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[Appendix J]: Existential Trans-Economic Re-Construction 

Of the Political-Economy

In the Light of the Need to Reverse Excessive Degrees of Inequality*
0.    Pre-Introduction


In this paper, in the light of the previous five papers in this series on trans-economic e/valuation, I now ask “just how do we existentially re-construct the political-economy, and, what options do we have to reverse excessive forms of inequality as one important part of that process of existential re-construction, etc??” (0)

1.    Introduction


This exploratory paper is divided into three main sections, namely, Theory, Practice and Critique, and, concludes in a section titled Provisional Conclusions and Comments. (1)

2.    Theory

Basically, rightly or wrongly, I am going to assume that excessive forms of inequality are both active factors instrumental in and passive indicators of the effective destruction of the democratically oriented process. That inequality should not be just viewed through a monetized lens although that is one important way to quantify the apparent intensity of this counter-democratic force directing political-economic change.  Inequality cuts across the entirety of life from education to employment, from accommodation to health care, etc. In this regard, the differential spectrum in the real levels of income that can be utilized by the individual person is only a pale reflection of inequality given that the gross national product (GNP) per capita, e.g., currently does not include either unpaid work or underpaid work, economic inefficiencies  (e.g., in privatization, etc.), various institutionally endemic cultural inequalities along with their financial ramifications, the cost from a lack of suitable levels of regulatory compliance in the marketplace, etc., and, the many expenses incurred from environmental damage that should be taken into such an account and possibly will need to be addressed and rectified, etc. (2)

Certain scholars, e.g., Thomas Piketty
 et al, have argued, either indirectly or directly, that excessive levels of inequality have traditionally been periods in history characterized by political disturbances, wars, revolutions and the like that, in effect, as political mechanisms, have reversed those trends heading towards even greater levels of inequality. In this light, such trends can be re-read as omens that presage the future ramifications of such political-economic behaviour. A democratic system, it is argued, e.g., risks its political stability should such trends traverse that historical territory where political disruption had traditionally raised its ugly head. Already the warning signs are ever present in the rise of populists and demagogues like, e.g., President Trump, the racist tenor of the Far-Right, lonely voices on the Far-Left still keen to trample on the individual rights of citizens in a pointless pursuit of utopias no one could possibly enjoy except the fervently faithful, the noisy genie of nationalisms and the destabilizing resurgence of fundamentalists, political extremists, and terrorists, etc. (3)
*For the latest version of this paper: www.homestead.com/noelshomepage/noelshomepage5.html
We do not live in all possible worlds but in this world as lived as realized through the mutual and non-mutual cooperation of others. The neo-liberal mantra of self-reliance is parasitic on this more basic level of cooperativeness; be that exercised through co-option and/or co-operation. (4)


But the real world, in which we live together, is and cannot be one purely predicated on sheerselfish competition. We must all live together first before competitions can be organized between competitors. Imagine a world where the type of competition is this, namely, that each person, relatively through their own efforts, is to be a barista who not only has to plant and grows their own coffee but who also has to make well-crafted coffee cups and saucers, and, that when all the necessary preliminary labour is done, is to return to Sydney to announce that they are now ready to serve their ‘own coffee’. Without a doubt we would have to wait some time. Those coffee plants need to be planted, and, they will need some years for those plants to mature. Then the coffee has to be picked and roasted, etc. Then, they will have to return with their coffee, cups and saucers, and, duly announce their skills as a barista… (5)

The moral is obvious. If we can buy a coffee for around three dollars and fifty cents why waste years of your life to make a simple cup of coffee, more or less by yourself, when we can already just buy a fresh coffee in a nearby coffee shop… and get on with our lives to do the things we would much rather be doing instead. Our coffee growing barista, of course, may be under the illusion that they are doing things by themselves, for themselves, when the reality of the situation is such that they still cannot escape the assistance of others. This person has received a social education. They will need to travel. They will need to read books on coffee growing, or, perhaps attend a course or two; from growing coffee to the roasting of coffee, from the making of pottery items to the building of a kiln to fire such ceramics, etc., etc. Even countries need other countries. A very good example of a country attempting to practice excessive self-reliance is North Korea and that land can hardly feed itself… (6)

In the double question posed as the root or center of this exploratory essay I asked “just how do we existentially re-construct the political-economy, and, what options do we have to reverse excessive forms of inequality as one important part of that process of existential re-construction, etc??” The first part of that complex question can be seen as the means to one of the ends or objectives aimed for through such re-directed processes. A re-constructed political-economy should do more than just reverse excessive degrees of inequality. If, by some act of political fiat, the wealth of a country were to be equally divided up among its citizens we might claim problem solved, but, I am sure, all things being the same we would in a few short years be back to where we started if not quicker. So, the sole raison d’être of existential re-construction is not the mere reversal of excessive inequality per se but the existential re-construction of the political economy where addressing excessive inequality is but one important aspect of that ‘re-construction’. Moreover, inequality can be reversed by a number of non-existential means and the preference here is for a process of existential transformation through evolution rather than the disruptions of a revolution or similar. (7)

Just what is inequality, and, what counts for excessive inequality?? Then we will ask what types mechanism reverse that type of trend, and what mechanism can be cast in an existential light for the general overall betterment of our relationships?? Such questions will be asked and answered in the hypothetical context of an archetypal political-economy although with an eye on either Australia and/or The United States. (8)

We could draw up a matrix of personal and social needs, ambitions and aspirations and prioritize certain aspects over others. At the top of this lift we could put, for the sake of this argument, adequate access to food and clean water, the full use of reasonable housing or other forms of accommodation, a certain sufficient level of security in employment and wealth preservation, etc. So, on the strength of this ad hoc list we could argue for at least six types of relatively fundamental forms of inequality (given that the utopia of an equal society is just as untenable as a society where one person or family possessed the entire resources and wealth of a country). In this regard, a reasonable person would accept the fact that there needs to be a sufficient acceptable, minimum degree of access to food, water, owner-occupied accommodation or rental accommodation, a living-wage and the ability to save some of that income in an institution that properly preserves this form and other forms of wealth creation. It is in everyone’s interests to see observed such minimum standards of human decency since hungry people, e.g., cannot make good workers, and, from such chronic deprivation may well reserve for themselves the right to steal nourishment if it cannot be obtained by legal means. Horace, the Roman poet, quips that even the rich enjoy eating humble olives. Of course, the poor can eat those on sale that weigh in, say, at ten dollars a kilo, whereas, the wealthy can eat a much more expensive variety, say, those costing fifty dollars a kilo. (9)

Putting healthy food and clean drinking water aside, we can also see an inequality between owner-occupied accommodation and between rental accommodation that also intersects with disparities between income and wealth. It is not a simple equation given that at some periods of time it might be more capital efficient to rent rather than owning one’s own property. In Australia, for a senior claiming only an old age pension renting in our major cities is no longer a viable option. Indeed, over recent time the marketplace can be seen to have well-rewarded property ownership and investments in rental accommodation. So, even before we get to inequalities in income generation and wealth creation and preservation we find a landscape already differentially sculpted and very far from exhibiting a flat terrain of equal opportunity. Add vocational education, families with considerable degrees of inherited wealth, governmentally formulated policies that promote inequality; be that wittingly or unwittingly, be that directly or indirectly, it is obvious that we all stand on a rugged landscape where some people are left in a better form of standing that others. (10)

In any natural system of interactive reciprocity, we cannot nor should not expect to find a flat landscape reflecting an ideal sense of equality. On the other hand, given inequality in and of itself is not anything other than an exhibition of the natural order, how might excessive degrees of inequality be defined? We have two linked ways to do this. We could observe the democratic process or the political process operating in some other form of government and note at which point governing finds governance is crossing chaotic territory indicative of inequality as a root cause, or, from a considered interpretation of past experience and arbitrarily designate a certain level as unsustainable for that the non-disrupted continuance of that type of political system? In quantifying such a level I will leave to the expertise of others to compute. (11)

Although inequality can be explored under a plethora of headings it is also safe to say that they are all interlinked through a mechanism of cost. The more wealthy the person the more able they are to avail themselves of what that political-economy has to offer them to that extent such can be bought in a certain range of cost. Countering such a bias, we have the parallel existence of a secondhand market where many items in the firsthand market can be found recirculating. (12)

Countering this observation of cost, we should also note that the relationship between income generation and wealth generation are not directly connected. In the recent low interest environment, we have witnessed a variety of asset bubbles which would have markedly favoured the wealthy asset owner in contrast to a person wholly dependent on income accumulation and who may not be able to effectively divert some of that income into a form of savings able to be reflated in that low inflation environment. (13)

By ‘inequality’ both ‘income inequality and wealth inequality’ is generally meant by myself, and, as all other forms of inequality can be seen as a reflection of the former, i.e., as issuing from either income and/or wealth inequality. That, given this understanding, then all other forms of inequality can be seen as a subset of the former (on the assumption that their relative costs reflect an overall prioritization of general economic demand, and all things being equal, people will find a meeting of that demand in terms of their actual disposable income and that such expenses incurred must reflect either income and/or wealth that can be expended in those directions over time, be that in payment and/or debt, etc.). A person with a modest income, e.g., might, out of curiousity, be able to afford a taste of caviar, whereas, a seriously wealthy person could afford to eat it every day. (14)

