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INTRODUCTION

Being a “Red diaper baby” gives me a unique perspective on the magic thought involved in the twentieth-century utopian movement known as Marxism. For those who are not familiar with the term, “Red diaper baby” was a common twentieth-century expression describing those born into Marxist families. My early teen years were spent in Marxist–Leninist study groups in the basement of either my family’s home or those of other Marxist families. As a teenager I met the chairman of the Communist Party USA, Gus Hall, as well as many of the other American “Socialist heroes.”

The view of the world from a true Marxist home is very different from the reality of humanity. In my Marxist upbringing, competition was an evil and all were expected to work for the common good with no selfish desires. All things material were to belong to the state for shared use by all. The view of humankind can truly only be described as magic think because it defies all of human history. Had man, from the time of his creation, never hunted game or worked the land for food to feed his family, perhaps there is a 1 in 10,000 chance human society today could be what the Marxist utopians believe it should be. The concept simply defies human nature—and the very nature of all living things struggling for survival.

Along with the Marxism in my family came atheism. This is necessary because Marxists must have a godless, relative value system by which any action, no matter how cruel, is justified if it serves to advance the end result of a new and perfect society. What must be done cannot be justified according to a Judeo-Christian belief system. With utopianism, the means—even mass murder—are always justified by the ends. In 1960 my family actually attempted to defect to the Soviet Union, believing it was close to achieving the utopian state we so desired.

My eyes began to open to the evils of central government when I received my first paycheck and saw the amount of tax removed to support others who could not or would not work. Years later, my eyes were further opened when I realized that the only utopia possible is not of this earth, but of the one God who rules in His heaven. Reality looks far different from the utopian foolishness of changing the very nature of humanity to achieve a society so equal that personalities cease to exist. It is with this background, having served nearly equal periods of my life on opposing sides of reality, that I present this work.

There is currently, and has been for centuries, an ongoing material and spiritual war between the liberty of the individual and the central control of society by elitists who believe they can best determine the optimum course for the life of each individual in the population.

The battle is always between those who believe in individual liberty and government that is the least coercive, and those who hold that government can replace God and create a perfect system, managed by elitists, wherein all human needs can be determined and met.

These arrogant elitists proclaim that they can provide for humanity through a centrally planned system that relies primarily on collectivism. Regardless of what the system may be called, it relies on taking from the productive and redistributing to all. Though dating back to Sparta, the latest collectivist mantra sums up the centrally planned collectivist utopian plans that have plagued the world, particularly in the twentieth century: “From each according to his ability, to each according to his need.”

Nowhere in that mantra do the words want or desire appear.

Collectivists, whether fascist, Communist, or religiously motivated, have no faith in the individual or his ability to provide for his own needs and create value to trade for other desires. Collectivists view people as best suited to be part of a centrally planned system created and managed, of course, by themselves. Most often, those who reject their collectivist systems face the hangman’s noose, the guillotine, or the firing squad.

Those who seek centralized power typically do so by proclaiming some utopian scheme that they claim will perfect mankind and eliminate competition, greed, poverty, and war.

The politically driven utopian tyrants invariably achieve their goals by killing off vocal opponents and terrorizing the remaining populace into submission. This was as true in the French Revolution and Reign of Terror instigated by Robespierre, as it was in ancient Greece’s Sparta.

Energizing most utopians is a militant atheism, a belief that a better society can be created on earth, perhaps through their own personal brilliance, than any deity could create. When the belief in man as a creation in the image of God is completely rejected, the use of slavery and mass execution can be justified in the name of the creation of a utopian state for the masses.

Utopian tyrants such as Lenin, Stalin, Mao, and Pol Pot all shared a near-supernatural hatred of God and His creation, as if driven by satanic forces. They used the creation of a new, uniform humanity as an excuse to murder tens of millions of people collectively.

Hitler and Mussolini were no less utopian than the Communists of the twentieth century. They also viewed themselves as creating a centrally planned civilization that would be superior to any that had ever existed on earth. For Mussolini, the effort to centralize control of all means of production by the state was described as a spiritual goal.

At the root of all the utopian planners seems to be the satanic logic that a human hand can replace the hand of God in determining the fate of humanity. The utopianists of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries have a particular hatred for Jesus Christ because of His teachings that God frees people rather than enslaves them. A few, rather than being atheistic in their denial of God, have openly shown their belief that Satan is the heir of Earth.

Each of these utopian tyrants has tried to create a counterfeit of God’s ultimate rule on the earth during Jesus Christ’s thousand-year reign.

As this relates to America, the Founders, several of whom were pastors, held the biblical belief that man was sinful and prone to mischief. Indeed, half of the signers of the Declaration of Independence had some divinity school training, according to Larry Schweikart, professor of history at the University of Dayton and coauthor of A Patriot’s History. Well educated and aware of the dangers of a Platonic system such as that described in The Republic, they authored a Constitution for the nation that maintained checks and balances in government. Their goal was to create a smaller federal government, with guaranteed wide-ranging powers reserved for state governments at a more local level, where politicians were more accountable to the people. That system is now endangered by an encroaching imperial presidency and a growing militarized police force.

In addition to the political utopian tyrants, this work also deals with the cultural utopians who have brought untold suffering into the world because of their ideas about morality, the environment, and the human condition. Among those are militant atheist Margaret Sanger, the amoral founder of Planned Parenthood—a group specifically created to eliminate nonwhite races in the United States.

Even environmentalists are utopian and believe that humankind is a cancer on the earth that must be controlled. In that discussion, Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring helped bring about the banning of DDT, and thus the deaths of millions of human beings from malaria in poorer tropical nations.

Much of the successful work of the current crop of cultural and environmental utopians has been accomplished inside a relatively democratic process. Keep in mind that Adolf Hitler was actually elected to office. In Friederich von Hayek’s works, which we will explore, he discusses democratic totalitarianism, the process of taking away the sphere of individual liberty in the name of such morally high-sounding concepts as “social justice” and “economic justice.”

We begin this journey through the history of utopian tyrannies by examining the satanically driven, godless utopians of the Soviet Union and then examine the root philosophies and history that drove this twentieth-century utopian nightmare. In Western civilization those roots can be traced as far back as Sparta and the writings of Plato.

Sadly, this is no mere history of utopian totalitarianism; the battle for freedom rages on today, even in the United States, where “social planners” believe government can better determine the human outcome than either the individual or God.





