the growth of the human "social forces of production". The
model set forth above owes more to archaeological-anthropological findings accumulated since Marx's lifetime.

But suppose that we reach outside of Marx's known writings to define the first two historical epochs of these
***[human-]secial relations of production’’.

Suppose that we take the quasi-ecological human-social relations of human-social re-production of the foraging
/ scavenging / hunting-and-gathering "band", i.e., of its "'predation™ technology. to be the initially-predominant
mode of human-social reproduction — characterized by the immediate Appropriation of "raw” nature, with
only a near-vanishing contribution of human labor to the “**refining’”" and/or to the **‘refinement’”” of such
directly-appropriated natural products, in the sense of refinement for human consumption. Suppose that we take

this A—relation to be the social relation of production characterizing the first, «arché» historical epoch of
human-secial relations of production “socio-ontology’ 'self-meta-evolution'? Suppose, further. that we take the

human-secial relations of the production [and of the [re-]distribution) of intra-tribal Goods / obligatory Gifts
as characterizing the second historical epoch of the ‘self-meta-evolution’ of the human-social relations of
production ontology, involving human-labor-modified, human-labor-improved-for-human-use, deeper

Appropriation, by ‘prote-human-nature’, of ‘exe-proto-human nature’; of the rest of nature.

We then have, per hypothesis, the following historical-dialectical ‘self-progression’ of the aperiodic, episodic,
accelerating ‘self-revolutionizations’, or ‘self-meta-evolutions’, of the human-secial relations of production
side of human *socio-ontology’, driven by the self-expanding self-development of the human-social forces of
production side of human “socio-ontology’. This ‘socio-ontology” succession is listed below such that only the
‘meta-meristemal’, ‘self-hybrid" ***socio-ontological category’™” ‘formally dominating’ each successive epoch
is mentioned, while neglecting to explicitly express the accumulating ‘cumulum’ of * hybrid ontos’ —

"raw" Appropriation-relation —
Goods-/obligatory Gifts-relation —>
Commodity-/Barter-relation —
Money-/Circulation-relation —
«Kapital»-Equity-relation —
Generalized «Equity»-relation — . . .

You can explore an explicit yQ-ideographical, *dialectical model’ of the ‘self-meta-evolutions’ of the human
social relations of production in these terms, via the F.E.D. Introductory Letter, Supplement B, Example 5.

[link: Suppiement B Pamt W - including a Psvcho-Historical Model of the Dialectic of Human Namre (pdfi], by scrolling down to
pp. 24 through 33. Part III. C. of the present ‘*‘Brief"** [forthcoming] addresses this model in greater detail.
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A “Purely-Objective”. “**Subject-Less’’/ ***Agent-less’”” Dialectic? The above-rendered model is nof one
of "a purely object-ive dialectic without subjects / agents".

The above-rendered model is also mof one which naively, after the fashion, and the fantasies, of "rugged
individualist" 'human-biological-individual atomism’, takes the individual human as the invariable, irreducible,
trans-historical subject / agent of all of human history, acting in accord with a fixed and invariable, rigidly
genomically-determined "human nature”.

" m

This model's subjects, or agents of action, arc "'social-relations-of-production" holisms, collectives of human
social individuals, at progressively-advancing levels of ""Phenomic" self-development, whose concerted and
relationally-varying actions produce the qualitatively, ontologically different consequences seen at each level /-
layer / scale per this human-made, generic, nomothetic 'model of human history'.

The behaviors and consequences of which "nation-states" are capable differ dramatically, qualitatively,
ontologically. and 'meta-finitely' from the behaviors and consequences of which multi-city-state "empires" are
capable, which, in turn, differ dramatically. qualitatively. ontologically, and 'meta-finitely' from the behaviors
and consequences of which multi-village "chiefdoms" are capable, which, in turn, differ dramatically,
qualitatively, ontologically, and 'meta-finitely' from the behaviors and consequences of which multi-camp
"villages" are capable, which, in turn, differ dramatically, qualitatively, ontologically, and 'meta-finitely' from
the behaviors and consequences of which multi-band "camps" are capable, which, in turn, differ dramatically,
qualitatively, ontologically, and 'meta-finitely' from the behaviors and consequences of which proto-human[oid]
"bands" are capable.

We don't find, for example, "bands", or "camps" — or even "villages" or "chiefdoms", for the most part
— producing monumental, architectural works of stone, though some more modest 'megalithic’ monuments may
inhere in the 'religio-politico-economic' dynamics of the "chiefdoms" «arithmoi».