Now, we could argue for a form of assessment, that explores absolute inequality, by merely adding a person’s income earned over a year to the net value of their assets at the end of that same year and noting how that value ranks with everyone else in that same political-economy. Or, even as a comparative product in a sum of all political-economies, say in US dollar terms. Or we could assume a family unit be that one individual, two individuals or more, and, rank their net accumulation of overall worth or wealth at a certain point in time or over a certain period in time. Or, we could take representative units and/or rank them over quartiles, quintiles, sextiles, etc. Then, with these forms of assessments we can also differentiate absolute changes over certain defined periods of time. (15)

However, absolute worth merely in terms of income and/or wealth does not really capture relative ranking of net value given the fact that in a mature democracy benefits, in the form of various wealth transfers, are also extended by governments (or by some other agency should that exist, say, from a person’s parents, inheritances, or, winnings in a lottery, etc.). Such transfers can be headed in either direction on this spectrum of ranking net value possessed or able to be accessed. Looking at ‘relative inequality’, in terms of income, we would need to looks at total income earned minus the real total of all direct and indirect taxation paid plus all benefits obtained be they in a monetary form and/or services subsidized in part or in full. Then, it is expedient to utilize archetypal families earning various wages across that spectrum, preferably at key points in key segments, in order to adequately assess these flows of value treated in a monetized format in order to ascertain the relative degree of inequality being experienced at different points on this spectrum of income (or wealth preservation and creation, etc.).
 (16)

Now, let us explore just how wealth can be transferred across this spectrum of inequality in a certain political-economy. In an exploration of these general mechanisms let us also briefly evaluate their potential for delivering an existential form of valuational formation as well noting the ramifications of such wealth transfers along with potentially prominent, possible, unintended consequences that might be incurred through such forms of political-economic intervention. (17)

It seems that no market escapes forms of intervention, and, that an unfettered market left to the regulation of its own devices is a fiction. Then, that being the case, it must behoove us to critically oversee such processes of intervention in order to promote the further existential enrichment of that overall political-economy, and, minimize adverse unintended consequence when and where they should occur.
 (18)


To complete the intentions of this section let me now run through a list of measures that would reverse inequality. At the end of this section let me outline a more systematic and existential approach to this same topic. (19)

A very quick way to promote equality is to just confiscate the private ownership of all possessions, etc., But, then, an even greater problem would be as to how they would be redistributed equally. Thankfully, this solution is too disruptive and unproductive as a result. As already intimated, human nature being what it is, all things would be soon back to normal or, more likely, in worse shape as a result of such disruption. Moreover, in such a process, such dispossession and redistribution would need to be enacted through some form of consensus of either that society as a whole or sections of the same powerful enough to insist on the instantiation of such measures. (20)

On the Internet many suggestions can be found.
 Let me suggest the following scheme for organizing some of these ideas and approaches:
I.    Conventional Mechanisms for reversing inequality versus Innovation and Resilience

II.   Current, Conditional Mechanisms versus Pre-Conditional Drivers 
III.  Measures that promote Existential Enrichment versus Non-Existential Approaches. (21)
The first categorical contrast better captures my ideas of conventional, non-chaotic cessation and reversal of those policies that promote inequality versus non-conventional positive, non-adverse approaches that existentially rectify the drivers that promote/de-promote inequality/equality, etc. The same type of idea is reflected in the second categorical contrast; i.e., running on the idea that change is better affected on a deeper levels of policy instantiation. In the last categorical contrast, we note the point that conventional and nonconventional approaches alike should be existentially oriented. (22)

Let me now list some of these ideas:
1.    Lift the floor on minimum wages/conditions.

2.    Level playing field through a removal of anti-competitive practices.

3.    Deconcentrate wealth.

4.    Rewire/rewrite the system so as to de-preference mere preferencing of wealth ownership.
5.    Block, reverse, modify, re-direct, mutually parallel, de-privilege adverse policy settings.

6.    Rewrite traditional/non-traditional inequalities in income. 

7.    Recognize and partially monetize unpaid work.
8.    Promote suitable wealth transfers.

9.     Utilize progressive taxation.

10.   Increase economic opportunities.

11.   Promote free tertiary education, and, higher quality preschool education.

12.   Re-unionize in some form or other.
13.   Remove large donations from the political system.

14.   Greater levels of transparency, etc. 
15.   Universal/basic wage.
 (23)

Let me now informally explore these fifteen headings collectively. (24)


The first four headings I have adapted from an overall policy statement put out by the US Institute for Policy Studies. From my philosophical perspective, in continually lifting the minimum wage, albeit gradually, I see a very productive ‘trickling up of wealth’ along with a broader field of economic circulation (given that members from a lower socio-economic demographic usually have to consume a greater proportion of their income and that all additional income will generally also be consumed rather than merely saved although a higher income could also be re-directed at a higher level of saving, albeit, usually from a very low base). In this regard, in increasing a minimum wage, and seeing that the marketplace complies with that directive, effectively, we have a conventional, conditional and a potentially existentially mechanism for checking, if not reversing social inequality; if only at the lower levels of this hierarchy of income distribution. In contrast we might view the removal of large donations from the political system as a non-conventional, pre-conditional and existentially neutral type of policy consideration. However, its existential ramifications. i.e., present implications, and future consequences, should and would existentialize the political-economy by taking money out of the political system whose parallel ‘information’ has driven policy formulation and its re-formulation in the direction of big business and allied institutions and away from small business and a politician’s better representation of their constituents. On the other hand, small donations can have a positive effect on the political process by having a public being seen to promote and reward potentially progressive politicians, whereas, in contrast, wealthy donors and donation from rich corporations are skewing the political process in accordance with their pecuniary and ideological predilections. Indeed, such inputs are one reason why the political scene has become increasing polarized and non-bipartisan in those political cultures that seek such gross financial inputs; a process of polarization that is being felt across not only across the political spectrum but across entire parties as well! (25)

A number of these headings can also be conflated or be seen to overlap. E.g., ‘rewrite traditional/non-traditional inequalities in income’ would and should also recognize and partially monetize unpaid work; usually done by woman. In the process also dealing with a reversal of inequality of income between the genders. Such a broad process of re-normalization of the income landscape may well be seen as either conventional and/or non-conventional and innovatory in scope. Moreover, the partial monetizing of unpaid or underpaid work could also be arrived at under the heading of a universal basic income. Then, an insistence on progressive taxation could also be used to support, in part, the outlays needed in the support of such an income; at least in its basic form, initially, rather than as a mere universal process of distribution. (26)

A number of these headings are also pre-conditional to the extent that they would promote drivers that would better promote the pre-conditions for a landscape that is both less unequal and more equitable. Hence the imperatives for the removal of large donations from the political process; the promotion of transparency, individual accountability and collective responsibility, etc., in line with my manifestoes as discussed and examined in my Three Critiques. (27)

Now, one positive way to increase economic opportunities is to promote free tertiary education along with a higher quality preschool education. On an evidential basis it has been shown and claimed that a good quality pre-school education, e.g., in Great Britain where twenty free hours a week are allotted per child, is translated into better socialized adults, more likely to take up and succeed at tertiary education, less crime and lower prison incarceration levels etc., etc. (28)
That this rather provisional list has headings that overlap, invoke a need for conventional and/or non-conventional approaches, can operate on pre-conditional and conditional levels of direct and/or indirect interventional that hopefully, on balances, enriches the quality of our relationships overall. (29)

We can also note that to adopt and adapt any one of the headings above may help to reverse inequality and inequity to some degree over the short term only those measures, collectively, both pre-conditionally and conditionally, that re-direct drivers of inequality in a positive direction are going to be more effective over the long-term. In this regard, the deconstruction of the neo-liberal paradigm proffers a more effective long-term solution. This aspect of the topic will be explored in the section 4., titled Critical. (30)

Let me now take a more practical approach to this overall topic of reversal, etc. (31)
3.    Practical


In this section, first, I would like to briefly examine an article written by Ross Gittens and published in The Sydney Morning Herald in order to demonstrate how inequality can be computed in a broad sense, and, some of the insights and observations pointed out by this author dealing with this same topic. (32)

This is an interesting article for number of observations and comments This author points out, e.g., that the trend for increasing levels of inequality is not necessarily inexorable since for six-yearly “fiscal incidence study”, for 2015/16, notes that there has been no overall increase in inequality’.
 (33)

This same article examines mechanisms for wealth transfers and quantifies them. On one hand, Australia may not be the most equalitarian country, still, on the other hand, it remains a fair country in which: “Government budgets are highly effective at transferring income from the top 40 per cent of households to the bottom 40 per cent.” (34)

Also noted that governments cannot do much, are not doing much to reverse the reasons for inequality but can manage to ameliorate some of its effects through wealth transfers, etc. (35)

Now, let me introduce this article referred to:
Cash and kind: How governments shift income from rich to poor

As Published Online by The Sydney Morning Herald

By Ross Gittins
7 July 2018 — 12:05am

Everyone knows the gap between high and low incomes has grown. But much of what we think we know about why it’s happened, and what the government has been doing about it, is probably wrong.

