1
2

7M. Mythic Manipulations:

From a Pragmatic Perspective, upon Reflection, 

It Seems Most People are Set up to Fail for the Benefit of the Few;

‘If this is the Case?’ then “Please Explain!”
The Pursuit of Philosophy as a Discipline
Volume III

The Prescience of Philosophy as a Discipline:

Beyond Criticism:

How Should Philosophy 

Progressively Perfect an Ongoing Critique of its Discipline,

And,

Through Such Constructive Insight,

Perceptively Appreciate the Nature of the Human Condition??

A Critique of Theory versus A Theory of Critique…

N. K. Tointon

2020 – 2022

7M. Mythic Manipulations:

From a Pragmatic Perspective, upon Reflection, 
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‘If this is the Case?’ then “Please Explain!”

0. Pre-Introduction and Introduction


In this essay I am going to explore a certain rhetorical structure, or trope, that is much misused by politicians, etc., with profound ramifications for the political-economy and all of us who must inescapably ‘sail’ within its confines. Namely, the running together of two arguments (A and B), usually presented as if so-called ‘sound-bites’, that in themselves may be right, partially right, somewhat false, or completely false; with their connection forming an improper conclusion (C) that is considered to be self-evidently ‘true’ but which more likely produces a determination with ramifications that, overall, are socially detrimental (D) but where this takes place in a demographic context that usually does not affect those people who can be seen to belong to a set of elites (E), to the extent that it both disempowers and disenfranchises most people marked out for such failure (F), proffers nothing to those who get nothing, are already excluded (G); but, which at the same time, considerably benefits ‘the one percent of the one percent’ (H), those that ‘have most of the wealth of a certain society’, to a degree that, quite reasonably, should be deemed as ‘obscene’ given this class of people F). Hence this following scheme:
A + B = C => D => {E = 0, F = -X, G = ∅, H = +Y} Where Y >> X
 (0)

Let me demonstrate this type of observation:

Who hasn’t heard it said, somewhat along the following lines: ‘I have worked all my life (A)’, ‘why should those who don’t work (or don’t want to work) get a handout (be that in the form of the dole or as a pension) (B)?’. The ‘conclusion’ (C) being that all people get some form of monetary assistance, be that entirely through their own efforts or through governmental assistance in some form… and that that should be thought of as not right, as self-evidently not fair or true, or the way society should head, etc., etc. (1)

However, an innocuous piece of misplaced, non-reflected upon logic has much wider ramifications especially if such misleading arguments, first, are over-iterated, and, second, where similar types of false argumentation are disseminated across the breath of the entire political-economy and become ever re-announced by those who just should know better. Be they, e.g., politicians, the Media in all its manifestations, or, indeed, your next-door neighbours, friends, associates, colleagues, professionals, etc. It is as if there were the workings of a profound conspiracy afoot where everyone is a conspirator and no one, or so it seems, is any the wiser, or feels guilt. But, sadly, through both such absent reflections and the requisite remonstrations by our peers we are doomed to continue on this inevitable path of failure, albeit for most of us where the few inevitably benefit at the expense of the many who are set up to eventually fail, if not to also persistently fail..! (2)
1. An Exploration of this Observation 

On closer scrutiny of the political-economy, we have the current consensus that the neo-liberal paradigm is one of the reasons that we might be able to draw this conclusion, namely, that, somewhat unwittingly, we are rhetorically both disempowering and disenfranchising ourselves by giving our silent assent to such ideological nonsense disseminated through this rather anti-social type of trope and all its many variants… (3)

An ethos built upon an unremitting world of competition is a recipe for social disaster since even to compete we must first agree on which rules need to be followed. That, the exercise of such competition is then built upon this basis of a public consensus that should not be eroded by the ideological force of such competitiveness. Then, moreover, at the same time, to have omnipresent forms of advertising disseminating such anti-social attitudes merely ‘rubs salt into such an ensuing wound’ exacerbated by such signaled contempt for the ensuing consequences of such accumulative ramifications. (4)  


In this simplified form of a demographics, as just laid out, we first have elites (E), those who either directly manage the political-economy
 and/or indirectly participate in the political-economy from the natural re-enrichment of this perspective, be that through inheritance or fortuitous circumstances or expeditious forms of early economic behaviors; second, the general mass of people who are eventually set up to find failure in some form or other (F); third, the socially excluded, be they travelers, foreign workers, overseas students, homeless, etc. (G); and, fourth, the so-called one percent of the one percent here designated by (H).
 (5)

Of course, this vision of demographics is a misrepresentation of the complexity of the social world, and, moreover, I have cast this simple trope as a general rule or observation only (and not to be taken as definitive in each and every situation it is given an application). Given these convenient circumscriptions, I am arguing that social forces, as currently constituted, are set up in such a way to ensure, on balance, the benefit of the few at the expense of the many. This can be described as a parallel disempowerment, in external terms, of the members of those life-worlds entailed in this broad classification designated by F and their internal disenfranchisement within those same life-worlds or modes of life just alluded to. E.g., a continual diminishment, overall, in the relative value of an average wage, etc., versus the diminishment in forms of an economic surplus to support local community infrastructure, newspapers and other forms of media, social supports such as premises used by certain communities (like, e.g., bowling venues, golf courses, cinemas, scout halls, boating clubs, cheaper restaurants, bookshops, free places to meet in public,
 etc.
). (6)

In this rhetorical exploration, in scrutinizing this type of anti-social trope, let me note the following examples beginning with the first example as already outlined:
1. I have worked all my life, why should I ‘give’ the non-working a handout.

2. Have a go, and, you will get a (fair) go.

3. Work hard, and, hard work will be well-rewarded. 
4. I don’t like waste, political party P is against waste (so vote for P).
5. Party Q are good economic managers; I want good management (so vote for Q).
6. Saving your money is good, so you should save.

7. Elected politicians are our representatives, so they should represent ‘us’.
8. People should be treated equally; all unemployed people should be treated likewise.
9. One person one vote, so, one person should get to exercise just one vote.
10. Poor people are lazy, such people are not hardworking.

