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WHERE IS THE PICTURE ON THE FIRST SLIDE FROM?

Tent City was set up in Martin Place in 2016 and was eventually dismantled in 2018. Its aim was to make homelessness more visible. People camping there were o ered
social housing but this was often roach infested and unsanitary. One person who camped at Martin Place said the Tent city was cleaner and safer than much social
housing.
As Baker reports, ‘Despite consistent economic growth in Australia, census data showed homelessness increased nationally by 14 per cent and rough sleeping by 20 per
cent between 2011 and 2016.’
For many of the people who lived at Tent city, all it took was poor health or losing your job to land up on the street. This is the reality being faced by Daniel in the movie, I
Daniel Blake.
Solidarity was important at Tent City. Money for food was raised by crowdfunding and people volunteered to cook food. This picture shows messages of solidarity and
support chalked on the wall.
The clearing of the Tent city means the problem of homelessness is out of sight out of mind. But is merely making poverty visible enough?
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When we comes to look at stigma power, we will see that often when people are made homeless, the blame is put on them. They are stigmatised as homeless people,
rather than looking at the structural reasons for why homelessness exists in wealthy societies.
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OVERVIEW
‣ Class and inequality
‣ Understanding neoliberalism
‣ Austerity
‣ Stigma Power
‣ Spotlight on Imogen Tyler

The aim of today’s class is two-fold. We will look at the political context for rising inequality, a situation which is getting worse aggravated by the pandemic.
We will look at the impact of state policies of austerity on ordinary people. How do policies that punish people for the crime of being poor or disabled stigmatise them?
And how is that stigma internalised by them, merging with their identity? Lastly, how do ordinary people ght back against what Imogen Tyler calls ‘stigma power’?
We will do this, rstly, by considering some facts about inequality in an age of austerity measures. We will also be hearing more details about this in Australia next week
during the guest lecture from Kristin O’Connell from the Anti-Poverty Centre.
We will then brie y look at neoliberalism - the political ideology which has been dominant globally since the 1970s. This policy explains why governments seek to make
cuts to the social safety net provided by the Welfare state. As we will see, the emphasis on personal responsibility shifts the responsibility for hardship onto individuals. If
you cannot look after yourself and have to rely on welfare payments, the message is that you - and not the system - are at fault. This has been internalised by people and
plays a strong role in creating stigma.
This allows us to zone in on what Imogen Tyler calls stigma power. After an introduction to her work, we will hear directly from her.
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Imogen Tyler’s work is focused on the UK, but many of the issues raised are similar in Australia, as we will see in greater detail next week.

I: CLASS & INEQUALITY

AUSTRALIA: THE
GREAT CLASSLESS
SOCIETY?
‘THE RHETORIC OF FAIRNESS AND
EQUITY PERVADES EVERYDAY
LANGUAGE AND OUR LEGAL
FRAMEWORK. THERE ARE
COLLOQUIAL EXPRESSIONS SUCH AS
“FAIR’S FAIR”, “FAIR CRACK OF THE
WHIP”, “FAIR ENOUGH”, “FAIR COP”
AND “FAIR SUCK OF THE SAVELOY’’.’
GRIEG ET AL. (2003: 168)

