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0.    Brief Introduction


This chapter-section, as a short paper in its own right, aims to explore a number of ideas, more or less, in parallel. A friend of mine suggested that there could be a strong relationship between neo-liberalism and literary theory, deconstruction, postmodernism, etc. I am of the belief that deep, iconic motifs do seem to ideally and succinctly represent the times of the era in which they found their original gestation and, all too often, find their derivative dissemination thereafter. I will explore possible connections in this regard as a re-introduction to how the public experiences the phenomenal nature of the neo-liberal political-economic landscape be it at home, at work or in the marketplace. (572)


Then, to redress the adversity of this neo-liberal ‘terrorism’ of home, work and markets, I will propose a process of resolution through the uptake of the following manifesto(es). I do not use the word ‘terrorism’ lightly. As demonstrated in my fifth chapter-section, I examined both specific types of adversity meted out to people in the current political-economic climate and the various forms of mis-equity visited upon them; namely, past inequity, current dis-equity in wages and working conditions, and, future non-equity through the partial or complete loss of employment opportunities, etc. (573)


In this manifesto, we need to strike out all current and future policy settings, neo-liberally oriented or otherwise, that, on balance, have adverse consequences; strike out in a new direction that proffers the possibility of our being able to better engage in the home space, re-humanize our interactions in the workplace, and, morally oversee and re-write the amoral, if not the often immoral, machinations of the marketplace. (574)


This manifesto has four headings, each of which has three subheadings. ‘Circumscription’ is concerned with the corrosive influence that donations and the buying of influence have in promoting neo-liberal distortions of the political-economy. ‘Inscription’ is a demand for ‘transparency’ in both the workings of the political-economy and forms of lobbying operating therein; along with a need for ‘accountability’ in the formation and formularization of policies; and, a need for collective forms of ‘responsibility in order to accelerate decision making. ‘Circumscription’ is responsible for overseeing a reversal, a striking out and replacement of adverse forms of mis-equity through forms of existential re-construction. ‘Prescription’ deals with an ideal type of response in the amelioration of the adversity of neo-liberal policy setting, etc. There, under the subheading of ‘exploration’, we seek evidence-based forms of policy re-formation, etc. Under ‘consolidation’ we seek an existential clarification in conventions that assist in the better functioning of those genres, etc., and, where ‘innovation’ positively re-directs this prospect. (575)

*For the latest version of this paper: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage4.html

In a parallel to this manifesto titled ‘Striking Out’ I will also propose a more politically oriented manifesto to focus upon those measures that need to be better instituted in order to re-democratize all our major and minor life-worlds that constitute the democratically oriented foundations of this world as lived. I have titled this second manifesto ‘Out Striking’. Again, like the previous manifesto, it has four headings, each of which has three subheadings, and, in essence, mirrors the former manifesto; albeit it in recasting motivation in a more politically oriented direction. (576)

To conclude, I will examine the positive existential ramifications of these parallel manifestoes that should flow on in the wake of their adoption and adaptation, and, briefly argue what types of responses need to be in place in order to oversee how the constitution of the democratic foundations of our life-worlds could be better re-instituted. (577)


All life-worlds have democratic foundations, to varying degrees, given that the dissemination of power can only be through others to that extent they consent to forms of either co-option and/or co-operation, and, where such ‘cooperation’ must also be engaged with some variable degrees of mutual co-enactment. (578)

1.   The Neo-Liberal Relationship to Postmodernism, and v.v.

Can we examine neo-liberalism through a literary lens? I.e., observe whether this ideological phenomenon has significant parallels, e.g., to the ideological characteristics expressed through contemporaneous forms of postmodernist thought? (579)


It is my belief that fashionable styles in textual production, from all manner of classical texts as we know them, say, from novels to news articles in a newspaper, etc., to non-classical texts, say, from building designs to sculptures, etc., all reflect a distinctive manner in the resolution of the apparent dissonance in those texts. This distinctive manner of resolution gives ‘style’ its apparent sense of uniqueness, originality, as a manifestation with an iconic status seen as representative of those times that supported its perceived gestation. Let us assume that some form of an alignment of styles comes together in the flourishing of an iconic image or set of images, and, that under such an overall alignment the semblance of an icon or series of icons takes on an iconic status as representative of its era of gestation. We might question whether this apparent alignment of styles in the formation of an apparent ‘icon’ is either indicative of a process of co-association
 or an expression of deeper level of harmonic integration? Either way, such iconic formation is seen as representative of its era. That these distinctive co-associated or integrated modes of resolution, in the distinctive formation of apparent style, are then read and recognized, appreciated to have varying degrees of authenticity or inauthenticity, as belonging to a certain era or as simulating their stylistic belonging to a certain era. So, e.g., we have the Art Deco being seen as distinctively different from the preceding fashion for the Art Nouveau being, in many ways, a reaction to the over-iteration of its curves, organic shapes and asymmetries. In turn, the over-iteration of a distinctive vocabulary of motifs provokes a new set of reactions and we move into the distinctive productions of a new era… (580)


On a more discursive level we can perceive each era as wishing to deal with a certain range of problems and preoccupations whose fashionable resolutions also add to this semblance of an era even if its appreciation is often more recognized in hindsight rather than currently or prospectively. (581)