True, a relafively stable human genome. and including the psychological predispositions to which that
genome tends to incline each human biological individual, is «aufheben»-conserved in cach and every one of
the 'socio-meta-fractal' / 'socio-ontological' archaeological layerings and horizons narrated above.

But this genome is also «aufheben»-conserved within a dramatically different "phenome™, a drastically
different system of motivation, of rewards and punishments, of positive / negative reinforcement structures and
processes, in each and every 'socio-ontologically' distinct, human-""secial-relations-of-[human-society / human-
social-relations self-re-|production" human-social formation narrated above.

The [sentential] subject [and the sentential object, as well as the 'essence-ial' sentential verb “**moment’”” of
that subject-object-identical|, as the content of cosmological, 'dialectical «auto-kinesisy', itself 'self-evolve(s)',
and 'self-meta-evolve(s)', with the self-propelling 'self-progression’ of that very 'dialectic', as does, therefore,
that 'dialectic' itself.
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Supplementary Oppositeness and Human-Social Antagonism. The contrasts of human-social ontology
represented by bands vs. camps, by camps vs. villages, by villages vs. chiefdoms. by chiefdoms vs.
city-states, and by city-states vs. empires, belong to that «species» of the «genos» of mutual opposition,

222

or of mutual oppositeness, which F.E.D. categorizes as ***supplementary oppositions’”’.

We may therefore wish to ask: “;to what degree does this kind of human-social “opposifeness™ translate into
human-social, collective-emotional anfagonism?”

Whatever collective-emotional social antagonism was associated with the earlier parings, listed above, of
predecessor vs. successor ‘contra-thesis’ social formations ontology, we can at least state, from a
“““psycho-historical’** point of view — from the vantage of F.E.D.’s “psycho-historical materialism™ — that the
direct phenomena, or forms of manifestation, of any such social antagonisms have long since sunken out of
recent social memory for contemporary human society at large, submerging into the depths of the “social
unconscious’; of the inter-subjective, socio-historical collective sub-conscious mind of contemporary humanity.

Therefore, to address this question, we should have recourse to the archacological literature, to the surviving
ancient-historical literature, and even to the ethnographic literature of more-recent or still-extant social
formations that are, in part, at least, ***/iving human-social fossils’** of our archaic past.

It would be well to survey that literature for signs of such past social antagonisms. It would be well, as well, to
survey that literaturc for signs of the actual existence of the possible. “possibility-space™ social ontology of the
“hybrid” social formations. A total of fifty-seven such “*‘hybrid ontos’” occur in the F.E.D. historical-
dialectical category-sum|mation] for the soci%-ontological “cumulum™ which is also expressed, so compactly,

2
by the Scldon ‘self-reflexive function’, [ B ] , which models that dialectic.

Certainly the social antagonisms between individual city-states and multi-city-state empires, as also
between multi-city-state empires and mobilized-nomadic, “barbarian” chiefdoms, are still storied in the lore
of the ancient Mediterranean “*“clash of civilizations™™", that remains «courant for us today.

Tramsition: From a ‘Dialectic of Human Nature’ Model to the “**Dialectic of Nature’” Model Entire.

T

2
The model expressed by the Seldon Function, [B] ., fromT = 0 to T = 6, is a “taxonomy level two”
historical-dialectical model, expressed, per a somewhat-more-complete rendition of the full Encyclopedia
T

2
Dialectica notation, by [EQ] . The “pre-superscript” in the latter rendition of that model-expression, the ‘2’
in the :, signifies the “taxonomy level 2 location of this model within the ‘encyclopedic’ «kosmos»-model
overall. Likewise, the associated “pre-subscript” in this latter model-formula, the ‘h’ in the ‘:’, specifies that

this model describes an aspect, at least, of what goes on “inside” the “taxonomy level 1” ontic category denoted
by :ﬂ The latter ideogramically represents the cosmological “ontological category”, or «genos», of human

societies; the human[oid] «kosmos-genos». Its component-symbol 'V * refers to the «kosmos» as a whole.

The ontic category denoted ‘:rl’_'l.", which stands for the «arithmoi» of the planetary humanities, arises as the

culminating ‘enfe’ — so far as we know -- within the “self-propelling self-progression” of the “primary level”

model of the historical-dialectic of the «kosmos» as a totality — the model for *** The Dialectic of Nature’” as a
21

whole. This model is posited by the F.E.D."s “level one” Seldon Function, [:rg] ,fromt=0tt=8. It

is to the ideogramic elaboration, to the phonogramic narration, and to the pictogramic visualization of the
dialectical *** meta-monadology’’ of the latter model that we next turn.
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