
		
			[image: cover.jpg]
		


		
			Advance Praise for Manufactured Crisis

			 

			“Jim Simpson recognized the Red/Green Axis—a revolutionary, anti-American alliance between the radical Left and the Sharia-supremacists—long before it was ‘a thing.’ Now, in this important book, he exposes the strategies those domestic enemies are pursuing to destroy our beloved America—and what we must do to defeat them. Please read it and heed it!”

			—Frank Gaffney, Executive Chairman, Center for Security Policy

			“With care and precision, Jim Simpson takes a whole-of-country approach to exposing the decades of systematic attacks on American society, economy, law, culture, and constitutional governance. He ties everything together to prove the scope and duration of the strategic attack. Most importantly, he shows what Americans can do to confront and reverse some of the damage.”

			—J. Michael Waller, PhD, Senior Analyst for Strategy, Center for Security Policy; Author, Big Intel: How the CIA and FBI Went from Cold War Heroes to Deep State Villains (2024)

			“Jim Simpson has written a fascinating and necessary book that describes in-depth the massive challenges that America is facing, and what we must do to respond. An important read.”

			—Peter Schweizer, New York Times Bestselling Author of Red-Handed: How American Elites Get Rich Helping China Win; Investigative Journalist; Cofounder and President, the Government Accountability Institute

			“Jim Simpson has compiled an enormous amount of information that is truly an indictment of the American Left, and their now wholly owned subsidiary, the Democratic Party. He shows how it is all connected for the overarching goal of stealing our nation from under our feet, just as surely as they stole the 2020 election and intend to do the same in 2024. This should be required reading for every American.”

			—Catherine Engelbrecht, Founder and Director, True the Vote

			“Democratic Party leader Rahm Emanuel once said, ‘Never let a good crisis go to waste.’ Jim Simpson’s new book Manufactured Crisis demonstrates that when the Left doesn’t have a crisis to manipulate to their political advantage, they manufacture one. Manufactured Crisis is essential reading for everyone seeking to understand what’s going on in the world today and how the Left has manufactured a decades-long series of crises to undermine Western civilization and American constitutional liberty to establish a new Marxist world order.”

			— Richard A. Viguerie, Conservative Fundraising Pioneer and Chairman, ConservativeHQ.com
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			To My Children

		


		
			Foreword

			The United States today faces multiple seemingly insurmountable problems. The country is beset by skyrocketing debt, social breakdown is evident on almost every front, global war could break out any day, and we can’t trust our leaders to prevent it, or even to try to win it. Unease is the order of the day.

			The country is in crisis, and nobody seems to know what to do. The main reason there seems to be no clear path forward is that very few people seem to understand the root cause of our problems. How can we fix America, if we don’t know what’s ailing her?

			The key question is this. Is the decline of the United States of America simply an inevitable historical process that we must make peace with, or is it primarily the result of a methodical program implemented over decades by our enemies?

			If the answer is the former, we’d best all give up now. If it is the latter, we’d better quickly identify those enemies, and implement counter-strategies immediately. If a mega-wealthy octogenarian starts to rapidly physically deteriorate, it could be the natural aging process. Or it could be that a greedy relative has been quietly slipping cyanide into the coffee pot?

			The title of James Simpson’s latest book Manufactured Crisis: The War to End America makes it clear that he believes America is being economically, politically, culturally, and spiritually poisoned.

			As a professional economist, James Simpson is well-placed to expose the economic sabotage that this great nation has been enduring for more than a century. However, Mr. Simpson goes way further. In a very straightforward way, he ties it all together. He analyzes all the major problems we face and looks for the common thread.

			He looks beyond the economic factors, he examines the roots of our massive vote fraud programs, and he gets to the root of the “climate change” scam. He digs into weaponization of our culture and the indoctrination of our children.

			Simpson also exposes the deliberate impoverishment of the middle class and the equally intentional fostering of racial division, the destruction of our borders, and the systematic corruption of our government.

			And this is what I love most about this book—James Simpson talks about evil. Few commentators do this, but is evil not at the root of all our problems? If the deliberate indoctrination and perverted sexualization of our children is not pure evil, then what is? If the destruction of our borders and the cruelty of the human traffickers, drug dealers, and revolutionaries who exploit the situation is not evil, then what is? If the deliberate impoverishment, division, and catastrophic weakening of the greatest nation that has ever existed on the face of the Earth is not evil, then does the word have any meaning left at all?

			James Simpson names and confronts the evil forces behind our threatened destruction head-on. He doesn’t mince words. He writes clearly and unflinchingly. I like that, and I think you will too. Mr. Simpson names the forces, identifies their programs and plans. He brings clarity to the confusion that is overwhelming even the brightest and the bravest among us. Even better—once identifying the programs, the problems, and the perpetrators, Simpson lays out solutions.

			To win any war, we must first understand that we are in a war—we’re not just suffering an inevitable decline. Secondly, we must identify our enemies and their strengths and weaknesses. Thirdly, we must devise plans and strategies to counter these enemy forces. Fourthly, we must rally our allies around those strategies. Fifthly, we must decisively defeat our enemies, destroy their infrastructure, drive them from our institutions, and hold them legally accountable wherever possible. Lastly, we must strengthen our institutions, our schools, our churches, our judicial system, and our military, so that what little remains of the enemy is not able or willing to attack us again for centuries.

			I am reminded of my favorite passage from the Bible, James 4:17 (KJV):

			Therefore, to him that knoweth to do good, and doeth it not, to him it is sin.

			We are not in our present predicament because the Marxists and globalists deliberately wrecking our country are so clever. We are here because our leaders, religious, political, and cultural, have been too damned weak and too damned cowardly for too damned long. And so, frankly speaking, have been most of us.

			To counter that weakness, to avoid the wages we are all owed for knowing the right thing to do but seldom doing it, and to ensure that our children and grandchildren live free, we must all act now.

			James Simpson’s great book clearly exposes our enemies. It points the way out of this mess, towards a much better future for us, our families, and our country.

			James Simpson does us all a great service with this work.

			Trevor Loudon

			Free Florida

			July 4, 2024

		


		
			Preface

			This book represents the culmination of almost forty years of research, study, writing, speaking, and in other ways opposing the radical Left, part of the international Communist movement. That is the greatest threat our nation has ever faced. And it has been with us for much longer than those forty years. As this book will describe, it was kicked off by Communism’s best salesman, Karl Marx, followed by individuals and movements that developed and honed strategies and tactics to impose Communism throughout the world.

			In 1985, as a newly minted economist fresh out of grad school, I became fascinated with Communism. Why, I wondered, would so many people in so many nations be so totally entranced with the Communist idea, when a first-year economics student could easily recognize the absurdity of Marxist economic theories? Economics is essentially the science of survival, so why would so many people go to the mats to destroy the Western free market idea—which has made survival more secure and delivered more prosperity to more people throughout the world than any other system ever created—to advocate a system of repeatedly proven failure, which invariably leads to mass murder?

			It launched me on a personal quest to answer these questions. The answers, I discovered, were hard to find. Even then, and well before, the effort to silence or suppress criticism of the radical Left had long been active. For example, the book Toward Soviet America, written in 1932 by American Communist Party leader William Z. Foster, had been stripped from virtually every library in the US and denounced by Foster himself, because it was a little too forthright about Communist goals. You can find it available online now, but for a long time, most of the copies in circulation were from reprints ordered by the Un-American Activities Committee of the US House of Representatives in 1961. (This committee was put out of business in 1975—another Communist victory). 

			The vilification of Senator Joseph McCarthy was probably the best example of cancel culture in action during the 1950s, though certainly not the only one. “McCarthyism” is a slur that intimidates people to this day, yet McCarthy was right about Communist infiltration of the federal government. But as a researcher, I tend to be relentless. The answer, I found, is as old as the hills: money and power. As an economic system, Marxism is an absolute failure, but as a methodology for seizing power and obtaining virtually unlimited wealth, it is unmatched, as long as its practitioners abandon any and all morality, and are willing to engage in lies, deception, threats, grizzly torture, and mass murder to gain and keep that power.

			I found more and more evidence that the entire Communist movement was a Trojan horse, designed to trick us into ceding ever more power to people with very evil intent, despite the fact that many Communist true believers were ardent in thinking it was the answer to all the world’s ills. But they were perhaps the most deluded. One of the influential books I found was The Great Terror by Robert Conquest. It described in detail the horror faced by the Russian people during Soviet leader Joseph Stalin’s reign of terror. 

			Another book, which should be considered a national treasure, was New Lies for Old: An Ex-KGB Officer Warns How Communist Deception Threatens Survival of the West, published in 1984 by Soviet defector Anatoliy Golitsyn. In that book, Golitsyn predicted the coming “fall” of the Soviet Union, years before it actually happened. He described it as a deliberate fake, in the planning stages for decades, and designed to make us lower our guard against the Communists. 

			It worked out even better than the Soviets planned. Following the so-called “fall” of Soviet Communism in 1991, Democrats said, “See, they were never really a threat!” Republicans cheered over Reagan’s victory gained by outspending the Soviets on defense. (It didn’t happen.) Both parties declared themselves the victor and went home. Then both presidents H. W. Bush and Bill Clinton cut defense spending successively to hollow force levels, and abandoned anti-Communist guerrillas in the field, where they were rapidly defeated. Never one to pass up a ripe opportunity to squander taxpayer dollars, Democratic senator Teddy Kennedy jumped in to propose domestic spending on the “peace dividend” before any defense spending cuts were even made.

			When in 1987 I fully realized what the Communist plan was for America, I didn’t sleep for three days. Over the following years I kept up my research but was too busy earning a living, paying back student loans, running a business, and raising a family to make it a full-time effort. Following 9/11, however, I was motivated to write about all I had learned, both through research and through years spent working in the White House budget office, where I saw the deception Golitsyn predicted being played out in real time. 

