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​Foreword:

Attempts to implement socialist ideas in either their national or international forms have resulted in something like two hundred million deaths and more than two billion lives destroyed or irremediably damaged without recording a single success - and yet today's American democratic party espouses socialist ideas and runs candidates who tweet about their eagerness to kill, not just their political opponents, but their wives and children too. 

Thus the single most astonishing thing about the modern progressive is that he, or she, will strongly support actions directly contradicting his or her own most tightly held and highly valued moral positions. They will insist, for example, on their absolute commitment to both science and American freedoms - while demanding that climate deniers be jailed or executed, that Huckleberry Finn and Fox news be banned, and that grandmothers praying near abortion centers be arrested and prosecuted for inciting hatred. 

The essays in this book document a series of attempts to understand how this can be - how otherwise sane and decent Americans, people you'd be happy to know as friends or neighbors, can sincerely believe utter absurdities while acting directly against their own moral views in support of a completely discredited ideology. 

There are two layers to the answers arrived at in these essays: 

	at its most superficial the explanation is that leftist progressives are captive to a cult essentially all of whose prophecies have long since been falsified and whose members have, as cult members tend to do in this situation, doubled down on their commitments to the beliefs involved. 



Not all adherents to a cult have equal levels of commitment, so when external pressures cause large numbers of cultists to reduce their support for it, those with greater commitments tend to double down again - with some inevitably resorting to violence against themselves or others as the most dramatic means of proving the truth and value of their prior commitments to themselves. In a rough analogy, imagine boiling a pot of dirty water: as steam escapes, the remaining water gets dirtier - leaving the cult with people willing to kill its ideological enemies: whether those are children attending a Christian Mass, opposition politicians, or mere apostates. 

It is important in this context to notice that cult leaders are rarely among the deluded - most don't believe a word of what they preach. So people like AOC, Bernie, Gore, Pol Pot, Stalin, or Obama damn the rich while rapidly enriching themselves; treat their servants, and everyone else, with utter contempt while exploiting them unmercifully; and unthinkingly abuse the environment while loudly claiming to protect it. The reason for this is that the skills needed to rise in any cult are those of the psychopath, not those of the believer. 



	a deeper explanation finds the origin of the progressive leftist cult in a mistake: the misunderstanding of human economic activity as about resources rather than interaction by early 19th century, mainly German, cafe intellectuals who created what is now modern socialist thought by re-interpreting Christian values and ideas to flatter and serve the ambitions of their masters - the rich, the noble; the real and pretend inheritors of empire. 



This is the focus of many of the essays in this book. Thus "the Power of Ugh" explains how human economic activity really works; "Good vs. Evil" offers clear-eyed definitions applicable to political morality; "Festinger's Observation: Disproof can Strengthen Belief" summarizes cultist behavior; and, "Why green votes red: the lifeboat earth fallacy" illustrates the result of filtering fundamental cultist belief through the leadership's opportunistic development and exploitation of mass media fads as these arise. 



There are, furthermore, two contributing factors making it easy for charlatans from Lenin to Mamdani to exploit the weak and the gullible: 


	every major university in the western world teaches the works of poseurs like Hegel, Schopenhauer, Nietzsche, and Engels as having real intellectual value and so not only create new Bernie Bros in every generation, but also provide and underwrite many of the foundational assumptions and willed blinders crippling other social science fields including economics, politics, and sociology. 

	every sane and independently functioning human adult was, at one time, a child. Normal, healthy, children living with parents typically take no, or very little, responsibility for their actions, but then claim that responsibility for themselves as they grow up. Human history, very broadly, recapitulates that pattern with group leadership and responsibility gradually shifting away from the one all-powerful parental figure and to the individual. It is correspondingly possible to see the events recorded in Exodus and the New Testament as precursors to the American Revolution and its final repudiation of the authority of kings in favor of individual initiative and responsibility. 




In this context most current political conflicts can be seen not as socialists fighting capitalists, but as individualists fighting for personal freedom and responsibility against those who want to recreate the family writ large through feudal style government with all personal responsibility abdicated to "the people in charge" - a role the 19th century versions of today's talking heads were selling their masters among the European nobility, and one which today's psychopathic democratic socialists are all too eager to take up. 
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​Chapter 1: Background 
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​1.1 Scholarship: the plumage of delusion

The question underlying this book is a compound one: why doesn't socialism work? and, given that it rather obviously doesn't, why are believers willing to set aside normal moral and ethical considerations in pursuit of the hope that some current movement leader will miraculously produce a thousand year success? 

