F.E.D. Vignette #15 --

The Dialectic of TV Series --

Systematically Presented via a 4-Symbol Expression.

by Miguel Detonacciones

Author’s Preface. The purpose d&.E.D. Vignette#15 is to provide an ‘ultra-simple’ “worked example” aflialectical
equation-model, and of the standaiel.D. method of solution ofiialectical models in general.

A Note about the On-Line Availability of Definitions of F.E.D. Key Technical Terms. Definitions ofEncyclopedia
Dialectica technical terms, including &.D. ‘neologia’, are available on-line via the followitRLs --

http://www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Glossary.html

https://www.point-of-departure.org/Point-Of-DepaeiClarificationsArchive/ClarificationsArchive.htm

-- by clicking on the links associated with eachrsterm, listed, in alphabetic order, on the wefgsdinked-to above.

Links to definitions of thé&&ncyclopedia Dialectica special terms most fundamental to this vignettesarfollows --

«aufheben»
https://www.point-of-departure.org/Point-Of-DepadiClarificationsArchive/Aufheben/Aufheben.htm

Diachronic vs. Synchronic
http://point-of-departure.org/Point-Of-DeparturedfificationsArchive/Synchronic/Synchronic.htm

Dyadic Seldon Function as‘* Self-Reflexive Function™
http://point-of-departure.org/Point-Of-DeparturedficationsArchive/SeldonFunctions/SeldonFunctibtre

Dyadic Seldon Function as‘ Self-1teration’
http://www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Glossary_fil27Dyadic%20Seldon%20Functions%27_as_%27Selftibest627,_vs. Standard %27Other-lterations%27.jpg

Historical or Diachronic Dialectics
http://point-of-departure.org/Point-Of-DeparturedfificationsArchive/HistoricalDialectics/Historidaialectics.htm

nQ dialectical arithmetic / algebra
http://www.dialectics.org/dialectics/Corresponderfides/Letterl 7-06 JUN2009.pdf

Systematic or Synchronic Dialectics
http://point-of-departure.org/Point-Of-DeparturedfificationsArchive/SystematicDialectics/Syste mBtadectics.htm

-- and we plan to expand these definitions resauaseghdncyclopedia Dialectica Dictionary Project unfolds.

[Note: “‘Arithmetical Quantifiers™ vs. ‘Arithmetical Qualifiers’. In the phrase3 apples”, we term3” the “arithmetical [“pure”-fuantifier’, and “apples” the

“* ontological™ -- orkind of thing -- “*qualifier’. In the phrase 3 pounds of apples”, we term “pounds” tmaetrical[-unit] qualifier’ -- or ““‘unit of measure
qualifier™ -- quantified by the3, which, together,guanto-cualify’ the*ontological qualifier’, “apples”. A key use-value of thdialectical arithmeticsis to provide
algorithmic, ideographical-symbolic systems for Hagious kinds of ‘arithmeticalualifiers’, both with and without the co-presence ‘tdrithmetical guantifiers’.].
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Introduction. The dialectical model presented in this vign&ttan ‘ultra-simple’ example of such models -hterally a
“trivia [£]” example -- a dialectical model of the systematf television programming “trivia”. But that igtecisely, the
whole point of this example: to dialectically mbdemething so simple and so well known, that the ©f the
dialectical modeling method will thereby becomeg@arent to the reader.

No “domain expertise” is required of the reademiider to understand the content of this modelpbdythat which is
spontaneously learned in the course of followingtemporary TV Series, e.g., via broadcast netwdkand/or via
cable TV, and/or via satellite TV, and/or via imter video streaming, etc., etc.

Herein, we will use th&.E.D. ‘first dialectical algebra’ to construct and “seha “heuristic”, ‘intuitional’ model of a
“* systematic presentation” of the principal entities / phenomena encountéretde domain of ‘TV Series’.

Herein we mean, by the word, “‘systematic’, iha phrasé’ systematic presentation’ , a presentation of the major
kinds of “entities” that exist in this domain -- byeans of categories that classify those entitygbdir“kinds”, i.e., as
“‘ontology’ , or as'kinds of things” -- presented in the strict order ofithesing complexity, starting from the simplest
category, and moving, step-by-step, from lessgreéater complexity, until we reach the most complategory that
presently exists for this domain, or for the pugsosf this example.

The model we will build will generate descriptiarfsthese categories in that strict, systematicroofieising complexity.

This will be a “snapshot” model, a “synchronic” nebthat takes the present slice of time -- or gtrate, a recent slice
of time -- and algorithmically generates descripsiof the ‘combinatorially possible’ categoriesttpeesently exist, or

that might presently exist, for the model’'s domairtheir systematic order. l.e., it model$ &ystematic Dialectic™ .

