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ABSTRACT

This work highlights the origins and nature of the social class language game in
Mocombe’s theory of phenomenological structuralism. According to Mocombe, the
human being is a product of their mental stance arising from conflict, or not, between
four structuring structures: 1) praxis associated with the phenomenal properties, i.e.,
qualia, of subatomic particles; 2) the anatomy and physiology of the body; 3) structural
reproduction and differentiation; and 4) actions driven by the deferment of meaning
in ego-centered communicative discourse. It is the mental stance of human beings in
relation to these four structuring structures, which determine their being and actions
in the material world. The social class language game, associated with structural
reproduction and differentiation, in this theory is constituted as five systems under the
control of those who own the means and mode of production in a material resource
framework, and is ultimately the determining factor of, and for, human actions in the
material world.
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1. Introduction

This work highlights the origins and nature of
the social class language game, i.e., social
structure, in Mocombe’s theory of
phenomenological structuralism. According to
Mocombe, the human being is a product of their
mental stance arising from conflict, or not,
between four structuring structures: 1) praxis
associated with the phenomenal properties, i.e.,
qualia, of subatomic particles; 2) the anatomy
and physiology of the body; 3) structural
reproduction and differentiation; and 4) actions
driven by the deferment of meaning in ego-
centered communicative discourse. It is the
mental stance of human beings in relation to
these four structuring structures, which
determine their being and actions in the material
world. The language game,
associated with 3) structural reproduction and
differentiation, in this theory is constituted as
five systems under the control of those who own
the means and mode of production in a material

social class

resource framework, and is ultimately the
determining factor of, and for, human actions,
i.e., praxis or practical consciousness.

2. Background of the Problem

The linguistic turn in meaning and identity
which supplanted biological
determinism in the early twentieth century,
whether in linguistics or the social sciences,
presupposes that meaning and the nature of
human identity or consciousness is nothing

constitution,

more than the relationships which pertain
within a given linguistic system, structure,
culture, or social structure. Thus, such questions
as those pertaining to matters of human agency,
individual or shared interests, community, etc.,
have generally been ignored by so-called

“structuralists” (Edgar & Sedgwick, 1999, p. 383).

This in turn makes most structural approaches
synchronic; that is, most structuralists approach
a phenomenon at a single moment in history, or
as something existing outside history, which is
unchanging.

It is well known that Ferdinand de Saussure in
linguistics, to  Claude
anthropology, and Talcott Parsons and Louis

Lévi-Strauss in
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Althusser in sociology postulate this synchronic
world ordered into an interconnected semiotic
system. In Saussurean structuralism, which
serves as the model for the social sciences,
language “is viewed as a purely arbitrary system
of signs in which parole or speech is subsidiary to
langue, the formal dimension of language. Parole
is the world’s messiness that the semiotic order
[or formal dimension] shuns” (Obeyesekere,
1997, p. 18), subjecting social actors to its binary
that gives their
framework, rather than the other way around
(Levi-Strauss, 1963; Marshall, 1998; Saussure,
1972 [1916]).

In anthropology, Lévi-Strauss extends this idea
to culture, and culture too becomes a system of

rules them conceptual

external signs, which reflect the structure or
categories of the mind, exercised in social
relations to order experience (Lévi-Strauss, 1963,
p. 279). Just the same, in sociology Talcott
Parsons, and many others, employs the notion of
structure or system to refer to modern capitalist
society as an “organic” whole or totality
consisting of interrelated parts (i.e., structurally
differentiated) that perform specific functions in
relation to each other and contribute to the
maintenance of the whole, i.e., structural
functionalism (Parsons, 1951, p. 5-6). The
structural Marxism of Louis Althusser, and
many replaces
conservative holism and Levi-Strauss’s mental
(cultural) categories by positions in modes of
production and relations to the means of
production for the structure or system that

others, both  Parsons’s

governs meaning and gives social actors their
conceptual framework (Althusser, 2001[1971]).