1

SATANIC INFLUENCE IN UTOPIAN TYRANNIES

Utopians running for office promise a perfect and equal life for all. Rather than simply promising equal opportunity, however, they guarantee the unobtainable goal of an equal outcome for everyone. Once utopians are in power, their inability to deliver an equal outcome leads very quickly to totalitarianism because their utopian vision requires central control of all resources. To guarantee everyone equal amounts and quality of food and shelter, the free marketplace can never be trusted because some people must inevitably acquire less than others. Another aspect of the desired equality is that work must be provided for everyone who wants a job, even if it is work that does not need to be done. Nowhere is there more documented proof of the failure of utopian central planning than in Eastern Europe under imposed Communist rule.

The late Lutheran pastor Richard Wurmbrand, having endured torture at the hands of those who believed they could replace God with government, described the utopian Communist era under which he suffered as being satanic. Wurmbrand lived to tell of his torture, but more than 100 million died at the hands of the central planners who referred to themselves as Marxists in the late nineteenth and twentieth centuries.

Wurmbrand first suffered under Nazi central planners in World War II, and then spent fourteen years in Communist prisons in Romania. Pastor Wurmbrand was repeatedly tortured while in prison and came to believe that the real force behind Karl Marx’s hatred of Christianity was Satan himself. In fact, his persecutors often as much as admitted that they were motivated by a satanic hatred of Christianity.

Upon his release from prison and subsequent emigration to America, Wurmbrand founded the faith-based organization Voice of the Martyrs and worked on behalf of the underground church in nations that were enslaved by the then-Communist entities of the Soviet Union and Red China. He also wrote nearly twenty books, including his classic Tortured for Christ; In God’s Underground; and Marx and Satan.

In Marx and Satan, Wurmbrand carefully documents the fact that Karl Marx, Vladimir Lenin, and Joseph Stalin had all once pursued a faith in Jesus Christ, but at some point had rejected Christ and embraced Satan instead. From that point on, their lives were given over to the most unspeakable evils and destructive agendas—agendas that have since resulted in the torture and deaths of millions of men, women, and children. Wurmbrand also details the satanic path that Adolf Hitler took, and the antireligious hatred that led Mao Tse-tung into a decades-long bloodbath in China.

As Wurmbrand stated in Tortured for Christ, “We wrestle not against flesh and blood, but against the principalities and powers of evil. We saw that communism is not from men but from the devil. It is a spiritual force—a force of evil—and can only be countered by a greater spiritual force, the Spirit of God.”1

Wurmbrand went on to say:

The cruelty of atheism is hard to believe. When a man has no faith in the reward of good or the punishment of evil, there is no reason to be human. There is no restraint from the depths of evil that is in man. The Communist torturers often said, “There is no God, no hereafter, no punishment for evil. We can do what we wish.” I heard one torturer say, “I thank God, in whom I don’t believe, that I have lived to this hour when I can express all the evil in my heart.” He expressed it in unbelievable brutality and torture inflicted on prisoners.2

This maniacally evil guard and others like him gladly followed the lead of the man by whom they were inspired, Karl Marx. Yet, according to Wurmbrand, Marx was never really an atheist. He believed in God, but hated him and chose to cast his lot with Satan. It became Marx’s lifelong goal to destroy organized religion, and in his efforts he brought untold suffering on the world. Of course Marx himself believed that he was building “utopia,” a perfect society for all people, which he alone possessed the knowledge and ability to create.

One wonders if Karl Marx actually made a deal with the devil. He certainly wrote about it.3 According to Wurmbrand, though Marx professed to be a Christian as a teenager, not long after his high school graduation he began writing a series of anti-Christian and anti-God poems. One of them included the line “I wish to avenge myself against the One who rules above.”

In Marx’s poem, “Invocation of One in Despair,” he spoke as though he were Satan himself:

So a god has snatched from me my all,

In the curse and rack of destiny.

All his worlds are gone beyond recall.

Nothing but revenge is left to me. . . .

I shall build my throne high overhead,

Cold, tremendous shall its summit be.

For its bulwark—superstitious dread.

For its marshal—blackest agony.

Who looks on it with a healthy eye,

Shall turn back, deathly pale and dumb,

Clutched by blind and chill mortality,

May his happiness prepare its tomb.4

In another poem, Marx wrote:

Then I will be able to walk triumphantly,

Like a god, through the ruins of their kingdom.

Every word of mine is fire and action.

My breast is equal to that of the Creator.5

In a poem titled The Player, Marx wrote:

The hellish vapors rise and fill the brain,

Till I go mad and my heart is utterly changed.

See this sword?

The prince of darkness

Sold it to me.

For me he beats the time and gives the signs.

Ever more boldly I play the dance of death.6

Writing in his play Oulanem, Marx described his ultimate objective in life:

If there is a Something which devours,

I’ll leap within it, though I bring the world to ruins—

The world which bulks between me and the abyss

I will smash to pieces with my enduring curses.

I’ll throw my arms around its harsh reality,

Embracing me, the world will dumbly pass away,

And then sink down to utter nothingness,

Perished, with no existence—that would be really living.7

Wurmbrand believed Karl Marx was himself inspired by a satanic madman, the Marquis de Sade, who penned vile pornography and died insane in prison. It was de Sade who said, “I abhor nature. I would like to split its planet, hinder its process, stop the circles of stars, overthrow the globes that float in space, destroy what serves nature, protect what harms it—in a word, I wish to insult it in my works. . . . Perhaps we will be able to attack the sun, deprive the universe of it, or use it to set the world on fire. These would be real crimes.”8

Marx’s writings were filled with similar rantings, but in Wurmbrand’s mind they were not the words of an atheist, but of a man who had given his life over to Satan to be his servant on earth.