The immediate impetus for the book came, however, from reading a thousand page hymn to fascism called The Western Heritage by Professors Donald Kagan, Steven Ozment, and Frank Turner, of, respectively, Yale, Harvard, and Yale.

The third edition as published by Macmillan in 1987 is very much the signature Ivy League summation of our western cultural history - one in which we learn that the American revolution happened because a bunch of early model bitter clingers couldn't keep up with social and intellectual progress in England:


The American colonists looked to the English revolution of 1688 as having established many of their own fundamental political liberties as well as those of the English. The colonists claimed that through the measures imposed from 1763 to 1776, George III and the British parliament had attacked those liberties and dissolved the bonds of moral and political allegiance that had formerly united the two peoples. Consequently the colonists employed a theory that had developed to justify an aristocratic rebellion in order to support their own popular revolution. 

These Whig political ideas were only a part of the English ideological heritage that affected the Americans. Throughout the eighteenth century they had become familiar with a series of British political writers called the Commonwealthmen. They held republican political ideas and had their intellectual roots in the most radical thought of the Puritan revolution. During the early eighteen century these writers had relentlessly criticized the government patronage and parliamentary management of Robert Walpole and his successors. They argued that such government was corrupt and that it undermined liberty. They regarded much parliamentary taxation as simply a means of financing political corruption. They also attacked standing armies, which they considered instruments of tyranny. In Great Britain this political tradition had only a marginal impact. The writers were largely ignored because most British subjects regarded themselves as the freest people in the world. However, over three thousand miles away in the colonies, those radical books and pamphlets were read widely and were often accepted at face value.

(P. 588)



The book is a magnificent tour the de force of misapprehended knowledge - their collective ability to select and organize facts reeks academic expertise, but the assumptions and cultural beliefs present throughout the work are both deeply conflicted and utterly inimical to the American idea. We are left to believe, for example, that Greek democracy died because it didn't allow for the appointment of strong dictators, that Elizabeth I didn't kill enough Catholics, and that Louis XIV was the greatest of kings because he centralized power and hired bureaucrats to wield it.

The authors collective effort to guide the student to their preferred political views is most obvious in what they omit. A thousand page scholarly review of history entitled "The Western Heritage" should reasonably have significant overlap with some imaginary, but equally long and scholarly, analysis of the Judaeo-Christian Heritage - but this one has some major gaps. For example, the western world's first recorded republican revolution against the enslavement of the individual in the service of the aristocracy - an event giving rise to the words inscribed on America's liberty bell: "Proclaim liberty throughout all the Land unto all the Inhabitants thereof", and celebrated nearly worldwide during Passover- is unmentioned in a three paragraph period summary in which history skips blithely from Pharaohs to Kings.

More subtly, the semantic shift version of the equivocation fallacy appears throughout -so the NAZI sympathizers in the French third republic who later led the Vichy Government are referred to as Republicans - with the strangest twist to this appearing in a discussion of Trotsky's role after the Russian civil war:


A right wing faction opposed Trotsky. It's chief ideological voice was that of Nikolai Bukharin (1888 - 1938), the editor of Pravda, the official party paper. Stalin was the major political manipulator. In the mid-1920s this group pressed for the continuation of Lenin's NEP and a policy of relatively slow industrialization. Stalin emerged as the victor in these intra-party rivalries.



Although much of what was once the political right is now the left and vice versa, the authors's apparent collective willingness to engage in subliminal messaging exemplifies their deep commitment to a world view in which democracy always fails; despotic kings were great rulers; 20th century European socialism's worst mass murderers are right wing republicans; the atrocities committed by national socialists in China, Japan, Korea, and the inland kingdoms hardly even happened; and, people like Reagan and Thatcher were nothing more than Luddite aberrations put briefly into power by coalitions of the backwards.