The logical consequence of the adoption of the
Saussurean position by Lévi-Strauss, Parsons,
and Althusser in philosophy and the social
sciences, however, is the implication that human
action, or consciousness, lies in the reproduction
of the relational (binary rules for inclusion and
exclusion) objective models of society as either
structured by our minds, or the external
interrelated structures of signification as
internalized by social actors. Therefore, to
understand human social agency, one only
needs to understand either how the mind
structures reality (transcendental idealism), or
the differentiating (relational) rules of a culture,
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social structure, or social system. Both positions,
however, are problematic. In the psychologism
of the former case, social structure reflecting the
structure of the mind, social practice or action
and its variability are inconceivable in that there
is no analytical means to explain how the
internal “binary” processes of the mind give rise
to the external empirical phenomena of social
structures, practices, and their variabilities. In
the latter case, structure or social structure as a
reflection of the internalization of external
functional structures of signification, i.e., part /
whole relationship, the possibility for, and the
origins of, the variability of practices, which
have ontological status in the world, amongst
irreducibly situated subjects are inconceivable,
as human subjects or social actors are only
reproducing in their actions the relational
meaning and representation of the external
objective social world (society), without any
practices,
outside of

deviations, or
improvisations the

differentiation of the social structure.
Moreover, since the 1960’s with the advent of
postmodern and post-structural theories, which
langue
understanding human agential initiatives, into
the theoretical discourses of social science
academics a new struggle regarding the origins
and nature of identity and consciousness vis-a-

alternative
structural

emphasized  Parole  over for

vis the aforementioned structural problematics
has dominated social science and philosophical
theories. The issue centers on several factors
raised by postmodern and post-structural
thinkers in the likes of Michel Foucault, Jacques
Derrida, and Jacques the
structuralism of the sciences, 1) they question
the validity regarding the Cartesian rational
individual, which Foucault and Derrida deny in
favor of their attempt to dissolve the subject
altogether; 2) they question the interdependency
of the constitution of a stable structure and a
distinct subject with agency, in denying the
latter they undermine the former; 3) they
question the status of science; 4) finally, they
question the possibility of the objectivity of any
language of description or analysis.

Hence, in the latter postmodern and post-
structural positions with its emphasis on parole,
the human being is a floating signifier with no

Lacan against
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structuring structure. In this work, I argue, using
Mocombe’s
structuralism and consciousness field theory,
that the postmodern and post-structural
positions are completely absurd, and only
highlight one (phylogenetic) aspect of human

theories of phenomenological

nature, which is their ability to defer meaning in

ego-centered communicative discourse.
Whereas the postmodern and post-structural
positions imply that the latter takes place in
relation to nothingness; Mocombe suggests that
it takes place in relation to three structuring
structures of the human being. For Mocombe,
the human being is a species whose actions in
the material world are determined by their
three
structures and their ability to defer meaning in
ego-centered communicative discourse. In the
end, however, their actions are determined by

the structural reproduction and differentiation

mental stance vis-a-vis structuring

of the social class language game, which is
constituted by systems, language,
communicative discourse, ideology, ideological
apparatuses, and the mode of production.

five

3. Theory and Method

Mocombeian (2019, 2022) phenomenological
structuralism, which is a structurationist theory
that views the constitution of society, human
identity, and social agency as a duality and
dualism, fixes traditional structurationism to
account for alternative practices outside of
structural
(sociogenic factors) by accounting for three other
(structuring structural) sources of action in the
material world on top of structural reproduction
and

reproduction and differentiation

differentiation. Mocombeian
phenomenological structuralism posits that
societal and agential constitution are a result of
power relations, interpellation, and socialization
or embourgeoisement via five systems, i.e.,
mode of production, language, ideology,
ideological apparatuses, and communicative
discourse, which are reified as a social structure
or what Mocombe (2019) calls a “social class
language game” by persons, power elites, who
control the means and modes of production in a
material resource framework. Once
interpellated and embourgeoised by these five
systems, which are reified as a social structure
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and society (social class language game), social
their
recursively organize,

actors, for ontological  securities,
reproduce,
differentiated by the rules of conduct of the
social structure, which are sanctioned by the
power elites who control the means and modes
of production, language, ideology, ideological

apparatuses, and communicative discourse in a

and are

material resource framework.