Our model here wilhot be a “chronology” model -- a “diachronic” modellike, e.g., ‘The Psychohistorical Equation of
Human Social Formations Meta-Evolution’, in whitke tunits ofearlier categories are described as actually, e.g.,
physically,constructing, through theictivity, as” causal agents’, or as* subjects’, the units ofater categories,
categories whose unidid not exist until that construction took place.

It will not be a model of a ‘self-advancinkistorical progression of ontology, with each historical epoch containbagh
old ontology, inherited from past historical epacisd new ontology, ontology that haeler appeared before -- in past
historical epochs until thelater epoch in question. l.e., it doget model ari* Historical Dialectic™ .

We will apply a documented, standard solution pdoce to “solve” this model -- to determine whatuattcategory each
of these generated category-descriptions refexs tim, determine which, if any, of these descrimidescribe “empty
categories”, standing for ‘combinatoriassiblesthatactually do not exist in this domain -- at least not prégen

To get started, we must determine the startingtpeitme point-of-departure -- for our systematiodal.

This starting category will be the seed of our whole progression of gatest category-descriptions, influencing every
category that follows, as the “controlling souregit as the “ever-present origin” of all that folkfrom it.

The rule for getting started is to ask onesgihat is thedeast complex kind of thing, thesimplest kind of thing, which
exists in this domali? -- in our present case, in the domain of ‘TV S&rieand then to find the answer to that question,
based upon one’s prior knowledge of, or familiavifyh, this domain of entities / phenomena.

The answer to this starting question that we wilispie in this example is the following: The singigical “Episode” is

the simplest ancestor, the ultimate unit of conteragy TV Series, ingredient in every one of the encomplex units of
that domain.
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Therefore, the category which we shall ndapisodes is ourstarter category, and we shall symbolize it, in ogpecific
category-algebra model, via the first letter ot thame, a&, or asQg, identifying that specific category with tigeneric
first category symbol of ougeneric dialectical category-arithmetig,, in an identification, or “interpretation”, or
“assignment” fll denoted by[——=)’ ] that we indicate by writingE = g [-—) Q1.

Our dialectical model then, will take the form oflialectical equation -- an equation between mligity and unity -- that
looks like this --

-- with the variables indicating thestep in our systematic presentation that the ‘acdatimn of categories’, denoted by

!'I"s, represents.

Stage 0. Our initialstep --steps = 0 -- contains only our starting categoBy,= gg --

!'I"O = E> = E' = E = Episodes

- becaus@ “raised” to the powe0 -- 2° -- is just1, and becausE “raised” to the powel is justE.

Stage 1. It is when we get teteps = 1 that our equation-model gives us something imjtialnknown” -- something
“algebraical”, rather than just “arithmetical” e tsolve-for” --

)'I"l = E> = E? = EXE = geXQr = Qe+Qee = E+Qer

- becaus® “raised” to the powel -- 2" -- is just2, and because our rule for multiplyingeneric kind-of-thing
category, call iy = X, “by”, or “into”, itself, is, simply: dx Xdx = Qx+dxx = X+ 0xx-

Herein,q is thegeneric category qualifier’. The subscripts that come after it gpecific category “descriptors”,
category “predicates”, or category “epithets”.

¢But how do we “solve for” what the resulting, imitly “unknown” -- hence “algebraic” -- category, ‘category
description’, her@ gg, means?

Well, thegeneric rule to “solve-for” the categoriaheaning of such symbols is that, if we know what is mdant
categorydx = X, then the symbdjjxx describes a category each of whose units iX @F Xs', that is, a category for a
different kind of units, calletimeta-xs’, each such ‘meta-unit’ being made up out of tefogieneous multiplicity ofs.

To bespecific with this rule,geg specifies a category each of whose units iEEpisode OF Episodes’, that is, is a
‘meta-Episode’, such that eachmeta-Episode’ is made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicityraére” Episodes.

That category-description describes the categomolti- Episode’ units -- of Seasons, i.e., of a usually yearly multi-
Episode succession fonsecuuri typically ending with a Season Finale” final Episode for eachSeason.

We may “assert” our solution as followgge = ds = S [—) Q2.
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Again, what isdialectical about the relationship involvirg andE?, or E x E, orEE, orE of E, or E(E), the
relationship of what we calineta-unit-ization’, or ‘meta-«monad»-ization’, betweerk and its already presently
existing, ! other’, S, is that this relationship issynchronic«aufheben» relationship: each single unit of
thetypical Seasons category being megation, and also @reservation, by way of also being adevation to the/
forming the Seasons category / level / ‘qualéractal scale, of avhole [sub-]group of units of theEpisodes
category / level / ‘qualdractal scale

So, our full solution to theteps = 1 equation of our model ‘meta-equation’ is --

!-I-‘l = E+S = Episodes + Seasons.