For instance, many people imagine that the main thing governments do to reduce the gap between rich and poor is to raise much of their revenue via the most “progressive” tax in their arsenal, income tax. (A progressive tax takes a progressively higher proportion of tax from people’s income as incomes get higher.)

Sorry, that impression’s wrong.

Another strongly held perception is that, if the gap between high and low-income people is growing, it must be because of something the government is doing. For instance, stages two and three of the Turnbull government’s three-stage, seven-year tax plan are intended to make income tax significantly less progressive.

Sorry, it’s only partly true that growing inequality is caused by government policy.
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Yet another misperception is that the inequality of incomes increases as each year passes.

These misunderstandings are what’s so great about the Australian Bureau of Statistics’ publication last month of its six-yearly “fiscal incidence study”, for 2015-16. It’s the most comprehensive guide to what’s been happening to income inequality and, in particular, how it’s been affected by government policies.

Professor Peter Whiteford, of the Australian National University, has written an excellent summary of the study’s findings.

Redistributing wealth

The study allocates the federal and state taxes we pay between the nation’s eight million households, then allocates federal and state government spending to those households. (Some taxes, such as company tax, it can’t attribute to households. Nor some classes of government spending, such as spending on defence and law and order. But these omissions should roughly cancel out.)

So, on one hand, the study takes account not just of income tax, but also all the other, federal and state “indirect” taxes, most of which are “regressive” – they take a higher proportion of low incomes than high ones.

On the other hand, it takes account not just of government benefits in cash (pensions, the dole, family allowance), but also in kind - particularly healthcare (subsidised doctors and pharmaceuticals, free public hospitals, subsidised private insurance), subsidised aged care and childcare, plus pre-school, school, technical and university education.

So it starts with households’ “private income” – the money people earn from wages, profits, investments and superannuation payments – then subtracts the taxes they pay and adds the value of government benefits they receive in cash and kind to get their “final income”.

Get it? The difference between a household’s private income and its final income is the net monetary effect of all the things federal and state governments’ budgets do to the household’s budget.

It shows the extent to which government budgets redistribute income between high and low-income households.

Before we get to that, however, note that most economists believe the fundamental cause of rising inequality is changes in private incomes arising from globalisation and skill-biased technological change which, over many years, have caused the wages of high-skilled workers to grow much faster than those of low-skilled workers.

“Government budgets are highly effective at transferring income from the top 40 per cent of households to the bottom 40 per cent.”

But the usual way to measure inequality is to compare not individual workers, but individual households, many of which contain two workers, plus dependent children.

It seems likely that, over the decades, the growing gap between high and low wages has been offset by the growing incidence of two-income families.

And note this: in more recent times – the six years between 2003-04 and 2015-16 - there’s been no increase in inequality.

Turning back to the effect of government budgets, the study shows they redistribute a lot more income than many people realise.

Final income multiplies for the poorest

Get this: In 2015-16, the poorest 20 per cent of households (mainly pensioners) started with private income averaging just $168 week but, after taking account of their pensions and health and aged care benefits, their final income almost quintupled to $808 a week.

At the other end of the spectrum, the best-off 20 per cent of households (mainly two-income couples with good jobs) started with private income averaging $2863 a week, but had that cut to final income of $2168 a week, a loss of almost $700 a week.

How come? Well, on average they paid $714 a week in income tax and $178 in other taxes, but received just $16 in social security benefits and $192 in non-cash benefits, mainly school education.

Look now at the middle 20 per cent of households and, on average, their final income was only a little different from their private income because the taxes they paid were pretty much offset by the benefits in cash and kind (particularly education) they received.

See what’s happening? Government budgets are highly effective at transferring income from the top 40 per cent of households to the bottom 40 per cent.

It's not just taxes doing the trick

And it’s not just progressive taxation that does this. Surprisingly, most of it’s done on the spending side of the budget.

The most common way of measuring inequality is the “gini coefficient”, where zero represents perfect equality between households and 100 represents one household getting all the income.

The study shows a quite high coefficient of 44.2 for private income being reduced to 24.9 for final income.

Now get this. Of this overall decline in inequality of 19.3 points, the progressive income tax scale explains only 4.5 points. And the regressive effect of other taxes reduces this by 0.8 points.

So the remaining 15.6 points of decline in inequality are explained by 8.1 points coming from governments’ cash social security payments, plus 7.5 points coming from the effect of governments’ benefits in kind, particularly health and aged care and education spending.

The first bit should be no surprise. As Whiteford reminds us, Australia’s system of social security payments is the most heavily means-tested in the world.

The big surprise is that our generally non-means-tested benefits-in-kind should do so much to reduce inequality.

My guess is that the high proportion of health and aged care benefits going to age pensioners does much to explain this.

Ross Gittins is the Herald’s economics editor. (36)

Now, taking a practical vein, in the light of the fifteen headings as noted earlier, we should ask how excessive income and wealth inequalities, and other forms of inequality and inequity, be reversed in practice, etc? (37)

In my Three Critiques I addressed positive change, i.e., primarily in dealing with the neo-liberal hegemony, namely, cessation and reversal, deconstruction and re-construction. Or, put another way, by conventional means, generally, within the neo-liberal paradigm, and, relatively non-conventionally through a deconstruction and re-construction of a new paradigm that is hopefully less ideological and more aligned with political-economic reality). Given the critical nature of this exercise and the brief space in this essay to conduct the same let me outline what measures could be taken under its tentative guidelines. (38)
4.    Critical


The pursuit of the critical is to determine the nature of the investigations envisaged, accurately represent that being analyzed, and, to specifically argue for an assessment of the alignment between what is being searched for and the extent to which such an alignment is found. In effect, to be critical we need to invoke phenomenal-phenomenological, hermeneutical and existential forms of exploration and collectively argue for a conclusion that best assesses that situation as found to hand. Such an approach is entailed within a critical economy (that has parallels to all other economies including the aspirational economy). (39)

In taking what is found to hand, focusing on the same through suitable genres and seeking to determine what is desired and whether the same is met or not met, and to what extent this critical deficit is present, then allows this process of critical scrutiny to proceed. E.g., in dealing with rising inequality it is not the inequality per se that is the object of our scrutiny but the degree that inequality is found to be present in the light of certain limits that might or might not be thought critical to the continuation of a reasonable functioning of that political-economic system. (40)

In many ways we can parallel a critical economy with an aspirational economy by virtue of the fact that it is an aspiration that ‘this critical dimension be suitably delineated’. Therefore, in aspirational terms of reference, we note ‘where’ we start, the ‘why’ of where we wish to arrive, and, the measure of the extent ‘how’ can get to connect the former. (41)

Now, let me settle some philosophical terminology in the following formula: general hermeneutical investigations, phenomenal-phenomenological analyses, and, specific (non-systematic) existential 
examinations. Then, in a process of critical scrutiny, suitably
 enacted, this formula is expanded as follows: appropriate general hermeneutical investigations, proper phenomenal-phenomenological analyses, and, apposite specific (non-systematic) existential examinations. (42)

The above is arrived at through the overlapping of a number of minor schemes. For a start, interpretation is seen as a process that is relatively meta-textual in orientation and is concerned with delineating which field or fields our explorations are going to be more productively situated. Hence its general orientation. By such means discerning meaning. In contrast, in a field of hermeneutical determination we should find a number of particular kinds of entities that we would expect to be found within its remit. This is the province of the phenomenological where we deal with the more narrow essential generality of a particular kind of relatively reductive experience, e.g., saltiness, love, redness, movement, etc. In this regard, the ambit of such kinds of particularity can be ascertained through eidetic reflection and where the center of such particularly essential remits map out for us a cultural sense of ‘sense’ wherein the relatively integrated idea of the world as lived is divided up for us; albeit through a number of overlapping mental landscapes that are never absolutely integrated, but, still exist with a certain degree of integrity and cultural coherence. At least to the extent of being able to override a variety of anomalies, conundrums, aporias, living-contradictions, oversights, etc. Last, technically, arising from the emergent suspension and interaction of the former, we arrive at the specificity of existential examinations wherein we deal more directly with valuational formation/s; i.e., identity formation/s (sense), functionality formation/s (work or meaning) and value formation/s (meaningfulness). Given that the latter is more oriented towards value formation we could say that it primarily deals with meaningfulness. Collectively, wittingly and/or unwittingly, the appropriateness, propriety and appositeness of our explorations determines the effective suitableness of the scrutiny exercised in those explorations.
 (43)

