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Irma Johanna Mosquera Valderrama,  
Emilia Ferone and Giovana Camila Portolese

Prologue
It was a great honor and pleasure of ours to serve as Guest 
Editors for this special issue of the Central European 
Political Science Review (CEPSR) emerged from the 
cooperation agreement between the Review and the World 
Complexity Science Academy (www.wcsaglobal.org) and 
aimed at developing a viable toolkit for global governance 
and policy modelling. 

In an age of global impact phenomena the clear para-
dox is that globalization increases despite local voices that, 
in its turn, have to become global to be heard. Therefore, 
there is no scape from globalization, for the better and 
worse. The challenges and opportunities of globalization 
can be understood as long and far as the toolkit is suitable. 
Obsolete common sense beliefs are not able to demonstrate 
whether globalization is wrong or failing; they merely show 
the inappropriate observation skills of the observer. 

Beyond any moral judgment, the present special issue 
provides some key interdisciplinary pillars of the complex 
systemic process. By considering epistemological, theo-
retical, methodological, technical, and applied operations 
(empirical is a tricky word which creates the illusion the 
observer can capture the reality as it is through the data) 
this issue offers a systemic vision to understand the world 
around us and enhance policy modelling. As a matter of fact, 
the link between research and policy is decisive as stated 
by WCSA motto: Research determines policy, policy 
determines politics, systematically. Notwithstanding, it is 
also worthwhile to draw a distinction between descriptive 
research and normative policy guidelines. The conflation 



14

of description and prescription has a negative impact in the 
reputation of science, law, and politics. 

The present special issue explores concepts and 
provides hints at different levels from epistemology to 
applied operations. Rather than describing these features 
chapter-by-chapter, a Mertonian systematization of 
contents will be presented in a nutshell. Such wider 
approach is possible since a broader and deepest overview 
of the systemic vision is underpinning the entire issue 
from its inaugural chapter titled Turbulent Convergence: 
A WCSA Presidential Agenda Setting for World Order 
Lawmaking and Policy Modelling. Written by Andrea 
Pitasi and Emilia Ferone, it cross-fertilizes all the five 
pillars described bellow:

1) The understanding of globalizations processes 
through identification/des-identifications, memetic recom-
binations of mixed symbols and flexible heterodox tradi-
tions, which could be broadly meant as the evolution of 
cosmopolitanism (Chapters 2, 3, and 7).

2) The empowerment of interconnected platforms 
(digital, legal, data, etc.) gives rise to a virtuous circle of 
memetic and symbolic recombination and reconfiguration 
(Chapters 2, 3, 4, and 7).

3) The setting up of a scenario were the sense of 
place and time is blurred by the memetic reconfigurations 
and platform expansions expanding memetic reconfigura-
tions: the age knowledge-intensive and intangible value, 
which represents an impressive new Cambrian explosion 
for our times (Chapters 2, 3, 4, and 7)

4) The rethinking of epistemology, methodology 
and theory on a big data global scale and beyond method-
ological nationalism as the only viable way to face the key 
evolutionary challenge before us, helping to overcome the 
temptation of pouring new wine into old bottles or present-
ing old wine in new bottles (Chapters 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7).
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5) The impact of the intangible world in the dynamic 
between digitalization and taxation, which is an exemplary 
case of how the methodological and epistemological reset-
ting coevolves the policy modelling toolkit. For instance, 
by setting problems differently and providing – or at least 
trying to provide – counterintuitive solutions (Chapters 3, 
5, and 6).

Still and all, because the texture of the special issue 
is wider, richer, more complex, neater, and further intrigu-
ing, some case studies are presented (Chapters 8, 9, and 
10). However unusual this five points compass might be, it 
facilitates the mapping of the special issue for the reader, 
allowing him/her to start a wonderful adventure in the 
complex and intangible global scenario we are living in. 