I would argue that this selective scoping of a range of issues and their invocation of fashionable styles in resolution would imply that ideological preoccupations in a certain semblance of era would also take on this appearance of being facets of this tendency for the similar or parallel formation of those more fashionable forms of production. In the light of this argument for fashionable modes of production, through either co-association and/or deeper forms of harmonic integration, it would be natural to ask in what manner a range of contemporary or near contemporaneous forms of fashionable production might be interrelated through such fashionable co-association or deeper forms of harmonic integration? In this regard, then, it would be quite natural to ask if we could find significant parallels, e.g., between the contemporaneous philosophies of postmodernism and neo-liberalism? (582)


I believe we can do so. One area of comparison that promises to be fruitful in this regard concerns questions of morality, or, rather a relative lack of morality in either ideological world. Let me briefly outline, in this regard, what significant parallels could be drawn between these two contemporary ideologies. (583)

2.    Neo-Liberal ‘Morality’


Postmodernism has been often criticized for either having no moral perspective (through forms of oversight or avoidance) or deconstructing traditional forms of morality and proffering no practical replacement/s for the same. The deconstruction of traditional hierarchies, without doubt, would also entail an automatic deconstruction of both their politics and their ethics. However such a critique, in the natural logic of its sweep, should not also de-privilege a pro-relational weighting towards the favouring of a natural prioritization of our relationships since it is only through our relationships can we find the positive formation of identity, functionality and value.
 Or, given that the dissemination of personal power (ambitions) and interpersonal power (aspirations) can only be mediated through the arbitrated auspices of our relationships it follows that whatever promotes the functioning of our relationships will also, overall, promote this discharge of arbitrated ambitions and aspirations. It then also follows that whatever promotes the richness and enrichment of our relationships could be treated as morally advantageous if such investments and their rewards are generally entertained not at the expense of other relationships be they more relevant or less relevant in orientation to the relationship in question. (584)


However, it would appear that most postmodernists either did not concern themselves with ethical considerations or deconstructed, directly or indirectly, the form of the morality under the scrutiny of such a critique. As a result, much of postmodernist thought is either non-morally oriented or amorally interested.
 Examining a spectrum of common neo-liberal attitudes we would find a similar non-concern for moral considerations or a critical downplaying of the importance of their role in determining political-economic behaviour and activity. It would appear that so-called ‘winners’ or ‘lifters’ are rewarded in political-economic or financial terms of reference. ‘Winners’ win what? Financial rewards, improved wages or salaries, perhaps supplemented with bonuses and other fringe benefits. But ‘money speaks’ and with financial success also comes greater social empowerment in a variety of forms. However, much of that success may well come from the financial and non-financial disempowerment of others. Bernie Sanders made the claim that “that ninety-nine percent of all new income today (is) going to the top one percent”.
 Economic production can only arise through the cooperation of others and it stands to ethical reason that those who participate and contribute to this process should also receive some fraction of its profitability beyond minimum levels of recompense in the form of wages and conditions. In this non-division of additional profitability we are not only creating a world of winners and losers but also creating one divided along such lines. The self-validation of success in such apparent moral-like terms of approbation also has the consequence of a dis-approbation of those that lose out whether they have relatively non-rewarded involvement in that type of a profitable enterprise or are just outside that type of enterprise. Then, the neo-liberal faith in the primacy of markets, as a mechanism to meet all forms of need, is also totally misplaced. As an attitude, it might find some degree of support through a selective use of anecdote, however, on an evidential basis such a faith driven position can be easily discounted through cogent arguments on a wide variety of grounds. E.g., businesses will cherry pick the more profitable areas of the market and are just as happy to completely avoid those areas that are either less profitable or non-profitable. E.g., markets are just as driven by fashions and are more inclined to over-invest in certain fields and under-invest in other areas of the market, indeed, completely avoid those areas of the market that find no commercial interest. E.g., businesses are so keen to maximize their profits that they are more than happy to minimize all forms of taxation even though the very existence of such businesses can only function in the political-economy that is politically determined and economically viable and whose security and stability is secured through taxation and its judicious expenditure. E.g., businesses can also be trans-national in orientation and demonstrate less or little concern for the communities and nations that give them an economically secure basis for their trans-national enterprises. All in all, business motivation is more interested in overseeing the orchestration of those productive increments that advance such enterprises without better considering the moral impact that could devolve from the overall consequences of such enterprises. (585)