How does this type of critical approach recontour the exploration of a topic like inequality? By clarifying the intentional objectivity apparently being aimed for in a hermeneutic field through a closer delineation of genre; by articulating what entities are being focused upon, such as, e.g., predicates, logical subjects, relations; subjectivity, inter-subjectivities; correlations/distinctions, accommodations/operations within distinctions, transformations/transitions; in essence, forms of alignment/non-alignments, realignment, re-alignments, re-de-mis-alignment, etc. A clarification of such measures, primarily, is a phenomenological affair. Then, the ensuing valuational formation occurs within an existential dimension. E.g., in an examination of this topic of inequality we may use the specific snapshots of certain individuals to illustrate this type of exploration, but, still, the center of gravity in such an enquiry is in more general terms of reference in so far as certain kinds of representatives on the continuity/discontinuity of a certain socio-economic spectrum are more limited or less limited in comparison to other types of representative. In this regard, we could talk about the general (or particular) freedoms certain classes of individuals appear to have or not have by virtue of their inclusion in this or that type of situatedness. So, e.g., in the Australian economy unpaid work appears to contribute about 43% of the gross national product (GNP) if it were to be included. Moreover, such unpaid work is usually the province of women, unemployed family members, etc. That a more objective perspective would note this non-monetized contribution to the political-economy and, therein and thereafter, be less insistent that the ‘unemployed’, those people not working for monetized benefits, all be tarred with the same brush, i.e., as ‘lazy’, needing to work for their unemployment benefits or whatever benefits they may or may not be receiving, etc. That in light of the need for greater equity such inputs should be better recognized and not quickly dismissed through some neo-liberal ideological lens as leaners, losers, bludgers, undeserving, as so much social flotsam and jetsam. The truth of the matter is such that nearly half the economy is functioning through the unpaid labours of those who offer their services without the thought of remuneration. And to blindly dismiss any ‘unemployed person’ at random as ‘not being productively employed’ is more than likely to miss the mark and further ensconce such laboring folk in a system of willing virtual slavery in a society that would grind to halt without such selfless labour. All of that labour needs to be better recognized. Where benefits are being paid such payments should be recognized as a form of monetization of such relatively unpaid work and not merely treated as a benefit doled out to a person who should have to prove they are employable in a system that is chronically unable to put all people into some form of suitable full-time employment, and, as it happens such people are more than likely doing considerable degrees of unpaid work. Need I remind you of the relative inequity suffered by this overlooked class of persons as they raise families, mind children, prepare meals for workers and/or non-workers, mentor members of the community, look after sick family members or friends, do tasks like cleaning, go out shopping for themselves and others, etc., etc. That to identify, quantify and qualify the distinctive features of such demographics there is a critical need for a pointed clarity of scrutiny in such explorations; i.e., in such investigations, analyses and examinations, etc. Furthermore, such explorations need to be cogently and consistently integrated in order to make a point, indeed, a series of valid points; therein and thereafter, proffer insights and offer what forms of enacted oversights would be better suited in such circumstances. (44)

In all forms of critical scrutiny, we should seek to apply the right forms of interpretative treatment to the situation or situations to hand that need to be closely observe, therein determine the characteristics of that with which we appear to be dealing with, and, through their conjunction, appositely determine the ensuing valuational formation to be found therein, and, importantly, to what extent it can be further existentialized! (45)


To reach a provisional point of conclusion let me explore an examination of this existential dimension and note what implications and consequences might be derived from this type of an approach that seeks an alignment with the topic in question as it is to be experientially found in this world as lived? (46)

5.    Provisional Conclusion and Comments


Let me now formally explore these fifteen headings individually.
 (47) 
(1.)
In lifting the floor
 on minimum wages and conditions inequality for people at the bottom of the legal pay scale is marginally reversed. It is a conventional approach, but, also one that marginally assists resilience given that financial freedom is considerably constrained for all people at the lower end of the socio-economic wage scale, and, that many more choices in what cannot be bought will have to be entertained (in an unremitting light of an inescapable flood of advertising irridiating potential consumers, in and through a multi-dimensional plurality of media, in all contemporary cultures). (48)

The ramifications of such a conditional approach are probably proportional both to the quantum of the incremental increase in wages instituted and the differential such wages might have with other ‘regions’ where such increases are either not instituted and/or not implemented (and where a free flow of labour and capital can move between).
 (49)

The existential ramifications of a program of regular increases in minimum wages must strongly outweigh any negative consequences either imputed or perceived. Normal economies once relied on a small, regular, managed inflationary component to assist growth and avoid entering a deflationary economic period. Perhaps we can analogically argue for a similar process at the bottom end of the wage-scale (especially in lieu of both current low inflationary expectations and low growth in wages?)? (50)
(2.) 
Level playing field
 through a removal of anti-competitive practices. Such an idea could well be applied across the board. How, e.g., could a local company compete with a transnational company that manages its effective taxation at a level below that paid by a local company. Or, similarly, how can a local company that pays a GST (Goods and Services Tax) compete with an overseas company that manages to avoid the same and, thereby, making its products and/or services cheaper than their local equivalents. In this regard, it would appear, that both conventional remedies and innovative remedies would need to be consistently and systematically applied. (51)

In the Australian context, we have a number of policies, e.g., in the field of housing, that definitely reward those with assets rather than those with limited income. Using negative gearing on investment properties without a similar mechanism for those with a mortgage purely for a residential property. Or, a capital gains tax for investment properties set at 50%. Or, the political suggestion that pensioners on a full or part pension should downsize their family home for the sake of first home owners when the intended or unintended consequences of such a process may well remove them from being able to get a full or part pension whilst at the same time not being able to give them an adequate degree of money to securely retire on. Indeed, across the board, the political-economic landscape is littered with such counter-productive policies. In the same vein, we find that the effective taxation of a certain type of industry is not the same for all forms of industry. Even companies, within and between different kinds of industry are not paying the same levels of taxation. Then, it would appear, that some industries have benefited from forms of regulatory capture in an influencing of their legal taxations requirements whilst other industries, e.g., in the oil and gas sectors, have engineered a minimization of their effective taxation through bringing forward huge write offs over the short-term, etc., well before they start paying a more reasonable level in line with other industries. Indeed, it may well be the case in a relatively rapid de-carbonizing of world economies that these same oil and gas producers may never have to ever pay a reasonable level of tax over the lifetime of their production. For all companies, to compete equally, a more equitably marketplace needs to be put in place. That a similar dictum should apply to all taxpayers as well! (52)

If a business plan envisaged on an even playing field is not viable then why should it be subsidized. On the other hand, because the market is not capable of ever delivering what all customers might reasonably desire certain restraints and constraints may well need to be put in place in order to ensure that such otherwise neglected services, etc., do get to be delivered if not by a governmental service then privately subject to such regulatory insistence. By such recognized insights and observed oversights ensuring that the existential quality of those relationships relatively impacted by the potential absence of such measures is either maintained or improved through the persistence of their presence. E.g., in Australia, in a pursuit of fairness, in the field of tele-communications, people in cities generally accept the fact that they will be subsidizing services of those people situated in a more rural situation. (53)
(3.)
Within certain acceptable parameters a relative de-concentration of wealth should also be called for. A philosophy that would probably best not discriminate too much either between high-worth individuals and wealthy companies given that the former are more than likely to be shielding themselves behind the latter. And, that the same also applies to trusts when the intent for such financial structures is basically set up to minimize, if not avoid, immediately incurring higher levels of taxation. On the other hand, wealth and getting wealthy should not be disparaged, etc. That in the pursuit of an even playing field, ideas of fairness, etc., a progressive taxation system should be in place in such a manner that its intent should not be subverted by a set of rules and rulings that basically benefit the very wealthy. However, as a qualification of that last point, there may well arise situations when a super-tax could well be imposed. At the same time all costs and benefits should be calculated in order to determine effective levels of taxation, etc. In this regard, it should be noted, e.g., that the gathering of royalties, etc., generally, should not be handed back, directly or indirectly, to the companies from which they have been collected in order to subsidize transport links, encourage investment, ensure company profitability, further strengthen, for whatever reason, political and economic personal connections in that political-economy, etc. An approach that would need to invoke both conventional and non-conventional, innovative means to achieve this goal of a relative de-concentration of excessive concentrations of wealth. To this end an estate tax might well be envisaged, but, however, a tax that is only incurred on the extremely wealthy where their wealth is calculated in such a manner that is clearly removed from either those structures that pertain to any company and/or any trust, and, where the incurrence of such an impost does not disrupt any family business in the process, etc. Payments could then be incurred in instalments according to an agreed plan that does not disrupt that family company, business, service, or farm, etc. (54)

Such a philosophy should be exercised consistently and as simply as possible on both pre-conditional and conditional levels of application. A form of practice that would be more fruitful if the neo-liberal paradigm were to be successfully subverted and replaced by a more pragmatic, less ideologically oriented outlook. (55)


Between the untenable and unstable extremes of one person or family or class controlling the entire wealth of a political-economy to its equal distribution to all members of that political-economy we must learn to operate in a more acceptable band of relative, but non-excessive, inequality. By doing so the existential richness and enrichment of all communities and individuals in that specific political-economy, given a relative equality of opportunity, would be better promoted in overall terms of reference. (56)
(4.)
Rewire/rewrite the system so as to de-preference the preferential treatment of wealth ownership. Legislation, etc., should not be written in such a way that it more favours those who are relatively more wealthy. I am reminded, here, of a saying that states ‘the wealthy only lend to the wealthy’. Hopefully, banking, lending, etc., never finds itself purely confined to just those with considerable assets. Given the relentless imposition of neo-liberal policy formation, despite resistance from traditional institution that recognize a need for fairness, etc., both conventional and non-conventional approaches need to be formulated and enacted that successfully counter the entrenchment of such privilege, entitlement, regulatory capture, etc., whenever and wherever this type of preferential differential should exist. (57)