			Looking over the years, it is so sad to reflect on what our collective delusion has cost us and our allies. Do you ever wonder, for example, why we have not won a single major war since WWII? In Korea we were forced to accept a stalemate. In Vietnam, a war that could have been easily won in six months or less with very few casualties was instead a humiliating loss after a ten-year effort, 58,220 deaths, and thousands of remaining MIAs. It also enabled the complete takeover of Laos and Cambodia, dominoes that fell with enormous human cost. We did not really even win the first Gulf War. We only succeeded in rolling back Saddam’s army to the Iraqi border. During the second Iraq war, President Obama essentially ceded Iraq to the Iranians. I don’t need to tell you what happened in Afghanistan.

			In virtually every case, our own leaders betrayed us. And in these and many other cases, those same leaders betrayed our allies and friends across the globe. The so-called “peace” movement, which built momentum for our exit from Vietnam, was led by Communists. Many of these, like Weather Underground terrorist Bill Ayers, were receiving guidance from Cuban intelligence and other hostile actors. They were not “anti-war” at all. They were anti–US victory against the Communists. We supposedly didn’t know this at the time. Why not?

			We have repeatedly been outmaneuvered by our Communist enemies abroad, and tricked, misled, and subverted by the many Communists and their useful idiots in the BLM/Antifa movements active in the US. These people and their stooges saturate our institutions today and pretty much own the entire Democrat Party apparatus. These people should be facing trials for treason. Instead, they are calling the shots.

			This does not bode well for us. Our nation is at the tipping point, staring into the abyss. If you are not yet fully primed to the dangers we face, my hope is that this book will help elucidate them. It is further my hope that it will help you see where our priorities must lie for the immediate future and beyond, and what we must do for our nation to survive. Yes, literally survive.

			I will leave you with the last words ever written by the wonderful entertainer and polemicist Lloyd Marcus, the “Unhyphenated American,” shortly before he died in June 2020—a great sorrow and loss for us all.

			“We must do everything in our power to reelect our remarkable president. This election is our last stand to save America as founded. America is counting on you.”

			Amen.

			James Simpson

			Baltimore

			August 19, 2024

		


		
			Introduction

			I dunno man, I dunno. Seems the last few years, life’s gotten cheap. The monsters ain’t just in the shadows; they’re in broad damn daylight. Country’s got the devil in it Joe, and no one is calling him to account.…

			—Sheriff Sena, Dark Winds, Season 2, Episode 3

			In an unfortunate turn of events, on July 13 of 2024, as I was editing this book for final review, twenty-year-old Thomas Matthew Crooks attempted to assassinate President Donald Trump at a rally in Butler, Pennsylvania. He killed another man and wounded two others. He was quickly shot dead before he could do any more damage. But more than anything else, this one event defines where we are today.

			I was discouraged but not surprised. The Democrats and their media allies have been demonizing, attacking, and lying about Trump since he descended the golden escalator at Trump Towers in 2015 to announce his first run for the presidency.

			His treatment can only be described as barbaric. It is unprecedented in America politics, from Hillary Clinton’s never-ending campaign to discredit Trump through the Democrats’ contrived Russian collusion hoax and subsequent nonstop FBI investigations, to the two unprecedented impeachment trials based on wholly fabricated pretexts, the endless contrived Justice Department and New York district attorney investigations, multiple lawsuits, and on and on.

			Or how about the repulsive beheaded Trump effigy photo shot by Kathy Griffin, an actress and comedian who needed to up her flagging career? Or what about statements by numerous prominent Democrats saying they would like to kill Trump, with California Rep. Maxine Waters exclaiming to a crowd, “I will go and take him out tonight!” or actor Johnny Depp asking, “When was the last time an actor assassinated a president?”1 Ironically it was Republican President Lincoln shot by a Democrat, John Wilkes Booth, although Depp is probably too ignorant to know that. Or perhaps most memorably when Joe Biden said five days before the shooting, “It’s time to put Trump in the bullseye.” In any case, it has been a virtually nonstop effort to deliberately vilify, marginalize, and destroy Trump, and his supporters as well.

			All this nonstop vitriol, hyped and repeated by the media, has raised division and hatred in this country to a fever pitch. It was therefore not surprising at all that this kid, supposedly a bullied loner, who, among other things, was rejected by his high school shooting team and asked not to return, would try to make a name for himself by shooting Trump. In fact, given all of the obscene hate rhetoric spewed by many high-profile individuals, like the “don’t miss Trump next time” statement by a Jack Black band mate, it is more likely than not that someone will try again. One prominent Democrat even had the gall to suggest that the assassination attempt was “encouraged and maybe even staged” by candidate Trump.2 You simply cannot make this stuff up.

			Did Crooks work alone? He was found to have bomb-making materials in both his car and home, including an IED.3 How did he get hold of those materials? He also had two cell phones and three encrypted overseas apps on one of his phones.4 As of this writing, little more is known, but I have long believed that many of these so-called “lone wolf” shooters are in fact not alone. They are recruited online by enemy actors sophisticated enough to do so. Many online predators successfully target young girls and boys for victimization. Why would malevolent state actors not do the same thing? Reportedly, the Secret Service received intelligence that Iran was plotting to assassinate Mr. Trump before the July 13 event and increased security.5 While there is as yet no known Iranian connection to Crooks, if that represents increased security it’s hard to imagine what security would have looked like otherwise.

			As for the security situation, back in the early 1990s, I wrote budgets for the US Secret Service. At that time, you would never have seen such rank incompetence among the Service as witnessed on July 13. While they rapidly took steps to protect Trump and dispatched the shooter, Crooks was in a location easily visible from the venue and at a distance that would not be a difficult shot for anyone with any experience. That building should have been secured well before the event started. It is inexplicable that it wasn’t. Furthermore, people were shouting warnings about the man on the roof well before he began to shoot, and law enforcement was aware of his presence for at least an hour beforehand. It must be asked, was this really incompetence? Had the speaker been Joe Biden, I guarantee you this shooting would not have happened.

			Most readers of this book are well aware that we are in dangerous, uncharted waters today. The nation is at a tipping point, and the Left is agitating for full-on revolution. Candidate Trump was very lucky, and must be protected. The Service has denied more up until now, with the laughable excuse that they couldn’t afford it.

			I did not intend to make this introduction, or even the book, strictly partisan, but I will say now that if Mr. Trump loses this election, those who have brought us to this point will have won the day. And that will prove cataclysmic. However, if he wins, the Left will likely make the 2020 George Floyd riots look like a picnic. Hopefully President Trump won’t hesitate to call out the National Guard if that happens.

			Now that Biden has dropped out, we have Kamala Harris to deal with. If she defeats Donald Trump, what do we have to look forward to? Well, if you thought another four years of Biden would be bad, get ready. It will be magnitudes worse. My colleague, Trevor Loudon, who wrote the preface to this book, did a Counterpunch video for the Epoch Times prior to the 2020 election, where he described Harris’s extreme left connections. The people she has surrounded herself with are Marxists, Communists, Socialists, “progressives,” and Maoists with myriad ties to the Chinese Communist government. He predicted that she will be “China’s best friend in the White House if, God forbid, she gets into that position.”6

			Well, she did, and while Joe Biden was the best friend China could ask for, Kamala was and is just as bad if not worse, because unlike Biden, she still has most of her faculties, and her list of Communist co-conspirators is truly frightening. Behind that flaky, seemingly mindless personality, Harris is an avowed Marxist. We need to state it plainly. Her list of Communist and especially pro-Chinese Communist connections spans most if not all of her life.

			As described by Loudon:7

			Harris’s father was a Marxist professor at Stanford University. Both parents were active in a pro-Castro Marxist group called the Afro-American Association, headed by radical black activist Don Warden. Warden helped birth the Black Panthers and later changed his name to Khalid al-Mansour. Under that name he helped Barack Obama get into Harvard.

			Harris’s husband, Doug Emhoff, has a law firm that does business with Communist China, and some of their staff are actual Chinese Communist Party members.

			Harris is good friends with Alicia Garza. Garza co-founded Black Lives Matter with help from the Freedom Road Socialist Organization, a Maoist group, and the Chinese Progressive Association—a San Francisco Bay area Communist Chinese front. Harris is an enthusiastic supporter of BLM, and cheered them on while they burnt down cities.

			Harris parlayed her sexual affair with the sixty-year-old former California assembly speaker and San Francisco mayor, Willie Brown, into a series of increasingly high-level political jobs. First San Francisco district attorney, then California attorney general, US senator, and finally vice president. Brown himself owed his political career to numerous prominent California Communists, one of whom even won the Order of Lenin from the Soviet Union.

			But Harris had help from others, particularly Stephen Phillips, a Marxist-Leninist member of the League of Revolutionary Struggle, a pro-Chinese Communist group. Phillips married Susan Sandler, daughter to Herb and Marion Sandler, former owners of Golden West Financial, the second largest savings and loan bank in the US. The Sandlers sold Golden West to Wachovia Bank just before the subprime mortgage collapse. It sent Wachovia into bankruptcy but the Sandlers walked off with billions.

			Hardcore leftists themselves, the Sandlers showered money on numerous radical causes and eventually partnered with George Soros and other radical billionaires.8 Radical son-in-law Phillips made good use of his wife’s share by starting PowerPAC, a political action committee that, according to Loudon, helped elect Barack Obama in 2008 and has been a driving force behind the massive advances the radical Left have made in turning red states blue.

			So, it is Phillips and people of his pedigree financing the political fortunes of Kamala Harris. And a Harris victory would invite many of these people into the White House. Many are already there. The Biden administration went a long way to disassemble our nation. A Harris administration would finish the job. Finally, her newly chosen vice presidential candidate, Tim Walz, has been partnering with the Communist Chinese in various roles both as a private citizen and elected leader since the 1980s. So in a Harris administration, we would essentially be turning our nation over to a pair of Communist Chinese agents of influence.

