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      Chapter 1

      Policies in the Age of Contempt

      
         
         
      

      
      1.1 Introduction

      
      This book is motivated by the recognition of the frequent failure of policies. In
         many parts of the world, they have, at best, not led to significant improvements and,
         at worst, led to increased political and sectarian tensions. Increasingly often and
         in many parts of the world, policy makers seem to be confronted with popular protests,
         whose intensity and suddenness they fail to anticipate. Widely divergent explanations
         as to the causes suggest that they may also be failing to grasp the underlying issues
         behind these protests. Simultaneously, citizens appear dismayed by the political tension
         and policy paralysis gripping their countries.
      

      
      Just to cite a few examples, the dramatic increase in polarization in countries such
         as Chile or Nigeria; the mood of citizens in Europe’s crisis countries oscillating
         between resignation and anger; and the erosion of trust between secular-based civil
         society and Islam-based political groups in the Middle East and North Africa all point
         toward the need to better understand the underlying psychosocial dynamics. An accurate
         assessment of these dynamics is a prerequisite to successfully and collectively addressing
         them. The view espoused in this book is that complex and changing country-behavioral
         issues must be assessed and incorporated in public policy analysis. As a consequence,
         the book aims at inviting its readers to reflect further on ways psychosocial dynamics
         can impact the choices and effectiveness of policies.
      

      
      2011 was a watershed year. Although, protests have continued since—witness the 2013
         mobilizations in France, Turkey, or Brazil—this chapter introduces the way of thinking
         underpinning the book’s approach with country examples taken from the global wave
         of discontent of 2011. The messages would be unaltered if other examples were used.
         These historical developments, which led Time magazine to select “The Protester” as the person of the year for 2011, call for psychosocial
         inquiries and explanations going beyond what has been the norm so far. This is where
         Socio-Analytic Dialogue, the approach proposed by the book, based upon adapting and
         applying psychoanalytic concepts to countries and their policies, comes in.
      

      
      The chapter is organized as follows:

      
      Section 1.2 motivates the chapter by discussing the global wave of discontent that
         erupted all over the world in 2011. Three specific examples, the UK riots, the Israel
         “tent” protests, and Bouazizi’s self-immolation in Tunisia, are analyzed in section
         1.3. The Tunisian revolution is used as a frame of reference to argue that perverse
         societal dynamics have become one of the single most important sources of anxieties
         worldwide. Reflecting over the meaning of these various events, section 1.4 presents
         an organizing framework, Policies in the Age of Contempt, to introduce the main themes
         of the book and show how they relate to one another. Section 1.5 provides the context
         by reviewing relevant writings in sociology, political science, and socio-analysis.
         Although recognizing that emotions matter in societies is not new, country policy
         work has not yet taken into account the impact on policies of mostly unconscious country-level
         psychosocial dynamics. This provides the motivation for Socio-Analytic Dialogue. Section
         1.6 concludes the chapter by presenting the rationale for the book and its structure.
      

      
      Some of the material in this book was originally included in the Socio-Analytic Dialogue
         website[1]     and published as a chapter (see Boccara, 2013a) of Socioanalytic Methods: Discovering the Hidden in Organisations and Social Systems, edited by Long and published by Karnac Books in 2013. It is reprinted with kind
         permission of Karnac Books.
      

      
      1.2 Not the Future We Ordered[2]    
      

      
      The crisis affecting economies globally seems to be spiraling out of control. Contrary
         to what could possibly have been hoped for early on, the 2008 financial crisis was
         not cyclical but rather deeply structural, in the sense that resolving financial excesses
         alone may not be sufficient to restore demand. Going further, the crisis might even
         be systemic, requiring a complete overhaul of the economic system, something going
         substantially beyond the reallocation of capital accumulation to newly emerging economies
         (see Yokokawa, 2012). To the economic woes must be added environmental degradation
         on an unprecedented scale as well as the uprooting of millions of people, from internal
         migrants in China to the newly impoverished in Europe. Starting from the fact that
         in 2011, World Economic Forum participants in Davos were forced to recognize that
         wealth inequality had become the most serious challenge facing the world,[3]     Robinson, a professor of sociology and global studies at the University of California
         in Santa Barbara, argues that “the immense structural inequalities of the global political
         economy can no longer be contained through consensual mechanisms of social control”
         and that “global elites are confused, reactive, and sinking into the quagmire of their
         own making.”[4]     Elsewhere, describing the crisis of global capitalism as “a crisis of humanity,”[5]     he argues that dominant groups’ response could pave the way for what he labels
         “21st century fascism,”[6]     whose characteristics include the fusion of transnational capital with reactionary
         political power, militarization, the use of scapegoats, millennial ideology, and charismatic
         leadership. 
      

