Neoclassicism is the problem in and of itself. Reject  appliances of amoral practices that consistently violate prejudice and moral constraint.
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In the propertied economy termed capitalism, ownership (or control) of productive property must meet certain conditions if private property itself is to be considered ethically sound. Such an economy over the course of its development will be composed of a minority (in the modern era, a small minority) of owners, and a large (and increasingly larger) portion who are propertyless. As a consequence, those who end up without property are dependent for their income— thus, their subsistence—on securing employment offered by those who control the means of production through which output is produced. The constraints imposed on property owners for an ethically sound propertied society go back to John Locke, generally considered to be the father of property rights theory. Locke, while certainly condoning private property in land, and so on, in the second volume of his Two Treatises of Government imposed two constraints that must be satisfied if such a regime is to be morally tenable. Initially, any property taken from “the commons” (public or collective property) had to be based on one’s labor that was expended to improve that property. (Although Locke focused on landed property, his argument applies more generally.) However, two further conditions had to be met, labeled the “prejudice” and the “spoilage” constraints—and these were seen as moral constraints. Essentially, the prejudice constraint means that no one can be disadvantaged by another’s appropriation of property; all must benefit, though some may benefit more than others. The spoilage constraint connotes that none can seize property beyond that which can be used by one’s own labor. If either constraint is not satisfied, two options are proposed: the disadvantaged have the right to revolt and overturn a private property regime, or government has the obligation to intervene to rectify the situation in the interests of the community at large. In Locke’s argument, there is a right to subsistence as the emergence of property may mean that members of the community have lost their All use subject to https ability to provide for themselves from the commons, and this is a “prejudice”—some have been disadvantaged.10 We first note that both constraints have been violated, even though Locke continues to be invoked in the theoretical defense of a capitalist propertied order. Capitalism since at least the industrial revolution period (and this varies from country to country) clearly violates the spoilage constraint insofar as modern property holdings far exceed the ability of owners to work that property with their own labor. Second, unemployment—a singular characteristic of modern capitalism—clearly “prejudices” those who are required to find employment to secure their subsistence. Hence, governments are required to rectify at least the second, prejudice, condition, and this requires governments to seek ways to do so. Thus far, the “solution” has been limited to palliatives such as unemployment insurance, various welfare schemes, and so on. These have proved insufficient at best. A far better remedy is that of a job guarantee program because the basic problem is unemployment itself. 
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