Australian citizenship is based on displacement and dispossession
The rst people to arrive here from Britain to colonise the country (dated as 1788) could only take possession of the country by displacing Aboriginal people from their
land.
Paradoxically, many of the people who came were themselves poor and dispossessed people.
e.g. Grieg et al.: the displacement of the Highland people of Scotland led to many of them emigrating to Australia (esp. Gippsland) where they then went on to apply the
same racism and discrimination they faced at the hands of the Scottish Lords and English intellectuals who took away their land, against the local Aboriginal people.
The rhetoric was that anyone could make their fortune.
According the the myth of egalitarianism, Australians love the underdog, or ‘battler’. They have no time for ‘tall poppies’ and believe anyone with ideas above her station
should be cut down.
In Australian national mythology, anyone can and will be given a fair go. According to Grieg et al., the idea of the fair go must be one of the most cliched cliches in AU
political life.
References:
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The fair go mentality was expressed by Scott Morrison in the run-up to the last election in 2019, when he said that anyone who has a go in Australia will get a go. This
cartoon by First Dog on the Moon captures the confusing nature of this.
Morrison said:
“I believe in a fair go for those who have a go, and what that means is part of the promise that we all keep as Australians is that we make a contribution and don’t seek to
take one…. Under my government… we will always be backing those Australians who are looking to make a contribution not take one and, together, that’s how we make
our country stronger.”
As Katherine Murphy pointed out in The Guardian, this means that the PM thinks the fair go is conditional. If you are seen as unduly taking without giving back, then you
will not be eligible for the fair go. We can see that playing out in the treatment of welfare recipients, public healthcare users, public school goers, pensioners and disabled
people. All these are seen as not contributing su ciently - a drain on the economy.
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Australia’s myth as an egalitarian society with no division between social classes, is set up in contrast to the UK, a rigid class society.
Despite Australia’s origins as a penal colony, a language of egalitarianism quickly came to dominate. This was because the strict social divide between ex convicts and
free settlers dissipated once convicts were given land. They joined in creating the colony and displacing Aboriginal people.
In the 19th century, AU was an increasingly urbanised, industrialised country. Wages per capita were higher than anywhere in the world.
The idea of AU as a ‘working man’s paradise’ began.
However, the myth of mateship excludes women and Aboriginal people as though they had no role in building Australia.
Of course, wealth accumulation (and therefore the better economic conditions enjoyed by the white working class in the 19th and early 20th centuries) could not have
been achieved without cheap/free Aboriginal labour.
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‘THERE IS NO RACIAL EQUALITY. THERE IS BASIC
INEQUALITY. THESE RACES ARE, IN COMPARISON WITH
WHITE RACES… UNEQUAL AND INFERIOR. THE DOCTRINE
OF THE EQUALITY OF MAN WAS NEVER INTENDED TO
APPLY TO THE EQUALITY OF THE ENGLISHMAN AND THE
CHINAMAN. THERE IS DEEP-SET DIFFERENCE, AND WE SEE
NO PROSPECT AND NO PROMISE OF ITS EVER BEING
EFFACED. NOTHING IN THIS WORLD CAN PUT THESE TWO
RACES UPON AN EQUALITY. NOTHING WE CAN DO BY
CULTIVATION, BY REFINEMENT, OR BY ANYTHING ELSE
WILL MAKE SOME RACES EQUAL TO OTHERS.’
EDWARD BARTON, PRIME MINISTER OF AUSTRALIA, 1901.

After AU federation in 1901 inequality was enshrined in politics and law as we have seen with regards to Aboriginal people who - until the 1967 referendum - could have
laws made on their behalf while also having no right to vote.
The rst act of Federation enshrined inequality in the Constitution by passing the Immigration Restriction Act (AKA the White Australia policy) which restricted immigration
to white people only. Indigenous people were excluded from citizenship.
In September 1901 the rst prime minister, Edmund Barton, opined that he didn’t think that the doctrine of equality was intended to include racial equality. (Grieg et al. p.
174).
So, egalitarianism in practice meant ‘sameness’ (equality among those of the same racial status).
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A sign of the strength of the labour movement, very progressive legislation was introduced early on protecting workers’ rights, but it was at the expense of the exclusion
of non-whites.
Even after the end of the White Australia Policy, cultural uniformity was seen as fundamental to ensuring equality. New immigrants had to assimilate and adopt the vision
of the ‘AU dream’ (Grieg et al. p. 178).
Because of the predominance of the myth of ‘the Australian way of life’/ ‘the lucky country’, which assumed that everyone was the same, marginalisation and inequality
often went unnoticed.
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WHO IS LEFT OUT OF THE MYTH OF AN EGALITARIAN, CLASSLESS SOCIETY?

ACOSS Report 2020

Today, the myth of Australia as an egalitarian society endures, but the reality is quite di erent.
This infographic is from ACOSS (the Australian Council of Social Service)
Their 2020 report Poverty in Australia, found that there are 3.24 million people (13.6%) living below the poverty line – including 774,000 children (17.7%) and 424,800
young people (13.9%).
In dollar gures, this poverty line works out to $457 a week for a single adult living alone; or $960 a week for a couple with 2 children.
The report further found that:
More than one in eight adults and more than one in six children are living in poverty and many of those are living in deep poverty.
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ACOSS Report summary: https://povertyandinequality.acoss.org.au/poverty/

ACOSS Report 2020

The ACOSS Report found that most people living below the poverty line in Australia rely on social security for their income.
Whether people rent or own their homes also impacts poverty rates. The majority (56%) of people below the poverty line are renting.
Sole parent families have the highest poverty rates, at 35%. Children in sole parent families, with a poverty rate of 44%, are more than three time as likely to live in
poverty as children in couple families.
7% of people in paid employment are also living in poverty in Australia. This group is sometimes known as the ‘working poor’.