Leiden/Napoli/Curitiba, March 2019.
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Andrea Pitasi and Emilia Ferone

Turbulent Convergence
A WCSA Presidential systemic Agenda Setting 

for World Order Lawmaking and  
Policy Modelling

1.One planet, many interconnected worlds

This work is focused on turbulent convergences in 
our global scenario to be analyzed through a systemic 
approach. It is very important to consider we all live in 
just one planet: this planet, single planet is made of many 
interconnected worlds.

As systemic scholars, we know dealing with 
complex evolutionary systems, that the system is involved 
in a holistic vision in which is unified sand interconnected 
but not integrated, moreover we know that the whole is 
much more than the mere sum of its parts. Many intercon-
nected worlds which show us how the whole is greater and 
much more complex than the sum of its parts. That is why 
a systemic and holistic vision is strategic.

Then, every one-sided, every unilateral, every 
simplistic interpretation, for example of political phenom-
ena or economical ones is devoted to failure if we do not 
have a wider and more strategic and systemic vision in 
which we can frame and embed the phenomenon itself we 
are investigating. 

For example, we have many transnational / multi-
national / supranational organizations which cover our 
planet through treaties, through agreements, through differ-
ent protocols and most of them began originally shaped 
as International treaties and agreements then evolved 
proportionally to the development of legal and juridical 
globalization. 
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Day by day the world is turning the from is shifting from 
International to a transnational or even better supranational 
world order model as described for example in the field 
of Sociology of law by authors like Guenther Teubner or 
Christopher Thornhill.

The UN is just one example. 
If you look at the map in practice, all the planet 

is covered by the UN treaty. There are no meaningful 
exemptions. 

Let’s provide some more information about UN: 
Headquarters in New York, US
Offices in Geneva, Nairobi and Vienna
193 Member Countries / 196 Countries in the world

Figure 1. UN – United Nations map

World Health Organization more or less tells the same story 
if you look at the map and the distribution figuration.

Let us show briefly its key info:
Headquartered in Geneva, Switzerland 
6 WHO regions
49 field offices in countries/territories/areas
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Countries without a WHO office: covered by nearby field 
offices or by the appropriate regional office

Figure 2. WTO – World Health Organization map

If we check the International Labor Organization (ILO) it 
is the same story.

Headquarters in Geneva, Switzerland
187 Member Countries / 196 Countries in the world
Divided into 5 regions: Africa, Americas, Arab 

States, Asia and the Pacific, Europe and Central Asia

Figure 3. ILO – International Labour Organization map

Everybody was involved. The illusion that the National 
governments can shape autonomously their own labor poli-
cies is just a legend nowadays and again this post national 
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state pattern is reproduced by WTO evolving. Probably the 
most popular with the UN is the World Trade Organization 
shape the and founded by the treaty of Marrakesh on 
January 1st 1995.

Once again, 164 members, member countries of 
course, and 23 observers, a very small part of the planet is 
out of there. 

So every time you negotiated taxations tariffs, what-
ever you have to sit at the table there and start debating even 
quarrelling fighting eventually, but there you cannot invent 
your own trade policy like that, locally and nationally.

 
Figure 4. WTO – Word Trade Organization map

Once again, a global outlook the out creature of the 
International Organization for cooperation and develop-
ment (OECD). And once again, the planet is covered by 
them. Also OECD mirrors the below patterns. 
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Figure 5 OECD – International Organization for cooperation and 
development map

And once again, we find some basic information 
about the organization. 
Headquarters in Paris, France
36 Member Countries
Global Relations reach non-Members
Key partners: Brazil, India, Indonesia, China and 
South Africa
Regional Initiatives: Europe, the Caucasus and 
Central Asia; Asia; Latin America; the Middle East 
and North Africa (MENA) 

2. Evolutionary regulation platforms as Conway’s game

These organizations are not equal and they do not work 
according to the same, identical regulations and bylaws. 
Nevertheless most of the differences among them do not 
make the difference in evolutionary viable terms. They 
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are all stretched between a trans/supranational megatrend 
redesigning and reshaping both their internal-external 
connections and the noise resonance of the nation state not 
systemic environment (Luhmann, 1995 and 2012-13). 
Thus, on one side we have first glance of freedom, freedom 
of action freedom of movement freedom of everything. In 
practice this freedom that is inside a very wide flexible, but 
at the same time powerful network covering all over the 
planet, freedom evolves as a game. With its key, few but 
pivotal evolutionary regulations. 