Given that a counter-neo-liberal philosophy needs to be in place in order to successfully contest 

The ongoing imposition of a neo-liberal mindset it would appear that a pre-conditional approach might be more effective in re-directing this type of political-economic transformation. (57)

Such a transformation would have deep pro-existential ramifications given its stronger pro-relational treatment of relationships in general through promoting the enhanced opportunity for greater degrees of overall relational enrichment within that political-economy. (58)

(5.)
Block, reverse, modify, re-direct, mutually parallel, de-privilege, etc., adverse policy settings. As noted already, conventional means can be used to block and/or reverse adverse policy settings. However, a deeper approach is realized through the successful deconstruction of the neo-liberal narrative and all other adverse narratives found to be associated, directly or indirectly, with that major neo-liberal discourse (such as populism, racism, persecution of minorities, a non-recognition of diversity, all forms of political extremism at either end of the political spectrum, etc.). (59)

Given the magnitude of this task a more pre-conditional approach is definitely called for in order to better address such drivers of inequality and ensuing inequity, etc. (60)


Obviously, a disengagement from all adverse forms of policy formation would automatically promote a pro-existential landscape both creating and preserving existential richness and promoting existential enrichment through conservation, etc; from the observance of all forms that promote a relative existential excess in valuational formation. (61)
(6.)
Rewrite traditional/non-traditional inequalities in income, etc. Society, when looked at closely, is structured on inequalities that need to be seriously faced and actively confronted. Inequality per se is not wrong, but, when it is built into a system for no good reason other than the persistence of an inequality through mere tradition it needs to be rewritten in a more balanced and fairer manner. Unpaid work, usually done by females, the unemployed and/or the elderly should be better recognized be that in a partially monetized form or in a form that that just finds better recognition and valuing. All too often a political-economy is more inclined to reward those who are recognized and disparage those who are either overlooked or looked down upon for whatever reason. This differential attitude is exacerbated in a neo-liberal environment; especially in regard to those who are left dependent upon some form of benefit.
 Both conventional processes and non-conventional attitudes need to be brought to bear on a rectification of such traditional forms of discrimination. (62)

Traditional forms of conventional response may be helpful, but, in and of themselves, will not be capable of addressing and redressing such institutionalized inequalities. Therefore, a more pre-conditional approach, over the long-term, needs to be instituted (through a deconstruction of adverse paradigms and the existential re-construction of that political-economy). (63)


A measure of success should be able to be found through that differential degree of existential enhancement found to be present arising from such processes of existential re-direction. (64)

(7.)
Society should better recognize and partially monetize, when and where applicable, unpaid work. Such an approach goes with a deeper recognition of cultural forms of inequality where certain classes of people are rendered unequal through the ongoing imposition of forms of cultural bias that should have no basis in that society if it were to reflect on such culturally perpetuated inequalities. Such attitudes should have no place in Contemporary society that seeks such forms of ongoing existential rectification; be that through conventional treatment of policy positions and, preferably, also through non-conventional, innovative forms of approach. (65)

Such re-positioning needs a more ongoing, pre-conditional approach supported by the necessary transformation in the relevant societal attitudes. (66)


Obviously, such recognitions and requisite adjustments will promote a greater degree of existential enrichment in the overall nexus of our relationships. However, such transformations, like all forms of innovation, may well be expedited through minor shifts in policy setting that are already in place. Furthermore, such additional compensation to some considerable extent is already in place through wealth transfers taking place in the form of benefits, pensions, unemployment payments, etc. More importantly, shifts in attitudes should be re-directed in such a manner that such unseen labours find better forms of positive recognition rather than forms of disparagement by being overlooked; given that this aspect of the overall economy is often disregarded, or worse, through its relative non-monetization. (67)
(8.)
Given inequalities, an inability of an economy to find real full employment, etc., there is a need, therefore, to better promote the re-direction of suitable forms of wealth transfer. Such an approach needs to be both conventional and innovative. Discharging this duty in an effective and efficient manner whilst also delivering what, effectively, must be a ‘living wage’.
 (68)

Wealth transfers are a political fact of life and are pre-conditionally built into the political system. Some politicians decry this fact, aided and abetted by a neo-liberal mindset. But, in political reality, these same politicians, and all others, should be grateful that ‘revolutionaries’ are not knocking at their doors and demanding of these same politicians either their ‘death’ or ‘change’. Fortunately, a democratic system has the ability to ‘remove’ politicians unable to ensure the steady, incremental evolution of a political system that values and works for all its constituents and not just for some of its constituents, namely, in this instance, those with assets, excessive wealth, power and enshrined, forceful forms of corrupt and corrupting political influence. (69)

A ‘hungry’ person, e.g., is not able to directly contribute to an economy perceived in its widest sense, i.e., in all its manifestations from paid labour to unpaid forms of labour, etc. A recent study puts unpaid labour at 43.5% of the Australian economy.
 Reasonable wealth transfers, be that in the form of benefit, pensions, unemployment payments, etc., all in their own way establish a base level for the individual to actually contribute to this overall sense of society beyond the mere contractual sphere of paid labour. Hence its intersection with the existential dimension of the compactual sphere, and, the observation that whatever allows people to more freely move in both spheres must also assist in an enrichment of this existential dimension. Metaphorically, a ‘hungry person’ needs to eat and that becomes their prime imperative. In contrast a person who has fed is then able to contribute to the overall economy through their interaction, their labour, there service, fulfilling their commitments to others, etc., be that within a monetized domain of contractual obligations or outside the same. (70)
(9.)
One bulwark against inequality, and its manifold inequities, is the utilization of a progressive system of taxation that is capable of adequately funding a wide range of reasonable governmental programs whilst also both nurturing the economy and ensuring sensible processes that counter excessive trends in inequality. None of these higher-order aspirations need be contradictory of the others although the negotiated arbitration of these competing political imperatives and aspirations is not without necessary forms of compromise as politicians, etc., weigh up competing preferential hierarchies of prioritization. Obviously, such a program needs to be exercised in its conventional setting although not without some degree of innovative and productive improvisation. (71)

It can be argued quite successfully that a flat rate of tax is not equitable in terms of the fact that to just live, especially in a city environment, a larger percentage of a person on a low income would then be given over to taxation. On the other hand, in contrast, taxation levels that rise beyond 50$% would only encourage forms of tax minimization be that in shifting one’s country of residence, investing overseas, hiding or shielding revenues, etc. In such matter, as in most situations, a middle way needs to forged. (72)

But, as in all relationships, a certain mutually productive reciprocity should be recognized. A ‘marauding army of hungry people’ is more a sign of bad government or the overflowing disruptions of an internationally mismanaged disturbances like wars, civil wars, famines, entrenched poverty and the like. Or, just as most people, with or without children, in a nation are happy to pay for the education of all children, so, too, most people are supportive of the fact that those in need need to be supported despite politicians, who should know better, continually railing about about the so-called ‘lazy poor’, the ‘underserving dole bludger’, and the like. Most poor people cannot be accused of being lazy. As already noted, a considerable amount of unpaid work is done in society and that lot often falls to woman, the poor, the unemployed, the elderly, etc. Moreover, on reflection, if one poor person were to be lazy why then should all other poor people, who are not lazy, have to suffer through the perceived ‘sins’ of that one other person? This socially destructive type of argument, based on stereotypes, often quite without foundation, should be seen as the ‘red flags waved by populists only interested in their own short-sighted political futures! (73)
(10.)
It goes without saying that to increase economic opportunities is one positive way to address inequality since to have no employment or be misemployed or under employed are all forms of inequality. That, when conventional means to this end are not sufficient then innovative approaches should also be formulated. (74)

Economic opportunities are an expression of the economic system in so far as personal ambitions, social aspirations, policy formation, employers, employees, economic tasks, access to raw materials and information, etc., all need to be coordinated and found various forms of efficiently and effectively arrived at alignment. But such information needs to be better mixed and matched. All too often job applications, e.g., are buried beneath an avalanche of mostly unnecessary paper work and where such formalities as interviews, etc., are a waste of most people’s time given the presence of various forms of bias and ensuing inequity. Hence the implication that the pre-conditions of such a system need to be suitably regularized in order to better express this condition of opportunity… both competently and fairly! (75)