Neo-liberally inspired trends in the political-economy have flattened the traditional morality of the marketplace to the extent that such an influence was once present. Neo-liberalism is patently amoral, generally not interested in moral considerations. Privileging the ‘bottom line’ and ever seeking ‘efficiency dividends’, and so on, such an ideology effectively overlooks the human dimension of our existence with others even though the dissemination of economic power is, and can only be, through the cooperation of others. Moreover, the abrogation of this moral dimension, for the amorality of the marketplace, is further co-opted by those even more interested in forms of profitability regardless of whether the course of their endeavours is either immoral in both its character and/or consequences. One manifestation of this immoral quest for greater company profitability, and greater personal enrichment to be extracted through such enterprises, is the recurrent infliction of episodic redundancies purely driven by ideological demands for the appearance of greater short-term profitability. Another adverse expression of this ideological positioning, practically the default position in economic thinking and practice, is to cut back on working conditions, such as penalty rates, e.g., in the mistaken belief that enhanced profitability will always perfectly translate into the hiring of more workers. The current predilection for the utilization of recurrent redundancies would seem to contradict such a policy direction. Additional profits are generally pocketed. It would seem also to be the case that when profitability rises it rises at a faster rate than any reemployment uptake? Furthermore, given policy formulation should be evidence based, when and where that can be conducted, it is shocking to see the clarion cries of trickle down economics still being advanced on the political stage of any developed, first world country.
 Is the promulgation of such a promise put forward by people who hope they will profit, wittingly and/or unwittingly, from such a position, or, is it merely the lazy way the ‘out of touch’ elites think and from which the wiser few will ‘immorally’ seek to exploit and ever take more profit at the expense of others?
 (586)


In terms of a moral dimension we see both ideologies, postmodernism and neo-liberalism, as (possessing an isomorphic or effectively invariant symmetry of) being relatively amoral, and, that on such a flat(tened) landscape the unscrupulous are better able to extract a profit to their advantage and, more than likely, at the expense of the others, and, often in an immoral fashion. We all live in a political-economic world that is more integrated in terms of the consequences of our interactions with others. The overall consequences of our enactions, be that as actions, inactions and/or non-actions, will be collectively shared but suffered in different ways and to different degrees. Without doubt, an increase in the overall level of inequality does not bode well for the democratically oriented institution of our life-worlds; be they major or minor in their discursive orientation. Increasing personal mis-equity leads to a greater degree of social disgruntlement. Such discontentment finds itself reflected in either democratic detachment from the electoral process and/or a democratic attachment to populist and/or minor parties at the general expense of the political stability and expertise usually associated with the dominance of major parties. Active malcontents, i.e., the one percent of the one percent in terms of financial wealth, are driving a process where passive malcontents, i.e., ninety-nine point nine nine percent of the population are seeing and/or are fearful of finding, to varying degrees, a possible or further exacerbation of their current standard of living. We could say that ‘desperate people seek desperate solutions; while the even more desperate will seek an ever more desperate form of resolution’. Both populists and extremists find this disenchantment fertile grounds for witting or unwitting recruitment. Then, when a demagogue informs such potential constituents that they are listening to their problems and want to help, and, are seen to proffer simple slogans and solutions as enticements to advance ‘their’ cause
 it is no wonder we are seeing, world wide, an ongoing, relentless attrition of the membership of major political parties; wide spread forms of electoral protest; the formation of dissenting parties, centered around populist demagogues, that redefine themselves through ugly forms of exclusion and an inevitable misbegotten nostalgia with an idealized sense of the past that never really was ever the case for most of those people who actually lived in that so-called ‘golden’ era, etc. (587)

Most professional politicians, attached to relatively more traditional parties, are ever telling us that ‘they are listening’ to the people voicing the important issues confronting their electorates. But most of these politicians, it would appear are metaphorically ‘deaf’ to the deeper causes of such disgruntlement. It would seem they are ever wedded, as if immersed in concrete, to a rampant neo-liberalism well-past its due by date. That the solution to such problems is the mistaken neo-liberal belief that all we need is more of the same, indeed, even more of the same. However, some politicians, across the political spectrum, have been warming us about the collective political and economic costs and consequences of such adverse policy settings that further promote and do not reverse processes of mis-equity. Only when all influential politicians are engaged in a (non-existential) reversal and (existential) replacement of such adverse policy setting will the general public feel that, at last, they are being truly listened to. In the meantime, more often than not, it is back to work as normal with vain declarations to the effect, e.g., that companies paying less tax will promote an even greater level of employment with amplified levels of recompense, better conditions of work, and, even more taxation paid in the future from this greater level of prosperity, etc. So, when we hear the mention of one more imminent process of privatization being hawked by its direct and indirect promoters, and where such a scheme is all too often rebadged as a so-called ‘reform’, then we must ask who will really stand to benefit in say ten years time knowing what we do about the nature of commercial imperatives?
 All in all, we do not need to look too far to see how neo-liberal ideological thought has been co-opted to enrich the very wealthy at the relative expense of nearly everyone else. The augmentation of personal wealth, in and of itself, ethically acquired is not here in dispute. However, with increasing profitability, it is natural to expect a reasonable proportion of that profit to be shared with others, and, in a similar manner, through out the entire extent of that economy, to the wider betterment of that society. Over the course of the last century and into the current era enormous gains in productivity have been and are being made through the more efficient use of mechanization, automation, computerization, miniaturization, convergence, robotization, etc. But, increasingly, this creation of additional wealth is not being spread throughout societies but being transferred to this one percent of the one percent. The ensuing mis-equity, we are informed, will have profound ramifications for the viable performance of our democracies. Disgruntled electors are more likely to chose populist and other demagogues over traditional party politics and, in the process of political transition, we lose the traditional ability of parties to practically expedite policy formulation across the entire political-economy. In the place of such a relatively smooth political operation that we have grown used to we must now expect a more bumpy ride to say the least. In this regard, it is my optimistic hope, that we chose ‘evolution rather than revolution’ since the latter has never rewarded the majority of those who have had to suffer under the choice of such a disruptive option. It could be said that in a revolution we merely trade one elite for another with a mass of inevitable suffering both in between and thereafter... (588)