      
      The book’s aim is not to discuss various scenarios for the future. However, although
         our focus is psychosocial rather political, statements such as those above are relevant
         because they carry information about the nature and intensity of prevailing anxieties
         worldwide. As will be discussed in chapter 5, the concluding chapter, worldwide psychosocial
         dynamics are such that the propensity for various groups to defend themselves against
         these anxieties by the adoption of more rigid boundaries, including extremism, is
         high. Robinson is not alone in calling our attention to the fact that we are facing
         a period of great uncertainties. In his introduction to The Rebirth of History, Badiou (2012) asks, 
      

      
         What is going on? Of what are we the half-fascinated, half-devastated witnesses? The
            continuation, at all costs, of a weary world? A salutary crisis of that world, racked
            by its victorious expansion? The end of that world? The advent of a different world?
            What is happening to us in the early years of the century—something that would appear
            not to have any clear name in any accepted language?[7]     
         

      

      
      As Stapley (2006a) shows by discussing some psychosocial aspects of the Industrial
         Revolution, there are historical precedents to the seismic changes that we are witnessing
         today. Stapley (2006a) argues that, “In this relatively short space of time, the links
         with the country side were broken forever. . . . One culture replaced another and
         to all appearances this was irreversibly so. . . . There is every reason to believe
         that the experience for a large number of British and European societies was a threat
         to or loss of identity.”[8]     Behavioral indicators that the resulting changes were, from a psychosocial perspective,
         likely difficult to cope with include a surge in alcoholism and in religious activities.
         In addition, similar to what we are seeing today, “rebellion was seemingly never far
         from breaking-out into violent protest.”[9]     Although Mason’s (2013) focus is more time specific, his analysis concerned with
         the 2011 wave of protests rather than globalization in general, he nevertheless also
         argues that history can serve as a useful frame of reference in trying to understand
         the dynamics around us. Like Badiou (2012), he considers that 1848 bears a strong
         resemblance to 2011. However, recognizing the magnitude of technology-induced sociological
         changes of our times, he argues that a less recognized but even more relevant historical
         precedent is the decade preceding World War I, a time period when new technologies
         were also increasing freedom of movement and facilitating new thinking. 
      

      
      Regardless of the historical time period used as a reference, one thing certain today
         is that shared anxieties, as a consequence of the rapid disruptions to ways of lives
         observed everywhere, are likely to be extremely high. Furthermore, this time, it is
         different. We are, for the first time in history, living in a truly integrated world,
         a world in which one error somewhere can easily become an error everywhere, a world
         where protest movements have become all inextricably interwoven through the Internet
         and social media (see Castells, 2012). Taking our interconnectedness even further,
         our world today is also one in which there now exist, according to Bolstrom, director
         of the Oxford University’s Future of Humanity Institute, “threats we have no track
         record of surviving.”[10]     But this last thread may be taking us too far. The type of anxiety associated
         with existential risk, something like an annihilation anxiety spread over a large
         number of generations, is still too abstract. It has yet to be sufficiently internalized
         and verbalized. The book is mostly interested in the here and now, thus in more present
         and immediate psychosocial dynamics. They have a greater propensity of having a direct
         impact on collective behavior. In an interview given to the Guardian shortly before the publication of his book, Mason (2012) perfectly captured the zeitgeist
         of the global wave of discontent, pointing to “a generation that lives for the future
         and suddenly sees the future cancelled.”[11]     For the purpose of the book, this is an anxiety worthy of our interest. Shared,
         yet intensely and personally felt. 
      

      
      Thus, in what follows, from Tottenham to Tel-Aviv and Tunis, we examine three of the
         protests that erupted in 2011. Shedding some light on the specific psychosocial dynamics
         that may have accompanied these protests, we begin to convey how country-level psychosocial
         issues, including those at the unconscious levels, impact the formulation and implementation
         of public policies.
      