‘THE LEGACY OF THE TWO PANDEMIC EXPERIENCES IS LIKELY TO BE HIGHER
INEQUALITY AND POVERTY THAN BEFOREHAND, DESPITE REMARKABLE PROGRESS
IN REDUCING BOTH IN 2020. BY SEPTEMBER 2021 THERE WERE 1.7 MILLION PEOPLE
ON THE LOWEST INCOME SUPPORT PAYMENTS (25% MORE THAN BEFORE THE
PANDEMIC) AND THOSE PAYMENTS STILL SIT BELOW THE POVERTY LINE.’
ACOSS/UNSW, COVID, INEQUALITY AND POVERTY IN 2020 & 2021

Another ACOSS/UNSW report on the impact of Covid-19 on poverty rates found that initially poverty and inequality declined when the government made extra payments
to protect people who could not work in the rst wave of the pandemic in 2020, income inequality and poverty increased above pre-pandemic levels when the payments
were removed.
The report concludes that ‘The legacy of the two pandemic experiences is likely to be higher inequality and poverty than beforehand. By September 2021 there were 1.7
million people on the lowest income support payments (25% more than before the pandemic) and those payments still sit below the poverty line.’
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ACOSS/UNSW report: https://povertyandinequality.acoss.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2022/03/Build-back-fairer-report-3_FINAL.pdf

At the same time, the richest people in Australia have e ectively doubled their collective wealth during the COVID-19 pandemic, earning $205 million a day over two
years.
Globally, according to the charity Oxfam, since 2020, the world’s ten richest men more than doubled their fortunes from $700 billion to $1.5 trillion —at a rate of $15,000
per second or $1.3 billion a day— while the incomes of 99 percent of humanity fall and over 160 million more people forced into poverty.
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WHAT HAPPENED ONCE THE GOVERNMENT STOPPED COVID PAYMENTS?

II: UNDERSTANDING
NEOLIBERALISM

The deepening gulf between the richest and the poorest in society is not new. If we think about this in global terms, as we saw in weeks 2 and 3, the richer countries of
the global north have always amassed wealth at the expense of this rest of the world.
But within the richer societies, such as Australia, over the last 40 years, the standard of living expected by white citizens especially since the end of the Second World
War and the beginning of the welfare state, has been declining. The idea that the state will be there to provide a safety net via a welfare state that we pay for through our
taxes, is no longer ensured. Over successive decades, the right to seek that safety has been eroded.
In this section of the lecture I explain what neoliberalism is. This sets the scene for understanding the austerity measures - cuts to social security and public services that contribute to the widening gap between the social classes in rich economies such as Australia, and Europe.
The stigmatisation of people who have been unable to rise out of poverty, or work through illness or disability, to look after themselves and their families and not to rely
on state help is fundamental to how neoliberalism functions, not just as a political and economic system, but as an ideology: in short, we have internalised the idea that
being disadvantaged is your own fault.

WHAT IS NEOLIBERALISM?

Professor Henry Giroux de nes neoliberalism as the application of market principles to all aspects of society leading to the demolition of the idea of the public as a good.
He says that essentially neoliberalism is ’an attempt to completely undo the parameters of the public’
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https://youtu.be/KW5FRuMkQ6g?t=13

Henry Giroux on Neoliberalism

https://youtu.be/KW5FRuMkQ6g?t=13

THE ESSENCE OF NEOLIBERALISM
‘NEO-LIBERALISM IS GROUNDED IN THE IDEA OF THE
“FREE, POSSESSIVE INDIVIDUAL”. IT SEES THE STATE AS
TYRANNICAL AND OPPRESSIVE. THE STATE MUST NEVER
GOVERN SOCIETY, DICTATE TO FREE INDIVIDUALS HOW
TO DISPOSE OF THEIR PROPERTY, REGULATE A FREEMARKET ECONOMY OR INTERFERE WITH THE GODGIVEN RIGHT TO MAKE PROFITS AND AMASS PERSONAL
WEALTH.’
STUART HALL (2011): 706