These evolutionary regulations shape platforms of 
redesigning world order law and policy patterns which are 
basically light on / light off in Conway’s game (Figure 6).

Figure 6. Conway’s game representation

It is shaped as Conway’s Game of Life (Dennett, 2004) 
which will be explained just some lines below and which 
can be applied to describe how many lights on together 
with few lights off describe the emerging global civiliza-
tion with few Global Player (GP) interconnected by a rela-
tively small amount of links (L) where each GP is free to 
empower and evolve some links and weakening others.

However each choice is predetermined in the whole 
amount of potential link (P) where L=(f)P. 

So, each GP is a reconfigurating autocatalytic and 
self-organized set for evolutionary selection (Kauffman, 
1995: 273-304 ) which means a more and more leveraged 
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data/bit relationship: a lower and lower amount of bits 
capable to manage, code and select an increasing amount 
of data (Chaitin, 2006). 

All GPs are connected each other by platforms.
One of these platforms is digitalization; another is 

represented by taxation treaties, for example. These both 
platforms are something totally different if they are analyzed 
on a methodological nationalism bias (Beck, 2006) or as 
interconnected, structurally coupled system both dealing, 
for example with the matter of intangible value creation 
and assessment. 

When the Conway’s Game is fully empowered, all 
the lights are on. What is a Conway’s Game of Life in 
substance? it’s like that also reminding the picture above. 
Imagine a set of lamps; each cell is a kind of lamp light 
on light off. On one side light on light off is a random 
phenomenon, what some scholars would call potential but 
resourceless freedom. Light on light off is freedom. But 
freedom is inside the structure; there is no way that a light 
might be on out of the game.

There is no freedom about that out of there. The free-
dom is the random choice of interconnection and recombi-
nation in out on off inside the game. What Conway means 
is that there is no freedom of choice outside of the game.

Considering the Emergent Global Player Scenario 
(EGPS) as a Conway Game which are the key factors 
which frame the game and set the lights off /on?

They are listed below in the Emerging Global Player 
Scenario-EGPS shaping a unitas multiplex:

Global cosmopolitanism; Science intensive, knowl-
edge-based policy modelling, and procedural decision-mak-
ing; Entrepreneurial self-constructing, wide horizon spirit; 
Social autonomy structuration to a systemic global level. 

Let’s explain these key concepts.
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1.) Global cosmopolitanism. The concept of cosmopoli-
tan vision is a key contribution by Beck, (2006) who states 
that: “Cosmopolitism […] is a vital theme of European 
civilization and European consciousness and beyond that 
of global experience […] What do we mean then by the 
cosmopolitan outlook? Global sense, a sense of boundar-
ylessness. An everyday, historically, alert, reflexive aware-
ness of ambivalence in a milieu of burying differentiation 
andcultural contradictions” (Beck, 2006: 2-3). The cosmo-
politan outlook can be described as follows: “As a count-
er-image to the territorial prison theory of identity, society 
and politics we can provisionally distinguish five intercon-
nected constitutive principles of the cosmopolitan outlook:

First, the principle of experience of crisis in world 
society. The awareness of interdependence and the result-
ing civilizational community of fare induce by global 
risks and crises which overcomes the boundaries between 
internal and external, us and them, the national and the 
international;

Second, the principle of recognition of cosmopolitan 
differences and the resulting cosmopolitan conflict char-
acter and the (limited) curiosity concerning differences of 
culture and identity;

Third, the principle of cosmopolitan empathy and 
of perspective taking and the virtual interchangeability of 
situations (as both an opportunity and a threat);

Fourth the principle of the impossibility of living 
in a world society without borders and there consulting 
compulsion to redraw old boundaries and rebuild old walls.