      
      1.3 Tottenham, Tel Aviv, Tunis

      
      The English Riots

      
      The August 2011 English riots, mobs running amok, relishing the looting and burning,
         triumphantly taunting the police with stolen goods, and posing for pictures, violently
         laid bare what a future of failed policies might look like. Rioters talked about the
         massive buzz that they felt smashing windows, of feelings of invincibility, a participant
         in Manchester reminiscing, “Every time I go into town I just think how the shops got
         smashed up in 2011 by all of us. I just laugh about it every time I go back in now.”[12]     Unlike the November 2010 student protests, which also exposed existing fractures
         in the system,[13]     the protesters made no demands. To many observers, this constituted the most
         puzzling aspect of the riots because of the near impossibility of identifying an emerging
         political or social program. Referring to both the English riots and the Indignados movement in Spain, Žižek argues that these protests “express an authentic rage which
         is not able to transform itself into a positive program of sociopolitical change.
         They express a spirit of revolt without revolution.”[14]     But the pure acting out of the protesters does not make it devoid of meaning.
         Going further, it also does not imply that the protesters are not expressing something
         specific about the society and its policies, even if it has yet to be verbalized.
      

      
      Although the situation was more extreme in the United Kingdom, similar behaviors were
         observed during the same time period in Philadelphia, United States, and in Santiago,
         Chile. However, in the latter case, specific demands, particularly concerning the
         cost of higher education, were made (see chapter 5). Although the so-called August
         2011 riots can be traced to discontent following drastic cuts in public expenditures,
         the violence and looting that occurred in Tottenham and elsewhere suggest that deeper
         psychosocial issues were also at play. Typical symptoms of large group(s) regression
         at the societal level, specifically applicable to the English riots, include loss
         of individuality; splitting leading to an “us versus them” sharp differentiation;
         feelings of entitlement; and destruction of the physical environment.[15]     It is probably fair to say that the looters had all four symptoms while the rest
         of the society experienced the second, and possibly third, ones. Unlike with protests
         motivated by specific policy issues, the urge to destroy and loot does not point to
         easily identifiable policy responses. But, if there are anxieties, there exist implicit
         demands. Thus, in general, identifying the profound causes behind anxieties is a prerequisite
         to formulating the appropriate policy responses.
      

      
      However, many commentators and the government were quick to deprive the rioters of
         meaning by making their actions pathological and criminal while refusing to acknowledge
         that the riots could only reflect a deep frustration. Although there were students
         and employed individuals among the people arrested, the rioters, quickly labeled as
         gangs, were demonized. Particularly telling is the fact that sentences, courts encouraged
         to ignore sentencing guidelines, turned out to be unusually harsh. Thus, two youngsters
         who tried to organize a riot on social media, for which no one, not even themselves,
         showed up, were nevertheless given a four years jail sentence; a woman, asleep during
         the riots hence not there either, offered a looted pair of shorts was given five months[16]; a mother, completely dismayed at her eighteen-year-old son’s arrest in spite of
         his being empty-handed, fainted inside the prison where she was visiting her son,
         only to return home to find an eviction notice from her council (i.e., public) housing,
         under the idea that the whole family, as if contaminated by the alleged act of one
         of its members, should receive a collective punishment. Equally striking is the fact
         that up to a third of the general public advocated for police to use live bullets.[17]     Thus, regressed collective defenses, such as demonizing, mobilized by first splitting
         and second punishing through harsh sentences, seemed to have existed with the general
         public as well. Of course, there remains a huge difference. The rioters’ massive regression
         started on its own (abstracting from the triggers which, by themselves, are not sufficient
         to explain the intensity of the riots),[18]     whereas the general public’s regression, of lesser intensity, was in response
         to what had taken place. Although demonization, Prime Minister Cameron talking of
         a sick society, might be understandable, it probably suggests that whatever was expressed
         through the nonverbalized message of the rioting youths, had to be resisted. For the
         United Kingdom as a social system, the underlying messages of the rioters simply could
         not be heard.
      