Suffice to say that education, as a successful path to a fulfilling vocation, has a crucial part to play in the existential enrichment of both those who strive for such education and society as a whole that also stands to directly and indirectly benefit through such realized aspirations. (76)
(11.) 
All societies need to better promote both quality preschool education and free tertiary education. We accept the education of children from primary school to high school. But, why should we stop there? The invocation of a user-pays system is totally misguided. On the basis of a properly structured pre-school education, for a variety of good reasons, we receive more than excellent value for the money spent. Such children are better socialized, are less likely to have a criminal record and do better in tertiary education, etc. Therefore, instead of spending money purely on child care, or something not much beyond that, it stands to reason we should be ‘investing’ in good quality pre-school education for at least 20 free hours a week; on par with what occurs in the United Kingdom, e.g. An investment that might explain why indicators for educational outcomes in Australia are dropping vis-à-vis the use of the same indicators in other countries? Moreover, a society is enriched, more equitable, when tertiary education is free and made available to all those who can avail themselves of such an opportunity. ‘Free’ education was once free. As an even wealthier country, we should rapidly prioritize a return to this state of affairs. Such a measure would also reverse a considerable degree of inequality and inequity since education should not be the reserve of wealthy families. Furthermore, given the accentuated costs of living in university cities, etc., a period of education is already a cost in terms of an income that might have been earned in place of the time spent doing such studies. A decision to recover such lost income through possible future income to be derived from having the requisite education in a better paying vocation also disadvantages an older student who also has to take on board the additional cost of such an education plus the cost of commitments already made. In the light of the above, we should view education, on all levels of instruction, as a right that should be promoted and not just as a cost incurred that needs to be paid back on the taking up the vocation for which that education qualifies that person. All too often, in the taking up of a certain approach in education, that at the end of that course, that person might still not be able to find a commensurate form of employment. In this regard, society should reward behaviour and not just success as if it were a game show; given that other benefits will flow from a better educated workforce. Obviously, current conventions need to be broadened ad deepened. (77)

To this end, as indicated, the current conditions of education needs to be seriously re-conditioned in order to extend both its quantity and quality. Given the apparent reality of the rapidly changing nature of work, it behooves all levels of government and all other relevant parties to closely cooperate and plan together a comprehensive approach to such a transformational-transition. (78)

Moreover, it also stands to reason, that the existential ramifications of vocational fulfillment will also spill-over into other areas of the life of that educated person… as well as spilling over into their communities through the potentially enhanced existential qualities of their interactions in both a vocational sense and in a non-vocational or ‘trans-vocational’ sense… since, hopefully, people will be able to continue ‘to work to live’ but ‘not live to work’ (as would seem otherwise to be the logical conclusion of a hyper-competitive, neo-liberally inspired workplace and marketplace?)…. (79)
(12.)
Nations need to seriously reconsider some form of re-unionization given that the neo-liberal environment is so pro-business and anti-governmental in orientation. In wage negotiations a counter-weight is necessary given the current bias that favours older forms of business, the disruptive nature of novel forms of business, multi-nationals, the power of other globalized forces, vested interests, relatively uninvolved or unsympathetic governments, etc. Mandatory union membership is one option, but, a better approach might be that as already suggested by myself, namely, an independent union or set of unions run on behalf of workers but partially or fully paid for by governments and/or businesses, etc., either in parallel, in conjunction and/or bypassing traditional unions if all protections of income and conditions are suitably safeguarded and incrementally re-aligned over time in keeping with a true representation of market-forces, etc. (80)
Having such a counter-weight in market negotiations would be a prime factor is ensuring and insuring that suitable levels of income and a safeguarding of conditions be both satisfactorily observed. Such ‘observance’ also ensuring and insuring that when emendations of such income and conditions are called for that they could be made in an equitable and timely manner for all parties concerned. By such pre-conditional and conditional groundwork both these aspects of equality and equity could be both better preserved and conserved as might be reasonably called for. (81)

Through inevitable forms and layers of proliferation ‘work’ done in societies is often far from efficient. Moreover, many levels of negotiation could also be profitably circumvented without, hopefully, losing the intent originally indicated, directly or indirectly, through such layers and levels of bureaucracy. In this regard, existential enrichment could also be realized through a parallel pragmatic approach that operates more effectively and efficiently without penalizing some or all of those negotiating parties. The compactual nature of the grounds of all contractual negotiations should also recognize the fact that all parties need to be cognizant of the fact that power-differentials should never be over-exploited by the relatively stronger parties lest the relatively weaker parties, at some stage, cease to comply with the terms of their agreements. Otherwise, without such wise negotiators, an even playing field needs to be introduced in order to ensure and insure, through the balance of such viable counter-weights, that fairer forms of negotiation, indeed, are entered into. (82)
(13.)
Without a doubt, both politicians and non-politicians alike need to recognize the democratic imperative that we need to remove the disruptive and corrupting influences of large donations from our democratic political systems. Such an innovation needs to be conventionally enshrined! (83)

Unfortunately, it is almost a pre-condition, and condition, for good democratic governance to remove such an ever-escalating and insidious mis-shaper of political intentions. For many reasons, painfully outlined in my Three Critiques, large donations from vested interests need to excised from over-influencing, both overtly and covertly, the direction of political discourse and preventing democratic representatives from just representing their constituents, albeit along with the policies of their parties and how their country or community or organization as a whole should be best governed. (84)

The prime duty of a politician, workwise, is or should be to be a ‘politician’. A political world being radically re-written by an ever-enlarging tsunami of donations has transformed the life and work of a politician into fund-raisers for their parties. As a consequence, their primary job description is to be ‘fund raisers’ and this transformation of identity as profound consequences from being ever more receptive to the demands of their donors to a polarization of the political spectrum both between Left and Right and within parties themselves. Given a decreasing bi-partisan or multi-partisan sense of co-operation, both between and within parties, political discourse has become either extremist in orientation, or, quite often, paralyzed either within a party and/or between parties. It is very obvious to politicians that this escalating drive for donations is a destructive exercise and can only end badly for their political world as they know it, or, rather, as they knew it. The corrosive shadow of donations is casting all mainstream politicians as ‘corrupt’, regardless of whether they do or don’t directly or indirectly benefit from the circulation of such monies either now in present or at some future point in time. Furthermore, from such general political disenchantment we now see the rise of minor parties (and, sometimes, micro-parties) along with demagogues ready to capitalize on such disgruntlement. Major parties may not be perfect but are needed, with or without themselves being in a coalition, in order to govern through a democratic system dependent upon a wide range of ministries. As a result, we are now facing the commencement of a political crisis in democratic life-worlds where government is either too beholden to vested interests, paralyzed and/or too quixotic to ensure a relatively stable period of reasonable governance. Moreover, the crisis can only be exacerbated by the ever-ongoing imposition of relatively adverse neo-liberal policy settings in a world where the nature of work and how we relate to each other is undergoing a profound transformational-transition to an extent without precedent! (85)
(14.)
It should go without say that greater levels of transparency, personal accountability and collective responsibility etc., under most conditions, would better assist the democratic process as well as most political-economic processes. To some extent this is already a convention, but, one that should be extended and not subverted. However, innovative ways of extending this type of practice need to be called for. (86)

A lot of politics involves formulating positions, arguing their shape and reshaping, forming compromises, giving and taking around the edges, etc. However, the formal formalization of this process should be transparent; i.e., notated formally and preferably in a form accessible to all constituents (and hence being published on the Internet essentially in real time, or, i.e., in near real time, with veery little delay). As noted, such proposals should be signed by those who formulate the same, and, signed off in a responsible manner collectively. In a meeting ‘minutes’ are taken. Such a process, when expected, is pre-conditional, i.e., very much already a part of the system. This proposition I am putting forward here is not absolute transparency but that any formalization of proceeding should be recorded and presented in a form that can be easily disseminated. (87)