Eugene Methvin, in The Rise of Radicalism: The Social Psychology of Messianic Extremism, wrote about Marx’s incredible capacity for hatred:

Even as a child, Karl Marx’s first recorded response to human society revealed an underlying hostility. His outstanding trait was a fierce hate. As with so many young radicals in our day, Marx’s language of hate appeals to them more than his logic. Marx’s sister Sophie recalled that Karl was “a terrible little tyrant” who turned his remarkable gift of words into a fearsome weapon, fashioning cruelly cutting lampoons and satirical verses with which he would bully playmates. Repeatedly his imperious and volcanic hostility struck others who knew him. The Russian liberal, Paul Annenkov, found Marx at 27 “haughty, almost contemptuous. His sharp voice rang like metal, remarkably suited to the radical judgments he habitually delivered on men and things. His tone expressed his own firm conviction that his destiny was to reign over men’s minds, dominate their wills and dictate their laws. Before my eyes stood the personification of a democratic dictator.” A few months later during Germany’s 1848 revolution Marx similarly impressed the Cologne democratic congress. “Never have I seen a man of such offensive, insupportable arrogance,” recorded 19-year-old fellow delegate Carl Schurz, who later emigrated to America and became a noted journalist and political leader.9

A Prussian officer who knew Marx at age thirty said of him, “He laughs at the fools who join in his proletarian litany. If he had as much heart as intelligence, if he could love as intensely as he can hate, I would go through fire for him. But personal ambition in its most dangerous form has eaten away anything that was good in him. Everything he does is aimed at the acquisition of personal power.”10

Marx was energized by a satanic hatred not only of God and Christianity but of organized Western civilization. It was his goal to destroy everything he could. In fact, one of his favorite quotes, from Mephistopheles in Faust, was “Everything in existence is worth being destroyed.” Interestingly, Satan of the Judeo-Christian Bible, would seem to agree. His very purpose is to steal, kill, and destroy. (See John 10:10.)

Two of those who followed Marx in believing that central planning can create utopia on earth also had a hatred for God. Vladimir Lenin and Joseph Stalin were both energized by a demonic hatred of Christianity and the one true God.

There was much propaganda from the Communist Party in the Soviet Union to convince the young to reject God. It is rumored that at age sixteen Lenin tore a cross from his neck, spat on it, and stomped on it in a violent statement of his hatred of God. Although that story cannot be confirmed, its existence shows the degree of hatred for Christianity that was fostered in the Lenin/Stalin era of the Soviet Union.

Lenin became a committed Marxist during his teen years and modeled his life after his older brother, Alexander, who had plotted to kill Czar Alexander III with a bomb hidden in a medical dictionary. Police discovered the plot just before the bomb was ignited, and Alexander was arrested and hanged. After his brother’s death, Lenin immersed himself in Marxist writings and dedicated himself to the overthrow of the czarist regime.

As Lenin became more radicalized by Marxism, his hatred of Christianity became more intense. Karl Marx became his god, in a sense, and Marx’s writings became his bible. Lenin often referred to religion as the enemy of materialism, and vice versa. He professed the Marxist axiom that religion is an “opiate” for the peoples repressed under capitalism. As a staunch Marxist, he did “not believe in eternal morality.”11

“Religion is a kind of spiritual gin in which the slaves of capital drown their human shape and their claims to any decent human life,” Lenin stated, mirroring Karl Marx.12 “We must combat religion—this is the ABC of all materialism and consequently, Marxism.”13

Lenin had the blood of many innocents on his hands during the creation of his version of utopia, which could not even manage to keep the lights on in Moscow once the Marxists came to power. Seeing that Lenin’s utopian dream could never be realized with anything less than brutal force, Stalin determined to carry forward the dream no matter the cost in human life.

Lazar Kaganovitch, Stalin’s brother-in-law and the ruthless butcher who engineered the murder of millions of farmers in the Ukraine, wrote of him in his diary:

I started to understand how Stalin managed to make himself a god. He did not have a single human characteristic. . . . Even when he exhibited some emotions, they all did not seem to belong to him. They were as false as the scale on top of armor. And behind this scale was Stalin himself—a piece of steel. For some reason I was convinced that he would live forever. . . . He was not human at all. . . .

Rosa [his wife] says he makes her climb a tree wearing nothing but stockings. I have a feeling he is not human at all. He is too unusual to be a regular human being. Although he looks like an ordinary man. Such a puzzle. What is it I’m writing? Am I raving mad, too?14

Kaganovitch continued:

Many times Stalin spoke of religion as our most vicious enemy. He hates religion for many reasons, and I share his feelings. Religion is a cunning and dangerous enemy . . . Stalin also thinks that separation from children should be the main punishment for all parents belonging to sects, irrespective of whether they were convicted or not.

I think he secretly engaged in astrology. One peculiar feature of his always astonished me. He always talked with some veiled respect about God and religion.

At first, I thought I was imagining it, but gradually I realized it was true. But he was always careful when the subject came up. And I was never able to find out exactly what his point of view was. One thing became very clear to me—his treatment of God and religion was very special. For example, he never said directly there was no God. . . .

People ceased somehow to be their own selves in his presence. They all admired him and worshiped him. I don’t think he enjoyed any great love of the nation: he was above it. It may sound strange, but he occupied a position previously reserved only for God.15

In fact, during Stalin’s reign of terror in the Soviet Union, he created a cult of personality for himself. He became “god” in place of the one true God, even demanding to be worshipped as a god.

Pastor Richard Wurmbrand, who suffered so dearly under Marxist tyranny, wrote:

Hitler killed millions of Jews, including babies, with the excuse that Jews had done harm to the German people. For the Communists it was a matter of course to imprison and torture the family members of a person they considered guilty. When I was jailed, it was taken for granted that my wife must be jailed too, and that my son must be excluded from all schooling.

Marxism is not an ordinary sinful human ideology. It is Satanic in its manner of sinning, as it is Satanic in the teachings it purveys. Only in certain circumstances has it openly avowed its Satanic character. 16

Collective punishment is a hallmark of leftist ideology and indeed satanic. In this case Wurmbrand expected the punishment of his family for his actions. In broader settings central planners, utopians, and those leaning in their direction require collective punishment to achieve social goals.

UNSPEAKABLE PRISON TORTURES AGAINST CHRISTIANS

In his writings Pastor Wurmbrand described not only experiencing firsthand the tortures meted out by God-hating Communists of Eastern Europe, but also witnessing the torture of many other believers. Christians were specifically targeted for the most obscene brutalities, which also involved the desecration of Bibles and other religious artifacts.

Wurmbrand was repeatedly put into a frozen locker and left to chill to the point of death. He would then be removed, warmed up, and then repeatedly shoved back in the locker to freeze again. At other times, he was placed in a coffin-like box with nails driven through the outside. If he moved inside the box, the nails would pierce him.

