Beyond Ideological Dogmatism: A Critical Response to Bevin
Luchel’s “The Illusions of the Radical Centre”

Dr Neville Buch and MICE?

Abstract

This essay provides a rigorous critical response to Bevin Luchel’s (2026) paper, “The lllusions of
the Radical Centre: A Socialist Critique of Neville Buch's MICE Framework and Technocratic
Prophecy”!. It argues that Luchel’s critique suffers from a profound dogmatic reductionism,
collapsing Dr Neville Buch’s Management Institute for Contributory Economy (MICE)
framework into an inaccurate caricature of “Third Way neoliberalism” and “bourgeois
utopianism”[2l, By systematically examining Luchel’s arguments, this essay demonstrates that
Luchel fails to understand the institutional purpose of MICE documents, constructs a flawed
polemic against the “Radical Centre”, and remains locked in rigid nineteenth-century
ideological dogmatism(?. Ultimately, this essay highlights why moving beyond Luchel's

! Essay is originally humanly-devised. Artificial Intelligence (A.l.) has been fairly used in the production of this work.
The tool used is Google NotebookLM (recently rebranded as Gemini Notebook). It is an Al-powered virtual
research assistant and thinking partner designed to help a person interact deeply with their own documents.
Unlike general chatbots, it is source-grounded, meaning it only generates answers based on the specific PDFs,
documents, or links uploaded. The A.l. process in the production of this work has been limited to the attached
(prompts) on each of the questions in turn. This ensures an accurate reading of each source. The author then
rearranged and re-edited the answers the A.l. provided. The human author publishes this work. A.l. is never an
author when used properly. This assistance is not qualitatively different from a human research assistant when
that assistance is deemed to have no authorial status but is acknowledged.
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ideological intransigence is vital for modern public governance, institutional health, and

authentic human flourishing (eudaimonia )”!.

Introduction

In “The Illusions of the Radical Centre”, Bevin Luchel (2026, p. 97) purports to dismantle Dr Neville
Buch’s MICE framework from an “uncompromising socialist and critical political economy
perspective”!l. Luchel characterizes Buch’s work as a “petit-bourgeois moral fantasy” that
substitutes administrative sermonizing for structural class strugglel?3l. However, a close reading
reveals that Luchel’s essay is less a genuine critique of Buch’s institutional architecture and more
an exercise in dogmatic rejection®%9, By viewing all non-Marxist administrative theory as an
automatic defence of capital, Luchel misinterprets core MICE concepts and presents a reductive
binary that obscures the practical realities of contemporary public governance!®b],

1. What Bevin Luchel Fails to Understand from Reading the MICE Documents

A systematic examination of Luchel’s (2026) text reveals several fundamental misunderstandings
of Dr Neville Buch’s MICE literature(*11112];

e Conflating Institutional Assessment with Ideological Endorsement: Luchel accuses Buch
of being a “market fundamentalist and technocratic apologist” who sanitizes
administrative inertiall. In doing so, Luchel fails to distinguish between an objective
institutional assessment of administrative realities—such as Herbert Simon’s empirical
recognition of “bounded rationality” and “satisficing”—and an ideological endorsement
of capitalist bureaucracy®!.

+ Dismissing Practical Cognitive Liabilities in Al Governance: Luchel rejects Arif Jameel’s
“Economic Law of Responsibility Burden” and Buch’s analysis of artificial intelligence as
mere “theoretical provincialism”[*2, Luchel insists that algorithmic automation is simply
the accumulation of constant capitall*®'7], By reducing Al exploitation solely to classic
Marxist labour-process theory, Luchel ignores how MICE specifically addresses the
immediate, unpriced cognitive friction and “denoetisation” shifted onto citizens and
public sector workers by modern digital interfaces!°18l,

e Caricaturing the POLICE Model and Audits as Totalitarian: Luchel portrays Buch’s POLICE
model (Philosophically Ontology Logic Intersect Compatibility Education) and
Habermasian Universal Pragmatics audits as an “Orwellian panopticon” and an
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“authoritarian tribunal”®®l. Luchel misses the core educational intent of the POLICE

framework, which functions as a self-reflective, “crap-detecting” cognitive tool designed
to help administrators identify specialized ignorance and unexamined assumptions rather
than enforce coercive state surveillance?!,

e Misinterpreting “Junior” and “Senior” Cognitive Roles as a Caste System: Luchel
condemns Buch’s distinction between “Junior” execution and “Senior” authorship as a
paternalistic “Victorian division of labour”[2°126] |n reality, MICE does not propose a fixed
social hierarchy; it outlines a developmental pathway for workforce de-proletarianisation,
encouraging frontline workers to transition from passive, unreflective instruction-
following to conscious, active cognitive agency*?.

e Misreading the Contributory Income Scheme as Clientelism: Luchel attacks Buch’s
Contributory Income Scheme for non-market care work (panser) and scholarship as a tool
of “discretionary patronage” and “gig-economy crumbs”?7), Luchel fails to see that the
scheme is designed to de-commodify social reproduction and provide direct institutional
recognition for essential cognitive and community labor currently ignored by orthodox
market metrics!?’].