11. We believe in equality and equal wages; therefore, women are paid equally.
12. Pensions are meant to be lived upon, why should renting pensioners complain? (7) 

This is just a token list that I am sure could be extended for ever and a day. Each is embedded in a different set of expectations, arguments, etc. Just what annoying variants of this anti-social, binary trope would you want to see added to this list? (8)

A fruitful area for sociological research is to ask to what extent such binary tropes, and others, are utilized, say, in political manifestoes, the speeches of politicians, disseminated by both Media and social media in such an unreflected upon form? I.e., in modes of communicative presentation that, either in part or in whole, lack both an informative commentary and an insightful in-depth analysis. An observation that is more pronounced given the contraction of political messaging to these condensed sound-bites that may well have more ‘bite’ than we realize when seen through a more active lens given their unintended consequences that we must also suspect are also being intended by those more able to manipulate such fictions to support the ends of both themselves and those sectors of society that stand to benefit from such potent and damaging forms of obscuration. Then, again, we might also believe that the repetitive nature of their thematic or memetic use may well be more an index of their successful functioning in the context of their political or ideological utilization. Hence politicians, e.g., may be merely falling back on the iterative use of such tropes having recognized their political utility rather than any overt Machiavellian-like
 desire to enrich one sector of society at the expense of another. Giving an explanation, e.g., also for why the world of advertising is so happy to use such tropes on the basis of this conjecture that this lack of both insight and oversight exists and persists on the part of both those who are disseminators and the recipients of such disseminations. One such trope I find particular annoying in this regard is this slogan that ‘you should have x, because you deserve x’ so you should indulge yourself, reward your now perceived self-entitlement by buying x, and, of course, feel such entitlement when you use this product or service x. Such a trope, if it were to be used sparingly, only on the odd occasion, might be barely noticed, but, given its excessive iteration one must wonder how such distorted, and socially distorting, messages impact on the ensuing ethos of a community given this continual onslaught of such potent and socially damaging messaging. Then the automatic defense that might be cited by such miscreant communicators is that ‘it is only advertising’, but, we would then need to ask why do the sellers of such product and services buy into such socially divisive advertising campaigns it they had no effect whatsoever on our overall behaviours of consumption? (9)

So, let us explore and scrutinize such potentially damaging social slogans that deserve to be thoroughly deconstructed and then treated with the ensuing contempt they well-deserve? Hopefully, replaced by a set of qualified observations that better serve the shared fortunes of a more equal, less in equitable society. (10)

1. I have worked all my life, why should I ‘give’ the non-working a handout


Such an attituded is fueled by a neo-liberal emphasis upon competition, where ‘winners’ deserve to be rewarded and ‘losers’ do not deserve any form of recognition given they lost despite what efforts they may have or may not have exercised in the realization of that apparent loss. In this regard, e.g., we can invoke that short-sighted type of allusion made in the form of a memorable sound-bite that refers to so-called ‘lifters’ versus so-called ‘leaners’.
 ‘Inane’ for the very reason that it is not thought through in any depth whatsoever. A vivid dichotomy is drawn and run with without any form of insightful commentary or reflection. This dichotomy is a false one since all people at various times in their life are either ‘lifters’ and/or ‘leaners’, and, on many occasions may be acting in both roles simultaneously. We have, e.g., carers on a pension that financially assist them to look after someone that, in all probability, would be much more expensive for that society to look after along more institutional lines. How much better someone is cared for by a person who knows them and cares about the quality of their care for twenty-four hours a day, and so forth. Then, it should be recognized we come into this world completely dependent upon the care of our parents or their social equivalents acting in such a role. Then, sadly, towards the end of our lives it is often the case that we fall into the care of others once again. Such a dichotomy completely overlooks such social complexities. Then, it is also often the case that those who society rewards, or, rather, over-rewards, are done so at the expense of those who also need to be recognized for their services to society but in a world rigged, out all proportion to lived-reality, in a way that more greatly benefits the more powerful, or those sectors of society certain politician, through a distortion of policy settings, want onside rather than to be found off-sided for whatever political reasons, be they non-intended, unintended, or mis-intended, etc. (11)

One way to directly address this type of binary trope, pointed out to me by a friend, is to just ask the perpetrator of such a slogan ‘would you rather live in the USA or Australia?’ or ‘would you prefer to live in Russia or China, or some other so-called ‘workers’ paradise’, and so on..? (12)

Or, we might take our time and indirectly explore the general situation and ramification surrounding such a short-sighted expression of political insightlessness and enquire what they might do if they were to become suddenly unemployed or unemployable, if they were to have a serious accident where they were rendered unfit for doing the only type or types of employment they currently know? Or, more drastically, ask them to recognize that society, indeed, no society, is as perfectly enabled as they are and, therefore, what should we do about such less able-bodied individuals? Hopefully, finding those more reflective souls who clearly understand that we need to look after those who need to be looked after and into whose ranks, they, too, might also join for whatever reason or reasons. Perhaps getting them to reflect upon the most likely nature of their retirement and to what extent such a retirement will inevitably be underpinned by society continually granting them such a benefit despite their no longer working’? In effect, we need to recognize that not all people can equally contribute to the preservation and conservational expansion of their society, but, all should be treated equally as members of that society since it is also the case that everyone does and can contribute to their society, each in their own manner, each after their own fashion, to that degree that that is possible for them (and all too often such contributions are not equally and equitably recognized). (13)

That it is in society’s better interests for it to set up those pathways where all forms of contribution are better recognized since it is unfortunately the case that not all forms of work are necessarily paid or rewarded as such. Witness the enormous amount of labour performed by women, the elderly, and others that easily gets looked over by those who more inclined to privilege paid labour alone. Then, paid work itself is also inequitably compensated as is evident, e.g., in the comparative rates of pay between male workers and female workers. Or, that during the Covid lockdowns, in the current pandemic, we liked to ‘thank’ our ‘essential workers’ for continuing to work, but, such a facile form of recognition was not extended in any sense to our insisting that they see a commensurate increase in their pay as a token of our gratitude.  In all of this we must  remember, too, that it is only through our mutual cooperation with others that we can each find our own forms of freedom that then would allow us to expedite that path we have chosen, but, which, too, is selected in and through a series of arbitrated compromises in this overall scheme of things that does include everyone in various forms of economic exchange whether we are aware of this or not.
  (14)
2. Have a go, and, you will get a (fair) go

This was one of those rather odious political slogans promulgated at length by the recent Prime Minister Scott Morrison and may have been one of those facets of his leadership that contributed to his recent and decisive downfall in the Australian federal elections held in 2022? (15)
It is obvious to many hard-working Australians that this truism, for a variety of reason, has passed it sell-by date? And a reconsideration had not only by Australians, but world-wide. I cannot forget seeing on the PBS program Newshour some years ago the hard-working life of an Afro-American mother of a very young daughter who worked three jobs in the hospitality industry, paid the average rent on her apartment, had only five hours a day to sleep, and where her grandmother had to look after the child while this person served in the fast-food industry on hourly rates that were obviously well below self-subsistence, not proffering a so-called ‘living-wage’ by any stretch of the imagination. Such an individual was more than hard-working, and her reward was to be trapped in a cycle of endless poverty… unable to save, unable to improve her job prospects through education, little opportunity to get her sleep, to be a mother with her daughter, and so on and so forth. (16)
Of course, there is an embedded existential truth that ‘if you work hard’ then ‘you should be well-paid’. But, however, that connection is not naturally present in a society that is highly competitive and will continually attempt to erode, if left unchecked, the benefits one sector has at their expense for the ongoing accumulative benefit of another sector usually able to better express its power by such contractual forms of incremental differentiation ‘progressively’ operating in their favour in a situation that should not be classified as a so-called ‘win-win’ for all parties concerned. On a superficial level of scrutiny, it is obvious that some working benefits must accrue to the relatively disenfranchised otherwise why would they serve their masters other than from the fundamental imperative of needing to survive. However, from a more existential sense of a pro-relational perspective it is also obvious that hard work should be well-rewarded if only for that business or institution to retain the labour of such a hard worker, and so on. That it might well be to the advantage of those utilizing such contractual labour to ensure that such contracts are suitably fulfilled given, should there be a greater demand for labour over the numbers of people who can supply such a role, that such labour has a habit of then migrating to those forms of labour that proffer either better remuneration and/or better working conditions. In this period of time, we might classify as mid-Covid, we are already seeing this shifting of workers towards those occupations promising better compensation and the marketplace having to adjust its pricing and wages accordingly. On the other hand, over the greater course of time, it seems that management, more often than not, has won this contest over employees along with those people and businesses renting housing and premises accompanied by those new, less traditional industries, IT, e.g., that can command a greater share of that proverbial economic ‘pie’. The same differential is to be observed between countries more able to command a better differential form of pricing over the export of their products and services. (17)