			All you need to do is look around and see where we are today. Where does one begin? Crises are everywhere. Some are very real: borders flooded with illegal aliens, child and drug trafficking, inflation, massive and growing government debt, supply chain disruptions, the war in Ukraine, growing threats from China, Iran, and Russia, continued fallout from COVID, unprecedented division, vote fraud so enormous many people don’t believe it could be real, and other threats. Some are entirely contrived, like the so-called global warming “crisis,” a fraud imposed as an excuse to banish fossil fuels and increase our dependency on the government while making all the wrong people filthy rich.

			As our cities are overwhelmed with crime waves that malevolent prosecutors refuse to prosecute, even allowing killers to go free without bail;9 as record numbers of people, especially the young, die from overdoses enabled by the flood of drugs through open borders; as suicides, especially among the young and military, reach unprecedented levels; as educators seek to indoctrinate and mutilate our children with horrific transgender and hateful CRT propaganda; as rampant spending and unchecked inflation threaten to destroy our economy, we see our beloved nation circling the drain.

			But in every case, the source of these crises can be traced directly to leftist policies, agendas, and lies. None are necessary or without simple solutions.

			Simple—but not easy.

			Columnist Victor Davis Hanson observed, “Things are becoming so strange, so surreal, so nihilistic in contemporary America that the chaos can only be deliberate. Chance, incompetence, and accident could not alone explain the series of disasters we now daily witness that are nearly destroying the country.”10

			He’s right. Our government is literally at war with us. But this is true for most, if not all, Western governments. Just look at Canada. With the 2022 trucker protest against the COVID mandates, Canadian prime minister Justin Trudeau declared war on those protesters, jailing many, cutting their access to credit and savings, and assuring many lost their jobs. Thirty-nine trucking companies were shut down.11 Where in Canadian law is such despotic rule given to the Canadian leader? The Parliament is even considering a law to impose life sentences for certain speech.12

			At the start of the 2015 refugee invasion into Europe from Africa and the Middle East, German chancellor Angela Merkel threw open the doors to these refugees, virtually guaranteeing the unprecedented terrorism that occurred throughout Western Europe. Today, Germany, France, England, the Netherlands, Denmark, and Sweden are experiencing growing “no go” zones, rapes, violence, and terrorism from these same “refugees.” And you can be arrested for just complaining about it. Italy is finally saying, “Enough!” But we don’t hear a peep from most leaders of those other countries. Politicians brave enough to speak up are smeared as bigots and “Islamophobes” and must hire teams of security professionals just to stay alive.

			The migrant invasion of Europe was a precursor of what was planned for us, as predicted in my books, The Red-Green Axis and The Red-Green Axis 2.0. The response by European governments stripped the façade of “democracy” and showed the world that Europe’s “deep state” hated their people as much as today’s American government appears to hate us. We dodged a bullet in 2016 with election of President Donald Trump, but Democrats redoubled their efforts to win, no matter what it would take, in 2020. And here we are. They will steal 2024 also if we let them.

			To most people, these many-faceted crises are considered individually and simply reflect policy differences. The migrant crisis is sold as a humanitarian response to needy people. If you oppose open borders, you are heartless. You must be “compassionate.” The Biden administration’s efforts at ending fossil fuel are billed as “essential” to countering the threat of “cataclysmic” global warming.

			Rampant government spending on credit exploded our national debt to over $30 trillion in 2022, which along with skyrocketing energy costs, has fueled unprecedented inflation. The Biden administration’s answer was to propose the hilariously misnamed “Inflation Reduction Act,” which pumped $1 trillion more printed dollars into the economy. National debt now stands at $34 trillion, and $1 trillion more is being added every one hundred days.13 Any rational economist will tell you such policies will increase, not decrease, inflation. In fact, such debt spending is unsustainable without triggering hyperinflation.

			But rarely are all these different agendas viewed as part of a larger whole, and their true purpose is either not understood or carefully overlooked. News analysts love to debate policy because it keeps them in business. They can call Joe Biden and the Democrats “stupid,” “wrongheaded,” or simply “ignorant.” Political pundits do this all the time. But it is a cop-out. It generously credits people who advance these agendas with good motives, even if their ideas are crazy.

			However, you don’t spend a lifetime surviving in Washington, DC, being an idiot. These people know exactly what they are doing. And while Joe Biden may be suffering dementia, he cheerfully goes along with those pulling the strings—he always has—and is aware of the damage they cause. He takes pleasure in watching it. He is the personification of evil.

			Consider Richard Levine, the man they appointed assistant secretary for Health and Human Services, and recently, admiral in the Public Health Service. We know him as Dr. Rachel Levine. He is not female. Today he is referred to as “transgender,” but he is just a transvestite, i.e., a cross-dresser. He is a really ugly fat guy who likes to dress up as a woman. Is he what you would call a picture of health? He’s the polar opposite. Why on earth would they appoint a blatantly obese cross-dresser to a leadership position in the Health Department? Because they want to make a mockery of public health. Everything being inflicted on us today is specifically designed to shock, demoralize, confuse, enrage, and ridicule us. It is also a great way to smoke out political enemies, something the Left is always trying to do.

			The people who dreamed up this entire agenda are literally evil. They rejoice in our misery. They want to convince us that we are evil, that we are the problem, that we are standing in the way of “progress.” And they have convinced and intimidated lesser individuals to believe they are right. The Left does not need a reason. They only need a pretext, and the cultural narrative has given them that. So they call us haters, Nazis, bigots, fill-in-the-blank-phobes, with impunity, when really, they are projecting characteristics of their behavior. And the intimidated public goes along with it.

			America faces an existential threat. The threat is apparent today to those of us whose heads are not completely buried in the sand. But it is really the accumulation of a death by a thousand cuts administered by the anti-American Left for decades. At first it was subtle, underhanded, and dismissed as unimportant by those who saw it happening, while the rest of us shrugged or ignored it. “There go those crazy liberals again,” we would say, shaking our heads. The few who spoke out were ignored, attacked, or censored—much as they are today.

			For almost a century, the agitators, propagandists, and rioters of the radical Left (the true insurrectionists)—today represented primarily by the Democratic Party and its “progressive” allies—have been on a relentless crusade to achieve the “fundamental transformation” of America into the Socialist paradise of their fantasies. Along the way, they have caused countless crises that tear at the fabric of our society from all directions.

			At the same time, they have sought to undermine and sabotage our foreign policy at every turn, making us vulnerable to enemies both within and without, and have often colluded directly with those enemies. Although it is difficult to believe, they are aware of the misery and chaos they create. Generating chaos, pain, and strife is actually a critical component of their game plan.

			People unfamiliar with the Left’s fundamental depravity reject this proposition as the product of a conspiracy theorist’s fevered imagination. But they are simply ignorant of the facts. The Left utilizes proven strategies with firmly established and easily traceable pedigrees. The increasingly aggressive implementation of these strategies defines the Left today—enthusiastically personified during the administration of President Barack Hussein Obama and now on steroids under the deranged but even more destructive Joe Biden. Even the Clinton administration, mistakenly considered “moderate” by Democrat standards, got the ball rolling with the premeditated subprime mortgage crisis, Bill Clinton’s degenerate predilections, and his outright treason.14

			The Left operates under one guiding principle. Former radical David Horowitz described it: “The issue is never the issue. The issue is always the revolution.”15 In other words, for all the agendas they promote—whether it’s climate change, transgender rights, illegal immigration, unrestricted abortion, or free housing—they only care about that issue so much as it serves the purpose of advancing their revolution. As described below:

			No matter what issue they were fighting about…it was a mere pretext to hide their radical goal: a communist revolution in America. While most Americans were debating the merits of the issue itself, SDS and other radical leftists were framing the debate, inflaming emotions, neutralizing opponents, and weaponizing it in order to overthrow American institutions and destroy society.16

			The widespread chaos we see everywhere across America is all part of a comprehensive plan by our nation’s enemies—both within and without—to destroy America once and for all. Every aspect is a Manufactured Crisis, conceived, planned, and advanced by an international movement that correctly identifies America as the last impediment to its worldwide domination. That movement has a name. You can call it the “Deep State,” the “Swamp,” the “Establishment,” the “Elite,” the “Globalists,” “Wokeism,” “Progressivism,” or whatever name you choose. Its true name is Communism. And while many in the “Establishment” or the “Swamp” may not even realize this, it is the strategies employed by the worldwide Communist movement that they are advancing. And if America falls, the world will fall with it.

			Tucker Carlson recently interviewed Xi Van Fleet, a woman who survived the horrific Cultural Revolution in Communist China. It was very similar to what is happening in America today—and that is not coincidental, as this book will prove. This short snippet at the end of the interview says it all:17

			Tucker: You survived all of this, this first [Chinese cultural] revolution. What advice would you give to Americans for how to respond to our revolution right now happening in our country?

			Xi: I would say, you understand what’s going on. Only when you understand what’s going you can fight back. Otherwise, you can’t fight something you don’t understand. And it’s not some kind of crazy, kind of Democrats, they just do some crazy things. No. This is absolutely a full-blown Communist revolution. And the goal is very simple, it’s just one: destroy this country so some people can have total control of power.

			Tucker: So it has nothing to do with improving anybody’s life?

			Xi: No.

			We are experiencing the end stages of a Communist revolution that has been conducted against America for over one hundred years but has only recently come fully out of the shadows. What happens in the next few years will determine whether the great American Experiment surges back to life or dies an ignoble death. This book will explain to you the who, what, where, when, and how of their diabolical plans—and what has to happen to stop them.

			
			
			
		


		
			The Seeds of Crisis

			We must organize the intellectuals and use them to make Western civilization stink.

