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What can I do you for?
In our day-to-day lives we consume, enjoy, utilise etc a broad, but not inexhaustible, range of
products and services. One month or year spent analysing all of your outgoings and categorising
them makes for very interesting reading.
Generally speaking the greater the percentage of money we spend on productive, innovative
products/services the better, as in the round the innovation and betterment of society is best–
served. Fighting this, to some extent, is the urge for wealthy interests to try to retain control over
certain flows of money. This gives us punitive costs (akin to crossing a palm with silver just to get
permission to cross a bridge – or taking your chances on a train in the wild West against the
percentages of train robberies). We should, in essence, analyse the productivity of our individual
spending. How? Well, does 'the spend' provide for employment, does it promote innovation or
improvements in the quality, accessibility etc of products/services?
One quick and obvious result of this type of spending review is the amount of money that is taken up
by your car, and transport in general; say car parking and petrol, as particularly unproductive spends.
We would also look at monies that are prohibitive in the manner by which they tax as a means to
raise income from inactive economies.
In a given week, I might spend money on coffees and restaurants; on food, on petrol, on some sports
activity, on use of a train, on health insurance, car insurance, pensions provision, city car parking
facility, perhaps an outing to a cinema or theatre, telephone bills, utilities, more infrequent gadget
purchases, perhaps a pub or a match or saving towards a holiday. Perhaps a
dentist/doctor/accountant/barrister will be met, or a hairdresser/mechanic/piano instructor. I will,
like many of my generation, consign a huge portion of the money I earn - by contributing to the
output of my company and the spending generated by that company - to repaying a mortgage and
an incredibly large amount of money on childcare.
Okay, in these instances, I can see how the cinema, theatre, sports activity, match, coffee, food,
restaurant, hairdresser/mechanic/piano instructor may provide me with what I feel is value for
money, provide jobs; and generate income to the government through the taxes that the people
employed in providing these services/products pay, and by the V.A.T. that my spending generates.
One of a government’s key concentrations should be that my money provides jobs and opportunities
for as many as possible, as well as providing the opportunity for future products that will make my
life more comfortable and enjoyable, as well as freer and longer-lived in better health.
If we see all of this we must question the use of the car park (mere unchanging space acquiring vast
sums), or indeed, the petrol, insurance and taxation associated with the car. Of course, a private car
is a significant part of our lifestyle, and would account for a large portion of our finances in a more
‘value-for-money’ based system, but surely not this much; and perhaps it is over-priced and well
beyond the point where it provides return for the citizen spend; and while we must acknowledge the
open aspect of our country, certainly, the volume of money that leaves for oil-rich countries is pretty
astounding, and abetted by the drain on economic throughput of going straight to the Exchequer via
the majority stake of the government charge.
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What about people spending the equivalent of a mortgage on having their two young children cared
for while they go and try to contribute to other work environments? How much of the money
involved here is justified, how much goes to the wages of those involved and is, so, run through the
economy further by their spending? What of an argument to utilise the infrastructure of existing
schools to provide the option for public provided child-care covered over a lifetime contribution to
taxation as opposed to strangling the spending of a huge and heavily indebted portion of current
economy? What of the amount of money that is taken from the general economic activity directly as
taxation on items like drink and cigarettes: is this truly productive and providing jobs and innovation
and societal and technological improvement, or is it an example of short-sightedness and the desire
for quick money for the exchequer?
Of course, we had items in this country like the NTR and the stunning arrangements that allowed
them to open the cash-point that was their M50 toll. We can include exorbitant fees charged by
professionals such as barristers, accountants, medical professionals and others (accounting for the
majority of the richest top percentage earners in the land and benefitting from very regressive tax
systems), and how these concentrate on areas of society where people find themselves without
choice but to avail of the services; and dealing with self-regulated and non-competitive traditional
strongholds of Irish society.
It is a line of thinking that shows you that, by just extending the un-productivity and protection
afforded to certain vital or state-supported endeavours, we end up quickly at corruption.
Ponder the results of a range of tribunals, look at taxpayers picking up the tabs in a whole range of
dealings, and see how the most massive misappropriation of funds of them all (the bank guarantee)
was a continuation of a cultural practice by the elite factions of a society moulded in the promoted
deference of its civilians. We must also look, together, at fees for public services that are operated in
the face of innovation, in many instances. Finally, a long and international look needs to be given to
a form of Tobin Tax (or an equivalent) on the trillions of euro of financial transactions and market
activities that are devoid of tax.
There are two obvious elements to this: firstly, it can only work if adopted internationally (and it has
at least been discussed at G8 level - and Ireland might lead the fight for this), and secondly it has the
potential to right an awful lot of what is wrong about an unfettered market model, as well as
affording society at large to reap the benefits from the enormous progress it is actually making. Of
course, to name and tackle elements of a society that are unproductive and examples of ‘protected’
money is not that easy a thing to do, and will meet with resistance from the very factions involved.
The question remains, then: will politics in Ireland see itself as the servant of the people as a whole
and society as a whole or, will it continue with the practice of representing separate elements of
society in a supposedly ballot-box friendly, yet, eventually counter-productive, manner?
If this government want a new way of doing things, then the public sector reform government post
should have its remit widened to a public/private sector forum for encouraging productivity and
innovation.