Thus, despite devoting entire sections to the German philosophers, to Karl Marx, and to the rise of world socialism the authors create a kind of virgin birth legend for Axis fascism by treating "NAZI" (Nationalsozialistische Deutsche Arbeiterpartei) mainly as a word instead of an abbreviation; by largely omitting Mussolini's early devotion to Marx and the Italian communist movement; by defining fascism (Page 925) only in terms of its etymology and without reference to menshevism or the Russian and Spanish civil wars; and, generally by writing as if the viciousness of the conflicts between fascists and communists reflected real differences over goals and values rather than merely internecine differences over methods, messaging, and leadership.

It would be easier to understand their praise for despots; their suppression of any hint that real personal liberty and equality in the world today is almost entirely a Judaeo-Christian, Anglo-American, phenomenon; and their willingness to construct a cloak of invisibility around socialism's role in 20th century mass murder, if the book had been written in the 1930s. When the Walters Lippmann and Duranty led the western media in its collective commitment to the Comintern by praising Stalin's many democratic successes, Hitler's progressive reforms, and the Emperor's leadership in Japan's metamorphosis from feudal state to model democracy, they may simply not have known what was really going on - but Messrs Kagan, Ozment, and Turner can not so easily pretend to ignorance. Their work was done from privileged academic positions, with the full benefit of hindsight, and in the glare of socialism's greatest 20th century triumphs: institutionalized racial slavery and dispossession in Europe, Russia, and south-east Asia; Hitler's final solutions; Stalin's collectivisation; Yasuhiko's Nanking; Mao's great leap forward; Pol Pot's political eugenics; and, the millions of other lives destroyed by socialist led wars and insurrections in south east Asia, Africa, and Latin America.

This particular book is credited to Messrs Kagan, Ozment, and Turner but the problem pervades leftist literature and thinking. Thus Marx dreams of peace, prosperity, and human equality in a world free from hunger, violence, and coercion - but spends most of his time raging about the need to tear down the social fabric through rebellion and violence. From Engels to Ayers, socialist writers and their apologists do the same: key socialist ideals and values - equality, peace, freedom, independence - are implied, loved, lavishly praised, and painted as the contrasting background to an undesirable reality, but the practical focus is always on who has to be killed or cowed to create or maintain this utopia - never on how every attempt to evict both God and Adam Smith from human affairs has led to social destruction and mass murder.

The professional socialist, whether menshevik (aiming to achieve power without violent revolution) or bolshevik (seeking power through any means including violent revolution and invasion) seems immune to normal considerations of morality - the iconic image for the modern liberal progressive is that of Ernst Hemingway making casual small talk and sipping Daiquiris on a sunny balcony, while Che Gueverra's firing squads dispose of the people's enemies on the killing grounds below.

The general hypocrisy of the people making up the progressive movement is beyond the emphatic reach of the rational mind: the same people who become genuinely emotional about the inhumanity, unfairness, and primitive evils of capital punishment inflicted on a few murderous thugs get at least equally hysterical in defense of the moral rightness of killing millions of unborn children - and emblazon their bedroom posters of mass murderers like Castro and Ho Chi Minh with the symbols for peace and love.

So how can this be? How can senior American scholars like Kagan et al so despise the only culture that actually implements traditional liberal ideas about individual freedom and value that they're willing to utterly compromise our knowledge of human history in support of an ideology that not only consistently enslaves the individual, but is both deeply anti-semitic and publicly dedicated to exterminating the only major religion based on the humanist liberal values they claim to hold so dear?

​1.2 No hint of scholarship, please

THIS BOOK OFFERS AN answer, but is a work of opinion, not scholarship - in part because making sure everyone understands that this is entirely a work of opinion may deflect some lawsuits; in part because making it a collection of stand-alone essays allowed me to use some older stuff; but mainly because I do not want to hide a bunch of blunt assertions behind the usual academic camouflage - gently reinterpreted quotations from our elders.

A review article on National Review from years ago by one M.D. Aeschliman shows why by illustrating both the scholarly process and its weaknesses: it's beautifully written, full of scholarly references, and clearly intended to make a cogent argument for something - but what exactly that something is, I do not know - and I've read it twice.