As Stuart Hall explains, the ideology of neoliberalism is paradoxical because it seems to say that the most important thing is the freedom of the individual from
interference by the state. But the way in which that is achieved is via the freedom of the market to do what it likes - what he calls here ‘the god-given right to make pro t’
- with the state standing aside to ensure that individuals don’t get in the way of the aim.
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Ronald Reagan and Margaret Thatcher

Neoliberalism begins in the 1970s when there was a world economic crisis. Politicians - principally Margaret Thatcher in Britain and Ronald Reagan in the US - saw this
crisis as the time to make a move. They were followers of the neoliberal economist, Milton Friedman who said ‘‘only a crisis - actual or perceived - produces real change.’
Thatcher in particular wished to end the era of state intervention into the lives of individuals by bringing about an end to the short-lived era of state protection
(1945-1980). Now, the state’s role of protecting individuals via the provision of universal services - health and education - and welfare (unemployment, pensions etc.) would no longer be guaranteed.
At the same time, national services such as energy and transport would be privatised allowing the free market to take control over industries that had been publicly
owned until then.
As Thatcher says in this speech, her vision is for every citizen to be allowed to be the master of their own destiny. It sounds good in theory, but in practice it meant that
now people were being left to fend for themselves. If you were rich you could make it in this system, but if you were not there would be no assurance of protection.
As Thatcher herself said, she believed in “the equal right to inequality.”
https://youtu.be/N6DkGwLWKLE
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Margaret Thatcher on ‘the right to be unequal’

https://youtu.be/N6DkGwLWKLE

‘YOU KNOW, THERE'S NO SUCH
THING AS SOCIETY. THERE ARE
INDIVIDUAL MEN AND WOMEN
AND THERE ARE FAMILIES. AND
NO GOVERNMENT CAN DO
ANYTHING EXCEPT THROUGH
PEOPLE, AND PEOPLE MUST
LOOK AFTER THEMSELVES FIRST.
IT IS OUR DUTY TO LOOK AFTER
OURSELVES AND THEN, ALSO, TO
LOOK AFTER OUR NEIGHBOURS.’
MARGARET THATCHER IN AN INTERVIEW IN WOMEN'S
OWN IN 1987

Neoliberalism promotes individualism. Through the mantra of personal responsibility the state retreats and every family is left to care for itself. There is no such thing as
society, she believed, and therefore we have no responsibility to anyone but ourselves and those closest to us.
We can see these ideas expressed in the notion that there is no ‘free lunch’ or, as Scott Morrison put it, only those who have a go will get a go. In other words, no matter
what your personal circumstances, you can’t expect to be given anything in return for doing nothing.
Of course, ‘nothing’ is de ned in economic terms - under neoliberalism, we are only seen as valuable, productive members of society if we work hard, look after
ourselves and ask for nothing. Otherwise, we are ‘Bludgers’, a drain on society.
But, this who believe this ideology assume that everyone starts from a level playing eld and does not account for the fact that di erences in class, race, disability and so
on mean that we are all starting from di erent points - some have a head start and others have a handicap.
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In reality, though, the ideologies of neoliberalism did not believe in equality. Much like Edward Barton, people, neoliberals believe, are naturally unequal and it is not up to
society to x that. It is survival of the ttest. There are many overalls between racism, classism, ableism and neoliberalism.
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IS THERE ANY SUCH THING AS SOCIETY?

DAVID HARVEY, 2007

How does neoliberalism achieve its aims?
Although neoliberalism has actually had a poor record of stimulating economic growth, it has remained the dominant political and economic system through times of
nancial crisis such as the 2008 nancial crash. This is because of the myth that wealth trickles down: if those at the top get wealthy, that wealth will eventually come to
those lower down the ladder.
In fact, according to the British Marxist geographer, David Harvey, neoliberalism involves a process of creative destruction. Neoliberalism creates wealth at the top by
destroying the public sector in order to bene t the richest in society while at the same time making false promises to ordinary people that, we too, can gain from this
system.
It does this through a process that Harvey calls ‘accumulation by dispossession’.
Simply put, this means transferring assets from the public to the private sector to the bene t of the rich.
How is this achieved?
References:
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ACCUMULATION BY DISPOSSESSION

ACCUMULATION BY DISPOSSESSION

Financialization
Crisis
management

Privatisation
State
redistributions

The process of accumulation by dispossession involves 4 processes according to Harvey.
Privatization
Financialization
Crisis management
State redistributions