			—Willi Münzenberg

			In 1869, a twenty-two-year-old Russian anarchist named Sergey Nechayev penned a short pamphlet titled The Revolutionary Catechism.18 While notorious in his day, few of today’s historians speak about him or apparently even know of him. I call him the most important radical no one’s ever heard of, and in my book Who Was Karl Marx?, I devote an entire chapter to him.19 This is because in Catechism he laid out a strategy that became the blueprint for Communist revolutions worldwide, first implemented by the Russian Bolshevik20 Vladimir Ilyich Lenin, who took power in Russia with the birth of the Soviet Union in 1917.

			Nechayev’s Catechism states, “Our task is terrible, total, universal, and merciless destruction.” Karl Marx and all the revolutionaries of his day agreed. In one of his writings, Marx proclaimed, “There is only one way in which the murderous death agonies of the old society and the bloody birth throes of the new society can be shortened, simplified and concentrated, and that way is revolutionary terror.”21

			Pol Pot move over.

			In his 1848 Communist Manifesto co-authored with fellow Communist Friedrich Engels, Marx wrote, “The Communists disdain to conceal their views and aims. They openly declare that their ends can be attained only by the forcible overthrow of all existing social conditions.”22

			The anarchist Mikhail Bakunin, one of Nechayev’s colleagues who is sometimes cited as co-author of the Catechism, stated, “In this revolution we will have to awaken the Devil in the people, to stir up the basest passions. Our mission is to destroy, not to edify. The passion of destruction is a creative passion.”23

			Keep that last quote in mind. From these short statements and many other similar ones, we can see that the seeds were planted very early on in the Communist movement to foment crises manufactured by the Communists themselves. The Catechism states it concisely in the following passage:

			The Society [of revolutionary conspirators] has no aim other than the complete liberation and happiness of the masses—i.e., of the people who live by manual labor. Convinced that their emancipation and the achievement of this happiness can only come about as a result of an all-destroying popular revolt, the Society will use all its resources and energy toward increasing and intensifying the evils and miseries of the people until at last their patience is exhausted and they are driven to a general uprising. (Emphasis added.)

			Reflect on that. Nechayev advocated actions that would literally drive people mad. Today’s Left has taken this idea to heart. Nechayev laid out the entire plan, summarized below:

			1.Penetrate all segments of society, pretending to fit in, while plotting destruction.

			2.Attack property rights, traditional society, and morality.

			3.Create so much chaos and division that the society declares war on itself.

			4.Create an order of execution to exterminate all people not useful to the Left.

			Somehow he never got around to saying how this would make us all happy. And this is the case for all the Marxist revolutionaries. They seek to destroy rather than build, and that fact is made clear by their repeated statements and actions. Marx was vague on how his brave new world would actually function. Communist ideology only provided a pretext for the destruction they planned.

			Lenin was obsessed with Nechayev and reprinted and widely distributed Nechayev’s writings. Nechayev’s strategy for destroying the West became known as “catastrophism.” And while Lenin did not refer to the term specifically, he is alleged to have described it as follows:

			Deepen the contradictions [i.e., exaggerate, exacerbate existing crises, problems, social and ethnic differences and disparities, opinion discrepancies, rifts, etc.], and if they don’t exist, create them or, if you can’t create them, convincingly claim that they exist, and then deepen them, and in the process, profit the most from them in any way you can—politically, ideologically [and financially, to bankroll the Left] and, in the resulting chaos, blame our enemies for the whole mayhem, and finally, come up with ‘solutions’ that will favor us, and that will be the root of new future crises to be exploited in the future, and so on, until the targeted capitalist society is destroyed completely, to then build—under Bolshevik supervision and control—a socialist society enroute to communism.24

			This statement sounds eerily familiar to what we are seeing from the Left almost every day now, doesn’t it? But as we shall see in later chapters, many of the “solutions” brought to us by the Left have already made matters much worse, and true to form, the Left is there with the answer: more of the same.

			Lenin’s strategies were further developed by the German Communist, Willi Münzenberg. Münzenberg was a Bolshevik in Lenin’s inner circle and consummate true believer. He became known as the Red Millionaire.25 Using funds provided through the Communist International (Comintern)26 and money he could sponge from his wealthy contacts, he spent lavishly to develop a network of newspapers, magazines, theaters, and film outlets with which he could promote Communist propaganda throughout Europe and America.

			He is credited with creating popular fronts—organizations like the Hollywood Anti-Nazi League—where the ostensible purpose (fighting fascism) hides the true purpose (promoting Communism). Many prominent writers and actors came under his spell, including Upton Sinclair, Sinclair Lewis, Ernest Hemingway, Lillian Hellman, Dashiell Hammet, Bertolt Brecht, and others. His work inspired the British “Cambridge Five” spy ring, led by Kim Philby, the notorious MI-6 official who spied for the Soviets from 1933 to 1963 until finally exposed, whereupon he fled to the Soviet Union and died there in 1988.27

			Both Lenin and Münzenberg realized after World War I that the working class would not carry out the revolution they sought. Instead, it would come, as one brilliant French polemicist put it, through “the treason of the intellectuals.28 Why the “intellectuals”? Because, as Ruth Fischer, friend of Münzenberg and prominent German Communist, observed, “Willi knew that you don’t have to buy the intellectuals—you just have to flatter them.”29

			This statement rings so true. Liberal elitists, including college professors, news pundits, Hollywood actors, and for that matter, most outspoken liberals, are some of the most conceited people you will ever meet. It is not simply that they think they know better (they usually don’t) but that they are fueled by pride and ego—enthralled by their imagined intelligence. Thus when a leading Communist flatters them, they are only too eager to help out. They thrill at the idea of contributing to “the revolution,” while safely ensconced in comfortable positions that risk little as long as they have “right think.”

			But Münzenberg was primarily targeting academia. With this in mind, he articulated a strategy that would use the intelligentsia to corrupt Western culture. He said:

			We must organize the intellectuals and use them to make Western civilization stink. Only then, after they have corrupted all its values and made life base, can we impose the Dictatorship of the Proletariat.30

			Münzenberg was a leader and regular speaker at Comintern meetings, and his extensive influence may well have shaped the future of Europe.31 His ideas, and those of another Bolshevik, the Hungarian Communist Georg Lukacs, launched a school to accomplish just that. In 1923, with Lenin’s approval, and Comintern money and funds from the Marxist son of a wealthy German industrialist, they helped found the Institute for Social Research, a school housed at the University of Frankfurt in Germany.

			Given this bland name to hide their radical agenda, the professors were prominent and doctrinaire Marxists, like Max Horkheimer and Friedrich Pollock, and Communist espionage agents, such as Hede Massing and Richard Sorge.32 Over time, it became known as simply “the Frankfurt School.” The goal was to churn out Communist-indoctrinated students and teachers while providing a cover for secret agents to do their spy work. With the rise of the Nazis in the 1930s, the school relocated to Geneva, Switzerland, and in 1934, to Columbia University’s Teachers College.

			But while in Frankfurt, the school’s leading scholars, primarily Horkheimer and Lukacs, began development of a new “philosophy” they called “Critical Theory.” This idea came directly from Karl Marx. In 1843, well before The Communist Manifesto was published, Marx had exhorted his comrades, saying:

			The proclamation of ready-made solutions for all time is not our affair, when we realize all the more clearly what we have to accomplish in the present—I am speaking of a ruthless criticism of everything existing, ruthless in two senses. The criticism must not be afraid of its own conclusions, nor of the conflict with the powers that be. (Emphasis in the original.)33

			Later on that year, he expanded on the idea:

			The immediate task of philosophy, which is in the service of history, is to unmask human self-alienation in its secular form now that it has been unmasked in its sacred form. Thus, the criticism of heaven is transformed into a criticism of earth, the criticism of religion into the criticism of law, and the criticism of theology into the criticism of politics. (Emphases his.)34

			The goal of Critical Theory was aptly described by William Lind of the Free Congress Foundation in 2004:

			Critical Theory was essentially destructive criticism of the main elements of Western culture, including Christianity, capitalism, authority, the family, patriarchy, hierarchy, morality, tradition, sexual restraint, loyalty, patriotism, nationalism, heredity, ethnocentrism, convention and conservatism.35

			Clearly, this was what Münzenberg referred to when he outlined the goal to corrupt Western values to the point where Western civilization would “stink.”

			The move to Columbia’s Teachers College really magnified the Frankfurt School’s influence on culture. Ralph de Toledano writes: “The influence of Teacher’s College, in fact, reached out across the country, as its graduates filled more than 60 percent of all teaching and educational administrative posts in the country.”36

			In 1937, Max Horkheimer formalized Critical Theory in an essay titled “Traditional and Critical Theory.” It aimed at “critiquing and changing society as a whole.”37 From the beginning, Frankfurt School’s Critical Theory relentlessly accused Western societies of being “the world’s greatest repositories of racism, sexism, xenophobia, homophobia, anti-Semitism, fascism, and Nazism.”38

			Critical Theory, today often identified as “political correctness” or “Cultural Marxism,” has been further refined into smaller subsets as thinking has evolved. For example, “criticism of law” has become Critical Legal Theory, which sees our Constitutional Republic as a system of oppression that favors the privileged over the oppressed.39 Therefore, the US Constitution is not merely a “living document” to be altered at will but rather the foundation of our “oppressive,” “racist,” “imperialist,” nation that supports “white privilege.” Therefore, it is justifiable to completely ignore the US Constitution as a basis for law and work and to replace it with a system that promotes diversity, equity, and inclusion in pursuit of “social justice.” Once again, the Left does not need a valid reason to do what they do, just the pretext.

			Further subclassifications include Critical Race Theory (CRT), Feminist Legal Criticism, Latino Critical Legal Theory, Critical Race Feminism, Critical White Studies, and Critical Pedagogy (criticism of education as a construct of white privilege).40

			The list goes on forever. But everywhere, the goal is to deconstruct our society through relentless criticism and usually flawed reasoning or blatant lies, giving leftists the pretext to rewrite, enforce, or ignore the law to their liking. The New York Times’ “1619 Project,” which rewrites American history to reinforce leftist narratives on race, is a case in point.