Consider this bit, chosen because it can be read to support one of the key arguments in this book - that Christianity, Socialism, and the American revolution all reflect the same core values:


Moyn's book eschews any triumphant progressive narrative about human rights of the kind that looks to the ancient Hebrews, the Stoics, the Christian Church, or the 18th-century French "Enlightenment" for an initial agenda that "in the fullness of time," over decades or centuries, is finally worked out in a coherent, secular ethical consensus and body of international law. He knows that 20th-century history was both apocalyptic and tragic and that there is no guarantee that 21st-century history will be better. The "Thousand-Year Reich" lasted twelve; Bolshevik "scientific socialism" produced not utopia but massive amounts of death, destruction, and demoralization; commercial capitalism produces increasing cultural degradation and gross inequality; Islam is at best morally ambiguous; China is no exemplary moral picture; Venus has not triumphed conclusively over Mars. 

Yet Moyn's book is invigorating in showing that the beliefs and actions of certain traditions and individuals have borne fruit in the intermittent diminution of human suffering and injustice and the intermittent increase in human decency. Almost in spite of himself, he ends up showing the profound, prominent, and prophetic role of the early 20th-century Catholic Church in promoting the universal idea for which Locke and Lincoln stood and that Habermas noted - the idea that the belief that every human being is "made in the image of God" means that each human being ought to be treated as an end, not merely a means; a subject, not merely an object; an essence, not merely an existent; a person, not merely a thing. Though human rights are historically rooted in monotheistic religion and Graeco-Roman Stoicism, and were given an unstable secular basis by Kant, Moyn shows that it was in Christian doctrines, developments, institutions, and individuals that they reached mature and consistent articulation.



I have no idea how the editors at National Review saw this article, but I see it as a kind of cri de coeur from someone who clearly has read a lot of stuff and probably understood more of it than I did, but who simply can't bring himself to articulate the obvious: that socialist thought is Christian thought, but socialist action is the opposite - and therefore that the people who define themselves by their Christian, humanist values but rail against Christianity while acting against their own humanist values at every opportunity must be doing so under some unknown, but terrible, compulsion.


An aside:

For the purposes of this book an action is considered insane if two conditions are met: 




	the action clearly and directly contradicts the actor's most deeply held values and/or beliefs; and, 

	the actor will argue vehemently that the action is consistent with those values and/or beliefs. 




Thus banning books, cutting off conservative access to media, and incarcerating dissidents are sane actions if undertaken to remove or silence political opponents, but insane when undertaken by otherwise normal people who value freedom of speech very highly and seem to genuinely believe themselves acting on their commitment to protecting and maintaining it. 

Similarly, and in the context of the story, it is perfectly sane to pretend to see the emperor's magnificent clothes, but insane to believe that he's wearing them. 



What I think Dr. Aeschliman wants, and by assumption what I think most people looking at the record probably want, is to see people involved in traditional socialist activities like electoral fraud, mass murder, enslavement of lessors, racism, and the violent suppression of dissent as basically good and decent people who can be saved by removing the gun pointed at their heads - but this is, of course, delusional because there is no gun, no obvious external force. Most people want desperately to believe, for example, that sixty million decent Germans went along with killing their neighbors because they were afraid of Hitler's brown shirts, SS, and other enforcers; but the truth is that millions were proud to wear those brown shirts and jackboots - and that could not have happened without the emotional support of many millions more among family and friends.

There is an academic case to be made for the underlying explanation: that both the fascist reversion to feudalism and the cultist's violent reaction to disproof have deep roots in the pre-human psyche; but this book isn't the place for it. This book is intended as a sledgehammer breaking open the door to further discussion, causing good progressives everywhere to turn away in an agony of righteous disgust, while making a small start on eventually allowing kids everywhere to wear their MAGA caps to schools and universities without fear of retribution by teachers and others.

​1.3 Focus, intent, and preliminary conclusions

THE PRIMARY SUBJECT of this book is the reality, nature, and source of the leftist compulsion to act in direct opposition to the values the person believes in, but its purpose is to help restore sanity to American politics, education, and journalism by breaking past the boundaries of politically correct discourse to reveal some simple truths.

Progressive insanity is ultimately a way of handling the contradictions between belief and reality. Thus socialists reject the idea of God but feel, as almost everyone does, that some things or actions are morally right, others wrong. Christians describe that feeling as the voice of God in us while social scientists who understand Festinger see it as the essence of cognitive dissonance; but, labeling aside, almost everyone agrees on the obvious: the feeling is real, and acting on it by doing the right thing is the path to sanity and happiness, while trying to silence it by claiming that wrong is right and then doing more wrong, is the path to insanity, bitterness, violence, and the retreat to authoritarianism.

