2nc Overview

only when we recognize that we live in an already ordered world can we experience individual freedom …….The 1ac attempts to confront the chaos of the world with an attempt to create MEANING INTO LIFE – to affirm in a NEW AND DIFFERENT WAY.  This constant creation and search for meaning stops us from confronting our reality …. we live in BOREDOM.  Searching to escape boredom allows fantastic atrocities to take place – to build the newest brightest bomb, have newest clothes no matter where they were made, to beat to rape to kill to find NEW MEANING….. 

link debate

THE SEARCH FOR MEANING DISTRACTS US FROM BOREDOM
Svendsen in 05 (Lars, Norwegian Professor of Philosophy, A Philosophy of Boredom, p. 79-80)

This condition of meaning-crisis confronts most of us. We seek all sorts of meaning-substitutes, always embracing something new so as to create the illusion of meaning. We seek our identity in ephemeral objects, thereby equating identity with the transitory. The modern process of liberation ends up by obliterating the very identity it was supposed to liberate. We lead our lives as full-time tourists. As Zygmunt Bauman describes the modern subject: CA tourist always, on holiday and in daily routine. A tourist everywhere, abroad and at home. A tourist in society, a tourist in life - free to do his or her own aesthetic spacing and forgiven the forgetting of the moral one. Life as the tourist's haunt.'115 The process of liberation and the meaning-crisis is intertwined. A central motif in modernity is the liberation from tradition. Traditions have been replaced by lifestyles. The concept of a lifestyle sounds trivial, but it is crucial for understanding modern life.116 A lifestyle is essentially a set of practices maintained for a period of time. Modern man must choose a lifestyle, but, as it is based on a choice, one can simply choose to replace one lifestyle by another. This marks an essential difference in comparison with a tradition. A tradition is inherited, it not something one chooses or rejects.117 Traditions brings continuity to one's existence, but this sort of continuity is precisely what has been increasingly lost throughout modernity. The current norm is an unrestricted pluralism. We are free to choose as we like without having to make any lasting commitment to the chosen. And as a style, it is clear that the choice of a lifestyle is fundamentally a question of aesthetics. cThe world is the tourist's oyster. The world is there to be lived pleasurably - and thus be given meaning. In most cases, the aesthetic meaning is the only meaning it needs - and can bear' (Bauman again).118 But this very process - of making all qualities aesthetic, of making all identities free from the chains of tradition - drains the world of meaning as its occupies the entire world, leaving less and less room for non-aesthetic qualities. Baudrillard claims that 'all the world's insignificance has been transfigured by the aestheticizing process.'119 But, as he is well aware, an insignificance remains insignificant even though it has been aestheticized.

The desire to become distinct and different is only a recreation of a false system of value creation. 
Svendsen 05 (Lars, Norwegian Professor of Philosophy, A Philosophy of Boredom, p. 46-7)
When everything becomes interchangeable and, in terms of value, non-different (read: indifferent), genuine preferences become impossible, and we end up either in total randomness or in a total paralysis of action. Remember Buridan's ass, which starves to death because it cannot cope with having to choose between two identical heaps of food? Rational decisions presuppose preferences, and preferences presuppose differences. The novel that best presents this decadent mania of distinction is probably J.-K. Huysmans' A Rebours (1884). In it the Count of Esseintes, ill with boredom, can only bring content into his life by hyper-subtle distinctions and by making well-staged surroundings artificial.110 In Bret Easton Ellis's American Psycho, the difference between, for example, two types of mineral water or two recordings of Les Miserables becomes more important than anything else in life. We distinguish one brand of clothing from another, one malt whisky from another, one sexual practice from another. We are desperate in our search for differences. Fortunately, or regrettably, the advertising industry is there to save us with new distinctions. Advertising is essentially nothing more than creating qualitative differences where there are none, most products of a certain type (clothing, cars, etc.) are almost completely identical and therefore without qualitas, without their own nature. For that reason, it becomes even more important to create a difference that can distinguish products from one another. It is the actual distinction that is important, not its content, for by establishing such differences we hope to maintain a belief that the world still has qualities.   

a/t: O'Sullivan and Zepke 2008

[bookmark: _GoBack]this card just says trying to solve things can sometimes work – this is a framing issue – maybe some good comes from trying to act but so does every bad thing that has ever happened - 