			And as those ideas spread like metastasizing cancer, action followed thought, delivering us to the state we’re in today where all aspects of American society are under attack, fomenting crisis after crisis and creating ever more divisions, breaking our nation into warring fragments. It has brought America to the point where the literal survival of our society is threatened. One can hear echoes of Nechayev: “increasing and intensifying the evils and miseries of the people until at last their patience is exhausted and they are driven to a general uprising.”

			Critical Legal Theory and many of its offshoots continue to be taught in law schools across the US, putting Constitutional law in the back seat and producing a vanguard of attorneys who not only believe the Constitution to be irrelevant but a source of oppression that needs to be abolished. In a 2023 California Law Review article titled “The Purpose of Legal Education,” the author states:

			This Article argues that the anti-racist, democratic, and movement lawyering principles advocated by progressive legal scholars should not be viewed merely as aspirational ideals for social justice law courses. Rather, querying whether legal systems and political institutions further racism, economic oppression, or social injustice must be viewed as endemic to the fundamental purpose of legal education…it demonstrates the urgency of moving beyond liberal legalism in legal education by integrating critical legal theories and movement law principles throughout the entire law school curriculum. (Emphasis added.)41

			The many district attorneys who today flout the law, letting criminals run free while going after police officers, are a good example of Critical Legal Theory’s end product—creating manufactured crises across the nation, essentially penalizing those dedicated police officers who attempt to uphold the law, while allowing crime to escalate the chaos. It punishes Americans, well, simply because we are Americans.

			Herbert Marcuse was perhaps the best-known and definitely the most influential Frankfurt School Communist. Younger than most of the others when the school was started, he became notorious throughout American higher education in the 1950s and ’60s, first at Columbia University, then Harvard; Brandeis, where he first mentored Black Communist Angela Davis, and later the University of California at San Diego.

			He was admired by the so-called “red diaper babies” of the 1960s, most prominently represented by Students for a Democratic Society (SDS). Primarily offspring of American Communists, SDS members abandoned party membership but retained its ideology. They were called the New Left, a term coined by Columbia University Socialist professor C. Wright Mills,42 and Marcuse—who credits Mills’s work—was referred to as the “Father of the New Left.”43 The New Left students later took up careers in academia, law, and media, and we are seeing the long-term results today.

			Marcuse was also considered the father of the sexual revolution. In his 1955 book Eros and Civilization, he attempted to combine Marxist theory with that of Sigmund Freud, founder of psychoanalysis. Whereas Freud thought that sexual urges should be controlled, Marcuse argued that moral standards were “repressive” and that human sexual instincts should be given free rein. He supposedly coined the phrase, “Make love, not war.”

			There were, of course, many other factors that drove the sexual revolution: invention of the pill, growing drug use, and an increasingly permissive atmosphere driven by post-war affluence and the nation’s gradual slide away from Christianity and God. But most of these other influences were in turn encouraged by the Left. And the inspiration goes way back. Recall the anarchist Bakunin’s quote: “We will have to awaken the Devil in the people, to stir up the basest passions.”

			Marcuse was also influenced in this regard by Georg Lukacs, the Hungarian Communist who helped inspire the Frankfurt School. As the minister of culture in the very short-lived Hungarian Soviet Republic, Lukacs advocated using sex to corrupt culture. Specifically, he imposed explicit sex education to children in public schools and launched a nationwide campaign urging women to leave their husbands and be promiscuous. His intention was to attack Christian morality, stand traditional culture on its head, and create a new generation that would reject the mores of the old. He called his program “Cultural Terrorism.”44

			During its formative years from 1923 to 1933, Lukacs and Münzenberg saw Berlin as a test bed for Critical Theory and the Frankfurt School’s planned corruption of society. Ralph de Toledano described it in his seminal book, Cry Havoc:

			Berlin was the Frankfurt School’s dream and plan in microcosm, for Germany as it would be for the United States. It was the testing ground for the Lukacs-Horkheimer Critical Theory, and the elimination of family, morality and religion…there was the cabaret Berlin: nightclubs in which nude waitresses not only served drinks but themselves to the customers, and prostitutes on the street snapping whips to entice masochists.45

			Berlin became the most decadent city in Europe. Novelist Christopher Isherwood wrote, “In the vilest perversions of the oriental mind, you couldn’t find anything more nauseating than what goes on there quite openly, every day. That city is doomed more surely than Sodom ever was….”46

			Screenwriter Anita Loos wrote, “The night life was pretty decadent. Any Berlin lady of the evening might turn out to be a man; the prettiest girl on the street was [prominent male actor] Konrad Veidt.”47

			There was another facility called the Institute for Sexual Research, which, according to de Toledano, “plumped for nudism, homosexuality, sadomasochism, voluntary sterilization to eliminate the family, the sexual encouragement of children and free psychoanalytic clinics to spread…Critical Theory.”48

			Marcuse turbocharged Lukacs’s ideas with his 1955 book Eros and Civilization, which harmonized with the “free love” attitudes of the 1960s, and has been credited with inspiring the gay rights movement. As aptly described here:

			Marcuse believed that sexual liberation was achieved by exploring new permutations of sexual desires, sexual activities, and gender roles—what Freud called “perverse” sexual desires, that is, all nonreproductive forms of sexual behavior, of which kissing, oral sex, and anal sex are familiar examples. Marcuse was himself heterosexual, but he identified the homosexual as the radical standard bearer of sex for the sake of pleasure, a form of radical hedonism that repudiates those forms of repressive sexuality organized around genital heterosexuality and biological reproduction. “Against a society which employs sexuality as a means for a useful end,” Marcuse argued, “the perversions uphold sexuality as an end itself…and challenge its very foundations.49

			So like Lukacs, Marcuse sought to subvert traditional morality by advocating sex as an end in and of itself, totally detached from procreation, and a direct attack on Christian morality. Marcuse described sex and sexual liberation as the ultimate form of satisfaction in an atheistic world where no God exists and no morality restrains this impulse. Marcuse called it “libidinal rationality.”

			But in reality, instead of freeing us, it has virtually destroyed our society. In The Center That Holds, Anthony Costello writes:

			Should it strike us as odd that two generations after the “Sexual Revolution” our nation has had to grapple with the devastating aftermath of that revolution? This aftermath has been most poignantly revealed in justice movements like #MeToo and devastating, social endemics like fatherless homes… Moreover, as we begin to see what is likely just the tip of the iceberg of the sexual damage that has been wrought since the Sexual Revolution, is it any wonder that we also see the number of suicides in our homeland at record highs? Is it not entirely evident that sexual brokenness and depression are inextricably linked? Do we not sense that we are all, in some way, damaged goods and that this is mostly on account of our vain, Marcusean attempts at the phantom of sexual liberation? Is it not obvious that “libidinal rationality” is not only a myth, but that even if it were not, it would always be subservient to our more innate sense of right and wrong?50

			Now step back from this dense discussion and ask yourself: Did Marcuse really believe that the world’s problems could be solved by a society unleashed to engage in unrestrained sexual activity? Or, given what we have already identified as the Left’s universal desire to see our society destroyed, wasn’t that the result intended all along?

			Communists study history. They know that Rome fell as its citizens were given over to debauchery. They saw firsthand how the pre-war German Weimar Republic had become the most depraved society in the West. You might recall the movie Cabaret, starring Liza Minnelli, which depicted the decadence of Berlin before World War II.

			Why is moral corruption important to the Communists? It is because a morally corrupt society becomes so preoccupied with its debauchery, it becomes weak, cowardly, and blind to dangers at its doorstep. Toward the end of Cabaret, the camera pans to the people in the front row of the theater, all wearing Nazi uniforms. The performers were blissfully unaware of the implication, but they’d learn soon enough.

			So wasn’t Marcuse simply following Willi Münzenberg’s instructions to “make Western civilization so corrupt it stinks?” Of course he was.

			But Marcuse wasn’t finished. He was probably the most influential critical theorist of all the Frankfurt School professors but was also one of the most effective advocates for what we today call “cancel culture.” In a 1965 essay titled “Repressive Tolerance,” Marcuse argued that an oppressive imbalance exists in Western societies, which he said “favors and fortifies the conservation of the status quo of inequality and discrimination.” 51

			Marcuse argued that it was therefore justifiable to impose repressive tolerance in the opposite direction, silencing all thought and speech that the Left disapproved of:

			Not “equal” but more representation of the Left would be equalization of the prevailing inequality…. Given this situation, I suggested in “Repressive Tolerance” the practice of discriminating tolerance in an inverse direction, as a means of shifting the balance between Right and Left by restraining the liberty of the Right, thus counteracting the pervasive inequality of freedom (unequal opportunity of access to the means of democratic persuasion) and strengthening the oppressed against the oppressors….52

			Despite the First Amendment allowing alternative ideas and philosophies to be discussed, promoted, and even supported by political parties, it wasn’t enough, because the Left wasn’t getting the traction it wanted with its propaganda. Did it never occur to them that maybe their message was the problem? But never mind. This effort to silence their enemies came to be called “partisan tolerance,” i.e., tolerance of the Left and complete intolerance, even down to the level of thought, of the Right.

			Thus, we all have to shut up! And don’t you dare say anything that disagrees with the Left, especially when whatever you are saying reveals the truth. And the truth is what they are trying to suppress with cancel culture, because if the American people were apprised of what they are really up to, people would be calling for their heads.

			One more historical figure deserves mention here. Antonio Gramsci, a prominent Italian Communist in the 1920s, spent the bulk of 1922 and 1923 in the Soviet Union and attended the 4th Comintern Congress, where he was exposed to Münzenberg. In 1924, he became the leader of Italy’s Communist Party. Jailed by Mussolini in 1926, he further developed Nechayev’s and Münzenberg’s ideas in what came to be known as the Prison Notebooks. Gramsci never left prison and died there in 1937. But his Notebooks survived him and were picked up with enthusiasm by American Marxists, most notably ’60s radicals.

