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Questions highlighted in yellow

In current 'Abundance’ narrative, electric power infrastructure is highlighted as a priority. But
isn't this only a small part of the need for major renewal and upgrade of American essential
public infrastructure (water, transport, etc.)? Is the 'Abundance’ narrative elitist with respect to
infrastructure?

ChatGPT said:

That's a thoughtful and important question. You're right to point out that the current
"Abundance™ narrative—which is gaining traction in tech, policy, and economic circles—
often emphasizes electric power infrastructure, especially in the context of clean energy, Al
datacenters, and electrification (EVs, heat pumps, etc.). This is not the whole picture, and there
are legitimate concerns that this framing overlooks or sidelines other vital public
infrastructure needs like water systems, public transportation, and broadband.

Why Power Gets the Spotlight in the '"Abundance’ Narrative

1. Technology-centric optimism: The narrative is often driven by Silicon Valley and
technocrats who are focused on scaling Al, clean energy, and digital infrastructure.
Power is a direct bottleneck to those ambitions.

2. Climate urgency: The clean energy transition makes electricity a keystone. Solar, wind,
EVs, and electrified homes are politically and economically popular—so power
infrastructure feels urgent and tractable.

3. Investment return: Upgrading the grid often promises high ROl and job creation. It's
more "market-friendly" than some other forms of infrastructure.

But You're Right: This Can Be Elitist or Narrow
Here's how the narrative can feel elitist or incomplete:

o Water infrastructure: Aging pipes, lead contamination, and drought resilience get little
attention, yet they are essential and disproportionately impact lower-income
communities.

e Public transit: Efficient mass transportation systems would benefit far more people
(especially in urban and lower-income areas) than luxury EVs, but transit gets a fraction
of the federal attention.

« Rural broadband and sewage systems: These are deeply neglected, yet critical for
health, education, and equity.

Is the Abundance Narrative Elitist?

In some ways, yes. It's often shaped by people whose lives are already comfortable and who see
infrastructure through the lens of productivity, innovation, and climate investment. That means:

« Data centers get more policy attention than drinking water systems.

1



ChatGPT on Abundance for Elite vs. Public Infrastructure 05272025

o Urban smart grid projects get more investment than rural road repair.
o Power lines are "sexy'’; sewers are not.

What Would a Non-Elitist Abundance Narrative Look Like?
A broader and more inclusive abundance vision would:

o Prioritize basic needs first: clean water, resilient transit, public health infrastructure.

« Treat infrastructure not only as a climate or tech issue but a justice and quality-of-life
issue.

e Fund local infrastructure with community input—not just large-scale federal or private-
sector megaprojects.

o Integrate ""low-tech™ abundance—Iike housing, education, and public spaces—into the
national conversation.

Final Thought

Electric power infrastructure is a real and urgent need, especially as we move toward
electrification. But if the 'Abundance’ narrative is to be more than a technocratic project, it must
widen its scope to include all essential systems, especially those that serve the most vulnerable
and least visible. Otherwise, it risks becoming another top-down vision that overlooks
everyday realities.

You said:

Could a reason for the focus of the 'Abundance’ narrative on electric power be that this area will
offer or facilitate private-sector profit opportunities (e.g., Al data centers, new green tech)? In
contrast to the limited profit potential in most basic infrastructure? If so, then could the
‘Abundance’ narrative be considered neoliberal in the sense of favoring government intervention
only where it results in private profit -- and disfavoring or ignoring government intervention
when profit is limited?

ChatGPT said:

Yes—you're hitting on a critical and often under-examined economic and ideological
underpinning of the current *Abundance’ narrative.

1. Profitability Shapes Policy Focus

Electric power infrastructure—especially in the context of Al, electrification, and green tech—
offers substantial profit potential for the private sector:

o Al data centers need massive, reliable electricity supplies. Building that infrastructure
creates opportunities for utilities, hardware firms, and clean energy providers.
e Green tech (solar panels, EVs, battery storage) can be commodified, scaled, and sold.
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e Carbon markets, energy trading, and “smart” grid services create new financialized
markets.