Obviously, people are seeking a change in the current direction of our political thought. A change that will seriously address and redress issues that devolve from an exacerbation in inequality, etc., i.e., as I have argued, in a reversal of mis-equity, etc. To this end I propose the following manifesto entitled Striking Out.
 Through such a device we set out to re-framing of our various roles in the political-economy (with a hyphen). In a parallel manifesto, entitled Out Striking, I envisage the politically aware person to existentially re-frame the political economy, the realm of politics, as noted without a hyphen, in such a manner so as to expedite the relevant enrichment of our interactions with-others, before-others.
 (589)

3.    The Urgent Need for a Manifesto


A central criticism of neo-liberal ideology (and postmodernism as well) is its amoral stance derived through an overlooking, avoidance and/or deconstruction of traditional morality and its non-replacement with an existentially viable equivalent to guide us in this Contemporary era lest this evacuated space is co-opted by those seeking to profitably exploit the same through relatively immoral means! (590)


To redress the neo-liberally induced distortions of the political-economic landscape let me earnestly promote the following manifesto by noting both what needs to be done and why that type of response is called for. (591)


Elsewhere I have argued that the takeover of a major discourse and its successful replacement by a minor discourse, that now becomes the new major discourse, is a process that needs to observe either both the effective deconstruction of that major discourse and its effective replacement by the successful minor discourse, or, the existential re-construction of the same enacted as one effective process of transformation. Either way, the necessary and sufficient pre-conditions, conditions and post-conditions of such a successful transition or transformation need to be observed. (592)


Why is there this urgent need to re-direct the trajectories of our ideologically mis-directed and mis-aligned political-economies? All forms of ideology are extremist in their redirection, and, their ensuing mis-alignment with the current reality of the political-economy damages that political-economy in proportion to the degree of such non-alignment.  Contemporary political-economies have become highly distorted through their over-adherence, primarily, to neo-liberally oriented policy settings. Through the overall enaction of such policy settings, adversity has been directly and immediately inflicted upon many of the inhabitants of our democratically oriented life-worlds, and, directly or indirectly but non-immediately, and over a certain period of time, upon many more of those who have also been afflicted through an exacerbation of various forms of mis-equity. Even those who feel they done very well out of current intergenerational distortions of the political-economy should pause for the moment and think what additional costs they would have to incur if they were to sell their house, should they have one, and wished to move to a similar property in the same suburb? Would they have enough finance to make this transition, or, are they, too, only left to go down market like everyone else still in a position to buy back into such a market?
 (593)


The argument pointed out by various economists, politicians, political-economists, philosophers and the like is that excessive mis-equity is both bad politics and bad economics!
 Moreover, we seem to remain headed on a course that only promotes further levels of political-economic adversity and mis-equity. That such perversity is translated into increasing disgruntlement, and, this amplified discontentment is transmitted politically through a diminishment of traditional party politics, the creation of small populist parties and the disruptions of their demagoguery and inevitable incompetence should they directly or indirectly get to re-direct policy settings, etc. Then, in the wake of such disruptions, a disordered society could be created if such trends are not suitably reversed and existentially re-directed in more political-economically profitable directions; i.e., in and through a pro-democratically oriented re-institution of our relatively democratically constituted life-worlds.
 (594)

4.    The Motivational Objectives and Form of this Manifesto

These two manifestoes note such an observance where the first heading (in either manifesto) deals with pre-conditions, namely, the removal of the corrosive effects that unregulated, unaccounted for and excessive forms of donation have on the political-economic system, and, how through such forms of influence in recent times political-economies have become far too open to neo-liberally oriented policy advice that has more often favoured business interests, the concerns of the wealthy, etc., at the expense of the general public.
 Such distortions can be measured as forms of inequity; as expressed through its subdivisions of mis-equity. (595)


The second heading (in both manifestoes) deals with a positive take on what conditions should be present, namely greater levels of transparency, personalized accountability and collectively arrived at responsibility. (596)


The third heading (in both manifestoes) deals with a negative take on what conditions should be present, i.e., a reversal and replacement of all forms of policy settings that promote overall adverse forms of mis-equity. (597)


Ideally, our fourth heading (in both manifestoes) deals with positive post-conditions, i.e., consequences that overseer the creation, preservation, conservation and meta-conservation of greater levels of enrichment in valuational formation on both personal-private and inter-personal-public levels of aspiration. (598)


Under the pre-conditional heading of Circumscription (or Imputation in the more politically oriented second manifesto) we note the need to circumscribe the adverse influence of donations without removing the non-adverse aspects of donations (say, as a method to politically engage and enlist members of the voting public). The electoral race to amass more funds than your political opponents and translate that into advertized forms of influence misdirects politicians towards becoming permanent fundraisers and influence peddlers. Restrictions should also apply to the quanta of advertizing. Moreover, in the same vein, the apparent buying of votes in an electorate with schemes that smack of blatant pork-barreling should also be circumvented by the use of a relatively independent panel, with an apposite spectrum of political representation hopefully able to compromise along bipartisan or multi-partisan lines of cooperation. Then, corrupt influence also comes in the form of benefits taken in order to either promote the selective welfare of the benefactor and/or de-promote forms of non-benefaction that might occur through the non-redirected enaction of certain policy settings. Furthermore, implied benefits can occur with the movement of politicians to the boards of business, think tanks, consultancies and the like upon their exiting from the political arena. Lastly, national bodies equipped for the successful monitoring of corruption should also be instituted! (599)