Thus democrats say they believe strongly in the rule of law and most actually do, but the opinions of almost all senior court judges nominated and appointed by democrats can be reliably predicted entirely through political, not legal, analysis. Democrats say they hate racists and oppose book burning and most believe it, but the same people want to ban, burn, or rewrite an American parable, The Adventures of Huckleberry Finn, in which an unprivileged white boy overcomes cultural prejudice to see an escaped slave as human first and black second.

Open any major independent or conservative magazine or website and you'll find serious people baffled by democrats who say one thing but mean and do the opposite. Whether it's the liberal perversion of history in Common Core, Obama/Clinton corruption, or the vicious personal attacks progressives launch at anyone daring to criticize their frequent recourse to the ad hominem diversion, the conservative reaction to what is seen as leftist hypocrisy is the same everywhere: anger, confusion, and vacillation produced by a complete inability to understand how people who appear perfectly sane can seem to sincerely believe in a set of principles, and yet almost always act in direct opposition to them.

Progressive insanity is real and beyond parody: just recently a woman who is sane, reasonable, loyal, and very smart went purple faced and apoplectic to shout that I cannot condemn Islam's treatment of women as property to be violated at will, because some Republicans in Texas want women to see an ultrasound of their baby's heart beating in the womb before they can legally order the child killed.

Worse, progressive insanity has become so widespread, and so overwhelming in its certainties, that its believers bypass critical thought and the need for real world validation to uncritically accept almost any nonsense consistent with their world view: so Venezuelan socialism has been a humanitarian success; climate change will kill most humans on earth by 1995; Biden got eighty million votes; President Trump is a totalitarian racist; and, placing metastasizing colonies of uneducated and assimilation resistant migrants from various shithole countries around the world in the United States will strengthen the body politic. 

Similarly, most democrats sincerely believe they abhor violence but support both defunding the police and funding Antifa - a direct descendant of the anti-fascists Hitler organized in the early 1930s to hound and denigrate German bolsheviks favoring Stalin over himself as international socialism's thought leader. Like its ancestor, today's Antifa is a creation of the progressive left: fascist in nature and wholly dedicated to using violence and third parties like the BLM movement in the suppression of non conforming views - and defunding the police is just another way of supporting an organization whose actions every progressive disapproves of.

Thus when people can't attend a Trump rally in Minneapolis without passing through a cordon of hate filled rioters on their way into, and out of, the stadium we're seeing 1932 Germany all over again. When a high performing CEO can be fired for attending a Christian conference, when tenured professors can be fired for questioning warmist doctrine; when abortion "rights" are sacrosanct and the President can be prosecuted in secret, we're seeing Russia circa 1917, Germany circa 1932, China in 1947 - we're seeing the evolution of a world of fear and political correctness that has to stopped. In the 1930s reining it in took a world war, today it will take a deep understanding of what makes people behave this way if we're to have any chance of saving them before their degradation goes too far and pressures already building toward some future bloodbath become unstoppable.

That, and nothing else, is what this book is for - helping you understand why left leaning liberals become caricature right wing fascists when given the power to act is the first step toward saving the left's believers: your husband, your wife, your kids, and your country.

Getting there will not be easy because progressivism branched from Christianity due to nothing more than a misunderstanding - but understanding and correcting that mistake requires us to re-evaluate our common understanding of economics, human behavior, and the boundaries between good and evil. 

Thus the basic plan for the book spreads five parts over seven chapters: 


	part one provides background essays defining terms, setting the context, and summarizing the conclusions arrived at; 

	part two rehearses an endless litany of contradictions between leftist belief and leftist action; 

	part three asks where and how socialist thought diverged from Christian thought and what the consequences of that schism are; 

	part four consists of several essays repeating, exemplifying, and supporting the core ideas in the book; and, 

	finally, there's a short essay, largely quoting other people, on the meaning and history of the words "Useless Eaters" in the title. 