Fifth the mélange principle: the principle that local, 
national, ethnic, religious and cosmopolitan cultures and 
traditions interpenetrate, interconnect and intermingle-cos-
mopolitanism without provincialism is empty, provincial-
ism without cosmopolitism is blind” (Beck, 2006: 7). Beck 
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adds: “the cosmopolitan outlook calls into question one 
of the most powerful convictions concerning society and 
politics which find expression in the claim that modern 
society and modern politics can only be organized in the 
form of national states. Society is equated with society 
organized in nationally and territorially delimited states. 
When social actors subscribe to this belief, I speak of a 
national outlook. When it determines the perspective of the 
scientific observer I speak of methodological nationalism” 
(Beck, 2006: 24).

2.) Science intensive, knowledge-based policy model-
ling, and procedural decision making. This concept refers 
to Nowotny’s key contribution of scientific citizenship 
which features the knowledge based society; she affirms, 
“a knowledge based society also increase its production 
of epistemic things, various kinds of abstract objects, and 
technical artifacts that are subject to the same rules. The 
democratization of scientific expertise is also merely the 
expansion of principles of governance that have served 
the Western liberal democracies well. Today, science and 
technology are no longer viewed with awe but are part of 
everyday life. Mediated by the educational system and 
qualifications and certificates people acquire, they deter-
mine people’s chances of upward social mobility, their 
working world, and the course of their biographies. It is 
thus logical to extend the concept of citizenship to science 
and technology. «Scientific citizenship» comprises right 
and duties and asks about both the functions that expanded 
concept of citizenship could fulfill in social integration and 
also the duties that arise from it for citizens as well as for 
political institutions and administrations” (Nowotny, 2008: 
23-24).
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3.) Entrepreneurial self-constructing, wide horizon 
spirit. This key concept is inspired by the volume “The 
entrepreneurial Society” (Audretsch, 2007). “The entrepre-
neurial mentality and vision are synonym of proactivity, 
wide horizon strategy, relentless evolution (Laszlo, 2008a), 
continuity in goal attainment, clear goal setting, high speed 
in changing methods, tools and tactics if required to reach 
to fixed goal and so on. The entrepreneurial attitude and 
vision imply “lifelong” learning, evolutionary citizens 
who are always ready to distinguish shifts and shocks are 
mostly in their own emotional self-control and when the 
shock is coming (shaped as the Schumpeterian winds of 
creative destruction as shown in Pitasi-Ferone, 2008) they 
are already aware of how to act strategically and consis-
tently. They do not cross and not wish to cross their life-
time as Broch’s Sleepwalkers (Broch, 2011).

4.) Social autonomy structuration to a systemic global 
level. Last key concept is concerning with the previous 
and it is a sort of consequence. The knowledge society 
challenges “dramatically provokes strong public opin-
ion debates, and their “consequences” easily witness that 
emotional, incompetent reactions and attitudes simply 
generate a growing public misunderstanding of science, 
technology and their socio-economical impacts. That is 
why scientific citizenship is emerging faster and faster to 
solve the “incompetence” problem. Scientific citizenship 
is reconfiguring itself and it is emerging in the shape of 
societarian citizenship (Donati, 1993), inspired by the 
autonomous, self-organizing “spirit” and mood of the most 
competent and skilled knowledge-based elites, educated 
according to the most self-reflexive, relational, responsible 
freedom” (Pitasi, 2015). 
“Social and public engagement by not profit organizations 
is crucial as far as it allows the emergence of new trends, 
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requests and needs if these organizations are cosmopolitan, 
managed by an entrepreneurial spirit and science intensive 
to follow the deliberative systemic procedures. When these 
organizations fail to accomplish or reject this cosmopolitan, 
science based, enterpreneurial and societarian model, they 
turn into noisy movement expressing the most emotional 
moods of the crowds in radical democracy participation 
fueled by bias and common sense. That is why e-democ-
racy, for example, is becoming more and more procedural 
and complex. Organizations allowing e-voting have very 
clear settings and ranks to vote admittance” (Pitasi, 2016).

