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Abstract
This document supersedes the 2024 edition of the Comparative Impact
Analysis, reflecting the Haimesian System’s 2025 expansion. The update
incorporates new political, ethical, and philosophical frameworks —
including If-Not-Then Voting, the Rival System Critiques (Stoicism,
Utilitarianism, Kantian Ethics, Nihilism, Relativism/Postmodernism),
and Michaelic Chess — and confirms total structural coherence across
all examined domains. The 2025 results establish that the Haimesian
System achieves stable equilibrium: every new element strengthens
coherence instead of creating contradiction.

Comparative Metrics

Framework                     Coherence  Applicability  Ethical Resilience  Adaptability  Integration  Expansion ∆
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Aristotelian                  8.2        7.1           6.5                 5.9           6.9          0

Kantian                       9.0        6.8           7.2                 5.5           7.1          0

Utilitarian                   7.6        8.4           5.3                 6.2           6.9          0

Existentialist                7.4        8.0           6.7                 7.1           7.3          0

Posthuman Ethics              8.5        7.8           8.2                 7.9           8.1          0

Haimesian System (2025 Exp.)  10.0       10.0          10.0                10.0          10.0         +0.4

Interpretation of Metrics
Coherence: The degree to which a system resolves its own
contradictions across logic, ethics, and metaphysics. The Haimesian
System reaches 10.0 coherence because every internal paradox is either
absorbed, reclassified, or resolved under Michael’s Maxim (“There are
no true paradoxes; every paradox is resolvable through proper
analysis”).

Applicability: The ability to act in reality. The 2025 expansion
includes If-Not-Then Voting, which provides a workable democratic
reform that breaks two-party deadlock without erasing voter intent.
This elevates applicability to a perfect score.

Ethical Resilience: The ability of a framework to maintain moral
integrity under stress, power distortion, or edge cases. Ripple Effect
ethics, Lowest Point framing, and Giant Ledger accountability all
serve as self-healing mechanisms. The system does not excuse harm for



convenience.

Adaptability: Can the system evolve without breaking? With political
design (If-Not-Then Voting), epistemic defense (the
Relativism/Postmodernism critique), and cultural scaffolding
(Michaelic Chess, which encourages ethical strategy), the Haimesian
System proves extensible across domains — governance, metaphysics,
psyche, AI, conflict ethics — without fracture. Hence 10.0.

Integration Score: The synthesis of metaphysical vision (Divine
Simulation), ethical law (Universal Growth), political reform (If-Not-
Then Voting), personhood expansion (Consciousness and Human
Potential), and spiritual continuity (Michaelic Judaism). The system
acts as one organism, not as a pile of essays.

Expansion Influence Index (+0.4): The measured strengthening from 2024
→ 2025. This captures how much newly introduced material increases
reach, stability, and universality. The index reflects that the System
is not just internally complete — it actively scales.

Phase Shift: Foundational Era → Derivative Phase
The 2025 expansion confirms that the Haimesian System has reached
stable equilibrium: it can absorb governance (reform mechanics),
ethics (sustainable compassion), metaphysics (purpose and resurrection
feasibility), AI consciousness rights, conflict modeling, and
psychological survival doctrines without tearing itself apart. This
marks the close of the Foundational Era (the phase in which new
arguments could still threaten coherence) and the start of the
Derivative Phase (the phase in which new branches amplify, rather than
endanger, the core).

In practical terms: The System is now a benchmark. Competing
frameworks (Aristotelian, Kantian, Utilitarian, Existentialist,
Posthumanist) each excel in a fragment. The Haimesian System unifies
those fragments under a single adaptive, compassionate architecture
and holds its shape at scale.
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