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The Global Problematique of the Club of Rome (CoR)
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The Science of Dialogic Design (SDD)

The Thread

Within the Deliberative Democracy Labyrinth

Alexander N. Christakis
Maria Z. Kakoulaki

In order to close this gap, the Science of
Dialogic Design was developed over the last
fifty years. SDD is a People Science and
represents the "Fourth Phase Science" required

for addressing the Global Problematique.

The Thread captures this journey, with more
information available at:

www. 7 letters.solutions



http://www.7letters.solutions/

The Co-Laboratory of Democracy Dialogue




The Complexity Axiom

Designing social systems, such

Q’C\\'e Comp/ .
o‘é‘e as health care, education,
cities, and communities — is a
ndependent multidimensional challenge. It
| demands that observational
\exity /  \ \ntersy, " variety be respected when
<,°6\? ‘Situational /e takehold di
i _ - stakeholders are engaged in
D - Complexity : : :
> dialogue, while ensuring that
'\ rv r- u mgn n n u
3 e ey || Oheenver their cognitive limitations are

not violated in the effort to
attain comprehensiveness
(John Warfield).




The Eutopian Geometry of Languaging

The Eutopian geometry has
been invented to reconcile the
contradiction between Requisite
Variety and Requisite
Parsimony. It maximizes the
transparency of meaning and
understanding, while minimizing
ambiguity and cognitive overload
for colab participants.
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N - Total Number of
|deas

V - Number of Ideas
Receiving at Least One Vote

The Logosofia Dashboard

R - Number of Ideas Selected
for Mapping

(lusters Represented in
Selection

Cluster(s) not Represented in
Selection

Number of Ideas Currently
Mapped

Number of Ideas Remaining
to be Mapped

SCI - Situational Complexity
Index

CuRrrenT # oF Deep DRIVERS

CurrenT # oF Unique Marp
Connecrions (K)

CurrenT # oF Ipeas IN Marp
wiTH No ConNECTIONS

CurrenT # oF MaP LeveLs

Time Spent per Step

Generation

(larification

(lassification

Prioritization Mapping

Participant Status

P - Number of
Participants

V Maximum

Vote Status

Participants That Have Not Yet Voted
Participant #: (Hover over participant number for full name)

PEI - Priority Effectiveness Index

Cl - Consensus Index
Generation  Clarification  Classification ~ Mapping




The Eutopian Geometry Graphic Patterns

Plausibility

Maps
Nodes & their
interdependencies

Field

Ordered set of
categories

Pathways of Superposition

Plausibility Links from a profile to
A walk of links 2HIIEL

Profile
Sections in a field

[TypeA| [TypeB| [TypeC|  [TypeA|[TypeB||Type C|
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For further explanation, scan the QR Code or visit:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=v-O RMkz84E &t=2s



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=v-O_RMkz84E&t=2s

Retrospective Influence Mapping of a subset of CCPs in the context of the Climate Crisis

Plausibility Map

_ | 36 Imesponsible use of 4. Uncontrolled 47. Insufficient authority 44. Growing tendency to be
s | pesticides, chemical (unsustainable) of international agencies satisfied with technological
5 | additives, insufficiently Urban sprawl (1 (1 vote) solutions for every type of
tested drugs (1 vote) vote) problem (0 votes)
a2 s a2 S
2 14. Generalized environmental deterioration (2 votes)
Generated by a small gro of 4 L
y g p 2 24. Major disturbances of the
E world's physical ecology (3 votes)
r-3 F ¥
]
stakeholders with a subset of :
3 pollution (3 votes) consequences (1 vote)
r 3 2 -
. o M E 1. Explosive population growth with consequent 35. Irrational agricultural
O n I n u O u S rl I Ca ro e I I I S 3 escalation of social, economic, & other problems (1 vote) practices (1 vote)
r &
i 39. Growing technological gaps and lags between
C C P S p r S n t d by D r I I S n 3 developed and developing areas (3 votes)
e e e a a a
n

3. Increase in the production, destructive capacity, and accessibility of all weapons of war (3 votes)

Level 7

anm
15. Generalized lack of agreed-on altematives to present trends (3 votes)
Z e a n O e u O O l I l e 21. Accelerating wastage and exhaustion of natural resources (3 votes)
34. Fast obsolescing of palitical structures and processes (2 votes)
J

28. |deological fragmentation & semantic barriers to communication between individuals, groups, and nations (6 votes)

Level 8

via The Predicament of Mankind ; u

49. Insufficient understanding of Continuous Critical Problems, of 41. Inadequate participation of people at large in
their nature, their interactions, and of the future consequences public decisions (8 votes)