2021 Campaign against transport privatisation in South Australia

Privatisation:
The aim of privatization has been to open up new avenues of capital accumulation in areas which were once out of bounds for the free market. Today we take for
granted, in countries like Australia, that there are private companies which control gas, electricity, water, run the trains and many prisons. However, for this to happen,
there had to be a transfer of ownership from the state to private companies.
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The e ect of privatisation on ordinary people around the world includes the loss of livelihood due to the privatisation of land previously farmed by indigenous people
across Latin America, India and Africa. People across the world often have to pay high prices for services that used to be paid for through taxation (such as education or
health) or for formerly free goods, turned into commodities, such as water.

Financialisation:
After 1980, nance becomes speculative and predatory.
Governments moved to deregulate the nancial system, allowing wealth to be unequally redistributed. The state relinquished its right to oversee the nancial system,
reducing checks and balances.
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The result was what Harvey calls debt incumbency, or the reduction of whole populations to a life in debt. Individuals were encouraged to take personal loans beyond
their means, leading for example to the subprime mortgage crisis which was one of the main triggers of the 2008 global nancial crash.

The management and manipulation of crises:
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The most insidious factor of neoliberal nancial management is the creation of economic crises which can be then be manipulated in order to redistribute wealth from the
poorer regions of the world to the rich North (mainly the United States).

‘MOST NEW ORLEANS SCHOOLS ARE IN RUINS, AS ARE THE HOMES OF
THE CHILDREN WHO HAVE ATTENDED THEM. THE CHILDREN ARE NOW
SCATTERED ALL OVER THE COUNTRY. THIS IS A TRAGEDY. IT IS ALSO
AN OPPORTUNITY.
MILTON FRIEDMAN (CITED IN KLEIN
An example is the 2005 Hurricane Katrina that hit the US Southern city of New Orleans in 2005 in which 1,800 people lost their lives. Many New Orleans citizens, mainly
poor and black, were never able to return to their homes. Public housing was shut to residents after the hurricane and the land sold o to private developers. Today, New
Orleans has been completely gentri ed and countless former residents are e ectively refugees in their own country.
After Katrina, Milton Friedman said, "Most New Orleans schools are in ruins, as are the homes of the children who have attended them. The children are now scattered all over the country. This is a tragedy. It
is also an opportunity.”
He advocated that instead of spending government money to rebuild the school system, parents should be given vouchers to spend in private schools. The result was the complete take-over of the New
Orleans school system by private institutions at rapid speed.
As Naomi Klein notes in her 2007 book, The Shock Doctrine, this type of take-over of the public system was what Friedman and his supporters had been advocating for years. Katrina gave them the
opportunity to put their strategy into practice. As Klein puts it, the plan was to wait “for a major crisis, then sell o pieces of the state to private players while citizens were still reeling from the shock.”
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State redistributions:
The aim of the state, as we have seen, is to redistribute assets from the poor to the rich. One of the main ways in which this is achieved is through privatization and cutbacks in public spending.
One of the main ways in which wealth can be redistributed is through the massive reduction of the public sector. Public sector workers see redundancies, pay freezes
and a sharp reduction of their pensions. For example, lecturers in the UK are currently facing a 30% decrease in their pensions.
Bene ts are also (for example, in Australia, the reduction of Family tax bene t and the extension of new Start to single parents).
Schemes such as work for the dole are imposed. This means in e ect that many are neither able to nd work nor are eligible for unemployment bene t. We will hear more
about this next week from Kristin O’Connell.
The redistribution of the wealth generated by society from the public to the private is enabled by cuts to public services and the introduction of punitive welfare schemes
such as work for the dole and the means-testing of welfare payments. The private sector bene ts directly because these services are themselves privatised, or
outsourced, by government. But in addition, tax cuts to the wealthiest in society means that the rich are putting the least into society while gaining the most.
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The poorest and most vulnerable in society are directly funding the enrichment of the wealthiest. As people who have had to survive on bene ts will tell you, the least well
o you are, the more everything costs. This fundamentally unequal distribution of wealth across society is by design. Accumulation by dispossession in simple terms
means defunding the poor to fund the rich.

It is the policy and ideological background that sets the scene for understanding what Imogen Tyler theorises as Stigma Power.