What are the existential ramifications of this approach for greater degrees of transparency, etc? That politicians might be better respected for expressing both their intent and their arguments along with their compromises and declarations of final assent or otherwise. By such means a public following such debates, in real time or retrospectively, might well be able to form an accurately representative opinion of the political merits of that politician, their party, etc. Let me analogically exemplify what is at stake here. If I were a politician I would utilize a spread sheet that accurately notes all my daily expenses, both income and expenditure. Furthermore, all my banking and reports of taxation would be assessible along with daily diary of who was met and for how long along with a brief summation of the topics addressed. Then, at the end of the day I would summarize key discussions and decisions made, whether tentative or enacted. For the sake of privacy some of this information may well be sealed, but, in a form that could be published if that demand were reasonable and all parties agreed or where such an order was legally declared. The overall purpose for such an accurate representation of your daily proceedings is to collectively circumvent scandal, successfully dispute false imputations, to positively create an existential sense of reputation that gives your constituents good reasons for re-electing yourself should that be your political intention, etc., as well as finding your good reputation further authorizing your ability to function as a politician who, at the end of the day, must seek cooperation in order to enact ‘their’ political vision. Although all work is a work in progress, still, decisions need to be thoughtfully made as to what priorities are to be promoted and as to how those priorities, as imperatives, are to be intermediated and harmonized within an overall sense of a political plan. Then, such plans need to be successfully translated and overseen as a non-contradictory and coherent instruments of policy to be enacted within that political-economy with the deep intention that recognizes the demand for the existential enrichment of that aspect of the political-economy being subjected to such processes of intervention and re(-)direction.
 (88)
(15.)
The day is dawning when a basic wage or income will need to be considered, and, whether such considerations will need to envisage that this type pension be extended universally at some future point in time? Given that pensions are already paid, in almost all, if not all, democratic life-worlds, then such a method for wealth transfer is already established on a conventional level of dissemination. The innovative nature of this approach being its extent and, often, its relative refusal to scope its preconditions for dissemination. On the other hand, besides certain ideological forms of bias, a major constraint for its universalization is a matter of imputed cost in a governmental budget. But, as countries become wealthier then such an expense becomes that much easier to bear especially if both the traditional nature of work is being systematically disrupted whilst the economy in question continues to grow. However, to pay for such a scheme, whether in a basic format or in a universalized format, levels of taxation need to be suitably adjusted to both pay for such a scheme without disrupting the overall level of value-creation arising within that same economy. However, it is my intuitive belief, contrary to a ‘trickle-down economy’ we should find a viable ‘trickle-up economy’ that produces an emergent dividend that is eventually able to pay for itself in a self-sustaining manner. People, in a successful economy, are now per person incomparably productive to say a well-functioning economy in the year 1900. If my memory serves me correctly, by the year 1950 people, collectively, were 65 times more productive overall than they had been in 1900. Now, with the advent of computers, mobile telephones, apps, robots, 3D or additive printing, containerization, miniaturization, expert systems, search engines, etc., how much more productive must we already be (despite institutionalized forms of proliferation, organizational paralysis, etc.)? On the back of such exponentially increased productivity a basic wage, if not yet a universal income, should be able to be instituted on a conventional level (and through such an approach remove the all too often demeaning, neo-liberally inspired bureaucratic nonsense surrounding the dispensation of pensions within a proliferation of needless classifications and qualifications that ever seem to be designed to prevent people in need of assistance from swiftly receiving that assistance). (89)

The dispensation of pensions, etc., is already, to varying degrees, a pre-conditional part of the political-economic system (to some extent regardless of the nature of that political system). A simplification and extension of such a system should also be rendered pre-conditional given that such a logic is already present rather than rendering such an approach in a piece-meal fashion through a series of non-systematic, seemingly ad hoc arrangements instituted on a more temporary, conditional level of dissemination. (90)


Without a doubt, for many people in need a stable income, the existential dimension is suitably enriched even if a few people were to misspend such a ‘wage’. Because some people already misspend their earned income, say, on gambling, alcohol and/or drugs, or, on an eternal diet of fast food, these facts alone are no reason to deprive all working people of their wages they have earned through the course of their contracted labour. Then, because we live in an economic system that is just not capable of offering reasonable forms of work reflecting the skills and vocational education to all its citizens, and, because not all citizens can work or should work all their lives, it behooves politicians to ensure that such citizens, their constituents, are reasonably looked after. When the day arrives when most people who vote no longer have reasonable work and/or a suitable income in some form or other then those politicians will find themselves either soon voted out of office, or, alas, losing office by less democratic means… to the detriment of all constituents!  (91)

If a philosopher, or some form of a social critic, were not an economist, in its financial sense, and, they were to seriously reflect on the nature of a political-economy, be that in either general, particular and/or specific terms of reference, with what respect should we show such a person if they were to enter into a disquisition concerning the course of their careful labour and the results of their critical efforts? In a defense of the philosopher et al, in the form of a quick retort, I would say you do not need to be a goldsmith to recognize a gold bar when you see one although you may need the services of one to confirm that that is the case, or not! Or, you should know the quality of the work of a certain person by the fruits of their labour! Or, you do not have to be a parent to rescue a child about to fall into a fast-flowing river or who might be getting too close to the hearth of an open fire! (92)

Or, to turn this rhetorical question around, in the form of a more-lengthy defense, let me ask instead, what is the role of philosophy (in this Contemporary era?)? (93)
What is philosophy? What is the role of the philosopher? For many years I would have merely argued ‘that a philosopher is a person who critically reflects on some topic of concern in the hope of arriving at a better depth of insight into the nature of that topic, and, from such overall insight, find themselves in a better position to practice a greater degree of oversight if there were the need for them to intervene in a certain situation illuminated by this type of topical understanding and critical appreciation’. That, by extension, it was ‘the duty of a philosopher to inform their public about such insight and oversight when and where this was thought to be relevant’ (and de-ontologically necessary). (94)
Recently, I was present when a very notable philosopher was publicly agonizing about this very question.
 Having dismissed the roles of a ‘scientific investigator’ and a ‘conceptual analyst’ she settled on the important role of the philosopher as a ‘meta-linguistic negotiator’.
 A person who questions the ramifications of our language and was prepared to explore and analyze both old and new ways of seeing things… that, in effect, facilitated our passage through this world of life as we live with-others, before-others. (95)

However, to my mind, this role is too narrow and misses what I see as the primary field in the pursuit of philosophy as a discipline, albeit one among many, namely, one in which the philosopher is to be seen as an explorer, analyst and meta-linguistic negotiator of the existential dimension… that field of valuational formation
 all too often just overlooked (as overtly demonstrated in this instance, but, covertly implied in this focusing on the value to be discerned in and through this clarification of the world to be explored by the so-called ‘linguistic negotiator’). Let me unravel some of the many strands tied up in the complexities of my approach to definitively answering this very important question. (96)
Philosophers should not be seen as rivals of either scientists or lawyers, either artists or economists, etc. Their primary preoccupation should be with value, and, how such valuational formation can be enriched. Thence their pro-relational focus on this existential dimension! In this endeavour to discern such existential enhancement the philosopher must enter the domain of the ‘critical economy’ in order to put such insight into an instantiated practical form of oversight and, therein and thereafter, critically appreciate the potential and actual ramifications of this labour; be it observed in either virtual and/or non-virtual terms of reference. Hence the critical philosopher is also a theoretician, practitioner and critic within this discipline of philosophy. (97)

What is entailed in this concept of the ‘critical economy’ In my original definition of the philosopher, as a person who ‘critically reflected upon the world’ it is obvious that for them to do so that they also need to develop those techniques that would allow them to ‘observe’ this task of critical reflection.
 Hence the implication of a wide range of ancillary topics like logic, grammar, semantics, rhetoric, science, psychology, aesthetics, pragmatics, ontology, epistemology, history, etc. Indeed, the training for a good philosopher would need to be rigorous! Furthermore, given that a ‘critical philosopher is also a theoretician, etc.,’ such ancillary topics would need to be approached through this triple lens of the theoretician, etc. Over the course of time, and in developing my own sets of philosophical tools, I have found that these three topics, or ‘lenses’, fall within the purview, respectively, of the disciplines of hermeneutics, phenomenology and existentialism (albeit as continually re-defined by myself). Hence the equations, as noted previously, of ‘the general investigations of hermeneutics’, and, ‘the particular orientation of phenomenal-phenomenological analyses’, and, the ‘specificity of existential e/valuation’. That, collectively, the appropriateness, propriety and appositeness of these individual explorations realizes the suitability of that critical process of philosophical scrutiny. A process of scrutiny that takes an intentional approach and, separately and in parallel, explores the hermeneutical, phenomenological, and existential ramifications of that carefully executed process of research. That, in essence, philosophical scrutiny is both exploratory, analytical and a fruitful discipline that proffers more than enough material for the beneficial engineering of the meta-linguistic negotiator as they face a traditional and non-traditional landscape of cultural values as found embedded in language and in an evolving transformation of that same language. (98)


The philosopher, like any other disciplinarian, is perfectly entitled, therefore, to critically scrutinize the functioning of the political-economy or, for that matter, any other topic of concern. However, behind such an endeavor is this need to observe the ‘critical economy’ about to be discerned in that made the subject of such serious scrutiny. What is entailed in such critical regard? As I have argued at length, an archetypal economy insightfully-oversees, in and through a tri-modal economic lens, a spontaneity of ‘presentation’, a historical circulation of consequential ‘representation’, and, an ahistorical sense of appreciation through e/valuation of critical ‘re-presentation’ as found already either to be present or thought as needed to be instantiated through some form of beneficial intervention; be that by the philosopher and/or by some other person or persons. However, it would also be true to say that any person who carefully reflects upon the nature of their topic will most likely invoke a broad number of overlapping economies that they find able to enhance the e/valuation of their topic. In this regard, I would suggest a ‘professional philosopher’ could avail themselves of a wide range of philosophical tools already articulated by myself, and others, besides a mere representational economy (useful for understanding the nature of the textual economy
), such as, e.g., economies that grapple with intentionality, consequences, enactions, aspirations, genres, policy formation, transformations, valuational formation, ordered forms of scrutiny, etc., as well as those techniques and approaches delineated in the course of my Three Critiques on neo-liberalism and elsewhere, etc. (99)