By contrast, traditional public infrastructure like water systems, sewers, public transit, or
public housing often:

o Offers limited or no profit (especially in rural or low-income areas).

e Requires long-term public investment and maintenance without private-sector exit
options.

« Yields social rather than financial returns—clean water, safer streets, less pollution,
etc.

2. This Fits a Neoliberal Pattern

You're exactly right to connect this to neoliberal logic, which has long guided U.S. (and global)
infrastructure policy since the 1980s:

e Government should enable markets, not replace them.

e Public investment is justified if it ""'unlocks™ private-sector innovation or capital.

e Low-profit or non-market infrastructure is neglected, underfunded, or privatized
(often poorly).

In that light, the 'Abundance’ narrative can appear as a rebranded neoliberalism: it celebrates
bold government action, but mostly where it supports markets, venture capital, and
innovation ecosystems. It tends to ignore or downplay the parts of society that don’t monetize
easily.

3. Examples That Reinforce This View

e CHIPS Act: Government investment in semiconductor supply chains—very market-
aligned.

« IRA (Inflation Reduction Act): Massive subsidies and incentives for clean energy, but
mostly through tax credits and market mechanisms.

e Al and grid investment: Seen as national competitiveness issues, not just public needs.

Meanwhile:
e Public housing stock continues to degrade.

« Municipal water systems are underfunded.
e Bus and subway systems are left to local authorities with shrinking budgets.

4. So Is '"Abundance’ Neoliberal?

In practice, much of the Abundance discourse operates within a neoliberal framework, even
if rhetorically it rejects austerity:
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o It celebrates state capacity, but often only in service of capital formation and private
enterprise.

o It frames public investment as market stimulus, not as an end in itself.

o It prioritizes future growth and innovation, often over present-day equity or need.

5. How It Could Move Beyond Neoliberalism
A truly post-neoliberal abundance narrative would:

« Center non-market value: health, dignity, equity, ecological sustainability.

e Support public ownership or commons-based infrastructure, not just public-private
partnerships.

e Recognize that some things (like clean water or safe streets) are public goods, not
business opportunities.

In Summary

Yes, the focus on electric power in the Abundance narrative aligns closely with where private-
sector profits can be made, and in that sense, it mirrors neoliberal tendencies—favoring
public investment when it subsidizes markets, and neglecting basic infrastructure when it does
not. If Abundance is to become a genuinely inclusive policy vision, it must challenge this
selective logic, not replicate it with a fresh coat of high-tech optimism.

You said:

Draft an opinion piece about this -- polemic style

ChatGPT said:

Sure—here’s a polemic-style opinion piece that tackles the issue head-on. It’s written with a
strong, clear voice, aiming to provoke thought and challenge the prevailing "Abundance”
narrative:

“Abundance” for Whom? The New Neoliberalism in Shiny
Green Wrapping

By [Your Name]

We’re told we’re entering an age of Abundance. An age of Al, electrification, and limitless
innovation—powered by clean energy, massive data centers, and public-private partnerships that
will supposedly lift all boats. The champions of this narrative, mostly clustered in Silicon Valley
and think tanks with VVC portfolios, envision a future where the government boldly builds
again... but only what they want built.
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Here’s the catch: the so-called Abundance agenda is selective. And its selectivity reveals a dirty
truth. This isn’t a vision of abundance for everyone—it's abundance for markets, for investors,
for data farms and EV fleets. And for the rest of us? Austerity by omission.

Let’s be blunt. The obsession with electric power infrastructure—qgrids, transmission lines,
datacenter siting, battery plants—is not driven by some neutral assessment of public need. It’s
driven by profitability. It’s a gold rush dressed up as a public good. Al companies want power.
Tesla wants power. Crypto wants power. And lo and behold, the state rushes in to deliver it.
Massive subsidies, streamlined permitting, deregulated zones. Suddenly, we’re all infrastructure
Keynesians again—just as long as the end user is a billionaire-backed firm and the ROl is
forecastable.