      
      But the rioters, in spite or maybe because of the regression-induced criminal aspects
         of their enactment, were desperate to be heard. As such, something deeper was taking
         place, something so powerful for the underlying message to be neither expressed by
         the rioters nor capable of being heard by the rest of the society. As such, it was
         likely related to psychosocial issues surrounding the emotional well being of the
         society at its deepest level, such as shared anxieties induced by the threat of loss
         of meaning. For example, chapter 3 shows that loss of meaning at work can induce an
         organization to act as if it were decompensating. This is also one of Žižek’s main
         conclusions. Taking note of global capitalism’s capacity to accommodate itself to
         all cultures, he argues that capitalism “sustains a ‘wordless’ ideological constellation
         in which people are deprived of their ways of locating meaning.”[19]     Similarly, Winlow and Hall (2012) explain how “we are now, in late modernity,
         at an advanced stage of losing our conscious attachment to belief and resigning ourselves
         to a world without a sense of truth.” Consumerism, the pillar underpinning today’s
         economic and social organization, is one of the two fundamental mechanisms, the other
         one being quest for fame, which is increasingly acknowledged as destroying meaning
         in individuals’ lives by perpetrating our culture’s relentless obsession with individual
         pleasure, often at the expense of others (see, for example, Twenge and Campbell, 2009).
         This is a reflection of profound shifts in the culture, which allow narcissism and
         instrumental relations to thrive. In such an environment, conspicuous consumption
         becomes a signaling device, shopping for goods (e.g., apparel brands, technological
         devices as status symbols) also undertaken for the purpose of arousing admiration
         and/or envy in others. Furthermore, as shown in Long (2008), there is ample evidence
         that this culture of narcissism paved the way for a perverse culture characterized
         by a universe of greed and near catastrophic decline in moral standards.
      

      
      The discussion above suggests that it does not make sense to try to explain the English
         riots while abstracting from the wider context in which they occurred. Our premise,
         which is explained in the forthcoming analysis of the onset of the Tunisian revolution,
         is that the frustration expressed is related to the loss of dignity and despair brought
         about by a social system that is experienced as perverse and unfair. This point of
         view is supported by Peter Osborne, the Daily Telegraph chief political commentator, who invites his readers to note, “The criminality in
         our streets cannot be dissociated from the moral disintegration in the highest ranks
         of British society. . . . It has become acceptable for our politicians to lie and
         to cheat. An almost universal culture of selfishness and greed has grown up.”[20]     This leads to a sense of deprivation, worthlessness, humiliation, and of being
         looked upon with contempt. Perfect Storm, a documentary about the English riots,[21]     explains how what must have been an unbearable alienation led to the riots, a
         point poignantly illustrated with an African proverb cited by the documentary: “If
         the youth are not initiated into the village, they will burn it down just to feel
         its warmth.” Last but not least, the power and, in the eyes of the disadvantaged youths,
         the conspicuous consumption of others might also be experienced by these youths as
         attacks, whose consequences, from their perspective, are painful narcissistic injuries.
      

      
      Thus, although we are broadly in agreement with the analyses of the English riots
         that have been referred to, we feel, however, that it is erroneous to consider that
         no message was delivered. In spite of the English rioters not having an explicit message
         since nothing was verbalized, there were nevertheless implicit demands, hence potential
         policy responses that could be derived from the seemingly meaningless violence. The
         book argues that the realm of policies should not only be limited to economic or institutional
         issues but rather also encompass deeper psychosocial issues.
      

      
      For the country as a whole to be able to hear what was being said by the rioters,
         and yet could not be said, would have required the ability to tolerate the anxieties
         generated by having its entire system questioned at its core. The behaviors observed
         in response to the riots, including the induced regression of the general public,
         suggest that the country, as a whole, was not ready for this at the time. It is important
         to note that the above statement only applies to the country as a social system. It
         does not say that there were no individuals, in fact there were many, able to understand,
         tolerate, and willing to address the psychosocial issues that had so blatantly surfaced.
         However, even among those individuals, there nevertheless must have been resistance
         to the issues that were surfacing. Observed behaviors are often indicators of underlying
         psychosocial issues. As indicators, they reveal the nature of the collective defenses
         and whether issues have been worked through at the level of the society or still require
         denial.
      