​1.4 Summary: Democrats in the Cesspits of Despair 

VERY BRIEFLY, THIS book answers the instapundit's favorite question: "why are leftists such cesspits of hypocrisy?" in one sentence: reality supports conservative belief, but forces leftists to choose between recognizing the emptiness and historical absurdity of their core beliefs or holding themselves hostage to those beliefs by escalating their commitment through everything from littering and lying, to murder and the deliberate undermining of economic, educational, and social opportunities for everyone.

Put differently: socialist values are basically Christian values, but socialist action normally supports and expresses the opposite values. Just recently, for example, some conservative commentators have been horrified to discover that democrats typically prove to have been doing whatever the latest horrible thing is that they accuse republicans of, but this form of projection has been standard procedure for the left since the French Revolution with those most personally involved screaming "that's bad, evil, immoral, illegal" with genuine sincerity while doing whatever it is. This is definitional insanity: a consistent set of behaviors in which people truly believe themselves to hold and represent one clear set of moral values, but cannot stop themselves from acting in direct opposition to those values at every opportunity.

The ultimate explanation for this behavior is that modern socialism is a cult whose prophet and prophecies -misinterpretations of the work of Thomas Malthus - have failed. That mistake, really the belief that human economic interaction is about resources and access to resources, is what drives socialist thought while the consequence that every socialist government, and every faux malthusian prediction ever tested against reality, has failed drives the frustration, insanity, and violence.

We can observe the left's behavior without understanding or judging it. In general the behavior we see can be summarized as a collective commitment to shouting their allegiance to basic Christian (and thus American) values while acting in opposition to those values. That's definitionally insane, but it is happening all around us, every day - ask any of the screaming harridans who protested the Kavanaugh confirmation and they'll tell you they're committed to the ideals of freedom, human rights, truth, and the rule of law - and yet their actions showed them spitting in the face of all they believe in, all that's good about the American judicial and political system.

Their behavior has to change, but we can't help them make that happen without first understanding it, and understanding starts with honest description. Although many highly visible leftists are so politically focused they're intolerable, most ordinary democrats seem like sane, sensible, superficially educated (i.e.they present as literate, but have little or no factual knowledge of science, history, or western culture), and reasonably intelligent people you'd be glad to have as friends or neighbors - until the conversation touches on politics and you realize they've placed themselves beyond the reach of reason in this one area of their lives. You get together for a nice dinner: their oldest is in university but won't study, yours drives too fast, their dog isn't quite as gassy as yours, and everyone agrees the Twins will make it to the playoffs this year - but then someone brings up politics and it turns out they voted for Clintons every time; think Kavanaugh a rapist, see Trump as a Hitler wannabe, adore John Kerry and Jane Fonda, and think Cuba a successful social democracy with great medical care for everyone.

That behavioral dichotomy demonstrates a limited, but very real, form of insanity in which the person's actions in the political context absolutely contradict their own values and most deeply held beliefs. Thus they really do believe in civilized values and human rights, but instantly sever relationships with old friends who admit to thinking that the words "Peace and Love" don't belong on posters of Mao Tse Dung and Che Guevara; abhor political violence and think the NAZIs epitomize Evil but excuse and even support Antifa; hate racism but insist that racial quotas be applied everywhere; value American rights and American freedoms but see nothing wrong with jailing Nakoula Basseley Nakoula on a pretext; demand rational analysis and reasoned argument from everyone on everything, but respond to almost any factual political statement you make with a vituperative ad hominem attack either on you or on some other conservative somewhere or somewhen.

The behavior is utterly irrational but typical for cultists in the later stages of delusion - exactly that chronicled by Leon Festinger and his colleagues in their study of believers who seem perfectly normal in their everyday lives, but repeatedly double down to the point of violence and suicide on loyalty to a prophet whose prophecies have publicly and undeniably failed.

So, for the progressive left, which prophet and what prophecy? Not Thomas Malthus as he actually was, but Malthus as misread, misinterpreted, and misused by nineteenth century European cafe intellectuals like Hegel, Schopenhauer, Nietzsche, Marx, Frege, and Heidegger.

Scratch any leftist and you'll find the foundational belief: there are too many people, the world has limited resources, and we're all going to die. It's nonsense, it's the lifeboat earth fallacy and it's not what Malthus actually thought, but the belief identifies the prophet and the source of the prophecy that failed, that continues to fail: the future the progressive left both most fears and most assiduously strives to create.