Meanwhile, where’s the urgency for water infrastructure? America’s pipes are rusting into the
ground. Lead poisons children in cities like Jackson and Flint. Sewage overflows in rural
counties. But these systems don’t yield 30% IRR. You can’t IPO a sewer.

And public transportation? Neglected, fragmented, and underfunded. You won’t see many
abundance evangelists talking about fixing the bus network in Detroit or building subways in
Phoenix. Too slow. Too messy. Too communal. There's no unicorn waiting at the end of a
subway line.

This is not an accident. It is ideology. The Abundance narrative, for all its shiny promise, walks
and talks like neoliberalism 2.0: government intervenes, but only to serve markets. Only to
"unlock" private capital. Only to boost the sectors that already dominate our economy and
politics. The market is still king—but now it drives a Rivian.

It’s the same logic that gave us privatized water in poor communities, charter schools in place of
public ones, and Uber instead of buses. It is austerity in a technocrat’s hoodie, deploying the
state only when and where capital wants help.

Don’t be fooled by the rebrand. A future where the grid hums but the tap runs dry is not
abundant. A nation of autonomous trucks and crumbling bridges is not abundant. True
abundance would mean everyone gets to live with dignity—not just those whose needs can be
monetized.

We need a new abundance: one that starts not with what’s profitable, but with what’s essential.
That funds what markets won’t. That values clean air, clean water, reliable transit, and public
space as much as datacenter throughput. That treats housing and health not as markets, but as
rights.

Until then, this isn’t abundance. It’s just elite futurism—on the public dime.

Let me know if you'd like this tailored for a specific outlet (like The Atlantic, Jacobin, Noema, or
TechCrunch) or adjusted in tone or length.
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Yes Atlantic -- specific reference to Democrat party ‘civil war' on the 'Abundance’ issue -- search
web for recent articles on this

ChatGPT said:

Certainly—here’s a revised version of the opinion piece, tailored for The Atlantic, incorporating
the recent internal debates within the Democratic Party over the "Abundance™ agenda:

Abundance for Whom? The Democratic Party’s Civil War
Over Infrastructure

By [Your Name]

A civil war is brewing within the Democratic Party, and at its heart lies a deceptively simple
word: abundance. Once a rallying cry for progress and prosperity, "abundance” has become a
flashpoint, revealing deep ideological divides over the future of infrastructure, governance, and
the role of the market in public life.

Proponents of the "abundance agenda" advocate for reducing regulatory barriers to accelerate
housing development, infrastructure projects, and governmental efficiency. They argue that
cumbersome zoning laws, permitting bottlenecks, and an overemphasis on procedural rules have
stalled progress, particularly in Democratic-led regions. This perspective, gaining traction among
moderate Democrats, seeks to distinguish itself from traditional progressive approaches by
emphasizing practical governance reforms that promise efficiency and economic gain.The
Atlantic

However, this vision has met resistance from many progressives who view it as an affront to
democratic engagement and the activism central to their movement. They argue that the
abundance agenda's focus on deregulation and market-driven solutions risks sidelining essential
public services that lack profit potential—such as water systems, public transportation, and
affordable housing. These services, while less glamorous than Al data centers or green tech
ventures, are vital to the well-being of countless Americans.The Atlantic

The tension between these factions reflects a broader ideological struggle within the party.
Moderate Democrats, aligned with the abundance agenda, prioritize initiatives that can attract
private investment and stimulate economic growth. In contrast, progressives emphasize the
importance of equitable access to essential services, cautioning against an overreliance on market
mechanisms that may neglect the needs of marginalized communities.The Atlantic

This internal conflict has tangible implications for policy-making. Debates over infrastructure
bills, environmental regulations, and social welfare programs have been marked by
disagreements over funding priorities and the role of government intervention. The party's ability
to reconcile these differing visions will be crucial in shaping its identity and effectiveness in
addressing the nation's infrastructure challenges.
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As the Democratic Party navigates this crossroads, it must grapple with fundamental questions:
Should infrastructure policy be guided primarily by market incentives, or should it prioritize
equitable access to essential services? Can the party forge a cohesive vision that balances
efficiency with inclusivity? The answers will determine not only the party's direction but also the
nation's path toward a truly abundant future.