That, therefore, the philosopher and other disciplinarians can seek a critical form of philosophical overview through various forms of economic approach (as understood in its widest sense). However, such economic appreciation must be trans-economic in orientation given that appreciation per se cannot be economic per se! That, in the course of such critical reflections, insight should be coupled with oversight, and, that processes that lead to better forms of insight should lead to better forms of oversight, and v.v. That the critical economy, like all economies, needs to be subjected to a well-informed, suitably exercised, ongoing, overall transcendental suspension as would be entailed in a critical process of trans-economic appreciation. By such means refining an appreciative form of alignment
 between various overlapping forms of economic appreciation through trans-economic e/valuation. Hence the ensuing exposure of this existential dimension whose observance the critical philosopher ever attempts to exercise both insightfully and through oversight oversee suitable forms of intervention that better foster all forms of suitable existential enrichment in and through both trans-economic evaluation and trans-economic valuation. A critical philosopher, therefore, is more than just a meta-linguistic negotiator, conceptual analyst and/or scientific explorer, etc. In essence being a critical delineator and articulator of trans-economic e/valuational formation. By such means the critical transcendental
 philosopher navigates and negotiates with-others, through-others, a path of pro-relational enrichment that, hopefully, over the fruition of time, reverses all extreme forms of social and individual inequality as well as assisting in the existential re-construction of a more humane, experiential vision of the political-economy. By such means the existential philosopher et al help us to no longer over-look our ‘over-looking’ of this existential dimension… so intimately bound, yet all too often lost sight of, in our relations with others..!!
 (100)
          

       Noël Tointon, Sydney, 22.7.18.
� 	E.g., Robert B. Reich; Supercapitalism; Vintage, 2007 & Joseph E. Stiglitz; The Great Divide; Allen Lane, 2015.


� 	Paraphrasing Ross Gittins as per foot note 6.


� 	In the previous ‘essay’ I noted that through the auspices of a well-informed and well-exercised ongoing, overall transcendental suspension this invisible hand of the market can be allowed to operate with a free hand given that a pro-relational attitude is able to align and integrate both existential insights and oversights in ensuing interventions enacted on the behalf of that primary relationship as realized through our transcendental identification with that relationship in question as we find ourselves embedded in this world as lived.


� 	E.g., those policy statements put out in the US by the Institute for Policy Studies, Connecticut Avenue NW, Washington DC, 20036.


� 	On the topic of a basic wage refer to the article: Ray Dalio on universal basic income. Link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.macrobusiness.com.au/2018/07/ray-dalio-universal-basic-income/" �https://www.macrobusiness.com.au/2018/07/ray-dalio-universal-basic-income/�


� 	Reading ‘for’ for ‘the’ in this Internet article given that 2003/4 to 2015/16 is a period of 12 years. However, how this claim is to be read or not read it alerted me to investigate if inequality is as relentless as I have argued. On rereading the non-ambiguous printed article, I have amended the Internet version in line with the former. Certainly, over a wider time span inequality has increased, say from the 1980’s. Furthermore, consensus is somewhat divided between a recent period of stasis or a continuing increase in inequality. This author also cites the fact that there are more double income families and this is one way in which inequality has been slowed down. On the other hand, we also need to make a distinction between wealth disparity and income disparity. The former has been increasing as the assets of the wealthy have markedly increased in value at a greater rate than wages given the formation of relative asset bubbles in this last decade or so within an environment of persistent low interest rates and low inflation rates. We also need to note that inequality has accelerated at the very top of this income-wealth spectrum/s when dealing not with the so-called ‘one percent’, but, rather, the one percent of the one percent at the very top of this spectrum.


� 	‘Suitable’ being code for a form of scrutiny that entails critically appropriate, proper and apposite explorations.


� 	Where by ‘exploration/s’ is meant our collective investigations, analyses and examinations.


� 	As noted in paragraph 23.


� 	I have used this expression from a set of documents issued by Chuck Collins under the title ‘Reversing Inequality’ put out by the Institute for Policy Studies as previously cited in footnote 4. Under this rubric of ‘lifting the floor’ is listed the following: minimum wages set at a living wage; universal health care; robust labor standards and protections; free access to universal education, lifelong learning and job retraining; universal basic income; job guarantee; adequate and compassionate welfare support. A number of these headings overlap with these fifteen heading (and, that this ad hoc list of mine, is to be regarded as more ‘symbolic’ of what needs to be done rather than as exhaustive in extent).


� 	The state of Washington, and the city of Seattle, e.g., are often cited as a positive example for the implementation of a rising minimum wage. They have also decreed that for every 40 hours worked 1 hour of sick leave entitlement will also apply. A ‘trickle-down approach’ might argue that such wage increases will depress future hiring. On the other hand, a ‘trickle-up economics’ is one way of putting more money in the overall economy and, it is argued, that should increase hiring. Currently, it would appear that hiring is still rising but at a lower rate? According to The Seattle Times the economy is currently ‘booming’.


� 	This expression is also adapted from the Institute for Policy Studies (Rule Changes that Level the Playing Field). Refer to the previous footnote. Under this heading is noted there: Policies and rule changes that level the playing field eliminate the unfair wealth and power advantages that flow to large asset owners and transnational corporations while opening up opportunities for those historically excluded, especially through rigged policies. Examples of such policies include: investment in education; reductions in money’s distorting influences on politics; revision of trade policies.


� 	Witness the degrading treatment meted out to people on benefits in Australia by Centrelink; e.g., robo-debt collections, the discriminatory and racist nature of cashless cards, etc. Or, in those neo-liberally infiltrated cultures that make it increasingly more difficult for people who need to be on benefits, be that either temporally or permanently, to apply for the same. Although, it should also be noted that this trend for a proliferation of excessive documentation bedevils all forms of bureaucracy, etc.


� 	That, in this light, the discriminatory treatment of unemployed youth in Australia is just reprehensible! Such a class of person, being unemployed, and given the limitations of the marketplace and workplace, should not be penalized by virtue of an already pre-understood recognition of such a limitation. We should not automatically assume that such people are unemployed as ‘a matter of choice’ when not all people can be employed in such a system as ‘a matter of choice’! To do so would render us as hypocrites, and, our passive acceptance of such policies, usually promulgated by short-sighted, divisive politicians, in truth, renders us as just as culpable as the hypocrites that knowingly constructed such policies foundered on such an untenable paradox. Therefore, benefits should be a living wage, equivalent to similar benefits, easily accessible for those in that position of need, and, the punitive-like imposition of endless interviews for jobs that do not exist should not be mandatory, and, positive forms of recognition should be extended to those who seek continuing forms of education, job retraining, who nominate forms of unpaid work, such as a caring for others, the productive use of their spare time, etc., etc.


� 	In an article by Anne Manne in The Monthly titled: The Unfinished Revolution: On Marilyn Waring and the gross domestic host, this author cites, p. 23, “An Australian Bureau of Statistics study in 2014 revealed that unpaid work in Australia was worth $434 billion, equivalent to 43.5% of the GDP.”


� 	I.e., non-chaotic, incremental, conventional processes of redirection and/or chaotic, non-incremental, innovative processes of re-direction.


� 	Sydney Ideas, University of Sydney, Tuesday 17 July 2018: Amie Thomasson spoke on the topic “What can philosophy do?” She is Daniel P. Stone Professor in Intellectual and Moral Philosophy, Dartmouth College, and Anderson Distinguished Fellow at the University of Sydney. Also, as author of ‘Ontology made Easy’, Oxford University Press, 2015 (which won the Sanders Book Prize). Also publishing ‘Ordinary Objects’, Oxford University Press, 2007; ‘Fiction and Metaphysics’. She was recently named one of the 50 most influential living philosophers.


�	I.e., implying a philosopher is not a rival of a scientist nor is a philosopher a person who merely analyses concepts or our conceptual representation of phenomena, etc. However, by ‘linguistic negotiator’ is meant a person who tests traditional or current reference frames along with the limits of their language and, in the process, attempts to forge new concepts from old language, or, coin new expressions for novel concepts that they show are now needed, and, as well, explore the probable ramifications of such linguistic transformations.


� 	Valuational formation is wider than just value formation and, has its primary focus in a tri-polar valuational economy that concerns the interactions within and between identity formation (in a phenomenal-phenomenological sense), formation of functionality (in a hermeneutical sense) as well value formation (in what I term as a non-systematic existential sense).


� 	I almost always use the word ‘observe’ in a double sense where ‘observance’ is enacted through both ‘passive reflection and active intervention’. An ongoing balanced suspension of both being one way, of many, to approach the overall transcendental suspension.


� 	In which we explore the economic formation of texts through the tri-polar roles entailed in the presentation of textual deposition, meta-textual representation, and, non-textual re-presentation of significance through textual simulation, etc.


� 	Through re-alignment and/or re-de-mis-alignment between correlations, accommodations, and transformations, etc.


� 	I.e., where ‘transcendental’ is defined, by myself, in its actual, non-potential sense, as the exact equivalent of the ‘trans-cognitive’, ‘judgmental’, ‘trans-economic’, ‘pro-relational’, ‘existential in its systematic sense’, etc., etc.


� 	I am also arguing, on balance, that by taking an existential orientation we are also constructing a more positive sense of the contemporary in the advent of this Contemporary era (with its existential re-emphasis on the simulation or semblance of the suitable, i.e., the appropriate, proper and apposite, etc.).