III: AUSTERITY

The main reading for this week is from Imogen Tyler’s book, Stigma Power: The Machinery of Inequality.
She focuses on how stigmatising poor people and other marginalised people is a major tool in bringing in the measures used by neoliberal governments to cut back
public services and accumulate wealth at the top by dispossessing the majority of society.
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The backdrop for the book, which is based on research in the UK, is the austerity measures brought in by the British government after the nancial crash of 2008.

AUSTERITY
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This scene from ‘I, Daniel Blake’ - of Katie and her children at the social security o ce, sums up the e ect of these austerity measures on people forced to live on
welfare.

Tyler explains that in response to the 2008 nancial crisis, the British treasurer of the time, George Osborne, proposed that cuts to bene ts along with a deterrent welfare
system and punitive workfare programmes ‘outsourced to private and voluntary sectors’ was the ’tough medicine’ needed to get people o welfare and back to work.
He claimed that there was a dependency culture in Britain, where people expected to be looked after by the state. The government sold the message that ordinary
people who were unemployed, disabled, or unable to work for other reasons were responsible for the bad state of the country’s nances. If more people were to be taken
o bene ts, the country’s nancial health would improve.
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In reality, all austerity measures led to was more poverty. Today, food banks are rife across the UK.

In Australia, too, many people rely on foodbanks and that has been growing over the last decade. According to the charity OzHarvest, 3m meals were handed out in
2011. In 2021 that gure was 36m.
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IV: STIGMA POWER

What then is stigma power? And why is it important to understand?
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STIGMA IS ‘A GOVERNMENTAL TECHNOLOGY OF
DIVISION AND DEHUMANISATION.’
IT IS ‘EMBEDDED WITHIN THE SOCIAL RELATIONS OF
CAPITALISM.’
IT IS ‘A FORM OF POWER ENTANGLED WITH HISTORIES
OF CAPITALISM, COLONIALISM AND PATRIARCHY.’
IMOGEN TYLER (2020: 8)

Tyler explains that, traditionally, sociologists and psychologists have thought of stigma as something that can be understood on the individual level alone. But, in fact
stigma is a what she calls a ‘governmental technology of division and dehumanisation.’
Stigma politics creates a ‘toxic climate of fear and hatred that is enveloping and dividing societies and communities.’

STIGMA CORRODES
COMPASSION,
CRASHES HOPE
AND WEAKENS
SOCIAL
SOLIDARITY.
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She writes about how stigma power is a political project - which she calls the stigma machine.
Stigma is cultivated by the state, but its power is in its ability to be internalised by ordinary people. Its e ect is to corrode ‘compassion, crush hope and weaken social
solidarity.’

‘WHEN WE BEGIN WITH
AN UNDERSTANDING OF
STIGMA AS POWER, WE
CAN ALSO BEGIN TO
PERCEIVE STIGMA AS A
SITE OF INTENSIVE
SOCIAL AND POLITICAL
STRUGGLE’

TYLER (2020: 18)
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We cannot think about stigma according to Tyler without thinking about power. Stigma ampli es inequalities that already exist in society around class, race, gender and
sexuality as well as ability.

But, thinking about stigma as power also shows us that it is an important site of resistance. So, in line with the resistance component of this Subject, Tyler gives many
examples in her book of ordinary people joining together to ght against the conditions that produce stigma.
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In particular, in chapter 4 she speaks about her work with the Poverty Truth Commission in Lancaster, whose motto os ‘nothing about us without us is for us.’

V: SPOTLIGHT ON IMOGEN
TYLER

Imogen Tyler spoke to me about her book, Stigma. We will spend the rest of the lecture listening to her words. There are 4 videos in total. In these 2 she explains the
process of stigmatisation and the work of the Poverty Truth Commission.
Please go to vUWS to watch the other two videos in which she explains what brought her to study stigma and what she thinks students can do to become active on the
issues raised by the book.
Videos:
https://youtu.be/j1yZhQN-RKo
https://youtu.be/VD98GZOs3M4
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REACTIONS

SUMMARY
‣ Despite national mythology, Australia is far from being an equal society, and
inequality is growing
‣ Neoliberal ideology and policy creates opportunity out of crises:
accumulation by dispossession
‣ Austerity measures are put in place in the face of inancial crisis, but lead to
greater poverty
‣ Austerity produces stigma which we must understand as a political project
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‣ Where there is stigmatisation, there is resistance to it!