Hence, societal and agential constitution are
both a duality and dualism: a dualism given the
reification of the social structure or social class
language game via the five systems; and a
duality given the internalization of the rules of
the five systems, which become the agential
initiatives or praxes
differentiated by the rules of conduct that are
sanctioned based on the economic mode of
production.  Difference,  ontogenetic,  or
alternative individual praxis, in Mocombe’s

of social actors

structuration theory, phenomenological
structuralism, is not structural differentiation as
articulated by traditional structurationists such
as Bourdieu, Sahlins, Habermas, and Giddens;
instead, it is a result of actions arising from the
deferment of meaning in
communication given the interaction of two
other structuring structures (physiological
drives of the body and brain; and phenomenal

properties of subatomic particles that constitute

ego-centered

the human subject) vis-a-vis the mental stance of
the ego—unready-to-hand, ready-to-hand, or
present-at-hand —, which arises out of conflict,
the
socialization or embourgeoisement of social

or not, during interpellation and
actors throughout their life span or cycle, which
produces alternative praxis that is exercised at
the expense of the threat these practices may
pose to the ontological security of social actors in
the social structure or society. Hence, for
Mocombe, structurationists account for only one
aspect of social action, which is structural
reproduction
postmodernism and post-structuralism account
for another, i.e., the ability of the human species
to  defer ego-centered
communicative discourse and reify that deferred
meaning as an alternative social class language
game. They both overlook two other structuring

structures, the drives of impulses of subatomic

and differentiation, and

meaning in
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particles and the sensibilities of the body and
brain, in relation to the mental stance of the
individual, which determines their actions.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

According to Mocombe, the Heideggerian
(mental) stances / analytics, “ready-to-hand,”
“unready-to-hand,” and “present-at-hand,”
which emerge as a result of conflict/tension (or
lack  thereof) the embodied
transcendental ego (psychions and their qualia)
vis-a-vis its different (structuring) systems, 1)

the sensibilities and (chemical, biological, and

between

physiological) drives of the body and brain, 2)
drives / impulses / frequencies of embodied
residual memories or phenomenal properties of
past / present / future recycled / entangled /
superimposed subatomic / chemical particles, 3)
the actions produced via the body in relation to
the indeterminacy/deferment of meaning of
linguistic and symbolic signifiers as they appear
to individuated consciousnesses in ego-centered
communicative discourse, 4) and the dialectical
and differentiating effects, ie. structural
reproduction and differentiation, of the
structures of signification, social class language
game, of those who control the economic
materials (and their distribution, i.e., mode of
production) of a world are the origins of
practical consciousnesses. All four types of
actions, the drives and sensibilities of the body
and brain, drives or phenomenal properties of
embodied recycled / replicated / entangled /
superimposed past / present /
consciousnesses, structural reproduction /
differentiation stemming from the mode of

production (which are variations of two ideal

future

types), and deferential actions arising from the
deferment of ego-centered
communicative discourse via the present-at-
hand stance / analytic, exist in the material world
with the social class language game, ie., the
physical, mental, emotional, ideological, etc. 5)
powers of those who control the material

meaning in

resource framework as the causative agent for
individual behaviors.

In other words, our (mental)
consciousness vis-a-vis the conflict (or lack
thereof) between the (chemical, biological, and
physiological) drives and sensibilities of the

stances in
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body and brain, (societal) structural
reproduction and differentiation, drives of
embodied past / present / future consciousnesses
of recycled / entangled / superimposed
subatomic / chemical particles, and deferential
actions arising as a result of the deferment of

communicative
the
consciousness we want to recursively reorganize
and reproduce in the material world. The power,