			In his Revolutionary Catechism, Nechayev said:

			Aiming at implacable revolution, the revolutionary may and frequently must live within society while pretending to be completely different from what he really is, for he must penetrate everywhere, into all the higher and middle-classes, into the houses of commerce, the churches, and the palaces of the aristocracy, and into the worlds of the bureaucracy and literature and the military….

			According to Gramsci, capitalism’s power or “hegemony” rested in its institutions, that is, churches, schools, the media, Hollywood, the military, government, and political parties. The answer of course was to infiltrate, subvert, dominate, and control these institutions to serve Communist ends, as Nechayev had specified. It became known as the “long march through the institutions.”

			Because he died in prison, and his notebooks were written in Italian, they didn’t receive as much attention as the Frankfurt School, which had essentially been carrying out the infiltration plan since its relocation to Columbia. Joseph Buttigieg, father to failed presidential candidate and now secretary of transportation, Pete Buttigieg, was a prominent Marxist and Notre Dame professor who was well known in leftist circles as a leading scholar of Gramsci.53 He co-founded and presided over the International Gramsci Society and translated all of Gramsci’s work in a project that took him three decades before its initial 1992 publication.54 Joseph’s son is following Gramsci’s infiltration plan as a prominent player in the Biden administration, doing his part to “make Western civilization so corrupt it stinks.”

			In 1971, Marcuse found the perfect vehicle for his “partisan tolerance,” the Southern Poverty Law Center. The SPLC is an extreme Left, Communist-inspired, if not Communist-led, influence operation designed to demonize and silence critics of the Far Left’s agenda for America. With the SPLC’s “Hate Watch,” “Hate List,” and “Hate Map,” you can find practically every conservative organization in America.

			We are relentlessly vilified. SPLC’s “Teaching Tolerance” program has been adopted by many public schools, and of course, the tolerance only goes in one direction. It teaches hateful intolerance of America, the Constitution, and our Judeo-Christian values. SPLC’s vilification inspired Floyd Corkins, a homosexual activist, to attack the Family Research Council in Washington, DC, in 2012. He said he “wanted to kill as many people as possible.”55 It also inspired James Hodgkinson, who in 2017 attempted to murder GOP congressmen playing baseball at a field in Alexandria, Virginia.56

			The SPLC is one of the major epicenters of cancel culture. It is referenced by media, employers, and governmental organizations, including the FBI, that use it as a source to justify targeting individuals who need silencing.57 Not surprisingly, the SPLC was behind the effort to call parents and organizations that oppose radical sex education and CRT “anti-government extremists.”58 The Biden administration took the cue, labeling them “domestic terrorists,” and requested the FBI investigate.59 You simply cannot make this stuff up.

			The SPLC was co-founded in 1971 by promoter Morris Dees and radical leftist Julian Bond. Bond presided over the SPLC until 1979 and remained on the board of directors until his death in 2015. Bond spent his life allied with Communist Party organizations, agendas, and activities and was a founding member of Democratic Socialists of America (DSA), the US arm of the Socialist International and the largest Communist organization in America.60 (Note: DSA is not Democratic and only includes “Socialist” because it doesn’t sound as scary as what the organization truly stands for.)

			Marcuse and Bond knew each other since at least 1967, when they were both organizers for the National Conference for New Politics (NCNP), an event that attempted to unify all the forces of the radical Left under one banner. Marcuse and Bond also connected through Angela Davis. Marcuse had mentored Davis at Brandeis and later at UCLA San Diego, where Davis went for postgraduate studies specifically to continue to receive his tutelage.61

			Both Marcuse and Bond supported Davis during her 1972 trial for participation in the murder of a California judge. Later on, Marcuse and Bond would together help co-found In These Times, a Communist newspaper that is still published today. Interestingly, you have to look to the internet archive to find Marcuse’s name among the paper’s founders.62 With all we know about Marcuse today, it is not surprising that the paper would want to suppress his name. Canceling one of their own… Ironic, no?

			But all the leftists were on board with the agenda to vilify their opponents, going all the way back to Lenin, who said, “We can and must write in a language which sows among the masses hate, revulsion, and scorn towards those who disagree with us.”63

			So today, when you watch media personalities lie into the TV, smearing and misrepresenting conservatives, and in fact, anyone who challenges the narrative with facts, know that you are witnessing partisan tolerance in action. And partisan tolerance, as well as Critical Theory, libidinal rationality, and every other Communist machination targeted at the West, comes directly from the sick mind of Karl Marx and those who followed him.

			
			
		


		
			The Crisis Strategy

			Create crisis, because crisis is that edge where change is possible.

			—Anarchist Lisa Fithian

			Never let a good crisis go to waste.

			—Rahm Emanuel

			In my view, this crisis is a genuine opportunity. An opportunity to do things we wanted to do. And only now it becomes so apparent.64

			—Joe Biden

			Yuri Bezmenov was a Soviet propagandist who defected to the West in 1970. In a series of explosive interviews, he described the Soviet strategy for destroying the West—and America, particularly. It would come in four stages, summarized below from the description in Big Intel, a book by J. Michael Waller that should be required reading for every American:65

			Stage 1. Demoralization. Students are the target. They will be taught to hate America, its constitution, its values and its position in the world. Without aggressive challenge, these beliefs will become engrained in our youth over one to three or more generations. As they build careers in academia, media and corporate America, they will carry this poisonous ideology with them.

			With the Frankfurt School’s Critical Theory and its downstream offshoots, this stage has been pretty well accomplished.

			Stage 2. Destabilization. Takes two to five years. Any and all reasoned debate is thrown out the window. The powers that be don’t care in the least for your beliefs or your circumstances. They use the levers of media, economy, foreign and policy defense policy to destabilize everything.

			Our economy is teetering on collapse, Joe Biden has become the laughing stock of the world, and our defense complex is more preoccupied with transgender “rights” than defending our nation. Stage two looks pretty much in the bag. It will only get worse if Kamala Harris wins, now that Biden has bowed out of the race. She will be totally controlled by the Obama crowd, and probably Red China too.

			Stage 3. Crisis. This stage seeks permanent crisis. It will take advantage of both natural and manufactured crises. All will be used to cripple our country and bring anxiety and uncertainty to a fever pitch. Trust in institutions will be lost (a la the FBI). Some people will lose the ability to reason, as lies replace truth and reason itself is turned upside down.

			Manufactured crises have been instigated by the Left at an exponentially increasing rate since the 1960s, and if you read the news, it looks like quite a few people are going crazy.

			Stage 4. Normalization. This occurs after the Left has taken absolute power, and with it, permanent changes in the economy and all aspects of life. Bezmenov says it is a cynical term. This new normal is not a time of peace. “You are in a state of war and have precious little time to save yourself.”66

			Stage three reiterates Lenin’s idea to “deepen the contradictions…and if they don’t exist, create them or, if you can’t create them, convincingly claim that they exist, and then deepen them, and in the process, profit the most from them in any way you can….”

			Both Lenin and Bezmenov described the general idea, and the Frankfurt School effectively targeted culture to compromise our societal immune system, but two Socialist college professors devised and implemented a complimentary plan that would bring about the kind of sustained, overwhelming crises Lenin referred to “that will be the root of new future crises to be exploited in the future, and so on, until the targeted capitalist society is destroyed completely….”

			Richard Cloward and Frances Fox Piven were a married pair of sociology professors who taught at Columbia University during the heyday of the 1960s. While their names remain unknown to most Americans, they were very prominent in left-wing circles. From the 1960s to today, they have had a profound impact on American society. Cloward died in 2001, but Piven lives on, continuing to spout revolutionary drivel into her nineties.

			Cloward and Piven were instrumental in developing crisis strategies that today literally threaten to destroy America as we know it. The best summary can be found, surprisingly, on Wikipedia:

			It is the strategy of forcing political change leading to societal collapse through orchestrated crises. The “Cloward–Piven Strategy” seeks to hasten the fall of capitalism by overloading the government bureaucracy with a flood of impossible demands, amassing massive unpayable national debt, and other methods such as unfettered immigration thus pushing society into crisis and economic collapse.67

			The Cloward–Piven Strategy of Manufactured Crisis, also called “break the bank” or simply the “crisis strategy,” was outlined in a May 1966 Nation magazine article titled “The Weight of the Poor: A Strategy to End Poverty.”68 Cloward and Piven believed that when organized as a unified force, the poor’s “weight” could be “used as a battering ram against the welfare system, and by extension, against the American system itself.”69

			There were thirty thousand reprints of the article, and Cloward and Piven’s ideas helped to popularize modes of operation that have since been adopted by radicals and subversives everywhere, including Presidents Clinton, Obama, and Biden. No matter where the strategy is implemented, it shares the following features:

			•The offensive organizes previously unorganized groups eligible for government benefits but not currently receiving all they can.

			•The offensive seeks to identify new beneficiaries and/or create new benefits.

			•Government funding purchases permanent new voting blocs wholesale and further solidifies current beneficiaries’ support for politicians who back these policies.

			•The overarching aim is always to impose new stresses on target systems, with the ultimate goal of forcing their collapse.

			•The strategy accomplishes a number of complimentary goals:

			•Chaos makes the system difficult if not impossible to control.

			•Demands for services provide both actual and psychic benefits to the Left’s voting demographic. To the extent that actual benefits are supplied, the Left’s supporters are materially better off than they were before.

			•If all benefits cannot be supplied, the simple fact that an identifiable political party is calling for them endears that party to potential beneficiaries (who vote), offers a defensible—if duplicitous—justification for demanding such benefits, and helps build public pressure to provide them.