      
      Although the riots happened in England, they speak for the entire world, the description
         of a perverse culture not specific to the United Kingdom. Policy makers and civil
         society will ultimately need to be receptive and responsive to what is being expressed
         by disaffected populations, the youth in particular. Reactions so far suggest that,
         in some cases, it may still be too soon, precisely because regression in one group
         often leads other groups to regress as well. Encouraging splitting can only make matters
         worse. Several of the conclusions reached about the United Kingdom and the English
         riots are likely to also apply to the United States and the Occupy Wall Street (OWS)
         movement. The same, however, may not be true for Spain and the Indignados movement, the country still largely immune to widespread collective regressive behaviors
         in spite of its acute economic crisis. Finally, there may exist collusions between
         large segments of the society whereas the existence of unmet demands related to perverse
         societal dynamics may not be sufficiently acknowledged. This could be the case in
         Israel, a country to which we now turn. 
      

      
      The Tent Protests in Israel

      
      Similar to what was the case with the English riots, the 2011 protests in Israel caught
         observers and government by surprise. Fischer, the governor of the Bank of Israel
         at the time, indicating how the protests “came as a surprise to me, and I assume that
         it is true for most people, because there were no prior signs. . . . The economy is
         in very good shape by every measure, with a low unemployment rate.”[22]     A few months before, Prime Minister Netanyahu had argued that Israel’s situation
         made it immune to widespread protests.[23]     As argued by Shehadeh (2011), economic issues never ranked high in recent Israeli
         polls; there were no pressing reasons to launch protests, especially from Tel Aviv,
         a globalized city of dreams, not of despair. And yet, what began as a small group
         pitching six tents on Tel Aviv’s Rothschild Boulevard, the smartest address in town,
         to protest a rent increase quickly mushroomed into thousands of people, described
         by the New York Times as an “unlikely alliances between gay activists and yeshiva students, corporate lawyers
         and the homeless and Ultra-Orthodox Jews and Israeli Arabs,”[24]     pitching tents all over the Israel. At its peak on September 3, 2011, 500,000
         individuals, almost 7 percent of the population of the entire country, rallied in
         the streets that night.
      

      
      From a psychosocial perspective, the Israeli tent protests appear to be diametrically
         opposed to the English riots, splitting seemingly completely absent and demonization
         a la UK nowhere to be seen. Once the protesters showed their mettle, politicians and commentators
         seemed to be going out of their way to praise them, the governor of the Bank of Israel,
         “impressed by what was happening in the tents,” saying, “They [the protesters] are
         the nation’s backbone. They are the people that greatly contribute to the economy
         and the country,” the former Chief Rabbi of Israel saying, “You [the protesters] have
         captured my heart.”[25]     In fact, polls showed 87 percent of the population in favor of the protests,
         an extraordinarily high level of public support.[26]     Furthermore, the protesters had specific demands regarding the cost of housing
         and inadequate public services in education and health. To their credit, the Israeli
         authorities showed their willingness to listen, the government responding by the creation
         of a commission to evaluate policy responses. The wave of discontent unleashed by
         the tent protests has its roots in policies that shifted the economy toward neoliberalism
         following the crisis of 1985 (see Bruno, 1986; and Fischer, 1987). However, as has
         almost systematically been the case with the global wave of protests of 2011 and to
         this day, specific demands in each country always seem to reflect an increasing unease
         with the excesses of the economic system. Although Israel was one of the very few
         countries unscathed by the 2008 financial crisis, the protesters nevertheless expressed
         their disillusionment with the weakening of the country’s social compact, the tax
         burden shifting in favor of the rich, and the growing divide between rich and poor,
         familiar themes also prominent in protests elsewhere.
      

      
      But with slogans like “The people want social justice” or “Ben Ali, Mubarak, BiBi”
         echoing the rage expressed in Tunis and Cairo, why did the Israeli protests, whose
         sheer size and unity made them so impressive, remain so peaceful? Why were the protests
         so tame following the recognition that what was once a robust welfare state, one whose
         model was in line with the collectivism romanticized in the Zionist narrative, was
         disappearing? Answers to these questions are unlikely to be found in economics alone.
         We, thus, turn to psychosocial analysis to explore further the meaning of the tent
         protests in Israel.
      