Under Inscription (and Reputation) there is an emphasis placed upon adequate and suitable levels of transparency in all forms of lobbying; a personalized form of accountability in order to know who is able to promote non-radical directions in policy formation and/or radical re-directions within the same; along with a corporate collectivity in responsibility in order to accelerate decision making that is also delivered in such a public and transparent manner. (600)


Under Proscription (and Re-Computation) we envisage a reversal and replacement and/or existential re-construction of those policy settings that collectively exaggerate forms of mis-equity such as past inequity, present dis-equity and future non-equity. By ‘existential re-construction’ I envisage a re-humanization of the relevant political-economic landscape through taking a pro-relational stance that oversees an overall enrichment in valuational formation on both personal and social levels of enactment. (601)


Under Prescription (and Disputation
) evidence-based policy exploration, consolidation (of genre conventions) and (existentially oriented) innovation are collectively entertained in order to reverse, replace and/or re-construct a viable package of policy settings charged with the realization of the discharge of certain positive political objectives in the political-economy. (602)


Thence this political platform as envisaged through the use of these manifestoes. That this type of platform is contra neo-liberal, basically counter-ideological, and, seeks a relatively non-disruptive sense of a transition or transformation in a shift away from a neo-liberally distorted political-economy and as one which is to be arrived at through incremental evolution rather than realized through the lengthy and ineffective disruptions of a revolution! (603)

5.    Existential Re-Construction


I define ‘existential’ orientation as a ‘pro-relational perspective’, and ‘existentially oriented experience’ as the ‘experience of this pro-relational perspective from the metaphorical point of view of the relationship itself’. We have this transcendental-like ability to see things from a perspective other than that merely constructed by us, for us. How else could we read the apparent intentions of others, etc? Such intentional constructions, as experienced by ourselves and others, are refined through iterative reconstruction as entertained in intentional retention otherwise we could hold no thought long enough to experience the intentional content and context of that thought (now rendered as an ‘idea’ that can be engaged through the iterative nature of this intentional process). Our awareness of existentially oriented experience, on reflection, should declare such experience to be quite different from that entailed in self-reports (or other-reports). We find a non-historical, immediacy of experience in the so-called ‘eternal now’. Geographical limitations appear as if overcome, and, we find degrees of attunement with others through our relationships seeming beyond a level of mere speculation, etc. In this apparent mutual resonance with others we can then see ourselves as being in a relationship with the non-otherness of that other with whom we are in a relationship and that textual expression of this mutual engagement can then be redefined as being ‘by-us’, ‘for-us’.  (604)


I have argued elsewhere that existentialization is of the relatively non-existential and not of the relatively existential. With this insight, we can view ‘existential re-construction’ as an enlargement of the existentiality already present at the existential core of that ‘relational world’ as experienced through this existentialization of its relative non-core, non-existential aspects. In this regard ‘re-construction’ is not reversal and replacement but re-construction of what is already present although that does not need to exclude these processes of reconstructions through reversal and/or replacement. (605)


I make a distinction between ‘non-chaotic processes of reiterative reconstruction’ and ‘chaotically re-directed re-direction’ in a ‘re-iterative process of re-construction’. Chaotic re-direction, from a point of bifurcation, can have consequences that are positive, neutral or negative, and, it is hoped that the institution of a process of existential ‘re-direction’ is ‘existential’ in tenor through the positive amplification of the valuational formation therein and thereafter engendered. (606)


In the light of the above we can now view ‘existential re-construction’ as ‘the institution of a chaotic process of intervention that relatively and radically amplifies the valuational formation already present through this process of an enrichment of value, etc.’ The use of this expression ‘existential’ also indicates that such intervention apparently is instituted through the ‘being the relationship itself or our acting on its behalf in a manner consistent with the being of that being’. That a relationship has this ‘power’ to ‘intervene on its own behalf or inform us as to how we should act on its behalf’ through the existential fact that ‘wholes are ‘greater than the sum of their parts’ and this difference in energy, is experienced as an existential surplus or existential excess, and, that this differential has this ability to affect such chaotic re-direction, hopefully, in a more positive and productive direction. (607)


On reflection upon our experiences in this world as lived we usually acquire this discrimination to discern the relative positivity of our enactions, i.e., actions, inactions and/or non-actions. (608)


What are the ramifications of existential re-construction along with the reversal and/or replacement of relatively non-existential, adverse policy settings; be they neo-liberal inspired or otherwise? (609)