One Romanian Orthodox priest named Roman Braga had his teeth knocked out one by one with an iron bar in order to force him to blaspheme God. Here are some other instances of torture Wurmbrand recounted:

A theology student was forced to dress in white sheets (in imitation of Christ’s robe), and a phallus made out of soap was hung around his neck with a string. Christians were beaten to insanity to force them to kneel before such a mocking image of Christ. After they had kissed the soap, they had to recite part of the liturgy.

Some prisoners were compelled to take off their trousers and sit with their naked bottoms on open Bibles.

Such blasphemous practices were perpetrated for at least two years with the full knowledge of the Party’s top leadership. What have such indignities to do with socialism and the well-being of the proletariat? Were their anti-capitalist slogans not merely pretexts for organizing Satanic blasphemies and orgies?

Marxists are supposed to be atheists who believe in neither heaven nor hell. In these extreme circumstances, Marxism has lifted its atheistic mask to reveal its true face, the face of Satanism. Communist persecution of religion might have a human explanation, but the fury of such perverse persecution can only be Satanic.

In Romanian prisons and in the Soviet Union as well, nuns who would not deny their faith were raped anally, and Baptist girls had oral sex forced on them.17

HITLER AND THE OCCULT

Many collectivists in the West who still dream of a utopia under central planning disown one of the greatest central planners of all, Adolf Hitler, proclaiming him to be part of the “far right.” Atheists and critics of the church in America claim that Adolf Hitler was a Christian. Nothing could be further from the truth. He was indeed a National Socialist, but his evil was associated with the occult.

Hitler claimed to have regularly heard voices inside his head, giving him directions about what he was to do. His reliance on these “voices” began back when he served as a gefreiter (lance corporal) in the Bavarian Army in World War I, and continued throughout his life.

Hitler wrote about these voices:

I was eating my dinner in a trench with several comrades. Suddenly a voice seemed to be saying to me, “Get up and go over there.” It was so clear and insistent that I obeyed automatically, as if it had been a military order. I rose at once to my feet and walked twenty yards along the trench carrying my dinner in its tin can with me.

Then I sat down to go on eating, my mind being once more at rest. Hardly had I done so when a flash and deafening report came from the part of the trench I had just left. A stray shell had burst over the group in which I had been sitting, and every member of it was killed.18

While in a hospital at Pasewalk, suffering from blindness from the effect of a gas attack, Hitler wrote, “When I was confined to bed, the idea came to me that I would liberate Germany, that I would make it great. I knew immediately that it would be realized.”19

Hitler bragged about himself in later years:

I carry out the commands that Providence has laid upon me.

No power on earth can shake the German Reich now, Divine Providence has willed it that I carry through the fulfillment of the Germanic task.

But if the voice speaks, then I know the time has come to act.20

Slowly, but surely, Hitler began to compare himself to Jesus Christ, although he personally detested Christianity and the Savior of the world.

Hermann Rauschning, a Prussian aristocrat who knew Hitler during the 1930s, wrote Hitler Speaks in 1939, describing Hitler’s obsession with destroying Christianity and how he viewed himself as a Germanic messiah. In 1940 the book was published in America as The Voice of Destruction. It was a prophetic warning to the West about Hitler’s demonic plans for the world.

Describing one encounter with Hitler, Rauschning quoted him as saying:

The religions are all alike, no matter what they call themselves. They have no future—certainly none for the Germans. Fascism, if it likes, may come to terms with the Church. So shall I. Why not? That will not prevent me from tearing up Christianity root and branch, and annihilating it in Germany. The Italians are naive; they’re quite capable of being heathens and Christians at the same time. The Italians and the French are essentially heathens. Their Christianity is only skin-deep. But the German is different. He is serious in everything he undertakes. He wants to be either a Christian or a heathen. He cannot be both. Besides, Mussolini will never make heroes of his Fascists. It doesn’t matter there whether they’re Christians or heathens. But for our people it is decisive whether they acknowledge the Jewish Christ-creed with its effeminate pity-ethics, or a strong, heroic belief in God in Nature, God in our own people, in our destiny, in our blood . . .

He continued:

Leave the hair-splitting to others. Whether it’s the Old Testament or the New, or simply the sayings of Jesus, according to Houston Stewart Chamberlain—it’s all the same old Jewish swindle. It will not make us free. A German Church, a German Christianity, is distortion. One is either a German or a Christian. You cannot be both. You can throw the epileptic Paul out of Christianity—others have done so before us. You can make Christ into a noble human being, and deny his divinity and his role as a savior. People have been doing it for centuries. I believe there are such Christians today in England and America—Unitarians they call themselves, or something like that. It’s no use, you cannot get rid of the mentality behind it. We don’t want people who keep one eye on the life in the hereafter. We need free men who feel and know that God is in themselves. . . .

Hitler went on to say:

You can’t make an Aryan of Jesus, that’s nonsense . . . What Chamberlain wrote in his Principles is, to say the least, stupid. What’s to be done, you say? I will tell you: we must prevent the churches from doing anything but what they are doing now, that is, losing ground day by day. Do you really believe the masses will ever be Christian again? Nonsense! Never again. That tale is finished. No one will listen to it again. But we can hasten matters. The parsons will be made to dig their own graves. They will betray their God to us. They will betray anything for the sake of their miserable little jobs and incomes.21

Rauschning described Hitler’s apparent encounter with demonic spirits while attempting to sleep:

His sleeplessness is more than the mere result of excessive nervous strain. He often wakes up in the middle of the night and wanders restlessly to and fro. Then he must have light everywhere. Lately he has sent at these times for young men who have to keep him company during his hours of manifest anguish. At times these conditions must have become dreadful. A man in the closest daily association with him gave me this account: Hitler wakes at night with convulsive shrieks. He shouts for help. He sits on the edge of his bed, as if unable to stir. He shakes with fear, making the whole bed vibrate. He shouts confused, totally unintelligible phrases. He gasps, as if imagining himself to be suffocating.

My informant described to me in full detail a remarkable scene—I should not have credited the story if it had not come from such a source. Hitler stood swaying in his room, looking wildly about him. “He! He! He’s been here!” he gasped. His lips were blue. Sweat streamed down his face. Suddenly he began to reel off figures, and odd words and broken phrases, entirely devoid of sense. It sounded horrible. He used strangely composed and entirely un-German word-formations. Then he stood quite still, only his lips moving. He was massaged and offered something to drink. Then he suddenly broke out—

“There, there! In the corner! Who’s that?”