The four key concepts, Cosmopolitanism, scien-
tific citizenship, entrepreneurship, societal autonomy, are 
the four dimension of a new idea of citizenship, called 
Hypercitizenship (Pitasi, 2012, 2015, 2016; Pitasi-Ferone, 
2017). Hypercitizenship is sketched out by designing a 
muldimensional and multipolar convergence among differ-
ent kinds of citizenship above explained.

With its four conceptual dimensions, Hypercitizen-
ship, features the strategic attitude of those areas in which 
capitalism is turning into turbogenetic capitalism. The Hy-
percitizenship concept is focused on the fact that commu-
nication about key challenges of our times is increasingly 
meaning communication and public understanding of sci-
ence and technology for governance and policymaking on 
a global, glocal and cosmopolitan scale.

3. A systemic process vision: Macro – Meso – Micro – 
Psyco-Social levels

Let us get back to the Conway’s Game of Life. The light is 
on when the Global player is aligned to the transnational/ 
supranational megatrend expanding and evolving; the light 
is off when the methodological nationalism bias leads the 
Global Player to self implosion which means not a return 
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to the past nation state scale but rather its centrifugal frag-
mentation whose previous pieces are been incorporated by 
different – and then bigger and stronger – centripetal global 
players. 

Here the list of the current Global Players:
The NAFTA GP
The BRICS GP 
The Turkish Area GP
The EU GP
The United African Market GP
The Chinese – Japanese Area GP
The Mercosur GP
They are «LEGO» shaped thus every brick is built in 

a GP to exist and evolve but in a very interconnected intan-
gible way two bricks can be built in two or more evolu-
tionary shapes, despite what happens in the physical world. 
BRICS and MERCOSUR are both GPs; Brazil belongs to 
both of them, for example.

In brief, some areas remain outsiders but not isolated 
(Bahamas, Singapore, Switzerland, for example); they 
are not autarchically closed and isolated; they play a key 
interconnection role among GP, instead. They remain inde-
pendent as they bridge the GPs increasing their mutual 
connections and their scale and leverage. Thus, they are 
Convergence Knots / Hubs clearly unifying and harmoniz-
ing a systemic process vision:

Macro: The EGPS
Meso: Each GP “scanned”
Micro: National states and their fragments
Psycho-Social: Gemeinschaftliche Lebenswelt (De 

Swaan, 2015)
It is a key evolutionary step in scale and leverage 

emerged in the last thirty years at great speed. At the mid 
of the 1980s every course of applied sociology would 
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have adopted the following scale to explain for example, 
unemployment:

Macro: unemployment in Italy
Meso: unemployment in the Emilia Romagna Region
Micro: unemployment in Bologna
Psycho-Social. Unemployment in the Santo Stefano 

Neighborhood of Bologna . This were the pattern of a 
relatively macro based course but a more micro oriented 
professor might have shaped the research design levels as 
follows:

Pyscho-social: Giovanni is an unemployed telling 
his life story by interview in depth

Micro: Giovanni’s friends and mates tell their 
stories of unemployment and the story of their community 
neighborhood

Meso: participant observation in a Bologna hall 
Employment Center for labor policies

Macro: comparing the success of the whole network 
of these centers in the Bologna Metropolitan Area. 

The power of recursivity. Time passes by, freedom 
evolves, complexity increases and the scale and leverage 
expand globally thus political and social sciences working 
styles change: What sociological working styles do effec-
tively work? Observing the history of sociology in terms 
of working styles, sociological works can be categorized in 
relatively few kinds.

1. Qualitative local based works. These works 
are not featured by wide theoretical frameworks, histori-
cal depth or huge amount of data, they are rather focused 
on small scale ethnographical information and participant 
observation. Probably the most famous and exemplary 
sociological research of this kind is White’s Street Corner 
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Society (1993) but probably Middletown (Lynd & Lynd, 
1929) was the very first champion. These works are craft 
ship ones, certainly fascinating and intriguing even if at 
a very low generalization level and scientifically not very 
reliable and reproducible. Visual ethnography methods 
introduced since the end of the 1970s were an attempt to 
develop more valid and reliable procedures (Grady, 2001 
and 2011).