power positions, and power relations of those

meaning in ego-centered

discourse determines practical

who control (via the mode of production,
language, ideology, ideological apparatuses,
and communicative discourse, i.e., social class
language game) the resources (and their
distribution, i.e, mode of production) of a
material resource framework, and the threat it
poses to the ontological security of an actor, in
the end determines what actions and identities
are allowed to organize and reproduce in the
material world without the individual actor /
agent facing marginalization or death. They
(those in power, i.e., the power elites) encounter
and choose, dialectically, anti-dialectically, and
negative dialectically, amidst the class division
of the social relations of production (which are
of two ideal types, the Protestant Ethic and the
spirit of capitalism or the Vodou Ethic and the
spirit of communism), what other meaning
constitutions and practices manifest themselves
in the material world without facing alienation,
marginalization, domination, or death. Thus, the
human species is not a floating signifier; it is an
animal whose behaviors and actions are
determined by their mental stance vis-a-vis four
structuring structures.

Martin Heidegger in Being in Time is accurate in
suggesting that three stances or modes of
encounter (Analytic of Dasein), “presence-at-
hand,” “readiness-to-hand,” and “un-readiness-
to-hand,” characterizes our views of the things
of consciousness, which for Mocombe is of four
structuring 1) the phenomenal
properties of recycled and entangled subatomic
particles; 2) the anatomy and physiology of the
body and brain; 3) structural reproduction and
differentiation; and 4) the structures / cultures
arising from the deferment of meaning in ego-
centered communicative discourse. These four
structuring structures are in constant conflict, or

structures:
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not, contingent on the mental stance of the ego
as the individual actor becomes in the world. In
“ready-to-hand,” which is the pre-ontological
mode of human existence thrown in the world,
we accept and use the things in consciousness
with no conscious experience of them, i.e.,
without thinking about them or giving them any
meaning or signification outside of their
intended usage. Heidegger’s example is that of
using a hammer in hammering. We use a
hammer without thinking about it or giving it
any other condition of possibility outside of its
intended usage as defined by those whose
historicity presupposes our own. In “present-at-
hand,” which, according to Heidegger, is the
stance of science, we objectify the things of
consciousness and attempt to determine and
reify their meanings, usage, and conditions of
possibilities as the nature of reality as such.
Hence the hammer is intended for hammering
by those who created it as a thing solely meant
as such. The “unready-to-hand” outlook is
assumed when something goes wrong in our
usage of a thing of consciousness as defined and
determined by those who adopt a “present-at-
hand” view. As in the case of the hammer, the
unready-to-hand view is assumed when the
hammer breaks and we must objectify it, by then
assuming a present-at-hand position and think
about it in order to either reconstitute it as a
hammer, or give it another condition of
possibility. Any other condition of possibility
that we give the hammer outside of its initial
condition of possibility which presupposed our
historicity becomes relational, defined in
relation to any of its other conditions of
possibilities it may have been given by others we
exist in the world with who either ready-to-hand,
unready-to-hand, or present-at-hand attempts
to maintain the social class language game of
power. In the ready-to-hand stance the latter
unconsciously practices and attempts to
reproduce the social class language game of
power by discriminating against
marginalizing other conditions of
possibilities of their social class language as

and
any

determined by those in ideological power
positions. They may move to the unready-to-
hand stance in response to those who they
encounter that attempts, present-at-hand, to
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alter the nature of the dominant social class
language game they recursively reorganize and
reproduce as outlined by those in power
positions who are present-at-hand of the
dominant social class language game. In either
case, not all beings achieve the present-at-hand
stance. The latter is the stance of science and
ideologies, which are tautologies when they
profess that their stances represent the nature of
reality as such, and those in power positions,
who encounter (historically) and choose,
dialectically, anti-dialectically, and negative
dialectically, among a plethora of alternative
present-at-hand social class language games,
what alternative practical

outside of their social class language game,

consciousnesses

which are allowed to manifest in the material
world. They can dialectically attempt to resolve
the contradictions of their social class language
games against alternatives; anti-dialectically
reject them (alternatives) outright for the
veracity of their language games despite its
contradictions; or negative dialectically think
against the praxis and contradictions of their
language games to exercise it more universally.
According to (2021a, 2021b)
consciousness field theory (CFT), the individual
being is initially constituted as superimposed,
entangled, recycled, and embodied subatomic
particles, psychion, of multiple worlds of the
multiverse, which their
predetermined form of understanding and
cognition, phenomenal properties, qualia, based
on previous or simultaneous experiences as