New industries, such as electronics, digital services, the gig economy, etc., are also meeting forms of resistance in the form of a push-back orchestrated by a variety of reactionary forces such as enacted by governments when inspired to act, workers demanding forms of union representation, or similar, and, fairer negotiations over wages and conditions, etc. Or, in situations of high employment, some workers will just walk in the reasonable hope of getting a job with either better pay or better conditions. But, as ever, money is ‘information’, and, the better organizers of such flows of the relevant information are usually in a better position to incrementally enhance their ensuing comparative take of such a financial resource… (18)

From a more formal perspective we get the following in relation to the formula:
A + B = C => D => {E = 0, F = -X, G = ∅, H = +Y} Where Y >> X [0]

A. Have a go (understood as employment).

B. You will get a (fair) go (i.e., you will find employment that ‘recognizes’ your worth as a worker that will be commensurate with your remuneration). 
C. Hence you will be better off. However, the relative ‘truth’ of A+B is that for some people in a better demographic sense of position, i.e., with a privileged social background, often with the requisite education that comes with that type of background, and as a member of the dominant racial majority, etc., more often than not, will stand a better chance of finding this tenuous maxim working for them. Whereas, in contrast, for those people not in such an auspicious demographic, the relative reality of such a maxim is more likely to be perceived and understood to be quite the obverse, i.e., either finding obstructions to their getting a form of work commensurate with their skills and/or not obtaining the requisite advancement, through promotion, coincident with their abilities being exercised in their current form of employment.
D. Therefore, for many people in a less auspicious demographic the relative reality of this maxim works against them. Given, in relative terms that most people are in a less auspicious demographic, or, i.e., are not in the most auspicious demographic, then a certain probability will apply that ‘they will not get a good go’ as promised by this tenuously based maxim to find a confirmatory relevance in lived-reality. Hence:
E. = Elites who will experience little change in their higher probability of success.
F. = Most people marked out for some form and degree of failure.
G. = A non-applicable change in status for this demographic, i.e., ∅.
H. = This privileged demographic being more than rewarded for their ‘work’. (19)

Interpreted along these lines, in parallel with either a relatively auspicious or inauspicious demographic, we find this maxim, respectively, either operates relatively well or is found, by the latter more populous residents, as being relatively obstructed, etc. The latter, in effect, have a ‘go’, and, yet, will more meet, on balance, a relative ‘non-go’. That for those members who find themselves residing in a less auspicious demographic such a maxim is tantamount to an ‘insult’. I.e., as being indirectly insulted, if not directly insulted, given their perception, and apperception, of their social reality to be, in such matter, to already be less auspicious. (20)

Therefore, given this interpretation, we must wonder, e.g., at the lack of political nous exercised by the ex-Prime Minister Scott Morrison…
 and, whether such a short-sighted attitude, one among an accumulating number of such social faux pas towards the lived-spectrum of social reality, contributed to his downfall along with a landslide swing to the current Labor Government?
 (21)
3. Work hard, and, hard work will be well-rewarded


A similar tone-deaf maxim is presented though this political-like slogan that often echoes alongside the former relatively fraudulent maxim (and where would best operate only in the ideality of a world of seriously diminished inequality and inequity, etc.). (22)

‘Work hard’ and ‘you might be rewarded’, but, more likely a member of the class distinction designated as ‘H’ will probably profit to a much greater degree on the metaphorical ‘backs’ of everyone else who will be much less rewarded for the productivity of their enacting the semblance of a much harder form of labour. (23)

Again, this maxim has a seductive truth that would be valid if it were to operate in an ideal world, but, for most people, social-reality, more often than not, will tell them that such a composite conjunction has a much-reduced coincidence with lived-reality! (24)

In effect, work hard and your hard work will more than likely reward someone else with an even greater semblance of profit. But, such is reality (as better expressed in the use of the French maxim ‘c’est la vie’). (25)
4. I don’t like waste, political party P is against waste (so vote for P)


Some years ago, one of my neighbours, a migrant plumber, said almost exactly that same thought as embedded in the heading to this section. Political party P had advertised this slogan that they did not believe in waste and my neighbour, in an agreement with such a sentiment, decided to vote for ‘this perception of a party P that did not believe in waste’.
 I remember being rendered somewhat speechless when this person expressed this sole reason as to why they had decided to vote for this party P; who were obviously very good at advertising but not necessarily a party that lived up to enacting such fine sentiments. We should always be more than wary about what politicians say they are going to do and what they actually get to do. Why this person should accept such a motherhood statement that could have been said by any political party and by all politicians whether they belonged to a party might not be too difficult to comprehend if we also realize that party P had branded an opposing party as having been ‘wasteful’, in part, through having run up a national debt that saved Australia from going into a recession after the Global Financial Crisis in 2008 and where from the continuing profits earned by those companies the government would then be in a better position to pay down such a debt? Such politicians, in party P, who ran this line in disparagement of the opposing party, would have known that this increase in the national debt was responsible for saving Australia from having gone into a recession with all the hardships associated with that type of an economic phenomenon. But, let us be honest, sadly, ‘there is little truth in politics’ and one can only hope that a time will come when electors will demand, instead, a speaking of the truth from their to-be-elected politicians and where untruthful politicians will be electorally punished for such self-seeking dissembling. Although such a hope may appear to be all too idealistic, still, there are many who are coming around to the thought that the real perpetrators of fake news, false histories, fabricated fantasies, and so on should all be called to account in a marketplace that puts a higher price on such advertised wares. Just as we seek ‘truth in advertising’, can ‘truth in politics’ be far behind?
 (26)
5. Party Q are good economic managers; I want good management (so vote for Q)


This binary trope, as a political meme, is very similar to the rhetoric expended by one political party in its attempts to brand another party as ‘wasteful’. We all want good economic management. However, how such a state of affairs is to be perceived is just as problematic. More correctly we should view such a political manoeuvre as one in which a certain party will attempt to brand itself as ‘good economic managers’ and brand opposing parties as ‘not good economic managers’. In effect, on this issue, and others, they will try to attempt to both seize and maintain this aspect of a major discourse. Then, in owning that discourse, their ‘incumbency’ will establish them as positive possessors of that trope. (27)