			In 1966, many people had not taken full advantage of all the benefits now available to them under President Johnson’s new Great Society program, whether out of ignorance or because of the stigma traditionally attached to accepting government handouts. Cloward and Piven believed that if Americans signed up for every benefit the law entitled them to, it would overwhelm state and local government budgets, creating a “profound financial and political crisis” that would generate demands for “major economic reform at the national level.” The “reform” they envisioned was income redistribution through a new guaranteed annual income program—Socialism, in other words.70

			Yet if their goal was a guaranteed income, would that not further increase the burden on government? Of course it would. While they offered it as a replacement to the current system, it would not replace other benefits currently available; it would be added on. Remember, government programs are rarely abolished, and the Left certainly wouldn’t want that. Their real goal, as stated by virtually all prominent radicals including Cloward and Piven, is the collapse of capitalism. To facilitate their planned crisis, Cloward and Piven proposed “a massive drive to recruit the poor onto the welfare rolls.” They were very specific about the kind of crisis they hoped to create:

			By crisis, we mean a publicly visible disruption in some institutional sphere. Crisis can occur spontaneously (e.g., riots) or as the intended result of tactics of demonstration and protest which either generate institutional disruption or bring unrecognized disruption to public attention. (Emphasis theirs.)71

			And:

			Advocacy must be supplemented by organized demonstrations to create a climate of militancy that will overcome the invidious and immobilizing attitudes which many potential recipients hold toward being “on welfare.” In such a climate, many more poor people are likely to become their own advocates and will not need to rely on aid from organizers.72

			Cloward said the only way the poor could gain power was “when the rest of society is afraid of them.”73 And when will that be? When they are rioting, damaging property and people—much like what we saw with the George Floyd and other riots. But what would create that atmosphere of rage? The societal collapse Cloward and Piven were trying to engineer with their strategy.

			Cloward and Piven openly acknowledged it. In creating the crisis strategy, they asserted that welfare was not actually helping the poor but driving them into lethargy. With the safety net, they argued, the rich were “dousing the fires of rebellion.”74 By overwhelming and bankrupting the system, Cloward and Piven hoped to drive angry welfare beneficiaries into the streets, violently demanding their benefits.

			In other words, as Nechayev preached, Cloward and Piven deliberately sought to orchestrate a crisis that would intensify “the evils and miseries of the people” until they were provoked to violent rebellion.

			Cloward and Piven were founders of many extreme Left organizations including the National Welfare Rights Organization (NWRO), the Association of Community Organizations for Reform Now (ACORN), Human Service Employees Registration and Voter Education Fund (Human SERVE), and the Democratic Socialists of America (DSA).

			The NWRO was organized by Cloward and led by black activist George Wiley to implement their strategy. According to author Richard Poe, “By 1969, NWRO claimed a dues-paying membership of 22,500 families, with 523 chapters across the nation.”75 A 1970 New York Times article reported on the NWRO’s disruptive activities in carrying out the crisis strategy:

			There have been sit-ins in legislative chambers, including a United States Senate committee hearing, mass demonstrations of several thousand welfare recipients, school boycotts, picket lines, mounted police, tear gas, arrests—and, on occasion, rock-throwing, smashed glass doors, overturned desks, scattered papers and ripped-out phones.76

			Poe described the phenomenon:

			The flood of demands was calculated to break the budget, jam the bureaucratic gears into gridlock, and bring the system crashing down. Fear, turmoil, violence and economic collapse would accompany such a breakdown—providing perfect conditions for fostering radical change.77

			The guaranteed annual income “solution” the NWRO demanded was a minimum of $5,500 per year for a family of four, with assistance provided until income reached $10,000.78 It doesn’t sound like much today, but median family income in 1970 was $9,870.79 In today’s dollars, $5,500 would be equivalent to about $44,000, while $10,000 equals approximately $80,000.80 Median household income in 2022 was $74,580.81 So they were really talking about a wholesale redistribution of income. Wiley’s NWRO said it out loud.82

			Cloward and Piven were pivotal in creating the welfare state they were working so hard to destroy. In 1961, Richard Cloward co-founded an organization in New York City called Mobilization for Youth. A sympathetic description reads:

			In 1962, the pioneering social work agency Mobilization for Youth (MFY) began its anti-juvenile delinquency program in New York’s Lower East Side. Within two years, energized by the civil rights movement, residents and staffers together transformed MFY from a social service program into a hotbed of direct action organizing. Low-income African American and Puerto Rican mothers, together with MFY organizers, generated social movements that forever changed New York City and shaped the national War on Poverty.83

			The organization worked with gang members, and Cloward argued that their delinquency resulted from lack of opportunity rather than any individual behavioral problems. In Cloward’s Marxist mind, capitalism was at fault for creating poverty, thus criminals were just pursuing their rational self-interest in a corrupt system not of their making.84

			Not surprisingly, according to the FBI, Cloward’s organization was “a hot bed of communist activity.”85 In any event, Cloward argued the problem could be solved with massive welfare spending. Mobilization for Youth became the model for President Johnson’s “Great Society.”86

			Now just reflect on that for a moment. Did Johnson know he was enabling the crisis strategy, or did he simply see this as a way to win votes? It’s also interesting to note that Johnson borrowed the name for his program, “Great Society,” from the title of a 1914 work by British Socialist Graham Wallas.87

			Johnson’s program birthed the Office of Economic Opportunity. Conservative activist Howard Phillips ran the OEO in 1973 and identified Cloward and Piven as the OEO’s “ideological architects.” He said the OEO financed “10,000 organizations employing several hundred thousand people” to radically transform US policy outside the political process.88 There are many more than that today.

			Liberal black commentator Juan Williams offered a humorous reflection on Cloward and Piven in a 1982 column for the Cleveland Plain Dealer. With the election of Ronald Reagan in 1980, the Left came unglued. Cloward, Piven, and other leftists exhorted inner city blacks to launch violent street riots as they had in the 1960s. Williams responded:89

			I had planned on going to the beach this summer, but the liberals seem to want me on the city streets. The tom toms of progressive thinking are beating out the message that blacks should riot….

			In the Nation magazine, social scientists Frances Fox Piven and Richard A. Cloward write “Large scale protest in the United States now seems certain….”

			“Riots or Marauding Gangs—Will They Strike Our Cities?” was the headline on a late April column by Neal Pearce that began, “The voices are so responsible, so widespread that they have to be taken seriously….”

			Therefore “burn baby burn” so we can all point at those Republican idiots and say “I told you so.” Well, as a young black, I’d prefer the beach.

			Williams pointed out that while it might be enjoyable for white liberals to sit around a coffee table fomenting revolution, for the inner-city blacks they want to use as cannon fodder for their class war, it’s not so much fun:

			For the people who are the poor, another round of riots would mean living through days and nights of fear and watching neighborhoods just now on the mend from the ‘60s devastated again.

			During the race riots of the 1960s, most of the damage fell on inner-city neighborhoods and the businesses that served them. Today, some sixty years later, many of those neighborhoods have still not recovered, and have suffered even more destruction thanks to the Freddie Gray, Michael Brown, George Floyd, and other riots.

			But the white liberals might finally be getting those race wars they seem to want. Stanford University economist and commentator Thomas Sowell, who is black, believes we have been witnessing the opening salvos of a race war. Writing in 2015, even before the latest rounds of race-stoked violence, Sowell stated:

			For American society, a dangerous polarization has set in. Signs of this polarization over the years include opposite reactions between blacks and whites to the verdict in the O. J. Simpson murder case, the “rape” charges against Duke University students, and the trials resulting from the beating of Rodney King and the death of Trayvon Martin.

			More dangerous than these highly publicized episodes over the years are innumerable organized and unprovoked physical attacks on whites by young black gangs in shopping malls, on beaches, and in other public places all across the country today.90

			While Cloward and Piven did not get their guaranteed income directly, the crisis strategy managed to explode the welfare rolls. Between 1965 and 1974, single-parent households on welfare grew 151 percent, from 4.3 million to 10.8 million, during a period of relative economic prosperity. In New York City, where the crisis strategy had its greatest “success,” there was one person on welfare for every two people working in the private sector.91 This precipitated New York City’s near bankruptcy in 1975. Speaking of that crisis in 1998, then New York mayor Rudolph Giuliani accused the pair of economic sabotage.92

			ACORN

			ACORN was the largest radical leftist community organization ever created. In its heyday, it boasted four hundred thousand members and 1,200 field offices in 120 cities nationwide.93 In addition, Subversion, Inc. author Matthew Vadum uncovered a total of 370 “affiliates, subsidiaries, political action committees, branch offices and shell corporations” controlled by ACORN.94 He did not rule out the possibility that there could be more.

			In 2009, undercover reporters James O’Keefe and Hannah Giles posed as pimp and prostitute to record a series of videos of ACORN officials showing them how to circumvent the law in order to set up prostitution rings using underage illegal aliens.95 They successfully replicated this sting in several cities around the country. Though one of the filmed ACORN workers in California subsequently sued the pair because surreptitious videos are against California law, ACORN closed its doors in 2010 citing declining revenues.96

			This was just a tactical retreat. ACORN resurfaced under a variety of new names employing many of the same people, often at ACORN’s old addresses. Former ACORN chief organizer Bertha Lewis bragged that they created “18 bulletproof community-organizing Frankensteins” to replace the old structure.97 In fact, there are probably many more. Vadum identified twenty-seven in nineteen states plus the District of Columbia.98 Some of these groups are still up to no good. But in its heyday, ACORN did its best to implement the Cloward–Piven Strategy, agitating for welfare, engaging in massive vote fraud, and pumping subprime mortgages that caused the 2008 recession. More about that later.