      
      The psychosocial mechanisms behind occurrences such as the tent protests are, since
         they are thought to be largely unconscious, mostly unobserved. Therefore, as will
         be argued in chapter 2, it becomes necessary to infer and validate what is unobserved
         from several observed indicators. Besides specifically collecting psychosocial data,
         again a topic covered in chapter 2, these indicators can also be inferred from a variety
         of readily available sources, including media, political platforms, slogans, and popular
         culture. Furthermore, data seemingly devoid of importance can sometimes be rich in
         informational content, not only highlighting what is being said but, more importantly,
         what has been left unsaid. In general, this tends to be particularly the case when
         a society experiences events, which are initially judged to be inconceivable. The
         chapter has purposely not yet included psychoanalytic terms. Nevertheless, one way
         to think about these occurrences is of a country caught off guard and, as such, going
         through a period of lower internal resistance, a time, therefore, during which derivatives
         of the societal unconscious may become more readily accessible. As such, the tent
         protests, particularly at their onset when the effect of surprise was at its maximum,
         were likely fertile grounds to get a glimpse into the Israeli societal unconscious.
      

      
      Let us, therefore, begin our analysis with three pieces of data observed at the onset
         of the protests. First, early on, many interviewed participants’ responses consisted
         of backward- rather than forward-looking statements. Second, protesters often referred
         to time spent with (i.e., given to) the Israeli Defense Force in order to maintain
         security, one participant commenting, “I am willing to die for my country but I cannot
         afford to live in it.”[27]     Third, many commentators, including Al Jazeera, the cable news channel from Qatar,
         immediately referred to the movement as the “Arab Spring” of Israel. In what follows,
         our aim is to introduce the reader to the type of psychoanalytic-based thinking which
         underpins the approach proposed by the book, rather than draw more than preliminary
         conclusions. As a rule, psychosocial conclusions always need to be validated with
         more in-depth data work, something not done in this specific case. 
      

      
      Backward-looking statements are not fully consistent with economic demands since these
         would be, except in cases of reparation for past hardships, forward looking (e.g.,
         preoccupation with future retirement income). Indirect references to the geopolitical
         situation of the country suggest that the movement may also be expressing a deeper
         sense of malaise. Last, an Arab Spring reflects a situation where citizens’ disillusionment
         with society is such that their goal becomes changing the entire system rather than
         some of its policies. Although often related to economic issues, particularly fairness,
         the motivation behind protests of this nature is usually much deeper because it is
         caused by feelings that the society itself is no longer able to satisfactorily fulfill
         its containing role (meaning maintain for its citizens an environment sufficiently
         free of anxieties, see chapter 2). As a consequence, there often exists a wish to
         undo the perceived disintegration of the society by returning to the past. The latter
         is usually idealized. In the case of Israel, psychosocial work undertaken in 2010
         concluded that, in response to annihilation anxieties, citizens’ perceptions of government’s
         capacity to provide a nurturing environment played a crucial role (see chapter 2).
         Incidentally, this stands in contrast to what is observed in the United States, a
         country where shared mental representations tend to assign a much smaller containing
         role to government institutions. In the Israeli context, this goes back to Zionism’s
         pioneering spirit and emphasis on sacrifice on behalf of the collective good, something
         that has remained an important aspect of the shared narratives. Notwithstanding the
         inherent exclusionary bias on which the country was created (since it is a Jewish
         State), the years following the creation of the State of Israel are “remembered” as
         times of social solidarity and of government as a strong caretaker. 
      

      
      Therefore, taken together and buttressed by the conclusions of the 2010 psychosocial
         work mentioned above, backward-looking statements, references to security, and associations
         to the Arab Spring suggest that non-economic factors must also have played a fundamental
         role behind the Israeli protests. The Israeli society is likely to be unable to satisfactorily
         contain its members, not only because of the growing inequalities denounced by the
         protests but also because of the unease with the difficult geopolitical situation,
         foremost the social and moral implications of the Israeli Palestinian conflict (e.g.,
         the occupation of the West Bank). As always, consideration must be given to both conscious
         (e.g., economics) and unconscious, meaning psychosocial, dimensions. We begin with
         the economic arguments. Regardless of one’s sociopolitical views, it would be hard
         to dispute the existence of significant economic costs due to the policies adopted
         in response to the geopolitical situation (e.g., security expenditures, subsidies
         to settlers). Furthermore, similar to the War on Terror, War on Drugs, and immigration
         policy in the United States, there could also be some vested interests (e.g., private
         sector firms involved in the detention of illegal migrants in the United States) benefitting
         from the current situation in Israel. These vested interests could be the result of
         direct economic (e.g., settlers) or indirect psychosocial (conscious/unconscious collusion
         to deflect attention from rising inequality
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