He stamped and shrieked in the familiar way. He was shown that there was nothing out of the ordinary in the room, and then he gradually grew calm. After that he lay asleep for many hours, and then for some time things were endurable.22

What Rauschning was describing is demonic possession or oppression. In fact, he compared Hitler to a medium who channels evil spirits!

There is an instructive parallel—mediums. Most of these are ordinary, undistinguished persons; yet suddenly they acquire gifts that carry them far above the common crowd. These qualities have nothing to do with the medium’s own personality. They are conveyed to him from without. The medium is possessed by them. He, himself, however, is uninfluenced by them. In the same way undeniable powers enter into Hitler, genuinely daemonic powers, which make men his instruments. The common united with the uncommon—that is what makes Hitler’s personality so desperate a puzzle to those who come into contact with him. Dostoevsky might well have invented him, with the morbid derangement and the pseudo-creativeness of his hysteria.

I have frequently heard men confess that they are afraid of him, that they, grown men though they are, cannot visit him without a beating heart. They have the feeling that the man will suddenly spring at them and strangle them, or throw the inkpot at them, or do something senseless. There is a great deal of insincere enthusiasm, with eyes hypocritically cast up, and a great deal of self-deception, behind this talk of an unforgettable experience.23

Hitler, as it turns out, was greatly influenced in his thinking about his messianic role in Germany by a British occultist named Houston Stewart Chamberlain. He loved Germany so much that he became a naturalized German citizen. According to William L. Shirer, author of the classic The Rise and Fall of the Third Reich, Chamberlain

was given to seeing demons who, by his own account, drove him relentlessly to seek new fields of study. . . . Once in 1896, when he was returning from Italy, the presence of a dream became so forceful that he got off the train at Gardone, shut himself up in a hotel room for eight days and . . . wrote feverishly on a biological thesis until he had the germ of the theme that would dominate all his later works: race and history . . . Since he felt himself goaded on by demons, his books . . . were written in the grip of a terrible fever, a veritable trance, a state of self-induced intoxication, so that . . . he was often unable to recognize them as his own work.24

Chamberlain wrote extensively against the Jewish people and in 1899 published Foundations of the Nineteenth Century, which he claimed was dictated to him by demons. It became the bible of the Nazi movement.

Occultist Lewis Spence described Hitler as one possessed by evil spirits:

As Adolf Hitler has advanced in life there has steadily grown up within him another man, rather an evil spirit, of the most violent and deadly kind, to whose daily expansion he has offered little or no resistance.

In a word, the malign power has seen in this base and pitiless creature, utterly lost to all human sensibility, and moved only by crude and elementary emotions of revenge and mock sentiment, precisely the kind of vehicle which it sought, and which it ever seeks to carry out its infernal purpose . . . That he is impelled by forces the true nature of which he does not comprehend is plainly obvious . . . [It is] evident that he is under the domination of influences of which he is only the mouthpiece.25

Hitler wasn’t the only demon-driven Nazi. Heinrich Himmler, the head of the SS (Schutzstaffel, Hitler’s special bodyguard unit), was notorious for his interest in the occult, and he used demonic means to promote the ruthless murder of hundreds of thousands of Jews and other perceived enemies of the Third Reich.

The devastating results of the Nazi abandonment of Christ and their value system based on occultism are still physically evident today at the notorious Auschwitz death camp in Poland. This collectivist Nazi “utopia” of the twentieth century gave us the most notorious slave and death camp in modern history. In November 2014 I personally witnessed the aftermath of this horror with Governor Mike Huckabee when he led a group of evangelicals through the gates of the Nazi horror of Auschwitz.

The experience of visiting Auschwitz and then Auschwitz II, also known as Birkenau, is so emotional that it is very difficult to write about. A total of 1.5 million human beings walked through those same gates and into a hell on earth. Many did not die in the gas chambers but were kept alive on starvation diets to work with toxic chemicals and do other manual labor until they were too weak to continue.

Once useless as laborers, they were killed or simply allowed to starve to death.

The vast majority of the victims arriving in cattle cars and kept in sheds designed for horses were Jewish. In sheds designed to hold perhaps a few dozen horses, up to 700 human beings slept on bare wooden racks. Following Governor Huckabee through the horror-filled rooms, I kept my composure until I arrived in an area where thousands of children’s shoes found by the Russians when they liberated Auschwitz in 1944 are displayed in hundred-foot-long cases.

Birkenau, not Auschwitz, was the true slaughterhouse with the first gas chambers and crematoriums specifically designed to eradicate an entire race of people. Those separated out by the infamous Dr. Mengele for the Birkenau Camp were dead within an hour after their arrival in closed rail boxcars. Funneled into what they thought were showers after their heads were shaved, they were gassed up to seven hundred at a time.

It could take fifteen minutes or more for these innocent victims of Hitler’s imagined Jewless utopia to die—their bodies then were cremated. Their hair was sent back to Germany to mix with cotton and wool to make clothing, and the human ashes were used as fertilizer. This is the ultimate example of the inhumanity of a society that abandons God.

While at Birkenau, Governor Huckabee noted that the Germany of the 1930s and ‘40s was the most scientifically advanced and educated society in the world; yet they had abandoned God for a value system that allowed them to seek an end by any means. He reminded us that, unlike those who died there, we would be able to exit through the gates we had just entered. He asked, “If you were to take a message from those who could not leave, what would that message be?”

At a dinner in Krakow on the group’s final night in that city, Governor Huckabee declared that “Auschwitz came into existence because God had been removed from Germany’s culture.” While reminding those present that the Nazis had brutally murdered millions, Huckabee noted that, in the United States, 55 million of the “most innocent who should be in the safest place in the world, their mother’s wombs,” have died at the hands of abortionists.

Huckabee said that the removal of God from Western society can have devastating consequences, as proven in Nazi- and Communist-run nations. Huckabee’s comments on the horror visited on humanity by Hitler’s attempt to establish his utopian “Thousand-Year Reich” is a chilling reminder of the descriptions given of the godless Communist society by Pastor Wurmbrand.

HIMMLER’S OCCULTIST STORM TROOPERS

Heinrich Himmler was one of Hitler’s most ruthless killers—a man who ran the feared SS and was driven by a fascination with the occult and ancient Germanic warrior cults.