Any attempt to take over a major discourse from the relative position of possessing only a relatively minor discourse is a bit like boiling water or melting ice… a certain extra quantum of energy has to be dissipated first in order to then ‘shift the dial’ so to speak. All the ice has to first melt which consumes extra energy before the temperature will start to rise. Similarly, in order to actually boil water additional energy has to be expended just to oversee this change in state, in order to instigate this change of phase. An apt metaphor in considering what additional labour a minor discourse has to expend in order to eventually engineer this replacement of the ruling paradigm by this minor insurgent. Just as there is an advantage with political incumbency given that they are more likely to be reported as actively intervening in the political-economy in question along with the advantages of such non-virtual reporting. In contrast, the policies, personas, and complexions, etc., of a competing set of political parties, have for the moment a relatively virtual status given their relative inability to implement such shifts in policy setting, etc. Hence the displacement of a major discourse by a minor discourse needs to overcome this element of ‘incumbency’. (28)

In view of these ideas on the nature of the transformational-transition between a major discourse and its minor replacement (as the ‘new major discourse’) we can observe a relative asymmetry between major and minor discourses in regard to the utilization of such rhetorical devices. Such binary tropes, memes, etc., operate with intentional objectives that act in two directions, namely, either the seizing and/or the maintaining of the major discourse through a two-pronged approach that usually proffers both self-blandishments and other-disparagements. I.e., through the proffering, through various forms of political dissemination, either positive forms of self-advertisement and/or invoking negative forms in the advertisement of the political other or others. By such differentials, political parties hope to put themselves in both a better light and cast their opposition/s in a poor light or in a virtual state of darkness (the latter taking place when an opposition, in some form or other, is effectively being ignored). However, as to what sticks and what does not stick is often a reflection of who actually possesses the current major discourse in that same regard. Almost as if a democratic-like phenomenon, when a major discourse is being lost it is often the case that incumbency no longer protects, through a former lack of relative criticism, the performances of those political personae now having to defend their current positioning. Whereas resistance, from mere incumbency alone, would once prevent such incursions from successfully advancing, a chaotic-like state now intervenes in the collapse of their former possession of that major discourse. Be that within a party, e.g., in a change of leadership, or, e.g., between parties in an election, amongst members on a board or committee, through the successful implementation of a military coup d’état, etc. (29) 

With regard to this meme centered on the imputed perceptions of the quality of a particular management style, we note either our general assent or dissent, and, that we are also being persuaded or co-opted in the taking of a position for or against the instigators of such a meme, be that arrived at through either self-blandishments, inducements, etc., and/or forms of perceived loss, coercion, etc. (30)

What may seem a simple argument is dressed up and packaged with quite a lot of co-associated forms of dissemination and political effort in an economy of contestment that truly deserves to be properly contested, hopefully in a form that is equitably orchestrated despite the advantages of incumbency. (31)
6. Saving your money is good, so you should save


Here we have another meme that looks and acts like a single, non-complex trope. Of course, we should save, but, we should add that we should only save when the situation is suitable for that form of conservation. Circumstances need to be such that it is proper, appropriate, and apposite for this to occur. So, e.g., a mother could save some money, on the cost of food, by practically starving her children for a week. Or, e.g., if for whatever reason that in a certain week you were to find you had little money would be leftover that to then go and spend all or most of it on an expensive meal in a restaurant would not be appropriate when it would be more appropriate to go to the supermarket and buy enough supplies for that same week. Or, it would not be apposite, say, if you were to live in a shared household, to merely toss your unopened and unwanted tins and packets of food in a bin for rubbish when the same could be put aside for others and let them decide if they should wish to use it instead… (32)

So, yes, saving is a general imperative that we should all consider, but, only when the conditions for saving are suitable. Moreover, the form of saving, itself, needs to be both pertinent and relevant to the objectives envisaged. In a highly inflationary context or in an environment of low interest rates one must wonder at the merit of saving when the very act itself entails some considerable form of a relative loss. Under such circumstances it might have been better to consider some other more productive form of saving or to just enter into an act of consumption that more aptly fits those current conditions. (33)

We also have to recognize that our acts of saving, enacted through orthodox financial channels, e.g., will also enable others to make a profit upon the back of your financial sacrifices. Therefore, it behooves the saver to ascertain to what extent they will actually benefit from such abstained from forms of consumption given the nature of their circumstances and the relative profit to be had through their observing such potentially ingrained patterns of behaviour. That should such an option to save be present, they need to recognize that there are certain contexts that are not conducive to the formation of either the preservation and/or conservation of such capital, etc. In other words, our own conditioning can be turned against us and utilized by others at our own expense. Yes, we should look out for situations where we can save, but, that does not imply we should necessarily exercise such behaviours without exercising first our due diligence. (34)
7. Elected politicians are our representatives, so they should represent ‘us’


Unfortunately, the public perception is ‘that where the money is, a politician will not be too far behind (seeking donations and intently listening to the ‘tunes’ being called especially by their mega-donors).
 (35)

So, exactly whom should be represented by such representatives? To answer just the electors of their electorate is to be naïve. Politicians will also need to represent their parties, the world of business, those that overtly lobby them, and, of course, the country that they must represent. A politician must also represent themselves and, in this regard, they need to navigate and negotiate a complex territory best not distorted by forms of either over-commitment to so-called ethical principles or under-commitment to any sense of an ethical standard whatsoever. (36)

How is such territory best represented? From the exercise of an existential orientation where a closely aligned form of relational representation is intuitively allowed to re(-)self-organize itself in such a manner so as to self-find a relative optimum in the re-direction of its ensuing trajectory as viewed from a comparative consequential perspective. In effect, from engaging in an existentially oriented pattern of interventional behaviours that is found to promote the overall quality of that relationship in question, albeit as viewed within the full sense of its relational context. But, for us mere mortals, our impartially suspended identification with our relationships may well head us in the same direction should we adopt an attitude of concern and care with respect to the same. (37)
8. People should be treated equally; unemployed people should be treated likewise


It appears to me to be a prominent characteristic of the neo-liberal paradigm that similar people in similar circumstances will get vastly different forms of treatment! (38)

E.g., take the way, where in Australia, we are happy to sanction such an inequality in the delivery of assistance when the candidates for welfare assistance are arbitrarily categorized and, then, are treated in accordance with their classification and not in an accordance with any perception their apparent need. It stands to reason, say, that an unemployed person will more than likely have certain general needs that are the same regardless of their classification.
 All people need to drink and to eat, find shelter and clothing, be shielded from extreme heat or cold, need access to transport, and so on. So, why during this recent pandemic, with respect to the unemployed, we had what might be termed alpha, beta, gamma and delta citizens? People who had employment that they were about to lose or had just lost getting a higher form of monetary assistance in comparison to those who were pensioners; then further down the scale those who had been unable to find recent employment got less assistance and then holders of visas, foreign students who may have had part-time work, got absolutely nothing. Zilch! So much for charity in a country that once prided itself on its compassionate and Christian sense of an ethos. Sadly, and quite bluntly, those people who fell within this ‘delta classification’ were told to ‘go back home’ (despite the simultaneous disruptions in international travel). It is my hope that a recognition, by the majority of the people of Australia, of this general lack of concern and care, on the part of the former Coalition government, that was one more factor that ensured it lost the recent elections and where its members have been relegated to the side benches where they can hopefully contemplate the many reasons why they deserved such a decisive defeat? (39)