A re-humanization of the world as lived with-others, before-others! The return of a greater degree of existentially oriented concern and care that should already have been there in the first place to an extent needed to existentially and successfully respond to both ‘what is found to hand’ and ‘what is found being needed to hand’. Furthermore, through a diminishment in this neo-liberally inspired ‘terrorism’ of this world as lived we will also see a diminishment in the adversity and mis-equity inflicted by such inhumane policy formation and formularization. On this reclaimed ground of lived-experience we would also find a reversal of those trends that have reversed an effective de-democratization of our live-worlds. Let me clarify the import of this last claim. (610)

6.    The Existential Re-Constitution of Democratic Life-Worlds


“He that hath ears to hear, let him hear”.
 Most people are not deaf, so people who are not deaf should be able to hear. In this regard, we must wonder if most of our politicians are deaf since they are continually being informed about the increasing adversity and mis-equity of their electorates, but, oblivious to such suffering, they continue to indulge in political trivia of one-upmanship as if it were business as usual. Without a doubt, politicians are in a position to be well-informed; what with continual polling, focus groups, visiting and being visited by members of their electorates, committees, reports, expert discussions and commentaries, etc. So, why this apparent degree of non-comprehension? (611)


As if like fish in a deep sunlit pond with crystal clear water we can see but we do not see the water itself. The current major political-economic discourse, for a number of decades, is that of a neo-liberal ideological persuasion. It is the default position in how we both frame political economic problems and how we might wish to resolve such issues. However, to see that that is the way we see is to appreciate the manner of our seeing. Indeed, to see, e.g., how neo-liberally oriented formulations of suites of policy settings are actually contributing to such exacerbated adversity and mis-equity is to start to be insightful in that same regard. However, such insight also needs to take on board that a rectification of this exacerbated adversity is not to continue to promote the same kinds of policy settings that contributed to this increasing adversity in the first place. Politically, the damage is already done, and, to undo this damage a long, slow process of rectification will have to be undergone. The relentless imposition of neo-liberally oriented policy settings, collectively, has gamed the system in the favour of that one percent of the one percent. On the other hand, in a political system where a standard of living has been rising for most people that ‘observation’ may not be so apparent. However, should they enter a period where an overall standard of living is on the decline, or has been on the decline for some time, then it may become more apparent that political-economic value created in that economy is being mis-distributed, and, where, as such, it becomes increasingly obvious that ‘bad economic is also bad politics, and v.v!’ Disgruntle people are no longer voting for traditional parties that don’t seem to be listening to them. As a result, we seem to be moving into a period of political instability through both a loss of a viable party politics and its apparent paralysis or preoccupations with political trivia, and, the effective replacement of such traditional parties by small parties centered around populists who demagoguery is often anti-democratic, have little sense of what it means to be politically professional, cause endless forms of disruption, demonstrate either a degree of incompetence that is disastrous or a degree of competence that installs an agenda that proves to be antithetical to our democratic way of life…. (612)


What do our professional politicians need to hear? That many policies need to be reversed, replaced and/or existentially re-constructed in a manner that restores value for all people, in such a manner that re-enriches and re-humanizes this world as lived! In this regard, just what policies need to be seriously re-considered, seen as neo-liberally oriented, and, how we might address and redress such ideological distortions as entailed there?! Let me suggest a few these adverse policy settings, citing an Australian context. That, through understanding the neo-liberal bias behind their formulation and formularization, hopefully, we might then see more clearly just what needs to be rectified! (613)

1.   That episodic redundancies in business and civil service should be circumscribed.

2.   Downsizing that results in loss of quality of service yet demands increasing fees.

3.   The increased costs/reduced services present in health insurance.

4.   Privatizations that tax users to a greater degree than if they had not been instituted.

5.   Capital gains on property set at fifty percent (on commercial property).

6.   Negative gearing that favours property investment rather that home ownership.

7.   A property/rental market too open to overseas ownership and/or investment.

8.   Companies able to circumvent the payment of their taxes.

10. Superannuation settings that favour the better paid worker.

11. Reductions in weekend penalty rates that hurt more both the poor and women.

12. Inequality in the work place w.r.t. gender, skills, responsibilities and recompense.

13. Reduction in wages or salaries through redefinition of job descriptions.

14. Any policy platform that invokes a form of trickle down economics.

15. Increased prices for governmental services with no improvement in delivery.

16. University and VET fees (invoking a simplistic user pays mentality).

17. Privatization of health care.

18. Policies that weaken union participation and their role in arbitration.

19. Policies that weaken regulations from the economy to the environment.

20. Policies that deprecate the unemployed, disabled and pensioners, etc. (614)


Insight depends upon our having of an insightful frame of reference. Neo-liberalism cannot be ‘seen’ by us, and, politicians cannot ‘hear’ the real cause of our concerns without having the prior education of creating the right mental frame of reference in order to the clearly appreciate the phenomenon in question. Whether that phenomenon is there to be correctly perceived is another matter, but, when the investment of our interest, in this regard, is more than returned then we find such insight more than reinforced. In this light one may question whether neo-liberalism is an actual phenomenon or a set of disparate phenomena? However, having examined this question I am now of the opinion that we do have an apparent phenomenon by virtue of the fact that neo-liberal ideological philosophy is an excessive privileging of the individual with an equal de-privileging of community and government. Hence its promotion of competition, profit, removal of regulations, downsizing the civil service, and a disguised disregard of others… (615)