Bill Yenne, author of Hitler’s Master of the Dark Arts: Himmler’s Black Knights and the Occult Origins of the SS, describes Himmler this way:

Hitler was the charismatic madman who brought Nazism to power. Himmler was the ruthless figure in the shadows, the man who took the philosophies that were at the roots of Nazism and methodically shaped and codified them. Himmler is the man whom General Heinrich Hossbach described as “Hitler’s evil spirit, cold, calculating and ambitious . . . undoubtedly the most purposeful and most unscrupulous figure in the Third Reich.”26

Himmler was a disciple of occultist Karl Eckhart, who believed that each person is part of a soul group and is reincarnated repeatedly within the group. Himmler ordered twenty thousand copies of Eckhart’s book Temporal Immortality, but the order was canceled after members of Hitler’s inner circle convinced him that such occultism was damaging his efforts to co-opt the Christian church in Germany.

Nevertheless, Himmler promoted occult practices in the SS, and it became the most brutal element of the Nazi regime. It was he who established the hideous concentration camp Dachau and approved of grisly experiments on Jewish prisoners.

Himmler was undoubtedly one of the most evil men ever to walk the earth—and he and Hitler were both seen to be dedicated to serving voices or demonic spirits. Their hatred resulted in the torture and killing of millions throughout the world. Jesus Christ said that “the thief,” referring to Satan, came into the world for one purpose: to steal, kill, and destroy (John 10:10). Regrettably, Himmler and Hitler’s purpose was the same.

In the following chapters, I will chronicle the human suffering brought about by demonically controlled men like Hitler, Stalin, Mao, Robespierre, and others who have sought to create utopian societies on earth. What they have always inevitably created were demon-inspired, hellish societies resulting in hundreds of millions of deaths. Satan has effectively brought hell to earth through these men.

The ongoing war against utopian tyrants is more than physical; it is spiritual as well. The most brutal killers in history were firmly committed to defying God in the same way Satan himself did. In pages to come, I will describe the human carnage they caused.





2

SIR THOMAS MORE’S UTOPIA

In the twentieth century the term collectivism was often associated with Communism because of the notorious works of Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. But collectivism, which is merely a form of utopianism, encompasses more systems than Marxism and has existed in one form or the other under various names for many centuries. This is clearly evident in the works of Friedrich Hayek, who, in The Road to Serfdom, stated, “The various kinds of collectivism, communism, fascism etc., differ among themselves in the nature of the goal toward which they want to direct the efforts of society. But they all differ from liberalism and individualism in wanting to organize the whole of society and its resources for a unitary end and refusing to recognize autonomous spheres in which the ends of the individuals are supreme.”1

Whether it be an ancient Chinese emperor or an elected despot such as Venezuela’s now-deceased Hugo Chávez, centralized control to achieve equal outcome is always the goal of the utopian autocrat. Although attempts at a utopian society under tight central control date back to ancient Greece, the modern term was coined by Thomas More, an official in the Court of Henry VIII, the king of England who created a schism in the Catholic Church over issues of the flesh.

Adolf Hitler was no less a utopian than Karl Marx or Pol Pot. All of these murderous and fanatical central planners had ideological roots tracing back to a rather obscure work of fiction authored by Thomas More and first published in Greek. Though many refer to it, far too few have read it, much less understand it.

Modern utopian tyrannies have knowingly or unknowingly modeled themselves on the ideas expressed in Sir Thomas More’s Utopia, which was first published in 1516. Of course, many other books have been written on ideal collectivist or centrally planned societies, but More’s, because of the name it coined, is often the most recognized. Although rarely read today, it had great influence on the collectivist leaders of the twentieth century. Vladimir Lenin championed More’s Utopia as worthy of honor in his newly created worker’s paradise of the Soviet Union. Being honored by a ruthless dictator such as Lenin confirms the totalitarian concepts of centralized collectivism portrayed in Utopia.

Critics have argued over More’s true purpose in writing on a centrally planned utopian system. Some scholars claim his Utopia was a critique of collectivist movement within the church. Given translations of character names and places from Greek into English may confirm in the minds of many that it was indeed a parody of collectivism birthed in Europe. So its original title was far more descriptive of its purpose than scholars may want to admit. (It wasn’t until 1551 that the first English translation of the book was published. It was titled: On the best State of a Commonwealth and on the new Island of Utopia a Truly Golden Handbook, No Less Beneficial than Entertaining by the Most Distinguished and Eloquent Author Thomas More Citizen and Undersheriff of the Famous City of London.2)

Sir Thomas More’s life and ignominious death were portrayed in the 1966 movie A Man for All Seasons. He was a brilliant lawyer, jurist, and Catholic scholar. He also served as a member of Parliament in 1504, and as an undersheriff in London.3 He eventually became Lord Chancellor of Britain.

From an early age, it was clear that Thomas More was a natural leader. At nineteen, he attended Canterbury College in Oxford, where he mastered Greek as a student of William Grocyn and Thomas Linacre, the first to bring Greek studies from Italy to England. (Linacre, a physician, was founder of the College of Physicians.) After attending Canterbury College, More went on to study law. He was a devoted Catholic who at one point even studied for the priesthood, wore a hair shirt, and whipped himself as a way of subduing his flesh.

One biographical sketch of More detailed his philosophical leanings:

With respect to his philosophy, Thomas More belonged very much to the early or Erasmian period of the English Renaissance in his emotional and intellectual attitudes—toleration of eclecticism, search for simplicity, stress on ethics, return to Greek sources, and desire for reform: social, political, educational, religious, and philosophical. These traits appear not only in his highly imaginative and durably significant creation, Utopia, but also in his most pertinent pronouncements in real life.4

More was a serious student of the Greek philosophies of Platonism, Aristotelianism, Stoicism, and Epicureanism (which involved pleasure seeking.) Several of these philosophies influenced More’s observations of collectivism and central planning in the writing of Utopia and other theological works. The utopian society he wrote about somewhat resembles that of Plato’s Republic.

In 1518, two years after Utopia was published, More became a member of King Henry VIII’s Council and a valued adviser to the king. But More vehemently opposed the Protestant Reformation, and it was this association, coupled with his strong stance against rebellion of the Church of Rome, which had condemned Henry’s desire to divorce his wife and marry his mistress, that ultimately led to More’s beheading.

