PART ONE
STATEMANSHIP AND UNLIKENESS
OR DIFFERENCE

1.1, Kinds and modes of philosophical discourse and their in-
ability 1o define statesmanship

12 Theaim of the statesman: the powet to respond to difference

L3, The aim of the statesman and the search for a definition
of the statesman in keeping with this aim

L.3.1. Dhalectic as dfarresis and its failure

1,3.2, The failure of mythological discourse

1.3.3. Ethical discourse masquerading as a response to differ-
ence. Reveal of virtue as scl ised difference

1.3.4. Metaphorical discoutse on statesmanship as weaving dif-
ference inta the ethical and political field. Multiple modes
of the tension of its acceptance and rejection

1.3.5. The analogical discourse of the arts of mcasurement and
medicine as impovensk of diff e. Aspects of its
acceptance and rejection

PART TWO
UNLIKENESS OR DIFFERENCE

21. The hermeneutically fertile hypothesis concerming the end of
statesmanship as the power to respond to difference. An at-
tempt to avercome some problems of reading the Stafesman

2.2, A bref analysis of unlikeness or difference
The empirical manifestation of the need to preserve dif-
ference qua the overcoming of the dislike for the unlike

PART THREE
PHILOSOPHICAL DISCOURSE AND UNLIKENESS

OR DIFFERENCE
3.1. Beyond philosophical di s dislike of diffe the
perodic emergence and rejection of its kinds and modes
3.2, The accomplisk of the dy ics of difference: mutual

dislike and delight of philosophical discourse and difference

3.3, Mythological interlude: a discourse on the necessity of phi-
losophy and the positivity of philosophical distribution of
dislike and delight towards difference

3.4, The philosophical policy of the periodic assignment of dis-
like and delight ds diff as the foundation of po-
litical philosophy

35, Philosophy’s response to difference
3.5.1. Summary of the course of the response of philo-
sophical discourse to difference in the Stareman
3.5.2. Elenctic discourse of the Eleatic Stranger in the Sopé-
it and the § from the logical ifestation of
the férersr to the politics of responding o difference

3.6. Allusion to the need for a response of difference to philos-
ophy: the need for overcoming dislike of the social towards
the unlike qua philosophy and the paradigmatic absence of
Platonic discourse on the Philssopber

3.7. The Statesman as the Platonic starting point for a philoso-
phy thar is more dialectical and inventive than dialecrical
heuristic

APPENDIX

Critical remarks on the methodology, ideology and (absence) of
philosophy in studies of the Stateoman
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