Mocombe’s

have own

aggregated matter (this is akin to what the Greek
philosopher Plato refers to when he posits
knowledge as recollection of the Soul; and
Nietzsche’s idea of eternal recurrence). Again,
the individual’s actions are not necessarily
determined by the embodiment and drives
(resonance) of these recycled (replicated) /
entangled / superimposed subatomic particles,
which are psychion once embodied. It is conflict
/ tension and an individual’s stance, ready-to-
hand, unready-to-hand, and present-at-hand,
the particles  become
aggregated matter or embodied, which
determines whether or not they become aware,
present-at-hand, of the subatomic particle drives
and choose to recursively reorganize and

when subatomic
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reproduce the content of the drives as their
practical consciousness.

This desire to reproduce the cognition and
understanding of the drives of the recycled /
replicated / entangled / superimposed
subatomic particles, however, may be limited by
the structuring structure of the aggregated body
and  brain and
physiological) of the individual subject. That is
to say, the second origins and basis of an

individual’s actions are the structuring chemical

(chemical, biological,

and biological drives and desires, for food,
clothing, shelter, interaction,
entertainment, and sex, of the aggregated body
and brain, which the subatomic particles
constitute and embody. In other words, the
aggregated body and brain is preprogrammed

social

with its own (biological, chemical, and
physiological) forms of sensibility,
understanding, and cognition, structuring

structure, by which it experiences being-in-the-
world as aggregated embodied subatomic
particles. These bodily forms of sensibility,
understanding, and cognition, such as the drive
and desire for food, clothing, shelter, social
interaction, linguistic communication, and sex,
are tied to the material embodiment and survival
of the embodied individual actor, and may or
may not supersede or conflict with the desire
and drive of an individual to recursively (re)
reproduce the
structure of the superimposed, entangled, and
recycled (phenomenal properties of) subatomic
particles. If

organize and structuring

these two initial structuring
structures are in conflict, the individual moves
from the ready-to-hand to the unready-to-hand
stance or analytics where they may begin to
reflect upon and question their being-in-the-
world prior to acting. Hence just as in the case of
the structuring structure of the subatomic
particles it is an individual being’s analytics vis-
a-vis the drives of its body and brain in relation
to the impulses of the subatomic particles, which
determines whether or not they become driven
by the desire to solely fulfill the material needs
of their body and brain at the expense of the
drives / desires of the subatomic particles or the
social class language game of the material

resource framework they find their existence
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unfolding in. The latter is the third structuring
structure of the individual being.

The social class language game, i.e. social
structure, and its differentiating effects, an
individual find their existence (sociogenically)
unfolding in is the third structuring structure,
which attempts to determine the actions of
individual beings as they experience being-in-
the-world as embodied subatomic particles. The
aggregated individual finds themselves
objectified and unfolding within a material
resource framework controlled by the actions of
other bodies, which presuppose their existence,
via the actions of their bodies (practical
consciousness),  language, = communicative
discourse, ideology, and ideological apparatuses
stemming from how they satisfy the desires of
their bodies and subatomic particle drives
(means and mode of production). What is
aggregated as a social class language game by
those in power positions via and within its mode
of production, language, ideology, ideological
apparatuses, and communicative discourse
attempts to interpellate and subjectify other
beings to its interpretive frame of satisfying their
bodily needs, fulfilling the impulses of their
subatomic particles, and organizing a material
resource framework at the expense of all others,
and becomes a third form of structuring
individual action based on the mode of
production and how it differentiates individual
actors. The latter is of two ideal types based
either on promoting individualism (as presently
constituted via the Protestant Ethic and the spirit
of capitalism), or communalism (as highlighted
by what Mocombe calls the Vodou Ethic and the
spirit of communism) and emerges from the
material conditions the first group of individuals
sought to find balance and harmony in in order
to satisfy their needs.