More’s troubles began in 1534, during one of Parliament’s darkest hours, when England passed the Succession Act. The act required More to take an oath that repudiated the pope and declared that King Henry’s marriage to Catherine of Aragon was invalid. It also acknowledged that the children of Henry and mistress Anne Boleyn would be the legal heirs to the throne. More refused to take the oath and as a result was charged with treason, placed in the Tower of London, and beheaded in 1535. His head was then parboiled and hung on London Bridge. It is believed that somehow, perhaps through bribes, his daughter, Margaret Roper, retrieved his head. She also published a series of prison letters that he had written while languishing in the Tower, awaiting execution. These letters were addressed, not just to More’s daughter, but to the British citizenry, as he clearly wanted to explain his position before losing his head to King Henry’s wanton desires of the flesh.5

Margaret’s husband, William, later wrote one of the first biographies of Thomas More, The Life of Sir Thomas More, in 1557. Roper portrayed More as a man of “singular virtue” and a “clear, unspotted conscience.”6

MORE’S COLLECTIVIST UTOPIA

In Utopia, More describes a fictional conversation with Raphael Hythloday, a man who traveled around the world with Amerigo Vespucci. (Incidentally, Raphael is the name of a guardian angel and “Hythloday” is a compound of Greek words meaning “peddler of nonsense.”) Hythloday tells the story of his five years as a guest on the island of Utopia, which means “nowhere” in Greek. He claims to have studied every aspect of Utopian culture and describes it in detail to More.

Thomas More’s own political and cultural views are expressed both directly and indirectly through the characters, who carry on a lengthy philosophical conversation about Utopia and what makes an ideal form of government.

The book is divided into two sections. The first section is a rambling discussion of politics, religion, and philosophy between More, Hythloday, and More’s friend Peter Giles. The second is a detailed description by Hythloday of his experiences in Utopia. The second section, which also details Utopian culture and government, was actually written first. More’s book has become a classic description of a so-called perfect society, where all live in harmony with one another and willingly share their wealth with every member of the society.

More describes his version of Utopia essentially as a collectivist society, where private property is shunned, profit is frowned upon, and the acquiring of money is regarded as needless and the cause of wars and greed. In his planned economy there is the pretense of a democratic system, but in actuality it is a dictatorship of the proletariat run by self-appointed elitists.

More’s writings indicate a clear understanding of Plato’s Republic and the regimented culture of ancient Sparta under the tyrannical system devised by Lycurgus, which resembles Utopian society in many ways, as we will see later. Utopia also resembles the regimented tyrannies of the twentieth century, including the former Soviet Union, North Korea, and China under Mao. Human beings in More’s Utopia are regarded as worker bees in a hive, not individuals with God-given rights.

Literary critics have tried to explain More’s purpose in Utopia with much conflict. Some have suggested that it is a satire of British society in the 1500s; others have looked at it as serious social commentary on the inequalities More saw in England at the time. Some even wondered if More’s purpose was to present Utopia as a model of government for future kings in England. What really matters today is the concepts described and the attempted implementation of them since.

Karl Kautsky, one of the most prominent Communist theoreticians of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, wrote a critique in 1888 of Thomas More’s Utopia and had high praise for what he saw as More’s socialist system. In his book, Thomas More and His Utopia, Kautsky wrote: “As a Humanist and a politician, More was in the front rank of his contemporaries, as a Socialist he was far ahead of them all. His political, religious, and Humanist writings are to-day only read by a small number of historians. Had he not written Utopia his name would scarcely be better known to-day than that of the friend who shared his fate, Bishop Fisher of Rochester. His socialism made him immortal.”7

Thomas More was considered a hero by Lenin, the ruthless dictator who died in 1922 shortly after the Russian Revolution. Lenin even ordered that More’s name (shown as “T. More”) be inscribed on a monument in Moscow’s Alexandrosky Garden. It is one of eighteen names, along with “Karl Marx,” on the monument.8

COLLECTIVIST PERFECTION

A further examination of More’s work delivers an understanding of Lenin’s admiration. The mythical Raphael Hythloday describes the Utopian culture as one free of poverty and the lust for money, a perfect collectivist society. The island paradise of Utopia was formerly part of a continent, but after the ruler Utopus conquered the land, he forced the inhabitants to dig a fifteen-mile-wide channel to separate the area from the continent.

Utopus’s goal was to build a perfect society without being infected by other cultures. It was this very logic, of building purity from scratch, that led Pol Pot to murder one out of every three citizens in Cambodia in an attempt to return to a pure state of the proletariat from which to build his version of Utopia.

Utopus, Hythloday says, was determined to create a culture where everyone lived in harmony and peace with their neighbors and where the normal temptations associated with money were eradicated. Utopus designed a culture that valued equality above all else: equality in clothing (think, the gray uniforms of Mao’s China), housing, and social status. There was no real possibility of personal advancement, as equal outcome was also assured.

According to Hythloday: “Utopus, that conquered it (whose name it still carries, for Abraxa was its first name), brought the rude and uncivilised inhabitants into such a good government, and to that measure of politeness, that they now far excel all the rest of mankind. After Utopus separated his island from the rest of the continent, he then required the inhabitants to build large cities—all within twenty-four miles of each other—so citizens could travel from one to another in a day. Every city was designed exactly the same so there would be no reason for an individual to move from one to another. All of the homes were built exactly alike as well, each having front and back doors (folding) that were always unlocked. Anyone could enter whatever home he or she wished, as no one was allowed to claim to have such a thing as ‘private property.’”9

Uniformity was demanded and expected of all citizens and, oddly enough, they willingly accepted the demands without complaint. This, of course, defies human nature as bestowed by God in the form of free will. More offered no explanation for the people’s lack of desire to practice that free will.

The citizens of Utopia are controlled from the cradle to the grave by magistrates who are chosen from among the people, who are in turn ruled by a prince who serves for life. Utopians have little freedom in choosing their own careers, as they are forced by the government to work part of the time as farmers and other times as laborers in the cities. In the Pol Pot version in Cambodia and in Mao’s China, city dwellers were sent to the rural areas to farm as well.

The concepts of individual freedom or human rights are unknown in the culture described by Hythloday. Every person is considered to be a tool of the all-powerful, benevolent central government, which controls the person’s life from the moment he rises in the morning until he goes to bed at night. In essence, the citizens of Utopia are happily enslaved, working their entire lives in service to a government that controls every aspect of their existence.

The description of Utopia in More’s work is much like the dictatorship described in George Orwell’s 1984, but without the electronic surveillance systems. Utopians live in what amounts to a police state, but it is more benign and invisible than the brutal dictatorship Orwell described. In both systems, however, people are forced to conform to the will of the rulers or face the consequences. In the Orwellian nightmare, individuals who sought to break free of the dictatorship were systematically tortured and brainwashed into submission. If they refused to submit, they would be killed. In Utopia, these individuals would be enslaved or banished from the island.