If this model is working rightEpisodes will be thesimplest generic category of the domain of ‘TV Series’, Sgasons
will be thenext more complex generic category of that domain.

Stage 2. ¢What additional ‘category-specifications’ do we geate in our next stepteps = 2, that need “solving-for?

Let’s find out:

)'I" = E* = E' =(E®)* =(E+S)* = (E+S)%(E+S) = E+S+(set + Uss

This result arises by way of two new rules of categorial algebra, plus igeneral rule for multiplication when one
category is multiplied by differentcategory [we usedspecial case of thigeneral rule, for the case whetbe same

category is multiplied by itself, isteps =1, above] --

1. 0pXda = Qa+tdba = a+(dpa special case:dp Xdp = dp+dob = D +Qpb.

2. da+da = Q. the same category, added to itself, does not rttake of that category; one “copy” of each
category is sufficient; two or more copies of aayegory would be redundant for the purposes ofycei® algebra.

3. Thereis n@y such thala +dp = Qy; different categorieadded together [as opposed to beimaltiplied
together], do not reduce to a single category,gash the case of the proverbiapples + oranges, ora + o.

Well, we already know how to “solve-fodss.

It describes a category tBeasons OF Seasons’ -- a category each of whose units I1Season OF Seasons’, i.e., each of
which is a meta-Season’, such that each su¢meta-Season’ is made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicitysedsons.

That category-description describes the categomolti- Season’ units -- of TV “seRies’ units, each typically ending
with a “SeRies Finale” final Episode for each sucl$eRies, and which we therefore symbolize, this time,void
anotherS with a different meaning, via thhird letter of its name, bR.

We may “assert” our solution as followgiss = dr = R [-) da.

Oursteps = 2 equation-model, as we have solved it so far, tlows Inoks like this --

!-I-‘ = E* = E* = E + S + gse + R. [Note emerging natterrE2 generate? categories_E4,4categorie]s

-- since we have not yet determined which actu@gmay of the TV Series domain is described byatlgerithmically-
generated symb@se [-—) Qs, if any, i.e., ifdsg is not an “empty category” for this domain.
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When, as a componentpE+S) x (E+S), the “higher-complexity” categor, operates upon / “multiplies” the
“lower-complexity” categoryE --

SxE = E +as

-- generically speaking, the categorial relationship to be calbeithe user’s attention by this operation, in tb&egorial
algebra’, is, again, synchronickaufheben» relationship, this time betwe&andgse. It calls the user to search that
user’'s knowledge and memory of the domain in qaesti in thisspecific case, the domain of TV programming -- for a
category which represents an “uplift” of categ&rentities to the level of the entities native ttegaryS, thereby
“canceling” theE-type entities concerned, at their own native lghbat, by the same token, “preserving” those “spéci
categonE entities thagualify for this “hybrid” category, combining andE gualities, in the relationship of “elevation”
of those categorfz entities up to within the level typical of categ@ entities. Thus, the additional category thereby
presentedqsg, signifiesatypical, exceptional E units, that “double as3 units, or that “masquerade &"units, or that
“exist in the way that, normally, onl8 units exist”.

For example, if we were doing a systematic modelritten English, withL. denoting the category dfetters of the
English alphabet, and wilW denoting the category of written Engligfords, then the category-symbgiy. would
stand for the category of individual Englisbktters that alsqualify as EnglisiVords, e.g., ‘a’ and ‘I".

In this specific case, this means that a unit of thg: category is akpisode that “doubles for” é&eason.
¢Do any such units, hence does any such categdugllycexist, in the contemporary domain of TV 8€?i

Yes.

Any oneEpisode Season gualifies, e.g., an incipier8eason, paused after its initidpisode of its initial Season, but
resumed in its secorason, or, e.g., a multBeason Series, with only one finaEpisode for its FinalSeason -- rare,
exceptional events, no doubt, but | do not doudit luch things have happenedt-feastonce -- in the history of TV

Series. Thus, ‘category-descriptiog'sg’ can well describe the actually-existing, presgsttisting category of such
“ atypical” Seasons.

Were we to find no instances of such units in exisg, then “categorydse mightbe an instance of the genetiempty
category” , denoted® -- connoting “full zero”, or “existential zero” réontological zero’, or ‘qualitative zero’ -- fahis

particular domain, and waight“assert” our solution as followsgse = @ [—=) Jo.