2. What Bevin Has Against the “Radical Centre” and Why That Polemic Fails

Luchel’s (2026, p. 137) central attack is directed at the MICE triadic motto: *”Radical enough to
shift the agenda, liberal enough to allow everyone a decent place in the social environment, and
conservative enough to preserve the legacy of good value”*[®l(&l,

The Nature of Bevin's Polemic

Luchel equates Buch’s triadic “Radical Centre” with 1990s Third Way neoliberalism, explicitly
invoking Tony Blair, Bill Clinton, Anthony Giddens, and Chantal Mouffel*. Luchel asserts that
synthesizing radicalism, liberalism, and conservatism is an “anti-political illusion” that denies
structural class antagonism (agonism), disguises capital accumulation, and pacifies working-class
struggle!l.

Why Luchel's Polemic Fails
Luchel’s polemic against the Radical Centre fails for three main reasons:

1. Reliance on a False Ideological Binary: Luchel forces all political thought into an
uncompromising cold-war binary—either total socialist revolution or complicity with
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capitalist hegemony!l. This leaves no conceptual space for pragmatic, transformative

institutional reform within existing public structures!>!,

2. Mischaracterizing a Dynamic Balance as Passive Pacification: Luchel deconstructs the
triad into isolated, sinister functions—treating conservatism as property protection,
liberalism as docility training, and radicalism as empty posturing*®32, This ignores how
the triad operates as an integrated, dialectical engine: leveraging radical inquiry to break
administrative stagnation, liberal inclusion to safeguard open public participation, and
conservative stewardship to preserve hard-won democratic and ethical traditions!®!.

3. Ignoring Practical Institutional Action: While Luchel demands the immediate overthrow
of capitalist state apparatuses, public agencies must continue delivering healthcare,
education, and social services every day®®.. The Radical Centre provides an actionable
operational framework for public servants to execute ethical, high-integrity decision-
making today, whereas Luchel offers only distant revolutionary rhetoricl.

3. Why Bevin Refuses to Be Anything But Ideological in His Thinking

Luchel’s (2026, p. 98) insistence on evaluating every administrative concept through orthodox
Marxist lenses demonstrates an inability to engage in open, non-dogmatic analysis?IPl:

¢ Entrenchment in 19th-Century Theoretical Orthodoxy: Luchel repeatedly appeals to Karl
Marx, Friedrich Engels, Harry Braverman, Nicos Poulantzas, and Silvia Federici as infallible
authorities?l. Any theoretical framework that does not use class warfare as its sole
explanatory variable is immediately dismissed as “bourgeois moralism” or “secularised
scholasticism”(3!,

¢ Sociocentric Conditioning and Egocentric Blindness: Applying Richard Paul’s (1985, p. 64)
critical thinking framework—which Luchel attempts to turn against Buch!*®—reveals that
Luchel exhibits classic “sociocentric conditioning”[38l. Luchel’s background logic is locked
into an in-group Marxist doctrine that treats outside institutional theories not as ideas to
be tested, but as heresies to be denounced!®!.

e Sophistic Use of “Strong-Sense” Critical Thinking: Luchel uses Richard Paul’s concepts
selectively to expose what he claims is Buch’s “selfish rationalisation”*%, yet remains
completely uncritical of his own political assumptions®!*l, Luchel treats the proletariat
as an idealist abstraction and dismisses human cognitive limits, spiritual conversion
(metanoia), and moral values as mere ideological distractions!3!.
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4. Why This Message Is Important

Exposing the flaws in Luchel’s dogmatic response is not merely an academic exercise; it carries
vital implications for modern political theory and administrative practice®/1:

1. Protecting Public Governance from Paralysis: When political commentary reduces all
institutional reform to an “all-or-nothing” struggle against capital, public institutions are
left defenceless against real-world managerial decay, corporate capture, and
technological erosion®l. Practical governance requires actionable cognitive tools, not just
revolutionary denunciations!8l.

2. Restoring Ethical Integrity and Agency to Public Service: Buch’s MICE framework
emphasizes that individual administrators possess cognitive agency and a duty toward
moral truth-telling, institutional repentance (metanoia), and human flourishing
(eudaimonia)”). Rejecting Luchel’s structural determinism allows public servants to take
moral responsibility for their decisions and fight “institutional bullshit” from within(23124],

3. Building a Genuine, Multi-Dimensional Synthesis: The complex challenges of the twenty-
first century—including Al-driven deskilling, civic alienation, and administrative
sclerosis—cannot be solved by nineteenth-century dogmas alonel*. A comprehensive
politics requires a true synthesis of innovation, equity, and stewardship—the very
foundation of the Radical Centrel®l8],

Conclusion

Bevin Luchel’s “The lllusions of the Radical Centre” ultimately demonstrates the limits of
unyielding ideological dogmatism!. By dismissing Dr Neville Buch’s MICE framework as a
“bourgeois moral fantasy”, Luchel misinterprets core MICE principles, constructs a weak polemic
against the Radical Centre, and offers no actionable solutions for public sector workers today!?.
Moving beyond Luchel’s intransigent Marxism allows us to embrace a realistic, compassionate,
and cognitively grounded approach to public governance—one that restores human agency,
ethical responsibility, and true democratic integrity!’].
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