As I have argued, the dissemination of personal power is only through the cooperation of others. Our personal ambitions and interpersonal aspirations can only be navigated and negotiated through the arbitration of others. It behooves us, therefore, to be respectful of others since it is only through others that we can make both our passage and progress in this world as lived with-others… (616)

In this light, we need to see the role to be played by this dimension of the existential. In deferring to our relationships, through a suspension of both ‘self’ and ‘other’, we put ourselves in a position to act on the behalf of our relationships as we find ourselves encompassed by their embrace and empowered by the same… to be re-directed through this surplus of excess value to be essentially found at the very center of those relationships… and holistically expressed from every point in that relationship albeit from their own sense of perspective. (617)

As stated, neo-liberalism is both bad economics and bad politics! Mis-equity disrupt the economy of consumption for all concerned; both the poor and the wealthy. Passive malcontentment translates into disgruntled forms of politics where the democratic tenor of our live-worlds is incrementally undermined. Hence an urgent need for a reversal and replacement of neo-liberal policies and/or their existential re-construction… in order to re-institute the continuity and advancement of our democratic way of life! (618)
Striking Out! – A New Four-Part Political-Economic Manifesto:

I.
Circumscription of donations/influence: In relation to:

1. Private – capped at some small amount – published if amount is greater than say $1000 but no greater than, say, $10,000/controls on the buying of influence.

2. Public or Organizational – only to a non-party, democratic fund or capped at, say, $10,000.

3. Governmental – set funding of parties. Non-virtual advertizing only during elections. Mandatory websites. Capped at $x per candidate. Such money for candidate and/or party. Bipartisan oversight of electoral disbursement of funds (to avoid pork-barreling, etc.).

II.
Inscription of all transactions from lobbying to debating legislation,
 etc:

1. Transparency – of all documentation, all transactions, etc.

2. Accountability – personal signatures on all forms of enaction.

3. Responsibility – demonstration of communal responsibility for enaction.

III.
Proscription – reversal of all adverse process-descriptions of mis-equity:

1. Contra-inequity – reversal of inequity through wealth transfers.

2. Contra-dis-equity – reversal of lost conditions and creation of better ones.

3. Contra-non-equity – reversal of non-equity through re-organization of 

employment/introduction of basic or universal income.

IV.
Prescription for the existential re-self-organization of the political-economy:

1. Exploration – Existential forms of intervention that productively balance the

 political-economy, etc., (based on a discovery of correlations).

2. Consolidation – Institution of a refinement of our genre conventions, etc., 

(based on relevant forms of accommodation).

3. Innovation – The existential realization of an enrichment of our relationships 

(based on transformations that positively re-enrich the nature of our interactions).

E.g., possible, independent government support for the Media in this age of the Internet; a reconstitution of the concepts of work, human dignity, positive valuational formation; etc. (such innovations seeking existentially oriented forms of transformation through a striking out in new directions when and where called for!). [522] (619)

Out Striking! – A New Four-Part Political (Economic) Manifesto:

I.
Imputation of donations/influence: In relation to:

1. Private – capped at some small amount – published if amount is greater than say $1000 but no greater than, say, $10,000/controls on the buying of influence.

2. Public or Organizational – only to a non-party, democratic fund or capped at, say, $10,000.

3. Governmental – set funding of parties. Non-virtual advertizing only during elections. Mandatory websites. Capped at $x per candidate. Such money for candidate and/or party. Bipartisan oversight of electoral disbursement of funds (to avoid pork-barreling, etc.).

II.
Reputation of all transactions from lobbying to debating legislation,
 etc:

1. Transparency – of all documentation, all transactions, etc.

2. Accountability – personal signatures on all forms of enaction.

3. Responsibility – demonstration of communal responsibility for enaction.

III.
Re-Computation – reversal of all adverse process-descriptions of mis-equity:

1. Contra-inequity – reversal of inequity through wealth transfers.

2. Contra-dis-equity – reversal of lost conditions and creation of better ones.

3. Contra-non-equity – reversal of non-equity through re-organization of 

employment/introduction of basic or universal income.

IV.
Disputation for the existential re-self-organization of the political economy:

4. Exploration – Existential forms of intervention that productively balance the

 political-economy, etc., (based on a discovery of correlations).

5. Consolidation – Institution of a refinement of our genre conventions, etc., 

(based on relevant forms of accommodation).

6. Innovation – The existential realization of an enrichment of our relationships 

(based on transformations that positively re-enrich the nature of our interactions).

E.g., possible, independent government support for the Media in this age of the Internet; a reconstitution of the concepts of work, human dignity, positive valuational formation; etc. (such innovations seeking existentially oriented forms of transformation through a striking out in new directions when and where called for!). (620)



    Noël Tointon, Sydney and Leura, 22.6.17.
� 	E.g., is the distinctive joining together of characteristic Art Deco shapes, with their vocabulary of sharp edges and mirror symmetries, etc., with characteristic Art Deco colours, with their recognizable vocabulary of certain greens, yellows and oranges, etc., more a matter of merely iterated association or indicative of some deeper form of psychic integration? To my mind we could argue for either without disestablishing this argument that iconic production is a crystalline-like precipitation of the then current cultural preoccupations that could then be seen as representing a broad reflection of those discursive themes that seemingly well-characterize those times. Consequently, our expectation would be that we would more likely meet with a similarity of discursive preoccupations whose strands could easily act as insightful commentaries on other contemporaneous strands co-produced in those textual formations that appear to have an iconic-like status. Then, on a more discursive level of textual treatment, it would be more natural to expect that certain sets of ideas would parallel other prominent sets of ideas, etc. Moreover, we could look for similar motifs, conclusions, modes of resolution, etc., and hope their discovery and examination might cast more light on the less superficial, deeper nature of such textual production.