We mighttherefore write oufull solution for stefs = 2 as --

[-l-! =E =  Z=E+S+0s:+R=E+S+@®@+R =E+S+R =

Episodes + Seasons + seRies.

But let’s keep our ‘categorial-combinatoriaigssible’ categorygsg around for a while longer, since | feel so suw th
the instances of the units implied by the categtaseription §sg’ have existed, even though | can’t just now citg a&

)'I" = E> =E'=E+S+gss +R =

Episodes + Seasons + single-Episode Seasons + seRies.
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Stage 3. ¢What additional ‘category-specs.’ do we generauinnext stepsteps = 3, that need “solving-for?

Let's see:

3
(. - =P = (' = E+S+ac+R xE+S+asc +R) =
E+S+dse + R +dre + Qrs + drse + QOrr

We already know how to “solve-fodgg.

It describes a category teRies's OF seRiess’ -- a category each of whose units iseRies OF seRies’s, i.e., each of
which is a meta-seRies, such that each su¢meta-seRies’ is made up out of a heterogeneous multiplicitgeRies's.

That category-description describes the categotgnulti-seRies' units, of TV ‘Multi-Series, e.g., the earlyMulti-
Series of theStar Trek sequence -Original — Next Generation - - Voyager - Enterprise --
or the later M ulti-Series of theStarGate sequence SG-1 - Atlantis -

We may “assert” our solution as followgirr = Au = M [-—) Qs

Oursteps = 3 equation-model, as we have solved it so far, tlowg Inoks like this --

3
)-I-‘3 = E> = E? =E+S+dse + R+ dre + Qrs + Qrse + M. [Note E® = 8 categorick

-- since we have not, as yet, “solved-for” whickuat categories of the ‘TV Series’ domain are dbst by the
algorithmically-generated symbdike, Qrs, anddrse, if any.

But we already know how to characterize plossible categories that these three category-symbols faé|lviz.:

* dre [) a5 “calls for” the category of a kind &pisode unit that functions as if it were a whaeRies unit, a
category for atypical, exceptionaseRies units of type one’.

* drs [—) ds “calls for” the category of a kind @eason unit that functions as if it were a whaeRies unit, a
category for atypical, exceptionaseRies units of type two'.

* Qrse[—) Q7 “calls for” the category of a kind @sg unit that functions as if it were a whaeRies unit, a
category for atypical, exceptionaseRies units of type three’.

¢Do any such units actually exist today, in the dionod contemporary TV Seri@s

» ¢Have there been any planned TVRSes units, intended to run for multipipisodes, but that terminated after just
oneEpisode?

» ¢Have there been any planned TVRBes units, intended to run for multipBeasons, but that terminated after just
oneSeason?

» ¢Have there been any TV Ries, run for one or morgeasons, with at least one singlEpisode Season?

Probably there have been -- at least for thetfivetcategory-descriptions listed above. | donowrfor sure. Any
readers whao know, please write in.

Were we to find no actual instances of such unitgrésent existence, then the “categorgyze, drs, anddrse, and
mightall be instances of the genetiempty category” , @, and wemight“assert” our solution as follows:

Ore = Ors = Orse = @ [-) do.
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We mightthen therefore write odull solution for stefs =3 as --

3
)'I"a =E° =E’ =E+S+0se +R+0re +0rs + Qrse + M =
E+S+0se+tR+@® +@® +@® +M = E+S +dse +tR+M =

Episodes + Seasons + ‘Season-Episodes + Series + Multi-Series.

But let’s keep all of our ‘categorial-combinatoljapossible’ category-descriptions around for a while longerges |
think most or all of them probably already haveuatinstances --

3
)::(3 =E = E°=E+S+0se +R+ Qe +Qrs +Qree + M =

Episodes + Seasons +

‘Single-Episode-Seasons’ + +

‘Single-Episode- + ‘Single-Season- " + ‘Single-Episode-Seasons- T4

Multi-Series.

Stage 4. A steps =4 ‘self4teration’ would end with an ““algebraic™ categg-unknown described by the category-
description symba@jym [—=) die.

Because | believe that no ‘Multi-Multi-Series’ -e TV Series made up out of a ‘[Meta-]Series’ of ‘kikseries’ -- are
going to be familiar to very many of my readersgnfy [though some long-running “soap operas” maglify], I'm

declaring presentaticsteps = 4 to be “‘non-present’™, and stopping my narratiohthis model here, &teps = 3,

even though some of the “cross product” categosedptions, “crossing” categoiVl with each of the seven predecessor
categories ofteps = 3, might turn out to have actualized meanimgt/to have the value ‘full zero@.