2. Quantitative middle range works trying to 
balance theory and empirical research in a kind of circular 
and mutual double check between theory and fieldwork. 
Robert King Merton’s Theory and social structure (1949) 
is the masterpiece which embodies this working style at its 
top.

Both these working styles had not great general-
ization standards, especially the former. They were both 
focused on a territory and time limitation of the research 
subject Merton’s key work (1949) implicitly framed the 
problem of generalization when he considered the system-
atization of the most relevant theoretical-empirical findings 
to expand their range. 

The matter of comparison dramatically emerged also 
though the growing internationalization of what Elias called 
the Civilization Process (Elias, 1969 and 1982) which was 
very inspiring showing how comparative research might 
show different ways to reach the same aim: multiple 
modernities as different paths towards the same direction 
(Eisenstadt, 1991).

3. Comparative Sociology, both diachronically 
and synchronically, emerged as a key vision to expand the 
sociological horizons beyond the specific territory and time 
limitations which features the two other working styles. 
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Comparative Sociology generated high quality contribu-
tions to compare “entities” (social and institutional ones) 
for example tough Goudsblom’s writings (Goudsblom, 
1994 for example) nevertheless this working style implied 
very neat and simple scenarios in which the entities were 
compared thus very wide but simple scenarios in which 
complex interconnections were rather weak. That is 
why the editors of the superb Concise Encyclopedia of 
Comparative Sociology, sharply wrote: “if, as globalization 
seem to have implied, there were to be eventual social and 
cultural convergence in the world, comparative sociologi-
cal research would wane as there would be fewer distinct 
entities to compare” (Sasaki et al., 2014: XII)

Beware globalization does not imply fewer enti-
ties, globalization implies fewer distinct and neatly sepa-
rated entities which in the past shaped the stereotypes of 
the taken for granted world (Berger & Luckmann, 1995). 
Globalization implies an increasing density and variety of 
entities but these are recombinational hybridations (geneti-
cally and mimetically) which express on one side a variety 
and density of entities increase and on the other side the 
vanishing of “pure”, specific local entities. Variety increases 
by hybridation, then comparisons become very unlikely and 
the convergence concept in the age of complexity scenarios 
is not a mere socio-cultural convergence.

What is convergence then? The metaconvergence 
spiral (Pitasi, 2014) shapes the answer; nevertheless one 
further step in mapping sociological working styles is 
required.

4. One forth working style is general sociological 
theory which is a great stream focused on the epistemo-
logical construction of conceptual and semantical system-
atization of scientific knowledge by letting converge the 
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key foundations and findings of interdisciplinary studies. 
No convergence would never be possible without this kind 
of working style whose masterpieces as Luhmann’s Social 
Systems (1995) and Theory of Society (2012 and 2013).

The theoretical challenge: rethinking sociology 
convergently which implies to observe the double contin-
gency of high macro linear global change and the spiral 
like meso, micro and psycho-sociological levels. The 
social agent in his/her context is always involved in nonlin-
ear and turbulent dynamics s/he can clearly perceive and 
feel uncertain, mysterious but still the macrotrend is much 
more linear than s/he can realize.

In brief imagine how turbulent, chaotic, violent, 
tragic the Two World Wars were and how short in time 
they took place: 1914-1945. A person born in 1914 who 
survived both world wars might have been very skeptical 
(to be elegant and polite) if aged 31, someone had told 
him, evolution is simple and linear. Nevertheless if we 
consider the four key forces of macroevolution – demog-
raphy, climate change, globalization and research demand, 
(Smith, 2010) – specifically demography we can easily 
check world population in 1900 was 1,600 000 000 inhab-
itants, in 1950 2,5 million inhabitants. Two of the most 
violent wars ever maybe influenced demography a little but 
they did not change the expansion trend. 
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Figure 7. The Metaconvergence Spiral and its Linear 
Evolutionary Macrotrend