Root cause

Creating sustainable consumption doesn’t solve oppression because the source of every harm is greed – obviously hitler wore pants but getting rid of pants wouldn’t solve oppression – only eliminating the need to fill the void of life solves oppression 
Aberdeen 03 – Richard , A Theory of Root Cause and Solution, http://freedomtracks.com/uncommonsense/theway.html, August 20th  
A view shared by many modern activists is that capitalism, free enterprise, multi-national corporations and globalization are the primary cause of the current global Human Rights problem and that by striving to change or eliminate these, the root problem of what ills the modern world is being addressed.  This is a rather unfortunate and historically myopic view, reminiscent of early “class struggle” Marxists who soon resorted to violence as a means to achieve rather questionable ends.  And like these often brutal early Marxists, modern anarchists who resort to violence to solve the problem are walking upside down and backwards, adding to rather than correcting, both the immediate and long-term Human Rights problem.  Violent revolution, including our own American revolution, becomes a breeding ground for poverty, disease, starvation and often mass oppression leading to future violence. Large, publicly traded corporations are created by individuals or groups of individuals, operated by individuals and made up of individual and/or group investors.  These business enterprises are deliberately structured to be empowered by individual (or group) investor greed.  For example, a theorized ‘need’ for offering salaries much higher than is necessary to secure competent leadership (often resulting in corrupt and entirely incompetent leadership), lowering wages more than is fair and equitable and scaling back of often hard fought for benefits, is sold to stockholders as being in the best interest of the bottom-line market value and thus, in the best economic interests of individual investors.  Likewise, major political and corporate exploitation of third-world nations is rooted in the individual and joint greed of corporate investors and others who stand to profit from such exploitation.  More than just investor greed, corporations are driven by the greed of all those involved, including individuals outside the enterprise itself who profit indirectly from it.      If one examines “the course of human events” closely, it can correctly be surmised that the “root” cause of humanity’s problems comes from individual human greed and similar negative individual motivation.  The Marx/Engles view of history being a “class” struggle ¹  does not address the root problem and is thus fundamentally flawed from a true historical perspective (see Gallo Brothers for more details).  So-called “classes” of people, unions, corporations and political groups are made up of individuals who support the particular group or organizational position based on their own individual needs, greed and desires and thus, an apparent “class struggle” in reality, is an extension of individual motivation.  Likewise, nations engage in wars of aggression, not because capitalism or classes of society are at root cause, but because individual members of a society are individually convinced that it is in their own economic survival best interest.  War, poverty, starvation and lack of Human and Civil Rights have existed on our planet since long before the rise of modern capitalism, free enterprise and multi-national corporation avarice, thus the root problem obviously goes deeper than this.      Junior Bush and the neo-conservative genocidal maniacs of modern-day America could not have recently effectively gone to war against Iraq without the individual support of individual troops and a certain percentage of individual citizens within the U.S. population, each lending support for their own personal motives, whatever they individually may have been.  While it is true that corrupt leaders often provoke war, using all manner of religious, social and political means to justify, often as not, entirely ludicrous ends, very rare indeed is a battle only engaged in by these same unscrupulous miscreants of power.  And though a few iniquitous elitist powerbrokers may initiate nefarious policies of global genocidal oppression, it takes a very great many individuals operating from individual personal motivations of survival, desire and greed to develop these policies into a multi-national exploitive reality. No economic or political organization and no political or social cause exists unto itself but rather, individual members power a collective agenda.  A workers’ strike has no hope of succeeding if individual workers do not perceive a personal benefit.  And similarly, a corporation will not exploit workers if doing so is not believed to be in the economic best interest of those who run the corporation and who in turn, must answer (at least theoretically) to individuals who collectively through purchase or other allotment of shares, own the corporation.  Companies have often been known to appear benevolent, offering both higher wages and improved benefits, if doing so is perceived to be in the overall economic best interest of the immediate company and/or larger corporate entity.  Non-unionized business enterprises frequently offer ‘carrots’ of appeasement to workers in order to discourage them from organizing and historically in the United States, concessions such as the forty-hour workweek, minimum wage, workers compensation and proscribed holidays have been grudgingly capitulated to by greedy capitalist masters as necessary concessions to avoid profit-crippling strikes and outright revolution.