The “four symbolic-elements expression” for thisdabis thusl:;23 [four if we count the underscore under Ehas a
separate “symbolic-element”].

Our categorial progression so far can be summateddally as below, and pictorially as on theduling pages.

The ‘gualo-fractdl‘content-structure’ of this ‘psychohistorical tkatic’ can be summarized as follows --

Multi-Series are ‘““‘made of™” s
which, in turn, are “‘made of"’Seasons,

which, in turn, are “‘made of "Episodes.
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. . . . . 3 .
The meaning mnemonically compressed intodtsymbolic-element expressi@&i can be depicted as follows --

Psychohisiorical Ontological Categories Diagram for
‘The Dialectic of TV Series’ Presentalion

Dyadic Seldon Function 'Meta-Equation’ for The Dialectic of Madarn TV Serias’ Model to step s =3 --

‘2 1
P 2 = < I P
2 i P 2 h taxonomy level 2 for < geness lumanity;
— hEplsodes
h —-..__\_._,;-—-S - 3 _\'\"-—-._._,_,-r-""f P

P = Model Domain: TV Erogramming.

Categories for Atypical f Exceplional Variations on the Core ‘Jdeo-Physio-Ontology!
Categories forming Core TV Serfos of T Seres, which may be "empty” or redundant [parial or total syntheses of some
lden-Physio-Ortology!

or all of their predecessor catedones -- ‘cateqorial hybrids', or ‘complex unities'].

'‘Multi-Series',

-- The eategory whose units
are multi-sefies Multi-series’.

- SBATON
h A seHies
nile-Episode i
sofios'
The categony
Seasons, whiose units
Uyu=4,=5 gory whose units are multi-Episode Seasons. ) are

‘single-Episode

Seasons'

E—3 T4 -- The category whose units are individual TV StonEpisodes.
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The Growing Psychohistorical ‘Qualo-Fractal Tower’
of ‘The Dialectic of TV Series’ Presentalion [ulra-simple' example]
Dyadic Seldon Function 'Meta-Equation’ for The Dialectic of TV Series’ Model step 3 --
3 i? 1
2 P S 9 h = taxonomylevel 2 for zeenoss humarnity,
)—P' Episodes . :
h Q hU 9 P = ModelDomain: TV Programming-
_\_‘_‘_\_'_'_,_,_.-s P
‘Guzlo-Fractal
Scale/Level 3. s=3
The process of ‘systematic presentation’ modeled by Muiti-Series.
the 8= 3 equation component of the general 'meta- — —-—*“'ﬁ_'_'_ﬂ_'_'_'_h'““-—-—
equation’ - which is a function of the independent ‘EI'J € IEUItl-SEHES:
vatiable - is designed to call memary content back 8 L A
into the mind(s) of its audience, or of its individual user,
as the case may be, evoking that content out of $
ternermbered experiences of the domain being P
systematically reconstructed and presented per the i) o
rodel, with more and more content that was at first £|;|7 €3 2 SE
implicit being made explicit, as s increases. =
This content is represented, with each upward step of @
the process, by ever more categories, "'containing' this P
content, about what presently exists, with each such i) o
further category being added inits systematic order. £|35 € RS
The systematic presentation #s a diachronic process in
'micro-historical time', but its ever-taller tower of $
categories presented do kot represent, in any direct - P
way, a diachronic process, an historical process. ‘EI'J5 [t | o
Instead, they represent a synchronic cross-section RE
across present or recent history, describing the content
of that "slice” of history ever moare richly as s escalates. S=4 6
'"Gusalo-Fractal ﬂ; _.f"'_':h““‘m_ m
?cale.l’l.euel £ ‘““‘“-:-;-:F""’P E; UP
P P
= ) -~
: SE SE
‘Guaio-Fractal
ScalelLevel 1. oo
SEETONS. s=1 @ $
T oa Tentn —2 Sestie Seasons
2 e Jeasons 2as0ns I
UP _-{‘_"‘-—_--"'HFP ‘_\_‘_\_\_‘_'_'_'_'_,_,.,-'-"'P
‘Cuabo-Fractal
Scaleleveln. | S=10 3] & @
Episodes. e
i __/—'-".'"_""Hu..\_\_‘_‘ _._,,-o—"':'_'_'_""'-u..._\_\_\_ _._,,-o—"':'_'_'_""h.._\_\_\_ F
‘EI; e— Episodes % Episodes Episodes Episodes
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