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Structural Upward Redistribution — Injustice Behind the Mask of “Kindness”
(BHER WA I —— " & L IO % 2> 55 2 e A F)

Paragraph 1

When the government promotes the refundable tax credit as a “compassionate” tax reform, [

cannot help but feel uneasy.

It seems less a measure of fairness than a political sleight of hand—an attempt to avoid

deeper discussions on cutting the consumption tax, strengthening the taxation of financial

income, or introducing a genuine wealth tax.

The comforting rhetoric of “giving back” conveniently distracts the public from the question

of who truly bears the burden.

Paragraph 2

Behind this facade, the wealthy continue to exploit international tax loopholes.

A recent Tokyo District Court ruling in September exposed one such case: a Japanese tycoon

established a foundation in Liechtenstein and used it to control a company in the Bahamas

that earned large sums of interest income.

The court upheld the National Tax Agency’s decision to impose additional taxes,

recognizing the scheme as an act of tax avoidance.

Yet, cases like this rarely receive sustained media attention.

Coverage remains cautious, as if to protect the structural interests of the upper classes.

Paragraph 3

At the same time, public discourse toward welfare recipients has turned increasingly harsh.

Headlines decry “fraudulent claims” and “moral decay,” stigmatizing those who rely on

social assistance.

In truth, only about 20 percent of those eligible for public aid actually receive it, and the

system operates under strict, often punitive rules.

The contrast is striking: society vigilantly monitors the poor while turning a blind eye to the

privileged.

This dual standard is the essence of what may be called structural upward redistribution—a

quiet flow of resources from the bottom to the top.

Paragraph 4

Politics and media together sustain this inversion.

While policies of “aid” to the poor are showcased as proof of compassion, any effort to tax

the rich more fairly is deferred or diluted.

Thus, redistribution is transformed from a matter of justice into one of charity, diverting

attention from the systemic unfairness of the tax structure itself.



The refundable tax credit, in this light, becomes not a tool of equality but a device for
legitimizing inequality under the banner of kindness.

Paragraph 5

True redistribution should be simple: those with greater means should contribute more, and
those in need should be supported.

Yet today, this principle has been reversed.

The wealthy enjoy legal shelters and lower rates, while the poor are burdened with suspicion
and shame.

To correct this structural upward redistribution, we must first strip away the mask of
“kindness” and face the question that matters most—where, and for whom, the flow of

wealth truly moves.
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