If we cannot treat people equally, and fairly, how can we run a democratic domain politically predicated on just that fact! (40)

Unfortunately, this democratic attitude has been replaced by the mindless meme ‘that not all people deserve to be treated equally, especially among the many different types of people who become classified as unemployed..?’ (41)

9. One person one vote, so, one person should get to exercise just one vote


It would seem that this meme, this democratic trope, should be read in a more ironic fashion, in a manner more in keeping with the polarized and populist nature of the times. (42)

One person, one vote is so out of keeping with current practice more based on a perceived sense of merit and self-entitlement. E.g., in the local government of the Sydney City Council we have companies now allowed to vote giving their residential owners two votes. Or, why have an election if you cannot control the outcome. Or, better, can control the outcome by disenfranchising certain tranches of electors you do not trust to vote for what you stand for. Or, declare elections to be fraudulent, even before they occur, when more correctly, you, yourself, are out to steal the elections instead by whatever means necessary to achieve that corrupt outcome… (43)

Unfortunately, in a reperceived and misplaced sense of ‘fairness’ it seems people belonging to different forms of classification, should have a vote that is either enhanced or doubled or fractionated through the intentional emplacement of differential forms of disenfranchisement and disempowerment of those electors targeted for such selective rebranding. (44)

10. Poor people are lazy, such people are not hardworking

This totally unfounded observation is a cultural riff endlessly disseminated generation by generation. It is a generality that just does not match the lived-reality on the ground. Poor people, like all people need to survive, and are desperate for those means that would allow them to do just that. (45)

Witness the hardworking existence of the Afro-American woman mentioned earlier who had three low-paying jobs, had her grandmother looking after her daughter and who barely had five hours to sleep each and every day.
 (46)

In India, just before the breaking of the Monsoon, in the full heat of the day I saw scores of taxi drivers endlessly circling through the crowded streets in the hope of getting passengers when barely a tourist was to be seen and better paid workers had long arrived at their places of employment. (47)

That during recessionary periods in Victorian England landlords would not lower their rents forcing workers to work even harder just to find and pay for accommodation for themselves and their families. Even then, despite such Dickensian conditions, the Middle Classes were fond of fooling themselves into thinking that ‘the poor were just lazy’, and the more deserving would always find decent forms of work. Under such wonderful conditions there was no need for the unnecessary formation of the unions, various legislative reforms that rebalanced the demographic landscape, had controls placed on child labour, and so on.
 (48)


Rightwing media are also fond of either cherry picking or inflating statistics or reinforcing such social forms of memetic prejudice through the non-factual and misleading iterations of social commentators passing themselves off as newscasters. E.g., in Britain a poll found that people, on average, were under the misapprehension, e.g., that about GBP 24 were fraudulently obtained for every GBP 100 of benefits, when, in fact the figure is estimated to be about 70p.
 (49)

Or, in Australia, where I believe ‘that if a government mandates a period of isolation at home when you are stricken with Covid, that the government should also pay you for your doing this mandated duty’. Recently, in the midst of one more wave of Covid, the Labor government was going to let such financial relief lapse on a date set by the previous government. But, it was very quickly called to account by social commentators, may I say of all political persuasions, and the government duly did this ‘backflip’ by announcing that such a measure, that were soon to expire, were to be extended. One argument run, for the temporary keeping of such financial assistance, was the fact that too many people were in a state of financial hardship and could not afford to take time off from their current forms of employment, and, that this argument was generally accepted was itself an indicator that the working poor actually exist and are attempting to maintain a tenuous form of existence despite such exigencies. Rather than being lazy, the working poor, more often than not, are very hard working despite the all too often-difficult conditions that they have to work under, and the poor rates of pay awarded for their hard labour. Moreover, it is just a fallacious argument to say that because one poor person is lazy that all poor people are likewise. Or, for that matter, to merely repeat, like some parrot of a social commentator, that ‘the poor are just lazy’, and that this is a self-evident truth when the living-reality for most poor people is very much quite the opposite! (50)
11. We believe in equality and equal wages; therefore, women are paid equally

We may believe that because governmental policy is to have equal wages for equal forms of work that we already have equal forms of pay. But, let it be said, that sometimes within the same premises of employment, under the same roof, that through various bureaucratic sleights of hand, not all men doing the same work get an equal degree of financial remuneration. One such trick, is to award people with different years of professionally qualified labour with different rates of pay. But, when people are doing exactly the same work with exactly the same responsibilities then they should receive equal degrees of compensation. However, that maxim is already traduced by these artificial ladders of compensation that also have a wide variety of unintended consequences such as, e.g., reducing labour mobility when people with lesser experienced would more likely be hired over people with greater years of experience, given they are more expensive to hire, forcing people to stay in their current forms of employments, and so on. If anything, less bureaucracy in such matters is needed. Whereas, in contrast, in the preservation of working conditions, issues concerning health and safety, etc., all too often more so-called red-tape is needed to be called for. (51)

That it is a statistical fact that, overall, women in Australia are not being equitably paid, in comparison to men, and that, currently, this is $255.30 less than the average wage for men which is $1,846.50.
 Therefore, such a gap should have been eliminated a long time ago. That a full return to this principle of wage equality should benefit men, too, who are also discriminated against in such matters, as noted above. (52)

Sadly, people only pay lip-service to such principles that would better serve the overall community whilst mindlessly voicing shifts in policy setting, unwittingly, that would only disadvantage themselves… all too often to the benefit of those better able to capitalize on these differentials in power relations. (53)
12. Pensions are meant to be lived upon, why should renting pensioners complain?


In a capitalist society, but, indeed, in all forms of political-economies, it is always the case that various classifications of people will relatively stand to benefit at the expense of other classifications, and, that one of the primary roles of government is to oversee a progressive re(-)normalization of such inequalities, especially when they become extreme and, consequently, considerably inequitable. (54)


People should not have to work three jobs to make proverbial ‘ends meet’. Indeed, even the working of two full-time jobs is one mode of employment too much (unless exercised through more choice than coercive circumstances). In this regard people should be able to avail themselves of a so-called ‘living wage’. In the same regard, pensioners, people with fixed incomes, etc., upon retirement should be able to avail themselves of living-pension. (55)

Unfortunately, pensioners who rent have been incrementally disenfranchised year in and year out, each decade after next. This can be easily shown when the average cost of renting in a certain city locale versus the amount paid out in a pension is plotted over time. So, e.g., a person who lived in Blacktown, at least five years ago, would have needed to spend their entire pension on the cost of accommodation, given the average cost of accommodation in that specific locale. That over time, the owners of rental properties have increased their share in such transactions, measured against the worth of the standard pension. However, it should also be pointed out that the average cost of buying property, whether as a home or a rental property, has also increased in such a manner that exceeds any increases in the average wage. A fact, in itself, that sees more people in lower economic demographics being unable to buy their own homes let alone being able to invest in rental properties as well. The consequence of such trends being that more pensioners will have been unable to afford the buying their own home over the course of their working lives, therefore, will have to pay rent, and, subsequently be forced to either live on the outskirts of cities or well beyond all major cities. As I have argued elsewhere, it would be much better, than providing short-term remedies, if politicians were to set in train a reversal of such destabilizing trends that, it should be clearly pointed out, have the potential to eventually destabilize democratic forms of governance.
 (56)