The system of government in Utopia is totalitarian in nature and rejects such basic concepts as freedom of speech, freedom of conscience, freedom of choice, and freedom of movement. No one owns his own property and everyone must share all of their produce with their fellow citizens. In the cities, citizens must eat together in huge mess halls, just as Spartan soldiers did. (In Sparta, soldiers were permanently separated from their wives. In Utopia, wives eat in the same mess halls, but at different tables.) They are summoned to these mess halls by the blowing of a trumpet; thus they are also required to eat at the same times each day. During these communal dinners, the citizens are required to listen to sermons on morality.

Population control is strictly enforced in More’s Utopia, and children are removed from homes and sent to live with other families if there is a perceived imbalance in the populations of various cities. The Utopians would have recognized Hillary Clinton’s belief that “it takes a village” to raise a child and that each child was actually the property of the state rather than the parents, whose own role was more like paid babysitters than legal guardians and decision makers. Perhaps the basis of Hillary Clinton’s book It Takes a Village was conceived from More’s Utopia.

In addition, whole groups of individuals can be forcibly moved into other sections of Utopia or to a neighboring continent to set up colonies. According to Hythloday, “They draw out a number of their citizens out of the several towns and send them over to the neighbouring continent, where, if they find that the inhabitants have more soil than they can well cultivate, they fix a colony, taking the inhabitants into their society if they are willing to live with them.”10

Furthermore, all Utopians “wear the same sort of clothes, without any other distinction except what is necessary to distinguish the two sexes and the married and unmarried.”11 This text may very well have been the source that led China’s Mao Tse-tung to dictate the drab gray semi-uniforms for every man, woman and child in his version of utopia.

The ultimate goal of the culture is to enforce equality of income, appearance, and moral values. No one is to have more than anyone else, and no one is to try to be better than anyone else in the culture. This is again clearly “equal outcome” rather than “equal opportunity.”

What More describes is a totalitarian system that suppresses the natural desires of humanity and kills any desire to create, build, or invent new products or services. His version of Utopia stagnates industry much as was done in the Soviet Union, with the classic example being the “people’s car,” the Lada.

Whether fictional or real, this type of environment destroys innovation and discourages the natural instincts in men and women to generate value for reward. There is no incentive to create or be productive because the products are equality distributed regardless of quality.

MORE MARXIST PRAISES FOR UTOPIA

As stated earlier, the Utopians’ daily lives are rigidly controlled by rulers known as “Syphogrants” (magistrates) who divide the day into six hours of work—three in the morning and three after dinner, eight hours for sleep, and the rest of the time unstructured. However, the people are not permitted to use this time for “idleness,” and of course, the rulers determine what is considered idleness. In More’s world, useless, idle individuals include religious professionals, rich gentlemen, noblemen, the bodyguards of noblemen, and beggars!

Communist philosopher Karl Kautsky was pleased that More’s views on working hours were similar to those of Karl Marx. Wrote Kautsky, “It is interesting to compare More’s views with those of Marx regarding the curtailment of working hours in a communistic society. A similar train of thought will be found in both. In Capital we read: ‘Only by suppressing the capitalist form of production could the length of the working-day be reduced to the necessary labour-time.’”12

J. H. Hexter, in his 1952 book, More’s Utopia: The Biography of an Idea (published by Princeton University Press), also expressed pleasure with More’s communistic ideas. He called More a “Christian humanist” and said that the most important part of Utopia is More’s economic view, a view that abolishes private property and an economy based on money.

Another writer, Russell Ames, in Citizen Thomas More and His Utopia (1949) considered him a Communist who was concerned about the social conditions facing the poor in the sixteenth century. He expressed regret that more has not been made of More’s economic views that were influenced by early Christian Communism and the thinking of the humanists of his time—including his friend Erasmus, the humanist philosopher.13

UTOPIANS REJECT MONEY

In More’s Utopia money is worthless and never used except to pay for mercenaries to fight wars. Precious metals, such as silver and gold, are also viewed with disdain. In fact, they are so valueless that they are used to make chamber pots (toilet bowls) and other crude items. Gold is held in such contempt it is used to make the chains that bind Utopia’s slaves.

In this socialist utopia, the concept of free enterprise is unknown, as there is no way to buy and sell anything. All is held in common and each person is free to take what he wants out of local storehouses where farmers deliver their crops and where city dwellers bring their products.

Of course, this is a totally unrealistic and unworkable situation in the real world. Human greed and sin always play a role in human conduct. Some will always take far more than needed and leave others with little or nothing. This explains the constant shortages and long lines in the old Soviet Union and the Venezuela of today, as fixed, low prices, which are supposed to benefit all, leave shelves empty. More presented a cultural climate of benign and loving cooperation that has never existed and, by the very nature of the free will of man, can never exist.

He also presented a world that condemns rewards. Yet, the Bible describes rewards and punishments both in this world and in the next. And there is no sin in using one’s labor to create value in a product or service that can in turn be sold or traded to meet one’s needs and desires. Jesus’s parable of the talents was clearly designed to teach His disciples that it’s good to take something of value and add more value to it (see Matthew 25:14–30).

The current entitlement systems in Europe and the United States have quite a lot in common with the Utopian practices of communal “sharing.” The system robs people of the desire to produce value for reward and causes generations of welfare dependency.

UTOPIAN MEDICAL CARE

In More’s Utopia the government offers free medical care to every citizen at four hospitals built at various locations throughout the island. But, there’s a dark side to this medical care. When a person becomes too ill, he is urged by the government leaders to commit suicide, either by starvation or by a lethal dose of drugs. In Utopia, it is a citizen’s duty to not die too old or too sick. It may seem odd that those in Utopia would accept this as a norm, but assisted suicide in Europe is now encouraged and common for the chronically ill. It is supported by a majority of Europeans.

TRAVEL RESTRICTED

No one is free to travel without permission in More’s Utopia. Travel inside and outside of Utopia is permitted only if the person first obtains a passport from the rulers. The passport limits how long the citizen may be gone from his home and from his state-imposed duties. Once a citizen’s travel has been preapproved, the rulers supply the traveler with a free wagon and a slave. The traveler carries no provisions along with him because he’s given free food and lodging all along the way. He must, however, work for it.
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