At base the prophecies driving today's progressive movement grew from the social needs and limitations of 19th century, mainly German, cafe intellectuals (essentially the talking heads of their period) using unintelligibility as a kind of emperor's clothes to claim and maintain a symbiotic relationship with those whose goodwill and credulity they depended on for their livelihoods. 

In reality Malthus was a hard working English vicar fascinated by human behavior under stress who ultimately understood the role of markets in individual behavior well enough to come away fairly optimistic about humanity's future, but that isn't how he was understood by the self proclaiming elites of the day. Those people generally struggled through some early translations of his writings, stroked their collective beard, and announced to the gathered pretenders that everything Malthus ever said or thought was about the allocation of, and thus the struggle for, limited resources - and then, after several decades of profound thought and good living, added a little over-simplified Darwin to derive their survivalist programs for the most brutal forms of eugenics and "scientific" national socialism in which the concept of ownership is done away with and the leadership, which owns nothing, controls everything and everyone.

Thus the prophecy that fails is in part that the socialist ideas developed on the assumption that everything is ultimately about access to resources should provide a better life for those who attempt to implement them - a consequence reality consistently denies because the underlying premise is wrong. To see this think of the history of modern progressives from Marx to Soros as Jim Jones and apostolic socialism writ large: not just 900 dead in Guyana after thirty years of disappointment and re-entrenchment, but as over 200 million dead and ten times that many lives destroyed in a century of world wide disappointments and retrenchments ranging from the Bolsheviks in Russia to Antifa in Berkeley.

Normally, of course, cults die out as their prophecies fail, the less committed fade from sight, and the more committed eventually take what's left of the movement with them when they die. In this case, however, colleges and universities reverently teaching ideas derived from poseurs like Hegel, Nietzsche, and Marx continually churn out new Bernie Bros - and the obvious failure of any form of socialism to ever produce the promised result merely separates the true devotees, who double down on their earnestness each time there's a new Pol Pot or Venezuela, from those able to face reality.

To put all this in a more current, mid October 2020, context, there may be as many as sixty million people who routinely vote democrat in the United States, but only a small proportion of them actually invest significant physical and emotional resources in working for the party and an even smaller group, possibly numbering no more than a few thousand, truly understand and support the progressive left's use of the party in its attempt to remake the American political and economic system in its own totalitarian image. Thus there may only be a million or two of the true useful idiots - committed believers who have no idea that the leadership is wearing the democratic party like an Edgar suit but teeter on the edge of violence as an ever increasing proportion of their refusal to face reality expresses in hatred for conservatives and conservative causes.

Thus the bottom line offered in this book is both appallingly simple and hard to accept: all of the left's thinking, the entire progressive world view, is based on the assumption that human economic competition and co-operation are based on physical resources and because that's wrong, everything they do, every policy they develop, crashes into reality and fails - and that failure then sets up the internal conflicts leading to the behaviors we see.

​
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​Chapter 2: Required Information 
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The central claim in this book is that modern progressives are cultists committed to a prophet whose whose prophecies have consistently and repeatedly failed. That claim is absurd when interpreted in terms of economics, human behavior, and progressive belief as commonly understood, but makes perfect sense when understood in terms of economics, good vs evil, human behavior, and progressive belief as described in the individual sections of this chapter. 

​2.1 Understanding Economics: the power of "Ugh" 


"UGH"

That's the sound of human culture and civilization breaking free of its animal origins - because it's the sound one proto-human made to another to indicate a willingness to trade a fish for some bananas.

A modern economy consists entirely of ughs - but there are trillions of them, and while many sort of "live in the instant" many others are split over time and space, so it's a bit hard to understand just how it all comes together.

Consider a rough analogy to how computers like your smart phone work. Its internal workings are invisible to you, and even if you could see them, you'd find it hard to follow because it consists of nothing more than millions of "bits" (representing information as combinations of "On"  (think "yes") and "Off" switch positions) This, for example,


0010110 000100 111001 000000 111001 000000 111001 000000 0010100 011000 000000 010100 001000 000000 000000 000000



might represent roughly one hundred millionth of the binary instruction stream an iPhone executes when you first invoke Apple's Siri - ask her to to look up the Backyardigans Cave Party episode for you, and the processor in your device will do about ten times as many individual logical operations as there are people on earth - while the network and server processors it accesses on your behalf will do something like another twenty times more.