Of course, over time certain products and services have become progressively cheaper. E.g., in terms of value for money, computers have become cheaper when cost is plotted against increases in computing power. But, then, if all your money is being spend on rent, all else, besides food and medical bills, becomes an unaffordable luxury. (57)


Pensioners; people on low incomes, becoming relatively lower over time, who would like to buy their first home; workers seeking immediate employment stymied by bureaucratic paperwork and other selection procedures; etc., all have much to complain about. In such matters, a reversal of such trends in increasing impoverishment would and should be welcomed, rather than merely denigrated as ‘people merely grumbling’. (58) 
2. Possible Rectification, etc., of this Damaging, Mis-Placed Type of Rhetoric

What might we take away from these reflections on these complex, binary tropes? Rhetorical devices whose memetic force is often established through a lack of nuance, through a short-sighted appreciation of their contextualization where their abbreviated misunderstandings are seemingly intended, and used, to perpetrate convenient forms of obscuration at the general expense of those parties who unwittingly further their perpetual cultural dissemination? If read in this manner, am I then allowed to suggest, if not fully claim, that such rhetoric is encouraged by those parties that stand to gain from such forms of cultural blindness? Can we form a direct causal link between the all too often over-iterated political dissemination of such ideas that indirectly or directly connects those who unwittingly disparage and are disparaged with those who, wittingly, stand to gain from the common currency of such deceptive forms of ideological coinage whose reissue often transcends a number of generations. (59)


The trope, e.g., that ‘the poor are lazy’ and, therefore, ‘are not hard-working’ is neither a statement of fact nor a claim that well-serves the poor, but, instead, diverts attention away from those who are anything but poor. As pervasive, we could say, as the economic nonsense entailed in so-called ‘trickle-down economics’ when all the evidence is that economic wealth is much more inclined to trickle upwards, or, more correctly, and more likely, gush upwards like a newly struck oil well.
 In all of this it is amazing how major discourses have a habit of framing living-reality in a form of lived-representation that is quite the opposite of their lived-reality. That in all of this memetic duplication, people are prepared to be more mesmerized by over-iterated textual themes, those that have a major status, when even a cursory inspection should reveal the falsity of their perversely disseminated claims. Claims that seem to want to persist in the public imagination even after their successful academic deconstructions. The perpetual dissemination of a mythical economy where the poor are lazy, etc., and, those who are wealthy deserve their wealth, especially the super-rich who must be working ever so much harder than the mere laboring of the ‘ordinary person’?
 (60)

How are we to construe such information? How are we to interpret this metaphor of a ‘conspiracy in which we are all unknowingly involved’? (61)

We could philosophically map what we already know. E.g., start with that formula that explores the ramifications of these binary tropes in order to demonstrate the consequences of such disseminations as being, on one hand, conducive to the rarefied one percent of the one percent, but, on the other hand, as adverse to the vast demographic who ever seem to be set up to fail, if not successively fail, at achieving many of the objectives that are over-advertised in all forms of Media and induced, in such a manner, through such over-iteration, that they are thought to be obtainable. However, the lived-reality of such ‘dreams’ is quite the opposite in our post-postmodern cultures, in the advent of this Contemporary era having to deal with sets of parallel crises that now seem to be one of the evolving hallmarks of this twenty-first century. (62)

One aspect of this complex set of imputations not yet dealt with in this essay is the delineation of imputed contours of this overall ‘mythical economy’. Interestingly, once a sufficient set of co-associated imputations are laid out, we can then test the ontical strength, i.e., factual probability, of such points and their interconnections through that form of research that can actually give them some degree of either confirmation and/or verification (along with their collective establishment in some form of a less contested ascertainment through later forms of conformation
). (63)

Such research, today, could be conducted either online and/or off-line. (64)

Moreover, through processes of conjecture, a mapping of such ‘nodes’ and ‘functional pathways of influence’ could be then given probable values based on such research, albeit entertained as conjectural in orientation. E.g., in a mapping of the relationships between certain politicians, and their parties, and donors; the idea of a general public; noting the iterated uptake of these expressions entailing such potentially manipulated mythical memes that further contribute to these probable points of a general public exploitation in the envisaged form as conjectured; the extent to which this general public actually agrees or disagrees with such complex bimodal maxims, etc., and to what extent they are insightfully aware of their utilization, and so on; along with closely monitored observations of inequality and inequity, potential minimization through wealth transfers conducted to ameliorate disenfranchised demographics, etc. In effect, doing different histories of the past, present, and future in both qualitative and quantitative forms of practice in order to more closely scrutinize and re(-)evaluate such ensuing patterns of political-economic re(-)interpretation, and so on. (65)

The careful articulation of such mapping then forming the informed basis for a process of rectification (of genres, etc.), deconstruction of the relatively non-existential modes and functional pathways considered as constituting the apparent relevance of such conjectures subject to such quantitative and qualitative forms of close exploration and scrutiny, and, an ongoing process of re(-)normalization where social trajectories are re-headed towards more positive forms of political-economic benefit entertained on a less inequitable basis.
 (66)

Hence the individual and collective utilization of these three forms of restorative treatment, namely, rectification, deconstruction, and ongoing re(-)normalization.
 Let me look at these technical considerations that I would conjecture are able to both stop and reverse such adverse forms of non-existentially oriented patterns of behaviour whose accumulative consequences and overall ramifications should quite rightly be feared by all earnest democrats... (67)

3. Provisional Conclusions, Observations and Comments…

A first conjecture to consider is ‘that there exists an insidious form of binary maxim, a complex trope, among others, which through their over-iterated dissemination along with the non-application of any serious degree of contextualization, has the memetic force able to maintain a dominant major discourse whose practical iterations are conducted at the expense of society at large for the apparent benefit of the very few, namely, this so-called ‘one percent of the one percent’ along with those political actors beholden to the same.’ (68)

That the discursive basis for this form of adverse dissemination in a political-economy, in part, is the continuing dominance of the neo-liberal paradigm’ and that this observation can be treated as a second conjecture. (69)

A third conjecture is ‘that the accumulative ramifications issuing from such ‘progressively’ increased levels of inequality and inequitableness is the eventual dis-establishment of relatively democratic forms of governance (and their replacement by autocratic forms operating on the behalf of the so-called ‘one percent of the one percent’ and their allies, be the overall expression of those power relations exercised in either overt and/or covert forms of dissemination)’. (70) 

A fourth, and more optimistic, conjecture is ‘that those very same trends that ‘progressively’ increase levels of inequality and inequitableness can also be reversed’ and where this possibility can be demonstrated as having previously occurred in our scrutiny of various periods in historical time. (71)

