Funding the Future

Your opinion, please

Published: July 11, 2026, 2:36 pm

A lot of people have said positive things about the new visual image presentations of
arguments | have tried over the last couple of days. | am still working on these and
have significantly developed ideas around presentation, including alternative themes.

Two broad visual themes have emerged from discussion so far, which are alternatives.
They are as follows, reworking of the austerity / government debt theme from this
morning.

This is option A, which is popular in the team here (slightly to my surprise)
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Austerity is NOT an economic necessity.

It is & POLITICAL DECISION to leave available

le and resources unused, DAMAGING SOCIETY TODAY
while REDUCING PROSPERITY TOMORROW. kT
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This is option B:
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Might you please ignore any text differences at this moment? They just show one idea
can be spun in more than one way. | am interested in which style you prefer, or
whether you think we need to try again. Might you vote in this poll?
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