The economy is made up of trillions of "ugh"s - nothing more, but it's much less readable than binary computer code because humans are neither limited to considering only what happens the instant the trade is offered, nor to yes/no responses. As a result it's currently impossible to freeze frame an economy so you can review how the ughs fit together - but a short excursion into part of a more concrete seeming model may help.

Marx wanted to do away with property, but every uncoerced form of trade beyond an even swap of this for that needs some means of representing and owning the difference in value. Thus an offer like "two bananas and I'll owe you a favor for that fish" invents both money and property rights - because, a bit later on, that fisherman is going to trade some fish and a couple of the banana monger's obligations for a beer and a lapdance.

Once the traders move to some physical representation of what they owe each other they'll have invented coinage - and because coins aren't just portable but naturally last longer than fish, the astute fisherman will soon be handing over fish today, on the promise of coin tomorrow.

Once trade starts, specialization follows - and, barring social repression - so does innovation as some of the fishermen find a production advantage in spending some coins on spearheads made by a guy who's really good at it.

Specialization has social consequences as the guy who's significantly better than others at something discovers that having someone else do the mundane tasks of everyday living frees up time for his specialty - and those needs combine nicely with biology to evolve the family unit as the basic building block for larger tribal groupings in which a dominance hierarchy replaces the one dominant leader characteristic of smaller groups.

Once communities made up of multiple families become the norm, however, other social structures including morality, law, and mutual defense necessarily follow to protect and advance property rights beyond the fact of immediate possession.

Eventually it gets to be the 1940s in the United States and somebody like Wasily Leontief at Harvard realizes that Morgenstern's implacable gaming equations permit of a partial solution modeling industrial inputs and outputs in a modern economy.

Basically, the typical realization of a Leontief Input/Output (I/O) model starts as a tabular listing with the names of industrial groupings as both row and column headers with estimates in each cell of the value of the row industry's output used directly by the column nominated industry.

Trade Values (in banana equivalents); sample of 4 (there are 130 living in this Congo village community); observed from 4 PM to 8PM; non feast, good weather, day



	Producer

	User (Spear Maker)

	User (Fisherman)

	User (Banana Picker)

	User (Dancer)





	Spear Maker

	1

	5

	3

	1




	Fisherman

	5

	1

	3

	11




	Banana Picker

	3

	9

	2

	3




	Dancer

	0

	10

	12

	0






Notice that nothing shown make any more obvious sense than "01100100 10101000 0010100" does - to fix this, you'd need first to add rows and columns for other involved people, and then blocks to represent both preceding and succeeding trades.

In its more complete form the rows and columns of an I/O model list products and services and the estimates are themselves three dimensional tables describing the temporal and spatial distributions of expenditures for inputs, and receipts from outputs, for each combination.

Practicalities aside, an input/output model is conceptually just a record of trading patterns: who buys, and who sells, what; where it goes or comes from, and how and when it gets paid for - in the real world both the data and the definitions for these things are always both over-simplified and seriously corrupt so they're much less useful than you might imagine, but what the conceptual models illustrate is that a modern economy consists of many people saying "ugh" to each other in ways, at times, and for reasons, that make sense to them.

And that's all there is to understanding how an economy works - although making some corollaries explicit here may help in applying that understanding:

	Money is not a medium of or for exchange, it is a transferable representation of somebody's commitment to complete an exchange. 



Thus when governments print money in excess of the national (or transnational for some internationally important currencies) ability to produce value the new monies simply dilute (devalue) the old to produce, in the worst cases, run-away inflation. 



	I/O tables only incidentally model the flows of products and services, at a more basic level they model behavior: who does what and for whom - it's the ugh that counts, not the product or service involved: that's why resource economies last until demand fades, the resource runs out, or politics intervenes, while trading economies grow until political action stops them. 


OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_above.png





OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_corner_decoration_left.png





OEBPS/d2d_images/cover.jpg
" USELESS |
EATERS: |

UNDERSTANDING THE
SOCIALIST DELUSION.

Paul Murphy





OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_corner_decoration_right.png





OEBPS/d2d_images/chapter_title_below.png