As shown in the Figure 7. above describing the metacon-
vergence spiral is featured by 6 platforms (coded in the 
blue areas of the spiral and listed top down in the figure):

•	 Convergent world organization
•	 Ring singularity
•	 Language
•	 Triffin’s world currency
•	 Memetics
•	 Mediatech & Ict
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These are the Globus Platforms (metaphorically Windows 
XP). While the 5 types of convergent catalogues in the spiral 
are coded in the white areas listed top down as follows:

A. Ethological Copies (EC)
B. Symbolic Multipliers (SM)
C. Functional Equivalents (FE)
D. Innovations (IN)
E. Reconfigurations (RE)

5 Types of Catalogues Mundus (metaphorically the 
folders of files, if there are too many identical copies the 
risk of being thrown to the bin is high, if the variety of files 
is viable each folder will collect the different files of the 
same project). The metaconvergence of platform and cata-
logues is not a mere dialectical synthesis between a thesis 
(platform) and antithesis (catalogues); the metaconver-
gence spiral is rather an increasing dematerialization and 
differentiation process, redesigning and reconfigurating the 
dynamic and instable flows among EC/SM/FE/IN/RE, in 
which the increasing EC density implies inflation of copies 
and deflation of value and the RE variety describes the 
opposite side of the bifurcation shaping four key scenarios 
of high/low density linked with high/low variety as follows:

HD/ HV 
HD/LV
LD/ LV 
LD/LV

Moreover, the variety-density link mirrors the internal 
differentiation coding of the platform expansion or not. For 
example, currency platforming is binary coded with insti-
tutional sovereignty and language platforming is coded 
with vernacularization; the vernacularization process is 
currently decreasing (Cavalli Sforza, 2001) just like the 
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amount of currencies representing sovereign orders: the 
Euro is a simple example of how many currencies disap-
peared in the last decades (the German Mark, the Dutch 
Guilder, the Spanish Peseta, the Italian Lira and so on). 
Other currencies keep on existing (mostly in Africa and 
South America) but they are rather irrelevant and further 
currencies keep on existing a satellites of just one, stronger 
currency (the Australian, Canadian and Hong Kong curren-
cies are named dollars). The convergence of currencies and 
its turbulence can be explained though some meteorology 
fractal principles (Mandelbrot, 2006).

4. Conclusion

Nowadays sociological and political science based research 
can shift between comparative and convergent research 
design to avoid that the subjectivity of the social actors 
from research items might switch into official knowledge 
sources. Social actors /agents are at the most lamps on /off. 

The so called Conway’s game of life is very import-
ant to make sense of the link between systemic boundaries 
and margin of freedom. Especially in an emergent scenario, 
which we called the global player scenario (EGPS), which 
is a Unitas Multiplex of same specific features as shown 
above. 

In this scenario WCSA is a Think and Do Tank 
(TDT) for research & policy in the EGPS and on facilitat-
ing interdisciplinary among the social, political, legal and 
economical sciences as “policy determines politics” (Lowi, 
2009) which determines politics. 

Policy is design-based research, not subjected to 
political selection.

Mind Elias – De Swaan’s Process (De Swaan, 2015) 
from macro to psycho-social.
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All four steps are required in a correct and viable 
systemic complex process design, but not all the four matter 
in the same way as the coding process and the scaling and 
leveraging functions draw the distinction between meaning 
and noise.

Political decisions = (f) science based research 
design is viable.

Turned upside down is rhetoric manipulation on 
masses (back to Canetti’s Crowd and Power?) WCSA is 
aimed at shaping standardized research design for policy 
modelling screening high continuity beyond contingent 
turbulence: Filtering the shifts – differences which do not 
make the difference – focusing either on continuity or on 
trend reversing shocks according to the WCSA key episte-
mological vision: research determines policy, policy deter-
mines politics. 

However you shape our planet it is an Unity; in 
complexity it is a “Unitas Multiplex” but the multiplex of 
the unity exists functionally to the unitas.

Figure 8. The world is a cat playing with Australia
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