That is to say, an individual’s interpellation,
subjectification, and differentiation within the
social class language game that presupposes
their being-in-a-world attempts to determine
their actions or practical consciousness via the
reified language, ideology, etc., of the social class
language game, the meaning of which can be
deferred, via the communicative discourse of the
individual actors,
structuring structures, allowing them to form

vis-a-vis the other two
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(alternative) social groups or heterogeneous
(based these deferred
meanings) tied to the dominant social order
because of their control over some aspects of the
materials of the material resource framework.

communities on

Hence, the deferment of meaning in ego-
centered the
language and ideology of a social class language
game is the final means of determining an
individual’s action or practical consciousness
outside of, and in relation to, its stance, i.e.,

communicative discourse of

analytics, vis-a-vis the drives of subatomic
particles, drives and desires (anatomy and
physiology) of the body and brain, and
structural reproduction and differentiation. The
(mental) stance of the transcendental ego and the
ability to defer meaning in ego-centered
communicative discourse within a social class
language game are what accounts for the feeling
or illusion of free-will.

the
transcendental

In other words, whereas practical
the ego
stemming from the impulses / drives / frequency
of embodied subatomic particles are

indeterminant as with its neuronal processes

consciousness  of

involved with the constitution of meaning in
ego-centered communicative discourse. The
form of the understandings and sensibilities of
the body and brain (neural correlates of
with
structural reproduction and differentiation of
the mode of production, and therefore can be
mapped out by neuroscientists, biologists, and
sociologists to determine the nature, origins, and

consciousness) are determinant as

directions of societal constitution and an

individual actor’'s practical consciousness
unfolding.
The interaction of all four elements or

structuring processes in relation to the (mental)
stance of the transcendental ego of the
individual actor is the basis for human action,
praxis / practical consciousness, and cognition /
in a world. However, in the end,
consequently, the majority of practical
consciousness will be a product of an individual
the
reproduction and differentiation of a social class
language game / social structure given 1) the
determinant nature of embodiment, (anatomical
and physiological) form of understanding and

mind

actor's embodiment and structural
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sensibility of the body and brain amidst,
paradoxically, the indeterminacy of impulses of
embodied subatomic particles and the neuronal
processes involved in ego-centered
communicative  discourse; and 2) the
consolidation of power of those who control the
material resource framework wherein a society,
the social class language game, is ensconced and
the threat that power (consolidated and
constituted via the actions of bodies, mode of
production, language, ideology, ideological
apparatuses, and communicative discourse)
poses to the ontological security of an
aggregated individual actor who chooses (or
not) either ready-to-hand or present-at-hand to
recursively reorganize and reproduce the ideals
of the society as their practical consciousness. It
should be mentioned that in response to this
latter process, those in power positions who
internalize the ideals of the social structure and
recursively (re) organize and reproduce them as
their practical consciousness are in the unready-
to-hand stance when they encounter alternative
forms of being-in-the-world within their social
class language game. They dialectically, anti-
dialectically, or negative dialectically, attempt to
reconcile the practical consciousness of their
social class language game with the reified
practical consciousness of those who have
deferred their meanings for alternative forms of
being-in-the-world within their social class
language. They can either accept, marginalize, or
seek to eradicate the structure / culture of the
deferred meaning, which becomes reified as
culture, and the decentered subjects of their
practices.

5. References
[1] Althusser, Louis, Lenin and Philosophy
and Other Essays. New York: Monthly
Review Press, 2001.

Althusser, Louis and Etienne Balibar,
Reading Capital (Ben Brewster, Trans.),
London: NLB, 1970.

Anderson, Tim, “The Big Bang may be a
Black Hole Inside Another Universe,”
retrieved from www.medium.com, 2020.
[Online]. Accessed 27 July 2020.

(2]

(3]

48

Balibar, Etienne & Immanuel Wallerstein,
Race, Nation, Class: Ambiguous Identities.
London: Verso, 1991.