As one way of organizing this cessation and reversal of these adverse political and economic trends in the political-economy I would like to argue that these three disciplinary techniques of rectification, deconstruction, and re(-)normalization, both individually and collectively, have an important role to play (preferably conducted in and through an observance of the relatively pro-relational nature of the existential orientation). (72)

‘Rectification’ is a ‘disciplinary technique with a future-orientation that aims for a positive, progressive, incremental re(-)organization of meta-textual aspects of textual expression and dissemination (if not the progressive existential re(-)self-organization of the same)’. In effect, doing a ‘history of the future’ through insisting on a more positive, incremental re(-)shaping of those genres of behaviour, narratives, etc., already implicated in such relatively adverse forms of behaviour by, first, keeping what works well, and, second, by implementing those innovative tweaks in behviours that augment and enhance the ensuing instantiation of more positively, fruitful forms of behaviour.
 I.e., promoting those outcomes that either positively create e/valuational formations and/or enrich the preservation and conservation of e/valuational formations already in place. In other words, overseeing the pro-relational enrichment of those relationships in question through forms of oversight that induce both positive forms of non-existential e/valuational enrichment and existential forms of e/valuational enrichment (be that through either the creation, preservation and/or conservations of such e/valuational formations). In effect, rectification has a hermeneutic orientation (that in a process of transformational retreatment is more concerned with the pre-critical forms of pretreatment and their progressive re(-)writing through forms of posttreatment). (73)

In a contrast, ‘deconstruction is arrived at through the ongoing exercise of an extensive (transcendental) suspension in which we critically remove elements that are incoherent, contradictory, not sufficiently integrated, factually unsound, falsely premised, fallaciously argued, wrongly concluded, incorrectly appreciated from a consequential perspective, and so on and so forth’. Such work is analytical, reductive, past oriented, and phenomenal-phenomenologically conducted in the pursuit of a ‘history of the past’ (and in a process of transformational retreatment, basically, is dealing with the thorough exercise of a critical dimension). (74)

To complete this exercise, such research then entails the scrutiny of an ongoing process of ‘re(-)normalization’ in which we seek ‘to find patterns of alignment and connection that better serve the fostering of our pro-relationally oriented interests’. By such existentially oriented means, effectively, we radically conduct a ‘history of the present’ (which is underwritten in a process of transformational retreatment through a de-suspension of the suspension and our projected arrival back into a dynamic, creative, concrete, historical specificity of the immediacy of living-experience as realized through such progressive re(-)treatment). (75)


Translated into less technical language, we beneficially re-engineer future patterns of behaviour (rectification), remove relatively adverse features of past practice (deconstruction), and patiently expedite those forms of experience that strengthen the expression of our relationships (re(-)normalization). In other word, ‘we water, weed, and attentively foster the growth of our relationships’ (through observing the re(-)self-organization of our relationships through the patient exercise of such existentially oriented concern and care). (76)
  
That one way of indirectly setting up such existential ‘concern and care’ is to better reflect upon the adverse consequences and ramifications of these pernicious tropes, dual maxims, or memes, and, by such means better appreciate the forms of inequality and inequitableness we so foolishly allow to flourish, indeed, inadvertently foster in this world at large..!!
 (77)
          Noël Tointon, Penrith, 22.7.22.
4. Postscript: A Program for Cultural Rectification, etc.


In workshopping the main thesis of this essay it became obvious that a concerted pattern of cultural rectification, deconstruction and ongoing re(-)normalization, etc., would require a broad spectrum approach to overseeing such forms of ensuing de-anomalization (of co-associated narratives). The proposals I initiated, more from an academically oriented perspective, would then need to extend out into the community… and entail the academic world interfacing with the public; political reforms (instituting increasing levels of transparency in policy formation, and circumscription of donations, etc.); reasonable forms of Media regulation along with the financial support of those aspects of professional Media and amateur Social Media that are factually informative, proffer forms of commentary, analysis, etc., from a spectrum of viewpoints (rather than from just rightwing or leftwing perspectives, etc.); more expansive forms of education that go beyond so-called basic STEM topics, etc; and, a greater recognition and support for diversity where different points of view are allowed to function in a civil spirit in an overall enrichment of civil discourse beyond those tropes that either currently reflect and/or benefit disproportionally those elites and other allied forms of traditional demographic dominance.






   N.T., W.F., 15.8.22.
*    	For latest version of this paper: � HYPERLINK "http://www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html" �www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html�


� 	Where the monetary value of Y is much, much greater (>>) than X.


� 	Elsewhere I have explained why we need to deal with the hyphenated ‘political-economy’ rather than separate political and economic economies. For a start, the consequences of the imposition of a neo-liberal paradigm cannot be comprehensively explained since the political-economy has ramifications that transcend both political and economic spheres, and, a program of research needs to address both sub-disciplines at the same time as well as the imputation of a third sphere of the ‘stylistic’ (which may well be seen as fully coinciding with my more recent imputation of an arbitrational sphere of influence?).


� 	I believe it could be pointed out that ‘the one percent’ generally do pay their taxes, etc., but, that it is the so-called ‘one percent of the one percent’ that seem to travel outside the restriction imposed upon more mortal subjects.


� 	This could be from public seating; places that are non-contractually utilized where people can eat, say, when it rains; being able to get free water, say, at your local railway station; general lack of good quality public conveniences, and so on and so forth.


� 	Recognizing, of course, that there can be changes in community habits and practices along with many other factors affecting the viability of such local ‘institutions’, etc


� 	In my reading of Machiavelli, I find no such Machiavellian impulses so incorrectly ascribed to this political thinker. The instructions, given by this republican, to the listening prince is to operate in a ‘pragmatic’ manner that also adds, rather than subtracts, from the ensuing deontological statue of this noble that augments their semblance of ‘nobility’. A noble prince may have an occasion where they need to ‘stab someone in the back’ and should do so, but, only on that rare occasion that existentially calls for such beneficial political preservation and conservation. A ‘noble’ prince is not to be misinterpreted as an ironic trope and as a motif, I am sure, that should also be existentially applicable, and apply, to any republican or democrat, etc. To clinch my argument, we must rhetorically ask why the Catholic church was happy to have his very prominent tomb both installed and allowed to remain upon a wall in the prestigious church of Santa Croce in Florence if Machiavelli were to be regarded as truly Machiavellian?


� 	E.g., as once so eloquently parroted by the then Treasurer Joe Hockey in the Coalition led by Prime Minister Tony Abbott in 2014. His concluding paragraph in his budget speech on 13 May, 2014 was: “We are a nation of lifters, not leaners. We are a great nation. We are a great people. By everyone making a contribution now, we will build a bigger, better Australia.” Refer to the article in the newspaper Sydney Morning Herald that examines this ‘factoid’ (as an example of this type of binary trope)”. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.smh.com.au/opinion/hockeys-dangerous-legacy-were-neither-lifters-nor-leaners-20150918-gipeh6.html" �https://www.smh.com.au/opinion/hockeys-dangerous-legacy-were-neither-lifters-nor-leaners-20150918-gipeh6.html� 


� 	I would like to point out here that for some workers in the field of a caring of people with disabilities ‘a seeking of a smile’ from the severely disabled would sometimes appear as compensation in itself, although, sadly, some very handicapped people, alas, cannot even do that. Still, the managing and minimizing of the suffering of the latter, itself, was indicative of a job being well-done. This reservation noted, all people have something to contribute and that we should be more mindful of the infinite ways that that can be exercised both as a donor and as a recipient.