			Richard Cloward mentored ACORN founder and chief organizer Wade Rathke and helped get the organization off the ground in 1970.99 ACORN persisted in following the crisis strategy after the NWRO folded in 1975, but Rathke renamed it “maximum eligible participation.” He admits this slyly in a backhanded effort to refute Cloward and Piven’s critics:

			The irony of all of this is that we are dealing with the power of an article that Fran wrote with her partner Dick Cloward in The Nation in the 1960’s which argued famously for a so-called “break the bank” strategy to achieve what I now call “maximum eligible participation….”100

			He called the “break the bank” strategy nothing more than a “rhetorical flourish” designed to frighten bureaucrats into increasing the “grossly inadequate [welfare] benefits to something more humane.”101 In light of NWRO’s decade-long, violent nationwide campaign, his statement is pure sophistry. But this is what leftists do: lie, dissemble, ridicule, obfuscate, mislead.

			Cloward and Piven, however, were forthright. They wanted systemic failure and created the organizations to make it happen. Wade Rathke’s ACORN continued the NWRO tradition by relentlessly promoting “maximum eligible participation” in welfare programs.

			Minimum Wage Eugenics

			Consider the $15 minimum wage. ACORN was promoting that idea, as well as the guaranteed annual income, for decades. Starting about ten years ago, states and municipalities caught on and began targeting a $15 minimum. The current federal minimum wage remains at $7.25 per hour, but most states have increased it substantially, some to $15 or more.102 Washington State, for example, has set its minimum wage at $15.74. Massachusetts provides $20 per hour.103 As of this writing, eight states have adopted a minimum wage that meets or exceeds $15 per hour. Another ten are $12 or above, fifteen states maintain the current federal rate or less, and five have no minimum wage law at all.104

			Raising the minimum wage to such an extent has devastating consequences for both businesses and employees. Businesses must increase prices to pay higher employee costs, fire some employees, or both, and higher wages also put upward pressure on inflation. More of the same results from the guaranteed income—pushing more and more people onto the dole and away from gainful employment. The net result is fewer businesses, more unemployment, and higher inflation that cancels out the benefit of the increased income. So we lose everywhere.

			While it is promoted as a way to help the poor obtain a “living wage,” as usual, the leftists are wrong. Because it forces companies to squeeze their budgets, the minimum wage automatically makes it more difficult for people with handicaps or less experience—often minorities—to find work. Of course that contributes to the perception of the market as being biased. California raised its minimum wage for fast food restaurants to $20 in April 2024. The reaction among the business community was immediate and entirely predictable:

			There have already been repercussions. Ahead of the wage hike, some pizza chains began laying off delivery drivers and farming out deliveries to third-party apps, according to the Wall Street Journal. Other companies are considering raising prices, slowing hiring, cutting back on employee hours, closing their doors during slower periods, installing more ordering kiosks, and pausing expansion plans or expanding in other states instead.105

			Originally, the minimum wage was openly advocated as a form of eugenics. And note that, just like the World Economic Forum and other “woke” organizations of today, it is always the “progressive” elitists who come up with these sick ideas. In the Princeton Review, Thomas C. Leonard writes of the minimum wage’s early (1890–1930) proponents:106

			Progressive economists, like their neoclassical critics, believed that binding minimum wages would cause job losses. However, the progressive economists also believed that the job loss induced by minimum wages was a social benefit, as it performed the eugenic service ridding the labor force of the “unemployable.”

			Sidney and Beatrice Webb (1897 [1920], p. 785) put it plainly: “With regard to certain sections of the population [the “unemployable”], this unemployment is not a mark of social disease, but actually of social health.” “[O]f all ways of dealing with these unfortunate parasites,” Sidney Webb opined in the Journal of Political Economy, “the most ruinous to the community is to allow them to unrestrainedly compete as wage earners.”

			A minimum wage was seen to operate eugenically through two channels: by deterring prospective immigrants (Henderson, 1900) and also by removing from employment the “unemployable,” who, thus identified, could be, for example, segregated in rural communities or sterilized.

			This was similar to the original ideas behind abortion and birth control. The eugenicist founder of Planned Parenthood, Margaret Sanger, described her work in black communities as an effort to exterminate “human beings who never should have been born.”107 In this category, she also included anyone considered “the unfit.” In a letter, she wrote, “We do not want word to get out that we are trying to exterminate the Negro population.”108 It still has the same discriminatory effect on the labor force.

			How about the guaranteed annual income? The idea was considered in Biden’s Build Back Better monstrosity, and a pilot program was proposed in Congress in September 2023.109 Other pilot programs have been launched in some fifteen large US counties already.110 Participating in the pilot would not affect recipients’ ability to receive other welfare assistance, like food stamps or Medicaid. So, as described earlier, this would not replace welfare but simply add more to it, straining government budgets further and forcing up taxes and debt while increasing dependency and unemployment. It is now called universal basic income (UBI). Because it dictates income redistribution, it is Socialism by another name.111 Over 140 mayors in cities throughout the US have joined the Mayors for a Guaranteed Income, a group that advocates for it.

			But even that isn’t enough. Socialist senator Bernie Sanders recently proposed a new thirty-two-hour work week, while employees would still get paid for forty hours. That would actually increase pay by about 25 percent. How can you make a bad situation worse? In describing the bill, Charles Lipson of the American Spectator called Bernie, “the bottomless cup of bad ideas.”112

			The Cloward–Piven Strategy has had a major impact both in growing government spending and shifting its priorities. In 1960, healthcare and welfare—both components of Johnson’s Great Society—took up a mere 4.6 percent of federal government spending. Today it consumes 36 percent, almost twice the amount spent on national defense (19.6 percent). If you add in Social Security, it rises to 59 percent.113

			Democratic politicians justify the burgeoning welfare state—now including millions of illegal aliens—as reflecting compassion for the “poor and oppressed.” Cloward and Piven were much more honest: “If organizers can deliver millions of dollars in cash benefits to the ghetto masses,” they wrote, “it seems reasonable to expect that the masses will deliver their loyalties to their benefactors.”114

			Democrats had the same thing in mind during the Great Depression, as Cloward and Piven reveal:

			During the realignments of 1932, a new Democratic coalition was formed, based heavily on urban working-class groups. Once in power, the national Democratic leadership proposed and implemented the economic reforms of the New Deal. Although these measures were a response to the imperative of economic crisis, the types of measures enacted were designed to secure a new Democratic coalition. (Emphasis added.)115

			This plan enabled Democrats to control both houses of Congress for most of the twentieth century, and it is largely responsible for their vice-grip control over our nation. So, while they planned for the collapse of capitalism, which they hoped would drive armies of the “oppressed” poor onto the streets, they were spending our money to garner the votes from those same people to bring it about.

			It is difficult to swallow the notion that this was actually a deliberate strategy conceived by Americans, but this is what happened, and Cloward and Piven share the blame for the ballooning deficits at all levels of government and for the fractured families, drugs, poverty, and misery associated with the burgeoning welfare state. Cloward and Piven, like Marx, Nechayev, Lenin, and others, were fine with this. And they say so! Cloward and Piven observed the result of their strategy with enthusiasm:

			Mass influence…stems from the consumption of benefits and does not require that large groups of people be involved in regular organizational roles. Moreover this kind of mass influence is cumulative because benefits are continuous. Once eligibility for basic food and rent grants has been established, the drain on local resources persists indefinitely. (Emphasis added.)116

			If you ever find occasion to drive through a typical inner-city neighborhood, where every other building is boarded up and abandoned, think of the overburdened police and fire departments, the pitted streets, failing schools, runaway crime, prostitution, drugs, and feral lifestyles, and recall Cloward and Piven’s thrill that “the drain on local resources persists indefinitely….”

			Today, the strategy has been turbocharged by application to all left-wing agendas, from open borders to massive government spending, from defunding the police to letting criminals go free to wreak havoc in inner cites. Wash, rinse, repeat—creating, as Lenin said, “new future crises to be exploited in the future, and so on, until the targeted capitalist society is destroyed completely.”117

			Key Role of Media

			The Left must establish the moral high ground to get the credibility necessary to push their outrageous demands. Convincing the public that government intervention is essential to “solving” any “problem” is a necessary prerequisite to making the Left’s demands sound worthy and admirable. A successful PR campaign to convince the public that the need is genuine automatically makes opponents out to be the bad guys and puts them on the defensive. After all, how could you not want to help the poor!

			This narrative can then be resurrected again and again to pummel opponents into submission. Thus “racist,” “sexist,” “homophobe,” “xenophobe,” (for opponents of illegal alien amnesty), and now “transphobe” are really all the same negative term, “bigot,” applied to any and all opponents of the Left’s destruction strategies. It is unethical, it is brutal and mean-spirited, it is dishonest (and they know it), but it is also effective, which is all they really care about.

			The media bears much of the responsibility for the bad things happening in the US today. This is because, as one of the most essential components of the Left, the media constantly assaults us with attacks, lies, and misinformation. They deliberately mislead us into seeing a world of their construct, which is the polar opposite of the truth.

			This of course has become much more blatant over the past few years, with COVID misinformation flying everywhere, the many attacks on President Trump and his supporters, and social media colluding with the government to silence critics. Even the value of the First Amendment is now regularly questioned—even mocked—by left-wing Democrat politicians. It is part and parcel of the totalitarian mindset embedded in “woke” ideology.

			We think of media bias as a new phenomenon. But even in the 1960s, Cloward and Piven knew they could rely on the heavily left-biased mass media to carry their water, writing, “As the crisis develops, it will be important to use the mass media to inform the broader liberal community about the inefficiencies and injustices of welfare…. And throughout the crisis, the mass media should be used to advance arguments for a new federal income distribution program.”118

			In a footnote, they even went so far as to explain just how the media should present the argument, in case there was any question: “In public statements, it would be important to distinguish between the income distributing function of public welfare, which should be replaced by new federal measures, and many other welfare functions, such as foster care and adoption services for children, which are not at issue in this strategy.”119 (In other words, it bears repeating, those other programs wouldn’t be touched).
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