Bell, Daniel, The Social Sciences Since the
Second World War. New Brunswick (USA):
Transaction Books, 1985.

Blackburn, Simon, The Oxford Dictionary
of Philosophy. United Kingdom: Oxford
University Press, 1994.

Buck-Morss, Susan, Hegel, Haiti,
Universal History. Pittsburgh: University of
Pittsburgh Press, 2009.

Cohen, ], Protestantism and Capitalism:
The Mechanisms of Influence. New York:
Aldine de Gruyter, 2002.

Crothers, Charles, “Technical Advances in

[4]

[5]

(6]

and

[7]

(8]

(9]
General Sociological Theory: The Potential
Contribution  of  Post-Structurationist
Sociology,” Perspectives, 26 (3), pp. 3-6,
2003.

Dahrendorf, Ralf, Class and Class Conflict

in Industrial Society, Stanford, California:

Stanford University Press, 1959.

[11] Douglas, M, How Institutions Think. New
York: Syracuse University Press, 1986.

[12] Edgar, Andrew and Peter Sedgwick (Eds.),
Key Concepts in Cultural Theory. London:
Routledge, 1999.

[13] Fraser, Nancy, Justice Interruptus: Critical

Reflections on the “Postsocialist” Condition.

New York & London: Routledge, 1997.

Gauthier, Richard, “Big Bangs Created by

Univon Particles from a Conscious

Quantum  Field—Towards the Next

Scientific Revolution,” retrieved from

[10]

[14]

https://www.academia.edu, 2020. Accessed
1 April 2020.

Hameroff, Stuart and Roger Penrose,
“Consciousness in the Universe: A Review
of the ‘Orch OR’ theory,” Physics of Life
Reviews, 11, pp. 39-78, 2014.

Holloway, Joseph E. (ed.), Africanisms in
American Culture.

[15]

[16]
Bloomington and
Indianapolis: Indiana University Press,
1990.

Holloway, Joseph E, The Origins of African-
American Culture. In Joseph Holloway
(Ed.), Africanisms in American Culture (19-
33). Bloomington and Indianapolis: Indiana

University Press, 1990.

(17]



Insights in Social Science

ISSN 2959-3662

Volume 1, Issue 1, November 2023

[18] Horkheimer, Max and Theodor W. Adorno,
Dialectic of Enlightenment (John Cumming,
Trans.). New York: Continuum, 2000.

[19] Hudson, Kenneth and Andrea Coukos,
“The Dark Side of the Protestant Ethic: A
Comparative Analysis of Welfare Reform,”
Sociological Theory, 23 (1), 1-24, 2005.

[20] James, CLR, The Black Jacobins: Toussaint
L’ Ouverture and the San Domingo
Revolution, Vintage, 1986.

[21] Karenga, Maulana, Introduction to Black
Studies, California:
Sankore Press, 1993.

[22] Kellner, Douglas, “Theorizing

Globalization,” Sociological Theory, 20 (3),

285-305, 2002.

Kurtz, Lester R, Gods in the Global Village:

The World’s Religions in Sociological

Perspective, California: Sage Publications,

2007.

Lévi-Strauss,

The University of

[23]

[24] Claude,
Anthropology (Claire Jacobson and Brooke
Schoepf, Trans.), New York: Basic Books,
1963.

Lukdcs,

Structural

[25] and Class

Studies in

Georg,
Consciousness:
Dialectics (Rodney Livingstone, Trans.),
Cambridge, Massachusetts: The MIT Press,
1971.

Lukacs, Georg, A Defence of History and
Class
Dialectic (Esther Leslie, Trans.), London
and New York: Verso, 2000.

[27] Marcuse, Herbert, One-Dimensional Man.

History
Marxist

[26]

Consciousness: Tailism and the

Boston: Beacon Press, 1964.

[28] Marcuse, Herbert, Eros and Civilization: A
Philosophical Inquiry into Freud. Boston:
Beacon Press, 1974.