� 	‘Have a go and get a go’ was just such a slogan disseminated by this prime minister on numerous occasions. Sometimes expressed as: if you have a fair go, you’ll get a fair go, etc. On one level it is a truism that seems so self-evident, but, when inserted into the demographics of the political-economy as realistically understood this truism then rarely pans out in an accordance with the intentions intended behind its disseminated logic. 


� 	Along with other key issues advanced by a number of independents, etc., but, where the the Coalitions seemingly promoted some form of delay, or obstruction of, or antipathy to a commission against corruption; of presenting an apparent reluctance to promote a greater degree of female representation in the Lower House of Representatives, etc; and, set out to seriously deal environmentally with our positive contributions to de-accelerating the current trajectory for increasing levels of greenhouse gases, etc.


� 	Who could not agree with the ideas expressed in the first half of this binary trope? However, how you define ‘waste’ is problematic in the political setting. Debts run up by an opposing party to ensure, e.g., that small businesses continue to operate; or that people on fixed incomes (pensioners, etc.) are being compensated to some degree for cost of living increases through inflation; or that there might be a need to supply additional guarantees that properly run banks, etc., do not go bust; or the sheer fact of getting an economy to keep functioning by injecting emergency funds into that economy should not be referred to as ‘waste’, especially if these sudden shifts in policy settings succeed in obtaining their well-defined policy objectives. Therefore, what might be rebadged as ‘waste’ could also mean the ‘continuation of your business’; ensuing that ‘people on a fixed income, like a pension, are not hurt by inflation’; that ‘the financial sectors does not go into a melt-down’; that ‘the economy continues to function’, etc.


� 	 Refer to the following article in the Guardian, 18 July 2022: Sam Fowles; The big idea: should we have a ‘truth law’? Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.theguardian.com/books/2022/jul/18/the-big-idea-should-we-have-a-truth-law?CMP=share_btn_link" �https://www.theguardian.com/books/2022/jul/18/the-big-idea-should-we-have-a-truth-law?CMP=share_btn_link� Of course, politicians must be on board with such a shift in attitude and this will take a great degree of real leadership to inaugurate policies that would successfully oversee this shift in attitude. To some extent, in keeping with ideas like the evidential assessment of policy settings, environmental reports, an evidence based medicine, and so on (which could all be seen as part of this same phenomenon where societies seek closer forms of alignment between theoretical, practical and critical (including radical) aspects of cultural performance? A rectificational state of affairs, etc., better able to be instigated in a democratic setting and one in which such measure would also assist in this process of democratization when and where societies are made more responsible for their own affairs [which is practically a definition of what ‘being democratic’ should means])? The instantiation of the refinement of an existential orientation can also be viewed as an overseeing of this transformation more along the lines of a process of re(-)self-organization set up to take place within that same political-economy. However, such shifts in the dissemination of power necessitate a large number of people coming on board for the implementation of such re(-)directions in policy settings.





� 	Refer to my essay: Givings and Misgivings: Distortions of the Democratic Process within the Political-Economy from the Corrosive Influence of Donations in a Neo-Liberal Context (Donation.doc), 27.9.11.


� 	This attitude is criticized in more detail in my Three Critiques of Neo-liberalism.


� 	Refer to paragraph 16.


� 	For those that are literally minded, I am being deliberately ironic here.


� 	Refer to footnote 12 and the link to this article in the Guardian.


� 	Refer to Pursuit, III.7C. p.7.


� 	As noted in my Three Critiques on Neo-Liberalism. Therefore, it is in the interests of democratically oriented politicians to reverse such trends. 


� 	A state of affairs that seems to have accelerated during this Covid pandemic with the very wealthiest of individual and families, companies and corporations obviously finding it even easier to accumulate vastly greater degrees of wealth. At the same time, many employed people and small businesses still remain in a precarious position if they had managed to survive such current exigencies. All in all, a very confusing picture with sudden, high levels of inflation, low levels of recorded unemployment, supply chain issues, disruptions in the trade of grains, etc. Indications that we entering another anomalous period of economic circulations after a long period of abnormally low interest rates, lower rates of unemployment etc.


� 	More meant in an ironic sense of ‘extraordinary’. E.g., in the light of their persistence, their hard work, having to deal with a scarcity of resources, their surviving a series of exigencies from a deadly pandemic to the consequences of global warming, and so forth!


� 	I.e., the successful iteration of truth determinations that are either real-time confirmations and/or retrospective verifications then gives us an ontical form of conformation (along with its treatment as a higher probability of a successfully re(-)interpreted factual form of alignment). Such conformation, however, in the grander scheme of things, ideally, is but a start in the overall conformation of truth determinations given processes that would then ascertain competence, probability, consequential consolidation of premises, transformational retreatment pathways, conclusions, etc., all then treated and incorporated as confirmatory frameworks, etc., for further forms of ongoing research, etc. (given the twin concepts of insurance and assurance, etc.).


� 	Treated as ‘close’ and not ‘closed’ forms of scrutiny. I.e., to be instituted more in a positive shifting of political-economic trends rather than the more superficial application of so-called short-term ‘band-aid solutions’. E.g., a longer-term reversal of the current contractual power imbalance between landlords and tenants, say, in the city of Sydney, and elsewhere (without the disestablishment of the co-associated rights and obligations of all relevant parties).


� 	Where, I should add, the expression ‘ongoing’ attached to re(-)normalization is redundant given the ‘ongoing economy of re-normalization’ is expressed through my nomenclature of ‘(-)’. 


� 	The somewhat stilted nature of this technical language is an artefact of the fact that I recognize both positive non-existential and existential forms of e/valuational formation. Where ‘e/valuational formation’ recognizes both trans-intentional and intentional forms of evaluation and valuation respectively (under the different significant headings of identity/identification, function/functionality, and value/valuation). Moreover, we also need to recognize the contributions of possible non-chaotic, incremental orchestration and chaotic, non-incremental enhancement involved in either the creation, preservation and/or conservational expansion of the richness of primary relationships as viewed in their relational situatedness as emplaced through embodiment, embeddedness with others, and an embanked in this world at large, and, as embraced through progressive processes of aspirational emplacement, displacement and de-displacement within an economy of arbitration as exercised within the orbit of the entailed political-economy. To work my way through that thicket of terminology I have adopted the use of such technical precision in order to more clearly articulate the relevant concepts in question within the complexities of this overall reference frame.


� 	Perhaps, should we wish to test this understanding, we could start by exploring the application of this formula ‘A + B + C, etc.,’ and scrutinize for ourselves to what extent miscellaneous consequences, both individually and collectively, are relatively intended, mis-intended, unintended, or non-intended. Refer to my essay: Our Simple Actions in a Complex World are Undermined through Unintended Consequences (26.1.09). 