> both they and current solutions to them are generating (9 votes) IN CYCLE WITH

[l INCYCLEWITH 25. Generally inadequate and obsolete institutional
13. Anachronistic and irrelevant education (6 votes); and arrangements (2 votes)
18. Growing irrelevance of traditional values and continuing 42. Unimaginative conceptions of world-order and of
failure to evolve new value systems (6 votes); and the rule of law (2 votes)

37. Growing use of distorted information to influence and
manipulate people (3 votes)




OPTIONS FIELD WITH FOUR OPTIONS PROFILES

Derived from the 49 Continuous Critical Problems | 21st Century Agoras, 2 April 2022

Options Profile (example

Profile A. Polycentric Trusteeship

Authority Ecological regulation Distribution Participation Security

CCPs 25, 34, 42, 46, 47 CCPs 14, 21, 22, 24, 35, 36,48 CCPs 2,5, 8,20, 31,38, 43,45  CCPs 15,32, 41 CCPs 3, 33, 40

o State primacy o Pricing Basic provision Dialogic colabs o Disarmament

o Global binding o Physical caps o Job guarantee Citizen assemblies Common security

o Bioregional Commons trust o Asset redistribution o Digital plebiscite o Bounded deterrence
Polycentric o Standards and bans o Progressive transfer o Representative channels| o Arms trade ban

o Stakeholder standing o Voluntary codes o Cooperative ownership | o Advisory only o Alliances as they are

Profile B. Regulated Market Order

Authority Ecological regulation Distribution Participation Security

CCPs 25, 34, 42, 46, 47 CCPs 14, 21, 22, 24, 35, 36, 43 CCPs 2, 5, 8, 20, 31, 38, 43, 45 CCPs 15, 32, 41 CCPs 3, 33, 40

o State primacy Pricing o Basic provision o Dialogic colabs o Disarmament
Global binding o Physical caps o Job guarantee o Citizen assemblies o Common security

o Bioregional o Commons trust o Asset redistribution o Digital plebiscite Bounded deterrence

o Polycentric o Standards and bans Progressive transfer Representative channels| o Arms trade ban

o Stakeholder standing o Voluntary codes o Cooperative ownership | o Advisory only o Alliances as they are

Profile C. Devolved Commons

Authority Ecological regulation Distribution Participation Security

CCPs 25, 34, 42, 46, 47 CCPs 14, 21, 22, 24, 35, 36, 43 CCPs 2,5,8,20,31,38,43,45  CCPs 15, 32,41 CCPs 3, 33, 40

o State primacy o Pricing o Basic provision o Dialogic colabs o Disarmament

o Global binding Physical caps o Job guarantee Citizen assemblies o Common security
Bioregional o Commons trust o Asset redistribution o Digital plebiscite o Bounded deterrence

o Polycentric o Standards and bans o Progressive transfer o Representative channels Arms trade ban

o Stakeholder standing o Voluntary codes |—- Cooperative ownership | o Advisory only o Alliances as they are

Profile D. Present Trends Continued

Authority Ecological regulation Distribution Participation Security
CCPs 25, 34, 42, 46, 47 CCPs 14,21, 22, 24, 35,36,48  CCPs 2,5, 8,20,31,38,43,45  CCPs15,32,41 CCPs 3, 33, 40
State primacy o Pricing o Basic provision o Dialogic colabs o Disarmament
o Global binding o Physical caps o Job guarantee o Citizen assemblies o Common security
o Bioregional o Commons trust o Asset redistribution o Digital plebiscite o Bounded deterrence
o Polycentric o Standards and bans Progressive transfer o Representative channels o Arms trade ban

o Stakeholder standing |—-Voluntary codes o Cooperative ownership FAUV?SOI"V only |—~ Alliances as they are




The Fourth Phase of Science

Fourth Phase Science represents an extension of
the Three-Phases evolutionary model of science
advocated by Professor DeJew, namely

First Phase Science, focusing on
Objective-type complexity (Einstein)
Second Phase Science, focusing on
Subjective-type complexity (Freud)

Third Phase Science, focusing on
Intersubjective-type complexity (Warfield)

plexity /:Lt :‘;tlzox'::;\ \ntersu%
Fourth Phase Science is a People Science,
focusing on the phenomenon of Situational
Complexity, which emerges as the superposition of
the three types of observational complexity, when
groups of stakeholders assemble in a Situation
Room, in an effort to assault Problematiques.
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