Note: This piece incorporates insights from recent discussions within the Democratic Party
regarding the abundance agenda and its implications for infrastructure policy.

A
Sjources
You said:
Now Jacobin -- more focus on ‘elite infrastructure’ vs. ‘public infrastructure’
ChatGPT said:
Absolutely—here's a sharper, more critical version of the piece tailored for Jacobin, with a clear

emphasis on "elite infrastructure™ vs. "'public infrastructure™, and an explicitly anti-
neoliberal tone:

The New Deal for Datacenters: How the ‘Abundance
Agenda’ Abandons the Public

By [Your Name]
Originally published in Jacobin

There’s a new buzzword in American politics: abundance. It’s meant to evoke prosperity,
progress, and a break from the timid, scarcity-driven policymaking of the past. Its champions say
they want to build again—faster, bigger, smarter. But look closer, and you’ll see what they’re
really building: an elite infrastructure for a digital upper class, not a public infrastructure for the
many.

The so-called “abundance agenda,” currently sparking a low-grade civil war inside the
Democratic Party, wraps neoliberal logic in progressive rhetoric. It calls for sweeping
deregulation of permitting and zoning, aggressive investment in the power grid, and accelerated
infrastructure for artificial intelligence, electric vehicles, and high-tech manufacturing. And
make no mistake: this is an abundance for capital, not for communities.
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You’ll hear abundance evangelists wax poetic about the need to “unleash supply.” But what
they’re unleashing is a state-led buildout of elite infrastructure: the energy lines and land
access needed to serve hyperscale Al datacenters; the streamlined approvals for solar farms that
feed tech giants; the EV charging networks that benefit wealthy car owners in affluent zip codes.

Meanwhile, the foundational infrastructure of everyday life—clean water, safe public
transit, affordable housing—continues to rot. There is no Manhattan Project for sewage
systems. No Silicon Valley think tank campaigning for rural bus service. When Flint poisoned its
residents with lead and Jackson’s taps ran dry, where was the “abundance” brigade? Silent—
because there was no profit to be made, no unicorn to scale, no private sector partner to
underwrite the pipes.

This is neoliberalism 2.0: government is no longer shrinking, but it still serves capital first.
Public resources—Iland, energy, subsidies—are mobilized not to meet social needs, but to
accelerate capital accumulation in the sectors investors already favor. The state is back, but
not for the public—it’s back to build runways for markets.

Call it trickle-down infrastructure. The theory goes: invest in the elite layer—Al infrastructure,
green tech, semiconductor fabs—and eventually everyone will benefit. But we've heard this story
before. It was told about tax cuts. It was told about globalization. And now it’s being retold
through transmission lines and datacenter site prep.

What’s left out is the idea of public infrastructure as a universal right. Water systems don’t
need to generate profits. Neither do subways, public schools, or housing. But under the
abundance agenda, if it can’t be monetized or capitalized, it doesn’t get built. This is austerity
by omission—not by saying no, but by only saying yes to infrastructure that serves elites.

There’s nothing wrong with upgrading the grid or investing in clean energy. But when those
investments come at the expense of non-market infrastructure—the kinds of systems that support
working-class life—they become part of a broader betrayal.

The real abundance we need is not another tech campus or next-gen highway. It’s free public
transit, so workers can get to jobs without going broke. It’s fully funded public schools, not
charters bankrolled by philanthropists. It’s public housing, not zoning reforms designed to juice
real estate portfolios. It’s water that won’t kill you, regardless of your ZIP code.

In the original New Deal, we built public goods for public benefit. Today’s abundance
narrative builds elite infrastructure for private gain—paid for, once again, by the public. That’s
not abundance. That’s enclosure.

It’s time to demand more than permissionless innovation for billionaires. We need infrastructure
for people—not profit.
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Let me know if you'd like it adjusted for word count, citation, or co-authoring with someone for
submission.