� 	I.e., valuation formation. Valuational formation, whether existentially oriented or non-existentially oriented, being more than mere value formation through its thematization of identity formation and the functional clarification of genres, etc.


� 	Much of Western philosophy seems to have overlooked considerations concerning feelings and emotions. To this list of oversight, we can add a recent postmodern relegation of ethics or morality. I find such lacunae in interest to be fascinating. I am also intrigued by the fact that much of critical Buddhist thought seems to have followed certain postmodern-like directions without abandoning an ethical or moral dimension. It would be most interesting to conduct a comparison between these non-contemporaneous schools in philosophical critique in order to see how ethical considerations could be re-integrated with Contemporary thought.


� 	I examine this claim in chapter-section 2 in paragraph 12. This claim being basically verified by Politifact who note: Sanders’ claim is accurate but needs additional notes of context. We rate it Mostly True.


:


� 	Witness, in Australia, the Coalition’s central policy plank for the 2016 election that argued for a 48.2 billion tax cut over ten years (and which is now being costed at approximately 65 billion dollars over a similar period of time… and all for a minute advancement in growth according to its associated modeling; a risky predication that would not be worth gambling on). Such funds, I have no doubt, could be much better invested in the fields of infrastructure, education, health and debt-reduction.


� 	Witness the financial mismanagement and fraudulent behaviour found in the privatized rollout of the VET schemes in Australia (and the fact that this same type of misbehaviour will most likely re-occur in the rollout of the National Disability Insurance Scheme [NDIS]). Refer to chapter-section 5, subsection 12.


� 	‘Their’, as a possessive pronoun, is very much in need of definition as it seems demagogues are usually more interested in their own interests rather than the interests of their constituents. E.g., is Trump in politics for personal self-advancement and profiting on a grand scale (through promoting greater degrees of profitability through emoluments, further branding of property and merchandise, wider business connections, the creation of situations of greater profitability for his companies both in the US and world wide?)? Or, is he in politics because he wants to make a positive contribution? Time, no doubt, will tell but the trend so far is not very promising; especially in the light of a series of prospective policy positions that, all too often, are very much inspired by a neo-liberally oriented agenda. 


� 	E.g., to create a commercial enterprise, to financially preserve its existence, through conservation create a profit, and, through meta-conservation continue to amplify that profit year in and year out. Commercial enterprises are also exposed to a series of other imperatives such as maintaining access to inputs in terms of availability, cost, price, etc., and discharge of outputs in terms of customers or clients, frequency and volume, cost and price, etc; maintaining a profitable balance between the former; minimizing other costs such as taxation; increasing efficiency and effectiveness processes between inputs and outputs; maintaining adequate levels of capital, debt, skilled staff, records and other forms of relevant information, etc. On top of such process imperatives, companies also need to compete against other similar companies locally or globally; find political forms of accommodation; resolve issues of governance; resolve the tension between redirectional executives and re-directional managers who may need to take their enterprises in new directions for whatever reason that appear to be profitably viable, etc.


� 	This manifesto can be found drawn up on the penultimate page of this chapter-section/essay-paper.


� 	This second manifesto can be found drawn up on the final page of this chapter-section/essay-paper.


� 	Assuming property prices keep rising, or, don’t drastically fall, and, costs like stamp duties, etc., do not change or get raised in the meantime.


� 	E.g., as advanced by the economist Thomas Piqetty. E.g., refer to his short book The Economics of Inequality (translated by Arthur Goldhammer); The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2015.


� 	This pro-democratic orientation should be enacted on all levels of the political-economy; from government to business, from schools and universities to the workplace, etc. One aspect of this is observed in my subheading of Responsibility.


� 	Although I am referring primarily to first-world democracies, these observations and injunctions can also apply to other political-economies; be they first-world or non-first-world, or democratic or non-democratic in political orientation.


� 	Ideally, where policy formation concerning exploration, consolidation and innovation is involved, political arguments need to be successfully mounted in order to advance their re-direction in the re-formulation of such policy re-setting. Hence this heading of Disputation.


� 	King James Bible; Matthew 11:15. 


� 	Witness the ever-rising cost of electricity (although other forms of market distortion should also be taken into account).


� 	A greater, standard degree of transparency of inscription, etc., within certain limitations given that we cannot be absolutely transparent even to our own sense/s of self, etc.


� 	I.e., non-existential reversal and replacement and/or existential re-construction.


� 	A greater, standard degree of transparency of inscription, etc., within certain limitations given that we cannot be absolutely transparent even to our own sense/s of self, etc.


� 	I.e., non-existential reversal and replacement and/or existential re-construction.