[29] Marshall, Gordon (Ed.), A Dictionary of
Sociology (Second edition). Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1998.

[30] Marx, Karl and Friedrich Engels, The
Communist Manifesto. London, England:
Penguin Books, 1964.

[31] Marx, Karl, Capital: A Critique of Political
Economy (Volume 1, Samuel Moore and
Edward Aveling, Trans.)). New York:
International Publishers, 1992.

[32] Marx, Karl, The German Ideology. New
York: Prometheus Books, 1998.

49

[33] McFadden, Johnjoe, “Integrating
Information in the Brain’s EM Field: the
cemi Field Theory of Consciousness”,
Neuroscience of Consciousness, 6 (1), pp. 1-
13, 2020.

[34] McMichael, Philip, Development and Social
Change: A Global Perspective. Los Angeles,
California: Sage Publications, 2008.

[35] Mocombe, P. C, “Consciousness field
theory,” Archives in Neurology &
Neuroscience, 9 (4), pp. 1-6, 2021.

[36] Mocombe, P. C, “The consciousness field,”

Advances in Bioengineering & Biomedical

Science Research, 5 (1), pp. 11-16, 2021.

Mocombe, Paul C., The Theory of

Phenomenological Structuralism. United

(371

Kingdom: Cambridge Scholars Publishing,
2019.

[38] Mocombe, Paul C, The Vodou Ethic and the

Spirit of Communism: The Practical
Consciousness of the African People of
Haiti. Maryland: University Press of

America, 2016.
Mocombe, Paul C, The Soul-less Souls of
Black Folk: A Sociological Reconsideration

[39]

of Black Consciousness as Du Boisian
Double Consciousness. Maryland:
University Press of America, 2009.

Obeyesekere, Gananath, The Apotheosis of
Captain Cook: European Mythmaking in

[40]

the Pacific. Hawaii: Bishop Museum Press,

1997.

Ortner, Sherry, “Theory in Anthropology

Since the Sixties,” Comparative Studies in

Society and History, 26, pp. 126-66, 1984.

[42] Parsons, Talcott, The System.
Glencoe, Illinois: Free Press, 1951.

[43] Parsons, Talcott, Essays in Sociological
Theory. Glencoe, Illinois: Free Press, 1954.

[44] Parsons, Talcott, Social Systems and the
Evolutions of Action Theory. New York:
Free Press, 1977.

[45] Patterson, Orlando, Slavery and Social
Death: A Comparative Study. Cambridge,
Massachusetts: Harvard University Press,
1982.

[46] Ramsey, Kate, The Spirits and the Law:
Vodou and Power in Haiti. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 2011.

[41]

Social



Insights in Social Science ISSN 2959-3662 Volume 1, Issue 1, November 2023

[47] Rubin, Vera (Ed.), Caribbean Studies: A
Symposium.  Seattle:  University  of
Washington Press, 1960.

[48] Russell, B, The History of Western
Philosophy. New York: Simon & Schuster,
1945.

[49] Saussure de, Ferdinand, Course in General
Linguistics, Edited by Charles Bally et al.
Mlinois: Open Court, 1972.

[50] Sklair, Leslie, Sociology of the Global
System. Baltimore: Westview Press, 1995.

[51] Smith M.G, The African Heritage in the
Caribbean. In Vera Rubin (Ed.), Caribbean
Studies: A Symposium (pp. 34-46). Seattle:
University of Washington Press, 1960.

[52] Van Lommel, Pim, Consciousness Beyond
Life: The Science of the Near-Death
Experience. New York: HarperCollins
Publishers, 2010.

[63] Wallerstein, Immanuel, The Rise and
Future Demise of the World Capitalist
System: Concepts for Comparative
Analysis. In Hamza Alavi and Teodor
Shanin (Eds.), Introduction to the Sociology
of “Developing Societies” (pp. 29-53). New
York: Monthly Review Press, 1982.

[54] Weber, Max, The Protestant Ethic and the
Spirit of Capitalism (Talcott Parsons,
Trans.). New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons,
1958.

50



